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A bstract

W e discuss two dim ensional Q C D (N c ! 1 ) with ferm ions in

the fundam entalas well as adjoint representation. W e �nd facto-

rialgrowth � (g2N c�)
2k (2k)!(� 1)

k� 1

(2�)2k
in the coe�cientsofthe large or-

der perturbative expansion. W e argue that this behavior is related

to classicalsolutions ofthe theory, instantons, thus it has nonper-

turbative origin. Phenom enologically such a growth is related to

highly excited states in the spectrum . W e also analyze the heavy-

light quark system Q �q within operator product expansion (which it

turns out to be an asym ptotic series). Som e vacuum condensates

h�q(x�D �)
2nqi � (x2)n � n! which are responsible for this factorial

growth are also discussed.

W e form ulate som e generalpuzzles which are not speci�c for 2D

physics,butare inevitable featuresofany asym ptotic expansion.W e

resolve these apparent puzzles within Q C D 2 and we speculate that

analogouspuzzlesm ightoccurin real4-dim ensionalQ CD aswell.
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1 Introduction

Theproblem oflarge-orderbehavioroftheperturbativetheory attracted

a renewed attention recently. One ofthe m otivating factors is a com m on

wisdom thatthecorresponding asym ptoticbehaviorisrelated som ehow to a

very deep physics.Thisisthearea whereperturbativeand nonperturbative

physicsstrongly interfere.An understanding ofthisinterplay m ay shed the

lighton thenature ofthenonperturbative vacuum structure in generaland

theorigin ofvacuum condensatesin particular.

W ith thesegeneralrem arksin m ind wewould liketo analyzetheseprob-

lem sin solvable two-dim ensionalQCD (N ! 1 ),[1]-[7]. W e would like to

testassum ptions,hypothesisand interpretations,m adein 4-dim ensional�eld

theory,within toy two-dim ensionalQCD 2(N ! 1 ),where we expectcon-

�nem entand m any otherpropertiesinherentto realQCD.Additionally,we

extend theanalysisto QCD with adjointm atter[8,9].Asisknown,in this

theory,the pair creation is not suppressed even in the large N c lim it,and

thus,thism odelcan m im ic an exponentially growing density ofstateswith

largem ass�(m )� expm .In thiscaseno exactsolution isavailable,butwe

arguethatgeneralm ethodssuch asdispersion relations,duality and unitar-

ity can provide allinform ation we need aboutspectrum forthe calculation

oflargeorderbehavior.

W hy areweso consciousaboutthelargeorderbehavior? W eseeatleast

a few theoreticaland phenom enologicalreasonsforthat. Letusstartfrom

thepuretheoreticalreasons.Onem ay think thatthecrucialquestion in this

caseiswhethertheperturbativeseriesisBorelsum m ableornot.

Contrary to the com m on belief,we do notthink thatthe issue ofBorel

sum m ability (or its loss ) is the fundam entalpoint. In particular,let us

m ention an exam ple ofthe principalchiral�eld theory atlarge N [10]. In

thiscase,the explicitsolution aswellasthe coe�cientsofthe perturbative

expansion can be calculated. These coe�cients grow factorially with the

order and the series isnon-Borelsum m able,but nevertheless,the physical

observables are perfectly exist for any �nite coupling constant. The exact

resultcan berecovered by specialprescription which usesa non-trivialpro-

cedureofanalyticalcontinuation (which m ightbea good exam pleforother

asym ptotically freetheories).

Thesecond im portanttheoreticalissuecan beform ulated asfollows:Be-

cause ofdim ensionality ofthe coupling constantin QCD 2 the perturbative

expansion �
P
(g2)ncn and theoperatorproductexpansion (OPE)fora cor-

relation function �
P
(g

2

Q 2
)ncn are one and the sam e expansion. From this

sim ple observation we learn that the OPE is an asym ptotic series. Thus,

m any interesting questionsarise:

a)W hatkind ofvacuum condensatesareresponsibleforsuch a behavior?

b)Do we extractthe actualcondensates from the OPE oronly e�ective
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ones?

c)W hatkind ofvacuum con�gurationsareresponsibleforsuch n!growth?

d)Do thesecon�gurationssaturatethevacuum condensates?

W hatism ore im portant,som etim esthese questions (and m any others)

can be answered. W e expect, willargue,that the analogous phenom ena

m ight occur in realfour dim ensionalQCD,thus these questions have not

only pureacadem icinterest.

Phenom enologically,thereareissueswhich areeven m oreinteresting and

give m uch m ore freedom forspeculation. Firstofall,letusrecallthatthe

reason forinterestin thelargeorderbehaviorisrelated to thefactorialn!’

nn growth ofthe perturbative coe�cients. This growth can be considered

via thedispersion relation and iscom m only interpreted asa reection ofthe

divergence ofthe m ultiparticle crosssection with large num berofparticles

and energy ’ n (see discussionsin [11]).The naive interpretation would be

the violation ofunitarity 2. W e willshow howeverthatin QCD 2 while we

have a factorialgrowth ofcoe�cients,this growth has nothing to do with

m ultiparticle production since atlargeN thepaircreation issuppressed by

factor1=N .Rather,thisgrowth isrelated to thehighly excited two-particle

m eson states. Another phenom enologicalissue looks m ysterious: vacuum

condensatesextracted from the spectrum m ightbe quite di�erentfrom the

actualm agnitudeofcondensates.

2 t’H ooft m odel

Letusstartfrom theanalysisoftwo dim ensionalQCD with ferm ionsin

thefundam entalrepresentation -the’tHooftm odel.Itiscom pletely solvable

in the lim it where the num ber ofcolors N ! 1 [1]. The Bethe-Salpeter

equation for m esonic bound states was solved in [1]yielding a spectrum

whose stateslie asym ptotically on a single "Reggetrajectory".W e wantto

pointoutthatm anygeneralquestionsin thism odelcan beanswered without

solvingan equation,butusingsuch powerfulm ethodsasdispersion relations,

duality and unitarity.In particular,in theweak coupling regim e,

g
2
N � const: N ! 1 ; mq � g �

1
p
N

(1)

the chiralh�  iand gluon condensateshG 2
��ican be calculated exactly,see

below. Additionally,few low-energy theorem s can be tested and obtained

resultim ply thatthere are no otherstatesin addition to those found by ’t

Hooft. In other words,the dispersion and duality relations would indicate

m issing states.

2In the physicaltheory,the unitarity ispreserved,ofcourse.The physicalquestion is:

whatcan stop thisgrowth?
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Here,the entire spectrum is discrete and is classi�ed by the integer n.

Them odelweshallconsiderconsistsofquark in fundam entalrepresentation

interactingviaan SU(N )colorgaugegroup.W efollow thenotation ofref.[2]

and presentthe’tHooftequation [1]in thefollowing form

m
2

n�n(x)=
m 2

q

x(1� x)
�n(x)� m

2

0
P

Z

dy
�n(y)

(x� y)2
; (2)

where sym bolP notesasthe principalvalue ofthe integral,and 0 < x < 1

isthefraction ofthetotalm om entum ofthebound statecarried by quark q

with m assm q.Thequantity m
2
0
�

g2N

�
isthebasicm assscale in thetheory

and theindex n classi�estheorderingnum berofthebound statesjn;piwith

totalm om entum p�.

Thesam ewavefunction can beexpressed in term softhefollowingm atrix

elem ent[6]:

�n(x)=

s

N

�

Z

dy+ e
� iy+ (1� 2x)p� h0j�q(� y)q(y)jn;pijy� = 0: (3)

Letusnotethatthem atrix elem enton therightiswritten in thelightcone

gauge A � = 0;to restore the m anifestgauge invariance one can insertthe

standard exponentialfactoreig
R
A � dy+ into theform ula (3).

Letusreview som eim portantpropertiesofequation (2).Theentirespec-

trum isdiscreteand classi�ed by theintegernum bern.Thewave functions

�n(x)areorthogonal,com pleteand obey thefollowing boundary conditions

�n(x)! [x(1� x)]�; x ! 0; x ! 1; �� cot(��)= 1�
m 2

q

m 2
0

: (4)

Forlargen thespectrum islinear

m
2

n ’ �
2
m

2

0
n; �n(x)’

p
2sin(�nx) (5)

and doesnotdepend on m assofthequark.M oreim portantly,in thechiral

lim it (m q ! 0) the lowest level(we callit � m eson) tends to zero (m 2
� �

m q) and one could expect a nonzero m agnitude for the chiralcondensate.

Thus,we have com e to the very im portant connection between spectrum

and vacuum structure.

Asthe vacuum ofthe m odelisa very im portantissue forthe following

analysis, we would like to recallsom e results with an explanation ofthe

generalm ethodswhich havebeen used to derivethem .

W ede�nethechiralcondensate in thecurrentalgebra term sasfollows:

0= lim
p�! 0

i

Z

d
2
xe

ipx
@�h0jTf�q�5q(x); �q5q(0)gj0i= (6)

2ih0j�qqj0i+ 2m q � h0jTf�qi5q(x); �qi5q(0)gj0i:
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As we have already m entioned, the only states of’t Hooft’s solution are

the quark-antiquark bound states,thus they m ust saturate the dispersion

relation.Upon inserting thiscom pletesetofm esonsto the(6)oneobtains:

h0j�qqj0i= � mq
X

n

N

�

f2n�
2m 2

0

m 2
n

; (7)

wherefn isde�ned in term softhefollowing m atrix elem ents

h0j�qi5qjni=

s

N

�
�m 0fn; fn�m 0 =

m q

2
�

Z
1

0

�n(x)

x(1� x)
dx (8)

In the chirallim itthe only state which can contribute to the form ula (7)is

the � m eson. Itsm atrix elem ent can be calculated exactly and we end up

with the following expression forthe chiralcondensate in the m q ! 0 lim it

[12]:

h0j�qqj0i= � N
m 0
p
12
; m

2

0
=
g2N

�
; fn= 0 =

1
p
3
; m

2

� = m q �
2m 0
p
3
: (9)

The result is con�rm ed by num erical[13],[14]and independent analytical

calculations[15].M oreover,them ethod hasbeen generalized forthenonzero

quark m assand thecorresponding explicitform ula forthechiralcondensate

h�qqiwith arbitrary m q hasbeen obtained [16].

As was expected,we �nd that h0j�qqj0i � N . Besides that,as we have

already noticed in [12],ifwe put m q = 0 from the very beginning,then

h0j�qqj0i = 0. This corresponds to the di�erent regim e when m q � g �

1=
p
N , when nonplanar diagram s com e into the gam e as we willdiscuss

later.Thelastrem ark istheobservation thattheentirenonzero answerfor

the condensate com esfrom the infrared region ofthe integration in eq.(8):

x � 0;x � 1 which corresponds to the situation when one ofthe quarks

carriesallthem om entum and thesecond oneisatrest.

Thesum (7)can becalculated exactly forarbitrary m q [16].Thecrucial

pointisthatforarbitrarym q thenonzerocontribution com esfrom thehighly

excited states(n � 1)only.Thepropertiesofthesestatesarewell-known:

f
2

n ! 1; m
2

n ! �
2
m

2

0
� n; n � 1; (10)

and thusthesum (7)can beexplicitly evaluated with theresult[16]:

h0j�qqj0i=
m qN

2�
flog(��)� 1� E + (1�

1

�
)[I(�)� �I(�)� log4]g;(11)

where� =
m 2

0

m 2
q

; E = 0:5772::isEuler’sconstantand

I(�)=

Z 1

0

dy

y2

1�
y

sinhycosh y

[�(ycothy� 1)+ 1]
:
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ThisresultisexactforlargeN and arbitrary quark m asswithin the’tHooft

regim e,i.e. m q � g � 1=
p
N (1). In the lim it � ! 1 ,it reduces to the

eq.(9)asitshould.

The lastcondition (m q � g )which hasto be satis�ed forthe ’tHooft

solution tobevalid,requiressom eadditionalexplanation.Roughlyspeaking,

nonplanardiagram sm ay contain a factor� m� 1q which atm q = 0 blowsup

and thetheorychangescom pletely.Theconceptoftheproofthatthereexists

a factor� m� 1q in nonplanardiagram sisthefollowing.

Letusconsiderthecorrelation function forp! 0

i

Z

d
2
xe

ipx
h0jTf�qq(x); �qq(0)gj0i= P(p2) (12)

The’tHooftsolution suggeststhatonly planargraphsaretaken intoaccount

and,consequently,thespectraldensity containsonly contributionsfrom one

m eson states forwhich Pplanar � N . At the sam e tim e in the chirallim it,

wecan calculatethetwo-pion contribution exactly!Thiscontribution isnot

accounted for in deriving (2). Ofcourse,the two-pion contribution is

suppressed by a factor1=N .However,itcontainsa term �
m 2

0

m 2
�

which tends

to in�nity for m q ! 0. The presence ofthe factor � m� 1q in nonplanar

diagram sleadsto theaforem entioned constrainton m q.

Now letusexplicitly dem onstratetheexistenceoftheterm � m� 1q forthe

two-pion contribution.In ordertodoso,wewritedown adispersion relation

forP:

P(0)=
1

�

Z
1

4m 2
�

ds

s
Im P(s); (13)

where Im P(s)isthephysicalspectraldensity.The�� contribution is�xed

uniquely by (9)becauseofthespecialroleofpions[12]:

h��j�qqj0ijp! 0 =
m 0�
p
3
;

1

�
Im P

��(s)=
m 2

0
�2

6

1
q

s(s� 4m2�)
; (14)

P
��(0)=

m 2
0
�2

6

Z 1

4m 2
�

ds

s
q

s(s� 4m2�)
=
m 2

0
�2

12m 2
�

�
1

m q

:

Itisclearthattheonly causeforasingular� 1=mq behavioristhe�niteness

of the pion m atrix elem ents at zero m om entum . At the sam e tim e this

contribution doesnotcontain the large factorN which accom panies a one

m eson contribution to the sam e correlator. To suppress these nonplanar

diagram s we require N �
m 2

0

m 2
�

. Thus,we expect that som e kind ofphase

transition m ay occurin the region m q � g,which would couse a com plete

restructuring ofthetheory.

The last subject we would like to discuss in this section is the strict

Colem an theorem [17]which statesthata continuoussym m etry cannotbe
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broken spontaneously in a two dim ensionaltheory. Aswe discussed earlier

[12]weexpectthatasin theSU(N ! 1 )Thirring m odel(wherethechiral

sym m etry is\alm ost" spontaneously broken [18]),theBerezinski-Kosterlitz-

Thouless(BKT )e�ect[19]operatesin regim e (1). Thisfactalso con�rm s

the ’tHooftspectrum : stateswith opposite P parity are notdegenerate in

m assand thereisan \alm ost" Goldstoneboson with m 2
� � mq + 1=N .

To be m ore speci�c, one can show [12]that in QCD 2(N ! 1 ) the

behaviorofthepropertwo-pointcorrelation function isasfollows:

h0jTf�qLqR (x); �qR qL(0)gj0i� x
�

1

N : (15)

Such a behavior together with cluster property as x ! 1 im plies the ex-

istence ofthe condensate atN = 1 in a fullagreem entwith ourprevious

discussion.Atthesam etim e,forany �nitebutlargeN ,thecorrelatorfalls

o� very slowly dem onstrating theBKT-behaviorwith no signsofcontradic-

tion to theColem an theorem .

Having these generalrem arks on QCD 2(N ) in m ind,we turn into our

m ain subject.

3 Large order behavior in QCD 2(N = 1 ).

3.1 ’t H ooft m odel.

Letusconsidertheasym ptoticlim itQ 2 = � q2 ! 1 ofthetwo-pointcorre-

lation function [2],[12]:

i

Z

dxe
iqx
h0jTf�qi5q(x);�qi5q(0)gj0i= P(Q 2): (16)

It is clear, that the large Q 2 behavior ofP(Q 2) is governed by the free,

m asslesstheory,where

P(Q 2
! 1 )= �

N c

2�
lnQ 2

: (17)

Atthesam etim ethedispersion relationsstatethat

P(Q 2)=
N cm

2
0
�2

�

X

n= 0;2;4;:::

f2n

Q 2 + m 2
n

(18)

and thesum isoverstateswith even n becauseweareconsidering thepseu-

doscalarcurrents.Hereresiduesfn arede�ned asfollows

h0j�qi5qjni=

s

N cm
2
0�

2

�
fn; n = 0;2;4;::: (19)

Bearing in m ind thatforlargen; f2n ! 1 and m 2
n ! m 2

0
�2n,werecover

theasym ptoticresult(17).W ecan reverseargum entsby sayingthatin order
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to reproduce lnQ 2 dependence in the dispersion relation (17),the residues

f2n m ustapproach theconstant� (m2n+ 1 � m2n)forlargen.

Now consider a Q � 2k expansion for the correlator (18) in order to �nd

thecoe�cientsc k ofthisseriesatlargek

P(Q 2)�
X

k

c2kg
2k
�

X

k

c2k(
g2N c

Q 2
)k: (20)

Aswem entioned earlier,intwodim ensionstheperturbativeexpansion ck(g
2N )k

and the1=(Q 2)k -expansion coincide.

Now,ifweknew fn andm n forarbitraryn wecouldcalculatethesum (18)

precisely,andthus,wewould�ndthecoe�cientsc k from (20).Unfortunately,

we do notknow them . However,the key observation isasfollows: in spite

ofthe factthatwe do notknow an analyticalexpression forfn and m n for

arbitrary n we stillcan calculate the leading behaviorofck.The reason for

thatisrelated to thefactthattheonly asym ptoticsofresiduesfn = 1;n !

1 and m assesm 2
n = m 2

0�
2n; n ! 1 are essential;The correctionsto fn =

1+ 0(1=n); m 2
n = m 2

0
�2n + 0(1); n ! 1 m ightchange the preasym ptotic

behaviorofck;k ! 1 ,butcan notchangethefactorialbehavior(k)!,found

below.Using theasym ptotic expressionsforfn and m n we �nd thatP(Q
2)

isexpressed in term softranscendentalfunction 	(z)=
�0(z)

�(z)
wherez =

Q 2

m 2

0
�2
.

Howeverwecan trustonlyin theleadingterm softhecorrespondingform ula:

P(Q 2)� P(0)=
N c

2�

X
(

1

n + z
�
1

n
)= �

N c

2�

"

lnz+ E +
1

2z
�

1X

k= 1

B 2k

2k
�
1

z2k

#

;

z=
Q 2

m 2
0�

2
B 2k =

(2k)!2(� 1)k� 1

(2�)2k
(21)

whereB 2k isasym ptoticexpression fortheBernoullinum bers.

A few com m entsarein order.Firstofall,wehaveexplicitlydem onstrated

that the coe�cients c 2k in the operator expansion
P
c2k=Q

2k are factorial

divergentin high orders,c2k � (2k)!,so the expansion isasym ptotic in full

agreem entwith thegeneralargum entsofref.[21].

Additionally wenotethattheonly even powersg2=Q 2 areessentialin the

expansion (generally speaking,arbitrary powersofg2=Q 2 could contribute).

Nonleading term sin f2n and m
2
n m ightcontributeto theodd powersg

2=Q 2.

From thephysicalpointofview thisfactorialbehaviorisrelated tohighly

excited stateswith excitation num ber2n0 � Q2=m 2
0
,and notwith m ultiple

production asonem ightnaively expect.Indeed letusconsiderQ 2=m 2
0 � z�

2n0 in theexpansion
P

1

2n+ z
�

P
(2n
z
)k.Itisclearthatthem ain contribution

com es from k ’ 2n0 and (2n0)
2n0 � (2n0)!exactly corresponds with the

behavior found above. It is in agreem ent with phenom enologicalanalysis

[11],whereitwasassum ed thattheproduction ofa highly excited resonance

m ightberesponsibleforthelargeorderbehavior.
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From the theoreticalpoint ofview we would expect that this behavior

isrelated,som ehow,to purely im aginary instantons(in orderto providethe

correct(� 1)k behavior).An additionalargum entsin favorofthispointwill

bediscussed latter.

W e would also like to point out that the num ericalcoe�cient, which

entersto theform ula (21)isfollows:

c2kg
2k
� (

g2N c

Q 2
)2k: (22)

Atthesam etim e,theperturbative2k-loop graph givesa di�erentcontribu-

tion � (
g2N c

�Q 2 )
2k with an extra factor1=� pereach coupling constant. This

extra factor� m ustbe taken very seriously asitisa large param eter. W e

de�nitely know (from exactsolution),thatthe realscale ofthe problem is

m 2
0�

2,and notm 2
0 = g2N c=� asone would naively expectfrom the pertur-

bative theory. Thism eansthatvacuum condensates which are determ ined

by non-perturbative physics com e into the gam e. Even m ore,their contri-

bution is m uch m ore im portant than pure perturbative diagram s. Let us

note,thatthelowestvacuum condensates,found exactly in [12],exhibitthis

additionalfactor�. Thus,the factorialgrowth isrelated,som ehow,to the

nonperturbativephysics.

Tofurtherinvestigatethenonperturbativenatureoftheasym ptoticseries

(in order to support the previous argum ents) let us,instead ofcorrelation

function (16),considerthefollowing di�erenceofcorrelators:

i

Z

dxe
iqx
fh0jTf�qi5q(x);�qi5q(0)gj0i� h0jTf�qq(x);�qq(0)gj0ig= �P(Q 2):

(23)

Onecan arguethatin thechirallim itm q ! 0 theperturbativecontribution

to(23)izzero.Atthesam etim edispersion relationslead tothesam eresult:

the coe�cientsofthe OPE are factorially divergent. Thisgrowth isrelated

notto som eperturbativediagram s,butto nonperturbativephysics.W ewill

presentm oreargum entsforthispointofview in thenextsection.

Finally we have explicitly dem onstrated thatthe OPE isan asym ptotic

series. Howeverwe can notanswerthe im portantquestion ofwhatkind of

operatorsare responsible forsuch behavior. The reason forthatissim ple{

too m any operatorscontribute to the correlation function (16)and thecor-

responding classi�cation problem isquite involved. In the following we will

consideraspecialheavy-lightquark system ,wheresuch an identi�cation can

bem ade.W e�nd thatsom evacuum condensatesexhibita factorialgrowth.

Exactly thisfactisthesourceofsuch an asym ptoticbehavior.

8



3.2 Q C D coupled to adjoint ferm ions. Instantons.

Now we repeatthe preceding analysisforthe m uch m ore interesting m odel

ofQCD with adjointM ajorana ferm ions[20,8,9]:

Sadj =

Z

d
2
xTr[�

1

4g2
F��F

�� + i�	 �
D �	+ m �		] (24)

Asisknown,the m ostim portantdi�erence with t’Hooftm odelisthatthe

bound statesm ay contain,in general,anynum berofquanta.In otherwords,

pair creation is not suppressed even in the large N lim it. The problem

becom es m ore com plicated, but m uch m ore interesting, because the pair

creation im itatessom ephysicalgluon e�ects.

W econsiderthefollowing correlatoranalogousto (16):

i

Z

dxe
iqx
h0jTf

1

N c

Tr�		(x);
1

N c

Tr�		(0)gj0i= P 2(Q
2); (25)

where �	= 	 T0 andthelabelP2 showsthenum berofpartonsin theexternal

source �		(x);the factor1=N c is included in the de�nition ofthe external

currentin orderto m aketherighthand sideoftheequation independenton

N .In the largeQ 2 lim ittheleading contribution to correlation functionsis

given asbeforeby

P2(Q
2
! 1 )= �

2

2�
lnQ 2

: (26)

The additionalfactor 2 com es from two options in calculation ofTr and

related to Z2 sym m etry m entioned in [9].

Now the problem arises. In t’Hooftm odelwe de�nitely know thatonly

2-particlebound statescontributeto thecorresponding correlation function.

However,thisisnottrue forthe m odelunderconsideration and any states

m ay contribute to P2. The key observation is as follows: any pair cre-

ation (quantum loops which describe the virtuale�ects) is suppressed by

a factorg2N c=Q
2 becauseofdim ensionality ofthecoupling constantin two-

dim ensions(in a big contrastwith real4-dim ensionalQCD)3.Besidesthat,

the quark m ass term produces the analogous sm allfactor m 2
q=Q

2 and can

be neglected aswell. Thus,inform ation abouthighly excited states(which

providesthe logQ 2 dependence)can beobtained exclusively from the anal-

ysisofthe correlation function atlargeQ 2.In thiscase the analysisisvery

sim ilarto ‘tHooftcase,considered in theprevioussection:

gineqnarrayh0j
1

N c

�		jn 1i=

s

(m 2
0�

2)

�
fn1; n1 � 1; n1�2Z

3Naively,onecould interpretsuch a resultthatthem ixing between di�erentnum berof

partons,ishighly suppressed.Such a conclusion would bein contradiction with num erical

results [20]. However,as we argued in recentpapers [22]the puzzle can be resolved by

introducing a nonzero value forvacuum condensate h�		i.Such a condensation doesnot

break any continuoussym m etries. Thus,no G oldstone Boson appearsasa consequence

ofthe condensation.
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m
2

n1
= m

2

0
�
2
n1; f

2

n1
= 1; m

2

0
=
2g2N c

�
: (27)

Theonlydi�erenceisthedoublingofthestrengthoftheinteractiong2 ! 2g2,

[8]and theadditionaldegeneracy Z2,m entioned above.Now theform ula for

P2 (26)can beeasily recovered:

P2(Q
2
! 1 )� P2(0)=

2

�

X

n1= 0;2;4:::

(m 2
0
�2)f2n1

m 2
n1
+ Q 2

! �
2

2�
ln(Q 2); (28)

As before,any correction to the asym ptotic expression (7),such as f2n1 =

1+ 0(1=n1);m
2
n1
= m 2

0
�2n1 + 0(m q)willproducepowercorrections� 1=Q2

and they arenotinteresting atthem om ent.

Apparently,the form ulae (26-28)are very sim ilarto eqs. (17-19)which

correspond to the ’t Hooft m odel. However, there is a big di�erence in

interpretation ofthese two cases:In the’tHooftm odelwehave exclusively

two-parton states(two bits,in term inology ofrefs.[8],[20]). They saturate

thedispersion relations.

In the case (26-28)we have m uch m ore stateswith arbitrary num berof

partons. Aswe explained in [22]the m ixing between the di�erentnum bers

ofpartonsisnotsuppresed becauseofh�		i-condensation.E�ectively,how-

ever,allthese com plex statescontribute to the correlation function (28)in

the sam e way asin the ’tHooftm odel. In thiscase the integernum bern1
from (27)should be interpreted asan excitation num berof2-bitsin those

states.The m atrix elem entf2n1 ’ 1 can beinterpreted asa totalprobabilty

to�nd 2-bitsam ongthecom pletesetofthem ixed states.Thetotalnum ber

ofstatesisincreasing the m assincreases. Thus,the probability to �nd 2 -

bitsin thegiven stateisdecreasing correspondingly.However,thedispersion

relations(28)tellusthatthetotalprobability f2n1 with thegiven excitation

num bern1 rem ainsthesam e.

W e can repeat the previous analysis,which led us to the form ula (21)

with sm allchanges.Instead offactorB 2k in theexpression (21)wewill�nd

B 2k ) 22kB 2k

forthetheory with adjointm atter.Thisdi�erencewasm entioned aboveand

isrelated to thedoubling ofthestrength oftheinteraction g2 ! 2g2.

How could oneinterpretthisresult? Firstofall,letusrecall,thatfacto-

rialbehaviorm ay occurforthreedi�erentreasons:ultravioletrenorm alons,

infrared renorm alonsand instantons. Clearly,the �rsttwo reasonscan not

causeforsuch behaviorin a �eld theory with thedim ensionalcoupling con-

stantg. Thus we expect thatsom e kind ofclassicalsolution should be re-

sponsibleforsuch behavior.Ifweaccepttheinstanton hypothesis,then from

theverygeneralargum ents,onewould expectthattheinstanton contribution

with action S to thelargek-ordercoe�cientsc k isgiven by [23]:

ck(g
2)k � (k)!S� k(g2)k (29)
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In thiscase the factor2,m entioned above hasthe following interpretation:

when we go from the QCD with fundam entalm atter to the theory with

adjointm attertheinstanton action isdecreased by afactorof2.In thiscase

thefactorS� k from theform ula(29)isexactlyequal2k.Itcan beinterpreted

asthedecreasingofinstanton action by factor2.W hy theinstanton with the

action one-halfis allowed in the theory with adjointm atter and forbidden

in the theory with fundam entalferm ions ? This question has yet to be

answered.

Letusconclude thissection by noting thatfrom argum entsgiven above

weexpectthatsom eclassical,pureim aginary solution (wecallitinstanton),

isresponsible forthefactorialbehaviorfound above.

4 H eavy-light quark system in QCD 2.

4.1 G eneralrem arks.

Aswe m entioned in previoussectionswe are notable to identify the n!be-

haviorin theOPE (found from thespectrum )with som especi�cvacuum con-

densates.Such an identi�cation can bedoneifoneconsiderstheheavy-light

quark system .In thiscasetheproblem isreduced to theanalysisofvacuum

expectation value ofthe W ilson line hW i = h�q(x)P exp(ig
R
x

0
A �dx�)q(0)i.

Indeed,ifweconsiderasin[24],[25]thecorrelationfunctionhTf�qQ(x);�Qq(0)gi,

describing thissystem ,we end up (in the lim itM Q ! 1 )with the object

which is com pletely factorized (in accordance with HQET,see e.g. review

[26])from theheavy quark:

hTf�qQ(x);�Qq(0)gi� h�q(x)P exp(ig

Z x

0

A �dx�)q(0)i+ perturb:part:(30)

By de�nition,hW iin thisform ula isunderstood astheTaylorexpansion:

hW i= h0j�q(x)Pe
ig
R
x

0
A �dx�q(0)j0i=

n= 1X

n= 0

1

(2n)!
h�q(x�D �)

2n
qi (31)

Allnontrivial,largedistancephysicsofthesystem ishidden there.Together

with perturbativecontributionsoneshould expectthefollowing behaviorfor

thiscorrelator[25]:

hTf�qQ(x);�Qq(0)gi� e
� �� x

: (32)

Theperturbativeterm s,proportionalto� (g
2N

�
)n(x2)n,contributeto(32)as

nonperturbativeonesduetothedim ensionalcouplingconstantgin 2d,thus,

they interferewith expansion (31).Aswassuggested in thesam econtextby

Shifm an [21],onecan getrid oftheperturbativeterm sby considering a spe-

cialcom bination ofscalarand pseudoscalarcorrelation functions(analogous
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to (23)with the replacem entofa lightquark fora heavy quark). The per-

turbative contribution vanishesin the chirallim itforthe such com bination

and wecan study thepurenonperturbativephysics.

Let us note thatthe generalconnection (based on dispersion relations)

between spectrum and vacuum condensateswasconsidered earlier[21].Itwas

proven thatthe OPE isasym ptotic series. Besidesthat,fordem onstration

purposes,itwas suggested a speci�c m odelforthe spectraldensity (linear

trajectory)and itwasfound thatthevacuum condensates(31)gettheform :

h�q(x�D �)
2nqi� (2n)!.

In thissection weessentially follow thestepsfrom thepaper[21]with the

only di�erencebeing thatwestartfrom theory de�ned asQCD 2 and derive

the Q �q spectrum from thisLagrangian. W e �nd thatwe have nota linear

spectrum butratherE n �
p
n in QCD 2 fora heavy-lightquark system . It

gives a di�erent behavior for the vacuum condensates h�q(x�D �)
2nqi � n!.

However,them ain statem entthattheOPE isan asym ptoticseriesrem ains

thesam e.

Before going on,we would like to m ake the following rem ark. In QCD 2

onecan calculatetheappropriatevacuum condensatesin thechirallim itfrom

�rstprinciples[28]. Such a calculation (which willbe reviewed in the next

section) leads to puzzling results. Roughly speaking,the results ofdirect

com putation do notagreewith indirectcalculationsbased on thedispersion

relationsand spectrum .W eform ulatethispuzzleaswellasitsresolution in

thenextsection.Anticipating theevent,wewould liketo noteherethatthe

origin ofthe puzzle isthe factorialdivergent coe�cients in the asym ptotic

series.Iftheseexpansionswereconvergentseries,wewould expectan exact

coincidenceoftheresults,based on twothesem ethods.However,theanalysis

in �eld theory dem onstratesthatthisisnotthecase.

4.2 Spectrum �Qq system in QCD 2(N = 1 ).

Aswehavediscussed in previoussections,ifweknew thespectrum ofhighly

excited stateswe would calculate (via dispersion relations)the large order

behaviorforthecorresponding correlation function.Aswem entioned above,

theheavy-lightquarksystem isvery specialin thissense,becauseitallowsus

toidentify thecorrespondingfactorialbehaviorwith speci�cvacuum conden-

sates.Thisisthem ain m otivation forthepresentsection:�nd thespectrum

for highly excited states. Let us note that the heavy-light quark system

in this m odelwasconsidered previously in ref.[29],butin a quite di�erent

context.

As we discussed in section 2,the spectrum ofhighly excited states in

QCD 2 islinear(4).Thisiscertainly true,butonly forthe�niteparam eter

m Q ;with n ! 1 .W earenow interested in a di�erentlim it,when m Q ! 1

�rst,and n � 1 afterwards. These lim itsdo notcom m ute and we have to

startouranalysisfrom exactoriginalequation (2).

12



In orderto perform the lim itm Q ! 1 in ‘tHooftequation (2),letus

m akethefollowing changeofvariables:

x = 1�
m 0

m Q

�: 0� � �
m Q

m 0

= 1 : (33)

Additionally we would like to rescale the wave function and rede�ne the

energy scale(from now on,thecountingoftheenergy startsfrom m Q )in the

following way:

m
2

n = (m Q + E n)
2
’ m

2

Q + 2m Q E n; �n(x)!

s
m Q

m 0

g�n(�): (34)

Once allthese changeshave been m ade we arriveto thefollowing equation,

which replacesthe‘tHooftequation,fortheheavy-lightquark system in the

lim itm Q ! 1 .

2E n
g�n(�)= m 0[� +

1

�

m 2
q � m2

0

m 2
0

] g�n(�)� m
2

0
P

Z 1

0

d�

g�n(�)

(� � �)2
; (35)

The new setofwave functionsin term sofnew variablesisorthogonaland

com plete:

X

n

g�n(�)
g�n(�)= �(� � �);

Z 1

0

d� g�n(�)
g�m (�)= �nm (36)

Forthefutureanalysisweneed notonlythewavefunctions,butalsosom e

physicalm atrix elem entsin term softhesewavefunctions.Itisconvenientto

separate the com m on factor,related to m Q and de�ne the m atrix elem ents

in thefollowing way 4:

h0j�qi5Qjni=

s

N

�

p
m 0m Q fn; fn =

Z 1

0

d� g�n(�): (37)

Using theparity relation [2],which in ournotationstakestheform ,

Z
1

0

d� g�n(�)=
m q

m 0

Z
1

0

d�

g�n(�)

�
(38)

one can show thatthe scalar m atrix elem ents have the sam e expression in

term sofwavefunctionsasthepseudoscalarones(37).

Having theseresultsin m ind,and using thestandard technicques[1]-[6],

one can calculate [32]the m atrix elem ents fn and energiesE n in the quasi-

classicalapproxim ation forn � 1:

E n = 2m 0

p
�n(1+ 0(

logn

n
)); f

2

n =

r
�

n
(1+ 0(

logn

n
)): (39)

4W ekeep thesam enotation fn forthecorresponding m atrix elem ents.Forlightquark

system they arede�ned in the di�erentway (8).W e hopeitwillnotconfusethe reader.
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Thisisthem ain resultofthissection.Itwillbeused in whatfollowsforthe

calculation oflargeorderbehaviorand high dim ensionalcondensates.

Let us conclude this section with few rem arks. First ofall,as was ex-

pected,in them Q ! 1 lim ittheequations(35-39),do notdepend on m Q

(afteran appropriate rescaling)in accordance with HQET (see e.g. review

[26]).

Oursecond rem ark istheobservation thatthechirallim itm q = 0 isvery

peculiar.In particular,onecan nottakethelim itm q = 0in theidentity(38),

because itclearly leadsto a nonsensicalresult. The reason forthatisvery

sim ple. The edge region � � mq playsa very im portantrole in m aking the

theory (and thisidentity in particular)selfconsistent.Asa consequence,one

can notderivetheboundary conditionson wavefunction from thetruncated

equation (35)where the lim it m Q ! 1 already has been taken. In order

to do so we need to com e back to the original‘t Hooft eq.(2). W e shall

return to this point in the Conclusion. W e believe that the situation in

four dim ensionalQCD is quite sim ilar in that the inform ation about edge

behaviorin thetheory can notbefound from thetruncated Lagrangian with

thelim itm Q ! 1 already taken.

4.3 H igh order condensates from duality and disper-

sion relations.

Thestarting point,asusual,isthecorrelation function

P(Q 2)= i

Z

e
iqx
dxh0jTf�qQ(x);�Qq(0)gj0i (40)

� i

Z

e
iqx
dxh0j�q(x)Pe

ig
R
x

0
A � dx�q(0)j0i+ perturb:part:

W e follow [24]and choose the externalm om entum q0 = m Q � E ; q1 = 0

very closeto threshold.ForpositivevaluesofE thecorrelation function can

bewritten in thefollowing way:

P(E )=

Z 1

0

e
� E t

dth0j�q(t)Pe
ig
R
t

0
A 0dtq(0)j0i+ perturb:part: (41)

Letusnotethatwecould considerthedi�erenceoftwo correlation functions

(like(23)).In thatcasetheperturbativecontribution to (41)would vanish.

Forlargeenough E � m 0 onecan expand eq.(41)in 1=E [21]:

P(E )=
1

E
[h�qqi�

1

E 2
h�qP 2

0qi+
1

E 4
h�qP 4

0qi� :::]+ perturb:part; (42)

whereP0 = iD 0 isthetim ecom ponentofthem om entum operator.

Our goalnow is to substitute the asym ptotic expression (39) for the

m atrix elem entsfn and energiesE n into thedispersion relations(analogous
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to(18)).Thesewilldeterm inethehigherordercorrectionstothecorrelation

function aswellasthelargen behaviorofthevacuum condensatesh�qD 2nqi.

Theappropriatedispersion relation statesthat

P(E )=
N

2�
m 0

p
�
X

n

f2n

E + E n

�
N

�

X 1
p
n(
p
n + �)

(43)

where� isexternalenergy m easured in m0

p
� units.In thisform ula wehave

taken intoaccountthefollowingkeyobservation which wehaveused earlierin

thederiviation ofeq.(21):thecorrections� 1=n to theasym ptoticbehavior

oftheresiduesfn and energiesE n (39)m ightchangethepreasym ptoticfactor

forthe largeorderbehavior.However,these correctionscan notchangethe

m ain result{ thefactorialgrowth ofthecoe�cientsfound below.Thisisthe

reason why we can notcalculate the corresponding coe�cientsexactly,but

only theleading factorialfactor.Forthesam ereason wedo notconsiderthe

specialdi�erenceoftwo correlation functions(like(23)),whereperturbative

contribution isexactly canceled. In thiscase ifwe knew fn;E n exactly,we

would calculatethenonperturbativecondensatesexactly!Unfortunately,this

isnotthe case. Thus,we ignore allcom plicationsrelated to the separation

ofpurenonperturbativecontribution from theperturbativeone.

Letusnote thatthe sum in eq.(43)isdivergentatlarge n. Thisdiver-

gence isrelated to the necessity ofa subtraction in the dispersion integral:

P(E )! P(E )� P(0). Besides that,atlarge energy E � m0 one can es-

tim ate the behavior P(E ! 1 ) � logE ,which corresponds to the pure

perturbative one loop diagram . These sam e features were present in our

analogouspreviousform ula (21).

W ith theserem arksin m ind,ourproblem isreduced to thecalculation of

thecoe�cientsc k atlargek in thefollowing expansion:

P(�)� subtractions�
X

n

1
p
n + �

� subtractions (44)

� log� +
X

k

ck
1

�k
:

W e note thatthe only di�erence with the previous form ula (21)isthe de-

pendence ofthesum on
p
n ratherthan n itself.

Theway to evaluatethecoe�cientsc k isasfollows.W earegoing to use

thestandard idea (see,e.g.[30])to presentthesum in term softheintegral:

n= 1X

n= 1

F(n)=

Z 1

0

f(x)

ex � 1
dx; F(x)=

Z 1

0

f(x)e� xtdt (45)

However,in our case we have
p
n rather than n itself. The corresponding

generalization isknown aswell:

n= 1X

n= 1

F[g(n)]=

Z
1

0

Z
1

0

h(x;y)f(y)

ex � 1
dxdy; e

� yg(p) =

Z
1

0

h(x;y)e� xpdx:(46)
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Forourparticularcasethisform ulagivesthefollowingrepresentation forthe

sum (44):

P(�)�
X

n

1
p
n + c+ �

=
1

2
p
�

Z 1

0

dx

Z 1

0

dy
ye�

y
2

4x
� cx� �y

x3=2(ex � 1)
(47)

where we have introduced a constant c for the future convenience as an

auxiliaryparam eter.Such aparam eterisactuallypresentinoriginalform ulae

(39),howeverwebelievethatthem ain factorialdependencedoesnotdepend

on it.Thus,afterdi�erentiating with respectto cwe putc= 0 atthe very

end ofcalculation. One m ore rem ark regarding form ula (47). Only even n

should be taken into account in this form ula. However,by rede�nition of

param eterscand energy �,theproblem can bereduced to thesam eintegral.

The result is an extra power dependence, which is beyound our scope of

interest. Additionally,a subtraction which should be m ade in thisform ula

to geta convergentresult,hasno inuenceon ck atlargek (44).

The integration over x in the form ula (47) can be executed using the

following expansion:

x

ex � 1
=

1X

k= 0

B k

xk

k!
(48)

where B k are Bernoullinum bers. Bearing in m ind that the appropriate

integralfrom the(47)isknown exactly

Z
1

0

e�
y
2

4x
� cx

p
x

dx =

r
�

c
e
� y

p
c
; (49)

and replacing xk from the form ula (48)by (� 1)k(d
dc
)k,we arrive to the fol-

lowing expression forthesum (47):

P(�)�
1

2

Z 1

0

dye
� y�

y

1X

k= 2

B k

k!
(� 1)k(

d

dc
)k(

s

1

c
e
� y

p
c): (50)

In this form ula we ignore few �rst term s (proportionalto B 0;B 1) because

they: a)do notcontribute to large ordercoe�cientsc k;k � 1 ,b)they are

divergentand thus,requiresom esubtractionsdiscussed previously.

The key observation is as follows: The nonperturbative part (which is

our m ain interest) in the expansion (42) is determ ined by odd powers of

1=(�)2m + 1. Such term s can be easily extracted from the form ula (50) by

expanding theexponent

(

s

1

c
e
� y

p
c)=

X

l

(� 1)lylc
l� 1

2

l!
(51)
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and executing theintegration overy:

Z 1

0

dye
� �y

y
yl

l!
=
l+ 1

�l+ 2
: (52)

Itisnow clear,thatonly odd l= 2m � 1term sin theform ula(51)contribute

to thecoe�cientsrelated to nonperturbative part(42).Forsm allparam eter

cthecoe�cientsc k can beeasily calculated
5 by noting thatforl= 2m � 1

the appropriate term sfrom (51)take the form c
l� 1

2

l!
� cm � 1

(2m � 1)!
.The nonzero

result in this case (afterdi�erentiating (d

dc
)k and taking the lim itc = 0 )

com esexclusively from the term k = m � 1 in eq.(50).Finally we arrive at

thefollowingasym ptoticexpression fortheodd coe�cientsc k from theseries

(44):

c2k� 1
1

�2k� 1
�
(� 1)kB k

k�2k� 1
; k � 1: (53)

Com parison with the originalseries (42)suggests thatasdim ension ofthe

operatorgrows,theirvacuum expectation valuesgrow factorially,

h�qP 2n
0 qi� h�qqi(�m0)

2n
n! (54)

From this form ula one could naively think that halfofthe VEV’s in (53)

vanish becausetheodd Bernoullinum bersarezero.However,wethink that

thisadditional\selection rule" isaccidentalin itsnatureand thus,itshould

not be considered seriously. W e believe that this accidentalvanishing of

the coe�cients c k in the OPE isrelated to ourapproxim ation (39)forthe

m atrix elem entsfn and energiesE n.Thus,weexpect,thathalfoftheVEV’s

which form ally vanish in the leading approxim ation,are actually notzero,

butsuppressed by a factor� 1=n,wheren isdim ension ofan opeartor.

Having dem onstrated them ain resultofthissection,afew com m entsare

in order. Firstofall,the OPE forP(�)is an asym ptotic series as itm ust

be in agreem ent with generalargum ents [21]. Besides that,we expect the

sam ebehaviorforanalogousvacuum condensatesin fourdim ensionalQCD 4

[27].Additionally,thescaleforthevacuum condensatesism 0.W eshallsee

in the nextsection thatdi�erentcalculationsofthe sam e condensates give

som ewhat di�erent results. W e explain thispuzzle later,butnote fornow

thatn!behaviorin (54)playsa crucialrolein theexplanation.

Finally,asweshallsee,then!behaviorhasvery general,essentially kine-

m aticalorigin in the large N c lim it. This property is related to so-called

m aster�eld.

5 As we m entioned before the factorialbehavior does not depend on the particular

m agnitude c. However,for c = 0 the calculations are m uch easier to present. Nonzero

values ofthe param eter c m ight change the preassym ptotic behavior,which is beyound

thism ethod.
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5 H igh dim ensionalcondensatesfrom thethe-

ory. Puzzle.

Onecan show [28],thatthevacuum condensateswhich enterintotheform ula

(42)atN = 1 in thechirallim itm q ! 0 in two dim ensionscan bereduced

to a form which contains the �eld strength tensor ig���G �� only. Indeed,

the covariantderivativesh�qD n � D�D �qiplaced atthevery rightand atthe

veryleft(nearthequark�elds)canbetransform edintotheoperatorig���G ��

usingtheequationofm otionD ��q= 0.Todothesam ethingwithoperators

D � which isplaced som ewhere in the m iddle ofthe expression,we need to

act,forexam ple,on the rightuntilthe quark �eld isreached. By doing so,

step by step,wecreatem any additionalterm swhich areeither:com m utator

like [D �;D �]= � igG�� which isthe�eld strength operatororcom m utators

like � [D�;���G ��]. Fortunately,in two dim ensionsthese term sare related

to creation ofthe quark-antiquark �eldsand we discard them in the chiral

lim itbecause they do notgive 1=m q enhancem ent,see form ula (56)
6. W e

discusstheexactcorrespondencein theAppendix,butfornow weem phasize

theexistence offactorn!in thecorresponding form ula:

h�q(x�D �)
2n
qi� (x2)nn!h�q(gE )nqi; n � 1; E � ���G ��: (55)

Thus,we end up with the vacuum condensatesh�q(gE )nqiwhich are ex-

pressed exclusively in term softhe �eld strength tensor. Such vacuum con-

densatescan becalculated exactlyin thechirallim it[28].Thereason forthis

incredible sim pli�cation is the observation that in QCD 2 a gluon is not a

physicaldegree offreedom ,butratherisa constrained auxiliary �eld which

can and should beexpressed in term softhequark �elds.Atthesam etim e,

in thelargeN lim it,theexpectation valueofaproductofany invariantoper-

atorsreducesto theirfactorized values[31].Exactly thisfeatureofthelarge

N lim it(based on analysisofthe so-called M asterField)m akesitpossible

to calculatethevacuum condensatesexactly.Our�nalexpression takesthe

form [28]:

1

2n
h�q(ig���G ��5)

n
qi= (�

g2h�qqi

2m q

)nh�qqi (56)

W einterpretthisexpression asfollows:Each insertion ofan additionalfactor

proportionalto �eld strength tensorgE ,givesone and the sam e num erical

factor(56). Thissituation can be interpreted ashaving a classicalm aster

�eld [31]which weinsertin placeofgE in thevacuum condensates.Because

ofitsclassicalnature,itgivesoneand thesam enum ericalfactor.

Secondary, it is im portant to note that the vacuum condensate ofan

arbitrary localoperatorcan bereduced through theequation ofm otion and

constraintsto thefundam entalquark condensate(9).

6 O fcourse thisisnotthe case in fourdim ensionswhere [D 2

�
;G ��]isan independent

operatorwhich can notbe reduced to quark �elds.
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Finally,wem ustcom m enton thee�ectiveenergy scalewhich entersinto

the expression (56): This isnotm 2
0 asone could naively think,butrather

m 2
eff = m 3

0
=m q � m 2

0
. The obvious technicalreason for that is related

to the fact in the light cone gauge (where the theory has been quantized)

A � = 1p
2
(A 0 � A1)= 0 we havefew constraints:theusualconstraintin the

gaugesector(Gausslaw)7:

@� E
ab
� g(q

yb
+ q

a
+
�

1

N
�
ab
q
yc
+ q

c
+
); (57)

with rightm oving ferm ionsq+ considered asdynam icaldegreesoffreedom .

The left-m oving ferm ions q� are non-dynam icaldegrees offreedom in this

gauge.Thelattercan beelim inated by thefollowing constraint:

1

@�
q+ �

1

m q

q� (58)

(form oredetailsseee.g.[15]).Thisrelation explicitly explainstheorigin of

thefactor1=m q which ispresentin theform ula (56)(see[28]fordetails).

Before form ulating the puzzle,we would like to pause here in order to

explain the de�nition ofthe high dim ensionalvacuum condensates. As is

known,they areperturbatively strongly ultra violet(UV)divergentobjects.

Asusual,allvacuum condensatesshould be understood in a sense that

perturbativepartissubtracted.Thesubtraction isorganized by introducing

oftheso-called norm alization param eter�.In general,vacuum condensates

do depend on thisparam eter�.The gluon condensatesofdim ensionsfour,

six,eight,...in fourdim ensionalQCD areperfectexam pleswhere perturba-

tivepartsaredivergent,putnonperturbativeparts(therem nants,which are

leftaftersubtraction)areperfectly de�ned.Onecould naively think thatthe

instantonsm ightspoilthispicture,becausethey giveultra -violetdivergent

contribution to high order condensates. However,we do not think this is

the case and one can argue thatthe de�nition we have form ulated rem ains

untouched even with sm allsizeinstanton e�ectstaken into account.

Theargum entisasfollows:W eshould treatthesm allsizeinstantonsand

the sm allsize perturbative contributionson the sam e basis. So,we should

subtractboth thesedivergencesatthesam etim ein ordertogettheso-called

\ non-perturbative" condensateswhich de�nethelargedistancephysics.Of

course sm all-distances physics does notdisappear when we do such a sub-

traction.According to W ilson OPE thecorresponding sm alldistancecontri-

bution (perturbativepartand sm allinstanton contributions)should betaken

into accountseparately.

In two dim ensionsthisproblem ofcourseism uch sim pler.However,the

perturbative contributionsto the condensatesare divergentaswell. Never-

theless,thehigh dim ensionalcondensatesperfectly exist.Indeed,wehavea

7Thisform ula explicitly dem onstrateswhy quark condensateappearsin (56)each tim e

when weinsertan extra gluon �eld E ab.
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form ula (56),with m ixed condensates expressed in term sofchiralconden-

sateh�qqiwherethelatterarede�ned astherem nantaftersubtraction ofthe

perturbative contribution (forthetechnicaldetails,see [16]).Thus,ourfor-

m ula (56)isunderstood asa nonperturbativeone,when wetreath�qqiasthe

nonperturbative chiralcondensate. Letusnote,thatthe gluon condensate

in thism odelis�niteand can becalculated exactly [12](seealso therecent

paper [16]on this subject). In QCD 2 it can be expressed in term s ofthe

chiralcondensate.

W ith this rem ark in m ind,we are now ready to form ulate the puzzle.

The scale which entersinto the OPE (42)presum ably isdeterm ined by the

coe�cientsc k from (44). The leading contribution to these coe�cientscan

beexpressed in term softhevacuum condensates(56)

c2k+ 1 � (�
g2h�qqi

2m q

)kh�qqi� (m30=m q)
k
k!; k � 1:

Thus,the characteristic scale ofthe problem is
m 3

0

m q
. W e see an extra factor

1=m q in thisscale.Ithasvery clearorigin (58)and m ightbevery big in the

chirallim it. Atthe sam e tim e,the characteristic scale which can be found

from thespectrum (21,42),ism uch sm allerand proportionalto m 2
0
.Thisis

thepuzzle.

The explanation of this apparent paradox is as follows. If our series

(21,42)were convergent ones,we would be in trouble,butfortunately,our

series are asym ptotic ones. Thus, in order to m ake sense to these series

we have to de�ne them and here we willuse the standard Borellsum m ing

prescription [23]8. Once thisprescription hasbeen accepted,we can write

down an expression which reproduces the asym ptotic coe�cients for large

num berk and atthesam etim eiswellde�ned everywhere:

X

k

ck
k
�

Z
d0

0( + 0)
e
�

1

0; ck � (� 1)kk!� (� 1)k
Z

d0

(0)k+ 2
e
�

1

0: (59)

W e did notspecify the param eter in thisequation on purpose. Suppose,

wehavea largescalein theproblem determ ined by thevacuum condensates

(56).In thiscasedim ensionlessparam eter hasa largefactor1=m q:

 �
(g2N c)

3

m qE
2
: (60)

The prescription (59) in this case states that the sum ofleading term s �

(1=m q)
k givesa zero contribution (in thechirallim it)

X

k

ck
k
�

Z
d0

0( + 0)
e
�

1

0 ! 0 (atm q ! 0);  �
1

m q

(61)

8W ealready m entioned in Introduction thattheBorelsum m ability oritslossisnotthe

crucialissue[10].However,forthe sake ofde�niteness(and forsim pli�cation)we assum e

in generaldiscussion which follows,thatseriesisBorelsum m able
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to the physicalcorrelation function! W e would like to note thatthe e�ect

(61)doesnotcrucially depend on thefactorization propertiesfortheconden-

sates(56)asneitheron ourassum ption ofexactfactorialdependence ofthe

coe�cients c k = k!(� )k (59). Both ofthese e�ects presum ably lead (apart

to k!)to som em ild k-dependence which can beeasily im plem ented into the

form ula (61)by introducing som esm ooth function f()whosem om ents

ck =
(� )k

k!

Z

f()� k� 2exp(�
1


)d � 1

exactly reproduce a k-dependence ofthe coe�cientsaswellasofthe con-

densates.Ifthisfunction ism ild enough,itwillnotdestroy therelation (61),

butm ightchangesom enum ericalcoe�cients.

Ifwecould calculatethevacuum condensates(56)exactly (and notonly

theleadingterm satm q ! 0),wewould �nd thattheterm soforderonegive

contribution oforderonetothecorrelation function.Thus,subleadingterm s

play m uch m oreim portantrolein the�nalform ula than theleading ones�

1=m q.Theorigin ofthism ystery ofcourseisthefactorialgrowth coe�cients

in theseries.Thisobservation actually resolvesthepuzzleannounced in the

beginning ofthesection.

W e would like to m ake a few m ore rem arks regarding this subject in

Conclusion which follows.

6 C onclusion.

W econcludethism anuscriptwith thefollowing lessons.

a).TheOPE isasym ptoticseries.

b).W ewerelucky in asensethatin QCD 2 thescalesforhigh dim ensional

condensates� m� 1q and forthespectrum � 1 were param etrically di�erent.

This was the reason why we noticed the di�erence very easily. The lesson

we can learn from this exam ple is that num erically leading term s in the

asym ptotic expansion m ay give som ewhat negligible contribution into the

�nalexpression.W ebelievethatthisisnotaspeci�cresultfor2dphysics,but

ratherisa generalproperty ofa �eld theory associated with an asym ptotic

series.

c).Ofcourse,wedonotexpectthatin therealQCD 4 thevacuum conden-

sates m ightexhibit som e param eters sim ilarto � m� 1q . However,itm ight

happen thatsom esubseriesofcondensatespossessa largenum ericalfactor,

let us callitL � 1. In this case we would expect thatthe corresponding

contribution intothe�nalform ulawillbesuppressed,L� 1.Atthesam etim e,

sum m ing ofa subseries ofterm swhich are orderofone,would lead to the

resultwhich isorderofone.Thisobservation raisesthefollowing question.

d). Suppose we have a condensate hO kiofdim ension k which hasboth

parts:theenhanced part,proportionalto Lk and the"regular" oneoforder
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1k. As we have learned,the subseries which has big factor like Lk do not

contributem uch to the�nalexpression.Atthesam etim ethey arethem ain

contributionsinto thecondensatewith thegiven dim ension k.

The m oralis: when we use truncated expansions or approxim ate ap-

proaches(like QCD sum rules),we inevitably study notthe actualconden-

sates,butrather,som ee�ective condensates 9.Onesim pleconsequence

ofthisisthatthelatticecalculation ofvacuum condensatem ightbedi�erent

from QCD sum rulesanalysis.

e).One m ay wonder what is the role ofthe scale 1=m q in this m odel?

The answerisvery peculiar. Indeed thisscale can notbe seen in spectrum

however, from exact identities like (38) one can see that the edge region

oforder m q plays a very im portant role in m aintaining selfconsistency of

thetheory.Thecalculation ofthecondensate[12],wheretheregion x � mq

giveswholeanswerisanotherexam pleofthesam ekind.Exactlythisinfrared

region determ ines the scale for the condensates (56),but not the scale for

integralcharacteristicslikethespectrum itself.Seealsorem ark after(39)on

thesam esubject.

f).SinceOPE isasym ptoticseries,itisgood ideatokeep only afew �rst

term sin the expansion (like people do in the standard QCD sum rulesap-

proach,[33])and tostop atsom epoint10.Any hopestoim provethestandard

QCD sum rules(liketheideaadvocated in [34])bysum m ingup ofthecertain

subsetofthe powercorrections,and ignoring allthe rest,m ightlead to the

resultswhich arem uch worsethan theoneswhich follow from pre-im proved

version oftheapproach.Atleastin QCD 2 such a procedure,aswelearned,

givesa param etrically incorrectresult.

W ewould like to m aketwo m orerem arkswhich were notourm ain sub-

jects,butlook likeinteresting byproductsworthy ofm ention.

g).W e argued thatthe n!behaviorfound in QCD 2 isrelated to instan-

tons. Even m ore,the action ofthe instanton in the theory with adjoint

m atterisa factoroftwo lessthan in theory with fundam entalquarks. The

explicitrealization ofsuch a solution isstilllacking.

h).W eanalyzed theQ �qsystem inQCD 2.W efoundthattheedgebehavior

ofthesystem isverypeculiarandcannotbefoundfrom thetruncated theory,

wherelim itm Q = 1 isalready taken.W ebelievethatthesam ebehavioris

an inevitablefeatureoftherealQCD 4.

9I thank M ichaelPeskin for the discussion ofthis subject. Actually,he raised the

question ofthe e�ectivenatureforthe condensatesbeforethiswork waspresented atthe

SLAC theory sem inar.
10In asym ptotic series with coupling constant � one should stop with the num ber of

term s oforder �� 1. In particular,in case ofQ CD sum rules,where � � 1=3� 1=5 to

be determ ined by the scale where power corections are 20� 30% ,one can estim ate the

m axim um num berofterm sin the expansion isabout3� 5.
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8 A ppendix.

Them ain goalofthisAppendix isadem onstration ofthefactorn!in form ula

(62)in thechirallim itm q = 0.

h�q(x�D �)
2n
qi� (x2)nn!h�q(gE )nqi; n � 1; E � ���G ��: (62)

W esketch theidea only,ignoring forsim plicity allnorm alization factors.

W eusethestandard representation for� m atricessatisfying

f�;�g= 2g��;0 = �x;1 = � i�y;5 = �3; (63)

� = 0 � 1; D � = D 0 � D1; 
2

� = 0; 
2

+ = 0; � � � 1� 5

Diracequationstakethefollowing form in thechirallim it

(+ D � + � D + )q= 0: (64)

By m ultiplying theseequationsby � ,wearriveto thefollowing relations

(1� 5)D � q= 0; �qD � (1� 5)= 0: (65)

Letuspresentouroriginalcondensatein thefollowing form

h�q(x�D �)
2n
qi� h�q(

1+ 5

2
+
1� 5

2
)(x+ D � + x� D + )

2n
qi: (66)

From Lorentz invariance itisclearthata nonzero result� (x� x+ )
n com es

from term swith equalnum bersofD � andD + with allpossibleperm utations.

Ourproblem ishow to countthem .First,wepick up theprojector(1+ 5)

from theexpression (66).According to (65)weshould m oveD + to theright

and D � totheleft(toreach thequark�eld)usingthefollowingcom m utation

relations

[D + ;D � ]� ���G �� � E : (67)

Here the �eld strength E can be considered asconstant(notoperator),be-

cause acting the operatorsD � on E leadsto the paircreation. W e neglect

everywhere such term sin thelim itN ! 1 ;m q ! 0.Thecontribution with

projection (1� 5)givesexactly thesam eresultafterrelabelling D � , D +

and repeating theproceduredescribed above.
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Now onecan seethatthesecalculationsarevery sim ilar(in thealgebraic

sense)totheoscillatorproblem with ladderoperatorssatisfyingthestandard

relations

[a;a+ ]= 1; aj0i= 0; h0ja+ = 0: (68)

Ourproblem isthecalculation ofm ean valueoftheoperatorx2n � (a+ a+ )2n

fortheground state:

h0jx2nj0i� h0j(a+ a
+ )2nj0i� �(n +

1

2
)� n!; n � 1: (69)

Thisconcludesourexplanation ofthe factorn!(55)which we heavily used

in ourpreviousdiscussions.

Let us repeat again that allfactors from (55,56) have clear m eaning

and can be explained without detailed calculations. Three steps are in-

volved: 1.The transition from the operator h�q(x�D �)
2nqi to the operator

h�q(gE )nqi with a factor n!was explained in this appendix. 2.The idea of

M aster Field predicts that each insertion ofE into the expression for the

operatorh�q(gE )nqigivesoneand thesam econstantM n
eff.3.Theconstraints

(57,58)explicitly dem onstratethatM 2
eff � m� 1q .
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