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Abstract

TheFeynm an-Schwingerrepresentation providesa convenientfram ework

for the calculation of nonperturbative propagators. In this paper we �rst

investigate an analytically solvable case,nam ely the scalar Q ED in 0+ 1 di-

m ension. W ith this toy m odelwe illustrate how the form alism works. The

analytic result for the selfenergy is com pared with the perturbative result.

Next, using a �2� interaction, we discuss the regularization ofvarious di-

vergences encountered in this form alism . The ultraviolet divergence,which

iscom m on in standard perturbative �eld theory applications,isrem oved by

using a Pauli-Villarsregularization. W e show thatthe divergence associated

with large values ofFeynm an-Schwinger param eter s is spurious and it can
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beavoided by using an im aginary Feynm an param eteris.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In nuclearphysicsoneisoften faced by problem sthatrequirenonperturbativem ethods.

Thebestknown exam pleistheproblem ofbound states.Even iftheunderlying theory m ay

haveasm allcouplingconstant(such asinQED),andthereforeallowstheuseofperturbation

theoryin general,thetreatm entofbound statesareinherently nonperturbative.Then-body

bound state is de�ned by the pole ofthe interacting n-body propagator. A perturbative

approxim ation ofn-body propagatordoesnotproducethebound statepolelocation.This

can m osteasily beseen by thefollowing exam ple:

1

1� x
= 1+ x + x

2 + x
3 + ::: (1.1)

Any truncation ofthe righthandside (perturbation theory) willfailto produce the pole

which islocated atx = 1. Therefore itisessentialthatreliable nonperturbative m ethods

that take allorders ofinteraction into account are developed. Forthis reason,num erous

nonperturbativem ethodshavebeen developed and succesfully used in theliterature.Som e

ofthe bestknown exam plesare relativistic bound state equations[1{3],and lattice gauge

theory [4].

Relativisticbound stateequationsprovideapracticaland intuitivefram ework toanalyze

bound states. However thispracticality com es with certain drawbacks. In particular,the

bound state equationsin generallack gauge invariance. The second problem isassociated

with thefactthatacom pletely selfconsistentsolution ofbound stateequationsisvery di�-

cult.A com pletely selfconsistentsolution requiressolvingin�nitely m any coupled equations

foralln-pointfunctionsofthetheory.Since thisisan im possible task,oneiseitherforced

to m odelvariousverticesand interaction kernelsorspecify them perturbatively.

The second and m ore recent approach is known as lattice gauge theory (LGT).LGT

is a Euclidean path integralbased approach which relies on the discretization ofspace-

tim e. An econom icallattice sim ulation with a sm alllattice size of 54 requires roughly

4(links)� 8(realSU(3)param eters)� 54(space� tim epoints) = 20000 integrations. In
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generalwith largerlatticesizesthiscostgoesas32N 4.Thedisadvantageofdiscretization is

twofold. The �rstone isthe excessive com putationaltim e required forlattice sim ulations.

The second problem is the anom alies caused by the discretization, such as the ferm ion

doubling problem [4].

In thispaperwe discussyetanotherm ethod known asthe Feynm an-SchwingerRepre-

sentation (FSR) [5{7]. Sim ilarto the LGT,the FSR approach isalso based on Euclidean

path integralform alism . The basic idea in the FSR approach isto integrate outall�elds

at the expense ofintroducing quantum m echanicalpath integrals over the trajectories of

particles. Replacing the path integralsover�eldswith path integralsovertrajectorieshas

an enorm ouscom putationaladvantage. In the FSR approach,a calculation sim ilarto the

exam plegiven aboverequiresonly4N integrations,whereN isnow thestepsaparticletakes

between theinitialand �nalstates.In addition to thisenorm oussavingsin com putational

tim e,theFSR approach also em ploysa spacetim econtinuum and thereforedoesnotsu�er

from problem ssuch asferm ion doubling and thecontinuum lim it.

An additionalm otivation in studying the FSR approach isto determ ine which subsets

ofdiagram sgive the dom inantcontribution to then-body propagator.Thisisparticularly

im portantin determ ining whatkind ofapproxim ationsarereasonablewithin thecontextof

bound stateequations.ThereforetheFSR isa very prom ising toolto do this.In thispaper

we reporton results forthe 2-pointfunction. In studies ofhadronic system s like �N one

usually m odelsthe self-energy contribution through the lowestorderone-loop graph. Also

thisisused asastarting pointfortheim proved action procedureproposed by Lepage[8].It

isclearly usefulto com paresuch a lowestorderapproxim ation with thefullresultsobtained

from a FSR calculation.W estudy hereasa toy m odelthescalarQED (SQED)in 0 space

and 1tim edim ension,which can besolved analytically.Theintriguingissuewealsoaddress

in thispaperisthe di�culty found in the Euclidean action functionalforthe case ofa � 3-

theory. In applying the FSR to the 4-pointfunction in the case ofa �3-theory con�ned to

generalized ladders one encounters a di�culty thatthe Euclidean action diverges. Itwas

conjectured and dem onstrated in a sim ple exam ple by Nieuwenhuis [9]that this problem
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arisesdueto thecontinuation to theEuclidean m etric.Thisproblem isexam ined in detail

here and we in particular show that there exists a regularization m ethod to rem ove this

divergence. As a result a clearprescription is given fordealing in a properway with the

Euclidean action in thiscase.

Theorganization ofthispaperisasfollows:In thenextsection westartbydiscussingthe

caseofSQED in 0+1dim ension.Thisisasim plecasewhich can beworked outanalytically.

W e consider the one-body and two-body propagators. W e com pare the one-body result

forthe dressed m asswith the perturbation theory result. In the third section we consider

the case ofscalarinteraction �2� in 3+1 dim ension. W e consider the issue ofW ick rota-

tion in Feynm an param eter s,and present the FSR result forthe one-body dressed m ass

obtained by M onte-Carlo integration. The result is again com pared by the perturbation

theory prediction.

II.SC A LA R Q ED

M assivescalarQED in 0+1 dim ension isa sim pleinteraction thatenablesoneto obtain

a fully analyticalresultforthe dressed and bound state m asseswithin the FSR approach.

In this section we com pare the selfenergy result obtained by perturbative m ethods with

thefullresultobtained from theFeynm an-Schwingerrepresentation.TheM inkowskim etric

expression forthescalarQED Lagrangian in Stueckelberg form isgiven by

LSQ E D = �m 2
�
2 �

1

4
F
2 +

1

2
�
2
A
2 � �

1

2
(@A)2 + (@� � ieA �)�

�(@� + ieA
�)�; (2.1)

where A represents the gauge �eld ofm ass �,and � is the charged �eld ofm ass m . W e

em ploy the Feynm an gauge (� = 1). The presence ofa m ass term forthe exchange �eld

breaksthegaugeinvariance.Herethem assterm wasintroduced in orderto avoid infrared

singularities which are present in 0+1 dim ension. For dim ensions larger than n=2 the

infrared singularity doesnotexistand thereforethelim it� ! can besafely taken torestore

the gauge invariance. Since we con�ne ourselves to 0+1 dim ension, the antisym m etric
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tensorF �� vanishes.Therefore,in Euclidean m etricand in 0+1 dim ension,thescalarQED

Lagrangian can bewritten as

LE
SQ E D =

�

m
2
�
2 + (@�)2 +

1

2
�
2
A
2 +

1

2
(@A)2 + e

2
�
2
A
2 � ieA(��@� � �@�

�)

�

: (2.2)

In preparation forthepath integration which willbeperform ed below,itism oreconvenient

to casttheLagrangian into thefollowing form

LE
SQ E D = �

�

�

m
2 � @

2 � 2ieA@ � ie@A + e
2
A
2

�

� +
1

2
A(�2 � @

2)A: (2.3)

In ordertoconstructagaugeinvariantGreen’sfunction G,weintroduceagaugelink U(x;y)

U(x;y)� exp

�

�ie

Z y

x

dzA(z)

�

: (2.4)

The two-body Green’s function for the transition from the initial state �i =

��(x)U(x;�x)�(�x)to �nalstate� f = ��(y)U �(y;�y)�(�y)isgiven by

G(y;�yjx;�x)= N

Z

D ��
Z

D �

Z

D A ��
f�ie

�S E ; (2.5)

where

SE =

Z

d
4
x LE

SQ E D : (2.6)

Perform ing thepath integralsover� and �� �eldsone�nds

G(y;�yjx;�x)= N

Z

D A (detS)�1 U(x;�x)U �(y;�y)[S(x;y)S(�x;�y)+ S(x;�x)S(y;�y)]

� exp

�

�
1

2

Z

d
4
zA(z)(�2 � @

2)A(z)

�

; (2.7)

wheretheinteracting propagatorisde�ned by

S(x;y)�< yj
1

m 2 � @2 � 2ieA @ � ie@A + e2A 2
jx > : (2.8)

Asin lattice gauge theory calculationswe use the quenched approxim ation,detS ! 1. In

order to be able to carry out the rem aining path integralover the exchange �eld A it is

desirableto representtheinteracting propagatorin theform ofan exponential.Thiscan be

achieved by using a Feynm an representation fortheinteracting propagator.
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S(x;y)=< yj

Z �i1

0

ds exp

�

�s(m 2 � @
2 � 2ieA @ � ie@A + e

2
A
2 + i�)

�

jx >; (2.9)

wherethes integration isalong theim aginary axis.Letusnow de�ne

U(x;y;s)�< yjexp

�

�s(�@2 � 2ieA @ � ie@A + e
2
A
2)

�

jx > (2.10)

whereU(x;y;s)satis�es

@

@s
U(x;y;s)= (@2 + 2ieA @ + ie@A � e

2
A
2)U(x;y;s): (2.11)

ThisisequivalenttotheSchroedingerequation forim aginary tim et= is,with Ham iltonian

H (p;z)= (p+ ieA(z))2: (2.12)

The m atrix elem ent ofthe interacting propagator Eq.(2.9) can be written in term s ofa

quantum m echanicalpath integral.W eknow from quantum m echanicsthat

< yjexp[�iH (q;p)t]jx >=

Z

D qexp

�

i

Z 1

0

L(q(t);_q(t))dt

�

: (2.13)

TheLagrangian forEq.(2.12)isgiven by

L(z;_z)=
_z2

4
� ie_zA(z): (2.14)

Therefore,thequantum m echanicalpath integralrepresentation forthispropagatorisgiven

by

S(x;y)= �i

Z 1

0

ds

Z

D zexp

�

is(m 2 + i�)� i=4

Z s

0

d� _z2(�)+ ie

Z s

0

d� _zA(z(�))

�

; (2.15)

where theboundary conditionsaregiven by z(0)= x,z(s)= y.Thisrepresentation allows

one to perform the rem aining path integralover the exchange �eld A. The �nalresult

for the two-body propagator involves a quantum m echanicalpath integralthat sum s up

contributionscom ing from allpossibletrajectoriesofparticles

G = �

Z
1

0

ds

Z
1

0

d�s

Z

(D z)xy

Z

(D �z)�x�y e
�S[Z ]

; (2.16)

whereS[Z]isgiven by
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x
z(τ) y

x y

z(τ)

FIG .1. A sam ple trajectory ofeach particle along with variousinteractionsare shown.

S[Z]� �iK [z;s]� iK [�z;�s]+ V [z;�z]: (2.17)

Thefreeand theinteraction contributionsto S[Z]aregiven as

K [z;s]= (m 2 + i�)s�
1

4s

Z
1

0

d�
dz�(�)

d�

dz�(�)

d�
; (2.18)

V [z;�z]= +
e2

2

I

C

d� _z(�)

I

C

d�� _�z(��)�(z(�)� �z(��);�); (2.19)

�(x;�)=

Z
dp

2�

eipx

p2 + �2
=
e��jzj

2�
; (2.20)

where�(x)istheinteraction kernel.K [z;s]representsthem assterm and thekineticterm ,

and V [z;s]includes the selfenergy and the exchange interaction contributions (shown in

Fig.1). The contourofintegration C followsa counterclockwise trajectory x ! y ! �y !

�x ! x asparam eters �,and �� are varied from 0 to 1. The selfenergy and the exchange

interaction contributions,which areem bedded in expression 2.19,havedi�erentsigns.This

followsfrom thefactthatparticlesform ingthetwobodybound statecarryoppositecharges.

The bound state spectrum can be determ ined from the spectraldecom position ofthe two

body Green’sfunction

G(T)=

1X

n= 0

cne
�m n T; (2.21)

whereT isde�ned astheaveragetim ebetween theinitialand �nalstates

T �
1

2
(y4 + �y4 � x4 � �x4): (2.22)

In thelim itoflargeT,theground statem assisgiven by
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m 0 = lim
T! 1

�
d

dT
ln[G(T)]=

R
D ZS0[Z]e�S[Z ]
R
D Ze�S[Z ]

; (2.23)

A .T he one-body case

In orderto beableto com parewith theperturbativeresultlater,weconcentrateon the

one-body case.Theone-body propagatorisgiven by

G(0;T)=

Z

ds

Z

(D z)0T exp

�

iK [z;s]� V0[z]

�

: (2.24)

Theintegraloftheselfinteraction Eq.(2.19)can analytically beperform ed

V0[z]=
e2

4�

Z
1

0

d� _z(�)

Z
1

0

d�� _z(��)e��jz(�)�z(��)j; (2.25)

=
e2T

2�2

�

1�
1� e��T

�T

�

; (2.26)

where the boundary conditions were chosen as z(0) = 0,and z(1) = T. Next,the path

integraloverz can be evaluated aftera discretization in propertim e. Since the only path

dependencein thepropagatorisinthekineticterm ,thepathintegraloverzinvolvesgaussian

integralswhich can beperform ed easily by using thefollowing discretization

(D )0T ! (N =4�s)N =2� N �1
i= 1

Z

dzi: (2.27)

Thes integralcan also beevaluated by saddlepointm ethod giving

G(0;T)= N exp

�

�m T � e
2
T

2�2
+

e2

2�3
(1� e

��T )

�

: (2.28)

This is an exact result for large tim es T. The dressed m ass can easily be obtained by

taking the logarithm ic derivative ofthisexpression. Therefore,the one-body dressed m ass

forSQED in 0+1 dim ension according to theFSR form alism isgiven by

M = m +
e2

2�2
: (2.29)

Sim plicity oftheSQED in 0+1 dim ension also allowsoneto getan analyticalresultforthe

two-body bound state m ass. It can easily be seen that the two-body result for the total

m assisgiven by
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FIG .2. Selfenergy fortheSQ ED.

M bound =

 

m +
e2

2�2

!

+

 

m +
e2

2�2

!

�
e2

�2
= 2m ; (2.30)

wherethe�rsttwo term saredueto theone-body contributionsand thelastterm isdueto

theexchangeinteraction.Theexchangecontribution to them ass(up to a m issing factorof

two),wasalsoreported earlierin Ref.[9].Theinterestingfeatureoftheresultin Eq.(2.30)is

thefactthatthepositiveshiftofone-body m assesareexactly com pensated by thenegative

binding energy created by the exchange interaction. Therefore the totalbound state m ass

isexactly equalto thesum ofbare m asses.Thereforein thissim ple casevertex corrections

do notcontributeto thebound statem ass.

In order to be able to com pare with the FSR prediction Eq.(2.29) we consider the

perturbativetreatm entofselfenergy.

B .T he perturbative result

In this section we consider the perturbative treatm ent ofthe selfenergy and com pare

the perturbative resultwith the FSR prediction Eq.(2.29). The selfenergy (Figure 2)in

0+1 dim ension isgiven by

�(p)= �ie 2

Z 1

�1

dk

2�

(2p� k)2

(k2 � �2)[(p� k)2 � m 2]
+ ie

2

Z 1

1

dk

2�

1

k2 � �2
: (2.31)

Perform ing theW ick rotation wegetthefollowing Euclidean expression

�(p)= �e 2

Z 1

�1

dk

2�

�
(2p� k)2

(k2 + �2)[(p� k)2 + m 2]
�

1

k2 + �2

�

: (2.32)

Evaluating theintegralwe�nd
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�(p)= �
e2

2

�
(i� � 2p)2

�[m 2 + (i� � p)2]
+

(im � p)2

m [�2 + (im + p)2]
�
1

�

�

: (2.33)

Thedressed propagatorcorresponding to thisselfenergy is

� i� d(p)=
�i

m 2 + p2
+

�i

m 2 + p2

�

�i�E (p)

�
�i

m 2 + p2
+ � � �

=
�i

m 2 + p2 + �E (p)
: (2.34)

Thecoordinatespaceform ofthedressed propagatoris

� d(t)=

Z 1

�1

dp

2�

 
eipt

m 2 + p2 + �E (p)

!

’ N e
�M t

: (2.35)

whereM isthedressed m assand N isa norm alization factor.ThedependenceofM on the

coupling strength ecan beobtained from thesolution oftheon-shellcondition

M =
q

m 2 + �E (iM ); (2.36)

which m ustbe realifthe dressed m assisto be stable. Therefore,forSQED,the equation

determ ining thedressed m asstakesthefollowing form

M
2 = m

2 +
e2

2

�
(� � 2M )2

�[m 2 � (� � M )2]
+

(m � M )2

m [�2 � (m + M )2]
+
1

�

�

: (2.37)

Thisperturbativeresultcan becom pared with theexactresultEq.(2.29)found earlier.

In �gure 3 we present the case ofm = � = 1 GeV.Forsm allvalues ofcoupling strength

e2 theperturbativeand thefullresultsconverge.From the�gurewesee,thatalthough the

higherloop contributionscannotentirely be neglected they are oflim ited size,suggesting

thatin thiscasethelowestone-loop contribution m aybeareasonableapproxim ation fornot

toostrongcouplings.Thisisconsistentwith theresultsfrom Ref.[9]in thecaseofSQED in

2+1dim ension.Theperturbativeresultdevelopsacom plex m assbeyond acriticalcoupling

e2crit= 0:343(GeV)2.Atthecriticalpointa’collision’takesplacewith anotherrealsolution

ofEq.(2.37),leading to two com plex conjugated solutionswith increasing e2.Thishappens

atM = 1:49 GeV.Thisisan inadequacy oftheperturbativeapproach.

Theoccurrenceofcom plex ghostpolesin thepropagatorhasalso been found in Lee-like

m odels[10,11]and in � � N -interaction m odels[12].M oreover,itisalso interesting to note
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x

FIG .3. The function M (g2) calculated by the FSR approach and the perturbative m ethods

for values ofm = � = 1 G eV.According to the perturbative result there is a criticalpoint at

g2crit= 0:343 (G eV)2 beyond which the dressed m assbecom escom plex.

thata sim ilarcriticalbehaviourwasalso observed within the contextofone body Dyson-

Schwingerequation in Ref.[13]. In the Dyson-Schwinger-Bethe-Salpeterstudiesofhadron

structurethelack ofrealand �nitem asspolesin thequark propagatorisusually considered

as an indication ofcon�nem ent. On the other hand,the sim ple exam ple ofSQED study

in 0+1 dim ension showsthatwhiletheexactresultforthedressed m assobtained from the

FSR approach produces a realm asspole forallvalues ofthe coupling,the sim ple bubble

sum ation leadsto com plex m asspolesforlarge coupling values. Therefore the connection

between con�nem entand lack ofrealm asspolesisfarfrom clear.

Having presented the study ofSQED in 0+1 dim ension,where analyticalresults are

easily obtained and com pared with the perturbative ones,we m ove on to the scalar �2�

interaction in 3+1 dim ension.
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III.T H E FEY N M A N -SC H W IN G ER FO R M A LISM FO R SC A LA R FIELD S

W e considerthe theory ofcharged scalarparticles� ofm assm interacting through the

exchangeofa neutralscalarparticle� ofm ass�.Forthiscasetheanalyticalintegration of

path integralsarenotpossibleand oneneedscom putationaltools.

TheEuclidean Lagrangian forthistheory isgiven by

LE = �
�[m 2 � @

2 + g�]� +
1

2
�(�2 � @

2)�: (3.1)

The two body Green’sfunction forthe transition from the initialstate �i = ��(x)�(�x)to

�nalstate� f = ��(y)�(�y)isgiven by

G(y;�yjx;�x)= N

Z

D ��
Z

D �

Z

D � ��
f�ie

�S E : (3.2)

Perform ing thepath integralsover� and �� �eldsone�nds

G(y;�yjx;�x)= N

Z

D � (detS)�1 [S(x;y)S(�x;�y)+ S(x;�x)S(y;�y)]e�
1

2

R
d4z�(�2�@ 2)�

; (3.3)

wheretheinteracting propagatorisde�ned by

S(x;y)�< yj
1

m 2 � @2 + g�
jx > : (3.4)

In orderto be able to carry outthe rem aining path integraloverthe exchange �eld � itis

desirableto representtheinteracting propagatorin theform ofan exponential.

S(x;y)=< yj

Z �i1

0

dse
�s(m 2�@ 2+ g�+ i�)jx > : (3.5)

Herewewanttocom m enton asubtlety abouttheFeynm an representation.In earlierworks

[5,6]thefollowing Feynm an representation wasused

S(x;y)�< yj

Z 1

0

dse
�s(m 2�@ 2+ g�)jx >; (3.6)

The validity ofthisrepresentation depends on the sign ofthe �eld � which can be either

positive ornegative. Ifone acceptsthisrepresentation,the problem m anifestsitselfasan

exponentially diverging s dependence afterthe path integralover� isperform ed. In order
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to circum venttheproblem ofthes singularity weusetheFeynm an representation given in

Eq.(3.5).Letusde�ne

U(x;y;s)�< yje�s(�@
2+ g�)jx >; (3.7)

whereU(x;y;s)satis�es

@

@s
U(x;y;s)= (@2 � g�)U(x;y;s): (3.8)

ThisisequivalenttotheSchroedingerequation forim aginary tim et= is,with Ham iltonian

H (p;z)= p
2 � g�(z): (3.9)

TheLagrangian fortheHam iltonian given in Eq.(3.9)is

L(z;_z)=
_z2

4
+ g�(z): (3.10)

Therefore,theinteracting propagatorcan beexpressed as

S(x;y)= �i

Z 1

0

ds

Z

D zexp

�

is(m 2 + i�)� i=4

Z s

0

d� _z2(�)+ ig

Z s

0

d� �(z(�))

�

; (3.11)

wheretheboundary conditionsaregiven by z(0)= x,z(s)= y.The�nalresultforthetwo-

body propagatorinvolvesa quantum m echanicalpath integralthatsum sup contributions

com ing from allpossible trajectoriesofparticles. The only di�erence from the SQED case

Eq.(2.15)isthe replacem entofe_zA(z(�))! g�. Therefore,forthe two body propagator

onearrivesatthesam eexpresion asEq.(2.16)exceptnow thenew de�nition (com parewith

Eq.(2.19))oftheinteraction term is

V [z;�z;s;�s]= V0[z;s]+ 2V12[z;�z;s;�s]+ V0[�z;�s]; (3.12)

where

V0[z;s]=
g2

2
s
2

Z
1

0

d�

Z
1

0

d�
0�(z(�)� z(� 0);�); (3.13)

V12[z;�z;s;�s]=
g2

2
s�s

Z
1

0

d�

Z
1

0

d�� �(z(�)� �z(��);�): (3.14)
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Here the V0[z;s]term represents the selfenergy contribution,while the V12[z;�z;s;�s]term

representstheexchangeinteraction (Fig.1).Thenotabledi�erencecom pared to theSQED

caseisthattheinteraction term snow depend on thesvariable.Thesecond di�erencefrom

the SQED case isthe factthatselfenergy and exchange interaction term shave the sam e

signs.Theinteraction kernel�(x)isde�ned by

�(x;�)=

Z
d4p

(2�)4

eip�x

p2 + �2
=

�

4�2jxj
K 1(�jxj): (3.15)

Thetim eofpropagation,T,isde�ned asbeforein Eq.(2.22)

In principleonecan work with equation (2.23),using theinteraction given in Eq.(3.12),

to determ ine the ground state energy ofthe bound state. Howeverthisisin practice very

costly. The problem is the oscillatory behavior ofthe integrand which forbids the use of

M onte-Carlo techniquesforintegration. Therefore itisdesirable to m ake a W ick rotation

in variables.In thenextsection wediscusshow thisrotation can bem adewithoutleading

to a largesdivergence associated with theinteraction term .

A .T he large s behavior and W ick rotation

Theonebody propagatorisgiven by

G = i

Z 1

0

ds

Z

D z exp

"

im
2
s� i

k2

4s
� s

2
v� �s

#

; (3.16)

wherethes-independentfunctionalsk2[z]and v[z]arede�ned by

k
2[z]�

Z
1

0

d�
dz�(�)

d�

dz�(�)

d�
; (3.17)

v[z]�
g2

2

Z
1

0

d�

Z
1

0

d�
0�(z(�)� z(� 0);�): (3.18)

Thepath integralisdiscretized using

(D )xy ! (N =4�s)2N � N �1
i= 1

Z

d
4
zi; (3.19)

where the s-dependence is criticalin obtaining the correct norm alization. The one body

propagatorafterthisdiscretization isgiven by
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G = i

�
N

4�

�2N Z

� N �1
i= 1 dzi

Z
1

0

ds

s2N
exp

�

im
2
s� i

k2

4s
� s

2
v

�

; (3.20)

This is a wellde�ned and �nite integral. In principle the num ber ofsteps N should be

taken to in�nity. Ifone keepsthe N �xed,a sim ple replacem entofs ! is clearly leadsto

a divergents integraland isthereforenotallowed.In orderto putthisintegralinto a form

thatallowsW ick rotation withoutchanging thephysicsweusethefollowing trick.Atlarge

valuesofstheintegralin Eq.(3.20)ishighly dam ped becauseofthev and s2N term s.The

integrand isalso highly oscillatory ass ! 0,ors ! 1 and therefore these regionsdo not

contributeto theintegral.In thelim itg2 ! 0 thedom inantcontribution to theintegralin

Eq.(3.20)can beshown,by using thesaddlepointm ethod,to com efrom

s= is0 = i
k

2m
: (3.21)

Sincethelargesvaluesdo notcontributeto theintegraleven withouttheinteraction term ,

itisagood approxim ation tosuppresstheg2 term atlargesvalues.W hilethissuppression is

doneitisim portantthattheintegrand isnotm odi�ed in theregion ofdom inantcontribution

s� is0.Thiscan beachieved by scaling thes variable,in theinteraction term only,by

s!
s

R(s;s0)
; (3.22)

where

R(s;s0)� 1� (s� is0)
2
=�2: (3.23)

In thefreecase,(g2 = 0),thewidth W oftheregion ofdom inants contribution goesas

W =

s

T

2m 3
: (3.24)

Therefore,inthefreecasethedom inantcontributiontothesintegralcom esfrom i(s0� W )<

s < i(s0 + W ). In order to ensure that the scaling given in Eq.(3.22) does not m ake a

signi�cantchangein theregion ofdom inantcontribution,�should bechosen such that

�� W (3.25)
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FIG .4. The�gureshowstheinsensitivity ofthedressed m assto thewidth � for� � W .This

case representsg = 5 G eV,and m T = 40. Resultswere obtained averaging about4 M onte-Carlo

runsateach �.

It should be pointed out that as one increases the coupling strength,the value ofs0 will

deviate from itsfree value. Therefore,in general,s0 hasto be de�ned selfconsistently by

m onitoring the peak ofthe s distribution. In Figure (4)we display the insensitivity ofthe

dressed m assto the width �,forg = 5 GeV and m T = 40. The resultswe presentin the

rem ainderofthe paperareobtained with a choice of�2 = 2W 2.Asa resultofthe scaling

Eq.(3.22)the interaction term disappears atlarge s valueswhere the integrand doesnot

contributeanyway.Thebene�tofthisreplacem entisin thefactthateven though N iskept

�niteonecan perform a W ick rotation rigorously in variables to �nd a nonoscillatory and

�niteintegral.Now letustakea closerlook attheW ick rotation.

Aftertherede�nition given in Eq.(3.22)thes integralin Eq.(3.16)takesthefollowing

form
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FIG .5. W ick rotation

G /

Z
1

0

ds

s2N
exp

�

im
2
s� i

k2

4s
� g

2
s
2
=R

2(s)v

�

: (3.26)

The exponent has a singularity in the com plex s plane at sp = is0 � �. One ofthese

singularities is on the path ofthe W ick rotation. However it can easily be seen that it

does not contribute to the integral. In particular,the contribution ofthe singularity at

ss = is0 + �,let’scallitG pole,isgiven by

G pole = i
eim

2sp�ik
2=(4sp)

s2Np
lim
�! 0

�

Z
2�

0

d� exp

�

i� � g
2
s
2

p�
2
=(4�2)e�2i� v

�

; (3.27)

which isidentically equalto 0. The contribution to the integralcom ing from the quarter

circle can also be shown to vanish. On the quartercircle the interaction term approaches

zero,and theintegralisdom inated by 1=s2N term which vanishesastheradiusofcirclegoes

to in�nity. Therefore the integralvanishes along the quarter circle. The vanishing ofthe

interaction term on thequartercircleisonly possible ifoneassum esthattheradiusofthe

quartercircle ism uch greaterthan �. Therefore � can notbe taken to in�nity untilthe s

integralisperform ed.

Thus,onecan indeed perform theW ick rotation withoutanycom plication to�nd a�nite

and nonoscillatory expression forthefully interacting two-body propagator:

G =

Z 1

0

ds

Z 1

0

d�s

Z

(D z)xy

Z

(D �z)�x�y
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�exp

�

�K [z;s]� K [�z;�s]+ V0[z;sr]+ V0[�z;�sr]+ 2V12[z;�z;sr;�sr]

�

; (3.28)

where

sr �
s

R(s;s0)
: (3.29)

Thediscretized versionsofkineticand interaction term saregiven by

K [z;s]! (m 2 + i�)s�
N

4s

NX

i= 1

(zi� zi�1 )
2
; (3.30)

V0[z;s]!
g2s2

2N 2

NX

i;j= 1

�(
1

2
(zi+ zi�1 � zj � zj�1 );�); (3.31)

V12[z;�z;s;�s]!
g2s�s

2N 2

NX

i;j= 1

�(
1

2
(zi+ zi�1 � �zj � �zj�1 );�): (3.32)

Havingoutlined thetreatm entofthelargesbehaviorand theW ickrotation,wenextaddress

theregularization oftheultraviolet(shortdistance)singularities.

B .T he ultraviolet regularization

The ultraviolet singularity in the kernel�(x;�)Eq.(3.15)can be regularized using a

Pauli-Villarsregularization prescription.In orderto do thisonereplacesthekernel

�(x;�)�! �(x;�)� �(x;��); (3.33)

where � isin principle a largeconstant. The ultravioletsingularity in the interaction isof

thetype

Z

dzz�(z;�): (3.34)

Atshortdistancesthe kernel�(z;�)goesas1=z 2. Therefore,we have a logarithm ic type

singularity.ThePauli-Villarsregularization takescareofthissingularity.ThePauli-Villars

regularization isparticularly convenient forM onte-Carlo sim ulationssince itonly involves

a m odi�cation of the kernel. In order to achieve an e�cient convergence in num erical

sim ulations we use a rather sm allcut-o� param eter � = 3. This choice leads to a less

singular kernel. However this is nota m ajor defect since the value of� can be increased

arbitrarily atthecostadditionalcom putationaltim e.
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FIG .6. Theselfenergy for�2� interaction.

C .Perturbation theory result for selfenergy

In thissection westudy theselfenergy ofa particleofm assm in lowestorderin pertur-

bation theory.W ecarry outthestudy in 3+1 dim ension.

Thelowestorder\bubble" diagram isshown in Fig.6.In 3+1 dim ensionsthisdiagram

is

�(p)= ig
2

Z
d4k

(2�)4

1

(m 2 � (p� k)2)(�2 � k2)
: (3.35)

In orderto com pare the perturbative result with the FSR prediction we use the sam e

regularization m ethod,nam ely the Pauli-Villarsregularization. Assum ing thatp2 < (m +

�)2,theintegration overk m ay berotated from therealaxisto theim aginary axiswithout

m eeting any singularities. Substituting k ! �ik and p ! �ip and gives the Euclidean

expression fortheselfenergy

�E (p)= �g2
Z

d4k

(2�)4

�2 � �2

(m 2 + (p� k)2)(�2 + k2)(�2 + k2)
; (3.36)

where the Pauli-Villarsregularization m ass� ischosen to be �= 3�.Using the Feynm an

trick theintegralcan beevaluated giving

�E (p)= �
g2

16�2

h

I(p2;�)� I(p2;�)
i

; (3.37)

whereI(p2;�)isde�ned by

I(p2;�)�

Z
1

0

dxln[m 2
x+ p

2
x(1� x)+ �

2(1� x)];

= �
1

2

�

2D tan�1
 
�2 � m 2 � p2

D

!

+ (�2 � m
2 � p

2)ln(
�2

m 2
)

�2D tan�1
 
�2 � m 2 + p2

D

!

� 2p2[�2+ ln(m 2)]

�

; (3.38)
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where

D �
q

��4 + 2�2(m 2 � p2)� (m 2 + p2)2: (3.39)

Thedependence ofM on thecoupling strength g can beobtained by analyticcontinuation

ofthe Euclidean form of� given in Eq.(3.37). It is found from the on-shellcondition

Eq.(2.36)that

M
2 = m

2 �
g2

16�2

h

I(�M 2
;�)� I(�M 2

;�)
i

; (3.40)

Them assM isthereforethesolution ofthisequation which m ustberealifthedressed m ass

isto bestable.

The FSR resultisobtained through M onte-Carlo integration. The dressed m assm 0 �

lim T! 1 M (T),which isgiven by Eq.(2.23)becom eslargely independentofT atlargetim es

m T � 40. As the coupling strength is increased the plateau is shifted towards higher T

values.In Figure7 wedem onstratehow thestability isachieved asT increasesforthecase

ofg = 5 GeV.

Thebehaviorofdressed m assM (g2)asa function ofthecoupling constantisillustrated

in Fig.8.M (g2)isalwayssm allerthan unity,and decreasesasg increases.Theagreem ent

oftheFSR resultwith theperturbativeprediction isvery good atlow g2 � 30 (GeV)2.W e

see thatthe m assshiftisnegative,corresponding to an attractive interaction.Thisshould

becontrasted with theSQED,wherea positivem assshiftispredicted.From the�gureswe

seethatthehigherloop contributionsincreasethem assshiftsin both cases.

M oreover,theperturbativeresultdisplaysacriticalpointasin the0+1dim ension SQED

case.According to theperturbativeresult(seeFig.9),thedressed m assM decreasesup to

a criticalcriticalvalue gcrit which occurswhen the m assreachesto M crit = 0:094 GeV.For

thissim plecasethecriticalcouplingisgiven by gcrit = 22:2GeV.Forlargervaluesofg there

are no realsolutions,showing thatthe dressed particle isunstable. For g > gcrit the state

doesnotpropagateasa free particle.Fortheexam pleshown in the�gure,m = 1 GeV,and

� = 0:15 GeV.
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FIG .7. The M onte-Carlo resultforthe function M (T)isshown.Errorbarsre
ectstatistical

errorsassociated with theM onte-Carlo sam pling.Theplateau region occursaround T � 40.
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FIG .8. The FSR resultforthe function M (g2)obtained from the M onte-Carlo sim ulation is

shown along with the perturbative result. Error bars on the M onte-Carlo result are due to the


uctuationsofthe correlation function (which goesase�m t)undertim e.
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FIG .9. Theperturbativeresultforthefunction M (g2)isshown form = 1 G eV,and � = 0:15.

Thecriticalcoupling isgiven by gcrit= 22:2 G eV.Forlargervaluesofg thereareno realsolutions

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwehaveconsidered theSQED interaction in 0+1 dim ension and thescalar

�2� interaction in 3+1 dim ension. W e have shown thatforthe SQED,the analyticalFSR

resultand theperturbativeonearein agreem entatsm allcouplings.TheexactSQED result

forthedressed m assisrealwhilealowestorderbubblesum producescom plex m asspolesas

thecoupling constantisincreased.Thisexam pleshowsthatthelack ofrealand �nitem ass

polesdonotnecessarily im plycon�nem entunlesstheyareobtained byfullynonperturbative

calculations.

Forthe�2� interaction wehaveshown thatitispossibleto perform a W ick rotation in

Feynm an param etersand obtain a convergentexpression forthesintegration.
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