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Abstract. Non-local order parameters are constructed in the Z(2) Higgs model
to probe the existence or non-existence of charged states. The non-local field
corresponding to the Higgs field in a complete gauge fixing is found to be an
order parameter for the locally unobservable global gauge symmetry breaking.
This symmetry breakdown is shown to imply perfect screening for the bare
charge.

1. Introduction

In gauge theories with matter fields the characterization of the confinement-
deconfinement transition by means of an order parameter is a long-standing
problem. Its difficulty is related to the fact that the charged states, if they exist,
cannot be created from the vacuum locally, that is they do not belong to the
vacuum sector. To deal with other sectors it is therefore indispensable to study the
properties of the charged states. A proof of confinement would require even more,
namely that one should have information about “all” the possible sectors of the
theory. However this is quite an unusual task because there is no generally
accepted method to construct and deal with representations of the quantum field
algebra which are different from the vacuum representation. (But see [1-3] for an
axiomatic treatment of the charged sectors in QED.) In the path integral
formulation of the theory the problem manifests itself in the impossibility of
finding a gauge invariant functional the expectation value of which would give any
information about the charged states. Of course this does not exclude the
possibility that the limit of an appropriate sequence of expectation values yet
defines a charged state [4].

We propose a solution to these problems in the case of lattice regularized gauge
field theories. The notion of the functional integral will be generalized maintaining
its Gibbs state character in such a way that non-local fields with non-trivial
infrared asymptotics will make sense. On the example of the Z(2) Higgs model we
can show that the non-local fields — though not integrable in any path integral
measure — have all the physical properties to describe charged states. Our method
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also offers a framework to prove confinement because the non-local fields define a
class of representations of the quantum field algebra which can be handled by the
methods of classical statistical mechanics.

The charged sector of the Z(2) Higgs model was at first constructed by
Fredenhagen and Marcu [4]. There were proposals for an order parameter by
Mack and Meyer [5] and by Bricmont and Frohlich [6]. That non-local fields
provide a method to analyse confinement and the structure of charged states in the
Z(2) Higgs model was announced in [7]. The present paper is but the detailed
version of [7]. Some steps toward constructing the charged sector in the U(1)
Higgs model were made in [8].

Another important application of the non-local fields is the problem of global
gauge symmetry breaking. It is well known that there is an apparent contradiction
between the standard perturbative reasoning that the Higgs field must have a non-
zero expectation value in order for the Higgs mechanism to work and the non-
perturbative results related to Elitzur’s theorem [9-11]. Certain non-local fields —
corresponding to the Higgs field in a complete gauge fixing — will be shown to serve
as order parameters for this symmetry breaking. However one must be careful
when interpreting this as an observable transition because of the essential non-
locality of the gauge. We have to emphasize also that we can single out a
distinguished order parameter neither for the confinement-deconfinement tran-
sition nor for the global gauge symmetry breaking. The point is rather the
construction of the class of fields which can “create” charges and/or can signal
symmetry breaking.

It is intuitively clear what is the field corresponding to a one electron state in
QED. Together with the bare electron one must create its Coulomb field too [12]:

w(x)=P(x)exp{i[ °yE(y)A(x",y)}, (1.1)

where ¥ and A are the usual electron and photon fields respectively. E is a
parameter describing an electric field with charge density JE(y)=4(x—Yy), in
particular the Coulomb field. One expects that the Euclidean expectation value
{P(x)p(y)y is non-zero and that y(x) really describes a state ®(y(x)) with finite
energy. The precise connection between classical functionals and states is provided
by the OS-construction [ 13—15]. This tells us that if reflection positivity is fulfilled
for the expectation value < ) then any field F supported in the x° > 0 half spacetime
corresponds to a state @(F) with norm | ®(F)| =<0(F)F>'/?, where 0 is the time
reflection combined with complex (Dirac) conjugation. The matrix elements of
local operators between ®(y(x)) and &(y(y)) (x°>0, y°>0) can be obtained by
calculating {(—x° x)By(y)), where B is a local functional supported in the
region {x'e R*—x°<x'°<)°}. Disregarding such delicate problems as the
continuum limit these expectation values already define the one electron sector in
QED. The representation on the subspace spanned by the vectors ®(By(x)) (B is
local, x is fixed) is supposedly translation covariant but not “Lorentz” [that is
O(4)] covariant because of the necessary breaking of the boost symmetry [1]. A
construction of the charged sector in this way presupposes, among others, the
solution of the following technical problem. If the expectation value {...)> is a
functional integral Z~' [ 2A29Py exp(—S)... then the field (1.1) has no mean-
ing. Even on the lattice y(x) is defined only on the zero measure set consisting of
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fields 4, vanishing faster than r ~ ! at infinity. Suppose that one somehow managed
to extend y(x) to all configurations 4, maintaining of course its local but not
global gauge invariance. Even then the sensitivity of y(x) to the configuration at
large distances — which is a consequence of Gauss’ law — would contradict its
integrability. This is because the notion of the path integral is specialized for the
use of local fields which are insensitive to what is the configuration at far away
regions of spacetime. In spite of this mathematical flaw the expectation value {
can be retained to be a Gibbs state on the (1.1)-type of fields too. The precise
statements for the Z(2) model can be found in Sect. 2.

On the lattice a generalization of (1.1) to arbitrary gauge groups and to
arbitrary spacetime dimension d can be given [16]:

()= M*(x|U (x°)) ¥’(x) = Jim  Z4 I(U(xo))yeAH\M ! dg(y)D*(g ™" (x))

X exXp {/3 o zZ}q 1 MU, ), (x°, Z))g(Z))} Ph(x). (1.2)

gloA=1

 is a real character on the gauge group G, D is the matrix representation of G
according to which ¥ transforms and dg is the Haar measure. That is, M(x|U(x°))
is the magnetization (at x) in a (d — 1)-dimensional nearest neighbour G-valued
spin system with boundary condition g=1 and with frustrations given by the
actual value of the gauge field U on the x° =const hyperplane. We will see in Sect.
2.3 that it is always enough to define a field on those gauge configurations U which
satisfy U=1 on all but a finite number of links. So (1.2) is well defined. Equation
(1.2) is locally gauge invariant but transforms according to the representation D
under the action of the global gauge group. If § is large enough then y(x)=+0 in
dimensions larger than a critical dimension determined by G and D. This already
suggests that, for example, in d =3 the compact U(1) Higgs model should confine
because there is no magnetization in the planar model in 2-dimensions. Butind =4
it may have charged states. In the case of discrete gauge groups a similar argument
suggests that there should be charged states in dimensions d > 3.

This argument, of course, is very vague for two reasons. At first there can be
charged states which are created by more sophisticated fields than (1.2). Secondly
even if y*(x) is non-zero the dynamics may force {0(y*(x))y*(x)> to vanish. In this
case no non-zero vector in the Hilbert space can be associated to the field p*(x). For
instance in the SU(2), gauge theory with a fundamental Higgs field (1.2) yields a
non-zero charged field because there is spontaneous magnetization in the O(4),
spin model [17]. At the same time one expects that this model is confining.

Ending the discussion of (1.2) we mention that in the case of non-compact QED
when G is the additive group R, D is the representation 4 eIR —exp(ih) and we
choose y(h)= —h?/2, then (1.2) reduces to the lattice version of (1.1) up to a
constant.

Unfortunately the magnetization type ansatz (1.2) is not very practical for
analytical calculations (but may be useful in numerical simulations). One can
generalize Dirac’s gauge invariant electron field (1.1) in another way which already
leads to our second topic — the spontaneous breakdown of the global gauge
symmetry. Notice that if E is the Coulomb field then y(x) of (1.1) is nothing but
¥(x) in the Coulomb gauge. So it is natural to introduce the following type of
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charged fields: V00 = QP U) () (1.3)
where ¢ is the original bosonic or fermionic matter field and Q( |U) is the gauge
transformation which transforms the actual U into a specific gauge. Equation (1.3)
is locally gauge invariant but globally not just like (1.1) or (1.2). Besides the
possibility that (1.3) may define a charged state it is interesting to see whether
{y*(x)> is non-zero in certain gauges or — if { ) is globally gauge symmetric —
whether {y*x)w’(y)> fails to cluster, i.e. yan; Y (x)pP(y)> =h?6*%, h+0. This

happens e.g. in the 4-dimensional Stiickelberg model if the gauge is chosen to be
the Coulomb gauge [18]. Kennedy and King were able to demonstrate [19]
similar phenomenon in the Abelian Higgs model in the Landau gauge. (See also
[20,21].)

What are the consequences of such a symmetry breakdown in quantum
theory? At first we have to point out the essential non-locality of the functional
(1.3) which forbids interpreting {y(x)) as the vacuum expectation value of any
local or quasi-local operator. This fact may be concealed in a gauge fixed
formalism but is explicitly seen in the gauge invariant formulation where the Higgs
field of any complete gauge fixing appears as a non-local field (1.3). There remains
the possibility that, nevertheless, the state ®(p*(x)) describes some new physical
situation. What we mean is that the expectation values of local operators in the
state @(p*(x)) cannot be reproduced by any state from the vacuum sector. This
would mean that @(y*(x)) has a non-zero component lying in a new sector. [ This is
the expected behaviour when there is no symmetry breaking, but @(y*x)) is a
charged state.] However this possibility is also excluded by the following
argument. Because of the lack of clustering of the non-local fields in ¢ ) the limit

h™! Jlim T"®(p*(x))=h"" lim ®(yp*(x+n0)) (T is the transfer matrix) exists and

defines a unit vector @%. The expectation values of local operators in &% exactly
agree with those in the vacuum because of clustering between local fields and the
non-local ones:

(D%, a®%) =CA(a)),

where A(a) is the classical functional corresponding to the operator a. Consequent-
ly @%, though it seems to be charged, generates the chargeless vacuum state. This
means that the naive charge of @% is completely screened by dynamical effects and
no observable transition can be associated to the breaking of the global gauge
symmetry. This picture is supported by the fact that non-local fields signal a
symmetry breaking transition even in the confinement-screening phase of the Z(2)
Higgs model where analyticity of the expectation values of all quasilocal fields is
well known [14, 22].

We emphasize however that the non-observability of the global gauge
symmetry breaking does not mean the non-observability of the Higgs mechanism
in general. In more complicated models with larger gauge groups and containing
more Higgs fields and/or fermions it may well happen that there exist local fields
which can exhibit the presence of a Higgs mechanism. In these models the form of
the gauge covariant local fields corresponding to the one particle states may
change with the couplings and therefore yield an observable phase transition [11].
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Summarizing from the point of view of non-local charged fields, three
possibilities can be distinguished [18]: (¢ ) is globally and locally gauge invariant
and pure when restricted to the quasilocal fields.)

I. (Absolute confinement) Any charged field F corresponds to the zero norm
state: <O(F)F)»=0.

II. (Confinement by perfect screening) There exist charged fields F with
(O(F)Fy>+0, but for all such F the clustering breaks down:
nlgg} (O(F)T"Fy=h>>0.

III. (Existence of “free” charges) There exists a charged field F such that
{O(F)F)=*0and lim <O(F)T"F)=0. Furthermore the physical charge measured

in finite but arbitrary large volumes gives different results in the state @(F) and in
the vacuum &(1).

One can add to III the conditions of finite energy, translation covariance and
even a kind of gauge independence of the sector of @(F) if F is of type (1.3). These
will be discussed in detail for the Z(2) model.

As we have already mentioned the difference between I and Il is not observable.
In spite of this to distinguish them is conceptually interesting because it gives a
natural definition of screening. (The screening itself is not observable because it
relates an observable quantity, the physical charge, to an unobservable one, the
bare charge.)

For the Z(2) model with action S=—pf Z U(0p)—a Z U@)p(of) (U(?),

o(x)eZ(2), >0, p>0) the regions correspondlng to the cases L II, and IIT are
depicted in Fig. 1.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we introduce the notion of the non-
local fields in the Z(2) Higgs model and explain why the concept of functional
integration has to be generalized. In Sect. 3 the consequences of such a generalized
classical system to the quantum theory are outlined. We show how inequivalent
representations of the quantum field algebra can emerge if non-local fields are
included in the construction of the OS-Hilbert space. The remaining part of the

tanha
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tanhf 1

Fig. 1. The qualitative phase diagram of the Z(2) Higgs model. Locally observable (solid lines) and
unobservable (dashed line) transitions. The shaded regions are controlled by a cluster expansion
for the non-local fields too
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paper takes advantage of the several cluster expansions available in the Z(2) Higgs
model. In Sect. 4 we prove confinement for a large class of non-local fields when
both « and f are small. The construction of the charged sector in the small « large
region is carried out in Sect. 5. We obtain a charged sector which is gauge
independent and translation covariant without containing any translation
invariant vector. Therefore no irreducible subrepresentation exists in this sector
which would be unitarily equivalent to the vacuum representation. We also show
that this charged representation contains, if not equal to, the representation
constructed by Fredenhagen and Marcu. In Sect.6 we prove that there is
spontaneous symmetry breaking in the non-local classical system (<7 (y), s(o, f))
consisting of the non-local classical field algebra 7(yp) obtained from the
quasilocal algebra by adjoining to it the fields y of the form (1.3) and from the
Gibbs states s(a, ) constructed via different boundary conditions but with fixed
couplings o and f. At last we show that this phase transition has no observable
consequences in the local quantum system.

2. The Emergence of Non-Local Fields

2.1. Some Basic Definitions

Consider a d-dimensional cubic lattice Z¢ and let Y’ denote the set of its simplexes:
sites, links, plaquettes, ... etc. A simplex €Y can be regarded as a vector & e1Z°.
The set of p-dimensional simplexes is denoted by Y? p=0, 1, ..., d. The finite subsets
of Y2, respectively of Y will be called p-chains, respectively chains. The set of
p-chains C? equipped with the symmetric difference operation 4 forms an Abelian
group. One can introduce the usual boundary and coboundary operations 0 and d as

HeC?—oH= 4 0teCr™",  o¢={ney? ‘ln—d=1/2},
HeCldH= 4 dieCr™!,  di={ney’In—¢=1/2}

with the property 0*>=d?=0. The distance between simplexes is defined as
dist,m=lc—nl=__ % "=

sp=d-1

We will frequently use the notion of open and closed subsets of }. 4 CY is called

open (closed) if & e A implies that déC A (respectively 0& C A). An open or closed

subset A4 is always a subcomplex of ¥, that is the boundary and coboundary
operations restricted to A

*H=And(AnH), d*H=And(AnH),

obey (0*)? =(d*)* =0. The smallest closed set A containing a A C Y will be called the
closure of 4.
We introduce the following notations for special subsets of ) :

Y(z)={¢leXlt® 2t} Y ()={leX|® =1} te3Z.

Y(>t), YP(=t),... are defined analogously. Furthermore let 3 . =) (>0),

2-=2(<0) Yo=2(0), X(lt1, )= (2t)N Y (=1y).
For any set ACY, AP=ANY7?, A,=ANY (t) and A?=ANY7(¢).
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The solutions of the equation dH =0, H € C? are called p-cycles while that of
dH =0, H e C? are called p-cocycles. A p-cycle (p-cocycle) H can always be written
as H=0K(H=dK) in our case.

Two simplexes & e X are called connected (co-connected) if (ELOE)N(nudy)
+0 (respectively (Eud&)n(nudn)+0), and this relation is denoted by &vy
(respectively & A ). These relations extend in a natural way to a relation H v K and
HAK on chains H,K. An important property is that each connected (co-
connected) component of a p-cycle (p-cocycle) is again a p-cycle (p-cocycle).

We introduce the “bilinear form” (H;K)=(—1)#"Xl H K eCP, where |H|
denotes the cardinality of the set H. Then one has the relation (H; 0K)=(dH; K).

The group theoretical dual C, of C? consists of homomorphysms o: C?— U(1)
called p-cochains. g € C, can be naturally identified with a Z(2)-valued function on
Y by

oH)=[] o(&), HeC?.
&eH
The boundary and coboundary operations on C,, are defined as do(H) = o(dH) and
do(H)= o(0H) respectively. They obey d*=0*=1. The support of a cochain ¢ is
Suppo={¢eYlo(&)= —1}.

In a Z(2) gauge-matter system the configuration spaceis € = C, x C; consisting
of Z(2)-valued functions o= (¢, U) on Y°UY ! (p e C,, U € C,). The topology on &
is the pointwise convergence topology with basis of neighbourhoods

V{0, 4)={0' € Blo'(O)=0(¢)¢e 4} 2.1)

with some finite subset 4 of Y. In this topology ¥ becomes a compact Haussdorf
space.
The local gauge transformation on € is a continuous transformation defined by

@?)X)=0(x)2x) xeX°,

o—a?=(p% U9 (U )=U)dQ¢) ¢el’,

where Qe C, has a finite support. The global gauge transformation is
c0=(00)  (¥9)x)=—0x)

which is continuous too.

The fields are bounded complex functions F : ¥ —»C and are equipped with the
sup-norm topology. The local and global gauge transformations on the fields
defined by

FiQF,(QF)(0) = F(c9)
F+—CF,(CF)(0)=F(c°)

are isometries.

The spacetime support or sensitivity region Sr F of a field F is defined as the
smallest subset 4 CY which satisfies: 6] 4=0"[4 = F(0)=F(c¢’) for any 0, 6'€¥.
The algebra containing all fields with Sr F C 4 is denoted by o/(A4). o/ = u{Z(A)|4
CY, |4] < oo} is called the (classical) local field algebra and its closure o/ = </, the
quasilocal algebra. It is easy to see that o/ coincides with the C*-algebra of
continuous complex functions on . The closed *-subalgebra .o/'™ of ./ consisting
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of locally gauge invariant fields plays the role of observables in the classical system.
In this paper we will deal with only gauge invariant fields so, in order to economize
the notation, let .«/(A), o/, o/ denote already the locally gauge invariant part of
what they were above.

2.2. No-Go Theorems for Constructing Charged Fields
in the Functional Integral

The fields “creating” charge in the functional integral must be locally gauge
invariant on the one hand and must be charged, i.e. must obey CF = — F, on the
other hand. These two requirements, however, have severe consequences on the
mathematical properties of the field F, in particular it forbids F to be smooth.
What is more the existence of such a field is incompatible with the notion of the
functional integral in an infinite volume system. At first we examine the continuity
properties of the charged fields.

Theorem 2.1. Let F:%—C be locally gauge invariant and charged, i.e. CF=—F.
Then F can be continuous only at those points o € € where it vanishes. In particular,
each quasilocal field F € o/ obeys CF=F.

The proof is very elementary and left to the reader. We mention only that the
fact that all F € o/ have trivial charge expresses some kind of a superselection rule
on the classical level. It shows also that there is no observable order parameter for
the global gauge symmetry breaking.

Having been reconciled to nowhere continuity one still can search charged
fields among the Borel measurable functions on ¥. The following theorem,
however, ruins such hopes.

Theorem 2.2. Let (%,s) be the measurable space with the g-algebra s generated by
the open sets ¥'(0,4) 6€¥, ACY, |A|<co (defined in (2.1)) as the algebra of
measurable sets. Let F: % —Q be measurable and locally gauge invariant. Suppose
that CF = —F. Then F vanishes almost everywhere.

Remark. It is this measurable space (%, s) on which one usually defines the a priori
and the physical measures. We formulated the theorem for the Z(2) model but the
generalization to arbitrary gauge groups is fairly trivial.

Proof. It is enough to prove the statement for real F. Let €, =F1((0, c0)),
%_=F'((—o0,0)) and €,=F~'({0}). The following implications hold:

ce?, = F(6°)=CF(¢)= —F(06)e(— ,0) = ¢c%_,
ce?, = F(6®=QF(6)=F(0)e(0,0) = ¢%€¥, .

Now suppose that ¥"(o, 4)C¥,. Then 6%, and c“? €%, if SuppQ> 4. On the
other hand 6% € % .., therefore 6 = (6°) € % _, which is a contradiction. Therefore
no set of the form ¥7(g, A) is contained in ¥, and in ¥_ by symmetry. If F is
measurable, then ¥,U% _ €s. Since the unique covering of €,U% _ with sets from
the ring generated by ¢ and the ¥ (o, A)’s is ¥ D%, % _ we have for any finite
measure u on s that u(%,v%_)=u(¥) and analogously u(%,u¥%.)=u(®). This
proves that u(¢,)=u(®_)=0. [
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For illustration let us mention the charged field o(x) U(J,), where J,CY! and
0J,={x} which is locally gauge invariant but globally not. This field can be
defined only on the zero measure set consisting of configurations (¢, U) with
Supp U finite. Even on this subset of €, ¢(x)U(J,) is nowhere continuous.

2.3. Non-Local Fields and the Extended Gibbs States

The way out of the problems encountered above we are going to propose is very
simple. What caused the trouble was our insistence on distinguishing configu-
rations which are different only at very large distances. Pushing to extremes we can
say that the problem is the contradiction between the Gauss law and the topology
of & suggested by locality. However locality is a requirement on observables and
not on the charged fields. So we will abandon the concept that a field is a function
on ¢. From now on a field will mean the following.

Definition 2.3. A field F is a bounded locally gauge invariant function F: 4 —C,
where €’ is the restricted configuration space consisting of configurations
o =(p, U)e € such that |[Supp U| < oo and either |Supp ¢| < o0 or [Supp(— @)| < co.
The topology on %’ is the one inherited from 4.

Remark. €' is invariant under the group of local and global gauge transformations.
At the same time, up to infinitely supported gauge transformations, it is the space
of configurations which have finite actions relative to the action of (1,1). ¢(x) U(J,)
is now a well defined field.

The subspace of continuous fields on ¢” is homeomorphic to & by continuous
extension and they will be identified in the sequel. The same remark holds for 7(A)
and «/,. The fields which are not in &/ will be referred to as non-local fields.

Our next task is to define the averaging procedure on the fields, that is the
extended Gibbs states. This extension does not mean more than that the boundary
condition now affects the whole complement A° of the finite volume 4. Let 4 be a
finite open subset in ) and define for any field F the following Gibbs states:

Fy;= Zij{ JE;M) e 51 F(q), (2:2)
(Fyi=<CF)}, (2.3)
Py =3Fy; +5<F)q, (2.4)
where
" E(N)={oeblo())=1Le(4)°U(1)']},
and

Sso)=—o ¥ U)e(@)—B ¥ U(dp).
teAl peA?

The freezing of U to be 1 at least on the timelike links of 04 expresses the
physisical situation that there are external charges in the wall 04 which can screen
the electric flux created by a charged field. Without this the propagator of the
charged fields to be introduced in Sect. 5 would be identically zero.
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These Gibbs states are of course continuous positive linear functionals with
norm 1, i.e. states, on the C*-algebra of bounded functions on ¥’. Therefore, if
restricted to <, the finite volume Gibbs states and their thermodynamical limits
too (which exist on .« as a consequence of Griffiths inequalities) can be represented
as an integral with respect to a regular Borel probability measure. If the
thermodynamical limit { )= 1111_1?}: { >, exists on a space larger than &/ and

including charged fields then such an integral representation for { » does not exist
any more because of Theorem (2.2). Throughout the paper the thermodynamical
limit 4 - will mean the pointwise convergence of the characteristic function of 4
to that of .

Since our primary interest is on the existence of charges it seems unnecessary to
consider fields which are non-local in the Higgs field ¢ too. The largest space of
fields we are going to study concretely (Sect. 4) is the C*-algebra # of fields
quasilocal in ¢. More precisely 4 is the closure in the supnorm of %, the algebra of
fields F such that |SrFnY°| < oo. Especially 4 contains the string ¢(x) U(J,) and
also the Higgs field in any gauge where the gauge condition contains only the U’s.

3. Representations of the Quantum Field Algebra
on the OS-Hilbert Space

The aim of this section is to show that the extended non-local classical system after
quantization is capable of describing various inequivalent representations of the
quantum field algebra. The strategy we are going to outline is applicable not only
to the Z(2) Higgs model but to a large class of gauge matter systems as well.
Let 47 be the Banach space of all (non-local) fields on which the given Gibbs
state { ) exists. (The superscript g refers to the couplings and boundary conditions
being implicit in < ».) The Hilbert space #7 constructed a la Osterwalder and
Seiler [14] from %? carries a natural representation of the quantum field algebra
which, for certain g’s, may be reducible. Certain sectors, perhaps all sectors, of #?
can be characterized by the common asymptotic behaviour of the classical fields
they are built from. Let us see what are the assumptions which lead to this picture.

Assumption 1. The finite volume Gibbs states >, are constructed from an action
S, describing a gauge matter system with nearest neighbour interaction and is
supposed to be reflection positive to all x°=conste3Z hyperplanes: If f is a
(locally gauge invariant) field with SrfcY (>x° and 6(x°)4=4, then
O(x°) f)f>4=0. Here 0(x°) is the reflection to the x°-hyperplane multiplied by
complex (Dirac) conjugation in the case of bosons (respectively fermions). We use
the convention of ref. [14] that the lattice is embedded into R? as Z¢+ 10.

Assumption 2. %9 is closed under the transformations listed below and ¢ ) is
symmetric (respectively conjugate symmetric) under them: Spacetime translations
T,1=0,1,...,d—1, rotations R,, 1 Su<v=d—1 leaving the time axis invariant,
0=0(0) and possibly some global internal symmetries of S ,. All elements of %7 are
locally gauge invariant. Let % ={F e #%|StFCY .}, then ¢ %% C%°. Let o/ be
the quasilocal algebra, then &/ %7 C 4°.
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It is easy to see that the above assumptions admit the following construction.
Define a positive semidefinite bilinear form on %%, as: (B,, B,)=<{6(B,)B,).Then
H=5° [N, where /" ={N € %’ |(N,N)=0}, is a Hilbert space of locally gauge
invariant states. The Euclidean dynamics is given by the transfer matrix T. T is
defined on the dense set #% /4" as

ToB)=d(T(B) T=T,, (3.1)

where ®(B) =B+ ./", Be %Y. From reflection positivity to the x° =1/2 hyperplane
T is positive. Due to translation invariance of { ) T is symmetric and a repeated
application of Schwartz inequality gives [23] that T <1, so it can be extended to
the whole 59 continuously. One can similarly define the space translation unitary
group {U(x)|xeZ*"'} as

U(x)®(B)=&(T**(B)), (3.2
d—1
where T*= [] T;". If C is an internal global symmetry then the corresponding
: . w=0
operator is Co(B)=B(C(B)). (3.3)

The state Q=¢@(1) is invariant under all of these operations and is called the
vacuum.

Assumption 3. T, is dense in %Y in the topology provided by the physical norm:
I1Blll= | ®(B)||=<6(B)B)'/*.

This assumption not only ensures the finiteness of energy (7 has a densely
defined inverse and no zero eigenvalue) but also admits a natural definition of the
quantum field algebra.

For all Ae(A) (ACY ,,|4|< ) we define at first an operator a(A4) on the
dense set T"%9, as

a(4)P(B)=P(AB) (34

if n is so large that ¥ (>n)n4=0. Equation (3.4) is a unique definition because
B+ AB maps T"%% n.A" into A" In order that we could extend a(4) to the whole
#¢ we need boundedness of a(4) which will follow from

Assumption 4. Every operator a(4) if A€ o/(A), ACY ., |A]| < co can be expressed in
terms of the canonical operators ¢(&), EeV_(A)nY. (1/2) and £(n), ne V _(A4)nY. (0),
where

6()B=0({)B,
t(n)B=lim eS=1(n+40)e 5B, Be%’, .

a(&) denotes the, if necessary, compactified variables living on the simplex & and
7(£) runs over the elements of the transitive transformation group acting on the
space of ¢(£) and leaving the a priori measure at & invariant. If ¢(£) is a Grassmann
variable then 7(¢) is simply the Grassmannian derivation /6c(¢). V_(A) is the
“causal” past of 4, i.e.

V_(4)= ékGJA V_(©,

d—1
3, In“—é“léf"—n"}.

u=

V_(O= {1162
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It is easy to see that 6(¢) and 1(¢) leave 4" invariant. The corresponding
operators on %9 /A" will be denoted by the same letters.

This Euclidean “causality” and Markov property of the time evolution can be
verified for models with nearest neighbour interaction if the action is not
degenerate with respect to the algebra /. That is, if S, cannot be expressed in
terms of fields from «7'(&) (¢ € A) with a non-trivial subalgebra .7’(€) of <Z({£}). The
proof is based on Schwinger-Dyson equations. One sequentially cancels the
dependence of 4 from variables at constant time hyperplanes — going backward in
time — by adding to A zero norm vectors of the form [D(£)— 1] A". Here D() is the
Schwinger-Dyson operator,

D(¢)= lim eSag(&)e 54, (3.5

If E°>1 then [D(&)—1]: %% >N .

After this the boundedness of a(A4) follows from boundedness of ¢(¢) and 7(£) on
the one-simplex-Hilbert space spanned by functions @ of (&) with the scalar
product

(@1, @5),= [do(n_)do(n.)D,(c(n-))e™ > Py(a(n ).

1+ =n+ 10, nis a timelike link or plaquette and S{, is the temporal gauge form of
S

" In this way we have shown that W(A4) = {a(A)|4 € /(A)}, AC X, is alinear space
of bounded operators on #7. The adjoint of a € U(A) can be naturally identified
with an element of 2(64). Then U, = U{W(A)|4CZ,|4| < oo} is an algebra of gauge
invariant operators. As a matter of fact if a; =a(4,) e W(4,) and a, =a(4,) e W(4,),
then wusing Schwinger-Dyson equations again a, can be rewritten as
a, =ay=a(A4)eU(4}), where A is already separated from A, by a hyperplane
E%=t=const and lies in the £°>t halfspace. Then a,a,=a;a,=a(4,45)e (4,
uAdy).

The uniform closure U of U, in %(#9) is then the quantum field algebra we are
interested in. U? can be regarded also as a representation of the C*-algebra U
defined in [4]. In the sequel we will identify U? with U through this natural
representation.

The mapping A € &/, a(A4)e U, which produces a non-Abelian algebra I,
from the abelian one .« , yields the correspondence between time ordered products
and operators. These operators automatically obey the canonical commutation
relations and the Heisenberg equation of motion.

Turning to the problem of sectors in J#7, let us consider a special case when the
subspace

A=A =9y, = @pAAcHos) (3.6)

is invariant not only under U? but the spacetime translations U(x), xe Z*™!, T",
n=0as well. In (3.6)  denotes an element of %9, and the above requirement means
that 1y, though being a non-local field, still has some localization property (cf.
[24]): Any translate of y can be arbitrarily approximated in the physical norm ||| |||
by a field of the form w4, where A is strictly local. This localization property is
partly a classical notion and s#(yp) will be called a classical sector. It is intuitively
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clear that strong enough clustering of quasilocal fields in the presence of 8(y)y
may lead to irreducibility of U #(y), but so far we could not prove such a
statement.

We mention that in the above scheme the vacuum sector is the classical sector
A1) and U9 (1) is always cyclic with cyclic vector Q.

For the study of the problem of existence of charged states and the problem of
gauge symmetry breaking the interesting case is when  is the matter field in a
perfect gauge fixing.

In the Z(2) Higgs model we will find all the above assumptions to hold instead
of %87 for an algebra .o/ (p) C %8¢ generated by </ and the gauge fixed form y(x) x € Z*
of the Higgs field ¢(x). The less trivial Assumption 3 and 4 will follow from
Theorem 5.11 and from the lemma and proposition below:

Lemma 3.1. Let () denote the transformation which flips o(&) and let D(E) be
defined by (3.5). Let MC2°n+1/2), LCZ'(n+1/2) neZ be finite and B be an
arbitrary bounded functional, then
i) DIMUL)T(MUL) [] e*U@n ] Vet p
pe(dL)’ ¢e(dMAL)’
— e 2V O0@) ] gm2BUGDI B,
teM—%0 peL=%0

where <(H)= 1 (&), D(H)= I] D&) and (HY =HAL(Zn-+1/2) for HCY.

ii) Analogue expression with (HY =HNY.(sn+1/2) and M~ 10, L—10 re-
placed by M +10, L+ 10 respectively.

Proof. Elementary algebra. []

Proposition 3.2. Let w(x)e%% if x°>0, wx)=0p(Ox) if x°<0 and
Tp(y)=w(x+y) if x°=0, y°>0. Let /(p) be the subspace spanned by
{Ap(x)|Aeof,, xeX°}. Suppose that {D(p(x)A)\Aeoly,.} is dense in
H#(p)={D(B)BeA ().} for any xe 2%, i.e. #(p)=H(p(x)).

Then A (y) is an invariant subspace of U, T and U(x) xeZ*~ . T/ (y), is
Il |l|l-dense in (), and all matrix elements (p(B,), a@(B,)) of acU(A) with a
double cone A=V _(£)NOV _(¢) can be expressed as

(p(By), ap(B,))=<0(B,)AB,),
where A€ o/(ANY ([ — 3,3])). Let us denote by A(a) the functional so obtained. Then
especially
A(R(¢)=e 220000 £ey1(0),
A(t(p))=e 200D, pey(0).
Proof. The invariance of 5 () under W, T and U(x) is trivial. To see that T.o/ () is

dense, let Be o/(y), and approximate it with Ay(x) x°>3/2 A€o/, ,. Using the
fact that A can be written as a finite sum

A= e~ 2eU)e(80) 1 e-ZﬁU(ap)AL p (3.7

LcEi(1) Pc;(l) el peP
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with SrA4; pC}Y(23/2) one can apply Lemma 3.1i) with the replacement n=1,
M=L+10,L=P+10,B= Ay pp(x) to show that each term of (3.7) multiplied by
w(x) is equal (modJV ) to a functional with sensitivity region lying in } (=3/2).

To prove the last statement let a =a(4,) A, € (A4). Since T"/ (1), is dense in
(), too, it is sufficient to consider the case when B,e T"./(yp), i=1,2, n=&°.
Now we can apply Lemma 3.11) and ii) repeatedly to construct a finite sequence
Ag,Ay,..., A, such that <O0(B,)(4;—A4;+1)B,>=0 and A(a)=A4,e(4
AY[-51]). O

4. Confinement in the Small «-Small j-Region

Using the high temperature expansion we will prove that it is impossible to
construct charged states in this region even taking into account all non-local fields
of 4 defined at the end of Sect. 2. Before giving the proof let us consider another
important aspect of the theory — the absence of symmetry breaking for small a.

Theorem 4.1. If (2d—1)tanha < (1 —tanha)??~ 1, then for all F € % with CF = —F,
(FYT=(F)~ =<(F)=0.
Proof. At ﬁrst we prove the statement for an F of the form F=¢(x) f(U),

<F>A—— Y e MOf(U) ¥ (tanhe)"5(0*LA{x})U(L)
LcAt

Z 4 veCiia

= Y  (tanha)’I{f(U)UW) [] [1+tanhaU@)@@)] >, (4.1)
JeConn _4({x}) ?5\71]1

where C,(4)={U € C,|SuppU C 4}, S¢ is the pure gauge part of the action and we
introduced the notation,

Conn,(M)={JCA'0*J=M;J'CJ and J' is connected = 0J' +0}.

Remember that A is open, therefore d4+0d. Now using the simple estimate
[{J € Conn ({x})|lJ| =n}|<2d(2d —1)""*, and that it is zero if n<dist(x, 1), one

obtains the bound
dlst(x o4)

KE>ilS Y 2|f](1—tanha) 2 ”<22"“||f|l—q (4.3)

n=dist(x,04)

if g=(2d—1)tanho(1 —tanha)' “2¢<1. This yields tanha<0.111 (d=3) and
tanha <0.079 (d=4).
For fields of the form

F=¢() IT e 2O f(U),  KCYLIK|<oo, (44)

we have

Py ={p(®) f(U));(K) <nK e‘z"‘U(")<"W)> +

A

where > (K)is the Gibbs state obtained from { )} by changing the sign of the «
coupling on the links of K. Since the bound (4.3) was obtained by an estimate
uniform in the sign of « it descends to ¢ ) (K) too and we arrive at the inequality

[KFYF|<224+1| £ e2eKl(] — g) =1 gdist.24)
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Taking finite linear combinations of (4.4) with different finite K’s:
. +_
lim {F)4 =0

for all such fields and consequently for all charged fields of # by continuity. []

Theoremd.2. Let Fe R, be charged,i.e. CF=—F. Then {0(F)F)>=0if a.and f are
sufficiently small.

Proof. In the same way as in the proof of Theorem 4.1 one can reduce the problem
to prove {O(F)F,)=0when F;= ¢(x,) f(U) with f;bounded and Sr f;,CY , i=1,2.
To estimate (O(F,)F,) 1, expand exp(—S ,) in powers of tanho and exp(—S,,) in
powers of tanh f, then integrate over U(£)£ e A} and ¢(x)(x e A°):

1

OENFDF=5 ¥ ReO0) 1) 3 Ganhp)"

x Y (tanho)™§(04LA{x,,0x,})6(04°PA(LAA,) U@ PAL).
LcAat

Decompose PUL into connected components and let J =J'UJ?C AU A3 be the
union of components connected to {x,,0x,}. Then we can write
COF)F) 5= 2, (tanho)""! (tanhﬁ)“"<0(f ) LU@4I24Y)

JeConn 4({x2,0x1})

x 1 [1+tanhaU()e@)] " T1 [1+tanhﬁU(6p)]‘1>+,
fedl pedd

A
AR pVvJ

where now Conn (M) denotes the set of those JCY'UY3 which satisfy: 1) each
connected component of J is connected to M, 2) 34J! =M and 3) 64°J*>=J'n4,.
Now we prove that if J € Conn (M) and |[M .|, [M _| are odd, then J v 04, and
therefore |J| = dist(M, 04).
Suppose that J? is not connected to 04. Then |04°J? =|J'nA}|=even.
Measuring the flux of J! through the coboundary of 4, one finds

(@53 =(@A4°) 3T (A3 T =(= 1) = 1.

Therefore (d4°),NJ* %0 and J v 84 as promised.

We estimate the number of links and plaquettes connected to J from above as
2d +(2d —1)|J*|+4|J?| and |J | +(4d — 5)|J?| respectively. The number of J’s from
Conn ({x, y}) and having a fixed length can be estimated from above by the
number of all connected sets J C A*UA? having that length and connected to x,
which in turn is estimated in the usual way using the solution of the Ko6nigsberg
bridge problem. These considerations yield the following bound:

IKOF)Fo3 1< % 1£ill1£2]12d(1 —tanhe) ™ g} g5
o ) 4.5)
ny +n, 2dist(x, 04),

where
q; =(6d—4)* tanho(1 —tanha)' ~2¢(1 —tanh )~ ',
q, =(8d—8)* tanh B(1 —tanha) " *(1 —tanh ) ~*¢.
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If g, <1 and g, <1 the sum in (4.5) converges and goes to zero with 41— . Ind=3
dimensions this corresponds to tanha<4.9 x 1073, tanhf<3.9x 1073 and in
d=4to tanha<2.4x1073, tanhf<1.6 x 1073,

5. Construction of Charged States

5.1. A-Regular Gauges

A gauge, thatis a complete gauge fixing, is a mapping x : Z2— C*, where Z? is the set
of 2-cocycles P CY? with | P| < 0. k is such that d - k is the identity on Z>. Once such
a gauge is given one can construct the locally gauge invariant field

Lv()](@, U)=0(x)[Q(x)](@V), (519

where Q(dU) e C, is the gauge transformation which transforms U into its k-gauge
form

V()=U)[dQdU)](), SuppV=x(SuppdU).

So (x) is nothing but ¢(x) in the gauge «.
If SuppU =L, P=dL=SuppdU, then one can write

Lv(¥)](@, U)=0(x) U V()= @()(L; J ) (k(P); ), (5:2)

where J is an arbitrary (infinite) 1-chain s.t. 0J,={x}. The arbitrariness of J in
(5.2) expresses the fact that the factor V(J,) realizes an ideal smearing of the naive
string (x) U(J,).

In the sequel we will restrict our attention to those gauges k which have certain
regularity properties. These properties will be useful both in the large  and in the
large o cluster expansions.

Definition5.1. Let A: R | >R | be a polynomial with non-negative coefficients then
a gauge x:Z%>—C! is called A-regular if the following two properties are satisfied:

i) k(P)=x(P,)4x(P,)4...4x(P,), PeZ?
if P=PAP,A...4AP, is the decomposition of P into connected components.
ii) dist(Z, P)SA(P|) V/ex(P), PeZ?.

A-regularity of x is already enough to control the thermodynamical limit,
analyticity and exponential clustering of the correlation functions {(p(x)p(y)) as
we will see in the next paragraph. However this admits a good quantum
interpretation only if x obeys a further requirement:

Definition 5.2. A gauge k:Z*>—C! is called Markovian if for any two 2-cocycle P
and P’ and for any non-negative integers ¢t and ¢/,

[PAY (>t)]+t0=P'AY (>t+t) implies
[k(P)NY. (> )]+ t0=x(P)nY (>t+t), and
[PAY (< —1]—t0=P'nY (< —t—t) implies

[K(P)NY (< — )] —t0=xr(P)NY (< —t—1).
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In words this means that k(P)nY. (> t) (respectively k(P)nY. (< —t))is uniquely
determined by the geometrical figure of PNY (>1) (respectively PNy (< —t)).

In addition to the above properties one can require k to possess nearly all
spacetime symmetries of the lattice. Rotations changing the time axis of course are
not allowed.

Definition 5.3. A gauge x:Z?>—C! is called maximally covariant if
i) it is Markovian,
il) gox=xog, where g stands for 0, T, u=1,...,d—1and R, 1 Su<v=d—1.
That A-regular maximally covariant gauges exist is shown in the Appendix
constructively.

Proposition 5.4. If k is a maximally covariant gauge and v is defined by Eq. (5.2), then
T*p(y)=w(x+y) sgnx’=sgny°
O (x)=1(0x)
R, p(x)=y(R,,x)
St (x)C Yogaso-

The proof is a simple consequence of the above definitions and is left to the
reader.

5.2. Correlation Functions of Non-Local Fields

The small a-large -region of the free charge phase possesses a convergent cluster
expansion as it was shown by Marat and Miracle-Solé [25]. Their proof
demonstrates that the expectation value of a quasilocal field can be expressed as
the sum of its perturbation series, each term being an analytic function of « and
e~ 2# and converging uniformly in a neighbourhood of =0, f=o00. We will see
that the same is true for expectation values of quasilocal fields multiplied by any
number of p(x)’s, provided  is derived from a A-regular gauge. This result can be
interpreted also as a proof of convergence of the cluster expansion for the
correlation functions in a A-regular gauge — where the interaction may be fairly
non-local due to the complete gauge fixing.

We will adapt the finite volume Gibbs state for the use of Marat-Miracle-Solé
clusters by slightly modifying the boundary condition. All the proofs could be
carried out for the Gibbs state (2.4) too (at the price of encountering some technical
complication with clusters ending on the boundary) and would yield the same
result as far as the infinite volume limit is concerned. Our new boundary condition
is of a mixed type in the sense that the gauge field is fixed to be 1 outside the open set
A but the matter field is free outside it. It is important also that we allow the matter
field to propagate on 94 so let A=A4004 be the closure of A and define

(da=fdp 5 e SH0D (53)
Z, UeCr(4)

where C,(A) was defined after (4.1) and de is the infinite volume a priori measure
for ¢.
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Theorem 5.5. Let y(x) be constructed as in (5.1) from a A-regular gauge. Then there
exists a real number b, depending on A and the dimension d such that in the region
max {|tanhal, le” |} <e~"° the thermodynamical limit

() p()) = lim {p()p(1)) 4

of the finite volume Gibbs state (5.3) exists, it is an analytic function of tanho and
e 2% and for positive values of o and B obeys the bounds

Cre ™A <(p(x)p(y)) <Cpe ™7
with some positive constants C,, C,, m,, m, depending only on A and d.

Before proceeding to the proof of Theorem 5.5 let us introduce some notations
and definitions. The winding number of a 2-cocycle P and a 1-cycle L is

(P, L)=(x(P); L). (5.4)

Infact visindependent of the gauge x. Sometimes we will use (5.4) also when Lis an
arbitrary 1-chain in which case of course « is fixed. We can write in this way that
wx)=x)UJ )v(P,J,), where P=SuppdU.

Let P~ P'(P, P'CY?) denote the situation that P and P’ are not co-connected
and L~L'(L,L'CY") the situation that L and L’ are not connected. We write
L~P(LeZ,, PeZ?) if v(P,L)=1. The relation ~ is called compatibility.

A Marat-Miracle-Solé cluster y is a collection of co-connected 2-cocycles
P,, ..., P, and connected 1-cycles L, ..., L, such that P,~P;i%j, L;~L;i+j and
the graph with vertex set {P,, ..., P,, Ly, ..., L,,} and with a bond drawn between L,
and P; whenever P;~ L; is connected. The set of all clusters y is denoted by #. The
family of clusters belonging to the open set A is defined as

2,={ye?|Pey = PcA* Ley = LcA'}.

Let Z denote either a connected 1-cycle L or a co-connected 2-cocycle P. We
say that ye 2 and y’' € 2 are compatible and write y~y' if Z~Z' for all Zey and

Z'ey'. The length of a cluster |y|= Y |Z|. The activity of y is defined as
Zey

z(y)= [] (tanha)'™ x [T e 21 T [] v(P,L).
Ley Pey Ley Pey
Obviously |z(y)| <e %" if « and B are in the domain max {|tanhal, e~ 2#|} <e~e.

Proof of Theorem 5.5. If A already contains x and y then

<w(x)w(y)>A=ZLA s (tanho)t! 37 = 2APly(P,LAT )V(P, T ,), (5.5)

PcA?

L ={x,y} dP=0
where — because of the arbitrariness of J, in the expression (5.2) - J,=J,4J  is an
arbitrary 1-chain with boundary dJ,,= {x, y}. So we may choose different J, s for
each value of Lin (5.5). Let J,, be the component of L connected to {x, y}. Then

WORODa= T (anha)” ;%; ,

(5.6)
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where Conn (M) was defined in (4.2) and we introduced the notation

ZN= ¥ I1:201), (5.7

Ie9, yel'

where % , is the set of compatible cluster families I' = {yy, ..., Vu}, V; € P 4, Vi~V i %)
z(y|J) denotes a modified activity

z(y|)=z()u@J)),

(5.8)
u(y|lJ)= Il;[y v(P,J) ’l;[y o(L~J).
With the usual trick one obtains:
w28 S wz0=d 3 LoD -1lelh, 59
ZA((D) ; 3, Y Y Y .

where Z(t) and ¢,(I') are the partition function and correlation function
respectively of a system with activity z,(y)=tz(y|J)+ (1 —1t)z(y):

Z H z(y), Z()= Z H z(y)-

I
U= 20) s, L

Notice that |z,(y)|§|z(y)l<e_b°'”\7’te[0,1]. Now if we introduce a norm
indexed by a parameter b,,

lell="sup Jo(I')exp{—b, |II'l}
red\(0}

(? = 9 G, T = y;r [yl) on the space of ¢’s one can apply standard methods [26]
to prove that if
Ko=exp{—4[b, —F(by—b,)]} <1, (5.10)
then
oD (1 —Ko)~ e irli=o, (5.11)

Here K, is an upper bound on the norm of the Kirkwood-Salsburg operator K(t)
which has the matrix elements

[KOIT,I")=0(T'e % )o(I" €9 (I CLI(— 1 1, 20),

where [I'T={yePly~T}. F in (5.10) denotes a function F:(c,, c0)—>R, which
occurs in the estimate
Y e "MZFB)lY],  b>co. (5.12)

yeP
vty

F(b) together with its derivatives (-— %) F(h)n=1,2,... is monotone decreasing.

The concrete form of F will not be specified here. (We refer the reader to the
Appendix of [4] for more details.)



338 K. Szlachanyi

Substituting (5.11) into (5.9) one obtains the estimate

Z4J) <2 e 4

e_(bo_bl)h’l’ 513
Z40) T 1—-Kq 50 .13

In

where 2(J)={ye Plu(y|J)*1}.
From the definition of u(y|J) and from A-regularity of k it follows that u(y|J) can
be different from 1 only if dist(y, J)< A(|y]). Thus

et < i e”2"CL(A2n) N (2n)=C, (zl <— d%))f (b),

ve?(J)

d .
where C,(r)=|{peY?|dist(p,J)<r}|<|J]| < 2> (2r)* and (k) is the number of
clusters y with length |y| =k and such that y ~ {0p} for a fixed plaquette p. f(b) is by
definition

fb)= 3 e 4 (n),
n=2

and therefore can be estimated using (5.12) as f(b) <4F(b). Because —d/db can be
applied arbitrary many times to both sides of this inequality one obtains that

Y e "M<RMB)J, (5.14)

ve2(J)

w4

is monotone decreasing.
Substituting (5.14) into (5.13) and the latter into (5.6), one obtains

where

—4b; |71
R OINES {ltanhalexp[zf_—KRwo—bo]}
0

JeConn 4 ({x, y})

& 1 _N 1 x—
S T T (515)
where
2e b1
1nq<1n(2d—1)—b0+mR(bo—bl). (5.16)

In the second inequality of (5.15) we used the bound 4(2d —1)¥ on the number of
paths connecting x and y and having length |J|= N. The uniform estimate (5.15)
establishes the analyticity of {y(x)y(y)) and the exponential upper bound if we
can show that ¢g<1 and Ky<1 can be satisfied in a region
max {|tanhal, |e " ?#|} <e~?. The exponential lower bound is simply

—4by

<w(x)w(y)>>(tanha)'x"y'exp{—fe_Ko R(bo—borx—yl} %20, f20.
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For demonstrating g < 1 substitute the value (5.10) of K, into (5.16). Then g <1
is equivalent to the inequality

2R(by—b,) _

4b1 > Y 1 4F(bo—by)

¢S Clm@d—1) "¢ ’

and after this K, <1 is automatic. Remember that both R and F are monotone
decreasing positive functions. Let b, be in the domain of F (therefore of R too) and
take for b, the larger one among the solutions of the equation,

_ 2R(b,)

" by+b,—In(2d—1)

Then b,=b,+ b, defines a region where the exponential bounds and analyticity
hold. So we can choose the smallest one among those for b,. []

4by + e4F(b2) .

The quantum interpretation of the above theorem is the following:
Corollary 5.6. If in addition to A-regularity the gauge x is Markovian then
T"®(p(x)) = D(p(x+n0) and (D(p(x)), T"P(p(x))) = p(Ox)p(x +n0)).

Therefore in the region defined by Theorem 5.5, the energy of the state ®(yp(x)) is
finite and positive.

The proof is trivial taking into account Definition 5.2 and Theorem 5.5.
The next two lemmas deal with clustering properties of y’s and of quasilocal
fields in the presence of y’s.

Lemma 5.7. Let A, Be of , and y(x) be what was in Theorem 5.5. Then in the region
of the couplings determined in Theorem 5.5 there exist an M >0 independent of A
and B such that

[<Ap(x) TABy(»)>| < C(4, B)e ™Ml

Proof. The family {AL= [1 e 2V Oe@ Ly |L|< oo} of fields forms a basis for
'52{0’ el

CALp () T(Agp(Y))) 4= ) (v +a)) 4 (LAK) A gga) 4.5 (5.17)

where { > ,(L)is the Gibbs state with « replaced by — « on the links of L and K* is
the translate of K by the lattice vector a. Since the exponential upper bound of
Theorem 5.5 was uniform in the phase of tanh« the first factor in the RHS of (5.17)
decays exponentially while the second is bounded uniformly in a. Therefore the
choice M =m, yields the required bound. []

Lemma 5.8. Let A, B, yp(x) and the couplings be the same as in Lemma 5.7. Then
lim {Ap()p() TYB)) = {Ap(x)p(y)) {B).

Proof. It is enough to verify the statement for A= A4; and B=Ax L and K being
finite sets of links,
. Z,J,LAK") Z (J,L)
a = N N
Ay Apde= 5 ] tanha, =750 2O (519

JeConn 4 ({x,y}) ¢eJ
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where &, = —aif £/ € LAK® and &,=a otherwise. Z 4(J, LAK®) is the same as Z ,(J) in
(5.7) except that a is replaced by d,. Since the sum in the RHS of (5.18) is uniformly
convergent both in 4 and in a we can take the 4— co and the a— oo limit term by
term. Now because

lim ] tanhd,=(tanha)!(— 1)IL"7!

Ao gey
and

lim lim Z4J,LAKY

a0 A-Y ZA(J, L) = <AK> s

the lemma is proven. []

The discussion of the consequences of these lemmas for the quantum theory is
postponed until Sect. 5.4 when translation covariance of the classical sector of a
single y(x) will be at our disposal.

5.3. Translation Covariance and Gauge Independence

Our aim in this paragraph is to demonstrate that the classical sector
H (p(x))=1p(x).o/ , is independent of x (x° >0) and also of the gauge x taking into
account the whole class of A-regular gauges which are convergent at the given
coupling. This means that the single new physical entity which can emerge from the
use of the non-local fields  is a translation invariant and gauge independent one:
presumably the asymptotics of a Z(2)-electric field with total charge —1.

The validity of the following lemmas are not restricted to the large f, small «
region. They apply as well to the large o cluster expansion discussed in Sect. 6. Let
2, denote the set of clusters in the volume A, #=|)#, and ~ be the

A

compatibility relation. Let the activity z: 2 — € be such that the Mayer-Montroll
type equation ¢, =1+ K ,0, for the correlation functions

oD= 5 oI, g0}, =)= T[] 0)
Zary

have a uniformly convergent solution in the region |z(y)| <e *!" and

loAD)| £ C e IITll

like in (5.11). We suppose also that the clusters y € 2 can be uniquely characterized
by, and will be identified with, certain finite subsets of ).

Lemma 59. Let ¥=()%, and F:9—QC be a functional bounded by 1 and
multiplicative: 4

F(N=T] F;), TIe%.

Suppose that there exists a finite subset = of Y such that

F(IN=F(nZ(E&)),
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where g’f(u) {ye2|dist(y, EY< f(Iy))}. The function f:R,—-IR, is monotone
increasing and supposed to obey

Y, e GBS0 if 100 (xoe X0 is fixed).
P

ye
ly|>r
yVdxg

Then there exists a sequence {F,r=1,2,...} C, such that

lim ¢|F—F,[>=0.

Proof. Let 2=, r)={ye Z,E)|ly|=r}. We define
F(N=F('n?4ZE,r), Te9.

Let A,={¢eY|dist(¢,5)< f(r)+r}, then ye Z,(Z,r) implies that yC4,.

Suppose that I' and I" are such that s(I)nA,=s(I")n4,, where s(I')=
u{ylye I} is the “shadow” of I' on X. In this case each ye 'n?(Z,r) must be an
element of I'"" too and vice versa. That is 'NZ(E,r)=I"NnP(E,r), consequently
F,(I'=F/I"). This proves that the sensitivity region of F, is finite, namely SrF,
c4,.

Let F(I')—F(I')#0. Then 'n?{E)# I'n?{Z, r) therefore I3y e I's.t. |y| >rand
dist(y, ) < f(ly]). The set of these y’s is denoted by 2(r).

Now we make the following estimation:

AP=F =5 ¥ W)

AEA

yel N P(r)

=<|F,|2>A<

> G

4T n2(r) £ 0)>D, (5.19)

where ( Y=< > 4l;-, and w(y)=z@)IF, ().
Since |w(y)|<|z(y)| the Gibbs state { >% enjoys the same convergence

properties as the original one:
OIa2@)F0yP= 3 (=D w(lo)eT )

ToCP(r)
Toe% 4\(9}

<C {exp[ y e‘(”°_”1)”'] —1}. (5.20)

ve2(r)

yel N P(r)

Now the lemma is proven by virtue of (5.19), (5.20) and the simple estimate
e~ @o—bylyl <const|Z]| Z [f(h’l)]d —(Go—bilvI_,( O

yeP(r)
Iyl 4 r
yVdxo

Lemma 5.10. Change the conditions of Lemma 5.9 in two places. Replace the
definition of 2,(E) by

PAE)={yePlyy+0 and dist(yg, E)<f(lyul)}
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and add the requirement that St F C H. H denotes a closed half spaceiny. and yg=1y
NH. In this case the conclusion is that there exists a sequence {F,|[r=1,2,...}Co,
such that

StF.CcH, r=12,... and rll»rg {|F—F,]*>=0.

Proof. Let 25, r)={ye 2E)|lyyl=r} and 4,={¢e H|dist(¢, 5) < f(r)+r}. Then
y€P,(E,r) implies that O+y,C4,, i.e. ynH=yN4,.

For each ye 2 define I'(y) as the family of clusters in y,U#(yy), where 7 is the
reflection to the (d — 1)-dimensional hyperplane 0H. Clearly I'(y,)~ I'(y,)if y, ~7,.
Because SrF C H we have

F(N=FI), TI= yg)rf(y).

Now let I', I'"e % be such that s(INNA,=s(I")nA,. Then s(N)nA,=s(I")n A,
too.
YELNPHE,r) = yyCA, = ye'nPE,r)

and vice versa. Thus I'n2,(5,r)=I"nP,(E,r), and we obtain that the (multi-
plicative) function
I'—F(I):=F('n?/(E,r))
is strictly local with sensitivity region SrF,C 4,.
To prove Iim ({|F—F,)*»=0 take a I'e¥% such that F(I')—F,(I')+0. Then

F(I')—F,(I'#0too and therefore 37 € " with |J| >r and dist (7, Z) < f (|7 4]). Since
there exists a cluster y e I' such that 7 is a cluster of I'(y), this y satisfies |y| >r and
dist(y, )< f (ly])- Hence formulae (5.19) and (5.20) are applicable. []

Theorem 5.11. Let k and k' be A-regular and Markovian gauges, y and vy’ the
corresponding non-local fields. Let x, yeY ., Ae sl be arbitrary. Then there
exists a sequence {A,|r=1,2,...} C.o o, such that

lim [ 0(4,p(9) ~®(4y/()] =0

whenever the couplings are either in the region determined in Theorem 5.5 or in the
one determined in Theorem 6.2.

Proof. Since the bilinear form (B,, B,)g=<{B;B,) is positive semidefinite
[2(A,1(x)) —D(Ap (Y)* = (O(A,p(x) — Ap' (), A,p(x)— AY' (V)6
=49 — AP
Let us take the ansatz 4,= Ap(x)U(J,)@(y) A, with some J,CY}, 0J,,={x, y}.
Since
Ap()— Ay )1 S 1412 <4 = w(x) p(x) U ) () w' (1)1
we are ready if we can show that F=uy(x)e(x)U(J,,)e(y)y'(y) satisfies the

conditions of Lemma 5.10 with H=Y,.
F depends only on P=Supp dU, namely

F(P)=((P); J ) ((P) AK'(P); J,) » (5.21)
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where J,CY'4, 0J,={y}. So F is seemingly multiplicative, |[F|<1 and StFC} ..
Now let P be a co-connected 2-cocycle and suppose that F(P)= —1. Then either
the first or the second factor in (5.21)is — 1. In both cases P, +§. In the first case,
because of the Markov property, k(P)nJ,,+0, where P=P , U6P ,. Therefore

dist(J,, P,)=dist(J,,, P)S A(P) = A(2|P.]). (5.22)

In the second case consider the unique finite BCY° which solves the equation
dB=(P)Ax'(P). Then one finds that y € B. Because of A-regularity of k and «’, any
link Ze€dB has a distance from P not larger than A(|P|). Thus

dist(¢,P,)=AQ2IP.]), /e(dB),
from the Markov property. So one has for any p,e P that the set
{Ee X Idist(&, po)<|P 4| +A2|P )}

contains dB . and therefore y too. Consequently

dist(y, P) =|P |+ A2[P.]). (5.23)

Comparing (5.22) and (5.23) we obtain that F(P)#+1 implies that P+ and
dist(5, P,)< f(IP.]), where E=J, U{y} and f(r)=r+A(2r). So we can apply
Lemma 5.10 substituting (5.21) into F and the output F,e .o/, into 4A.. []

This theorem establishes the promised translation covariance and gauge
independence of the sector £ (ip(x)). As a matter of fact the closure of y(x).<Z, .
does not depend any more on xe Y% and on the gauge x whatever A-regular and
Markovian gauge k is, provided it is countrolled by the given cluster expansion.
The transfer matrix and the unitary space translations therefore leave the subspace
A (p(x)) invariant even if the gauge is not maximally covariant.

Remark. The proof of Theorem 5.11 shows that the approximation of p(x)y(y) by
local fields is possible in an even stronger sense. Namely in the topology defined by
the norm | B||g={|B|*)>'/%. Hence the algebra .o/(;p) generated by y(x) xe Y° and
by the quasilocal fields is in reality a one element extension of .-

A ()= +p(x) A,

some kind of a “square root” of the quasilocal algebra. In the quantum theory we
have to divide .«¢(y) into .o , () and ./ _ (), therefore p(x)y(y) x° <0, y° >0 has a
significance in this case. But multiple products Ay(x,)...p(x,) =3, A€o/ carry
no new information.

5.4. The Charged Sector

Theorem 5.12. Let y(x) be constructed from a Markovian and A-regular gauge. If
the couplings are in the region determined in Theorem 5.5 then the subspace # (yp(x))
of the big Hilbert space #* has the following properties.

i) The charge operator C restricted to # (yp(x)) is —1.

i) H(p(x)) is invariant under the action of the quantum field algebra U, the
transfer matrix T and the space translations U(x).
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iii) All vector states ®e H(p)=H#(p(x)) ®+0 have finite energy, i.e.
(D, T®)>0. There exists an energy gap M >0 separating #(p) from the vacuum
Q=d(1)e #(1), i.e.

(@, T'®)<e ™M if |@|=1.

iv) There exists no translation invariant vector in H# ().
v) At large distances the sector # () is indistinguishable from the vacuum sector
for local measurements:

}i_%(¢,U(x)aU(—x)<D)=(Q,aQ)V¢e§f(1p), l®|=1, aell.

Proof. i) is trivial. ii) follows from Proposition 3.2 and Theorem 5.11. iii): The finite
energy property follows from the fact that by virtue of Proposition 3.2 again
T(pef o 4)isdensein pof/ ., therefore T has a densely defined inverse. To prove the
existence of an energy gap use Lemma 5.7 and the Schwartz inequality m times:

(B(Ap(x)), T'BAP(X) < [B(Ap(x)|t+2 71+ 27

X (D(Ap(x)), T "D(Ap(x))* " < [ P(Ap(x))|> 72 " CF "e™M"
| P(Ap(x))]Ze M.

Now the statement for all @ € #(y) follows from continuity. iv): Applying Lemma
5.7 to space translations, one obtains for all pe[—x,7]¢ ! that

lim 1 e ™, U(x)®)=0

A-3 |A| xea
at first for the dense set @ € y(x) .o/, then by continuity for all @ € #(1p). So there is
no eigenvector of U(x) in #(y). v) follows from Lemma 5.8 in the special case when
Be s/ is such that StBCY ([ — ,3]) because every aell, can be represented by
such a B (Proposition 3.2). The extension to ael and to all @ is
straightforward. [

Remark. The statement under v) that #(y) is locally indistinguishable from the
vacuum does not exclude the possibility that measuring the electric flux through
an infinitely far removed (d — 2)-sphere in space gives different results in 5#(y) and
in #(1). To decide whether this really happens is desirable anyway because until
now we have seen only for the charge operator C that it is different in the two
sectors. However C was defined in terms of C, the global gauge transformation,
therefore it is a purely algebraic and very non-local quantity and is not expected to
be measurable.

The physically measurable charge must be determined by local measurements.
Let us define for @€ 57 the quantity

L @,0(40)0)

QUP)= 55 lim (575 70y Ao Zo ol < 0), (524

where Q(4,)= [] %(¢) is the charge operator of the finite volume A = 4,440
teAl
o (1/2)=x.
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The numerator and the denominator of (5.24) separately would go to zero. This
is a property of the multiplicative and compact charge that the charge density
fluctuations in a neighbourhood of the surface dA completely destroy the
information about the charge in the middle of A. However because of Theorem
5.12 v) these fluctuations are common in the two sectors so one expects (5.24) to be
a sensible quantity.

Theorem 5.13. For @ in the dense subspace p(x)Z o, + N Q[o]= —1, while if

Proof. The action of Q(4,) is represented by the classical field A; where L= A¢. Let
&= D(p(x)Ag) and &'=d ((x)Ag,) with some K, K'CY%, then
(2,0(40)?)
(2,0(40)2)

where { »(L)denotes the Gibbs state with a changed sign in the matter coupling o
on the links of L. The cluster expansion analogous to (5.6) is

pOX)p() Aggary= Y (tanho)"(LAOKAK'; J)e™ 70KAKIE (526)

JeConn ({x, y})

=y (0x)p(x) Aggax > (L) (5.25)

where #(J, K|L) is the free energy excess produced by the replacement [cf. (5.8)]
21(1) >z ax () u(y|J)
in the system with activity z,(y)=2z(y) [] (L;L). The series (5.26) is absolutely and

L'ey
uniformly convergent in L. On the other hand for a given J if L is large enough |J
NL| must be odd. Similarly the cluster expansion for % (J,0KAK'|L) cut off at a
maximal length is identical with the cut off cluster expansion of # (J, 0K AK'|() if L
is large enough because z;(y)=z(y) in that case. Therefore

Lh_glo P(Ox)W(x) Aggax ) (L) = — KW (Ox)(X) Aggpx > = — (D, D). (5.27)

Now taking finite linear combinations of (5.27) Q[®(Ay(x))]= —1 follows. After
this the proof of Q[®(4)]=1 is straightforward. []

To establish connection between our construction and that of Fredenhagen
and Marcu let us mention the following theorem without proof:

Theorem 5.14. Let &,=P(p(x)U(Jx ,+40) T (@(x)p(x)), where x=(1/2,0) and
J x4+ nd IS the straight line connecting x and x +n0. Then the following limit converges
in norm for sufficiently small o and large f:

. o)
&= lim —~-.
n=>o |||

Hence @ is a charged vectorstate from #(p). Furthermore
(®,a0)=w(a), ael,
where w is the charged state defined by Fredenhagen and Marcu.
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6. The Problem of Global Gauge Symmetry Breaking

6.1. Symmetry Breaking in the Classical System

In this section we return to our original definition (2.2—4) of the Gibbs state and will
study the expectation values of the non-local field (x) when « is large and f is
arbitrary.

The cluster expansion in this region is obtained by going to the unitary gauge
¢(x)=1 and expanding in powers of e 2% The clusters will be co-connected sets of
links L with activity

z(L)=e ™ 2oILl g~ 2Pl4LI (6.1)

and compatibility ~ will mean the opposite of co-connectedness.
The advantageous property of y(x) is that it factorizes in terms of these clusters
too. If SuppU=L=L,u...UL,, L;~L; i%j then

n

)= T1 (L J) 0e(dL; J)= [T (L)

i=1 i=1

g ¢ (L)
1 _2,0)
=7 rezg'A Igr z(L)u(L)= Z0) (6.2)

The remarkable property of u is that if one considers L if dL=+ as the image of
P=dL under a (multiplicative in the sense of Definition 5.1i)) gauge ' then

u(L)=(J;dB)=(—1y*<", (6.3)
where BCY? is the unique finite solution of the equation
B k'(P) Ax(P) %f P+
L if P=0.
Now we could argue like in the proof of Theorem 5.11 that u(L)= —1 implies
dist(x, P)<constA(|P]) if k' were A-regular. The lack of A-regularity of x’ is,
however, compensated by the fact that now the activity z(L) will supress the

contribution from large co-surfaces L=x'(dL). So one conjectures that {y(x)>*
will be non-zero if o is large enough.

Lemma 6.1. Let BCY° be finite and x € B. Then

dist(x, dB)< g [(%>ﬁ+ 1} .

Proof. If dist(x,dB) > R = d then the cube C={y e Y.°||y* —x*|<R/d p=0, ...,d—1}
lies inside B. Since each straight line starting from a site of one of the faces of dC and
perpendicular to it must intersect dB, it follows that

d—1
|dB| > 2d (3} —1> :

If R is chosen to be the RHS of Lemma 6.1, then dist(x,dB)>R leads to
contradiction. If dist(x,dB)<d the statement is trivial. []
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Theorem 6.2. There exists a region |e” 2% <e ", Ref=0 of the coupling constant
plane where the correlation functions of the Higgs field in any A-regular gauge

satisfy:
i) (px)>* and {p(x)p(y)) are analytic functions of e~ and e~ 2%,
On the physical sheet 0.>0, $20:

ii) {p(x)) " =—<{p(x)>"=h>0,
iii) lim [<w(x)p()> —<wx)) <ph)y]=h,
iv) lim [<p(x)w())* —<w()>* <w())*1=0.

Proof. Using (6.2) we write
Z,J) !

In =[dt Z (L) [w(L)—1]e({L}), (6.4)
A((b 0 Le®?
where ¢(I') for I' a set of mutually compatible clusters satisfies the bound
b Irli=1)
lodN)| £ ———— if |z(L)]<e P (6.5)
1 - Ko

like in (5.11), where now
K0=€_b‘+F(b°_b1),

and we have to find the smallest b, for which there exists a b; e R with K, < 1. The
function F comes from an estimate on the number .4"(n) of clusters L with length
|L|=n and incompatible with an elementary cluster {¢}:

Nm=C",  Cy=[6(d—-1].

Thus
i Che™?®
Y, e PHSFO)Ll, Fb)=1—%—5. b>InC,.
Le? Cde
L+ Lo
Substituting (6.5) into (6.4) one finds
ZJ,) 2t o
In =22 < e~ bobIILL 6.6
n ZA(Q)) ~1-K, u(LI);:@—l (6.6)

So to verify analyticity and positiveness of {y(x)>* it is enough to show that the
sum in (6.6) converges for all A-regular gauges.

If u(L)= —1 then there are two possibilities:

1) dL=0. Then dB=L and from Lemma 6.1

. d[ (ILN\; 21
dist(x, L)< 3 |:<ﬂ> +1].

2) dL+0. Then dB=LAx(dL). For ¢ex(dL)dist(/,dL)<A(dL|), thus
dist(¢, L)< A(|dL[)+ %.
For /e L dist(¢, L)=0. Consequently

dist(¢, L)< A(dL)+%, ¢edB.
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Let £, € L, then the “ball”
{EeXllE—Zol SA(AL]) + LI}
contains dB and therefore x too. Hence
dist(x, L)< A(|dL])+|L|.
In both cases dist(x, L) < const|L|* according to our definition of A-regularity.

The sum in (6.6) therefore converges for all b, — b, >0. The minimal b, for which
K,<1 can be satisfied with some b, is

3+1/5 2
by=inC, 41015 | .
2 145
This corresponds to the value a=3.27 (d=3) and «=3.68 (d=4).
We turn to the proof of iv).

p)p)ys a(X) XX, — 1 — @ — 1) — @ —1)]

DA <YL x:5-N, X! x

aX) x x x
- ) Xk — 1y k1),
riotm, X 2 (uy —1) (uy — 1)

where Ny={0,1,...} so X is a multiindex on the set of clusters. a(X) is a
combinatorical factor [23], X!=[] X(L)!, z¥=[] z(L)*®, ... etc. u,,, u,, u, are
L L

obtained from the u of (6.3) substituting J,4J ,, J , J, respectively. Since there exists
[23] a constant K such that |a(X)/X!|<expK || X||, where | X | =Y X(L)|L|, one
finds that L

RGO 1S; aX)
GONI<ONA T xidtn, X!

SuppXn?,+0
SuppXnP,+0

C n
=const (=4 ) (6.7
B ngconsgx-yp/k <e2“ K_{ (6.7)

where 2, ={Le 2|u,(L)= —1}. For sufficiently large « the RHS of (6.7) goes to zero
when y— oo and iv) is proven. Then iii) follows from {y(x)w(y)>=<p)p(y)>*
and from {(yp(x)>=0. [

The above theorem proves that there exist gauges in the Z(2) model in which
the Higgs field acquires a non-zero expectation value if the Higgs coupling o is
large (cf. Theorem 4.1). Furthermore if the Gibbs states are considered on the
classical algebra .o/(ip) generated by ./ and the p(x)’s (x € }'°) then the global gauge
symmetry C is spontaneously broken for large o because there exist pure states,
namely { »*and { )~ which are not C-symmetric. We must emphasize, however,
that we can speak about symmetry breaking only if we enlarge the classical
quasilocal algebra .o/ to become a non-local field algebra .27(). So this result is not
in contradiction with the analyticity proven by Osterwalder and Seiler [14] for all
o if f is small.
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6.2. No Symmetry Breaking in the Quantum System

The cluster expansion discussed previously allows us to use Theorem
5.11 which in turn proves that the sector ##(ip(x)) is an invariant subspace of the
quasilocal algebra U as well as of the spacetime translations T, U(x). Moreover the
sector ()= H#(p(x)) has C-charge —1. At this point two questions emerge:

1) Does the failure of clustering in { ) imply that there exist vectors in ()
degenerated with the vacuum?

2) If yes, can a local quantum measurement distinguish a “charged” vacuum
from a chargeless one?

The answer is affirmative to the first question but denying to the second:

Theorem 6.3. If o is large enough then the sequence &(T"w(x))/|P(w(x))| n=1,2,...
converges in norm and defines a unit vector @ € # () which is space and time
translation invariant. However for any observable aell

(P, 0P )=(2,0Q).
Moreover Q[®,]=1 while Cd,=—,.
Proof.
|2 (T (x)) —@(T"p(x))||* = {p(Ox —nd) p(x +n0)) + {1p(6x — mD)p(x +m))

— (p(0x — n0)p(x +m0)> — (p(Hx —mﬁ)w(x +n0)>
-0

when n,m—o0 and }1}2 [®(T"y(x))| =h=+0 both because of the iii) part of

Theorem 6.2. This proves the existence of @. To prove (D, ad,)=(R2,aQ)acl
we have only to show that

lim Cp(0x—n0) U(K) p(@K)w(x+n0)y =h*CU(K)p(9K)> (6.8)

for KCY! finite. The cluster expansion for the LHS of (6.8) differs from that of
{p(0x—n0)p(x+n0)> in that the activities are changed according to z(L)
—z(L)(L; K). Therefore the clustering (6.8) can be proven in the usual way.

To see Q[P,,]=1itis enough to refer to the previous statement; since Q(4,) is
a special local operator, therefore (@, Q(A4,)P )2, 0(4,)2)=1. O

Summarizing the breaking of the global gauge symmetry in the non-local
classical system is unobservable in the corresponding local quantum theory:
UTA () is unitarily equivalent to U[H#(1). Now new sector was found in this
region by means of A-regular gauges.

Though not an observable one, there is still a difference between the small
o-small § and the large o regions of the confinement phase. This is the presence of
states with C= — 1 for large « which are absent for small «. The difference between
C and @ can be interpreted as screening. In this respect C plays the role of a bare
charge.
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Appendix

At first we construct a A-regular Markovian gauge «. Let us divide ) into the
following  disjoint  subcomplexes: Y =...UZ ;UE,UE;u.... Here
2,=Y(n—3,n))ifn=1,2,...,5,=05_,ifn=—1,—2,...and E,=Y (0). Any co-
connected 2-cocycle P can be decomposed accordingly as
P(t_)AP(t_+1)A...4AP(t.); Pm)CE, t_, t.€Z, t_=t,. Define L=x(P) recur-
sively as follows: If t, >0 then let

L, 1 =Lny (t, — 1/2)=(P(t+)—%0)t+ —1/2+

Since  P'=PAdL, _,,=P(t_)4...4AP(t, —2)4P'(t, —1), where P'(t,—1)
=P(t, —1)4(P,, —0)CZ,, _ one can repeat this procedure for P’ instead of P, so
defining L,, _3/,... etc. until when all plaquettes in PnY (>max{0,t_}) are
cancelled by dL, where L,=L, _;,4...4Lyu00,iy+12- If t-<0 then one
constructs L_ =L, .y;54... ALy 0,,;-1/2 @nalogously. Eventually one arrives
to that

P=dL_APAdL,,
where PC)’ (t) and
t_ if t_>0
t= 430 if _=<0=t,
t if t,<0.

Using the fact that )" (t) is isomorphic to the (d — 1)-dimensional complex X and P
becomes a 1-cocycle in X there exists a unique finite LC Y !(t) which obeys dL=P.
So let k(P)=L=L_ALAL..

This gauge k is Markovian and #-symmetric by construction. In order to verify
A-regularity with as small 4 as possible, consider the following general lemma.

Lemma A. If Zis a connected p-cycle 1 <p<d' —1 on the d'-dimensional lattice and
is such that the smallest closed d'-rectangle R containing Z has size $; X S, X ... X Sz
with s, =21 p=1,...,d, then for all LeR

dist(¢,2)< % <1 - %) + |2[/4 (‘;:11)

Z ‘ZII B
1 d}

fiizs

Proof.
1Z|=
IcC

where Z; is the projection of Z onto the p-dimensional coordinate hyperplane
indexed by I and |Z,|= Y Z,(&). Z; is an integer valued connected p-chain with
&ex

mod2 vanishing boundary. Since the smallest rectangle containing Z, has size
Zilz Y 2[1+ Y (s,—1) —2<d/—1>2s -2 —1)<d,>
RS [ = } p—1) &)
From this and from dist(¢,Z)<$ Y s,(¢ € R) the statement follows. []
u
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Corollary A. If Z is embedded in a d=d' dimensional lattice then

. Z| d 1
) —+-{1-=).
dist(¢,2) < T2 ,
Taking the dual of this statement for p=d—2 we obtain — since x(P) was
contained in the smallest open rectangle containing P — that

. | P| dd—3)
dlSt({’P)§4(d—2)+2(d—2) V/ex(P).
r dd—3)

So the gauge « is A-regular with A(r)= 1d—2) + 2d—2)

For the construction of a maximally covariant A-regular gauge k from « let us
choose a representing element P, from each orbit I'C& of the transformation
group (G, &), where G is the group generated by T, u=1,...,d—1 and R,
1=su<v=d—1 and & is the set of co-connected 2-cocycles. Then for P=gP,
(g € G) let i(P)=gr(Pr). The multiplicative extension of i to all 2-cocycles is then

the required gauge.
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