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C O N FIN EM EN T A N D LIG H T -FR O N T Q C D a
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A bstract

Num ericalresults for the (rest-fram e) Q �Q potentialin light-front quantized Q C D 2+ 1 on a

? lattice are presented.Both in thelongitudinalaswellasthe? spatialdirectionsone obtains

linearcon�nem ent.Thecon�nem entm echanism in light-frontQ CD dependson theorientation

ofthe externalcharges: for longitudinally (with respect to the boost direction in the in�nite

m om entum fram e)separated quarks,con�nem entarisesfrom theinstantaneousinteraction piece

in the Ham iltonian while for? separated quarks,the con�nem entm echanism issim ilar to the

onein Ham iltonian latticeQ CD .Nevertheless,already avery sim pleansatzforthee�ectivelink-

�eld potentialyields an alm ost rotationally sym m etric Q �Q potential. The m om entum carried

by the glue strongly dependson the orientation ("polarization")ofthe Q �Q pair.

Light-front(LF)quantization isthe m ostphysicalapproach to calculating parton distributionson
thebasisofQ CD 1.In thetransverselatticeform ulation ofQ CD 2,onekeepsthetim edirection and
one spatialdirection continuous and discretizes the transverse spatialdirections. The space tim e
geom etry is thus an array of1 + 1 dim ensionalsheets (Fig. 1). O ne the one hand,this provide
both UV and IV cuto�s in the transverse directions and on the other hand one can stillperform
LF quantization since the longitudinaldirections are continuous. Furtherm ore, in the com pact
form ulation,itisstraightforward to im plem entG auss’law asa constrainton thestates| avoiding
troublesom edivergencesfork+ ! 0,which plaguem any otherform ulationsofLF Q CD.

Anotheradvantageofthetransverselatticeisthatcon�nem entism anifestin thelim itoflarge?
latticespacinga? .Them echanism di�ersforthelongitudinaland the? directions:ifoneseparates
a Q �Q pair longitudinally then,since a? is large,the �elds in di�erent sheets couple only weakly
and the quarks interact only with �elds in the sam e sheet,i.e. e�ectively the theory reduces to
1+ 1 dim ensionalQ CD,where con�nem entisknown to be linear.In contrast,when one separates
the Q �Q pairtransversely,gaugeinvariance dem andsthatthey are connected by a chain of(gluon)
link �elds. For large a? ,where there are only little uctuations,this im plies that the energy of
such a con�guration isgiven by the energy forcreating one link quantum tim esthe num beroflink
quanta,i.e.linearcon�nem entalso in the ? direction.Since the con�nem entm echanism sarevery
di�erentforthesetwo cases,onem ightask whethera rotationally invariantQ �Q potentialresultsin
the continuum lim it.In fact,in the lim itoflargea? one�ndsin 2+ 1 dim ensions3:

V (xL ;x? ) = �(jxL j+ jx? j);where � is the string tension,which is clearly not rotationally
invariant.In orderto investigatethisissue,Iused DLCQ and a Lanzcosalgorithm to calculatethe
restfram e Q �Q potentialfrom the LF Ham iltonian forQ C D 2+ 1 on a ? lattice. The procedure for
com puting the restfram epotentialin thisform alism followsRef.5.

The light-frontHam iltonian forcom pactQ CD on a transverse lattice has been introduced by
Bardeen2.Forpureglue Q CD in 2+ 1 dim ensionsone�nds
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and Un are the link �elds,which are quantized m atrix �elds and satisfy the usualcom m utation
relations.Ideally,onewould liketo work with Un 2 SU (N ),butin practicethisisvery com plicated
6 and it is advantageousto work with an unconstrained com plex m atrix �eld and instead add an
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Figure 1:Space tim e view ofa transverse lattice

e�ective constraint term Veff(U ) to the light-front Ham iltonian. In the case ofN ! 1 ,in the
classicallim it,Veff(U )can be taken ofthe form

V
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where c2 = � 2c4 and c4 ! 1 ,which providesan e�ective potentialwhich is m inim ized forU n 2

U (N ). In the N ! 1 lim it,the di�erence between U (N ) and SU (N ) is irrelevantand Eq.(3)is
thus suitable for enforcing the SU (N ) constraintin the classicallim it. O ne m ight be tem pted to
try a sim ilaransatz forthe LF quantized case. There are severalreasonswhy a di�erentform for
thee�ectivepotentialm ightbedesirable.First,ifonewould stillattem ptto work with an e�ective
potentialoftheaboveform then physicalstateswould necessarilylook extrem ely com plicated,which
hasto do with thefactthattheaboveansatzforthee�ectivepotentialcorrespondsto workingclose
to the continuum lim it. Thuseven ifthe ansatz in Eq.(3)would work in principle,itwould m ost
likely notbevery practical.Furtherm ore,sincea"m exican hat"potentialcorrespondsto asituation
where one isworking with the false vacuum ,itisquestionable whethera physicalsituation where
a particle runsatthe bottom ofa m exican hatcan be described atallby a LF Ham iltonian using
degreesoffreedom expanded around the origin.

Forthesetwo reasons,itm akesm oresensenotto considerUn asthebarelink �eld,butinstead
think ofitassom ekind ofblocked orsm eared variable.Theblockinghasseveralconsequences.First,
the SU (N )constraintgetsrelaxed which reectsitselfin the factthatthe e�ective potentialisno
longerjust a narrow valley 7. Secondly,using sm eared variables,it m ight be easier to coverlarge
physicaldistanceswith only few degreesoffreedom .Thepriceonehastopay fortheseadvantagesis
thatthe e�ectivepotentialgetsm orecom plex and in generalm oreterm sarenecessary than shown
in Eq.(3).In Ref.8 an attem pthasbeen m adeto �tthee�ectivepotentialto theglueballspectrum
by m aking an ansatz which includes alloperatorsup to dim ension four. Since this work is a �rst
study oftherest-fram eQ �Q potentialand,aswewilldiscussbelow,theQ �Q potentialturnsoutto be
ratherinsensitive to term sofdim ension greaterthan two in Veff(U ),we willinstead only consider
a m uch sim pleransatzin the following and keep only the quadraticterm

Veff(U )� c2tr
�
U
y
U
�
: (4)

An approxim ation,whereoneallowsatm ostonelink �eld quantum perlink,wasused.W ithin this
approxim ation,one obtainsonly a �rstorderphase transition atthe criticalpoint,i.e. the lattice
spacing always rem ains �nite in physicalunits. The calculations were done at the criticalpoint,
wherea? � 1:04�� 1=2 (a? � 1:14�� 1=2)| with (without)Fock spacetruncation.TheresultingQ �Q
potentialisshown in Fig.2asafunction ofr=

p
x2
?
+ x2

L
. O nefreedim ensionlessparam eterwas
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Figure 2:N um ericalresultsforthe rest-fram e Q �Q potentialcalculated on a ? lattice,both with (a)and without(b)

Fock space truncation. The various sym bols correspond to num ericalresults obtained from various directions. A ll

dim ensionfulquantities are in units ofthe longitudinalcoupling G . The dotted lines are extrem e cases in the strong

coupling lim it.The errorbarsreect uncertainties in the continuum extrapolation ofthe D LCQ results.

adjusted in thecalculation to getequalstring tensionsin thelongitudinaland transversedirections
(note that this param eter does not a�ect the num ericalcalculation but is only relevant for scale
setting).Forlargea? ,V (x? ;xL )�llsthearea between thedotted lines.Thesym bolsarenum erical
resultsatthe criticalpointforvariousdirections.The sm allresidualanisotropy isprobably due to
the use ofan oversim pli�ed e�ective potential. Note that while Q ED and Q CD are equivalentas
long asone restrictsoneselfto only one quantum perlink (Fig. 2a),thisisno longerthe case for
the calculationswithoutsuch a restriction (Fig.2b).

Intuitively,one would expecta m uch strongerviolation ofrotationalsym m etry than in Fig.2.
Thereasonthisdid nothappen isprobablythefollowing:typically,ground statesofLF Ham iltonians
aredom inated by thelowestFock com ponent.Forthestringconnecting aQ �Q pair,thisim pliesthat
thewavefunction isdom inated by com ponentswith only onequantum perlink | wherehigherorder
term sin the e�ective potentialdo notm atter. W e are currently investigating excited statesofthe
Q �Q string,which correspond to hybrid stated ofquarkonium 3.In theseexcited states,higherorder
term sin thee�ectivepotentialdo m atterand weexpectto obtain inform ation abouttheconnection
between the form ofthe e�ective potentialand rotationalsym m etry.

Anotherphysicalobservable forthe Q �Q statesisthe m om entum carried by the glue (Fig. 3).
O ne�ndsa strong anisotropy in thesensethatthegluons(link �elds)carry m uch m orem om entum
when the Q �Q pairis separated transversely than when itis separated longitudinally (atthe sam e
physicaldistance,i.e. even though the sam e am ountofenergy isstored in the gluon �eld in both
cases).Such a resultisphysicaland isfam iliarfrom Q ED 9.Itcan be m osteasily understood from
thepoint-of-view ofan in�nitem om entum boost:iftheelectric�eld linesbeforetheboostare? to
theboostdirections,the�eld aftertheboostwilllook alm ostlikea transverseelectrom agneticwave
and carriesalarge(Pointing)m om entum .Thisisnotthecasewhen theelectric�eld isparalleltothe
boostdirection.The anisotropy e�ectism ore pronounced in Q CD than in Q ED because the (rest
fram e)electric �eld issqueezed into ux tubes.Thise�ectm ighthavem easurableconsequencesin
thedecaysofpolarized hybrid statesand showsthatthedi�erencebetween con�nem entm echanism s
in LF-Q CD forlongitudinaland ? directionshasphysicalconsequences.
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Figure 3: M om entum carried by the gluons for externalcharges that are separated by n? = 0;:::;3 lattice spacings

as a function ofthe longitudinal(rest-fram e) separation ofthe externalcharges. O nly the results with inclusion of

higher Fock com ponents are shown.
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