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1. Introduction

The im portance ofnon-Abelian gaugetheoriesto ourunderstanding ofphysicalphe-

nom ena is wellrecognized and needs no reiteration. W hile the perturbative aspects of

such theories were understood m any years ago,nonperturbative phenom ena have been

di�cultto analyze.Detailed analysesand calculationaltechniquesare stilllacking,even-

though m ost ofthe qualitative features are m ore or less clear. G auge theories in two

spatialdim ensions,which are sim pler than their analogues in three spatialdim ensions,

areinteresting asa guideto the m orerealisticcase,and notsurprisingly,there have been

m any analysesofsuch theoriesstarting from theearly days[1,2].Fora non-Abelian gauge

theory spontaneously broken to an Abelian subgroup,one can show the existence ofa

m assgap ortheabsenceofm asslessgaugeparticlesdueto thecondensation ofm onopoles

[1]. It is very likely that this feature holds true for the unbroken theory as well. The

subjecthasrecently been receiving renewed attention.New gauge-invariantparam etriza-

tions,variables sim ilar to gravitationaldegrees offreedom as wellas extensions ofold

techniques are being explored [3,4]. In this paper,we introduce a fairly sim ple m atrix

param etrization ofthe gauge �elds which am ounts to a particular choice ofcoordinates

on thespaceofgauge-invariantcon�gurationsand work outtheHam iltonian form ulation.

Thisapproach isclosestin spirittothework ofFeynm an (and alsoSinger)whoem phasized

the im portance ofthe geom etry ofthe con�guration space [5]. The kinetic energy term

for the Ham iltonian is essentially a Laplace operator on the con�guration space. Now,

fora �nite-dim ensionalcom pactm anifold the Laplacian hasa discrete spectrum ,the gap

between the �rst and second eigenvalues being the analogue ofthe m ass gap. Feynm an

argued that this picture should rem ain qualitatively correct for the in�nite-dim ensional

caseofthecon�guration space ofthe(2+1)-dim ensionalnon-Abelian gaugetheory.Since

theHam iltonian isa realoperator,theground statewavefunction can bechosen realand

positive everywhere on the con�guration space.The excited states,since they have to be

orthogonalto theground state,m ustinvolvenodes.Thelow-lying excited statescan thus

be analyzed by considering the m inim ization ofthe expectation value ofthe Ham iltonian

for wave functions with nodes. The potentialenergy can be m inim ized by m aking the
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m agnitudeofthewavefunction sm all.Thekineticenergy isproportionalto thesquareof

thegradient(overthecon�guration space)ofthewavefunction.Onecan try to m inim ize

them agnitudeofthegradientby choosing a function forwhich theregionswhereitispos-

itiveand whereitisnegativeare,roughly speaking,asfarseparated aspossible.However,

ifthe gauge-invariant distance between con�gurations cannot be m ade arbitrarily large,

thegradientofthewavefunction and hencethekineticenergy cannotbem adearbitrarily

sm all;in otherwords,onehasa m assgap forthetheory.ThisistheessenceofFeynm an’s

argum ents,although,ofcourse,distances,expectation values,etc.have to be understood

with regularizations and allthat. By choosing a sim ple enough param etrization ofthe

�elds,which m akestheevaluation oftherelevantJacobian factorsand thetransform ation

ofthe Ham iltonian quite elem entary,we expect to m ake these intuitive and qualitative

argum entsm ore explicit. Thisisalso equivalentto m aking a specialchoice of‘collective

coordinates’and so ouranalysisissim ilarto som epreviouswork along these lines[6].

For the m atrix param etrization we use, the relevant Jacobian factor is related to

the action S fora herm itian W ess-Zum ino-W itten (W ZW )m odel[7],i.e.,a G C =G -coset

m odel[8,9],where G is the gauge group and G C is its com plexi�cation. W e obtain the

Ham iltonian and othergeneratorsofthePoincar�ealgebra in thisparam etrization.In view

ofFeynm an’s argum ents,itis interesting to consider the spectrum ofthe kinetic energy

term by itself. W e obtain som e (gauge-invariant)eigenstatesofthe kinetic energy;these

correspond to m assive states. The construction ofthe states involve nonlocalcom posite

operators(in term softhe gauge potentials)and there are argum entswhich suggestthat

the norm sshould existin a suitably regularized sense. W e also give argum entsregarding

the com pletenessofthese states.

In the next section, we introduce the m atrix param etrization of the gauge �elds.

Section 3 deals with the reduction ofthe m etric on the space ofcon�gurations and the

Ham iltonian. In section 4,we discuss the vacuum and other eigenstates ofthe kinetic

energy.A shortdiscussion and recapitulation ofresultsisgiven in section 5 and thepaper

concludes with an appendix where som e estim ate ofthe e�ectofcoordinate singularities

isgiven.
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2. T he m atrix param etrization of�elds

W e consider a G = SU (N )-gauge theory in the A 0 = 0 gauge. The gauge potential

can be written as A i = �itaA a
i,i= 1;2,where ta are herm itian N � N -m atrices which

form a basis ofthe Lie algebra ofSU (N ) with [ta;tb]= ifabctc; Tr(tatb)= 1

2
�ab. The

Ham iltonian can bewritten as

H = T + V

T =
e2

2

Z

d
2
x E

a
iE

a
i

V =
1

2e2

Z

d
2
x B

a
B
a

(2:1)

whereeisthecouplingconstant;e2 hasthedim ension ofm ass.Further,B a = 1

2
�jk(@jA

a
k
�

@kA
a
j + fabcA b

jA
c
k)and we havethe standard com m utation rules

[A a
i(x);A

b
j(y)]= [E a

i(x);E
b
j(y)]= 0

[A a
i(x);E

b
j(y)]= i�ij�

ab
�
(2)(x � y) (2:2)

Thesecom m utation rulesorthecorrespondingPoisson bracketsaregiven by thesym plectic

two-form

! = �� =

Z

d
2
x �E

a
i�A

a
i

� =

Z

d
2
x E

a
i�A

a
i

(2:3)

W e shalluse � to denote exterior di�erentiation on the space ofgauge potentials A =

fA a
i(x)g. For�eldswhich fallo� atspatialin�nity,the spatialm anifold can be taken as

the Riem ann sphere C [ 1 with com plex cordinates z = x1 � ix2; �z = x1 + ix2. The

com plexcom ponentsofthepotential,viz.,A z =
1

2
(A 1+ iA 2); A �z =

1

2
(A 1� iA 2)= �(A z)

y,

can beparam etrized in term sofa com plex G C -,speci�cally = SL(N ;C )-,m atrix M as

A z = �@zM M
�1
; A �z = M

y�1
@�zM

y (2:4)

For a given potential,the m atrix M is not uniquely de�ned; M and M �V ,where �V is

antiholom orphic,lead to the sam e potential.ForRiem ann sphere,the only (nonsingular

orglobally de�ned)antiholom orphicfunction beingaconstant,�V hastobeconstant.This
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am biguity can be elim inated by requiring M ! 1 asjxj! 1 . (Ifwe allow singularities

in M ,m ore generalchoices of �V are possible. These can be related to the coordinate

singularitiesofourparam etrization ofthecon�guration space;weshallcom m enton them

in the appendix.) The G reen’sfunctionsforthe @z and �@�z can be de�ned asfollows.

�@x �G (x;y) = @xG (x;y) = �
(2)(x � y)

�G (x;x0)=
1

�(z� z0)
; G (x;x0)=

1

�(�z� �z0)
(2:5)

Using these G reen’sfunctions,eqs.(2.4)can be inverted to obtain M and M y in term sof

A z and A �z respectively,atleastasa powerseriesin the gaugepotentials.

Using the aboveparam etrization,we �nd

� = 2

Z

Tr(�p �M y
M

y�1 + pM
�1
�M ) (2:6)

where

�p = �pata = 2 @�z(M
y
E zM

y�1 )

p = p
a
t
a = �2 @z(M

�1
E �zM )= (�p)y (2:7)

The sym plectictwo-form isobtained from (2.6)as

! = �� = 2

Z

Tr[��p �M y
M

y�1 + �p (�M y
M

y�1 )2 + �pM
�1
�M � p(M �1

�M )2] (2:8)

W ewantto rewritethetheory in term sofM ’s.Thetransform ed version ofthecom m uta-

tion rules(2.2)can be obtained from (2.8)as

[F;G ]= i(VF cVG c!)= �i(VF c�G ) (2:9)

whereVF istheHam iltonian vector�eld corresponding to F ,de�ned by VF c! = ��F and

the contraction cisde�ned by V c! = V I!IJ��
J forV = V I �

��I
; ! = 1

2
!IJ��

I��J.

Thevector�eldsV (�); �V (�)corresponding to
R

pa�
a and

R

�pa�
a areeasily identi�ed

as

V (�)= v(�)� i

Z

f
abc
�apb

�

�pc

�V (�)= �v(�)+ i

Z

f
abc
�a�pb

�

��pc
(2:10)
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where v(�)c�M = M (�at
a); �v(�)c�M y = (�at

a)M y.Using (2.9)and (2.10),we im m edi-

ately �nd thecom m utation rules

[pa(x);M (y)]= �iM (x)ta �
(2)(x � y)

[pa(x);pb(y)]= fabcpc(x)�
(2)(x � y)

[�pa(x);M
y(y)]= �itaM

y(x)�(2)(x � y)

[�pa(x);�pb(y)]= �fabc�pc(x)�
(2)(x � y)

[M (x);M (y)]= [M y(x);M y(y)] = [M (x);M y(y)]= 0

[pa(x);M
y]= [�pa(x);M (y)] = [pa(x);�pb(y)]= 0

(2:11)

The SL(N ;C )-m atrix M can be param etrized in term sofa com plex �eld �a(x).W e

write

M
�1
�M = ��

a
R abt

b

�M
y
M

y�1 = ���aR �
abt

b (2:12)

The de�nition ofthe potentialsleadsto

�Az k = �iEka@z(��
b
R ba)

�A�z k = iE
y

ak
@�z(���

b
R
�
ba)

(2:13)

where

Eka = 2 Tr(tkM taM
�1 ); E

y

ak
= 2 Tr(taM

y
tkM

y�1 ) (2:14)

The com m utation rules (2.11) can be realized by the following di�erentialoperator

representation forpa; �pa.

pa(x)= �iR
�1

ab
(x)

�

��b(x)

�pa(x)= �iR
��1

ab
(x)

�

���b(x)
(2:15)

The com ponentsoftheelectric �eld can be written as

E z k =
i

2
E
y

ak

Z

y

�G (x;y)�pa(y)

E �z k = �
i

2
Eka

Z

y

G (x;y)pa(y) (2:16)
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These expressionshavethecorrectordering oftheoperators;thiscan beseen by deriving

them from a change ofvariables.Thus

E z k(x)	(M ;M
y)= �

i

2

�	

�A�z k(x)
= �

i

2

Z

y

�	

���a(y)

���a(y)

�A�z k(x)

= �
1

2

Z

y

�	

���a
R
��1

ba
(y)�G(y;x)E

y

bk
(x)

(2:17)

where we haveused (2.13).

Thenew variablesM and M y arenotgauge-invariant.G augetransform ationsacton

M ;M y asM ! gM ’ (1+ i�ata)M ; M y ! M yg�1 ’ M y(1� i�ata); g(x)2 SU (N ).

Thetheory can bewritten in term softhegauge-invariantcom bination H = M yM ,which

can be considered as the fundam entaldynam icalvariable. From the com m utation rules

(2.11),we obtain

[pa(x);H (y)]= �iH (x)ta �
(2)(x � y)

[�pa(x);H (y)]= �itaH (x)�(2)(x � y)

(2:18)

W hen acting on functionsofH ,pa and �pa can be represented as

pa(x)= �ir
�1

ab
(x)

�

�’b(x)

�pa(x)= �ir
��1

ab
(x)

�

�’b(x)
= K ab(x)pb(x)

(2:19)

where we havede�ned H in term softhe realparam eters’a and

H
�1
�H = �’

a
rab t

b (2:20)

The G ausslaw operatororthegeneratorofgaugetransform ationscan be obtained as

G (�)= i

Z

�k (Ekapa � E
y

ak
�pa) (2:21)

From thecom m utation rules,we see thatpa;�pa aregauge-invariantoperators,i.e.,

[G k;pa]= [G k;�pa]= 0 (2:22)

W e have already used thisfactin representing pa; �pa asderivativeswith respectto ’
a in

(2.19).Thedi�erentialoperatorrepresentations(2.15)which areappropriatewhen acting
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on functions ofM and M y naturally go over to the representation (2.19) for action on

functionsofH .

The m agnetic�eld can bewritten as

B = B
a
ta = �2 M [@(H �1 �@H )]M �1 (2:23)

where @ � @z;
�@ � @�z.Thepotentialterm in theHam iltonian can thusbewritten as

V =
2

e2

Z

d
2
x [@(H �1 �@H )a@(H

�1 �@H )a] (2:24)

Using the expressions(2.16)forthe electric�elds,the kineticterm T can bewritten as

T =
e2

2

Z

d
2
x

Z

y;z

�G (x;y)�pa(y)K ab(x)G (x;z)pb(z) (2:25)

where

K ab = 2 Tr(taH tbH
�1 ) = E

y

ak
Ekb (2:26)

K ab is the adjoint representation of the m atrix H ; we also have K T K = 1 ;ET E =

1;EyT Ey = 1,where thesuperscriptT denotesthe transpose.

Thekineticterm oftheHam iltonian asgiven in (2.25)isstillessentially classicalsince

we have notincluded the correctionsfrom the Jacobianswhich arise in writing the inner

productofwavefunctionsin term sofM ,and eventually H .Thekineticenergy T,asgiven

by (2.1),involvestheLaplacian on A ,sinceE a
i(x)= �i �

�A a

i
(x)
.Upon changing to M ;M y,

thisshould betheLaplacian expressed in term sofM ;M y (orH ).Expression (2.25)gives

only oneoftheterm sin theLaplacian;therem ainingterm s,which involvethedeterm inant

ofthe m etric,willarisefrom the Jacobian in the innerproductforwave functions.

The physicalstates are gauge-invariant and obey G jphysi= 0. They can be repre-

sented as functions ofH . Further,from the discussion following eq.(2.4),H and V H �V ,

where V is a constant SL(N ;C )-m atrix,describe the sam e physicalcon�guration;thus

wem ustrequirethatphysicalstates,and correspondingly observables,should beinvariant

underH ! V H �V .

3. T he reduction ofthe m etric,the H am iltonian and Poincar�e invariance
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The m etricon thespace ofgaugepotentialsA isgiven by

ds
2 =

Z

�A
a
i�A

a
i = �8

Z

Tr(�Az�A�z) (3:1)

The wavefunctionshavethe innerproduct

h1j2i=

Z

d�(C)	 �
1	 2 (3:2)

whered�(A )isde�ned by them etric(3.1)and d�(C),them easureon thespaceofphysical

con�gurations C,is obtained from d�(A )by factoring outthe volum e ofgauge transfor-

m ations.Form ally

d�(A )=
Y

x

dA z(x)dA �z(x) (3:3)

M ore properly (3.3)should beunderstood with appropriate regularization.

W e �rstexpressthe m easure d�(C)in the innerproduct(3.2)in term sofH . Using

the de�nition ofA z; A �z,we have

ds
2 = 8

Z

Tr[D z(�M M
�1 )D �z(M

y�1
�M

y)] (3:4)

where D i� = @i� + [A i;�].The m etricforSL(N ;C )-m atricescan be written as

ds
2 = 8

Z

Tr[(�M M
�1 )(M y�1

�M
y)]

= 2

Z

���(R�K R
T )�� + ��(RKT R �T )��� (3:5)

The Haar m easure d�(M ;M y) is the volum e associated with this m etric. Explicitly,

d�(M ;M y)= (detRR �)[�����].From eqs.(3.4,3.5)we see im m ediately that[8,9,10]

d�(A )= [dA zdA �z]= (detD zD �z)d�(M ;M
y) (3:6)

D z and D �z are chiralcovariantderivativesin two dim ensionsand theirdeterm inantsare

wellknown.The gauge-invariantevaluation ofthese determ inantsgives[8-11]

det(D zD �z)= exp[2cA S(H )]�

� =

�

det
0
(@�@)

R

d2x

�dim G (3:7)
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where cA isthe quadratic Casim irofthe adjointrepresentation,viz.,cA �ab = fam nfbm n;

dim G = (N 2 � 1)isthe dim ension ofthe gauge group SU (N ). The prim e on the deter-

m inant of(@�@) and the division by the volum e ofspace denote the factoring out ofthe

constantorzero m ode of(@�@).S(H )isthe W ess-Zum ino-W itten (W ZW )action forH .

S(H )=
1

2�

Z

Tr(@H �@H �1 )+
i

12�

Z

�
��� Tr(H �1

@�H H
�1
@�H H

�1
@�H ) (3:8)

Asisusualforthe W ZW action,we write the second term in S in term sofan extension

ofH into a three-dim ensionalspace with space asthe boundary. Actually,forherm itian

m atricessuch asH ,thisisunnecessary and thesecond term can beintegrated and written

asan integraloverspace only [9,12].

Considernow thereduction ofd�(M ;M y)by factoring outthevolum eofgaugetrans-

form ations. Since gauge transform ationsactasM ! gM ,g 2 G ,the physicaldegreesof

freedom belong to G C =G and we need to construct the volum e elem ent on G C =G . The

m etricobtained from (3.5)by factoring outgaugetransform ationsis

ds
2 = 2

Z

Tr(H �1
�H )2 (3:9)

The volum ecorresponding to thisisgiven by

d�(H ) = detr [�’] (3:10)

A sim ple way to see this result is as follows. � � ((M y)�1 dM y + dM M �1 ) is

a di�erential form on G C which transform s as � ! g�g�1 under M ! gM . Thus

Tr(�n) = Tr(H �1 dH )n are di�erentialform s on G C =G . The volum e elem ent is given

by thedi�erentialform ofm axim aldegree,i.e.,forn = (N 2 � 1).Thisiseasily seen to be

detr[d’]. Form atriceswhich are functionsofthe spatialcoordinates,asin ourcase,we

have theproductoverthespatialpointsaswell[9,10];thisisunderstood in eq.(3.10).

Using eqs.(3.6-3.10),we can writethe innerproductas

h1j2i=

Z

d�(C)	 �
1	 2 =

Z

� d�(H )e2cA S(H ) 	 �
1	 2 (3:11)
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W ith the inner product (3.11) and the representation (2.19),the expression for the

kineticenergy T can now beobtained asfollows.W e can write

h1jTj2i= e
2

Z

d�(C)[(E a
�z	 1)

�(E a
�z	 2)+ (E a

z	 1)
�(E a

z	 2)] (3:12)

=
e2

4

Z

�d�(H )e2cA S(H )
�

(G pa	 1)
�
K ab(G pb	 2)+ (�G �pa	 1)

�
K

T
ab(

�G �pb	 2)
�

where we have used the change of variables procedure as in (2.17) and (G pa)(x) =
R

y
G (x;y)pa(y).W e do a partialintegration using theeasily veri�ed property

�

�’b
[(r

��1

ab
detr�)f]= r

��1

ab
(detr�)

�

�’b
f: (3:13)

Thisgives

h1jTj2i=
e2

4

Z

�d�(H )	 �
1[(

�G �pa)(K abe
2cA SG pb)+ (G pa)K

T
abe

2cA S(�G �pb)]	 2 (3:14)

W e can thusidentify the operatorT as

T =
e2

4
e
�2c A S

�

(�G �pa)K abe
2cA S(G pb)+ (G pa)K

T
abe

2cA S(�G �pb)
�

(3:15)

T isofcourseself-adjointby construction.NoticethatifwewriteT = � e
2

2
�,then � has

the form ofa Laplacian. The above m ethod isstandard forworking outthe form ofthe

kinetic energy underchange ofvariables. Ithasbeen used forcollective coordinatesand

also in thecontextofA 0 = 0 gaugequantization ofa gaugetheory (with param etrizations

ofthe �eldsdi�erent from ours)[6]. The form ofthe m etric isreally notexplicitly used

in thisderivation;given theJacobian and thechangeofvariablesform ula (2.17),eq.(3.15)

follows. Ifrequired,the inverse ofthe m etric can actually be read o� from thisequation

by com parison with the standrad form ofthe Laplacian.

G iven theinnerproduct(3.11),weseethatitisconvenienttode�nethewavefunctions

� = e
cA S	 (3:16)

The innerproductisnow

h1j2i=

Z

�d�(H )��
1�2 (3:17)
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and theHam iltonian can bewritten as

H =
e2

4

Z

(P y
aK abPb + Q

y
aK

T
abQ b)+ V (3:18)

where

Pa =

Z

G (pa � cA paS)

P
y
a =

Z

�G (�pa + cA �paS)

Q a =

Z

�G (�pa � cA �paS)

Q
y
a =

Z

G (pa + cA paS)

(3:19)

Explicitly

paS = �
i

�
Tr[ta@(H

�1 �@H )]; �paS = �
i

�
Tr[ta �@(@H H

�1 )] (3:20)

Onecan expand H in term sofpa;�pa and reorderterm sbringing thederivativesto the

rightend. In doing so we encounter the com m utator[�G �pa(x);K ab(x)]which issingular,

since the operatorsare atthe sam e point. Thiscan be evaluated asfollows. Keeping in

m ind therelation �pa = K abpb which isrequired by G ausslaw,

Z

z

[�G (x;z)�pa(z);K ab(x)]=

Z

z

�G (x;z)[K ac(z)pc(z);K ab(x)]

=

Z

z

�G (x;z)fcbm K ac(z)K am (x)�(x;z)

=

Z

z

fcbm �G (x;z)
�

�cm � (K T
@K )m c(x � z)+ :::

	

�(x;z)

= i
cA

�
(H �1

@H )b(x)

(3:21)

where�(x;z)isa regularization of� (2)(z� x);itcan beconsidered asa narrow G aussian

function of(z� x).Sinceithassupportonly forz � x,wehaveexpanded K ac(z)around

x.Theresult(3.21)then followsin thelim it�(z;x)! � (2)(z� x).Thisevaluation ofthe

com m utatorcan also be checked with a Pauli-Villarsregulatorforthe G reen’s functions

in (3.18)or(3.21)aswellasagainstthe operatorequationsofm otion. Using (3.20),we

m ay writethisresultas

Z

�G (x;z)�pa(z)K ab(x)=

Z

K ab(x)�G(x;z)�pa(z) � 2cA K ab(x)(�G �pa)S (3:22)
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W ith thisresultand a sim ilarone for(G p)aK
T
ab wegetforthekineticenergy operator

T =
e2

2

Z

K abQ aPb (3:23)

W ehavem adetransform ationsand reductionsofvariablesin theHam iltonian fram e-

work and since som e ofthese involve singular products,a usefulconistency check is the

Poincar�einvariance ofthetheory.W ehave explicitly checked thatthegenerators

P
� =

Z

d
2
x T

0�

J
�� =

Z

d
2
x (x�T0�

� x
�
T
0�) (3:24)

do satisfy the Poincar�ealgebra,i.e.,

[P �
;P

�]= 0

i[P �
; J

��]= g
��
P
�
� g

��
P
�

i[J ��
; J

�� ]= g
��
J

��
� g

��
J

�� + g
��
J

��
� g

��
J

�� (3:25)

In ourcase,the densitiesfortheenergy and m om entum aregiven by

T
00(x)=

e2

4
[P y

a(x)K ab(x)Pb(x)+ Q
y
a(x)K ba(x)Q b(x)]+

2

e2
@(H �1 �@H )a@(H

�1 �@H )a

T
0z(x)= �

1

4

�
�@(@H H

�1 )a(P
y
a + Q a)+ (P y

a + Q a)�@(@H H
�1 )a

�

T
0�z(x)= �

1

4

�

@(H �1 �@H )a(Pa + Q
y
a)+ (Pa + Q

y
a)@(H

�1 �@H )a
�

(3:26)

It is straightforward to verify that P i and J 12 are the generators of translations and

rotation respectively,nam ely,

[�(x);P i]= i@i�(x)

[�(x);J 12]= [S� + i(x1@2 � x2@1)]�(x) (3:27)

where�(x)denotesany function ofthe�eldsofthetheory.S � isthespin carried by �(x);

forexam ple SP y = SQ = 1;SP = SQ y = �1; SK a b
= 0.
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G iven eq.(3.27),along with the factthatT00 hasno explicitcoordinate dependence,

theothernecessary and su�cientcondition forPoincar�einvarianceistheDirac-Schwinger

condition

[T00(x);T00(y)]= i(T0i(x)+ T
0i(y))@ix�(x � y) (3:28)

W e have explicitly checked eqs.(3.27,3.28) for the operators (3.24,3.26) of the reduced

theory.The com m utation rulesforthe operatorsPa;Q a;P
y
a;Q

y
a,usefulforchecking these

equations,can be worked outfrom (2.11)and arethe following.

[Pa(x);Pb(y)]= �fabcG (x;y)
�

Pc(x)� Pc(y)
�

[P y
a(x);P

y

b
(y)]= fabc �G (x;y)

�

P
y
c(x)� P

y
c(y)

�

[Pa(x);P
y

b
(y)]=

cA

�
K ba(x)�

(2)(x � y)

[Q a(x);Q b(y)]= fabc �G (x;y)
�

Q c(x)� Q c(y)
�

[Q y
a(x);Q

y

b
(y)]= �fabcG (x;y)

�

Q
y
c(x)� Q

y
c(y)

�

[Q a(x);Q
y

b
(y)]=

cA

�
K ab(x)�

(2)(x � y)

[Pa(x);Q b(y)]= [P y
a(x);Q

y

b
(y)]= 0

[Pa(x);Q
y

b
(y)]= �

cA

�
�ab

�@yG (x;y) + fabcG (x;y)Q
y
c(y)

� fabcG (x;y)Pc(x)

[P y
a(x);Q b(y)]=

cA

�
�ab@y �G (x;y) � fabc �G (x;y)Q c(y)

+ fabc �G (x;y)P
y
c(x)

(3:29)

4. Eigenstates ofthe kinetic energy

Thetotalvolum eofthespaceC ofgauge-invariantcon�gurationsisgiven by V = �Z,

where

Z =

Z

d�(H )e2cA S (4:1)

Z isthepartition function on theRiem ann sphereofa G C =G -W ZW m odel.Thispartition

function is�nite,m odulo regularization oftheLaplacian @�@,and can bewritten as[10]

Z =
�(det

0
@�@)

R

d2x

��dim G
(4:2)
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which givesV = 1.Foran Abelian theory with cA = 0,Z isin�nite.(Ifwe m ake a m ode

decom position ofH or’a overthe eigenm odesofthe Laplacian @�@,the integration over

the am plitude ofeach m ode is�nite forthe non-Abelian case because ofthe exponential;

thedivergencearisesfrom thein�nity ofm odesand can beregularized by truncation to a

�nitenum berofm odes.FortheAbelian case,theintegration foreach m odeisdivergent.)

The �niteness ofZ,albeit m odulo regularization,suggests that the Laplace operator �

on C should have a m assgap. Thusthe diagonalization ofthe kinetic energy operatorT

by itselfcould giveussom einsightinto theorigin ofthem assgap.Thepotentialterm V

involvesm ore derivativesand inverse powersofe2 and forstatesforwhich the m om enta

are sm allcom pared to e2cA ,we m ay expectthatitcan be treated asa perturbation. Of

course,neglecting gradient term s and m aking such an ‘ultralocal’approxim ation [3]will

be consistent only ifwe already have a m assterm or,in ourcase,ifthe kinetic term by

itselfleadsto a m assgap ofordere2cA .

Forthe purpose oflooking foreigenstates,itisactually convenientto go back to the

wavefunctions 	 ratherthan the rede�ned wavefunctions �. Asan operatoron 	’s,the

kineticenergy can be written,taking accountof(3.22),as

T =
e2

2

Z

e
�2c A S(�G �pa)K abe

2cA S(G pb) (4:3)

=
e2

2

Z

K ab(�G �pa)(G pb) (4:4)

The innerproductisgiven by (3.11). T isa m anifestly positive operatorand itsground

state or vacuum state is de�ned by T j0i = 0. The solution ofthis condition is 	 0 =

constant,say N . This m ay seem som ewhat trivial;the key point,however,is that this

function is norm alizable with appropriate regularizations. The norm alization integralis

given by V in (4.1). W e can choose N to obtain h0j0i= 1;with the regularization asin

(4.1,4.2),N = 1.

Them atrixelem entsoftheoperatorsandthenorm alizationintegralsforwavefunctions

are given by expectation values or correlation functions ofthe herm itian G C =G -W ZW

m odel. These can be obtained by analytic continuation ofthe correlation functions of

the corresponding unitary W ZW m odel[9]. The G C =G -analoguesofthe levelnum ber k

and the renorm alized level� = k + cA ofthe unitary W ZW m odelare �(k + 2cA ) and
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�(k+ cA )= ��.Thecorrelatorscan beobtained by thecontinuation � ! ��.In ourcase,

since we have only e2cA S,ratherthan e(k+ 2cA )S,we m ustalso take k ! 0.In the unitary

case,correlatorsinvolving prim ary �eldsbelonging to thenonintegrablerepresentationsof

the currentalgebra vanish.The corresponding statem entforthe herm itian m odelisthat

such correlators becom e in�nite or unde�ned [9,10]. In our case,since k ! 0,only the

identity and itscurrentalgebra descendentshavewell-de�ned correlators.(Thedivergence

ofcorrelatorsofotheroperatorshasto do with k ! 0,notcoincidenceofargum ents.) W e

m ustthusconcludethatthewavefunctionsforthehigherstatescan betaken asfunctions

ofthe current

Ja =
cA

�
(@H H

�1 )a (4:5)

The argum entsgiven above are the conform al�eld-theoretic reason forthe currents

being the quantities ofinterest. The result,however,is not surprising since the W ilson

loop operatorcan be written in term sofH as

W (C ) = TrP exp

�

�

I

C

dz @H H
�1

�

(4:6)

The W ilson loop operatorsform a com plete setand hence the currents Ja should su�ce

to generate thegauge-invariantstates.

Considernow a wavefunction

	 a =

Z

Ja(x)f(x) (4:7)

forsom e c-num berfunction f(x).From (4.3)we get

T	 a =
e2

2

Z

e
�2c A S(�G �pm )K m ne

2cA S(G pn)	 a

= i
e2cA

2�

Z

z;x

e
�2c A S(�G �pm )(z)K m n(z)e

2cA SK an(x)�(z� x)f(x)

= i
e2cA

2�

Z

e
�2c A S(�G �pa)(x)e

2cA Sf(x)

=

�

e2cA

2�

�

	 a = m 	 a

(4:8)

where m = e2cA =2�.ThisshowsthatJa e�ectively behavesasan eigenfunction ofeigen-

value m . The result (4.8) can also be obtained from the version (4.4) ofT using the
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relation

[K m n(z)(�G �pm )(z);K an(x)]jz! x = �iJa(x) (4:9)

Ofcourse,Ja by itselfisnotan acceptableeigenfunction sinceitdoesnothaveinvari-

ance under H ! V H �V . W e can constructeigenfunctions with thisinvariance by taking

productsofJ’s.The state

	 2(J) =

Z

[Ja(x)Ja(y)f(x;y) +
cA

�2

dim G

(x � y)2
f(x;y)] (4:10)

isorthogonalto the ground stateand obeys

T 	 2(J) = 2m 	 2(J) (4:11)

This state has invariance under H ! V H �V for constant V;�V . W avefunctions which

have invariance for all(local) V (z);�V (�z) can be obtained by taking appropriate lim it;

for exam ple f(x;y)= �@x �@y[�(x � y)f(x)]would lead to �@Ja(x)�@Ja(y)which is invariant

underH ! V (z)H �V (�z). G iven the result(4.8),itisclearthatone can constructhigher

eigenfunctionsby properorthogonalizations.Parity transform softhesestatescan also be

obtained by using �Ja = (cA =�)(H
�1 �@H )a.Each Ja carriesaspin of+1,while �Ja hasaspin

of�1. The norm alization integralfor these states willinvolve the current correlators of

theG C =G -W ZW m odeland henceweexpectthestatesto benorm alizable(with suitable

regularization,asisstandard forstatesin �eld theory).

Therequirem entthatwehaveeigenstatesdoesnotconstrain thefunctionsf(x);f(x;y),

apartfrom norm alization;we have an eigenstate forany f.Thusthe statesare in�nitely

degenerate.Thisdegeneracy willbelifted by theinclusion ofthepotentialterm ;thee�ects

ofthe potentialshould becalculated using degenerate-state perturbation theory.

5. D iscussion

W e have used the param etrization ofthe gauge potentialA z = �@M M �1 ,where

M isan SL(N ;C )-m atrix,to work outthe Ham iltonian form ulation ofan SU (N )gauge

theoryin twospatialdim ensions.Them atrix�eld M isnotgauge-invariant,butthetheory

can be written in term s ofH = M yM which is gauge-invariant. The herm itian m atrix

�eld H can thusbe taken asthe basic �eld variable ofthe theory. The sim plicity ofthe
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param etrization weuseisin thefactthattherelevantJacobian forthechangeofvariables

is easily evaluated in term s ofthe W ZW -action for the m atrix �eld H . The volum e of

the con�guration space is then given by the partition function for the two-dim ensional

W ZW -theory forH .W ithin thestandard requirem entsofregularization (such aslim iting

to a large but �nite num ber ofm odes),the volum e is then �nite;this is in contrast to

an Abelian theory where the volum e so de�ned would be in�nite. This‘�niteness’ofthe

non-Abelian case isvery suggestive and ispresum ably related to the m assgap,especially

in view ofintuitiveargum entsoutlined in the introduction.

W e have also obtained the Poincar�e generators and done a direct check ofPoincar�e

invariance within our param etrization. The kinetic energy term ofthe Ham iltonian is

related to theLaplaceoperatoron thecon�guration space.Ifthe‘�niteness’ofthevolum e

of the con�guration space is the reason for the m ass gap, one would expect to see it

already at the levelofthe spectrum ofthe kinetic term . The kinetic energy operator is

especially sim plein ourparam etrization of�elds(seeeq.(3.18)or(4.6)).Theground state

wavefunction forthekineticoperatorisgiven by a constantand isnorm alizablewith the

gauge-invariant m easure. W e have obtained som e excited states which show a discrete

spectrum ,with a gap m = (e2cA =2�). The excited states are in�nitely degenerate,as

should beexpected,sincethey areeigenstatesofonly thekineticoperator;thedegeneracy

willbe lifted by the inclusion ofthe potentialterm . Eventhough the Ham iltonian has a

sim plestructure,clearly wedonotyethaveasystem aticcalculationalschem e.Theproper

inclusion ofthee�ectsofthepotentialterm and thefullconstruction oftheeigenstatesare

questions which have to be addressed before m eaningfulcalculations can be attem pted.

These issuesareunderinvestigation.
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A ppendix

In param etrizing the �elds as in eq.(2.4) and using the gauge-invariant variable H ,

one ofthe potentialdi�culties that one m ay worry about is the question ofcoordinate

singularities.Thephysicalcon�guration spaceC isthespaceofgaugepotentialsA m odulo

G�,the latter being the set ofgauge transform ations which go to the identity at spatial

in�nity.A ,considered asa G�-bundle overC isnontrivial.Thusone cannotchoose global

sections;this is the wellknown G ribov problem [13]. The space C is topologically and

geom etrically nontrivial.

The sim plest way to see the nontriviality of A as a G�-bundle is to consider the

hom otopy groups. Since A is hom otopically trivial, if we show that C has nontrivial

hom otopy groups,itisclearthatA cannotbewritten asaproductC� G�.Since� 1(G�)�

� 3(G )= Z,itiseasilychecked that� 2(C)= Z.Thisim pliesthattherearenoncontractible

closed two-surfaces in C. This is the sim plest obstruction to the triviality ofthe bundle

[13].Theexistenceoftopologically nontrivialstructuresin thecon�guration spaceim plies

that any gauge-invariant param etrization ofthe �elds or choice ofcoordinates on C will

necessarily have coordinate singularities[14]. W e m ay hope to gain som e understanding

oftheim portance ofthe coordinatesingularitiesby studying con�gurationswhich form a

noncontractible two-surface.

Itisnottoo di�cultto constructa setofcon�gurationswhich form a noncontractible

two-surface since they are related to the instanton ofthe four-dim ensionalgauge theory.

Thiscan beseen asfollows.In addition to � 2(C)being nontrivial,thesecond cohom ology

group ofC isnontrivialaswell. In otherwords,there isa closed butnotexacttwo-form

on C.In term softhe potentials,a representative ofthiscan be written as


=
1

4�

Z

Tr(�A �A) (A:1)

Theintegralof
overtheclosed noncontractibletwo-surfacein C givesawindingnum ber�

by
R


 = 2��.Thetwo-surfacein C alongwith thetwo-dim ensionalspatialm anifold gives

a four-dim ensionalspace and � isthe instanton num beron thisspace [15].Speci�cally,

� =
1

8�2

Z

Tr(~F ~F) (A:2)
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where ~F = (d+ �)~A + ~A ~A.Here ~A isthefour-dim ensionalgaugepotential;itisconstructed

from the two-dim ensionalpotentialA as ~A = A + cw dw + c�w d�w and � = dw@w + d�w@�w .

cw ;c�w aregiven in term sofM and M y by

cw = �@w M M
�1
; c�w = (M y)�1 @�w M

y (A:3)

In term softhese variables


 =
1

2�

Z

Tr
�

@(H �1 �@H )�(H �1 ��H ) + @(H �1 ��H )�(H�1 �@H )
�

(A:4)

W ecan exploittheconnection outlined abovebetween thetwo-form 
on C and theinstan-

ton num berto constructan exam ple ofthe noncontractible two-surface ofcon�gurations.

The standard instanton in R 4 [16]can be rewritten using com plex coordinatesand inter-

preting onepairofcom plex coordinatesasinternalcoordinates,viz.,asparam etrizing the

two-surface in C,we can geta setofcon�gurationsofinterest.Explicitly wehave

H = exp(2fJ3) = cosh2f + J
3 sinh2f (A:5)

Here J3 = � � n;�a;a = 1;2;3,arethePaulim atricesand the unitvectorna isgiven by

n
a =

1

(�zz+ �ww)
(�zw + �wz; i(�wz� �zw); �zz� �ww) (A:6)

Also

f = 1

2
log

�

�zz+ �ww + �2

�zz+ �ww

�

(A:7)

� is a scale param eter and (w;�w) param etrize the two-surface in C. It is easily veri�ed

that � =
R


=2� is equalto 3 for this set of con�gurations and hence eq.(A.5) gives

a noncontractible two-surface in C. As �zz ! 1 ; H ! 1. For alm ost allw;�w,H is

nonsingular;however,thecon�guration atw = 0 hasa singularity atthespatialpointz =

0.Onecan shifttheposition ofthissingularity by transform ationsofthetypeH ! V H �V ,

whereV isholom orphicin z.Nonsingularcon�gurationsaregiven by nonsingularform ulae

forH in di�erentcoordinatepatcheswith transition relationsgiven by transform ationsof

thistype.Sincethesingularityin ourexam pleisatapoint,viz.,atw = 0,even ifwesim ply

use the form ulae (A.5-7)with the coordinate singularity,the e�ecton the quantum wave
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functionsism inim al;onecan seethisexplictly by constructing wavefunctions (w;�w)for

thereduced setofcon�gurations(A.5).W ecan alsoconsiderthee�ecton thevacuum wave

function �0.TheW ZW -action isinvariantundertransform ationsofthetypeH ! V H �V

and wethereforedo notexpectany pathology forthewavefunction.Explicitly,fortheset

ofcon�gurations(A.5),theW ZW -action isgiven by

S(H ) =
5�2 + 4w �w

w �w + �2
�
3�2 + 4w �w

�2
log

�

�2 + w �w

w �w

�

(A:8)

W hen w ! 0,�0 = exp(cA S)vanishesas(w �w)3cA . The coordinate singularity doesnot

lead to di�culties,atleastforthiscase,and a nonsingulardescription isnotessential.

R eferences

1.A.M .Polyakov,Nucl.Phys.B 120 (1977)429.

2.G .’tHooft,Nucl.Phys.B 138 (1978)1;R.Jackiw and S.Tem pleton,Phys.Rev.D 23

(1981)2291;J.Schonfeld,Nucl.Phys. B 185 (1981)157;S.Deser,R.Jackiw and S.

Tem pleton,Phys.Rev.Lett.48 (1982)975;Ann.Phys.140 (1982)372.

3.J.G oldstone and R.Jackiw,Phys.Lett. 74B (1978) 81;M .B.Halpern,Phys. Rev.

D 16 (1977)1798;ibid.D 16 (1977)3515;ibid.D 19 (1979)517;I.Barsand F.G reen,

Nucl.Phys.B 148 (1979)445.

4.D.Z.Freedm an,etal,M IT preprint hep-th 9309045;D.Z.Freedm an and R.Khuri,

Phys.Lett. 192A (1994) 153;M .Bauer and D.Z.Freedm an,M IT preprint hep-th

9505144;F.A.Lunev,Phys.Lett. 295B (1992)99;Theor.M ath.Phys. 94 (1993)66;

M od.Phys.LettA 9 (1994)2281;M .Asorey,etal,preprinthep-th 9502024;I.Kogan

and A.Kovner,Phys.Rev.D 51 (1995)1948;S.R.Dasand S.W adia,preprinthep-th

9503184;O.G anorand J.Sonnenschein,preprinthep-th 9507036.

5.R.P.Feynm an,Nucl.Phys. B 188 (1981)479;I.M .Singer,Phys.Scripta T 24 (1981)

817.

6.J.Schwinger,Phys.Rev. 122 (1962)324;ibid. 130 (1963)406;J.L.G ervaisand B.

Sakita,Phys.Rev. D 18 (1978)453;B.Sakita,Phys.Rev. D 21 (1980)1067;in Field

21

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9309045
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9505144
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9505144
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9502024
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9503184
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9503184
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9507036


Theory in Elem entary Particles,B.Kursunoglu and A.Perlm utter (eds.) (Plenum ,

1983);N.Christand T.D.Lee,Phys.Rev.D 22 (1980)939.

7.E.W itten, Com m un.M ath.Phys. 92 (1984) 455; S.P.Novikov, Usp.M at.Nauk 37

(1982)3.

8.D.Karabali,Q-H.Park,H.J.Schnitzerand Z.Yang,Phys.Lett.216B (1989)307;D.

Karabaliand H.J.Schnitzer,Nucl.Phys.B 329 (1990)649.

9.K.G awedzkiand A.Kupiainen, Phys.Lett. 215B (1988) 119; Nucl.Phys. B 320

(1989)649.

10.M .Bosand V.P.Nair,Int.J.M od.Phys.A 5 (1990)959.

11.A.M .Polyakov and P.B.W iegm ann,Phys.Lett.141B (1984)223.

12.R.Efraty and V.P.Nair,Phys.Rev. D 47 (1993) 5601;V.P.Nair,Phys.Rev. D 48

(1993)3432.

13.V.G ribov,Nucl.Phys. B 139 (1978)1;I.M .Singer,Com m un.M ath.Phys. 60 (1978)

7;T.Killingback and E.J.Rees,Class.Quant.Grav.4 (1987)357.

14.W . Nahm , in Proceedings of the IV W arsaw Sym posium on Elem entary Particle

Physics,Z.Adjuk (ed.) (W arsaw,1981).

15.V.P.Nairand J.Schi�,Nucl.Phys.B 371 (1992)329.

16.see forexam ple,T.Eguchi,P.G ilkey and A.Hanson,Phys.Rep.66 (1980)213.

22


