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A bstract

Idiscusstheslow convergenceofD iscretized LightConeQ uantization (D LCQ )in thesm allm ass

lim itand suggesta solution.

1 Introduction

\Light-front�eld theory" isan attem ptto apply Ham iltonian techniquesto relativistic�eld theory;the

idea isto quantizea theory on a surfaceofconstantx+ = (x0 + x3)=
p
2 and calculateeigenstatesofthe

invariantm asssquared operatorP �P�. In orderto partially regulate a theory,one can sim ply im pose

(anti-)periodic boundary conditions in the x� coordinate; this is known as \Discretized Light Cone

Q uantization" (DLCQ )[1]sincethe m om enta conjugateto x� becom ediscrete.O necan useDLCQ to

constructa basisofstatesforusein num ericalcalculations.

W hy would onewantto useDLCQ in a largescalenum ericalcalculation? Ideally,onewould em ploy

a basis ofpolynom ial-type wavefunctions to solve the bound state equation [2]. W ith such a basis,

convergence ofthe eigenvalues is typically exponentially fast. However,the practitioner faces several

di�culties in applying this approach to a m any particle calculation. In general,the resulting basis is

notorthogonaland the resulting Ham iltonian m atrix isno longervery sparse.Second,m atrix elem ents

becom e di�cult to com pute since they involve com plicated integrals. It is not clear that the faster

convergenceofsuch a basiscan com pensateforthese added di�culties.

In contrast,a DLCQ basisisorthogonaland the corresponding Ham iltonian m atrix issparse.Also,

m atrix elem ents are easily calculated;no integrals need to be evaluated. This is im portant since the

tim e required to calculatem atrix elem entsiscurrently thelim iting factorin largecalculations.Finally,

as a regulator,DLCQ has an appealing physicalinterpretation in term s of(anti-)periodic boundary

conditions.
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Figure 1: Lowest eigenvalues ofthe ’t Hooft equation as a function ofm ass � calculated using a

polynom ialwavefunction basis[2].

However,DLCQ has one distinct disadvantage: it converges quite slowly in the sm allm ass lim it.

Thisisespecially ofconcern forthe transverse lattice [3,4]where the continuum lim itisprecisely the

sm allm asslim it.In particular,thelowesteigenvalueand m easurem entsofthestringtension arestrongly

a�ected by thisslow convergence.Aswe shallsee,the source ofthisslow convergencecom esfrom the

end-pointbehaviorofthe wavefunction which ishandled poorly by DLCQ .Using the’tHooftequation

as an exam ple,we willstudy this behaviorand suggesta solution that can be easily applied to other

theoriesand largenum ericalcalculations.

2 T he ’t H ooft equation

The ’t Hooft equation [5]is the bound state equation for two quarks in the large N lim it of(1+ 1)-

dim ensionalQ CD:

M
2	(x)= �

2	(x)

�

1

x
+

1

1� x

�

+ g
2

Z 1

0

dy
	(x)� 	(y)

(x � y)
2

(1)

whereM istheLorentzinvariantm asseigenvalueassociatedwith eigenfunction 	(x).A Cauchyprinciple

value prescription isassum ed throughout. The spectrum isshown in Fig.1. Following ’tHooft,letus

analyzethe endpointbehaviorofthe wavefunction.Assum e

lim
x! 0

	(x)/ x
�
: (2)

Forsm allx,the bound state equation (1)becom es

0= x
�� 1

�
2 � g

2
x
�� 1 � g

2

Z 1

0

dy
y�

(x � y)2
(1+ O (y))+ O

�

x
�
�

: (3)
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Substituting z = y=x,weobtain,in the x ! 0 lim it,

0 =
�2

g2
� 1�

Z 1=x

0

dz
z�

(1� z)2
(4)

=
�2

g2
� 1+ �� cot(��): (5)

Convergenceofthe integral(4)im plies0< � < 1.Forsm allm ass�

� =
�
p
3

g�

�

1�
�2

10g2
+ � � �

�

: (6)

In addition,one can derivean expression forthe lowesteigenvaluein thislim it

M
2 =

2�g�
p
3

+ O
�

�
2
�

: (7)

3 A nalysis and discussion

Exactsolutionsofthe’tHooftequation (1)arenotknown and onem ustresortto num ericaltechniques.

Forthe purpose ofcom parison,wewillintroduce a basisofwavefunctionsofthe form x�(1� x)�Pn(x)

where Pn(x) is som e polynom ialoforder n and � is given by Eqn.(5). Such a basis provides very

quick num ericalconvergence[2].Later,when Iquote\exacteigenvalues," Iwilluseresultsfrom such a

calculation.

Alternatively,we can use DLCQ to solve the bound state equation. W e discretize the m om entum

fraction x asi=K wherei2 f1=2;3=2;:::;K � 1=2g forinteger-valued \harm onicresolution" K .Physi-

cally,thisdiscretization correspondsto applying anti-periodic boundary conditionsin the x� direction

whereK ! 1 isthe continuum lim it.The DLCQ version ofthe bound stateequation (1)is

M
2	 i = �

2
K 	 i

�

1

i
+

1

K � i

�

+ g
2
K
X

j6= i

	 i� 	 j

(i� j)2
: (8)

Although a proofislacking,num ericalevidencesuggeststhattheDLCQ eigenvaluesconvergeas1=K 2�.

Forexam ple,in Fig.2,weplotthelowestDLCQ eigenvalueasafunction ofK togetherwith anum erical

�tto

M
2 = 0:779141�

1:25943

K 2�
+
1:15609

K 4�
�
1:01505

K 6�
+ � � � (9)

wherethe \exacteigenvalue" (from a polynom ialbasiscalculation)isM 2 = 0:77914.

Note that the DLCQ bound state equation does not m ake use ofour knowledge ofthe endpoint

behaviorofthewavefunction.Thisis,in fact,thesourceoftheslow DLCQ convergence.W ecan include

the endpointbehaviorby adding and subtracting a term from the ’tHooftequation:

M
2	(x)= �

2	(x)

�

1

x
+

1

1� x

�

+ g
2	(x)I(x)+ g

2

Z 1

0

dy

	(x)
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y(1� y)

x(1� x)

��

� 	(y)

(x � y)2
(10)
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Figure2: Convergenceofthe lowesteigenvaluewith K for� = 0:1 (� = 0:181981).The dotsarefrom

DLCQ and the heavy line isthe exactresult.

where

I(x)=

Z 1

0

dy

1�

�
y(1� y)

x(1� x)

��

(x � y)2
: (11)

The DLCQ version ofthisequation is

M
2	 i = �

2
K 	 i

�

1

i
+

1

K � i

�

+ g
2	 iI(i=K )+ g

2
K
X

j6= i

	 i

�
j(K � j)

i(K � i)

��

� 	 j

(i� j)2
(12)

whereweevaluatetheintegralI(x)exactly.1 Based on theendpointanalysis,theintegrand in Eqn.(10)

should vanish when both x and y arenearoneoftheendpoints.Thus,thecorresponding discretization

(12)should have sm allerrorsin thisregion. W e willreferto thisform ofthe bound state equation as

\im proved DLCQ ."

Letus see how this a�ects convergence ofthe spectrum . In Fig.3,we see that the DLCQ results

convergeslowly and,in fact,havean incorrectfunctionalform forM 2 versus� in thesm all� lim it.O n

the otherhand,the im proved DLCQ eigenvaluesare nearly identicalto the exactresult.However,this

absenceof�niteK correctionsistheresultofa fortuitousaccident:forsm all�,thelowesteigenfunction

is	(x)� x�(1� x)�. Thus,the lastterm ofEqn.(12)is alm ostzero foralliand j and all�nite K

correctionsvanish.

Exam ining an excited state,where the wavefunction has a m ore com plicated form ,willgive us a

better picture ofwhathappensin the generic case. O rdinarily,DLCQ eigenvaluesconverge as 1=K 2�

dueto theendpointregionsx � 0 and x � 1 plus1=K errorsdueto the1=(x� y)2 singularity [6].Thus,

in Fig.4,the DLCQ eigenvaluesofthe second excited state are �tted to powersof1=K 2� pluspowers

1In practice,Isolve itnum erically.
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Figure3: The lowesteigenvalueasa function of�.The black linesarefrom DLCQ (K = 10 and 100)

and the heavy line is the exactresult. The im proved DLCQ eigenvalue (gray line,K = 10)is alm ost

identicalto the the exactresult.
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Figure 4: Convergence ofthe third lowesteigenvalue with K for� = 0:1 (� = 0:181981). The black

dotsareforDLCQ ;the gray dotsareforim proved DLCQ ;and the heavy line isthe exactresult.
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Figure5: Thethird lowesteigenvalueasa function of�.Theblack linesarefrom DLCQ (K = 10 and

100);the gray linesareim proved DLCQ (K = 10 and 100);and the heavy line isthe exactresult.

of1=K ,

M
2 = 16:0016�

3:86429

K 2�
+
3:88433

K 4�
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20:7358

K
+
19:0972

K 2
; (13)

while the im proved DLCQ eigenvaluesare�tted to powersof1=K ,

M
2 = 16:0193�

24:7124

K
+
14:7355

K 2
: (14)

The exact result is M 2 = 16:0016. It is im portant to note that im proved DLCQ rem oves the errors

associated with the endpointregionsbutdoesnotsigni�cantly a�ectthe 1=K errors.Finally,in Fig.5

weseehow convergencebehavesasa function of� forthe second excited state.

So far,we have discussed the two particle bound state equation. The generalization to a DLCQ

calculation with m ore particlesisstraightforward. Forexam ple,considerthe following term sfrom the

Schwingerm odelHam iltonian [9,2]:
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In the two particle sector,this Ham iltonian produces the DLCQ version ofthe ’t Hooft equation (8).

The im proved DLCQ version of(15)is
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m dn (16)
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where

Jk;l= Jl;k = I

�

k

k + l

�

+

k+ l� 1=2
X

j= 1=2

j6= k

�
j(k+ l� j)

kl

��

(k� j)2
: (17)

W e have replaced the second term of(15) by a four-pointinteraction since the im proved DLCQ sub-

traction is sensitive to the m om enta ofboth particles. The im proved form (16) willrem ove the slow

convergencefrom a m any particlecalculation.

4 C onclusion

Therehavebeen som epastattem ptsto quantify theerrorsassociated with DLCQ .Theclaim in Ref.[6]

thattheleadingerroris1=K iscertainlyincorrect.In Ref.[7],periodicboundaryconditionswereapplied

to a som ewhatdi�erenttheory.In thatcase,a leading errorof1=ln(K )seem ed to explain the data.

Therearea largenum berofDLCQ studieswhich havesu�ered from thisslow convergenceproblem .

ThisincludesDLCQ studiesof(1+ 1)-dim ensionalQ CD [6,8],studiesoftheSchwingerm odel[9,10](as

noted in Ref.[11]),dim ensionally reduced theories[7,12],and the transverse lattice [4]. However,one

should notethattherearem any caseswhere the slow convergenceproblem isnotim portant:Itisonly

ofconcern when � issm allbutnonzero (the DLCQ subtraction iscorrectwhen � = 0)and 1=K errors

can dom inate in a m any particlecalculation (where the sizeofK issom ewhatlim ited).
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