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ABSTRACT: Monte Carlo study of the Schwinger model (quantum electrodynamics in one
spatial dimension) with a topological 6 term is very difficult due to the sign problem in
the conventional lattice formulation. In this paper, we point out that this problem can
be circumvented by utilizing the lattice formulation of the bosonized Schwinger model,
initially invented by Bender et al. in 1985. After conducting a detailed review of their
lattice formulation, we explicitly validate its correctness through detailed comparisons with
analytical and previous numerical results at # = 0. We also obtain the 0 dependence of
the chiral condensate and successfully reproduce the mass perturbation result for small
fermion masses m/g < 0.125. As an application, we perform a precise calculation of the
string tension and quantitatively reveal the confining properties in the Schwigner model
at finite temperature and 6 region for the first time. In particular, we find that the string
tension is negative for noninteger probe charges around # = 7 at low temperatures.
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1 Introduction

Monte Carlo study of lattice quantum chromodynamics (QCD) is established as the most
reliable method to investigate the static properties of the strong interaction. However, in
certain situations such as with a topological 8 term or at finite density, the Euclidean action
of QCD can become complex, and the stochastic estimation of the Euclidean path-integral
is no longer possible. This is the sign problem in QCD. Since the same problem appears
in various fields of physics, the search for a new method to overcome the sign problem is
of significant importance.

The Schwinger model (quantum electrodynamics in one spatial dimension) [1] has been
often utilized as a testing ground of methods aimed at overcoming the sign problem. There
are several reasons. First, the Schwinger model shares many low-energy phenomena with
QCD, thereby the model offers valuable insights into the strong interaction. Secondly,
owing to its low dimensionality, the Schwinger model can be well investigated analytically
using bosonization [2-11] and even exactly solvable when the fermion is massless [1, 7-9, 12].
This enables us to check our numerical results to some extent. Also, the Schwinger model
can be transformed into a spin system by integrating out the gauge fields and using the
Jordan—Wigner transformation. The dimension of the resulting spin Hamiltonian is finite,
albeit exponentially large. Recently, many approaches have been applied to the Schwinger
model, including the tensor network method [13-26], the quantum computing [27-36], the
dual formulation [37, 38], and the Lefschetz thimble method [39, 40]. Among them, the ten-
sor network method based on the spin Hamiltonian formulation has achieved unparalleled
success so far.

In 1985, well before these studies, Bender, Rothe, and Rothe developed the lattice
formulation of the bosonized Schwinger model and calculated the static potential at § = 0



by evaluating its ground state energy in the presence of static probe charges [41]. A notable
feature of their lattice formulation was their method of addressing the normal ordering,
which arises in the bosonized Hamiltonian for regularization. Their study provided a
distinct lattice formulation of the Schwinger model, differing from the conventional ones,
such that using the Kogut—Susskind formulation [42]. Despite its significance, their paper
has not received much attention to date for some reason.

In this paper, we propose to utilize the lattice bosonized Schwinger model as a method
to circumvent the sign problem in the Schwinger model. In this formulation, the Euclidean
action is real even with a 6 term. Hence the sign problem does not emerge. After conduct-
ing a detailed review of the lattice formulation, we explicitly validate its correctness by
reproducing previous analytical and numerical results. As an application, we perform an
extensive calculation of the string tension and quantitatively reveal the confining properties
in the Schinger model at finite temperature and 6 for the first time. The present method
is quite simple and the same idea could be straightforwardly applied to a wide variety of
fermionic models in one spatial dimension.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we provide a comprehensive review
of the lattice bosonized Schwinger model. In particular, we explicitly document the cor-
respondence with the original Schwinger model’s bare fermion mass, which was absent in
Ref. [41]. In section 3, we verify the lattice formulation by reproducing previous analytical
and numerical results. In section 4, we explain our method to calculate the string tension
and perform an extensive calculation of the string tension at finite temperature and 6.
Section 5 is devoted to summary and future study.

2 Lattice bosonized Schwinger model

In this section, we conduct a comprehensive review of the lattice bosonized Schwinger
model of Bender et al. in 1985 [41]. The Euclidean action of the (original) Schwinger
model with a 6 term reads

Sp = / Prp(d+ gh +m)y + FWFW + 20 EWFW (2.1)

Here F,, = 0,A, — 0,A, is the field strength of the U(1) gauge field A,, ¢ the Dirac
fermion, g the dimensionful gauge coupling, and m the fermion mass. After bosonization
and integrating out the gauge fields, the Hamiltonian of the bosonized Schwinger model
reads [4]

2 2
H= /dZL‘ Dp)? +g<¢>+ \0f> 5 ;/2 ./\/'/\fcos(Q\fgb) (2.2)

Here 7 is the conjugate momentum, v Euler’s constant, and N, /7 denotes the normal
ordering with respect to the boson mass g/y/m. ' It is evident from this form that the 6

!The prefactor of the cosine term depends on the choice of scale used to define the normal ordering. If
the normal orderlng is taken with respect to the fermion mass, rather than the boson mass, the term takes
the form £-m*N, cos(2y/m¢). The equivalence between these two is ensured by Eq. (2.6). In Ref. [41], the

cosine term was introduced as Y—WZ cos(24/m¢) without explicitly specifying the scale of the normal ordering.



term is irrelevant at m = 0. For the path-integral formulation of this model on a lattice,
the normal ordering appearing in the cosine term must be removed properly.

In the seminal paper on bosonization in 1975 [2], using Wick’s theorem, Coleman
showed that the normal ordering can be removed as

2

Ny explifis) = exp{@m o, m} explifie), (23)

where A(z; p) is the Feynman propagator for the scalar field of mass u, and 3 is an arbitrary
real number. The Feynman propagator is divergent at the origin in the continuum. This
divergence can be regularized with an ultraviolet (UV) cutoff A by subtracting the divergent
part as

Az s A) = Az p) — Az A) = % lnz + O(a?), (2.4)

leading to the well-known formula [2]
Ny exp(iB(a)) = (A )" exp(iBo(x)) (2.5)
The re-normal ordering formula [2]
Ny exp(iBo(a)) = (i /1) "Ny exp(iBe(a) (2.6)

is also obtained from Eq. (2.5).
In the infinitely large lattice system, the Feynman propagator

1 i ko ikx
A<x,u,a)— I oy B k), (2.7)

A(k,ag) = (423111( ) (auf)_l (2.8)

is naturally regularized with the lattice spacing a. By substituting it into Eq. (2.3), the

lattice counterpart of Eq. (2.5) can be obtained [41]:
N,z exp(iBes) = O(1/ag)™ "™ exp(ifs,), (2.9)

O(1/ag) = exp{Qﬂ'A (0; %; i) } (2.10)

The factor O(1/ag) defined here appears frequently in the following, and we call it the UV
divergent factor in this paper since it is divergent in the continuum limit ag — 0. Table 1
shows the actual values of the UV divergent factor (2.10) at various lattice spacings. We
find the UV divergent factor behaves as O(1/ag) ~ 10/ag at ag < 1.

We can now define the lattice counterpart of the Hamiltonian (2.2) without using the
normal ordering prescription

Lz—l 2 2
alH = Z aﬂ':p :):Qb:):) (a 2‘(;_) <¢z + 2\0/%) - 2;;/2 %(ag)%’)(l/ag) COS(Q\/TTQZ):E),
(2.11)



ag O(1/ag) agO(1/ag)
2.8  2.962097... 8.293871...
0.4  24.63885... 9.855540...
0.2  49.86135... 9.972271...
0.1  100.1014... 10.01014...
0.025 401.0057... 10.02514...
0.01  1002.625... 10.02625...
0.001 10026.50... 10.02650...

Table 1. The UV divergent factors O(1/ag) (2.10) at various lattice spacings.

where 0, denotes the forward derivative 0, f; == fz41— fz. Since the continuum model (2.2)
is formulated on an infinite line, the spatial length L,ag should be infinitely large in prin-
ciple. However, in practical numerical simulations, L, must be finite and some boundary
condition must be specified. In this paper, we impose the periodic boundary condition
to preserve the translational symmetry and expect that the boundary condition becomes
irrelevant in the large spatial length limit L,ag — oo.

The thermal expectation value of an observable O(¢) at temperature T'/g = (Lrag) "
can be expressed using the path-integral [43]

(0(¢)) = trO(¢) H/T/tre (2.12a)

- /D¢o //DqﬁeSE (2.12b)

where Sg is the lattice Euclidean action of the bosonized Schwinger model

SIS 2 , (ag)’ 0\’
SE - Z Z T¢Z‘T (ax¢x77) +27T< x77+2\/77_>

=0 x=0
e’ m 9

_ W?mg) O(1/ag) cos(2\/77r¢z,7). (2.13)
Here the periodic boundary condition must be imposed for the imaginary time direction
since the scalar field is bosonic. The lattice Euclidean action (2.13) is obviously real and
bounded below even at § # 0, meaning no sign problem. The Monte Carlo configurations
can be easily generated by combined use of the heat-bath algorithm and the rejection
sampling, just like the case of SU(2) Yang—Mills theory [44].

3 Verification of the lattice formulation

In this section, we verify the lattice bosonized Schwinger model (2.13) by reproducing
analytical and numerical results in the literature. As an observable, we focus on the chiral
condensate

_ 2.
V) = —#g/\/g/ﬁ cos(2y/7) (3.1a)

= _%;/290(1/‘19) cos(2ﬁd>), (3.1b)



because it is directly related to the nontrivial normal ordering and is suitable for the check
of the present lattice formulation.

3.1 Analyical expression for the chiral condensate at m =0

We first derive the analytical expression for the chiral condensate at m =0

(P =~ 5373901 /ag) (cos(2v/76)),, . (32)

Using Wick’s theorem, the thermal expectation value of exp(if3¢) is analytically obtained

2
(exp(iB¢)) p—o = eXp{—iA<0; j%;i>L . } (3.3)

where A(0; g/v/m;1/a)r, 1, is the Feynman propagator in the lattice system with L, x L,

as

sites in the periodic boundary conditions, and its explicit form reads

2m 2m
g 1 1 ”
A(x; —— ) = e *A(k,ag). 3.4
Vra), .. > >, (k, ag) (3-4)

L,L.

ke=2n/LyAn/Lg,... kr=27/L, 47/ L~,...

Hence, we obtain

(P “ gexp|—2miafo; L] N (3.5)
= ———5sgexp|—27 j——; = — g ——; — . .
lat. = "3z P VTa) L, VTla
At zero temperature in the large spatial length limit (Lyag, Lrag — o0), the argument of
the exponential becomes zero, and the analytically exact chiral condensate

_ eV
<¢,¢>cont, = 7@9 (36)

is reproduced. In the large spatial length and continuum limits (L,ag,1/ag — o0), the
analytical chiral condensate (3.5) should converge to that obtained by directly evaluating
the fermionic path-integral in the continuum formulation [12] 2

@), = —2:;29 exp{QI(\/%T> } (3.7)
I(z) = /OOO dt (1 - ewcosht)fl. (3.8)

We can investigate the finite lattice spacing and spatial length effects at m = 0 by com-
paring Egs. (3.5) and (3.7). The upper half of Fig. 1 shows the two analytical chiral con-
densates (3.5, 3.7) at various lattice spacings ag and two spatial lengths L,ag = 11.2,22.4.
Remarkably, we find that the lattice chiral condensate (3.5) appears to agree with the

2This expression first appeared in Ref. [9], in which the chiral condensate in the massless Schwinger model
on a circle (0 < z < L) was analytically obtained using bosonization in the Hamiltonian formalism. Because
of the equivalence between space and time in (1 4 1)-dimensional Euclidean space-time, the resultant chiral
condensate is equivalent to that at temperature T'=1/L in the large spatial length limit.



continuum one (3.7) even at a very large lattice spacing ag = 2.8. For a more detailed
investigation, we show the ratio of the two analytical chiral condensates (3.5, 3.7) at the
same parameters in the lower half of Fig. 1. We find that the ag dependence is almost neg-
ligible for ag < 0.2. At L,ag = 11.2, the spatial length is not satisfactory large, and some
discrepancies can be seen. These discrepancies are almost absent at L,ag = 22.4. Note
that the small discrepancies at high temperatures (7/¢g)~! < 1 should not be taken seri-
ously because the chiral condensate is almost zero at these temperatures. We conclude that
both continuum and large spatial length limits are reliably taken for ag < 0.2, Lyag = 22.4
at m = 0. In the following numerical simulations at m # 0 in this section, we very con-
servatively use the lattice of ag = 0.025, L, = 896 and generate Neons = 10° Monte Carlo
configurations for each measurement, unless otherwise mentioned.
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Figure 1. (Upper half) The two analytical chiral condensates (3.5, 3.7) as a function of tempera-
ture at Lyag = 11.2 (left) and Lyag = 22.4 (right). (Lower half) Ratio of the two analytical chiral
condensates at the same parameters.

3.2 Chiral condensate at m # 0

We next calculate the chiral condensate at m # 0,60 = 0. While there exists no ana-
lytically exact result, the chiral condensates at both zero and nonzero temperatures have
been extensively studied using the tensor network method [18,; 21, 22]. We compare our



results with theirs and check the lattice formulation. We stress that this serves as an-
other nontrivial check since we are dealing with the normal ordering dynamically in this
case. In this subsection, we remove the logarithmic divergence in the chiral condensate at
m # 0 by subtracting the free chiral condensate at (almost) zero temperature following
Refs. [18, 21, 22]. We use the jackknife method to estimate statistical errors.

The chiral condensates at T/g = (448 x 0.025) " obtained in this work and the most
recent results by the tensor network method at zero temperature [21] are summarized in
Table 2. Our numerical results match theirs with approximately one percent accuracy.
It is notable that our results are obtained with no continuum nor infinite spatial length
extrapolation in contrast to the tensor network calculations, although the errors are far
larger. If one aims at the precision of Ref. [21] using the current lattice parameters, around
Neonf = 1019-10'2 configurations are required, which is not practically feasible.

m/g  This work Ref. [21] This work / Ref. [21]
0.1139657(8) 1.0096(80

0.0625 0.11506(91) )
0.125  0.09249(66)  0.0920205(5) 1.0051(72)
0.25 0.06629(62) 0.0666457(3) 0.9947(93)

0.5  0.04207(37) 0.0423492(20) 0.9935(87)
1 0.02385(22) 0.0238535(28) 0.9997(93)

Table 2. Absolute values of the chiral condensates at T'/g = (448 x 0.025)_1 obtained in this work,
compared with the tensor network results at zero temperature [21].
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Figure 2. Temperature dependence of the chiral condensate at m/g = 0.0625,0.125,0.25,0.5, 1.

The present method is advantageous at finite temperatures. Figure 2 shows the tem-
perature dependence of the chiral condensate at m/g = 0.0625,0.125,0.25,0.5,1. Our
numerical results are seemingly consistent with the tensor network results [21, 22] (see
Fig. 4 in Ref. [22]), and we achieve better precision at high temperatures. Those results
provide further evidence that the lattice formulation of the bosonized Schwinger model is
valid.



3.3 Finite 0

After verifying the formulation, we next study the Schwinger model with a 6 term, which
is inaccessible by the standard Monte Carlo simulation based on the conventional lattice
formulation due to the sign problem. In the present method, no difficulty exists. Figure 3
shows the 6 dependences of the chiral condensates

(P6)y = — 5 a7390(1/ag) (cos(2v/70)) (3.9)

at m/g = 0.0625,0.125,0.25,0.5. Here Monte Carlo configurations only at § < m are
generated, and data points at § > 7w are obtained using the line symmetry at 6 = .
The statistical errors are all smaller than the symbols, even though the chiral condensates
at nonzero 6 are evaluated using Neons = 10° configurations. The chiral condensates at
m/g = 0.0625,0.125,0.25 are compared with the leading-order mass perturbation [45, 46]

WD)y — (D) gy = %;/29(1 — cos0) — 0.358m(1 — cos 26). (3.10)

The mass perturbation theory works well at m/g = 0.0625,0.125, whereas sizable devia-
tions appear at m/g = 0.25. These behaviors are consistent with the tensor network results
at zero temperature [24, 25], although we are calculating the chiral condensates at very
low yet not zero temperature 7'/g = (448 x 0.025)7L.
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Figure 3. 0 dependence of the chiral condensate at m/g = 0.0625,0.125,0.25,0.5,7/g =
(448 x 0.025)71. The chiral condensates at m/g = 0.0625,0.125,0.25 are compared with the
leading-order mass perturbation (3.10) (solid line).

A cusp-like behavior is observed at § = m,m/g = 0.5 in Fig. 3, which might suggest the
spontaneous CP symmetry breaking. It is well known that the spontaneous CP symmetry
breaking occurs at zero temperature for sufficiently large fermion masses m/g 2 0.33 [5,
13, 17, 24, 33, 47-49]. The analogy with the quantum Ising chain and a tensor network
study [22] suggest that the CP symmetry is restored at any nonzero temperature. To
give a definitive answer to this issue, a very careful finite-size scaling analysis is required.
Although such a study would be meaningful, we leave it as a future study and turn our
attention to confining properties in the Schwinger model at finite temperature and 6.



4 Confinement at finite temperature and 0

We finally investigate confinement/deconfinement properties in the Schwinger model at
finite temperature and . For this purpose, we calculate the string tension in the (7',0)
plane.

Let us explain our method to calculate the string tension. Because the 6 angle is
physically interpreted as the background electric field Eex = (6/27m)g [5], the inclusion
of the two static probe charges g,g, —¢q,g separated infinity can be described through a
modification of the 6 angle:

0 — 2mq, + 0. (4.1)

The string tension (coefficient of the linear term in the static potential) between two static
probe charges ¢,9, —q,g can be obtained from the difference in free energy densities

-1 Z(2mqy +6)

= f(2 — = 1 4.2
U(Qpa 6) f( WQP + 9) f(e) L$L7-a2 n Z(Q) ’ ( )

where Z(0) is the partition function
Z(0) = tre 1O/ /ng e 0), (4.3)

The computation of the free energy density itself is difficult by the Monte Carlo method
since it cannot be expressed as an expectation value. However, the difference can be:

— a 2 iy
o(qp,9>=LxLiagln<exp[—( \/g% qu<¢x,7+92+ \/;”)D Y
0

x,T

In practical numerical simulations, direct evaluation using Eq. (4.4) leads to large statistical
and systematic errors at large g,. To avoid this problem, we consider to decompose the
string tension at

gp = Ndog,, 60=DMé0, N,McZ, (4.5)

where d¢,, 6 are some small step widths. When d¢, = §0/2m, the free energy density can
be expressed as

f@map+0) = f((N + M)60) = fnim- (4.6)

Using this notation, the string tension can be decomposed as follows

O'(N(qu,M&g) = fN+M - fM (4.7&)
N—-1
= firmr1 — fiym (4.7b)
i=0
N-1 2
—1 (ag) 0+ 7T5qp
=——— 3 In(exp| -2 0gp( G+ —5 =" .
L,L,a? 2 < [ p< ’ 2
R VT VT 6=(i+M)50
(4.7c)



By using Eq. (4.7c) instead of Eq. (4.4), we can greatly mitigate the large statistical and
systematic errors at large g, since ¢, in Eq. (4.4) is now replaced by dgp.

Figure 4 shows the probe charge dependence of the string tension at ag = 0.4,0.2,0.1
and m/g = 0.25,0.5. The results are obtained from Neo,r = 10° configurations at /7
ranging from 0.0 to 1.0 with a step width of d6/m = 0.1. The temperature and spatial
length are held constant at T//g = 11.27! and L,ag = 22.4, respectively. We find that the
results at ag = 0.4,0.2,0.1 exhibit exceptional precision and agreement. Motivated by this,
we use the lattice of ag = 0.2, L, = 112 in the following analysis.
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Figure 4. Probe charge dependence of the string tension for § = 0,7 at m/g = 0.25 (left) and
m/g = 0.5 (right). The string tensions at m/g = 0.25 and m/g = 0.5 are compared with the mass
perturbation (4.9) and the semiclassical estimates (4.8), respectively. The temperature and spatial
length are held constant at T/g = 11.27! and L,ag = 22.4, respectively.
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Figure 5. Semiclassical picture of the string tension between two static probe charges g,g, —gpg.

In Fig. 4, we observe peculiar behaviors in the string tension: at 8 = 0, there is a peak
in the string tension at ¢, = 0.5. More interestingly, the string tension becomes negative

~10 -



for noninteger probe charges at 6 = m. These behaviors can be well understood through
semiclassical analysis of the string tension (see Fig. 5). For g, € [0,1/2],6 = 0, a constant
electric field ¥ = ¢,g appears between the two static probe charges at the classical level
due to the Gauss law, as shown in the upper left of Fig. 5. Consequently, the string tension
increases quadratically as the probe charge g, increases. When ¢, exceeds 1/2, and the
distance between the probe charges is sufficiently large, the vacuum produces a fermion-
antifermion pair, reducing the total electric field by forming a two “meson” system (upper
right of Fig. 5). Setting # = m, i.e., applying an external electric field Fex = ¢/2, to the
two “meson” system, the external electric field works to decrease the total electric field,
resulting in the negative string tension. In the case of the single “meson” system (upper left
of Fig. 5), as the external electric field approaches g/2, the vacuum would again produce
a fermion-antifermion pair to decrease the total electric field by forming a two “meson“
system at a certain value of 8. Therefore, at § = 7, the configuration is the same regardless
of the probe charge, as shown in the lower of Fig. 5. The resulting semiclassical estimate
for the string tension is then given by

%%27 g € [0, 5], 0=
o/ =330-gq)", gel31],0=
_%qp(l - qp)? ap € [07 1]7 0=m.

(4.8)

In the right panel of Fig. 4, we find that the semiclassical string tension (4.8) successfully
explains the qualitative behaviors of our numerical results.

While it is hard to give an intuitive explanation for the negative string tension at small
fermion mass, the next-to-leading order mass perturbation [45, 50]

Tm m\>
2__° —(cos(0) — cos(2mgy +6)) — 0.179<g> (cos(20) — cos(4mg, +20)) (4.9)

o/g° = 27372 g
successfully explains the qualitative behaviors, as shown in the left panel of Fig. 4. We
note that the string tensions at § = 0 at various masses, probe charges, and temperatures
have been already obtained with high precision by the tensor network method [20, 22, 24].
However, the string tension at nonzero # has not been investigated well so far. In the
case of the charge-3 Schwinger model, the string tension between integer probe charges at
nonzero # was studied in Ref. [34] through quantum simulation on a classical simulator.
Negative string tension was observed at large @, although reliable continuum extrapolation
was difficult due to a limited number of lattice sites (N < 25) and slow convergence to
the continuum limit. In Refs. [34, 51], the negative string tension between integer probe
charges in the charge-g Schwinger model, where ¢ is an integer larger than 1, was explained
in terms of the Z, 1-form symmetry. Unfortunately, their argument can not be applied to
the present case. Nevertheless, our numerical results demonstrate that the negative string
tension appears for noninteger probe charges at almost zero temperature in the standard
Schwinger model.

After confirming the effectiveness of our method in calculating the string tension and
giving an intuitive physical explanation, we explain our simulation strategy to establish
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the string tension in the (T, 6) plane. To cover almost the entire (7', 6) plane, we generate
Neont = 10% Monte Carlo configurations at L, = 4,6,8,10, 12,16, 20, 24, 28, 40, 56, with 6 /7
ranging from 0.0 to 1.0 with a step width of §6/7 = 0.1. By combining these configurations
with the reweighing method, we achieve a very smooth surface in the (7, §) plane. For both
T and 6 directions, we obtain ten data points between adjacent simulation points, each
reweighted from the nearest simulation point. This results in 122 data points within the
unit cell formed by four simulation points.
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Figure 6. The string tension at g, = 0.5 in the (T, 6) plane at m/g = 0.25 (upper half) and
m/g = 0.5 (lower half).

Figure 6 shows the string tension at g, = 0.5 in the (7', 0) plane at m/g = 0.25 (upper
half) and m/g = 0.5 (lower half). At ¢, = 0.5, one can easily show that

0(0.5,0 + ) = —0(0.5,6). (4.10)

For both m/g = 0.25 and m/g = 0.5, the string tension is positive around § ~ 0 at
low temperatures, indicating confinement. The string tension diminishes as 6 increases
and becomes zero at 6/7 = 0.5. With further increases in 6, the string tension becomes
negative and reaches its minimum at # = 7. The peak height is roughly proportional to the
fermion mass m/g. As temperature increases, the string tension gradually converges to zero
at all 0, indicating deconfinement. In Fig. 7, we show similar plots but at g, = 0.3, where
simple constraint like Eq. (4.10) does not exist. Consequently, we observe shifts of the
peak positions. Nevertheless, the basic pattern remains the same: the system undergoes a
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smooth transition from the confining phase to the inverse confining phase as 6 goes from 0
to m, and this transition becomes weakened as temperature increases.
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Figure 7. The string tension at g, = 0.3 in the (7, 6) plane at m/g = 0.25 (upper half) and
m/g = 0.5 (lower half).

5 Summary and future study

In this paper, we have revisited the lattice formulation of the bosonized Schwinger model
of Bender et al. in 1985 [41] and shed new light on it as a method for circumventing
the sign problem. After conducting a comprehensive review of their accomplishment, we
have verified the formulation by reproducing the analytical chiral condensate at m = 0
and also by comparing our numerical results at m # 0 with previous numerical studies.
As an application, we have studied confining properties in the Schwinger model at finite
temperature and #. We have established the string tension in the (7,6) plane for the
first time and revealed the confining properties in the Schwigner model quantitatively. In
particular, we found that the string tension is negative for noninteger probe charges around
0 = 7 at low temperatures.

The present method has both advantages and drawbacks compared to spin Hamiltonian
approaches. Because of the fast convergence to the continuum limit and low numerical
cost, no continuum nor infinite spatial length extrapolation is needed in practice, as was
demonstrated in this paper. Also, thermal expectation values can be very easily calculated
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in the method. On the other hand, expectation values at exactly zero temperature cannot
be obtained. Moreover, it seems very hard to achieve the precision of the tensor network
method at zero temperature. Thus, these two approaches complement each other and
would promote further understanding of the Schwinger model. In particular, investigating
the fate of CP symmetry at finite temperature would be an attractive future study, which
can be pursued using the present method.

As another future study, the application of the lattice formulation to other models
would be intriguing. The work of Bender et al. has revealed that it is possible to formulate
a bosonized fermionic model on a lattice even with a nontrivial interaction, at least in the
case of the Schwinger model. An important question that arises here is the feasibility of
applying the lattice formulation to other fermionic models in one spatial dimension, such
as the multi-flavor Schwinger model, the gauged Thirring model, one-dimensional QCD,
and so on. Because the key formula (2.9) is model-independent, and bosonization is a
rather universal concept in one spatial dimension, the lattice formulation is expected to be
applicable to a wide variety of fermionic models.
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