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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Variationalprinciples,wellestablished in nonrelativistic quantum problem s,develop

their true power by setting a m easure for the best approxim ate solution within som e

param etrization ofa trialspace. This space is m ade up ofwave functions  in non{

relativistic quantum m echanics,by statisticaloperators � in therm odynam ics, and by

actions S in the Feynm an{Jensen form ulation. The above object  can always be un-

derstood to betheground stateofsom eHam iltonian H .Any statisticaloperatorisalso

related uniquely to a Herm itean operatorH (its"Ham iltonian"). Thus,in any ofthese

three cases,we m ay talk abouta theory to be param etrized and varied. The task isto

�nd a classoftheoriescom ing reasonablecloseto thetruth butto keep itsim pleenough

fortractability.

Each oftheabovethreecasesgeneralizesto�eld theory, becom ingawavefunctional,

see e.g.[1],while H and S keep their m eaning. For the form ulations ofthe therm al

variationalprinciple,with H [2{10]orwith S [5,10{15],we referto the nextSection as

som epartIIoftheIntroduction.

W e focuson the application to pure gauge theory with particularinterestin the hot

gluon system . There are three fascinating aspects ofthis system . First,it distills out

from thestandard m odelby reducing the num berof
avoursto zero,while possibly still

containing the whole non{Abelian m ystery. Second,otherthan in the Higgssector(the

otherdistillate)itsLagrangian lookssosim ple:L = � F2=4.Third,itshigh{tem perature

lim itm ay becalled understood,m ainly based on therearrangem ent[16,17]ofdiagram s

atsoft{scaleouterm om enta Q (key words:resum m ation,hard therm alloops).

There are severalbasic problem s and pitfallsatthe very beginning when the varia-

tionalm ethod contactsgauge �elds. Itisthe subject ofthe present paperto m ake the

calculusworking atall.Hencenonew resultson thehotgluon system should beexpected

here. Instead,the known perturbative resultsare used to testournew variationalcon-

struction.W ith this�rststep wehopeto pavetheroad towardsitspresum edly powerful

nonperturbativepossibilities.

Speci�cally on SU(N ) gauge �elds under therm alvariation,there is (to our knowl-

edge) only the one (thus pioneering) paper ofR.M anka [6]in 1986. He studied pure

non{Abelian gauge theory by using a free trialLagrangian,nam ely the Abelian one for

photons taken n{fold (n � N2 � 1). The �elds are identi�ed,Anon�A belian = A trial (at

leastin thehigh{tem peraturephase),and a constanttransversephoton m assistaken as

variationalparam eter. Note thatthisidenti�cation ofpure,butinteracting gauge �elds
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with free,butm assiveonesm akesthetrialtheory nontrivial.W ith thelongitudinalm ass

included aswellasthe 4{vertex (which both were neglected in [6]),M anka conjectures

that the perturbative results on m asses,generated by the plasm a,should be obtained

from variation aswell. Indeed,they should { butby thissupposedly easy task we were

led into allthatfollows.

The following outlook re
ects,to som e extent,ourindividualpath into the subject.

Starting with the basic ideasof[6]justm entioned,we were m ore orlessforced into one

step (away from [6])aftertheother:

1.Thecovariantgauge{�xingparam eter� isreintroduced,and keptarbitrary,because

allexperience with,e.g.,thedam ping puzzleofthegluon plasm a tellsusthat�,if

surviving in �nalresults,isan idealindicatorforwrong physics.

2.Both dynam icalm assterm s(transverseand longitudinal)areincluded asfunctions

ofm om entum .Thissetup coversstaticscreening aswellasdynam ically generated

m asses.Them assive{photonic trialtheory stillkeepsitsAbelian gaugeinvariance.

3.Thefunctionalintegralform ulation isapplied.In passing,although ournotation is

M inkowskian (m etrics+ � � � )weactually alwaysm ean theEuclidean space.W e

only haveto rem em ber,atappropriateplaces,thatthezeroth com ponentA 0 ofthe

gauge�eld isitim esa real�eld.

4.The classical(or Feynm an{Jensen) version ofthe variationalfunctionalis used,

becauseitavoidsdi�cultiesinconstructingtheHam iltoniantoourhigher{derivative

trial{Lagrangian.Asan interm ediateresult,thecovariantgauge{�xing param eters

ofstudied and trialtheory becom eequal.

5.Thevariationalfunctional,ifevaluated with thequadraticphotonictrialtheory as

described,stilldependsonthe(com m on)gauge{�xingparam eter� (asalsoobserved

in [18]).A way outisproposed by �rstrewritingthepartition function ofthetheory

studied such thatitsaction becom eseven in thegauge�elds.Thisiscalled the"even

version" in Sec.IIC.

6.Asin thelow{orderperturbative treatm ents,and since we shallonly reproduceits

results,detailed renorm alization isnot(yet)required in thispaper.Divergentterm s

can be separated from the �nite therm alones. Hence,the coupling g changes its

m eaning to betherunning coupling in thesetherm alcontributions.

7.Fora �rstapplication ofthe "even version",scalarelectrodynam icsisappreciated

once m ore[19]to be an idealtoy m odelforthe non{Abelian problem .The known
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self{energies are put in by hand,but supplied with variable prefactors. Through

variation,thelatterbecom e1 indeed.

8.In thenon{Abelian case,theFaddeev{Popovdeterm inantbecom espartoftheeven{

odddecom position.The"even"functionalworkswell,exceptfora(hopefully)m inor

detailattheend (concerning gauge{�xing dependence in higherorder).

9.For the explicit analysis just m entioned,the variationalfunctionalhad to be ex-

panded up tothethird (partlyfourth)g{power.Thisapparently inevitablerecourse

to g{powersisa big disappointm ent.

The paper is organized as follows. Section II on the form ulations ofthe therm al

variationalfunctionalis a continued Introduction. Especially the "even version" (the

onethatworks)isintroduced in Sec.IIC.In Section IIIwefollow theFeynm an{Jensen

version. Itleads to unphysicalresults,but is,on the other hand,reasonable sim ple to

introduce severaltechnicaldetails. Section IV treats scalar electrodynam ics with the

"even version" ofthe functional. In Section V on the gluon plasm a,things start m ore

involved but becom e very sim ilar at the end. In Section VIthe case ofconstant trial

self{energiesisdiscussed in term sofDebyescreening and m agneticm ass.Open questions

are sum m arized in Section VII.Conclusions follow in Section VIII.Three Appendices

coverdetailson thefunctionalintegralm easures,on som enorm alintegralsinvolved and

on sum rules.

II. T H E T H ER M A L VA R IAT IO N A L PR IN C IPLE

II A . G ibbs | B ogoljubov

Theextrem alpropertiesoftherm odynam icpotentialsareknown from textbooks[2,3]

on statisticalphysics. In particularin the canonicalensem ble (the only one considered

in thispaper),the free energy takesitsm inim um atequilibrium : F � F�. In itsusual

version,the therm alvariationalprinciple is identicalwith this m odest inequality,ifits

left{hand sideisdetailed:

v [H ] � Tr

 
e��H

Z
[H � � H ]

!

� T ln(Z)
!
= m in. : (1)

Theproofisgiven shortly.In (1)and in thefollowing an index bulletrefersto thesystem

studied (atequilibrium ),i.e.tothe"hard problem " which onelikestolearn aboutby the

variationalm ethod.� = 1=T,Z = Tr
�

e��H
�

.Trialquantitiescarrynoindex,soH isthe
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elem entrunning through thetrialspacewhoseonly restrictionsarethat(a)thespectrum

ofH isbounded from below and (b)H actsin theHilbertspaceofH �.Theform ulation

(1)isfound e.g.aseq.(10.83)in [2]oraseq.(20.37)in [4].Itiscalled Gibbsvariational

priciple in [2]and Bogoljubov inequality in [6,4]. There isa naturalapplication to the

Heisenberg spin m odel,where m im im izing v yields the best Curie{W eiss Ham iltonian

[4],thereby justifying them ean �eld procedure.

Fortheproofof(1),weclaim thatonelinesu�ces.Itrestson theinequality � ln(x)�

1� x and on theirrelevance ofoperator{ordering undertrace, Trln(AB )= Trln(B A).

W ith any non{equilibrium statisticaloperator�,thelinereads:

F [�] = Tr(�H�)+ T Tr(� ln [� ]) = F� � T Tr

 

� ln

"
1

�
��

# !

� F� : (2)

To the left, (2) starts with the non{equlibrium free energy in (E � TS){form . The

knowledge of�� at equilibrium ,H � = � T ln(��Z�),is used for the inner equality sign

(F� = � T ln(Z�)).Finally,therightend hasbeen sim pli�ed using Tr(�)= Tr(��)= 1.

In a whatsoevernon{equilibrium state the system is,ithasa statisticaloperator� with

the three properties1{trace,herm itecity and positivity. Thus (with the properties (a),

(b)ofH asstated above),itsgeneralform is� = e��H =Z.Thism akes(2)to becom e(1),

q.e.d.

It is tem pting to require that the trialtheory be a solvable one (e.g. a free �eld

theory).However,itm ustnot.Im agine there wasa sm allcoupling e in thetrialtheory,

and (forsim plicity)only onevariationalparam eter�.Nearitsm inim um ,the functional

would taketheform v= a(e)+ b(e)[� � c(e)]
2
.Clearly,through perturbativeexpansion

ofv,thecoe�cientsa,b,caswellastheposition � ofthem inim um would beobtained

aspowerseriesin e.Theparam eter� m ay bechosen to bethecoupling e itself.

W e now turn to gauge �eld theory,governing a periodically repeated box ofvolum e

V and coupled to a therm albath atrestwith four{velocity U = (1;0).In thevariational

principle (1) H � and H are the Ham iltonians to a Lagrangian L� studied and a trial

Lagrangian L,respectively. To countthe sam e num ber of�eld degreesoffreedom ,one

m ay either prepare the physicalHilbert spaces from the outset [6,8,15]or work with

extended spaces(corrected by ghosts). In the lattercase the two gauge{�xingsm ay be

di�erent.Adopting generalcovariantgauges,thereisa gauge�xing param eter� � ofthe

theory studied and an � ofthetrialtheory.No �nalresultisallowed to depend on either

ofthem .

Thehotgluon system isdescribed by thepureYang{M illsLagrangian

L� = �
1

4
F�

a
�� F

�� a
� �

1

2��

�

@
�
A
a
�

�2
+ ic

a
@
�
D

ab
� c

b
: (3)
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with F�
a

�� = @�A
a
� � @�A

a
� + gfabcA b

�A
c
� and D ab

� = �ab@� � gfabcA c
� . In the high{

tem peraturelim itthe1{loopcontributions(hard therm alloops)areofrelativeorderunity

and thereforem ustbeincluded in thetrueleading order[16,17].Thegluon propagator,

resum m ed thisway,m ay bewritten as

G
��(Q)=

A
��
(Q)

Q 2 � Mt(Q)
+

B
��(Q)

Q 2 � M‘(Q)
+ �

D
��(Q)

Q 2
; (4)

whereA,B,D arem em bersofthesym m etric Lorentzm atrix basis

A = g� B � D ; B =
V � V

V 2
; C =

Q � V + V � Q
p
2 Q 2q

; D =
Q � Q

Q 2
(5)

with V = Q
2
U � (UQ)Q = (� q

2
;� Q0q) : (6)

Theorthonorm alpropertiesof(5)arelisted in [20].NotethatA and B areprojectors:

A
��
(Q)Q � = 0 ; B

��(Q)Q � = 0 : (7)

In (4),M t = � t and M ‘ = � ‘ arethewellknown polarization functions[21,22]

� t(Q)=
3

2
m

2
�
1

2
� ‘(Q) ; � ‘(Q)= 4g2N

X

P

� �
0 � 0

"

p
2
�
(pq)2

q2

#

(8)

with

m
2 =

g2N T2

9
; � 0 =

1

P 2
; � �

0 =
1

(Q � P)2
;
X

P

�
1

V

X

p

T
X

n

(9)

Form oredetailsonthe�’s(especiallyin ournotation)seeAppendixB of[23].IfV ! 1 ,
P

P turnsinto
R
d3p(2�)�3 T

P

n . W e work with the M atsubara contour: Q = (i!n;q),

!n = 2�nT.Thegauge�eldsareFouriertransform ed as

A �(x)=
X

P

e
�iP x

A �(P) ; A �(P)=

Z �

e
iP x

A �(x) (10)

with x = (� i�;r)and
R�

�
R�
0 d�

R
d3r.To e.g.check this,thetherm alKroneckersym bol

Z �

e
i(Q �P )x = �V �nQ ;nP �q;p � [Q � P ] (11)

is very convenient. In (4) the bullet on �� had been "forgotten",because the Greens

function (4)willturn outto bethatofthetrialtheory aswell.

W erethere notthepaper[6],a suitabletrialLagrangian could com einto m ind while

contem plating on (4).Usen freephoton Lagrangians(num bered by a),supply them with

variablem assterm ssuch that(4)isam ong theirpropagators,and identify the�elds:A

in (3)� A in (12):

L = �
1

4
F
2 +

1

2
A (M A)�

1

2�
(@A)

2
+ ic@

2
c (12)
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with F�� = @�A � � @�A �.Thetrivialindex a issuppressed here,and

(M A)
�
(x)=

Z �

x0

X

Q

e
�iQ (x�x 0) [M t(Q)A

��
(Q)+ M ‘(Q)B

��(Q)]A �(x
0) : (13)

The propagator of(12) is (4). But note that we are stillfree to choose e.g. constant

m asses

M t= m
2
t ; M ‘ = m

2
‘ ("m {case") ; (14)

orto coverthetrueleading{orderpropagators(4)with

M t = �
2
t� t(Q) ; M ‘ = �

2
‘� ‘(Q) ("�{case") : (15)

OurtrialLagrangian (12)isnon{interactingand quadraticin the�eldsA.Thegauge{

�xing term isnecessary,becausethem assterm sareAbelian gaugeinvariant.To seethis,

inserttheFouriertransform (10)into (13)and noticethatthegaugevariation �A�(Q)=

� Q� �(Q) drops out due to (7). Despite these neat properties ofthe m ass term ,the

longitudinalone m akestrouble. By Q � ! i@� in (13),and in the m {case forsim plicity,

wem ay rewriteA(M A)as

A(M A)= A �(x)
h

m
2
tA

��
(i@)+ m

2
‘B

��(i@)
i

A �(x) ; (16)

In passing,(16)is the Abelian (trivial)case ofthe Lagrangian considered in [24]. The

m atrix B (not A) has a denom inator containing Q 0: V 2 = � q2Q 2 ! � �2. Hence,

ourtrialLagrangian hasarbitrarily high powersin thetim ederivative.Thede�nition of

�eld m om entum densitiesin higherderivative Lagrangiansisa delicate m atter,asisthe

construction ofitsHam iltonian.ThusH ,thetrialobject,m akestheproblem .Notethat,

ifworking with a constant{m ass Stueckelberg term 1

2
m 2A �A � [25],this problem would

notyetarise.W eleavethese di�cultiesrightnow,becausethereisa wonderfulway out

asdetailed in thefollowing subsection.

II B . Feynm an | Jensen

To each Lagrangian,(3)and (12),thereisapartition function which,using functional

integrals,isexpressed by theactionsS� = �
R�

L� and S = �
R�
L :

Z� =
1

Z �
B

N

Z

D A e
�S � ; Z =

1

ZB

N

Z

D A e
�S

: (17)

In (17),and forthem om ent,let
R
D A includetheghost�eld integrations.(17)holdstrue

in Euclidean space [26,21]:A 0 isa purely im aginary �eld. The prefactorsZ
�
B and ZB ,
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e.g. ZB =
R
D B e�

R
�
B 2=2�,occurthrough the derivation of(17)while integrating over

�(@A � B )with norm alized weight. Usually,they are hidden in the functionalm easure

N . But here,the two N in (17) are equaland independent of�. Nevertheless,they

depend on � [26]. Itm ightbe em phasized,thatthe above functionallanguage can still

beapplied to theHam iltonian versionv[H ],sincethe�rstterm of(1)is� T ln(Z),and

the individualterm sin hH � � H i(ifknown)can be related to Greensfunctions,which

in turn derivefrom Z (with sourceterm sincluded).

Ham iltonianscan be avoided atall,aswe learn in x 3.4 ofFeynm an’stextbook [10]

(see also x 8.3,4 there and [11]). Start from Z�,add the factors eS and e�S under the

integral,divide by (and m ultiply with)Z and de�ne the average h:::iasgiven in (18).

Then,

Z� =
ZB

Z �
B

Z
D

e
�(S ��S)

E

�
ZB

Z �
B

Z e
�hS ��Si ; h:::i�

R
D Ae�S :::
R
D Ae�S

: (18)

The above inequality is,in the case at hand,the Jensen inequality,see e.g. [27]. Its

sim plestversion statesthat
D

e�f
E

� e�hfi.Theproofrestson theconvexity ofex [5,12],

or,equivalently,on the nice �gure 3.5 of[10]. Forconvenience we take the logarithm of

(18),

v [S ]= F + T hS� � Si� T ln

 
ZB

Z �
B

!

!
= m in. ; (19)

and call(19)theFeynm an{Jensen variationalprinciple.Thelastterm ,wecom eback to

shortly,isobviously speci�cto gaugetheory.

In thenon{Abelian case,thereisa terriblepitfallhidden in (18).Adm ittedly,things

were written down,to run into itwith ease.Ifone stillreads
R
D A to include the ghost

�eld integrations (wrong case),the ghostterm would appearin the average T hS� � Si

and loosetheterm linearin A,henceallA{dependence.Butiftheintegration overghosts

iscorrectly recognized to betheFaddeev{Popov determ inant,FP(A),itm ay beincluded

into S� asS
no ghosts
� � ln(FP(A)). Now,in the avergage T h� ln(FP)i,even powersofA

survive. Forthe explicitform ulation ofthissee Sec.V.W e learn thaticc,though being

Herm itean,m ust notbe viewed asa realnum ber. Hence,in the non{Abelian case one

needsto writetheaction S� in (18)and (19)asto includeFP(A),whiletherewillbeno

ghost�eld integrationsin
R
D A.

ThereisalsothePeierls’version [28,2,4,5]ofatherm alvariationalprinciple.Itstates

that Tre��H �
P

n e
�< njH jn> ,rests on Jensen and m ay be used foranother derivation

[5]of(1). Thingsare closely related. Butwe have no rigorousanswerto the question,

whetherthetwoversions(1)and(19)areidenticalstatem ents{justform ulatedindi�erent

language { ornot(see also pt.3 in Sec.VII).The Feynm an{Jensen variationalprinciple

7



staysusefuleven atzerotem perature.Ithasbeen applied atT = 0to��4 theory without

[29]and with gauge sector[18]. Form erly,these e�ortshad a Ham iltonian form ulation,

considered even therm al[7].At�nitetem perature,butwithouttheexoticlastterm ,(19)

hasbeen recently used toobtain gap equationsin lattice�4{theory [13].Before,itplayed

a centralrolein a study ofspin m odelsand latticegaugetheory [14].

The role played by the unusuallastterm in (19)clearsup by com bining itwith the

gauge{�xing term scontained in S� and S :

vgauge =
T

2

�
1

��
�
1

�

� Z � D

(@A)2
E

� T ln

 
Y

q;n

0

s
�

��

!

=

�
�

��
� 1� ln

�
�

��

��
V

2

X

Q

0
: (20)

Forthelogarithm in the�rstlinesee(A.14),theprim eexcludesn = q = 0.Tounderstand

thelastterm in thesecond line,rem em berthat
P

Q = (T=V )
P

n

P

q.Fortheotherterm s

insert(10)and use

hA �(Q)A �(P)i= [Q + P ] G ��(Q)= [Q + P ](A� t+ B� ‘+ �D� 0) ; (21)

where the shorthand notation should be obvious from (4). Now consider � ofthe trial

Lagrangian to beone ofthevariationalparam eters.Clearly,with respectto �,(20)has

an extrem um at� = ��,andvgauge vanishesatthisposition.M oreover,itisam inim um ,

sincetheblank sum attheend in (20)ispositive(though quarticdivergent).By farthe

best� is��.W enotethreeconsequencesof� = ��.First,thethreeterm sselected in (20)

m ay be sim ultaneously om itted in the sequel. Second,there is stilldependence on the

now com m on �,asitentersthrough h:::iwhen traced back to the trialpropagator(4).

Hence,theabove selection of�{dependentterm swasincom plete.Butthe divergence of

thelastfactorin (20)helpsm aintainingtheconclusion with rigour.Third,with respectto

�,thevariationalprincipleisexhausted,so oneshould nom orethink aboutan "optim al"

(com m on)� .

II C . T he "even version"

Sofar,wewereabletocircum venttheHam iltonian dilem m anoted attheend ofSec.II

A.Butin the new version (19)there isagain a troubling elem ent,aswe becom e aware

ofnext. Term sodd in the gauge�eld A (the AAA partofL � in particluar)drop outin

v entirely,because they only enterhS� � Siand vanish there,since the average weight

isthe quadratic trialaction.Itisasifthe 3{vertex wastaken outfrom the outset.But

a Yang{M illstheory with no 3{vertex can neverbe tested suitably by any trial{theory.

Form oredetailsseethenextSection.
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Forthe resolution to thispuzzle,itappearsthatthe usualphilosophy ("im prove the

trialtheory") fails. Also,our trialtheory (12) is physically so reasonable: it "m ust"

work. Our way out is to introduce one m ore version ofthe variationalfunctional. On

one hand this construction,which we callthe "even version",is the decisive success in

treatinggauge�eldsvariationally.On theotherhand theideaisrathersim ple:in general,

odd{in{A term sin theaction can beavoided from theoutsetby playing around with the

functionalintegrationsoverA asfollows.

Letussplittheaction intoS� = E+ O with E keepingand O changingsign underA !

� A. The sam e decom position can be done with the exponentiated action ase�E e�O =

e�E ch(O )� e�E sh(O ).Sincethesecond term dropsoutunderthefunctionalintegrations

overthegauge�eld A,wem ay write

Z

D A e
�S � =

Z

D A e
�E + ln[ch(O )]

: (22)

Thenew exponent,which wecall� S��,isan even functionalofA.Sincetheabovesteps

precedetheuseofJensen’sinequality,quitea new functionalv arises:

v [S ]= F + T hS�� � Si
!
= m in. with S�� = E � ln [ch(O )] : (23)

In (23) � = �� is understood,i.e. the logarithm ofZB ’s is om itted together with the

gauge�xing term sin E and S.

Once there are only even term sin the theory studied,the quadratic trialtheory has

a good chance to reproduce the leading{order perturbative results. W e shallshow in

SectionsIV and V thatthe"even version" worksthatway,indeed.There,theFaddeev{

Popov determ inant(depending on A in Sec.V,butnotin Sec.IV)ispartofS� and hence

subjectoftheabove"even"{ing procedure.

III. T R IA L A N D ER R O R

In this short Section we step back to the insu�cient Feynm an{Jensen form 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 sim plestcase. Forsim plicity,letuseven om it

the Faddeev{Popov term (i.e. run into the pitfallnoticed below (19)). Itisnot(solely)

responsibleforthedefect,asweshallrem ark attheend ofthisSection.

Using � = �� asreasoned below (21),the functionalreadsv= F + T hS� � Si. In

the di�erence S� � S = �
R�
(L� � L)the term sodd in the gauge �eld A vanish under

9



theaverageh:::i.Otherscancel.Theonly two surviving term sare

T hS� � Si= V
1

2
hA

a(M A
a)i+ V

g2

4
f
abc
f
ars

D

A
b
�A

c
�A

� r
A
� s
E

� vM + vA A A A ; (24)

where
R
�
hasreduced to �V due to spacetim e{independence ofthe averages. The �rst

term ,vM with M from (13),isreadilyevaluated byusing(10),(21)and thetracerelation

([M tA + M ‘B ]G ) �
� = 2M t� t+ M ‘� ‘ :

vM = nV T
4

�

� Lt�
1

2
L‘

�

: (25)

Lt;‘ aretwo sum soutofthecollection:

Jt;‘ = � �
2
X

P

� t;‘ ; Lt;‘ = � �
4
X

P

P
2(� t;‘� �0) ; Yt;‘ = �

2
X

P

p
2� 0� t;‘ (26)

with � t;‘ = 1=(P 2 � Mt;‘(P))and � 0 = 1=P 2. The prefactorn in (25)com esfrom the

trivialsum overthecolourindex.

The treatm entofvA A A A startswith the W ick decom position [6]ofthe average into

threepairswith partners

D

A
a
�(x)A

b
�(x)

E

= �
ab
X

P

G ��(P) = �
ab
T
2 1

3
(u��r+ v��s) : (27)

The�rstequality in (27)deriveswith (10),(21).Thesecond onearisesafterintegration

overthe directionsofp. Asthe propagators� t;‘ are rotationally invariant(even in the

�{case (15)),this angular integration am ounts to the replacem ents A ! � 2

3
u,B !

� 1

3
u � 1

3
p2� 0v and D ! 1

3
(v� u)+ 1

3
p2� 0v with theLorentz m atricesu��,v�� given by

U�U�� g�� and 4U�U�� g��,respectively.Forthesum srand ssee(29)below.Using the

�rstequation (27)and with fabcfabc = nN one derivesthe �rstline of(28). Exploiting

theu{v{version,onearrivesatthesecond one:

vA A A A = nV
g2N

4

0

@

"
X

P

G
�

� (P)

#2

�
X

P

G ��(P)
X

Q

G
��(Q)

1

A

= nV T
4 g

2N

6
(r+ s)(r� 2s) : (28)

Theobjectsr,s in (27),(28)aregiven by

r= 2Jt+ J‘+ �J0 ; s= � Y‘� �J0 + �Y0 ; (29)

whereJ0 and Y0 arethesum sof(26)taken atvanishing m ass.

Thelastterm ofv to beevaluated isthetrialfreeenergy F = � T ln(Z).Firstofall,

sincecoloursdo notm ix,Z isan n{fold product,

F = nFcolourless = � nT ln(Zcolourless) = nV T
4 (� 2It� I‘+ I0) ; (30)

10



and the colourless partition function isidenticalwith thatofscalarED,see Sec.IV,if

om itting the factor due to the scalars. In the form ula (17) for Z (read colourless and

Euclidean),there are three unknown 
ying objects: N ,
R
D A and

R
D B . Thisisnota

sham eifZ isused exclusively asageneratingfunctional.Buthereweneed Z asaprecise

num ber.Thetrouble[26]with the norm alization factorN isproportionalto thecareof

itstreatm ent. W e m ake e�ortsin Appendix A to write down atleast(ifnotto derive)

thisfactorN . Here we take from (A.20)thatF indeed splitsup into the term s in the

right{hand sideof(30).W ith (A.3),weobtain

I‘ =
1

2V T3

X

p

"

ln
�

� T
2� ‘(P0 = 0;p)

�

+
X

n

0
ln
�

P
2
0� ‘(P)

�
#

; (31)

wheretheprim eexcludesn = 0.Theindex ‘m ay bereplaced by torby 0(then referring

to zero m ass). The expression (31)stickswith thisawkward form aslong asthe �{case

(15)isincluded.Butby di�erentiation with respectto �‘ wem ay write

� �‘@�‘I‘ = L‘ or I‘ = I0 �

Z
�‘

0

d�
1

�
L‘(�‘ = �) ; (32)

the right halfbeing equivalent to a coupling constant integration. In the m {case the

aboverelation reads� m @m I = L.

Thesum sI,J to Y aredivergent,and onehasto keep track ofvariational{param eter

dependences while renorm alizing [6]. To study thisin sim ple term s(and forthe restof

thisSection)we turn to constantm assesby (14).In thiscasethefrequency sum in (31)

can bedone[21].Using (A.7)and going to thein�nitevolum elim it,oneobtains

I‘ = �
1

2�2

Z 1

0

dxx
2

�
1

2

q

x2 + "2‘ + ln

�

1� e
�
p

x2+ "2
‘

��

; "‘ � �m‘ : (33)

Furtherm ore,L‘ = "2‘J‘.Thesum J becom es

J‘ =
1

2�2

Z 1

0

dx
x2

q

x2 + "2‘

"
1

2
+

1

e

p
x2+ "2

‘ � 1

#

(34)

with clearly the 1

2
{term beingUV{divergentasin (33).Even aftersubtractingzero{point

energiesbyhand (which thefunctionalintegraldoesnotknow of),I‘ ! I‘+
1

4�2

R
1

0 dxx3 �

Isub‘ ,thererem ainsa singularintegraldepending on thevariationalparam eter"‘.On the

otherhand,in a low{orderperturbativetreatm ent,such term scan beaddressed aszero{

tem peraturerenorm alization [16,23]and om itted entirely.Asweliketo reproducethese

results only,the om ission should be allowed here as well. Consider,for exam ple,the

com bination � Isub‘ � 1

2
L‘,which occursin F + vM ,and supply p with an UV{cuto� �:

�

� I
sub
‘ �

1

2
L‘

�

1

2
�term

=
1

4�2

Z �=T

0

dx

0

@
q

x2 + "2‘ � x �
"2‘

2
q

x2 + "2‘

1

A

=
"4‘

32�2
ln

�
�

T"‘

�

+ O
�

"
4
‘

�

: (35)
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Since we expect"‘ � g,such term sare irrelevantinv up to g3. In the sequelwe shall

trustin theaboveargum entsand om itthe 1

2
{term sentirely.

Deleting the divergent pieces thisway (in e.g. (33)and (34)),I,J,Y becom e well

de�ned integralswhoseasym ptoticseriesareknown [30]:

I =
�2

90
�
"2

24
+

"3

12�
+

"4

32�2
ln(")�

c"4

64�2
+ O

�

"
6
�

(36)

J =
1

12
�

"

4�
+ ::: = �

1

"
@"I =

1

"2
L (37)

Y =
1

8
�

"

4�
+ ::: =

3

"2
(I0 � I) (38)

with "oneof"t;‘ = �m t;‘,c=
3

2
+ 2ln(4�)� 2
 and 
 theEulerconstant.In them assless

lim it,the free energy (30) is now recognized to be n tim es thatofordinary blackbody

radiation.

Thecontributionstov arenow added up asF +vM +vA A A A and �lled with details:

v = nV T
4

�

� 2It� "
2
tJt+

1

2

h

� 2I‘� "
2
‘J‘

i

+ I0

+
g2N

6

�

2Jt+ J‘� Y‘+
�

8

�

(2Jt+ J‘+ 2Y‘)

#

(39)

= const+
nV T4

4�

 
"3t

3
� "tg

2
N
5+ �

24
+

"3‘

6
� "‘g

2
N
1+ �

16
+ :::

!

: (40)

Thereitis,theannounced wrong result:v dependson �.Nevertheless,thestructureis

appealing:the param eters"t and "‘ do notm ix,the only extrem um isa m inim um ,and

itsposition hasthe rightorderg2N ofm agnitude. But,apartfrom this,the m inim um

positions"2t = g2N (5+ �)=24 and "2‘ = g2N (1+ �)=8 giveno sense:which � ? Including

the FP{term ,with the m eansworked outin Sec.V,doesnothelp outofthisdilem m a,

because itonly leadsto m inorchanges.To bespeci�c,in (40)5+ � becom es6+ � and

1+ � turnsinto (2+ 3�)=3.

IV . SC A LA R ELEC T R O D Y N A M IC S

For a �rst application ofthe "even" functional(23),we appreciate scalar ED as a

suitable exam ple. Rem em ber that this system is an idealtoy m odel[19]to the gluon

plasm a,with view to theidenticaldiagram structure,theneed ofresum m ation aswellas

12



to itsphysicalgrossfeatures.TheLagrangian,to bestudied,isgiven by

L� = (D �
�)�D �� �

1

4
F
2
�

1

2��
(@A)

2
(41)

with D � = @� � igA� and F�� = @�A � � @�A �. By again identifying the �elds(here: �

and A),thetrialLagrangian reads

L = (@��)�@�� �
1

4
F
2
�

1

2�
(@A)2 +

1

2
A(M A)� m

2
s�

�
� : (42)

Itspropagatorsare(4)and 1= [m 2
s � Q2]forphotonsand scalars,respectively.Herewe

concentrateon thespectum ofrealexcitations.Hence,them assm atrix M isthatofthe

the �{case (15).The variationalparam etersin the above trialtheory are �t,�‘ and the

scalarm assm s.TheLagrangian (42)turnsinto thee�ectiveLagrangian (atorderg
2)of

hotscalarED [19]atthe values�t = �‘ = 1 and m 2
s = g2T2=4. So,within O (g2),the

param eterspaceincludestheexactanswer(to bederived by variation).Notethatboth,

originaland trialtheory,areinvariantunderregaugingthephoton �eld by�A = � @�.By

de�nition,the decoupling ghostterm sare keptapartfrom the above Lagrangians. But

the Faddeev{Popov com pensation m ust be taken into accountin the partition function

eitherby ghostsorasa determ inant.

IV A . T he "even" functionalofscalar ED

Recalling Sec.IIC,thepartition function ofscalarED m ay bewritten as

Z� =
1

Z �
B

det
0
(�2@2)N

Z

D fA ��
�
�g e

�S �� : (43)

The prim e on the Faddeev{Popov determ inant excludes the zero{eigenvalue (see also

Appendix A).To specify E and O in (23),in thecaseathand,weread o� from (41)that

O = �

Z �

L1 with L1 = igA
�
�
�
@�� � ig(@��

�)A �
� ; (44)

while �
R�
L2 with L2 = g2A �A ��

�� is part ofE together with the quadratic term s in

(41).The index on L refersto g{powers.W ith � = ��,asrequired for(23)to bevalid,

wem ay thuswritethe"even" functionalas

v = F + T

* Z
� 1

2
A(M A)� m

2
s

Z
�

�
�
� �

Z
�

L2 � ln

"

ch

 Z
�

L1

! # +

; (45)

where F = � T ln(Z),and the trialpartition function Z isgiven by (43)with allbullets

stripped o� there.
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Thereisa high (butprobably inevitable)priceto bepaid forthephysicalconsistency

reached with theaboveform ulation:itobviously contains�eldsin arbitrary high powers

(instead ofonly quartic). For the explicit evaluation of(45) one is,apparently,forced

again into a perturbativeexpansion,nam ely thatofthelogarithm icterm ( ln [ch(x)]=

x2=2� x4=12+ x6=45� :::).Butnote,atleast,thatthisexpansion looksm uch sim plerthan

diagram m atictherm odynam ics:heretheseagullvertex doesnotoccurin higherpowers.

If,by any reason,term soforderg4 m ay beneglected,then thefunctionalsim pli�esto

vtrunc = F + T

* Z � 1

2
A(M A)� m

2
s

Z �

�
�
� �

Z �

L2 �
1

2

 Z �

L1

!2 +

: (46)

In the following,while dem onstrating the value of(45),we shallin fact restrict to the

truncated version (46).

IV B . Evaluation ofvtrunc

Letusgroup theabove�vecontributionsinto "bare" and interaction term s:

vtrunc = v0 + vint with v0 = F + vM + vm 2
s
; vint = vA A �� + vsquare : (47)

Forv0 we are wellprepared from Sec.III: strip o� the colourfactorn from (25)and

(30).Ofcourse,with view to (A.20),thefreeenergy V T4(� 2Is)ofthescalarshasto be

added now.Asthe scalarshave constantm ass,Is isgiven by (33)with index ‘replaced

by s. Forvm 2
s
note,thatthe average h���iequals

P

P S(P)with the scalarpropagator

given by S(P)= � 1=(P2 � m2s)� � �s.Thus,in particular

vm 2
s
= � V m

2
sh�

�
�i= � V T

4
Ls ; Ls = "

2
sJs ; "s � �ms ; Js = � �

2
X

� s ; (48)

and in total

v0 = V T
4

�

� 2It� Lt� I‘�
1

2
L‘+ I0 � 2Is � Ls

�

: (49)

Am ong theinteraction term s,oneispretty sim ple:

vA A �� = � V g
2
h�

�
�ihA

�
A �i= V T

4
g
2(2Jt+ J‘)Js + V T

4
g
2
�J0Js = F

��
� : (50)

Ofcourse,J0 = 1=12 even in the �{case. To the right in (50),we have noted,that

vA A �� preciselyequalstheperturbativefreeenergycontribution from thediagram � � (one

loop scalar,one photonic). Buthere the linesrepresentm assive propagators,m aking � �

dependingon variationalparam eters.Onem ayspeculate,thattherem ainingterm vsquare

could correspond to thediagram 	 (theinnerlinephotonic).Thisisindeed thecase,see

(51)below.Classesofdiagram swerewhisked away in thetreatm entofSec.III.
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The �rst steps in treatingvsquare are straightforward: Fourier transform all�elds,

W ick decom pose (the � � � {diagram dropsoutdue to odd sum m and)and use (21). One

obtains

vsquare = � V
1

2
g
2
X

Q

X

P

(2P � Q)� G ��(Q)(2P � Q)� � s�
�
s = F

	
� (51)

with � �
s = 1= [(Q � P)2 � m2s]. There is gauge{�xing dependence in vsquare through

thepropagatorG from (4).Aftersom ealgebra oneobtainsthat

vsquare � v
(�= 0)

square = � V T
4
g
2
�J0Js ; (52)

which cancels the �{term of(50). Thus,in the case ofscalar ED and in its truncated

"even" functional,thereisno gauge{�xing dependence.Thisistrueforallvaluesofour

variationalparam etersand forany m assm atrix version.

In (51)at� = 0 term swith Q � orQ � are projected out. The rem aining sandwiches

are PAP = � [p2 � (pq)2=q2] and PBP = P 2 � (PQ)2=Q 2 � PAP. Expecting the

structure (40),at least the term s linear in �t,�‘,m s m ust be detailed. W e therefore

form di�erences ase.g. � t‘ � �t� �‘,add (51)to (50),write Jt0 � Jt� J0 etc. and

splitvint into a constant (v0),term s linear in such di�erences (v1) and the rest (v2),

which iscertainly ofhigherorder.Then,som eterm sofv1 (easily identi�ed in (56)below)

are regrouped into v2,because they are ofhigher order by other reasons. Note that
P

P (4P
2Q 2 � 4(PQ)2 + Q 4)= [Q 2P 2(Q � P)2]= 2

P

P 1=P
2.W eobtain:

vint = V g
2(v0 + v1 + v2) with (53)

v0 =
X

Q

X

P

1

Q 2P 2

 

3� 2
Q 2P 2 � (QP)2

Q 2(Q � P)2

!

=
5T4

288
; (54)

v1 = T
4
J0(2Jt0 + 3Js0)+ 2

X

Q

� t‘(Q)
X

P

1

P 2(Q � P)2

"

p2 �
(pq)2

q2

#

; (55)

v2 =
X

Q

X

P

 

2� t0� s0 + 2

"

p2 �
(pq)2

q2

#

� t‘

�

� s�
�
s � �0�

�
0

�

+ � ‘0� s0

� 2

"

P
2
�
(PQ)2

Q 2

#

� ‘

�

� s�
�
s � �0�

�
0

�

+
1

2
� ‘0Q

2� 0�
�
0

!

: (56)

In each term of(56)theargum entofthe�rstpropagatorisQ,and P thatofthesecond.

To understand why the last two term s of(56)are less than O (g),the �rst one can be

rewritten as � 2m2s
P

Q ;P � ‘� s�
�
s plus som e products ofdi�erences. But for the last

term in (56)only a detailed analysis(ofthe type done in Appendix B)revealsitsorder

T4g2ln(g)ofm agnitude. Such term sare known to occurin the perturbation expansion

ofthefreeenergy [31].

15



Up to orderg3 in v (ororderg in v1)only the line (55)needs furtherstudy. Note

at�rst that,form ally,the expression (8)(atN = 1 here)appearsin thisline. So,the

m achinery "knows" ofthe leading{order longitudinalpolarization function. There are

two ways to evaluate
P

Q � ‘t� ‘ (for later use,we detailboth). First,one m ay cancel

�{functions with those in the trialpropagators (using � ‘ = 3m 2 � 2�t),write v1 in

term sofbasicintegralsas

X

Q

� ‘t� ‘ = � T
4

 
2

�2t
Lt+

1

�2‘
L‘�

g2

3
Jt

!

(57)

and proceed with expanding the latter (see below). Note that these cancellations are

possible in the �{case only. The alternative second way is by far the easier and m ore

enlightening one. As is basic to the dim ensionalreduction m ethod [32,33,34]and to

various related therm odynam ic calculations (e.g. [35,31]), a frequency sum m ay be

occasionally reduced toitsQ 0 = 0 term .Thisstep,ifvalid [19,36],restson thestructure

ofa m assivepropagator�(Q)and usually preparesitssoftpartwhilecontributionsfrom

non{zero hard frequenciesare ofhigherorder.Ofcourse,there m ustbe no hard partin

a sum under such study. In fact,(57)isan idealexam ple forthe above. M oreover,at

Q 0 = 0 the polarization functions � ‘ and � t reduce to constants,nam ely 3m 2 and 0,

respectively:

X

Q

� ‘t� ‘ = 3m 2
T

2�2

Z 1

0

dqq
2

 
1

q2
�

1

q2 + �2‘3m
2

!

=
T4g2

12�

 
g�‘
p
3

!

: (58)

Dependence on �t has dropped out,with the reason readily detected in the vanishing

factor� t of�
2
t,i.e.in theabsenceofa (squared)m agneticm assatorderg

2.In thesam e

m annerthesoftpartsofJ{integralsareobtained:

J‘ = J0 �
1

4�

g�‘
p
3

+ ::: ; Jt= J0 + 0 + ::: (59)

with again no dependence on �t by thesam ereason.

To com plete the evaluation,note thatthe scalarcontributionsJs,Ls,Is are m {case

objects,hence theirexpansionsare given by (36)and (37)with " = "s = �m s. Forthe

rem aining �{case integrals in v0,(49),apparently,the sum s Lt and L‘ are stillto be

studied separately.Forthissom ewhatdelicatetask seeAppendix B.Asa result,both L

startwith a g2�2{term whoseprefactor� divergeslogarithm ically.From (B.5)to (B.7):

L‘ = 2�
g2�2‘

3
�

1

4�

 
g�‘
p
3

! 3

+ ::: ; Lt =

�
1

24
� �

�
g2�2t

3
+ 0 + ::: : (60)

Now note that the singular piece � drops out in v0,because there L appears in the

com bination 2I+ L = 2I0+
n

1� 2
R�
0 d�

1

�

o

L,see(32),andthecurlybracketisaprojector:
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f g�2 = 0.Onem ightask forthefateofthesingularterm sin (57).They drop outthere

by cancellation,and (58)derivesagain.

IV C M inim izing vtrunc at order g3

In the preceding subsection,the expansions were driven just as far as to allow for

writingdown thefunctionalvup tothird orderinthecouplingg.Ofcourse,asin Sec.III,

we anticipate that the solutions to m s and �t;‘ willbe O (gT)and O (1)in m agnitude,

respectively.By com bining thedetailsofthepreceding subsection oneobtains

v
to g3

= V T
4

 

� 2
�2

45
+
5g2

288
+

g3

24�
p
3

"
�3‘

3
� �‘

#

+
1

12�

"

(�m s)
3
�
3g2

4
�m s

# !

:

(61)

Itstillhasthestructureof(40).Thevariationalparam etersdonotcouple,which isspeci�c

to the orderconsidered. The absence ofany dependence on �t wasalready understood,

although m erely technically (see also Sec.VI).The abovev,when plotted overthe �‘{

�t{plane,hastheform ofalonggutter.Theresolution ofthisdefectisdeferred toSec.IV

D.

M inim izing (61)with respectto m s and �‘ givesthevalues

m
m in
s =

1

2
gT ; �

m in
‘ = 1 ; (62)

asexpected.W eim m ediately lookforthevalueoftheabovevtaken attheseparam eters,

which istheheightofthebottom ofthegutter:

v
m in

= V T
4

 

� 2
�2

45
+
5g2

288
�

g3

12�

"
1

3
p
3
+
1

4

# !

(63)

with thelastterm in thesquarebracketbeing dueto thescalars.Them inim um perfectly

agreeswith the perturbative free energy up to g3. The g3{term ,the correlation energy,

was given by Kalashnikov and Klim ov [37](eq.(19) there,taken at � = � = 0 and

e= g).In sum m ary,forscalarelectrodynam icsand up to thethird g power,the"even"

variationalfunctionalhasallrequired properties,nam ely gauge�xing independence,the

rightm inim alvalueand (apartfrom degeneracy)therightm inim um position.

IV D . Solution to the gutter problem

Them issing dependenceon �t in (61)is,asalready noticed,an artifactoftherestric-

tion toorderg3 ofthefunctional.Theproblem m erelyishow togooneorderhigherwithin
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theexpansionsso fardeveloped.Firstofall,wenotice thatg4{term sareallowed within

thetruncated functional,although theneglected nextterm ofln [ch(x)]doescontribute

atorderg4 too. However,the latterisa constantatthisorder;variationalparam eters

appearatg5.

Let us try to avoid expansions,and let the collection ofallterm s containing �t be

denoted byv
(t)

trunc.Up to an additiveconstant,itm ay bewritten as

v
(t)

trunc = V T
4
Ut+ V g

2
v
(t)

2 with Ut= � Lt+ 2

Z �t

0

d�
1

�
Lt(�t= �)+

1

�2t
Lt : (64)

Here,v
(t)

2 is m ade up ofthe �rst two term s in (56),but leave v
(t)

2 aside for a m om ent.

Then,them inim um condition m ay begiven theform ofa product

0= @�tUt =

�
2

�t
Lt� @�tLt

�

�

 

1�
1

�2t

!

(65)

with the �rstfactor"unknown",butthe second reaching zero at�2t = 1 asdesired. To

be sure thatthis zero corresponds to a m inim um ,the �rstfactorm ust be shown to be

positive. W e shalldo so atthe end ofAppendix B.There,the �rst factor is also seen

to be oforderg4 and to vary as�3t forsm allg,see (B.11). Hence,Ut hasa Higgs{type

shape Ut � const� g4�2t +
1

2
g4�4t + :::with a m axim um atthe origin. The curvature of

the gutter sets in one order higher,indeed. A plot ofv now m erely looks like a long

bath{tub.

Theaboveconstruction onlyworksifthecorrection v
(t)

2 rem ainsbelow theorderO (g2).

Its�rstterm isthe�rstin(56)andisoforderT 4g(Jt� J0)inm agnitude.W ithview to(59)

itisindeed below g2.Forthesecond contribution (thesecond in (56)butwith � t0 in place

of� t‘)weneed abitofcalculation.Bothsum sm aybeconsidered "soft",i.e.n(x)! T=x

isallowed,thereby preparingthecontribution ofinterest.Allpropagatorsarerepresented

spectrally.Forthetwo frequency sum s,eq.(6.6)of[23]isused repeatedly.Theresultis

a 3{m om entum double integralover(am ong otherfactors)
R
dx1

x

�

�
(�)

t (x;q)� �(0)(x;q)
�

.

But,dueto thesum rule(C.6),thisfactorvanishes,q.e.d.

V . YA N G {M ILLS FIELD S (the gluon plasm a )

For treating the non{Abelian theory (3) in its "even version",we use Sec.IV as a

guideline. Hence,�rstofall,we strip o� the ghostterm sfrom L �,L and introduce the

index "no" forsuch reduced Lagrangians:

S
no
� = �

Z
�

L
no
� = �

Z
�

(L0 + L1 + L2) with (66)
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L1 = � g(@�A
a
�)f

abc
A
� b
A
� c

; L2 = �
1

4
g
2
f
abc
f
ars
A
b
�A

c
�A

� r
A
� s

: (67)

Here,L0 isthequadraticpartofL
no
� ,henceincludingthegauge�xing:L 0 = � (Fa)2=4�

(@A a)2=(2��). The Faddeev{Popov determ inantnow dependson the gauge �eld and is

thus subject to functionalintegrations. But for convenience we m ay split o� its bare

factor.Thepartition function,stillwaiting foritseven{odd decom position,so farreads

Z� =
1

Z �
B

det
0
�

�
2
@
2
�
ab
�

N

Z

D A
a
�e

�S no

�
�S F P : (68)

Thetwofactorsin (68),which obviouslystand fortheFP{determ inantdet
0
(�2@D ),derive

through

det0
�

�
2
@D

�

= det0
�

�
2
@
2
�
ab
�

det0
� h

@
2
�
ab
� @

�
gf

abc
A
c
�

i 1

@2�ab

�

� det
0
�

�
2
@
2
�
ab
�

det
0
(1+ W ) � det

0
�

�
2
@
2
�
ab
�

e
�S F P ; (69)

whereby W thepartodd in thegauge�eld isprepared:

W = � gf
abc
@
�
A
c
�

1

@2
: (70)

The�rst@� actson A c
� and allfunctionsthatfollow.W eread o� from (69)that

SF P = � ln [det
0
(1+ W )] = � Tr0ln(1+ W )

= �
1

2
Tr0ln

�

1� W
2
�

�
1

2
Tr0ln

�
1+ W

1� W

�

: (71)

In the second line, clearly, the even{odd decom position is achieved. But the second

equality in (71)(�rstline)isdelicate,becausealleigenvaluesof1+ W havetobepositive,

butarenot.W hilethispointneedscarein exactly solvablem odels[38],herewem ay be

contentwith a crude argum ent. Forthe intended com parison with perturbation theory,

the above logarithm s are expanded anyways. Hence (71) is m erely a form alcom pact

notation forseriesto begenerated [39].

W eareready to form thenon{Abelian "even" action S�� through S no
� + SF P ! S�� =

E � ln [ch(O )] with E,O given by

E = �

Z
�

(L0 + L2)�
1

2
Tr0ln

�

1� W
2
�

; (72)

O = �

Z
�

L1 �
1

2
Tr0ln

�
1+ W

1� W

�

: (73)

Thetrialtheoryhasrem ained unchanged.ItisthatofSec.III.Thetrialpartition function

isgiven by (68)withoutthebullets,atSF P = 0and with Sno = �
R�
Lno.Thefreeenergy
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F is(30).Thus,the"even" functional(23)ofthegluon system (taken at� = ��)reads

v = F + T

* Z
� 1

2
A
a(M A

a)�

Z
�

L2 �
1

2
Tr0ln

�

1� W
2
�

� ln

"

ch

 Z
�

L1 +
1

2
Tr0ln

�
1+ W

1� W

�! # +

: (74)

The�rsttwo term sform thebarepartv0 and arefam ilarfrom SectionsIII,IV :

v0 = nV T
4

�

� 2It� Lt� I‘�
1

2
L‘+ I0

�

: (75)

As in Sec.IV,we expand the logarithm s up to W 2 to reach a reasonable sim ple

"truncated version". Since Tr0W = 0,no such term arises from the last logarithm .

Thus,

vtrunc = v0 + vint ; vint = vA A A A + vF P + vsquare (76)

with

vF P =
T

2

D

Tr0W 2
E

; vsquare = �
T

2

*  Z �

L1

!2 +

: (77)

The contribution vA A A A is given by (28). It agrees with the perturbative free energy

contribution from thetadpolediagram (both linesgluons):vA A A A = F ��
� .Com pared to

Sec.III,there are two additionalterm sin (76): the lasttwo. By analogy with Sec.IV

weexpectthatthey equalthetwo otherdiagram satsecond order,which werem issing in

Sec.III.Indeed,taking the trace ofW 2 with states(�V )�1=2 e�iP x ,using fabcfabc = N n

and through W ick decom position,weobtain

vF P = nV
g2N

2

X

Q

X

P

G ��(Q)
P �(P � Q)�

P 2(Q � P)2
= F

�
� ; (78)

vsquare = nV
g2N

2

X

Q

X

P

h

(Q + P)�G ��(Q � P)G��(Q)

� G��(Q)G
��(Q � P)Q�

i

G ��(P)(2Q � P)� = F
	
� ; (79)

where,in (78)thesym bol"� "(with twooutofm any dots)standsfortheghostloop with

an innergluon line.

Quite di�erent from scalar ED,the gauge{�xing dependence does not cancelin a

m anner independent ofvariationalparam eters. Splitting the Greens function as G =

� + �D� 0,we see that � occurs up to the third power. The term �3 is contained in

vsquare only,and itsprefactorvanishes.Collecting �
2{ and �{term soneobtains

v
(�2)

= � nV
g2N

4
�
2
X

Q

X

P

Q 4

P 4(Q � P)4
P
�
���(Q)P

�
� (the sam eatzero m ass) ; (80)
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v
(�)

= nV
g2N

2
�
X

Q

X

P

1

(Q � P)4

h

�
�
� (Q)(Q � P)2 � P

�
���(Q)P

�

+ Q
2
�

P
2
� Q

2
�

���(Q)�
��(P)

i

� (the sam eatzero m ass) : (81)

Thefactthat(80)and(81)vanishatzerom assre
ectsgaugeinvarianceoftherm odynam ic

perturbation theory atorderg2.Forthenextstep,nam ely analysingvtrunc atorderg
3,

we need m ore:(80)and (81)m ustrem ain below g3.Thisisthe case,asone m ay check

e.g. by powercounting. Rem em berthatperturbatively a g3 only arisesby dressing the

g2{diagram s,whereby gaugeinvariancepersists.

Thestrategy offurtherevaluation isnow thatofSec.IV,asdetailed above(53).Since

they areofhigherorder,wetem porarily om itthetwo �{dependentterm s(80)and (81).

Invint thisam ountstothereplacem entG ! � = A� t+ B� ‘.Then theterm s(v1)linear

in � � �0 are isolated,and term sofhigherorder{ othersthan in Sec.IV { m ove to v2.

Butevaluation ofv1 runsthrough thestepsin Sec.IV B and,surprisingly,endsup with

the sam e resultasin Sec.IV,nam ely (57)atm s = 0.Justto show prefactors:

vint = nV g
2
N (v0 + v1 + v2) ;v0 =

T4

144
;v1 =

T4

g2N �2t
Lt+

T4

2g2N �2‘
L‘�

T4

6
J0 : (82)

Thecom pletefunctionalup to orderg3 (add (82)to (75)),doesnotdepend on �t (gutter

form )and reads

v
to g3

= const + nV T
41

2
U‘ (83)

with the function U‘ de�ned as Ut in (64) by changing the index. M inim ization gives

�‘ = 1,asdesired.Fortheheightofthem inim um to orderg3 weobtain

v
m in

= nV T
4

2

4 �
�2

45
+
g2N

144
�

1

12�

 
g
p
N

p
3

! 3
3

5 : (84)

Thisisequation (8.47)in [21]. AtN = 1,the correlation energy (g3{term )agreeswith

thephotoniconein scalarED,see(63).

Asin theAbelian case(Sec.IV D)thefunctionalisexpected to becom econvex with

respect to �t by including g4{term s. However,at this point we run into non{Abelian

di�culties. There are fourterm sto be included. The �rstone isU t (replace U‘ in (83)

by U‘ + 2Ut),which hasa m inim um at�t = 1. The second term arizesfrom v2 in (82),

a rather lengthy expression (seven lines say) and so far not evaluated. The third and

fourth term sare the �{dependentpieces(80),(81)and cause the trouble. They should

be(butarenot)eitherconstant,orm inim alat�t= 1,too,oroflowerorderin m agnitude.

Consider e.g. the � t0{partofthe �
2{term (80). Ifevaluated "soft" itvanishes (in the

m annernoted attheend ofSec.IV).At�rstglance,asnoUV{cuto�isneeded,onem ight
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concludethatv
(�2)

t = 0atall.However,itappearsthatthereisstillahard contribution,

which in turn needsno IR{cuto�.Becausethisisperhapssom ewhatunusual,letusstate

theresult:

v
(�2)

t = � nV T
4
�2

24

g4N 2�2t

48�4
= with = =

Z 1

0

dx
x

ex � 1

Z 1

0

dt
1

e
1

2
xt� 1

�

�

 
t

t2 � 1
+

4t

(t2 � 1)2
+

1

(t+ 1)3
ln(t+ 2)+

1

(t� 1)3
lnjt� 2j

!

: (85)

Thederivation (a m ess)used (C.2).To check theabovestatem entofvanishing softpart,

one m ay write 2=(xt)forthe second Bose function. Then the integralovertgiveszero,

asrequired.Butasitstands,= issom enon{zero m athem aticalconstant(= � � 1:04).

Theaboverem aining �{dependence,which preventsusfrom solving thegutterprob-

lem in the non{Abelian case,is the "m inor detail" noted in pt.8 ofthe Introduction.

Therem ustbea resolution to thispuzzle within thetruncated version (76),becausethe

term s beyond,depending on �,are oforder g5. As the vicious term (85)contains two

Bosefunctions,theway outhasprobably nothing to do with renorm alizations.Theonly

possibility we are able to inventisthe factthatathigherordersthere isalso a C{term

(see (5))in the propagator,which is m issing in (4)and is speci�c to non{Abelian the-

ory. Furtherm ore,thisterm hasa factor� in frontofit,see e.g. x 3 of[40]. Letsuch

speculationsbebeyond thescopeofthepresentpaper.

V I. STAT IC PR O PERT IES

Sofar,whiletestingthe"even version"in the�{case,wewerethinkingin term sofreal

excitationsin theplasm a (scalarand gluon),whosespectra arehidden in thepolarization

functions.Herewerecalltheotherwell{tractablecasewithin thein�nity ofAbelian gauge

invariantm assterm s.Beforeall,turningtothem {casecom eswithachangein philosophy.

W e now ask forthe bestconstant{m assterm s(longidutinaland transverse) in the trial

Lagrangian.To leading order(otherwise see e.g.[34]),static propagatorshave the form

(� q2� m2screen)
�1 .Butthetrialpropagatorsread (Q 2

0� q2� m2t;‘)
�1 .Nevertheless,itm ay

wellhappen (rem em berthe "Q 0 = 0{m ethod" ofSec.IV B)thatthey loose m em ory to

theirdynam icalelem entQ 2
0 autom atically.

ForYang{M ills�elds,the analysis runsthrough the stepsofSec.V up to (82). No

gauge{�xing dependence occursup to theorderg3 to beconsidered here.Thebarepart

v0 isgiven by (75),now with them {caseintegrals(36),(37)to beinserted.Thecrucial

22



linewherethem {casestartsto m akedi�erencesreads

v1 = 2T4
J0(Jt� J0)� 2

X

Q

� ‘t(Q)� ‘(Q) : (86)

W ithin thepresentaccuracy,theabovesum m aybereduced toitsQ 0 = 0{term .Butnote

thedi�erenceto the�{case.Oncethetransversepropagatorissupplied with a non{zero

m agneticm assby hand,thisvariationalparam etersurvivesin theresult:

X

Q

� ‘t� ‘ =
T4g2N

12�
(�m ‘� �mt) : (87)

The sam e happensin the Jt-sum ,see (37). Butthe com bination ofthese detailsin (86)

yieldsv1 = � T3m ‘=(24�). The linear(notthe cubic,see below)dependence on m t has

gone,thistim eby cancellation { a wanted detail,asweseenext.Including thebarepart

v0 thefunctionalreads

v
to g3

m �case = nV T
4

 

�
�2

45
+
g2N

144
+

1

24�

h

(�m ‘)
3
� g

2
N �m ‘

i

+
1

12�
(�m t)

3

!

: (88)

The longitudinalpartclearly becom esm inim alatm ‘ = g
p
N T=

p
3 ,which isthe well

known Debye screening m assatleading order. There isa transverse partin (88),hence

no gutterproblem .Asm t isrestricted to thepositivehalf{axis,them inim um isreached

atm t = 0,which isthem agneticm assattheorderstudied,indeed.

In spiteoftheabovecorrectanswerson staticproperties,thererem ain delicateques-

tions. Rem em ber that the (squared) Debye m ass 3m 2 already entered the dynam ical

calculation at(58). Itappearsthat,within the orderg3,the variationalfunctionalcan

notreally discrim inatebetween staticsand dynam ics.In fact,them inim um valueofthe

functional(88)agreeswith (84),i.e. with the exactone to orderg3. Thus,two equally

low m inim a are found over the space ofm ass term s. However they are joined,nam ely

through a subspace ofallfunctions� ‘ thathave the value 3m
2 atzero{frequency,and

� t vanishing there. Nevertheless,in the �{case the appearence ofconstantm asses isa

technicalbyproduct,whilein thepresentstaticcaseitanswerstheposed question.Letus

add conjectureson thebehaviourin higherorders.Thesafe ground ison thedynam ical

side.Supplying thevariationalfunctionalwith anything good then itm ightanswerwith

self{energiescom parablegood.Forstaticproperties,on theotherhand,oneneedsm ore,

nam ely som e philosophy ofwhy the trialpropagators get rid ofits dynam icalpart Q 2
0

by only forcing the m ass to be constant. Rem em ber also that,starting from the real{

excitation spectrum in the !{q{plane,the static lim it(! = 0)is only reached through

a range with im aginary wavevector [36]on m ass{shelllines. Perhaps, the variational

procedurepreparesatleastthe�rstnon{vanishing term ofeach screening m ass.
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At the supersoft scale,the m agnetic m ass (see [33,41]for m ore recent work) m ost

probably com eswith som enum ericalfactortim esg2T [42].Then,asarough speculation,

thelastterm in

v = nV T
4

�

const+
1

12�
(�m t)

3
� constg4�m t

�

(89)

would be in search. Note thatsuch a term ,ifany and ifno others,would arise in one

step overthepresenttruncation ofthefunctional.Forpossibledangerwith thisstep see

thelastpointin thefollowing listofopen questions.

For com pleteness, we add the m {case result for scalar electrodynam ics. It sim ply

agreeswith (88)atN = n = 1,exceptfortheconstantterm sand an additionalterm due

to the scalars,which m ay be both read o� from (61). Letusend up with the question

which way the m agnetic sectorsofAbelian [43]and non{Abelian theoriesm ightbecom e

di�erenctin a variationaltreatm ent.

V II O PEN Q U EST IO N S

In the preceding Sections,the application ofthe variationalcalculus to pure gauge

theory wasfarfrom beingastraightforward procedure.Severalproblem swereeluded and

questionsnotanswered,becausewecould not.Letusrecallthesequestionsand justlist

them here.

1.The Ham iltonian form ulation to both,the Gibbs{Bogoljubov orFeynm an{Jensen

varationalprinciple (see textbelow (17)),wasgiven up in Sec.IIbecause we were

unable to constructthe Ham iltonian H ofthe trialtheory. Thisconstruction isa

challenging task.Seethetextbelow (16).

2.Knowing the Ham iltonians ofboth,trialand studied theory,one could construct

the com m on physicalHilbertspace. By form ing the BRST{charge and projecting

out physicalstates from the outset, this would be the naturalapproach to the

Gibbs{Bogoljubov version [6,8,15].

3.Thefunctionalvin both versions,Gibbs{Bogoljubovand Feynm an{Jensen,hasthe

totalm inim um valuein com m on (nam ely theexactfreeenergy).However,thetrial

spacesaredi�erent.Hence,a given trialtheory which doesnotcoverthism inim um

could lead to quite di�erentapproxim ations. Since presum edly,thisisnottrue,a

proofofthe fullequivalence ofthe two principles is desirable. Note that such a
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proofwould circum ventourHam iltonian problem ofthe above point1. M oreover,

the interpretation ofthetrialspace asone ofnon{equilibrium statisticaloperators

would bepreserved.

4.W e have not m ade an e�ort to introduce,by Legendre transform ation,the 1PI{

generating functional�,although thereisa variationalprincipleeven to � [44,29].

5.Renorm alization [6],not yet needed in this paper,is probably inevitable already

when the m ethod should reproduce the next{to leading orderperturbative results,

such ase.g.thelowering "by glue" ofthelongitudinalplasm a frequency (forscalar

ED thisistheterm � 0:37ein eq.(5.5)of[19]).

6.From subsections IIB to IIC we turned to the "even version" im m ediately. But

perhapsthere is som ething in between thatwe have notfound,nam ely a feasible

m odi�ed trialtheory notrunning into thepitfallofSec.III.

7.Only a very poorsubspaceofpolarization functionswasconsidered by sim ply vary-

ingprefactors�t;‘infrontofthetruefunctions� t,� ‘,alreadyknown perturbatively.

A honest "even version"{variationaltreatm ent m ightinstead vary unknown func-

tions � t;‘(Q). To m ake sense,this generalization probably needs g4{term s in the

functionalv .

8.Forthe"m inordetail" ofrem inescent�{dependencewhen solving thegutterprob-

lem in thenon{Abelian caseseethecom m entsattheend ofSec.V.

9.Them ostterrifying step in SectionsIV,V wastheexpansion oftheln [ch()]term

in the variationalfunctional. So,the question is whether this expansion can be

avoided som eway.

10.W ith regard to the observed gauge{�xing independence,it could turn out that a

latertruncation oftheseriesm akeslesssensethan reading ln[ch(x)]� 1

2
x2 assom e

good approxim ation.

V III. C O N C LU SIO N S

A Feynm an{Jensen type therm alvariationalprinciple is constructed such that an

Abelian freetrialtheory workswellin both cases,scalarelectrodynam icsand pureYang{

M illstheory.To thisend theiractionsareto berewritten such thatonly even powersin
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the gauge �eld appear. This way,the perturbatively known leading{order self{energies

ofphotons,scalars and gluons,respectively,are reproduced (apart from a m inor open

question to the non{Abelian case) by variation of their prefactors. The subspace of

constantm assescoversthe inverse Debye screening length. There isa large asym m etry

ofthefunctionalwith respectto the(photonic/gluonic)transverse sector,asitdoesnot

(yet)depend on thecorresponding param eteratorderg3.

Thedelicateproblem ofhandlingtwodi�erentcovariantgauge{�xingparam eters(one

oftheoriginaland oneofthetrialtheory)hasa sim pleresolution:they becom eequalby

m inim ization. Hence,the observed gauge{independence refersto the rem aining gauge{

�xing param etercom m on to both theories.

The new variationalfunctionalcontains a term ln [ch(AAA)] and hence involves

arbitrarily high even powersofthe gauge �eldsA.In the non{Abelian case (and within

covariantgauges)such powersoccuralready in theunm odi�ed Feynm an{Jensen principle

due to the Faddeev{Popov determ inant depending on A. Unfortunately,forevaluation

and m inim ization we had to expand the ln{ch{function. But a true nonperturbative

schem e should never referto g{powers atall. So,the present success is stillbelow the

potentialnonperturbativepossibilitiesofthevariationalapproach.
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W earevery indebted to M artin Reuter,who m adeusawareoftheFeynm an form ula-
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Flechsig,Edm ond Iancu,OlafLechtenfeld,Anton Rebhan and AndreasW ipf.

A ppendix A

Here the functionalintegralm easure ofthe trialpartition function Z ofscalarED is

m ade explicit.Z is(43)withoutthe dotsthere.The norm alization factorN is�xed by

requiring that,in the m assless lim it,the partition function Z m ustturn into two tim es

that ofblackbody radiation,one ofthe photons and one ofthe scalars. On the m ore

am bitioustask ofa truederivation seethecom m entsattheend ofthisAppendix.

W estartbysplittingZ intofourfactors,Z = Z� ZdetZA Zs withapieceofN contained

in each. But notice the redundance ofsuch a factor in front ofan unspeci�ed
R
D :::,

26



hencee.g.Z� = 1=ZB su�ces.Thesim plestpartisZ s = "
R
D f���g"e�S s with

Ss =

Z � �

m
2
s�

�
� + �

�
@
2
�
�

=
X

P

�

m
2
s � P

2
�

�(P)��(P)=
X

p ;n

m 2
s � P2

�V
�
�
� : (A.1)

Ateach ofthe countable in�nite discrete positionsp ;n there are,as� iscom plex,two

independentintegrations.(A.1)referstoourconvention �(x)=
P
e�iP x �(P)butwem ay

turn to that ofKapusta [21]by �(P) =
p
�V (a + ib)=

p
2 (with indices p,n on a,b

suppressed).W enow guessthefunctionalintegralm easureand justify by evaluation:

Zs = N
2
0

Y

p ;n

1

2��2

Z

dadbe
�

1

2
(m 2

s�P
2)(a2+ b2)= N

2
0

Y �

� T
2� s

�

; (A.2)

where
Q
�

Q

p ;n and

N 0 =
Y

p

Y

n

0
2�n (A.3)

with theprim eexcludingn = 0.Rem em berthat� �1
s = P 2� m2s = � (2�nT)2� p2� m2s <

0. Ofcourse,each factorin N 0 has to be attached to the corresponding one in the n{

productin (A.2),and the productovern hasto be perform ed �rst(otherconstructions

m ay bepossible).

The in�nite product (A.2) can be perform ed. To this end we collect four (known)

form ulasofgeneraluse.By contourintegration:

T
X

n

1

P 2
0 � x2

= �
1

x

�
1

2
+ n(x)

�

(A.4)

with n(x)� 1=
�

e�x � 1
�

the Bose function. (A.4)iseq. (2.38)of[21]. M ultiply (A.4)

with 2x and integrateoverx from cto y:

T
X

n

ln

 
y2 � P20

c2 � P20

!

= y� c+ 2T ln

 
1� e��y

1� e��c

!

: (A.5)

M ultiply (A.5)with �,set�y = ! and perform thelim it�c! 0:

1X

n= 1

ln

 

1+
!2

(2�n)2

!

= ln

 
sh(!=2)

!=2

!

: (A.6)

Exponentiating (A.6)and extending to alln,onearrivesatthefourth form ula

Y

n

0 (2�n)2

!2 + (2�n)2
=

!2e�!

(1� e�! )
2
; (A.7)

which iseq.(89.5.16)in [45]and (2.269)in [12].Check (A.7)at! ! 0.Using (A.7)for

(A.2)weobtain

Zs = N
2
0

Y �

� T
2� s

�

=
Y

p

e��
p

m 2
s+ p

2

�

1� e��
p

m 2
s+ p

2

�2 i.e. (A.8)
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Fs = � T ln(Zs)= 2
X

p

�
1

2

q

m 2
s + p2 + T ln

�

1� e
��
p

m 2
s+ p

2

��

(A.9)

which is,atzerom ass,thedesired resultoftwiceahalfblackbodyradiation.Theguessing

was good. Aside,one could include the zero{point energies by the rede�nition N 0 !
Q

p e
�p=2

Q

n
02�n.

W eturn to thefactorZdet with again a trial{and{errorprefactor:

Zdet = N
�2
0 det

0
�

�
2
@
2
�

=
h

N
2
0

Y 0
�

� T
2� 0

�i�1
(A.10)

=

"
Y

p

0
(�p)2

# "
Y

p

Y

n

0(�p)2 + (2�n)2

(2�n)2

#

; (A.11)

where in the blank
Q 0 and on the determ inantthe prim e excludesonly the one position

n = p = 0.Asthe determ inantistheproductofthe eigenvalues� �2P 2,naively,P = 0

m ustbeexcluded to m akesense.However,ifthisisrequired to resultfrom a derivation,

onem ightgo back to theunity{insertion in theFaddeev{Popov procedure:

1= � � N
2
0

�
Y 0

T
2

Z

dap;n

� hY 0
�
�

� P
2
ap;n

�i

: (A.12)

Originally the�{argum entwas@2� (with �A � = � @�� thegaugevariation).Sincethere

isno constantterm in �,there isno a0;0{integration in (A.12)and no zero P in (A.10),

q.e.d. (A.12)directly leadsto �= Z det.Using (A.7)for(A.11)wehave

Fdet = � T ln(Zdet)= � 2
X

p

0
�
1

2
p+ T ln

�

1� e
��p

� �

: (A.13)

Clearly,with theabovem easure,thedeterm inant{term subtractstwicea halfblackbody

radiation. In passing,the prim e in (A.13),while stillbeing necessary there,becom es

irrelevantin thecontinuum lim it.

W ith an argum ent quite sim ilar to that below (A.12),there is also a prim e in the

m easure of
R
D B .Thisintegration runsovera � (@A � B ).But@A cannotbe constant,

since otherwise A would be linear in spacetim e and lie outside our space ofFourier{

transform able�elds.So,P = 0 m ay beexcluded:

ZB = "

Z

D B "e�
1

2�

P
0

P
B (P )�B (P ) =

rightY 1

2�

Z

dadbe
�

1

2�
(a2+ b2)=

Y 0p
� : (A.14)

AsB (x)isa real�eld and B (� P)� = B (P),B (P)=
p
�V (a+ ib)=

p
2 ,the two inte-

grationsare placed on halfofthe P{space,the rightsay (letrightand leftexclude the

origin).Theprefactorwaschosen hereto reach thesim pleresultZ� = 1=ZB =
Q 0

q

1=� .

Itm ustwaitto m akesense in com bination with ZA.
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Thephotonicpartofthetrialaction includesthem assterm sM t;‘:

SA =
1

2

X

P

�

P
2
� Mt

�

A
�
�A

��
A � +

1

2

X

P

�

P
2
� M‘

�

A
�
� B

��
A �

+
1

2�

X

P

P
2
A
�
� D

��
A � � S

t
A + S

‘
A (A.15)

with A �
� = A �(� P)and theD{term beingpartofS‘A.Thecorrespondingfurthersplitting

ZA = Z t
AZ

‘
A isallowed becausethetransversecom ponents(thosein e1;2{direction,e1;2 ?

p,e1 ? e2)in theexpansion

A
�(P)= u1E

�

1 + u2E
�

2 + vT
� + iwU � with T

� =

 

0;
p

p

!

;E
�

1;2 = (0;e1;2) ; (A.16)

drop outin S‘
A and aretheonly partssurviving undertheA{operation:A

��
E 1;2 � = E

�

1;2.

As the �rst three term s of(A.16) as wellas wU � are Fourier transform s ofreal�elds,

halfP{spaces are related by uj(� P)E
�

j(� P) = uj(P)
�E

�

j(P),v(� P) = � v(P)� and

w(� P)= w(P)�. Hence,the integrationsin Z t
A,to startwith,are ofthe real{�eld type

(A.14),exceptthatthere are now two integrationsatthe origin n = p = 0 and fourat

each placein therighthalf.Two ofthelatterm ay beattached with thelefthalf.Then,

choosing thesam efunctionalintegralm easureasforZs,wearriveatprecisely (A.2)with

theroleofm 2
s taken overby M t(P):

Z
t
A = N

2
0

Y �

� T
2� t

�

: (A.17)

Thelongitudinalpartoftheaction is�rstrewritten as

S
‘
A =

1

2

1

�V

allX

p;n

� h

M ‘� P
2
i

j�j
2
� P
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�
j�j

2

�

with
� = pw + iP0v

� = � iP0w + pv
: (A.18)

Next we observe that �(� P)= �(P)�,�(� P)= � �(P)�,and m ark the origin and the

righthalfP{space to countindependentintegrations(two over� atthe origin and four

in the right). Finally,by changing the variablesfrom v,w to �,� (with unitJacobian

determ inants),and with thenow fam iliarfunctionalintegralm easure,onearrivesat

Z
‘
A = N 0

Y q

� T2� ‘ N 0

Y 0
q

� T2�� 0 : (A.19)

Note thatm ostofthe above "trivialities" were due to carefully counting allpositionsin

P{space,i.e.to placetheprim esright.

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

factors:

Z =
1

Q 0
p
�

1

N 2
0

Q 0(� T2� 0)
N

2
0

Y �

� T
2� t

�

�

�

r

N 2
0

Y
(� T2� ‘)

r
hY 0

�
i

N 2
0

Y 0
(� T2� 0) N

2
0

Y �

� T
2� s

�

: (A.20)
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Obviously,the gauge{�xing param eter � cancels. Now,counting halves ofblackbody

radiation am ountsto � 2+ 2+ 1+ 1+ 2= 4 asrequired.

A truederivation oftheabovem ustnotanticipatetheknown zero{m assresults.W ith

[26]asa guideline,such derivation should be possible even inside covariantgauges,i.e.

withouta recourse to physicalgauges.There isoneproblem in taking therightstarting

point(m aybewith a factorN 4
0 in frontoftheclassicalpartition function forthefour[of

six]degrees offreedom to be quantized),and in the volum e factor(to be split o�)the

other.

A ppendix B

Herethetwosum sLtand Ltareevaluated,in the�{caseand with regard tocontribu-

tionsnotaccessiblebyanaiveQ 0 = 0{m ethod.Thedetailsarerequired forsubsectionsIV

B and IV D.W estartfrom thede�nition (26)and work with thespectralrepresentation

1

P 2 � �2� t;‘(P)
=

Z

dxx
�
(�)

t;‘(x;p)

P 2
0 � x2

; (B.1)

oftrialpropagators. The above spectraldensitiesare related to ordinary ones,denoted

by �t;‘(x;p;m
2),by

�
(�)

t;‘(x;p)= �t;‘

�

x;p;�2m 2
�

: (B.2)

Hence allsum rules (C.6),(C.7)rem ain valid for�(�) ifm 2 isreplaced by �2m 2 to the

right.Using (B.1)and thesum rule1=
R
dxx�(�)(x;p)theL{sum sread

Lt;‘ = � �
4
X

P

�

P
2� t;‘� 1

�

= � �
4
X

P

Z

dxx�
(�)

t;‘(x;p)

 
P 2
0 � p2

P 2
0 � x2

� 1

!

: (B.3)

Next,with (B.2),de�ning � � (x2 � p2)� (cf.(C.1))and using (A.4),wem ay write

Lt;‘ = �
4
1

2�2

Z 1

0

dpp
2

Z

dx �t;‘(x;p;�
2
m

2)

�
1

2
+ n(x)

�

: (B.4)

Note thatboth,� and the square bracket,areodd functionsofx.Letussplit� into its

leading partasgiven by (C.2),(C.3),and therest� � �lead,which we callthesoftpart.

Correspondingly,L iswritten asLlead + Lsoft. Introducing an UV{cuto� �,the leading

partsm ay bewritten as

Llead
t

Llead
‘

)

=

(
�2t

2�2‘

)
�2g2

12�2

Z �

0

dxx

�
1

2
+ n(x)

� (
1� I(x)

I(x)
; I(x)=

Z �

x

dp
1

p
: (B.5)
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(B.5)isthe rightplace deleting the "1
2
{term " asdiscussed below (34)in the m ain text.

But even under the controlofthe Bose function there rem ains a logarithm ic divergent

factor,nam ely

� =
�2

4�2

Z �

0

dxxn(x)

Z �

0

dp
1

p
: (B.6)

Using (B.6)we have Llead
t =

�
1

24
� �

�
1

3
g2�2t and L

lead
‘ = 2

3
�g2�2‘,which are the �2{term s

in (60).

W eturn to thesoftpartsofLt;‘,whoseseriesm ightstartwith g
2�3.To preparethis

�3{term ,onem aysim ply writeT=x in placeofthesquarebracketin (B.4)(and,ofcourse,

them entioned di�erence in placeof� ).Using thesum rule(C.5),oneobtains

L
soft
‘ =

�3

2�2

Z 1

0

dpp
2

Z

dx
1

x

h

�‘(x;p)� �
lead
‘ (x;p)

i

m 2! �2m 2
= �

1

4�

 
g�‘
p
3

! 3

: (B.7)

But,through theabovelineand with view to(C.4),thetransversefunction Lsoft
t vanishes.

Thiscom pletesthederivation of(60).

Forthegutterproblem ofSec.IV D wem uststilllearn aboutthe�rstnon{vanishing

piece ofLsoft
t . Letuswork with �t = 1 and rem em ber m ! �tm atthe end. W e start

from thefullexpression,butseparatethecutand polepartsofthespectraldensities.In

particular,�
cut;lead

t m eansthesecond term in (C.2),and rlead
t = 3m 2=4p theprefactorof

the delta functions. There is an exact expression (without index lead) to both. Then,

threedi�erencesm ay beform ed:

L
soft
t (�t= 1) =

�4

2�2

Z
1

0

dpp
2

Z

dx

�
1

2
+ n(x)

� n

2
�

rt� r
lead
t

�

�(x� !t)

+ �
cut
t � �

cut;lead
t + 2rlead

t [�(x� !t)� �(x� p)]
o

; (B.8)

where !t = !t(p) is the transverse plasm a frequency,to be obtained by solving !2
t =

p2+ � t(!t;p).W enow noticethatx,p arerestricted to softvaluesby theabove�rsttwo

di�erences,butnotby the third one. So,in frontofthe �rsttwo,we m ay stilluse the

T=x approxim ation. Note that 1

2
+ n(x)� T=x = �x=12+ O (�2x2). Hence,for�x � g

thisdi�erenceisby two g{powerssm allerthan T=x � 1=g.Itm ightcontributeto L only

atg5.W orking thisway,thesum rulehelpsagain to getrid of�t and rt :

L
soft
t (�t= 1)=

�33m 2

4�2

Z 1

0

dp

�

1�
p

!t
+ �p [n(!t)� n(p)]

�

: (B.9)

Forconvenience,thiscan be furtherrewritten by introducing ! = !t asthe integration

variable(and by oncem orereplacing n(p)! T=p in a softterm { thistim e required for

consistency):

L
soft
t (�t= 1)=

�33m 2

4�2

Z 1

m

d! [1� �!n(!)]

 

1�
p(!)

!!0

!

(B.10)

31



with !0thederivativeof!twith respecttop,and pbeingp(!).Thesquarebracketstarts

as 1

2
�! forsm all�!,itssaturation at1 being neverreached because the round bracket

setsthe lim it. Itstartswith 1/6 (at! ! m )and goesas(9=4)m 4!�4 ln(!=m )forlarge

! (with such detailstaken from Appendix B of[23]).Hence (B.10)isindeed oforderg4

in m agnitude. Going to �t 6= 1 sim ply am ountsto m ! �tm in (B.10). Butnote that

this scaling also changes the de�nition ofe.g. !t,which now is the transverse plasm a

frequency asifm were�tm .

W hatwereally need in them ain text,isnotLt itselfbutthe�rstfactorin (65).The

operation there,fortunately,elim inatestheabovelastintegration:

2

�t
Lt� @�t Lt =

g3�2t

216�2

"

1�
g�t

3
n

 
Tg�t

3

! #

: (B.11)

This "�rst factor" is thus positive,and it behaves as � g4�3t for sm allg. Just these

propertieswereused in them ain textbelow (65)to reach thelong bath{tub.

A ppendix C

Here we collect a few specialdetails on the spectraldensities �t and �‘ which were

needed in Appendix B.Therewehad to learn on theproduct

� (x;p) � (x2 � p
2)� (x;p) (C.1)

and itsasym ptoticform satlargep{argum ent(p2 � m 2):

�
lead
t =

3m 2

4p
[�(x� p)� �(x+ p)] �

3m 2

4p3
x �

�

p
2
� x

2
�

(C.2)

�
lead
‘ = +

3m 2

2p3
x �

�

p
2
� x

2
�

: (C.3)

These leading term sare readily obtained from the fullexpressionsasgiven in Appendix

B of[23]. One m ay check (C.2) and (C.3) by using it in the � sum rules and thereby

producing,in each case,theterm ofhighestp{powerto theright.Theexact� sum rules

read:

Z

dx

8
>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>:

1=x

x

x3

x5

x7

9
>>>>>>>>=

>>>>>>>>;

�t(x;p) =

8
>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>:

0

m 2

6

5
p2m 2 + m 4

9

7
p4m 2 + 12

5
p2m 4 + m 6

4

3
p6m 2 + 702

175
p4m 4 + 18

5
p2m 6 + m 8 ;

(C.4)
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Z

dx

8
>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>:

1=x

x

x3

x5

x7

9
>>>>>>>>=

>>>>>>>>;

�‘(x;p) =

8
>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>:

3m 2=(3m 2 + p2)

m 2

3

5
p2m 2 + m 4

3

7
p4m 2 + 6

5
p2m 4 + m 6

1

3
p6m 2 + 213

175
p4m 4 + 9

5
p2m 6 + m 8 :

(C.5)

They derivethrough (C.1)from thesum rulesofordinary densities:

Z

dx

8
>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>:

1=x

x

x3

x5

x7

x9

9
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>>>>>>>>>>>>;

�t(x;p) =

8
>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>:

1=p2

1

p2 + m 2

p4 + 11

5
p2m 2 + m 4

p6 + 122

35
p4m 2 + 17

5
p2m 4 + m 6

p8 + 506

105
p6m 2 + 1297

175
p4m 4 + 23

5
p2m 6 + m 8 ;

(C.6)

Z

dx

8
>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>:

1=x

x

x3

x5

x7

x9

9
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>>>>>>>>>>>>;

�‘(x;p) =

8
>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>:

1=(3m 2 + p2)

1

p2 + m 2

p4 + 8

5
p2m 2 + m 4

p6 + 71

35
p4m 2 + 11

5
p2m 4 + m 6

p8 + 248

105
p6m 2 + 598

175
p4m 4 + 14

5
p2m 6 + m 8 ;

(C.7)

and these,in turn,arederived along thelinesgiven in [20].
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