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1. Introduction

What is frustrating about analytic attempts to solve quariield theory non-perturbatively is
that the “exciting new ideas" take many years to be put toiiseall. An example is the larght
limit of 't Hooft. 't Hooft’s idea remains promising for quaunim chromodynamics (QCD), but is
four decades old. There is no solutionMf— oo theories with dynamical mass gaps (though for
(1+ 1)-dimensional QCD, matrix integrals, matrix quantum medt®and maximally supersym-
metric conformal field theories, the situation is better)espite the gloom, optimism still lives;
hence this contribution.

The integrable principal chiral sigma model has a figlk), lying in the space of unitary
N x N matrices of determinant one, with= (x°,x!), being a point of Minkowski space, with
metric oo = —N11 =1, No1 = N10 = 0. The action is

S— %z/dzx MY Tra,u (x)1a,U (%), (1.1)
0

wherepu,v = 0,1. The action is invariant undér(x) — ViU (x)Vg, for two constaniN x N unitary
matricesvy, Vr, with a specified overall phase (hence the global symmetdyi) x U(N)/U(1)).
We do not include a Wess-Zumino-Witten term in this actiohisTtheory is asymptotically free,
and we assume it has a mass gajfor all go andN > 2. In the limitN — oo, the Feynman diagrams
for Green’s functions become planar, just as they do for QCD.

The S matrix of the actior{ (J.1) was found in the nineteemég [1]. The methods used to
find this S matrix relied heavily on the integrability of thenzipal chiral model. The S matrix
does not tell the whole story, however. In a theory of sonmgttiiut-not-everything, we need to
know off-shell behavior. This behavior is encoded in therfdactors of the theory[]2], which tell
us how quantum states respond to external probes. Formmdanty be used to determine vacuum
expectation values.

Some form factors for the scaling field were found in REf. §8jd the rest in Ref[J4]. Form
factors for currents were found in Ref] [5].

Isovector field theories are much easier to solve in the lohia large number of compo-
nents. An example is the Qf sigma model ird space-time dimensions, whose fiel&) is an
N-component column vector, satisfyinf(x)r (x) = 1, with action

N "
S— 2—g(z)/ddx kY 3,rT(x)a,r (x). (1.2)

The Feynman diagrams have a linear structure. They can bmedratN = «, and ¥N cor-
rections are straightforward. We know a great deal about suodels for largeN, even in the
non-renormalizable case of more than two dimensions, wiem® is an ultraviolet-stable fixed
point.

In simpler models like[(1} 2), the Green’s functions are ¢hakmassive free fields in the large-
N limit, with the mass gap depending on the couplimgand the ultraviolet regulator. This is
completely false for matrix models lik¢ (L.1), despite thetfthe S matrix becomes unity in the
limit. Furthermore, there is an infinite renormalizationtieé components dfl (x) at N = o; this
does not happen until ordey/Nl for isovector models. There does exist a massive free “maste
field in theN — oo limit of the principal chiral model, but its relation td(x) is nontrivial.
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For up-to-date reviews of largg-investigations, see Ref][6].

My interest in this problem came from studying confinemenmgywing non-Abelian gauge
theories as couple(ll + 1)-dimensional principal chiral sigma models. This conr@tican be
understood in a number of different ways, going back manysyff. It is particularly interesting
in 2+ 1 dimensions, because no strong-coupling assumption gede@]. Using exact form
factors known for the principal chiral model whose field lieSU(2) [9], the static quark-antiquark
potential can be found, albeit in an anisotropic thedry [t@hfirming the earlier suggestions of
Ref. [1]. The mass spectrum akebtring tensions can also be foujd][11]. For this reasomgitrs
worthwhile to generalize results for the principal chirabael beyond SU(2). Remarkably, the
largeN principal chiral model seems simpler than the SU(2) case.

In the next section we summarize the results of Rels[][f, 4Ir6Bection 3, we discuss the
relevance of these results to lower-dimensional gaugeitgeseo

2. Form Factors, Green’s Functions and the M aster Field

We first introduce the scaling fieli(x). This is a compledN x N matrix, obeying no specific
constraints. This field is apparent in ordinary perturbratioeory, as well as in our approach.
Matrix elements ofp(x) andd(x)" are related to those &f(x) andU (x)* through

D(x) ~ 272U (x), d(x)T ~ 2720 (x)T, (2.1)

whereZ is a real infinitesimal renormalization factor.
The two-point Wightman function is

ﬁ<0|¢(0)¢(X)T|0> (0|U |O /delepmxe"1+x+ e o)

00 21+1 2 1
— i — b +~—6;
+3 l;/del d92|+1exp[| Zl m(x e’ +x"e )]ui(ej J_+1)2+n2+0(1/N), (2.2)

wherex® = (X0 £x1)/2. The quantities;,..., 6,1 are rapidities of excitations, related to the
momenta of these excitations py= (mcosh@J ,msinh@;). A rapidity variable with two subscripts
denotes the difference of two rapiditidy = 6; — 6. The excitations themselves are particles or
antiparticles, with two colors (or alternatively one codord one anti-color) which hawg possible
values. A free-field correlator has only the first term. Thentin this series[(22) converge, by
virtue of being the result of repeated applications of this§tm kernel (for more discussion, see
Ref. [4]). What makes this result possible is the absenceoaht states in the largd-limit.
The particles of the principal chiral model consist of “elartary” particles of mass and bound
states ofr of these particles. The masses of these bound states arelgivine sine lawm, =
msin{/sing. If we assume thanis fixed asN — o, the binding energy vanishes for all of these,
except the antiparticle, for whiagh=N — 1.

To find form factors, we need the two-particle S matfix [1]. Wen't explain its origin here
(a guide through the literature is presented in Section 1eff §]). This S matrix has the/N
expansion

s PoP (2.3)

27
- g PELH1EP) - s

Sp(0) = [1+0O(1/N?)] T
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The symbolP denotes the operation of interchanging colors betweerncfest In the second and
third terms either the left or right colors are interchangkudthe last term, both are interchanged.
We can find the scattering matrix of one particle and one arttgle Sap(8) from @.3), using
crossing.

The expressior] (3.2) is found from an infinite set of formdestfor ®. Smirnov’s axioms for
the form factors of integrable field theories ir-1L dimensions arg]2]:

Scattering Axiom (Watson's theorem).

< O|q3(o)boao||17elacl;--';ijejvcj;Ij+179j+lvcj+l;-'-;Iﬂ79ﬂ7Cn>in
c.,C
= Sj|j+1(ej i+1) JE1jCJH1
X <0|q)(0)boao||laelacl;---;IJ{+17ej+lvcg+1;lj{76jvcg;-'-;Iﬂ79ﬂ7Cn>in7 (24)

wherely, k=1,...,nis P or A (particle or antiparticle) an@y denotes a pair of color indices
(which may be writteragby, for Cx = P andbyay, for Cx = A) and similarly for the primed indices.
Though [28) becomes unity &— «, contractions of colors produce factors of oréier

Periodicity Axiom.

<O‘(D(O)boao“17917C1; e |n76n7cn>in
:<O|q)(o)boao||n, Bn—zm,Cn, |1,91,C1, , Infl,enfl,Cnfjjin. (25)

Annihilation-Pole Axiom. This fixes the residues of the poles of the form factors.

Res$g,,——7i (O] P(0)pyap|l1, 61,C1; 12,62,Co; . . .5 In, 6n,Chn)in
= —2i<0|¢(0)boao||2,62,C/2; |3>63>Cé; ceey |n7179n71>C;1_1>in
CID /D Cr'IC;], CI / le]—
X SlIZ(elz) éléZSlIS(elS)Cglégn'Sllnfl(el nfl) Dn—Zé:nfl - 5%15526%3501}1 ) (26)

Lorentz-Invariance Axiom. For the scalar operata@p, this takes the form

(0] D(0)pyay 1, 81 +A8,Cy; 12,6, +A8,Cy; ... In, 6 +06,Cr)in
= (0| D(0)pyao|l1, 61,C1; 12,62,C5;. .. Iny B0, Ch)in, (2.7)

for an arbitrary boosh\8.

Bound-Sate Axiom. There are poles on the imaginary axis of rapidity diffeesst, due to bound
states. We can ignore this axiomMds— .

Minimality Axiom. The form factors have as much analyticity in the complep §tkc Im 6 < 211
as is consistent with the other axioms.

We now describe the form factors &(0), from which (2.R) was obtained. These are consis-
tent with the axioms discussed above. They are

(O|®(0)noap |A, 61,b1,81; ... ;A Buv—1,bm-1,8m-1;P, B, am, b - . .5 P, Bom—1,8oM—1,b,y_1 )in
M-1
= N-M+Y/2 > Fou(61,6s,...,6m-1) I_L561 (i) 00y br(jy s (2.8)
0,TE€ESm 1=
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for a particular functionF. We now try to clarify the meaning of this complicated expgres.
The permutationss and r are elements of the permutation groupMfobjectsSy; they act on
permutations of 1,...,M — 1. The rapidities of the excitations are orderedfhy 6, < --- <
6m-1. The letterA denotes an antiparticle, afddenotes a particle.The indicagandb; are left
and right color indices, respectively. Other orderingshef tapidities change the right-hand side
by an overall phase. Replaciiag0) by ®(x) is done by multiplying by exp-i 21-2":"1‘1 pj-%;. The
functionF is given to leading order in/N by

(—4mM-1K 4y

F (617627"-a92|\/|—1): — - -
o M54 (6) — Boj)-m + 716 — B}y + 7]

+O(1/N),  (2.9)

whereKgy is unity if a(j) # 1(]), for allj, and zero otherwise. All other form factors can be
obtained from these expressions by crossing.

The series[(2}2) is obtained from the form factdrs] (2[88)(Ry using the completeness rela-
tion for in-stategX)in:

(o) >(x)'|0) = Z<0l¢(0)lx>m in(X|®(x)|0) (2.10)
Form factors can be obtained for other operators besidéls fi€he Lorentz-invariance axiom
is modified by the inclusion of spin. A. Cortés Cubdp [5] hasrfd some the form factors for the

Noether current of the left symmetiy (x), = id,U (x)U(x)". The results for the current of the
right symmetryjff(x) =iU(x)"d,U(x) are similar. The results are

< 0 “;Ijl(o)aoCo ’Aa 917 b17 ap; P7 627 b2a aZ>in

27 1 1
a <5aoa2500a1 - N5aoco5a1a2> Osh, + O <W> )

= (p1— P2)y B+

and

< 0 “II,_J(O)B()CO ’Aa 917 bla al;A7 627 b27 ao, Pa 937 a~37 b31 P7 647 a4a b4>in

8rei
= N (PL+P2— Ps— Pa)y
o G (et~ B ) Suadndin,
" Gt ni)(ezgi 1) (604 + T11) <5aoa45alco - %580006611a4> Bagas Obybs Obzbs
e m)(913:—L|- 71 ) (624 + 1) <5303353200 B %56000561263> Gaya4 0o, b3 Doy
" Bt m‘)(9131+ 1) (63 + 1) <5aoa45azco - %58000661264> 5a1&5501b4502b3]
* O(%)' (2.11)

It seems that all the form factors of the current operatorthedtress-energy tensor can be obtained

[L2].
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To describe the master field, we need some more formalismn-Ataie is defined as a product
of creation operators in the order of increasing rapiditynT right to left, acting on the vacuum,

eg.

P, 61,81, b1;A, 65, b2,82, ... )in = AL(61)ayy AA(62)bse, -+ [0), Wherefy > 6, > -+ (2.12)
These creation operators satisfy the Zamolodchikov adgebr

Al (6y)c, A = S,1,(012) 2% of Al (6 2.13

i, (61)c, A, (62)c, = Sy, (O12)cc, Ay, (02)c, 2y, (61)cy - (2.13)

The Yang-Baxter relation is a consistency condition fof82. The master field is

_ de imx coshg —imx! sinh@ t —imx® cosh9-+imx! sinh@
MO = [ 5> [mp(e)é +2f(0)e : (2.14)
where2l, is the destruction operator of an antiparticle. It is theoadjof the operatoi?l;&. In the
limit N — oo, [QLAP(Q),EZl,KP(Q)] — 415(6 — 0'), and all other commutators approach zero. Thus
the operatoM(x) is a massive free fieldasN — . The form factors give the coefficients of an
expansion of the renormalized fied(x) in terms ofM(x) [B].

3. Gaugetheoriesas coupled sigma models

In this final section, we will briefly explain how our resultsagnbe used to study gauge theo-
ries in lower dimensions. We take the time coordinét@nd one space coordinaté continuous,
but 2. In axial gaugeA; = 0, orU; = 1. The remaining lattice gauge field i (x°,xt,x?),
and we drop the subscript 2. The left-handed and right-lthruderents may be redefined as
(b = iTrtyd,U (x)U ()" and j}(X)p = iTrt,U (x)T9,U (x), respectively, wherg: = 0,1 and
ty is a generator, with normalization ity = d4. The Hamiltonian isHo + Hy, where

Ho=3 [ 055 (i 00nf ¢ 5090 (3.
and

_ 1 (9p)%@° 12\ 12 112 L2 — (02 DO 2
Hi=y [ ot S0 [0100¢ )bl + (65 b @U, 1) — (6h) P eh @V Vs

/\ 2 L2-a
—<%> Z /dxl[jb(xl,xz)bw(xl,xz)b—j§(xl,x2)b¢(x1,x2+a)b] , (3.2)
9o x¢=0

where —®, = Agy, is the temporal gauge field, and where in the last term we haerted two
color charges - a quark with chargeat siteu and an anti-quark with chargg at sitev. Some
gauge invariance remains after the axial-gauge fixing, hathat for eachx?

{ [ o L1500 150252 — ) —gSQ(x2>b} v=o0, (3:3)

lwitten’s original observation was that there should exispecific classical master-field configuration. There is
little difference between this and a free field.
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on wave functionals¥, whereQ(x?)y, is the total color charge from quarks xt and W is any
physical state. To derive the constraipt](3.3) more prégisee started with open boundary con-
ditions in the 1-direction and periodic boundary condisidn the 2-direction, meaning that the
two-dimensional space is a cylinder.

The unperturbed Hamiltoniah (B.1) is a discrete sum of fadechiral nonlinear sigma model
Hamiltonians. Ultimately, we would likg, = go, and take both parameters to zero. Unfortunately
making approximations using form factors relygin go < 1 [LQ]. The critical poingo =gy =0
can be approached, but along a curve, which is tangent tgotheis, in a graph oy versusgy,.
Thus, we need to understand the crossover to the isotroparyttwith gy ~ go. For largeN, this
problem simplifies, because the eigenstate$ df (3.1) aeepiaeticle states. Ultimately, a real-space
renormalization in the? direction [IB] may be necessary to understand the isottbpiary.
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