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Abstract. In this paper I analyse lattice Yang-Mills theories with continuous
time. After a short discussion of more conceptual questions, such as the existence
of a Hamilton operator in the infinite volume limit, I study the phase diagram.
The existence of a strong coupling/low temperature confinement phase (which
was not proven up to now) is established for arbitrary compact groups,
continuous or discrete. For discrete compact groups the deconfinement region
decomposes into (at least) two phases, which are distinguished by the
behaviour of spatial Wilson loops: a deconfinement phase where spatial
Wilson loops still show area law behaviour, and a “freezing” phase with
perimeter law behaviour for spatial Wilson loops. The methods to prove these
results rely on cluster expansion methods, combined with renormalisation
ideas.

Introduction

Lattice gauge theories (LGT) with continuous time have some advantages over
LGT defined on a symmetric lattice: First, the theory is defined directly by a
2

Hamiltonian H = % A+V, where V is some potential term and 4 the Laplace-
Beltrami operator on the classical configuration space. Therefore the quantum
mechanical interpretation is much more direct as for LGT with discrete time,
where the Hamiltonian is given rather abstractly as the logarithm of the transfer
matrix. Secondly, LGT with continuous time have advantages if one is interested
in high temperature effects. This is due to the fact that the inverse temperature 5 is
given by the length of the lattice in time direction. Therefore, the temperature on
the symmetric lattice can never be chosen higher than the inverse lattice spacing,
whereas it can be chosen arbitrarily high for continuous time.

Unfortunately, however, there have been very few rigorous results [1-4] about
the phase structure of the theory with continuous time. For the pure Yang-Mills
theory, to which 1 stick in this article, they all concern the high temperature
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deconfinement phase [1-3]. But it was not proven, e.g., that the theory shows
confinement for strong couplings (up to now, convergence of the strong coupling
expansion sketched by Kogut and Susskind [5] has not been established
rigorously). The reason for the fact that the corresponding rigorous results for
symmetric lattices (see e.g. [6, 7]) could not be proven for continuous times is due
to the fact, that the expansions used to prove these results on the symmetric lattice
are divergent in the limit of continuous time.

One could hope, however, that an effective theory on a time scale of order unity
can still be treated by strong coupling cluster expansion methods. Indeed I will
show in this article that the combination of renormalisation ideas and standard
cluster expansion methods leads to a convergent strong coupling expansion for the
theory with continuous time. One obtains confinement for infinitely heavy quarks,
a non-vanishing mass gap and area law behaviour for spatial Wilson loops,
provided the coupling constant g? and the inverse temperature f3 are large.

On the other hand it is known [1] that confinement breaks down if g2 < g3(f)
=const 1. This does not exclude, however, an area law for spatial Wilson loops,
as already pointed out in [8]. In fact, it can be proven that spatial Wilson loops do
show area law behaviour, provided g?f~'>1 [3]. Thus, for sufficiently high
temperatures S, there is a region gi(B)<g*<g3(B) where the theory shows
deconfinement (in the sense of Polyakov [9]) and area law behaviour for spatial
Wilson loops.

For discrete groups there should be an additional phase, the so-called “freezing
phase,” with deconfinement in the sense of Polyakov and perimeter law behaviour
for spatial Wilson loops. I will show the existence of this freezing phase in Sect. 4,
using a variant of Ginibre’s [10] quantum contour expansion (for technical
reasons I only treat discrete abelian groups in Sect. 4; discrete non-abelian groups
are discussed in Appendix B).

The organisation of this paper is as follows: In the remaining part of this
introduction I explain the main ideas for the continuous time strong coupling
expansion. In Sect. 1 I define the theory and discuss several conceptual questions,
such as the existence of the Hamilton operator H in the infinite volume limit. In
Sect. 2 1 derive the strong coupling cluster expansion sketched below. Conver-
gence, as well as the resulting physical properties like mass gap or confinement,
are proven in Sect. 3. The quantum contour expansion for the freezing phase is
derived in Sect. 4. In Sect. 5 I summarize the results of this paper and discuss the
resulting phase diagram. Appendix A is devoted to a compactness argument
concerning the existence of the infinite volume limit for arbitrary couplings
g?>0, Appendix B to the generalisation of quantum contours to nonabelian
discrete groups.

In the remaining part of this introduction I want to sketch the main ideas on
which the strong coupling expansion is based: Consider a lattice A, with small
lattice spacing 7 in time direction’. I choose free boundary conditions (b.c.) and the
lattice spacing of the space lattice is set to one. The partition function in the box 4,

18
Z= .( H dgxy <€Xp { Zv <ﬁ1§ ReX(gap)‘“K(ng)>} exp { Eh <32. RC Z(gfp)}> .

(xyyC A pCA: \T8 pcA: §
0.1)

1 take for A, a box of the form 4, =1{0,1, ..., L} x Q, where QC Z*is the space lattice and L, is
some positive integer. For convenience I assume that ¢~ ! and L,=tL, are integers
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Here g2 is the coupling constant, y(-) is the trace in some faithful representation of

G, and g;, is the plaquette variable g;,= [] g,,, where the product is ordered
{xy>eip

around the loop dp. The sum } " goes over vertical ( = time-like) plaquettes in A, the

sum Y" over horizontal (= space-like) plaquettes in 4. dg,, is the Haar measure for

the gauge field g, and K(tg?)is the constant > K(tg*) =log [ dg exp{(1/1g*) Re x(2)}-

It is clear from the above form that the usual strong coupling expansion is
divergent in the time continuum limit 7—0, because the coupling for the time-like
plaquettes is tg?, rather than g?. One could hope however, that the effective theory
on the block lattice 4,,={0,1,...,L,} x QCZ*"" is again strongly coupled (recall
that we took 7t and L, in such a way that L,=1tL, is an integer).

Let us first consider the simplified model where the coupling t/g* for the
horizontal plaquettes is set to zero. Since we have chosen free boundary conditions
we may fix a gauge by setting g,, to one for all time-like links (4, =0 gauge). The
partition function of the simplified model then becomes

~ 1
25 11 dewern] 3 (L Resten) - Ke) )

{xy)ycC

where the product goes over horizontal links in A..

To obtain a model on the block lattice 4,, we use a decimation procedure (i.e. we
integrate out all variables g, for which {xy) lies not in the block lattice, keeping
the variables g, with {xy) C4,, fixed). A minute of reflection shows that for the
simplified model in 4, =0 gauge this leads to the following representation of Z on
Ay

Z={ 1" dg.exp { PN s~(gﬁ,,)}, (0.2)
{xy)CApi pCAp;
where ¢*) is the 1/t convolution power of exp{(1/tg*) Rey(-)— K(tg?)}.
Next we expand ¢ around 1.

exp{ Dy §(gfp)} = 11, 0+3,)= ¥ [13d,: (0.3)
pCApi peAd; PCA5 peP

where A} denotes the set of vertical plaquettes in A, and §,=exp{3(g,,)} —1. As
usual (see e.g. [7]) one obtains a representation of the model as a hard core
interacting polymer system. Here polymers are connected sets y of vertical
plaquettes in A,, and their activity Z(y) is

={11¢ [I" de. (0.4)
pey {xy)CApr
2

Note that in the limit 1—0 ¢*) becomes the kernel exp (g_

5 A> (-), where 4 is the

Laplace Beltrami operator on G. Since exp g—A (-)—1 is small for large g2, Z(y)

A.

falls off exponentially with the size |y| of y for large g2, uniformly in t—0. Therefore
one can apply the technique of Mayer expansions for dilute polymer systems [11]

2 The constant K(tg?), which drops out in expectation values, is introduced to ensure the existence
of the time continuum limit lim Z of the partition function Z

=0
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to obtain a convergent strong coupling expansion for the simplified model with
continuous time.

For the full model we combine the above steps with an expansion in the
horizontal plaquettes. Again we start with the change to 4,=0 gauge. The next
step is the expansion in the horizontal plaquettes. This expansion will not be done
separately in every single plaquette of the fine lattice, however. Instead we group
together certain plaquettes: let ¢ be a cube in the block lattice which is spanned by a
horizontal plaquette and a unit lattice vector in time direction (I call such cubes
time-like cubes or vertical cubes). Then IP(c) denotes the set of all horizontal
plaquettes in A, which lie inside ¢ (including the top and bottom). The last factor in
(0.1) can now be written as

exp {g " Rexlgsy) } ﬂ S, 0.5)

pCA; ceAl

where s(c)=(1/g?) Z Rey(g,,) and A4 denotes the vertical cubes in 4,,°. Note
pe (c)

that IP(c) contains 1/t plaquettes and therefore the supremum norm of s(c) is equal

to y(1)/g?; it follows that s(c) becomes small (in the supremum norm) for large g2,

uniformly in t. It seems therefore reasonable to expand (0.5) around 1,

[T O+E9=1]= Y ] ("9~ (0.6)
ceds WcCAY ceW
Inserted into (0.1) we obtain a representation of Z as a sum of terms Z(W), where W
is a set of vertical cubes in the block lattice and

ZW)=| [l dgy (exp { 20 <— Rey(gq,) — (fg2)>} [1 (e~ 1)>‘

(xy>C A, ceW
To each term Z(W) in this sum we now apply the steps “decimation” and “cxpand
¢*around 17, with the only difference that the expansion ¢*=1+ g, is only done for
those vertical plaquettes p in A,, which do not lic in the boundary dc of a cube ce W
(everything else already got a small factor from the expansion (0.6) and needs no
further treatment). I do not want to explain the details in this introduction, but it
should be plaubislbe by now that one gets again a representation of the model as a
hard core interacting polymer system, where now polymers arc built out of
plaquettes and cubes in A,

For large g? the polymer system is again dilute uniformly in r and we obtain the
desired convergent strong coupling expansion for the full model. Confinement for
infinitely heavy quarks, a mass gap and other interesting properties of the strong
coupling phase follow with a little extra work.

Two remarks should be added: First the choice of the 4,=0 gauge is not
essential in any sense. It was only chosen to simplify the exposition of the main
ideas. Secondly the expansion in Sect. 2 will differ from the one presented here by
the fact that there is no fine lattice A,. Instead we work directly in the time
continuum, using the operator formulation of the theory. For the purpose of this
introduction I started from a fine lattice 4, because the derivation of the strong
coupling expansion is much more intuitive in this formulation.

3 In fact the plaquettes in the top and bottom of ¢ should get a factor 1/2 in the definition of s(c),
because otherwise they are counted twice in (0.5)
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1. Lattice Yang-Mills Theories with Continuous Time

I consider lattice Yang-Mills theories with continuous time, defined on the lattice
¢Z* with lattice spacing e = 1. QC Z%is the finite box {x e Z?:|x,|< L} and Q, Q,, ...
denotes the set of positively oriented links, plaquettes, ... in Q. As gauge group I
choose either a finite group G (i.e. G=Z) or a compact Lie group [i.e. G=SU(N)
or U(N)]. The classical configuration space G** consists of all maps g from Q, into
G:{xyy>g,, Foraloop C of nearest neighbour (n.n.) pairs in Q one defines the
loop variable gc.= [] g, where the product is ordered around C; if {xy) is

{(xyyeC
positively oriented one sets g, =g .". Finally a gauge transformation is given by a

map h: Q—G; the gauge transformed field g"=hgh ™' is defined as g%, =h g h, '
and for a function y of the gauge fields one defines y"(g)=1(h~ 'gh).
Let LC,. I denote by dg; the product Haar measure []| dg,,, instead of

(xyyeL
dgg, 1 often simply write dg,,. The quantum mechanical Hilbert space #,, is now

defined as the space of square integrable (with respect to dg,), gauge invariant
functions y from G*' into the complex numbers €. Note that #,, is an orthogonal
subspace of #,=L*(dg,):

y/)Q P %Q 5 (1‘1)
where P, denotes the orthogonal projection onto gauge invariant functions
Po=1 [1 dgUh)  (Uthjy)(g)=1(h"'gh). (1.2)

To define the Hamiltonian H, one first chooses a faithful representation of G.
Denote by y(-) the trace in this representation and by d(-, -) the metric induced by y:

d(g, h)={2;(1) =2 Rey(gh™")}'*.

For finite groups G I set dy= mm d(g, 1) and define 4., as the discretised Laplace
operator

lpxy(gxy) wxy(hxy)

d} ’
By td(hxy, gxy) =do 0

(A xywxy) (gxy) L=

and for compact Lie groups I denote by 4, the Laplace Beltrami operator with
respect to the Riemannian metric induced by d. The Hamiltonian H,, is now
defined [5] as

Ho=HY +V, (1.3)
with the kinetic term
HY = g oA, (1.4)
2 (xySen
and the potential
Vo= 2i?%d(ll,g@p)z. (1.5)

The kinetic term corresponds to the term E? (the square of the electric field) and the
potential to the term B? (the square of the magnetic field) in the Hamiltonian
1 [(E*+ B?) of the continuum theory.
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Next [ introduce the notion of a local observable. One defines the algebra o7, of
observables in  as the algebra of all bounded operators A4 in %, which commute
with the gauge transformation U(h). For Q C Q'.eZ, can be viewed as a subalgebra of
4. The algebra of of local observables is defined as

oA = U “Q/Q’
Q

where the union goes over all finite Q C Z% I finally define, following a widespread
abuse of notation, the support supp(A) of a local observable A4 as the set of all links
le Q, for which there is a bounded operator B, in [*(dg,) that does not commute
with 4. By Schur’s lemma an observable 4 with L=supp(4) CQ, can be written as
1® A’ with an operator A’ in #(L)=1*(dg,) and the unit operator 1 in #(Q,\L).
Most of the time I will not distinguish between 4 and A'.

For a local observable A one defines the expectation value (A, at inverse
temperature § and the vacuum expectation value <A4) by

(A= lim (Ayyq. (16)
0-zd
{(4y= lim <A>ﬁ.9, (1.7
Q-zd
B
with
(A o=2Z5 o Try A e, (1.8)
ZB,QETryf_Qe‘ﬂH'Q, (1.9)

where the limit Q—Z% is the limit L—>oo, Q={xeZ*:|x|<L}.

Remarks. 1) Obviously H, commutes with the gauge transformations U(h) and
hence with P,

ii) Let g2>0 and f>0. Then e ##2 and P,e "2 are positive trace class
operators with strictly positive kernel. Furthermore !|e 72| = | P e 2| >0,
These facts are proven below.

iii) The finite volume quantities (1.8) and (1.9) are well defined for all 8, g> >0
due to the above remark ii).

iv) For large g? the existence of the limits (1.6) and (1.7) will be shown in
Sects. 2 and 3. If the group G is finite onc can use standard compactness arguments
(see e.g. [12]) to show that for arbitrary g*>0 there exists at least a convergent
subsequence. For Lie groups the standard argument breaks down, because .«7 is
not separable in this case. The more involved arguments of [ 13] are however still
valid (see Appendix A).

Proof Only ii) needs to be proven. Obviously e 2 and P,e #"< are positive.
e P s a trace-class operator with strictly positive kernel Using Holder’s
inequality and Trotter’s formula, one obtains the corresponding results for e~ ##<,
and hence for Pye =,

The last statement of remark ii) follows by the methods of [14]: Let i be an
eigenvector of e #H9 to the eigenvalue ||e " ##2|. Due to remark i) i can be chosen
to be an eigenvector of P, and due to the Perron-Frobenius theorem iy can be
chosen strictly positive. But then it is not possible that P,y =0. Hence P,y =1 and
[Poe™ el =P ]
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I finally recall the definition of the quark-antiquark potential V}; at finite f, as
first given by Polyakov in [9]. In the finite volume, Q, V} is the free energy
difference

Vi )= FI —Fy g (110)
where Fj g, is the free energy of the system without external quarks
1
F/}.Q:_ BIOgZ/}.Qa (1.11)

and F§°" is the free energy of the system with an external quark g at x and the
antiquark g at y

~ 1 B
Fig = — 8 log Zgg1, (1.12)
ZEF =T a1 (1.13)
Hywam = Powamas (1.14)
P‘I(x)l_](y)z ! n dhquXq x))(q( ) (h) . (1 ]5)

%4(*) denotes the trace in the respresentation g of G and d, = y,(1).
For the rest of this section I will assume that the thermodynamic limit of (1.10)
exists and is translation invariant:

Vix—y)= lim VE9(x,y). (1.16)
[eRVA

If Vi(x—y) grows linearly with the distance [x —y| as [x —y|— o0, one speaks of
linear confinement for external (or infinitely heavy) quarks; if V/(x—y) stays
bounded for [x—y[—oc one speaks of deconfinement. The (Polyakov-) string
tension is defined as 1
(P) . __

o . 11‘r|11q =yl V Wx—). (117)
Remarks. v) Let C be a loop in the space lattice © and y,(-) be the trace in some
irreducible representation ¢ of G, assumed to represent the center Z(G) of G in a
non-trivial way. One often is interested in the question, whether the expectation
value {1,(gc)); decays exponentially with the perimeter |C| of C or with the area
A(C) of the minimal surface that can be spanned into C (one says: spatial Wilson
loops show perimeter respectively area law behaviour). In contrast to the theory
on a symmetric space time lattice of zero temperature however, this behaviour is
no confinement criterion in the context considered here. In fact spatial Wilson
loops probably show area law behaviour for all f< oo and all g?>0, provided
d+1<4and G is continuous [3], whereas g, is known to be zero for 7' > constg?
in d+1=4 dimensions [1].

vi) For the theory defined on a space-time lattice the “2-point-function”
Zq(t)q(\ o
GyalX,y)= ThR BNy (1.18)
B.Q

is nothing else but the expectation value of two Polyakov-loops (also called
Wilson-lines in the literature) at distance |x — y|, times the trivial multiplicative
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factor d} (see e.g. [1]). Clearly exponential clustering of the 2-point function (1.18)
is equivalent to linear confinement and long range order is equivalent to
deconfinement.

Finally I want to discuss the existence of the Hamilton operator H in the infinite
volume Z*. 1 first recall the GNS construction of the infinite volume Hilbert space
Hlet N ={Aecod:(A*Ay=0}.Then(4+./", B4+ N )={A*B) defines a positive
scaler product on .7/ A". # is the completion of .7/ A" with respect to (-,-). For
A€ .o/ 1denote by ¥, the corresponding vector in 5. The vector Q=Y is called
the vacuum.

For A, Be .o/ and for t 20 let

w;i(4, B)= !}iHZld ol %A, B), (1.19)
B

where for t<ff and 4, Be .o/,
Wb UA,B)=2Z; (T, ,A*e HoBe  # 0l

Using the log convexity of w;(A4, A) and the fact that 0<w;, (A4, A)<|[A]*, one
shows the monotonicity of w,(4, A): w,(A4, A)ZLw; (A, A) if 01’ <t. We now
define an operator T(t) in A by

(Y, T)¥g) =w,{(4,B). (1.20)

Then obviously 0ZT(1)<1 and T(t+s)=T(t)T(s) for all 5, t=0. Q is an
eigenvector of T(t) to the eigenvalue || T(r)|| =1.

Lemma 1.1. Assume that im w;(A, A)=(A*A) VA e .o/. Then there is a selfadjoint
t=0
operator H=0 on #, such that HQ=0 and T(t)=e "MVt >0.

Proof. Due to the assumption (¥, T(1)¥)— (¥, ¥) as t—0 for all vectors ¥ in a
dense subset D C 7. It follows that

ITOY -V |>=(¥, TROP)+ (¥, V)-2¥, T()YP)

goes to zero for t—0. Hence T(t)—1 strongly as t—0. H is the generator of the
strongly continuous semi-group of contractions {T(r):t=0} [15]. Since T(1)<1,
H>0. HQ=0 because T(t1)Q2=Q. []

Remarks. vii) For finite groups one can use standard methods (see e.g. [12]) to
construct a strongly continuous time evolution o(-) on 7. Since wy(A4, A)
={A*u,(A)) this immediately implies the assumption of the above lemma and
hence the existence of the infinite volume hamiltonian H.

viii) For general compact groups one can use the expansion of Sect. 2 to show
that the assumption of the above lemma holds within the region of convergence of
the expansion, ie. for large § and g2

ix) Denote by #, the set of vectors in J# which are orthogonal to Q. Assume
that there is a constant M >0 such that V1>0 and VA, Be.o/

[0, (A, B)—{A*> (B)|<conste M (1.21)

with a constant const which does not depend on t. Then, obviously, H= M on .
Hence (1.21) implies a mass gap which is at least M.
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2. The Strong Coupling Cluster Expansion

In this section I derive an expansion for the time continuum theory which
converges for large couplings g2 (the corresponding bound g*(B) depends on the
inverse temperature f5). Within the region of convergence 1 show a mass gap,
confinement for external quarks and an area law for spatial Wilson loops. The
expansion will be explained in this section; convergence and the above mentioned
physical consequences will be shown in Sect. 3.

It is convenient to introduce two coupling constants u, 2 and to consider the
expectation values

(A= Nl6) T Tr, (ATV), (2.1)
where
T=eP*W, (2.2)
D= <xy>zegl D,, W= pezgz W(p), (2.3)
==y,  Wip)=uRe(xg,) —x1)). (2.4)

Here N is a positive integer and Z}/% is chosen in such a way that (1)’ =1.
Clearly {A)y’ is equal to {A); q as defined in Sect. 1 if N, 4 and u are chosen
appropriately Large g? correspond to large £ and small u. Throughout this section
I will chose 4>0, u>0.

In a first step we rewrite the partition function as an integral involving the
kernel T(-,-) of T,

Z5lo=Try (PoT")=Try (P T)"

[N
N N N
§ I;[ H dht t[—;Il T(htgth: 13 LIRS 1) ’ (25)

wherefort=1,...,N g, and h, are functions from Q, and Q, respectively, into G. dh,
and dg, denote the corresponding product Haar measures; h,g.h, ! is the gauge
transformed field.

Next we expand the kernel of T around one. This is done in two steps: first we
expand T around T‘” =e” using the Duhamel expansion (a reference concerning
the Duhamel expansion is e.g. [16]) and then we expand the kernel T%(g,g)
around one, using the fact that the heat kernel e *4(:” does not differ very much
from 1 for large 4. The first step corresponds to the expansion in the horizontal
plaquettes described in the introduction, the second to the expansion in the vertical
plaquettes.

The Duhamel expansion gives

oC 1
W T &M I: 1l < Yy b [dr,.. dt"")] T(t), (2.6)
pefx \np=

where T(t) is obtained from T by “inserting” W(p) at the times ¢}, ...,(%.
Formally this can be described as follows: Let py, ..., pg be the plaquettes in Q,, let
=n, and n=n, +... +ng. Let

(Sps s S) =T g oo Uyl L oo s 10F)
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be a permutation of ¢} , ..., }¥ such that s, <s,<...<s, and set

(Qb--'>qn):n(p1’"'9plv""pK’-~"pK)

where on the right-hand side each p, occurs exactly n, times (k=1, ..., K). Then

T(t)=e"PW(q,)e*>"s9PW(q,)...e" - DPW(q,)et ~5P. (2.7)
Next we resum (2.6) to obtain
T=e""= Y T(P), (2.8)
Pc0,
T(P)= [H ( ¥ —jdt dt',fp>] T(t). (2.9
peP \np,=1M1

To describe the factorization properties of the kernel T(P)(g,g’) I need the
following definitions: For a set LCQ, I introduce the operators

D(L)= Y. D, (2.10)
leL
L0 =P (2.11)

on #(L)=1I2(dg,). For PCQ, let L(P) be the set of links | which belong to the
boundary of at least one plaquette in P. T then define an operator T(P) on J(L(P))
which is obtained from 7;}, in the same way as T(P) is obtained from T'”. More
premsely define Tpp(t) as the right-hand side of (2.7) with D replaced by D(L(P))
and T(P) as the right-hand side of (2.9) with T'(t) replaced by Typ(t). Obviously the
kernel of T(P) has the factorization property

T(P)(gg)= [] TP)eeg) [1 Te). (2.12)
P eZx(P) LeLe(P)
where T\ = e, [{(P) = Q,\ L(P) and Z(P) denotes the connectivity components of
P. Note that T(P)(g,g’) depends only on g, and g; if [e L(P).
In the second step we expand the kernel of T® around 1

g g)=1+K/(g,2), (2.13)
provided e [f(P). Combined with (2.8) and (2.12) this gives
T= Y Y T(PL), (2.14)

PCQ, LCLe(P)
where T(P, L) is the operator on J#, with kernel
LT(P,L)](g, g/)= H T(Pi) (2.2) H K88 (2.15)

Inserting (2.14)+2.15) into (2.5) we get a representation of Z%'% as the partition
function of a polymer system, where polymers are built out of tlme like cubes and
plaquettes in the space-time lattice 4 ={0, 1, ..., N} x Q.[The cubes come from the
plaquettes in (2.14), the plaquettes from the links in (2.14).] More precisely I define
(4 has to be taken periodic in time direction; 4% and A% denote the positively
oriented time-like plaquettes and cubes in A; “v” stands for “vertical”):
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Definition 2.1. Let e, e'e A5uA4. Then e and ¢’ are called incompatible (or
connected) if they have at least one common link. For WC A% P(W) denotes the set
of time-like plaquettes p € A% which belong to the boundary of at least one cube
ce W; P(W)= A\ P(W).

A pair y=(W, P)with W C A5, P C A% is called a polymer if P C P{(W)and PUW is
a nonempty connected set. Two polymers y=(W, P) and 7' =(W’, P’) are called
incompatible if WU PUW’'UP'is connected (write y £ 7). Otherwise they are called
compatible (write y~7). Finally the size |y| of y=(W, P) is defined as |W|+|P),
where |W| and |P| denote the number of cubes and plaquettes in P and W,
respectively.

For each plaquette p € A" there is exactly one time t € {1, ..., N} and one nearest
neighbour pair {xy) € Q, such that p=((t, x), (t, y), (t + 1, y), (t + 1, x)). I denote t and
{xy) by t(p) and n(p), respectively. For ce A5 t(c)e {1,...,N} and n(c)eQ, are
defined analogously. To define the activity z(y) of a polymer y =(W, P) I decompose
y into “time-slices”: y; =(W,, P;), ..., n=(Wjy, Py) with t(W))=t(P;)=i. I set

N
oy)= 'lj o(We(Py), (2.16)
eW)=I1  T(P)(hgh '.g.,), (2.17)
Pe Z(n(Wy))
Q(Pt) = H Ir()cy((htgzhl~ l)xy’ (gt + l)xy) . (21 8)
{xy>en(Py)

We now use (2.14)—2.18) to rewrite the integrand of (2.5) as

n

N
11;11 T(htgt ¢ ,gt+1 Z 2 (p(,l,. ,,y”) n Q("/;), (2]9)

n=0 {71,....,7n} i=1

where the sum goes over sets {y, ...,7,} of polymers and ®(y,, ...,y,)=1ify,, ..., 7,
are pairwise compatible and =0 otherwise. Combined with (2.5) this gives the
desired representation of Z}%, as the partition function of a polymer system:

n

Zit= Y X Py [120) (2.20)

n=0 {y1...., Vn} i=1

with
)= (o) [ dg, [1 b, (.21)

[Note that o(y;) and ¢(y;) have no common variables for y;~7;] The Mayer
expansion for polymer systems then gives an expansion for the free energy

logZith=y ¥ ——u(/“' > ) IE 2.22)

n=1 1. 7n n! =

where @, is the connected part of @ (seee.g. [7] or [17]). Note that this expansion is
absolutely convergent, provided the polymer system is dilute, i.e. |z(y)| < e ~*!"! with
a large constant b. We will show such a bound in Sect. 3, using the “trace-
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representation”
Ap)=Trg, {Po ﬂ T (W), n( z))} (2.21)

of z(y) [(2.21") follows immediately from (2.21) and (2.15)-(2.18)].
It is not hard to generalize the above steps to obtain an expansion for
expectation values. One considers the modified partition function*

Z(A)=Tr, (M1+A)T Z Try (PoA"T) (P TN~ (2.23)
and derives again a polymer representation for Z(A4). The expectation value of 4 is
obtained by taking only the terms linear in 4 in the Mayer expansion of log Z(A).

To obtain the desired polymer representation of Z(A) we apply the same
strategy as before. We cxpand T according to (2.14) and AT according to

AT= % ¥ AT(P,L), (2.24)
Pc, LCLe(P)
getting again polymers built out of cubes and plaquettes in /4. In addition they
carry a label n indicating whether n=0 or n=1 in the terms on the right-hand side
of (2.23).

The factorisation properties of the kernel of AT(P, L) become cvident if we
write (2.15) as an equation between operators: Let Q, o be the operator on #,
= [X(dg,) with kernel 1,(Q, , is the projector on the “vacuum” of T)), K;=T,— Q, .
Then Egs. (2.15) reads

(P, L)= [ 2 T(Pi)] ® [g% Kz] ® [IES%\L Ql,o} (2.25)

P, eZ(P)

Let ./ CQ, be the support of 4, let Py, ..., P,, be those connectivity components
of P which are not connected with o7, and set P,=P\(P,u...UP,), Ly=Ln.
Using (2.25) one immediately gets

[AT(P,L)](g,8)=L[AT(P 4 L4)](g 8)x

n:];

T( )(g,g’)lel\lL Kigng). (226)

i

Note that the kernel of AT(P ,, L ,) depends only on the link variables g, g; with
le o/ UL(P,), and that of T(P,) only on those with [e L(P,).

The rest is straightforward. One obtains Z(A) as the partitions function of a
polymer system

o8 n

Z(A)= Y ¥ PO [ 2400, (2.27)

n=0 {y1,....yn} i=1

where polymers are now certain 3-tuples y=(W, P,n), with W A4, PCA% and
ne{0,1}. If (W, P,),....(Wy, Py) are the time-slices of y (defined as before), then

240) =Tty {POAH [[i T((W)), ﬂ(Pt))}- (2.28)

“In (2.23) 1 use the fact, that by definition an observable 4 commutes with the gauge
transformations and hence with P,
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The precise definition of a polymer and of the notion “compatible” is given in the
following Definition 2.2.

Definition 2.2. Let o be the support of A, considered as a subset of A4,, i.e. o7
consists of the links of the form (1 =1,1) e 4, with [e supp(A). I define: A polymer is
a 3-tuple y =(W, P,n) with W A4, PC A5 and ne {0, 1} such that either n=0 and
(W, P) is a polymer according to Definition 2.1 (in this case I say y is an ordinary
polymer and define y:=WUP) or n=1 and (W, P) is the (possibly empty) union of
polymers (W), P,), ...,(W,, P,) according to Definition 2.1, such that fori=1, ...,k
W,UP; is connected with .o/ (in this case I say y is an A-polymer and define
Ti=WUuPuU.d).

71s called the enlarged support of y and |y| =|W|+ | P| the size of ;. Two polymers
v, 7" are called compatible (write y ~y') if ¥ and {" are not connected to each other.

Remark. 1) If supp(A) is not a connected set, 7 is not necessary a connected set. In
this case the last definition should be read “if none of connectivity components of j
is connected to a connectivity component of 7.” Note that two A-polymers are
always incompatible.
From (2.27) we get the expectation value of 4
e " A n
Wih= 3y P {76, (229)
n=1 yl.., 7 n. i=1
where the " goes over terms linear in A. @ and @, are defined as before. Again, this
expansion is convergent, provided the polymer system is dilute. Here one needs a
bound of the form

z4( S [|A]|"e ™" (2.30)

with b> 1 and a suitable norm on A4 (we will use the operator norm).

I finally derive a cluster expansion for the quark-antiquark potential, or more
precisely for the 2-point-function G, , =exp(— fV/?). Again I use the parameters
4, wand N

Gyl 1) = (Z§) ™ Trp Py T (2.31)

q(x)g(y)
The modified partition function is now defined as
Z(@)=Tr 4 {(Po T + ol P yyq0 T}

N N

N
= ZO 1 [ [oP(x, y)]" [‘[1 Theh g, ) Hl dg, ﬂl dh,, (2.32)
n=0, t= t= t=

where

gy ez ghey) (2.33)

1

H:z

P(x, y)=

t

The 2-point function is obtained from Z(x) in the same way as (4> was obtained
from Z(A):

) d
b )= [d—a logzm}

=0
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I now proceed very similar to the derivation of (2.27): For ze Q let L, be the set
of links {(t,z) (t+1,2)),t=1,..., N. A polymer is then defined as in Definition 2.2,
with the only difference that L, UL, plays the role of .o7. The notion “A-polymer” is
replaced by “Polyakov-polymer.” The activity z,p,, ,(7) is defined by (2.21") if y is an
ordinary polymer and by

Zupe (V) = Tl {an(x)q(y) L T, n(Pt))} (2.34)

if y 1s a Polyakov-polymer with time slices (W, P,),...,(Wy, Py). With these
definitions one gets

Z= 35 B 1T Zae)

n=0 {y1,...,7n}

and hence

(xy Z Z (p())b' a’yn

n=1 yg,..., n

H Zpe, (Vi) (2.39)

where the sum )’ goes over sequences 7, ..., ¥, containing exactly one Polyakov-
polymer. To provve convergence of the expansion (2.35) we will show a bound

IZP(x.y)(Y)| ée_bh'l (236)
both for ordinary and for Polyakov-polymers.

Remarks. 1) The resummation leading to (2.8) can be justified by the fact that (2.6)is
convergent in trace norm. This can easily be seen from the inqueality

Tt ol TOI S5 Tr | T (2.37)

to be proven below. Here |4| denotes the operator |4]=(A4%*A4)Y/? and k,=2y(1)
x |u|. The resummation leading from (2.8) to (2.14) needs no justufication because
it is a finite resummation.

iii) Equations (2.5) and (2.21) need a justification, because for a trace class
operator 4 on #, with kernel K ,, it is in general not true, that Tr 4 = | dgK ,(g, g).
On the other hand it is well known that the corresponding equality for Hilbert-
Schmidt operators

TrAB= [dgdg'K ,(g,8)K,(g,8)

is true. Therefore (2.5) is well justified for N=2 [take, ¢.g. A=P,T and

=(P,T)¥~']. To prove the equalitity of (2.21) and (2.21') (assume again N > 2) it
is obviously enough to show that T(P, L) is Hilbert-Schmidt. This will be done in
Sect. 3; in fact we will prove the stronger statement that T(P, L) is trace class
[inequality (3.7)+3.8)].

The case N =1 needs some care in the definition of T(-,-), but Egs. (2.5) and
(2.21") can be justified also in this case. I don’t present any detalls (they are easy!),
because the problem can be completely avoided for N=1 (see Remark iv)).

iv) If one defines the activity z(y) by (2.21"), the kernels of T, T(P) and T(P, L)
only occur in intermediate steps. One could try to derive the polymer represen-
tation (2.20) of Z} %, without using integral kernels. Clearly this doesn’t cause any
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difficulties up to Eq. (2.14) [ T(P, L) has to be defined by (2.25) instead of (2.15)]. But
after inserting (2.14) into Tr(P,T)", we have heavily used the fact that o(y;) and o(y;)
had no common variables if y;~7,. And I don’t see how the resulting factorisation
property could be proven using only (2.25), at least if N =2. For N =1 this is easy
because now two polymers v, 7’ are connected if and only if their projections onto
the space lattice Q are connected.

Proof of Remark ii). Let o, ...,a, be positive numbers such that o'
+...+a, *=1. Then, by Holder’s inequality

THTOIS [ IWial [] (Trieopr .

Choosing o,=s; ! and bounding |W(q,)l by k, we get (2.37) (recall that
T®=eP). [

3. Convergence of the Strong Coupling Cluster Expansion

In this section we will show that the expansion derived in the last section is
convergent for large 4 and small g, i.e. for large g2. With a little extra work we then
obtain an area law for horizontal Wilson loops, confinement for external quarks,
and exponential clustering for local observables.

Lemma 3.1. i) There is a constant b, depending only on the dimension d, such that
the cluster expansions (2.29) and (2.35) are absolutely convergent, provided

|z () S A" e, (2.30)
1z, (D Se M, (2.36)

with b>by,. The convergence of (2.35) is uniform in Q and the convergence of (2.29) is
uniform in Q and N.

ii) There are constants py,>0 and 1,< oo, such that (2.30) and (2.36) are true
with b> b, provided Re > A, and |u| < p,. The constants p, Lo only depend on by,
the gauge group G and the character y used to define the Hamiltonian.

iii) Let ReA>0. Then z (y) and zp, ,(7) are jointly analytic in p and J.

Proof.1) is standard (see e.g. [ 7]). The convergence of (2.29) is uniform in Q and N
because the support of A4, considered as a subset of the space-time lattice
A={1,...,N} x Q is independent of Q and N.

ii) We prove ii) using Holder’s inequality, the factorisation property (2.25) and
the fact that Try |K,| and |W(p)|| are bounded by

Or= ¥ djen M= Ty, e RN, (3.1)
q
1o =2(1) |ul, 3.2)

respectively. Here C, is the quadratic Casimir operator in the irreducible
representation ¢, d,=y,(1) and 0 denotes the trivial representation.

We first prove the bound (3.1) [(3.2) needs no proof] and then use (3.1) and (3.2)
to show ii). Let Q, , be the operator on , with kernel

Ql,q(gb hl)deXq(gf 1hz)~ (3.3)
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Then, by Fourier expanding the kernel of T,

Tl': Zeilchl,q’
q
and hence e
Ki= ) e Q. 3.4)
q¥0

Equation (3.4), and the observation that Tr|Q, ,|=TrQ, ,=d; immediately imply
the bound (3.1).

To bound the left-hand side of (2.30) and (2.36) we use the definitions (2.21"),
(2.28) and (2.34) and Holder’s inequality. Since || Py || = || P 5, = 1, we get

N
|24 = A" i Tryp o T(m(W), n(P))], (3-5)
N
|Zpe (D= 1 Tr g | T((W), n(P))I, (3.6)

if y is a polymer with time slices (W,, P,), ...,(Wy, Py).
Next we use the factorisation formula (2.25), the bound (3.1) and the fact that
TrQ, ,=1 to obtain the inequality

Tryz, |T(P, L) = ] Tr|K,| T[] Tri{’(L(P,))IT(Pi)I
leL P,eZ(P)
<ol [1 Trawe)T(P)). (3.7
P.e#(P)

Recall that T(P) was defined as a sum over integrals of certain operators T;.p0).
With the help of Holder’s inequality (cf. Sect. 2, proof of Remark 1)) the bound (3.2)
implies that

Trif{L(P))lTL(P)(t)l = < HP Kg(p)) Trif(L(P))!TL((O}g)I = HP K;(p) I1 Tr!T,(O)I s
pe pe

le L(P)

and hence (We set w,= Y % and bound Tr|T?|=Tr|Q, ,+ K, by (1 +w1)>,
n¥0

Trit’(L(P))'T(P)l S o1 4 w,)HPL (3.8)

Equations (3.5)—3.8), together with the observation that |y|=Y |[z(W)|+ 3 |n(P))|
and |L(P)| <4|P], give the bounds (2.30) and (2.36), with

e "=max{w;, wy(1+w,)*}. (3.9)

This completes the proof of i), because w, and w, go to zero, if |u| >0 and ReA— oo,
respectively.

iii) Let Re 4> 0. Then T is trace class and z ,(7) can be written as an absolutely
convergent sum of integrals [dt..., involving integrands which are the trace of
products of operators 4, Py, W(p) and e~ 'P. Using the basis

B= @ B, B={VeHA:V=d2U( )
le,
of #,, where U “b() denotes the matrix elements in the irreducible representation ¢
of G, we obtain z ,(y) as a sum of integrals [dt..., involving integrands which are
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sums of finite products of matrix elements,
CP,AY YV, PP, P, W)Wy, and (P,e P9,

¥, ¥ e B. Discretising integrals and truncating sums we get z,(y) as a limit of
functions, which are obviously jointly analytic in 4 and Z in the region 2 = {(u, 4):
ReZ>0}. Let now K be a compact subset of 2. By bounds very similar to those
used to prove ii) one shows that the approximants to z ,(y) are uniformly bounded
in K. Therefore by Montel’s theorem [21], the approximants converge uniformly
in any compact subset of 2. By Weierstrass’s theorem it follows that z,(y) is
analytic in the region 2. []

We now address the question, whether, given f# and g2, we can choose N, u and
A in such a way that |u| <p, Rel> 1, and

(Apa=C(AN and Gy olx,y)=Gyla(x,)). (3.19)
The answer is given by the following

Lemma 3.2. Let gg=(4o/110)""%, Bo=(Aotto)''* and

g2(B)=gg max{1, fo/f} .
Then, for B>0 and Reg* > g*(B), N, u, and 7 can be chosen in such a way that (3.19)
holds and |u| < iy, ReA> A.
Proof. Choose N=N(f)=min{N:2N>p/f,} and u=puy{B,1/g*)=p/Ng?,
A=B.1/g5)=Be*/2N. [

The following theorem is an immediate consequence of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2.
t(-) denotes translation by xe Q.

Theorem 3.3. i) Let $>0 and Reg? > g*(B). Then the infinite volume limit
{App= lim {A); o
N-2z4

exists for all local observables Ae.o/. (-, is translation invariant and (A, is
an analytic function of 1/g* in the region %(f)={1/g>:1/g*+0, Reg®>g*(p)}
(see Fig. 1).

ii) For f>0,Reg?>g*(f)and A, Be of there are constants K 5 < o0 and M >0,
such that

[CALB)ys— (AYp( Byl <K 4z~ M (3.20)
Nm‘
> 1782 (B)
- /
Re 1/g?2

Fig. 1. The region %4(f) according to Theorem 3.3
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VxeQ (exponential clustering in the spatial directions). M >0 can be chosen
independently of A and B.

Proof. Theorem 3.3 follows from Lemma 3.1 and 3.2 by standard methods. The
analyticity of {A); follows from the analyticity of (A)y*= lim {A);’% and the
N-Zz4

fact that uy and Ay are analytic functions of 1/g? in the region %(f). [

Theorem 3.4. i) Let Reg?> gt. Then the “full” thermodynamic limit

(A>= lim {A); q
0-2z4
f—
exists VAe .of. () is translation invariant and {A) can be continued to an analytic
function of 1/g* in the region ¥ ={1/g*:|1/g* <1/g}}.
ii) For Reg?>g§ and A, Be o/ there are constants K ,p< oo and M >0, such
that

[{At(B)) —<(A> (BY| =K ype~ MM, (3.21)
(A, B)—{A*) (B)| S K spe~ ", (3.22)

VxeQ and Vt =0, respectively ( for the definition of w, see (1.19), Sect. 1). Again
M >0 can be chosen independently of A and B.

Proof. The proof of Theorem 3.4 is again fairly standard. The only statement that
needs an explanation is that concerning the analyticity properties of (4. We first
assume that gg <g*<oo. Then

(Ay=lim (A)y= lm (ADy_gnzp = lim (AN~ 2ron=%20le",
B0 N—-x N- oo

So we have shown that for real g > g2 (A) is equal to f,(1/g*), where f, is the
function

fuz)= lim (A}~ 2ton=4koz
N—-w

Due to Lemma 3.1 (note that u,=41,/g¢)f 4 is analytic in the circle |z| < 1/gg. f,is
the desired analytic continuation of {4). []

Remarks. 1) It is left as an exercise to the reader to derive an expansion for w,(A4, A)
which is convergent for Reg? > g2, uniform in t € [0, t,] for any ¢, < oo (choose the
cylinder [0,t,] x supp/ as the set, which replaces ./ in Definition 2.2). One
immediately obtains that w,(4, A)»<{A*A4) as t—0 and hence, by Lemma 1.1, the
existence of the infinite volume Hamiltonian H =0.

ii) Asexplained in Sect. 1 the bound (3.22) implies a mass gap for H which is at
least M.

iii) The analyticity property of (A4) is due to the fact that the theory with
Hamiltonian

1 1 1
Hp= = A+ —V=—H
170 ke T T g Ml
2
has the same vacuum as the theory with Hamiltonian H,= %— YAa,+V
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To show confinement for infinitely heavy quarks we need the following lemma
[recall that for x e Q, L, denotes the Polyakov loop passing through (0, x) € 4; its
consists of the links {(¢,x), (t+1,x)), t=1,...,N].

Lemma 3.5. i) Let y=(W, P, n) be a Polyakov polymer with non-vanishing activity.
Then each time slice of 7y contains a connected subset, which connects L, and L,,
provided the representation q used to define zp, ,(7) represents the center of G in a
non-trivial way.

ii) Under the above conditions |y|=|W|+|P|=Z N x |x—y|.

Proof. If y has time slices (W,, P,), ...,(Wy, Py), then

ZP(x,y)(y) = Tr.}?g {tfll Pq(x)q(_v)T(n( VV;)’ n(Pt))} .

It therefore is enough to show that for PCQ,, LCL(P),
Pyan T(P, L)=0,

if LUL(P) does not contain a path w which connects x and y.
I now assume that LUL(P) does not contain such a path. Let # be the set of
vectors

'P{a,b.Q} € 3/?9’ 'P{a, b,Q)(g)= 11;[2 URQ(:I))b(I)(gz) »

where Q(/) denotes an irreducible representation of G. Since 4 is a base of #,, it is
enough to show that

Pyyain T(P, L) ¥ (4 5,0)=0.

Without loss assume that suppQ C LUL(P) (otherwise T(P,L)¥, ; o,=0). Since
T(P, L) commutes with gauge transformations, it is enough to show that

P yoan ¥ iab.0,=0. (3.23)

Assume that (3.23) is false. Then obviously
q if z=x
@*Q)(x)= y—4 if z=y , (3.24)
0 otherwise

where for an irreducible representation Q of G Q denotes the corresponding
representation of the center Z(G)®. Equation (3.24), however, implies that suppQ,
contains a path connecting x and y, which is in contradiction to our assumption
that LUL(P)>suppQ DsuppQ contains no path connecting x and y. Therefore
(3.23) must be true.

ii) follows immediately from i). []

The following theorem is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.1, 3.2, and 3.5.

5 We have written Z(G), the dual of Z(G), as an additive group; d* denotes the lattice divergence,

' @@= Y o)

yilxyre
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Theorem 3.6. i) Let >0 and Reg? > g*(p). Then the infinite volume limit

Ghix,y)= lim e P 70
nN-zd
exists. It is translation invariant and, as a function of 1/g*, analytic in the region %(f)
(see Fig. 1 ).
i) Forrepresentations g which represent the center Z(G) in a non-trivial way, and
for B>0, Reg?> g(p), there are constants K < oo, >0 such that

G (e < Ke e (3.25)

Vx, ye Q.
iil) The constant & in ii) can be chosen in such a way that a =&/f stays bounded
away from zero in the limit f— co.

Remarks. iv) The statement ii) clearly implies confinement for infinitely heavy
quarks.

v) Statement iii) shows that the string tension o{’} stays bounded away from
zero in the limit f— oo (zero temperature).

Proof of Theorem 3.6. i) immediately follows from Lemma 3.1 and 3.2

ii) For a power series Y a,x" with leading power n, and radius of convergence
r
’ N a,x"|<e” MY [a,x"e"™ < conste™ "M
if [x|e™ <r,. By the same argument one concludes from Lemma 3.1 and 3.5 that,
given g, 1 and 4 with g as specified in ii) and |u| < o, ReA> 4, there is a constant
M >0 such that
lim Gy, ) SeMxiu,
Q—2zd
Together with Lemma 3.2 this immediately implies ii), with d=N - M.
iil) We choose N = N(f}) as in the proof of Lemma 3.2. Then N(f)/f, and hence
&/p, stays bounded away from zero as f—co. []

I close this section with the proof of the following Theorem 3.7 (y,(-) denotes the
trace in the irreducible representation g).

Theorem 3.7. V>0Vg?* with Reg? > g&(B) there are constants K < w0, o >0 such

that e
[<xy(8c) sl £ K™ 4O (3.26)

(“area law for spatial Wilson loops™ ), provided q fulfills the condition stated in
Theorem 3.6,11), and C is selfavoiding (|A{C)| denotes the number of plaquettes in the
minimal surface A(C) with boundary C). K and o can be chosen in such a way that K
stays finite and o stays bounded away from zero in the limit f— 0.

Proof. Let ®:Q,—G be a gauge field which takes values in the center of G. Let
PCQ, be a set of plaquettes such that w,,=1 for pe P. Then

T(P)(0g. 0g)=T (P)(g.g) (3.27)
[use the fact that e**"(og, 0g) =e"(g, g) and that W,(g)= W,(mg) if pe P].
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I now consider a polymer y=(W, P,n) with n=1 (I call such polymers Wilson
polymers in the sequel). Due to the invariance property (3.27) its activity is zero if it
is possible to choose a co-closed set T'C Q,\ P such that C has winding number one
with respect to T (The proofis left to the reader, see also [19]). It follows that only
Wilson polymers y with [y| = | A(C)| contribute to the cluster expansion of {y,(g¢) -
This immediately implies the theorem. [

4. Deconfinement vs. Freezing for Discrete Groups

In the last section we have shown confinement for infinitely heavy quarks and an
area law for spatial Wilson loops for strongly coupled lattice Yang-Mills theories
with continuous time. On the other hand it is known [1, 3] that for high enough
temperatures 7! there is a region g3(f) < g* < g3(f), where spatial Wilson loops
still show area law behaviour, while infinitely heavy quarks are deconfined.
Here I show the existence of a third phase with deconfinement for external
quarks and perimeter law behaviour for spatial Wilson loops for discrete abelian
groups G. In this phase the deconfinement is due to the discreteness of G, and not to
high temperatures. Indeed we will be able to prove a lower bound #*(f8) on the
transition coupling gZ, which stays bounded away from zero in the limit f— co.
In order to prove these results we are going to derive a “quantum contour”
expansion similar to the expansion introduced in [10]. It is convenient to
normalise the Hamiltonian H,=HY' + V,, a little bit differently by setting

2

HO=5 ¥y A, (4.1)
2 &
(/]xy@xy) (gxy) = Z dCT lexy(hxy) . (42)

hyxyid(hyy.gxy) =do

Tagain start with an expansion for Z5/=Tr,, T, where T is defined as in Sect. 2
[clearly 4, in (2.4) has to be replaced by 4,,]. But now we expand T around

SO =" (4.3)
instead of T@=¢”. One obtains
T= Y S(L), (4.4)
LCy
o 1 1
S(L)= [H < y — f dt,‘...dt;"ﬂ S(t), 4.5)
leL \nm=1 ty. 0

where S(t) is obtained from S” by inserting D, at the times (¢}, ..., {}"

Next Iintroduce a base of #,, = P,.#,,in which $°' is diagonal. It is conveniant
to write the group G additively. For functions g: Q, -G, f:Q,—G, [ denote by dg
and df the corresponding exterior derivative

(dg) (p)= l;p g(l),

()= 2, fp).

pedc
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Forg:Q,-»G:l—g

v, (g)= IEI!]2 0(81, 81) - (4.6)
Let f:Q2,—G be a function with df =0; I call such a function a contour in Q and
denote the set of contours in Q by 4. Since (2, Q,, Q,, ..., Q) is a closed subcomplex
of Z? (we have chosen free boundary conditions) every function fe% can be
written as f=dg with g:Q,->G(d=2). T set

7,=P,¥, 4.7)

whenever fe€% and f=dg. Note that ¥, does not depend on the choice of g
because Py'¥, =P, ¥, whenever dg =dg'. It is easy to show that for contours f, f*
in @ (&4, 5= |8/ |26(1, ') with | 7| >0. Hence

B={P =P/ P||:fe%) (4.8)
is a system of orthonormal vectors in #7,. Since the vectors ¥, form a base of Hpy B

is an ONB (orthonormal base) for #,. I call % the contour base of #,. W (and
hence $9) are diagonal in the base 4,

W =W, W(f)

~L Y @o.spy2. (49)

pef2y

[Recall that we have written G additively. Consequently we write d(0, ) instead of
d(1,-).] But S(t) and S(L) are not because 4, induces transitions

A PP, =PoA W= — X -ame:d do2Po¥, 4,

where the sum goes over functions h such that d(h(l), 0)=d,, if |={xy) and h(l)=0if
[#{xy>. For ¥/ €% one obtains

AW == ¥ d?w/+, (4.10)

hxye

where % C G contains the nearest enighbour of 0 in G, i.e. the elements he G with
d(h,0)=d,. Using (4.4) and the fact that &3’ is on ONB for #,, we obtain

Zith= Y g,ﬂl (P7e (LYY, (4.11)
A A

where fy. is to be identified with f;.

For LCQ, I'set P(L):={peQ,:3le Lwith [edp} and P{(L):=Q,\P(L); for a
link I=<{xy) in @, I define p(t,[) as the plaquette ((t, x), (¢, 4), (t+1,4), (t + 1, x)) in
A={1,. . N} xQ Icall K=(fy,...., fx, Li,...,Ly) with f;e%, L;CQ an allowed
configuration, if f,=f,., on PY(L,) (t=1,...,N) and define the activity z(K) as

N
2K)= [] (P, S(L)P ). (4.12)
t=1
Finally the support supp(K) of a configuration K=(fi, ..., fyLy, ..., Ly) is defined
as the set of vertical and horizontal plaquettes p(t,[) and (¢, p) such that /e L, and
pEesupp f,, respectively. Note that only allowed configurations contribute to (4.11)
due to (4.10) and the fact that S'© is diagonal in the basis 4.
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We now analyse the factorisation properties of z(K). For fe% and LCQ, let
supp;. f = P(L)usupp f. We consider contours f}, f, g, 8, and sets L,, L, CQ, such
that f;=g;on P(L,). Wesay that(f, L;,g,)and (f,, L,, g,) are compatible if there is
no cube ceQ; which contains a plaquette p,esupp, f; and a plaquette
p,esupp,, f>°. Assume that (f;, L, g;) and (f,, L,, g,) are compatible and set
L=L,UL,, f=/fi+f g=8g +8&, Then

2
(V7 S(L)P)= [] (P7S(L)P).

This motivates the following definitions: We say two plaquettes p, p'e Q, are
incompatible (or connected) in Q, if there is a cube ¢ in Q such that pe dcand p’ € dc.
Two horizontal plaquettes (¢, p), (t', p’) in A are connected if t=t" and p and p’ are
connected in Q2. Two vertical plaquettes p(t,[)and p(t', ') in A are called connected if
P({l})uP({l'}) is a connected set and |t —t'|<1. A vertical plaquette p(t,]) and a
horizontal plaquette (¢, p’) are called connected if P({I})up’ is a connected set and
t'=t or t'=t+1. An allowed configuration K is called simple or a polymer if its
support is a non-empty, connected set. Two polymers K and K’ are called
compatible if supp(K)usupp(K') is not a connected set. If

K:(fla”'afN,Ll,...,LN)

and

K'=(f],...ofan Lis ..oy Ly)

are compatible, K 4+ K’ denotes the configuration

(fi+ /1o v+ S Ly, WLy, o, LyOLy).
Note that

AK)= [[ «K) (4.13)

if K,,...,K, are pairwise compatible and K=K, +... +K,,.
Due to (4.11)+(4.13) Z§ % can be written as the partition function of the polymer
system just defined

Zih= Y % KK ] A (4.14)

(as usual, ¢ takes values 1 or 0. depending on whether K, ..., K, are pairwise
compatible or not). For logZ4% one obtains the Mayer expansion

(K, ...K,) "
J(—n—!—l 1T «(K,). (4.15)

i=1

The following lemma gives absolute convergence of the expansion (4.15) provided
|4] is small enough and Reyu is large enough.

© Note that supp;, f;=supp, g; because f;=g; on PY(L;)
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Lemma 4.1. Let G be a finite abelian group, U ={ge G:d(g,0)=d,}, and w5, w,,
e P the constants
wy= Y e—RE(u/Z)dz(y.O),
g+0

wa=e®—1,  d=|uld; |,
e "=max{w;, 0w} (03 + DHwi/* "V},

Assume that e "®<1. Then z(K) is jointly analytic in p and J and

z(K)| < e "] (4.16)

K :supp(K)=A"
for all connected sets A" of plaquettes in A.
Proof. Let L,={leQ,:p(t,))e #"} and P,=(peQ,:(t,p)e #"}. Then

N
l2K)l= % IT 97 SL)e ). (4.17)
K :supp(K)=x" fl,.‘.,ff—pi;%’ i=1
supp Ji=1,

I first bound sums of the form

N .
DI | (G SA (AL SR B (4.18)
fi. fne€ i=1
supp fi=P;

where t; is a function which assigns to each le L; exactly n(i, [) times ¢}, ..., }¢?
between 0 and 1. Using (4.5), the bounds on (4.18) will give the desired bounds on
(4.17). I take a typical term of the form (4.18), namely

N
T= T[] D D,
S1nfne€ i=1
supp [, =P;

with 0<s, §;, si<1, 5,4+ 35;+s;=1. Inserting the base # we obtain

Si0.6€  i=
supp fi = P;

N ot 4 -~
TS T ] D,(fg) x 0D g frs e ),

where

W(f)=—Re <ﬁ> Y, dO.f(p)?, D(fig)=I(¥/.D,¥).

2 pef2,

Next we remark that due to the “transition rules” (4.10) only contours g; wit~h
P,Csupp(g;)CP; contribute to the above sum. Here P,=P,uP(L) and P,
=P\P(L)). I define
/o o(g)= 1 if Pcsupp(g)CP
P8 10 otherwise '
Then

N & ~
T< Y 1 e sl f)e"VD( S 8)

fi1,9i€€ i=1
3, W D WS-
X XP,,P,(gi)eslw(g‘)Dz,-(gi’fi+ DXAPis1 P 1(fi+ Ve v ')} .
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The right-hand side can be viewed as trace in [*(%). Using Holder’s inequality we
obtain the bound
T =< R2eMUD
- il;ll . f?e:‘g .
P;Csupp f,CP;
where & is the norm of the operator D, in L*(%) with kernel D (-, -). Bounding & by &
we obtain

N _ o
T < 1 {01 +wy) P Ple2) .
i=1
If one considers the general term in (4.18) instead of 7, ®* has to be replaced by

[T @Y. Using (4.5) we finally get the bound

leL,

{@IPAPWI(] 4 g ) PEIlL1Y

—

I

1

for the sum (4.17), where we used that P,\P,=P(L). Since every link [€Q, is
contained in at most 2(d — 1) plaquettes pe Q, we can bound

13

1
————|P(L,)
wl‘tLilzwiiLtiwilLdéwilLilwiw—n" l’
provided w, <1. Using the fact that

N

1= ¥ (Li+IP)= 3 (1L +PAPL)| + [P(LY),

we finally obtain the bound (4.16) [

The following Corollary 4.2, as well as Theorem 4.3 need no explicit proof at
this point.

Corollary 4.2. Let G be a finite abelian group, y the character defining the
hamiltonian H, and d =2 the space dimension. Then there are constants g2 >0 and
f, <o, depending only on G, y and d, such that the following statement is true:
VB >0Vg? with

1 1

1
Re— > -
o () 51

AN, p, 4 such that i) Z; o=Z3%, and ii) the Mayer expansion (4.15) for log Z}%, is
absolutely convergent. logZ; , is an analytic function of g* in the region

max{1, §,/B}

1 1
4.(B)= { 2eC\{0 :Re—>~—}.
1 g {0} 22~ #(P)
Theorem 4.3.1) Let d =2, f>0 and Re(1/g%) > 1/8%(p). Then the infinite volume limit
(Ay;— lim {A); o
-z

exists for all local observables A€ .o/. {-) is translation invariant and (A is an
analytic function of g* in the region % ,(p).
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ii) For $>0 and Re(1/g*)>1/8%(B) and VA, Be o/ there are constants K ;< o0
and M >0 such that
[CAL(B) g — (AY{ BYg| K gge ™ MM

Vxe Q. M>0 can be chosen independently of A and B.
iii) Vg* with Re(1/g?)>1/g? the “full thermodynamic limit (1.7) exists. < > s
translation invariant and {A) can be continued to an analytic function of g* in the

reston 9, ={g*eC:lg* <gl}.

In addition the statements analogous to Theorem 3.4, ii) and Remark i), Sect. 3 are
true,i.e.Yg? >0 with g* > g% the infinite volume Hamiltonian H exists and has a mass
gap =M.

Theorem 4.4. Let d=3, >0 and Re(1/g?) > 1/g%(B). Then horizontal Wilson loops
show perimeter law behaviour, i.e.

|<Xq(gc)>ﬂi e 7ICl
with a constant y < oo, which does not depend on C.

Remark i. The 1+ 1 dimensional theory on a symmetric space-time lattice shows
area law behaviour for all couplings g2 > 0. Using a correlation inequality (see [3])
one concludes that {y,(gc)); shows area law behaviour for all g >0 and < o0 in
241 dimensions.

Proof of Theorem 4.4. 1 consider the modified partition function

VA Q(C) Tr%glq(gC)TN‘
Since y,(g¢) is diagonal in the contour base # and

N

(P, 180 = i (P 18P

i=

Vie% with f=f+...+f, and fie¥, Zy(C) can be written as a partition
function with modified activities

n=0 {Kq,..., K.} i=1

where for a configuration K=(f,, ..., fx, L1, ..., Ny),

z(K)=z(K H (P 280)P").

The Mayer expansion for log Z%%(C), combined with that for logZ} %, gives

10g</(q(gc) N. fo= 2 Z %“’K") (ﬁ ze(Ky) — ﬁ Z(Ki)>.

K, n! i=1 i=1

.....

Telescoping the difference of the products and using the bound |z (K)| < |z(K)| we
obtain the bound

K, ..K,
R LELSRELES)

n!

xnlzclK )~ (K )| T (K
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We now proceed as in the proof of the perimeter law for the Wilson-type theory
(see e.g. [7]). Note that there are not more than |C|const® contours f with
connected support of size s in three and more space dimensions, for which
(W7, 1(80)¥7)# 1, because this implies that f winds around C. [

Remarks. ii) In Theorems 4.3 and 4.4 we assume that G is a finite abelian group. As
can be seen from the proof of Lemma 4.1, the finiteness of G is not essential, it is
enough to assume that G is discrete because only the finiteness of % (see
Lemma 4.1) was used.

iii) The “quantum contour’™ expansion derived in this section has given
several rigorous results concerning the expectation values of local observables
A e .o/ (including horizontal Wilson loops). It is not obvious, however, how this
expansion can be used to prove deconfinement in the sense of Polyakov. This does
not mean, however, that the theory does not show deconfinement in the region
%.(p). In fact deconfinement in the sense of Polyakov can be shown by other
methods, at least in a certain subregion of 4,(f3), provided d =2 (see Remark iv).

iv) The deconfinement proof of Borgs and Seiler [ 1] works for discrete groups
as well as for continuous groups, but only for d = 3. To prove deconfinement for
finite abelian groups VYd =2, one might proceed for example as follows:

By a correlation inequality the 2-point function G%,=e~#4 is bounded from
below by the 2-point function G%, without potential term. G4, however, can be
written as the 2-point function in a G-valued spin system at temperature g% Long
range order for this spin system for g2 < O(1) implies deconfinement for the gauge
theory in d =2, provided 0 <g* <constf ™.

v) It is clear that the “quantum contour expansion” described in this section
has to be modified for non-abelian groups, because for non-abelian groups
equivalence classes of gauge equivalent classical configurations cannot be
described by the corresponding plaquette variables’. The details will be discussed
in Appendix B.

5. Discussion

In this paper we proved several rigorous results concerning the phase structure of
lattice Yang-Mills theories with continuous time: For arbitrary compact gauge
groups G we derived a convergent strong coupling expansion proving confinement
in the sense of Polyakov, exponential clustering for local observables and an area
law for spatial Wilson loops in a region

Reg®>g*(f)=ggmax{1, Bo/B} . (5.1)
This result should be compared to that of [ 1], where deconfinement was shown for
g?<g3(p)=constp™", (5.2)

provided d = 3. Since spatial Wilson loops do not provide a confinement criterion
for the theory at nonzero temperature, this does not exclude an area law for spatial

7 This fact was overlooked in [7], where the weak coupling expansion for the Wilson theory was
trecated on equal footings for finite abelian and finite non-abelian groups
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Wilson loops for g% < g3(f). In fact there are convincing arguments [3, 8] for the
conjecture that spatial Wilson loops show area law behaviour for all f< oo and
g?>>0, provided G=U(1)) or SU(N) and d+1=<4 or d+1<5, respectively. For
G =U(1) this conjecture has been proven in [3]; for arbitrary compact groups
(discrete or continuous) this area law behaviour has been proven for

g2 >gi(f)=const'f. (5.3)

The above discussion is summarised in Fig. 2; I is the deconfinement region (5.2)
established in [1], II the confinement region (5.1) established in Sects. 2 and 3 of
this paper. In addition I indicates the generally assumed phase transition line I’
[G=U(1) or SU(N), d+1=4]. Area law behaviour for spatial Wilson loops has
been proven for all g2 >0, f < oo for G=U(1); for G=SU(N) the same should be
true, but rigorously it is only known in the region (5.3). The corresponding bound
is indicated by a dashed line. Exponential clustering has been shown in the
confinement region I1; for G=SU(N) it should, however, also be true in the
deconfinement region, at least for N =2, 3 (see [8]). For large N the deconfinement
region might decompose into a Coulomb-phase and a phase with exponential
clustering, see [1]. For G= U(1) one does not expect exponential clustering in the
deconfinement phase.

The phase diagram for discrete compact groups (we treated the abelian case in
Sect 4; the non-abelian case is discussed in Appendix B) is quite different (Fig. 3).
Here the deconfinement region decomposes into (at least) two phases which can be

N

< A
n
—

Fig. 2. a The phase diagram for G=U(1) in d+1=4 dimensions. b The phase diagram for
G=SU(N) in d+1=4 dimensions
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A
[sal \
1
|_

-

2

Fig. 3. The phase diagram for discrete compact groups in d +1 =4 dimensions

distinguished by the behaviour of spatial Wilson loops. In the region Ib,® where
deconfinement is due to high temperatures, they still show area law behaviour,
whereas in the region la, where deconfinement is due to the discreteness of the
gauge group, they show perimeter law behaviour (provided d + 1 = 4).° Deconfine-
ment in the sense of Polyakov was proven in the subregion

{g? <constf~'; Re(1/g%) > g*(B)}

of region Ia, but it should be true in the whole region Ia.

Exponential clustering was shown in region la and in region II, but not in
region Ib. The following cluster expansion, however, is convergent in the region Ib
and implies exponential clustering in the region Ib.

I first consider the theory without potential term. This theory corresponds to a
G-valued classical spin system in d dimensions and can be handled by a standard
Peierls contour expansion, provided the temperature g of this spin system is
small enough. To include the potential term one combines this expansion with a
Duhamel or Trotter product expansion in V. The resulting “high/low-
temperature” expansion is convergent provided fg? and /g are small.

I close this section with some remarks concerning the analyticity properties of
the string tension o, at zero temperature. I again consider the rescaled theory with

Hamiltonian |

i 1
o=—Hy= = Av— = 1,g.,)%.
o] gz Q 2 <xzy> xy 2g4 %d( ’gop)

The string tension o, in the rescaled theory and that one in the original theory
are related by 5,

g,=g°0,.

The following Quasi-theorem can be proven by a combination of the methods
developed in [18, Chap. 2] (see [22] for a short review) and those of Sects. 2 and 3

8 Region la corresponds to the inequality

Re(1/g%)>1/*(p) (5.4

with §%(B) according to Corollary 4.2, region Ibis the region where both (5.2) and (5.3) are true, and
region Il is characterised by the inequality (5.1)

 The theory in 241 dimensions probably shows an area law behaviour for all g2>0 and all
p < oo; for abelian groups this was shown in [3]; scc also Remark i), Sect. 4
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of the present article. To simplify our notation we stick to the groups G= U(N) or
G=SU(N).

Quasi-Theorem 5.1. Let v=d+ 123 and assume that q is the fundamental repres-
entation of G=U(N) or SU(N). Then ¢,,=0,/g> is an analytic function of 1/g* ina
neighbourhood of zero.

Sketch of Proof. Fix a constant A>0 to be chosen later and consider the two point
function
Guy()= lim Gx% 2470, ley),
0-z4

where e, is the unit lattice vector in 1-direction. Denote the Polyakov loops in
A={1,...,N} x Q which pass through 0 and (0, le,) by C, and C,, respectively. We
consider the cluster expansion (2.35) for G(l). For large g? the leading polymer y,,
will contain no cubes, because the activity of a polymer 7y falls like g~ ** with the
number k of cubes in y. So vy, consists of the plaquettes in the minimal surfaces S,
with boundary C,uC,. Asin [18], Chap. 2, we consider the deviations from 7, as a
gas of particles living on y,. Gy(l) [more precisely Gy(l)/z(y,)] is its partition
function and ¢’ its free energy density. For large 4 and small }/g* this gas is dilute
and the resulting Mayer expansion for ¢’ is convergent. Note that the excitations of
7o may contain cubes and plaquettes while they were only built out of plaquettes in
the case considered in [18]. This adds some complications to the geometrie
analysis of the surfaces bounded by C,uC,, but there is no doubt that the above
theorem can be proven with the technique developed in [18]. [

Remarks. 1) The above “proof” clearly gives also the analyticity of the quark-
antiquark potential V™% in a region {1/g*:]1/g*/<0(1)}, as well as certain
properties of the asymptotic behaviour of V,,(/), as [—oco; cf. [18, Theorem 2.2].

il) Combining the above techniques with the particle analysis of Bricmont
and Frohlich [23], one obtains the analyticity of M/g?, where M is the mass gap, in
a neighborhood of 1/g*=0.

iii) One can use the techniques of the above “proof” to show that the
perturbative expansion (in 1/g*) for o, and for M (as sketched in [5]) is convergent
for large g°.

Appendix A

In this appendix 1 construct a translation invariant infinite volume vacuum
(B~ ' =0)state (-) for arbitrary couplings g> > 0. I start with a sequence Q™ of finite
boxes

QW={xeZ"|x|<L,} »Z*

with periodic boundary conditions and the corresponding vacuum states on .&Zgm,

w(A)= lim (A om (A1)
B— 0

(use the Perron-Frobenius theorem to show the existence of the limit f— o). Using
alemma of Glimm and Jaffe [13] and a bound on w,(4,,) which is uniform in n, 1
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show the existence of a weakly convergent subsequence w,;(-). The limit

(o= 132 O (-) (A2)
is the desired translation invariant infinite volume vacuum.

Remarks. 1) In fact we will show the stronger statement that ,;, is locally norm
convergent, i.e. for any bounded region QCZ¢,

Opil g, 10 norm.

i) From 1) it follows immediately that ¢-) is locally normal, because a local
norm limit of normal states is locally normal.

The following lemma states the desired uniform bound on ,(4,,).

Lemma A.1. Let g*>0. Then

0<w(4.)< (d— 1))

4

foralllinks {xyy in Q™ y(-) is the character used in the definition of the potential V,,
(see Sect. 1).

Proof. Let E(Q)=inf specH,,. Then

1 d—1)y(1
E(Q) < (1[H g1 = (A Vo[ 1) = % x|Q9 = (—n—i—g—);u x|Q1], (A3)

where [1) is the constant function 1 in L*(dgom) and Q, Q% denote the sets of links
and plaquettes in Q™. Using the translation invariance of w, and the stability of V,,
(with our choice of normalisation, V,>0) we get for {xy) e Q"

2 1 2 1
wn(Axy): g_z ]Q(ln)| CU,,(H((?()"))Z giz m [wn(HQ(M)*wn( VQ(M)]
2 1 2(d—1)y(1)
= g jap) )=

where we have used (A.3) and the fact that E(Q™)=w,(Hom) in the last step. [
To continue we need the following lemma, which is proven in [13].

Lemma A.2(=Lemma 4.7 of [13]). Let % be the algebra of all bounded operators on
some separable Hilbert space # and let N >0 be an operator on % with compact
inverse N~ 'e . Then the set

{TeB|0<T=<1, Te(TN)<k}
is compact in the trace norm for all 0 <k < co.
To apply the lemma we fix a finite volume QCZ? and set # = 1*(dg,),
Wy 0= Oyl oz, -

By construction w, g, is normal, i.e. w, o-)=Tr- T, with some operator 0= 7, <1
on #. We set
N=1+4+ Y 4.

{xyycQ



340 C. Borgs

Clearly N ™! is compact and Ad—1)(1)
o, oN)S1+ =5 P g0

by Lemma A.1. We therefore can apply Lemma A.2 to obtain a subsequence n(i)
such that w,, o is norm convergent on .<Z,,. By the diagonal sequence trick n(i) can
be chosen independently of Q, which proves the convergence stated at the
beginning of this appendix.

Appendix B

In this appendix I discuss the modifications which are needed to generalize the
expansion of Sect. 4 to non-abelian groups. For simplicity of notation I assume
d=3. The complex (2, Q,,Q,,95) is now taken as the open subcomplex of Z>
generated by 2 (this corresponds to Dirichlet boundary conditions). For later use I
define 0Q as the set {xe Z>\Q:3yeQ with{xy)eQ,}.

As in Sect. 4 I set
y(g)= 1] o g)
but a contour is now defined more abstractly as an equivalence class [g] of gauge
equivalent classical configurations. I set P¥'=P,¥  and claim that

B = {lp[g]: lp[g]zK(Q)- 1/2([7[9]}

is an orthonormal basis of #, = Po.#; K(Q) is the constant p!t!~1?!, where pis the
cardinality of G. Since 93% {¥,lg :.Q1 -G} is a.basis of #,and (¥, P,¥,)=0if g
and g’ are not gauge equivalent, it only remains to show that

IPo¥,[*=K(Q) (B.1)

for all g: Q;—G. By an explicit calculation

HPO'PgH2 = f ﬂ dhx H (S(hxgxyhx_ 1gx_yl) .
xeQ {(xy>efy
We show that for abelian as well as for non-abelian groups only h=1 contributes
to the right-hand side. Consider a link {xy) € Q, such that one of its endpoints, say
x, lies in 0Q. Due to our choice of boundary conditions s, =1 for such an x. Using
the invariance of the J-function and the fact that 1 commutes with g, we find that
only h,=1 contributes to the integral. Iterating this argument one proves that only
h=1 gives a nonzero contribution to the integral. This proves (B.1) (note that
o(1)=p, if the J-function is normalized in such a way that { dgd(g)=1).
G

Consider the simplified model without kinetic term. Its partition function is
ZQ=Tr”ge_ﬂVﬂ.

Since 4 is an orthonormal basis for #,, we can rewrite Z,, as a sum over contours.
Zo=Y e P91
[g1
with V([gl)=(1/2g%) ¥ d(1,g,)".

pe;
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I need some notation: For a set W Q5 I define W as the subset W:= | cof
ceW

R3; P for PeQ, is defined accordingly. A connected set W C Q5 is called a simply
connected thick surface if W is simply connected. We say “P, CQ, and P,CQ, are
separated by the simply connected thick surface W” if Q,\ W has two connectiv-
ity components K, K, such that i) P, CK, and P,CK,, and ii) dist(K ;, K,)=1.

We call a non-empty set P of plaquettes simple if it cannot be decomposed into
sets P,, P, which can be separated by a simply connected thick surface. P,, ..., P,
CQ, are called the components of a set PCQ, ifi) P=P,u...UP,,ii) P,,..., P, are
simple, and iii) P; and P; can be separated by a simply connected thick surface for
all i=j. I define: The support of a contour [g] is the set of plaquettes p for which
g,pF1; a polymer is a contour with simple support; two polymers o, o, with
support P,, P,, respectively, are compatible if P, P, are the components of P{ UP,.
Isay & is a component of a contour «, if supp(&) is a component of supp(«) and if one
can find gauge fields g, & such that i)« =[g&], i) & = [ g] and iii) supp(g) "supp(g) = 0
(as a set of links in Q,).

I claim that each contour [g] can be decomposed in a unique way into pairwise
compatible components [g,], ..., [g,]- For simplicity I only consider the case that
P =supp([g]) has two components (I denote them by P, and P,) and leave the
general case as an exercise. Let W be a simply connected thick surface that
separates P, and P,,and K, and K, the connectivity components of @5\ W which
contain P, and P,, respectively. Since W is simply connected, we can find a gauge
transformation g— g, such that §=1 for all links in W. I define (g,),=g, if [ liesin K,
and (g;),=1 if ] lies not in K,. Obviously [g,] and [g,] are pairwise compatible
components of [g]. To show uniqueness one has to show that the equivalence
classes [g,] and [g,] do not depend on the particular choice of W and g. This is an
easy exercise.

Given the above decomposition of contours into pairwise compatible compo-
nents one immediately obtains a representation of Z, as the partition function of a
polymeter system. Note, however, that there is an additional combinatoric
difficulty with respect to Sect. 4: To show diluteness of the polymer system one has
to show that the number n(s, o) of polymers f of size s which are incompatible with
a given polymer o is bounded by |x|const®, where |«| denotes the number of
plaquettes in the support of o. This was easy in the abelian case, because there
supp(e) and supp(f) were connected sets. Here supp(x) and supp(f) are not
necessarily connected sets, but may be built out of several closed loops which wind
around each other. With a little bit of experience with cluster expansions, however,
it is not hard to show that a bound of the above form is nevertheless true.

The generalisation from the simplified model with Hamiltonian H, =V}, to the
full model with Hamiltonian H,=V,,+ HY is straightforward (use the Duhamel
expansion to expand in HY): as in Sect. 4 the kinetic term H{Y induces transitions
between different contours and we obtain a polymer system in A={1,...,N} x Q.
Up to technical details we thus have proven the following

Quasi-Theorem B.1. Let d>3. Then Theorems 4.3 and 4.4 remain valid for non-
abelian discrete groups as well.
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