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Abstract

The phenomenon of the almost linear growth of the square root of spatial string
tension

√

σs(T ) = cσg
2T was found both in lattice and in theory, based on the

Field Correlator Method (FCM). In the latter the string tension (both spatial and
colorelectric) is expressed as an integral of the two gluon Green’s function calcu-

lated with the same string tension: σ =
∫

G
(2g)
σ . This relation allows to check the

selfconsistency of the theory. However at nonzero temperature T in the two-gluon
Green’s function in the space-like region appear terms which create in σs quadratic
in T behavior. We calculate below in the paper the σs numerically in the whole
temperature region Tc < T < 5Tc using the FCM method and compare the results
with lattice data finding a good agreement. This justifies the use of the FCM in the
space-like region and in high T thermodynamics without extra parameters.

1 Introduction

The phenomenon of confinement in QCD was explained in the framework of the Field
Correlator Method (FCM) [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6], both qualitatively and quanitatively, via
the vacuum field correlators of the colorelectric (CE) and the colormagnetic (CM) fields
Ea

i , H
a
i , and at the temperature T = 0 the behavior of all physical quantities is expressed

via the only nonperturbative parameter – the string tension, σE = σH = σ. The resulting
field correlators DE(x), DH(x) are the so-called gluelump Green’s functions, which define
all confining QCD dynamics. These gluelumps have been calculated in good agreement
between the FCM [7] and the lattice data [8], while DE(x), DH(x) were also studied in
detail at T > 0 on the lattice [5]. It was found that the situation is drastically changing
at T > 0, where both σE(T ) and σH(T ) = σs(T ) have different behavior. Namely σE(T )
disappears above T = Tc, while in contrast to that

√

σs(T ) grows almost linearly at
large T , as it was found on the lattice [4, 9, 10, 11] and supported by the studies in the
framework of the FCM [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. This dependence contains the
coefficient, denoted as cσ [10, 11],

√

σs(T ) = cσg
2(T )T, (1)

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.13886v1


defined numerically in the lattice calculations [10, 11] in the case Nc = 3, Nf = 0 as

cσ = 0.566± 0.013. (2)

For the SU(2) theory a similar lattice calculation [21, 22] has given a smaller value,

c2σ = (0.136± 0.011), cσ = 0.369± 0.015. (3)

On the theoretical side the linear temperature growth of σs(T ) was derived in the
framework of FCM [12, 14, 15], where the basic notion is the colormagnetic (CM) field
correlator DH(z), which can be expressed via the gluelump Green’s function G(x.y|z) and
in this case the (two-gluon) gluelump is the string triangle, created by two gluons and
the adjoint spectator point. The exact theory of these gluelumps was given in [7, 12, 14]
and will be discussed in the next section in the case of the CM correlators. Note that the
gluelump Green’s functions define the field correlators in the self-consistent way, without
fitting parameters. In the case of the CM field the resulting σs(T ) has exactly the same
form as in (1) [15] with cσ, expressed via the gluelump Green’s function integral G(0, 0|z),

c2σ =
N2

c − 1

4

∫

d2zG(0, 0|z). (4)

In the FCM the numerical values of cσ were calculated in [16] using the oscillator basis
with the subsequent correction coefficient for the linear spatial confinement (see Appendix
A2 of the present paper and [16]) which demonstrate a close agreement with the lattice
data of [10, 11]. However in the full FCM expression for the spatial string tension the
term in (1) is only a fast growing part of the whole expression which was hitherto not
known.

It is the purpose of the present paper to derive the total expression of the spatial string
tension including the linear in T part and to calculate the numerical value of σs(T ) in
the whole region of T and compare it with the lattice data. As will be seen , the results,
obtained within the FCM, provide the values of cσ in the same ballpark with lattice data
with high accuracy. In the next section we discuss the general expression for σs(T ) in
terms of the gluelump Green’s function and in the section 3 we formulate its final form,
which is discussed and compared with the lattice data in the section 4. The 3 Appendices
give the explicit form of the renormalized coupling constant g2(T ) (Appendix A1), the
calculation of the coefficient cσ (Appendix A2) and finally the details of the expression of
the string tension σs(T ) via the gluelump Green’s function (Appendix A3).

2 The spatial string tension in the FCM

In Introduction we have mentioned that the spatial Green’s function, which defines the
σs, is the Green’s function of two gluons and a straight gluonic Wilson line (the parallel
transporter), which automatically in the confining vacuum are all connected by three
confining strings, and the string tension is proportional to the integral of this Green’s
function in the 3d space, where one of three space coordinates can be taken as an evolution
parameter (the Euclidean “time”). To calculate σs(T ) one can start with the technic,
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developed in [12, 14, 15] for DE(z), DH(z), which allows to express it via the two-gluon

Green’s function: G
(2g)
4d (z) = G

(g)
4d ⊗ G

(g)
4d , where two gluons interact nonperturbatively,

and later we shall neglect the spin interactions in the first approximation. (See Appendix
A3 for the details of derivation)

(−D2)−1
xy =

〈

x

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0

dtetD
2(B)

∣

∣

∣

∣

y

〉

=

∫ ∞

0

dt(Dz)wxye
−KΦ(x, y), (5)

where

K =
1

4

∫ s

0

dτ

(

dzµ
dτ

)2

, Φ(x, y) = P exp ig

∫ x

y

Bµdzµ, (6)

and a winding path measure is

(Dz)wxy = lim
N→∞

N
∏

m=1

d4ζ(m)

(4πε)2

+∞
∑

n=−∞

∫

d4p

(2π)4
eip(

∑
ζ(m)−(x−y)−nβδµ4). (7)

The starting point for the gluon propagator G
(g)
4d is the integration in the 4-th direction

in (5) with the exponent K4 =
1
4

∫ s

0
dτ
(

dz4
dτ

)2
, which gives for the spatial loop with x4 = y4,

J4 ≡
∫

(Dz4)x4x4e
−K4 =

+∞
∑

n=−∞

1

2
√
πs
e−

(nβ)2

4s (8)

One can notice that the sum in (8) is a known function

+∞
∑

n=−∞

e−
n2

4sT2 ≡ ϑ3(q), q = e−
1

4sT2 , (9)

where the function ϑ3(q) is defined as

ϑ3(q) =
+∞
∑

n=−∞

qn
2

= 1 + 2q + 2q4 +O(q9) (10)

Then starting from low temperature there is an expansion

J4 =
1

2
√
πs

+∞
∑

n=−∞

e−
n2

4sT2 ≡ 1

2
√
πs
ϑ3(e

− 1
4sT2 )

=
1

2
√
πs

(1 + 2e−
1

4sT2 +O(e−
1

sT2 )) (11)

To find the asymptotics at high T one can use the relation

+∞
∑

n=−∞

e−
β2n2

4s =
2
√
πs

β

+∞
∑

n=−∞

e
− 4π2n2

β2 s
(12)
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As a result at large T one obtains an equality

J4 = T
+∞
∑

n=−∞

e−4π2sT 2n2 ≡ Tϑ3(e
−4π2sT 2

)

= T (1 + 2e−4π2sT 2

+O(e−16π2sT 2

)) (13)

As a result one can use J4 at an arbitrary T in the form

J4(s, T ) ≡
1

2
√
πs
ϑ3(e

− 1
4sT2 ) (14)

In this way starting from the low T one obtains an exact expression for J4(T ) valid in the
whole range of T . One could approximate this behavior as a sum of linear and constant
term implying a soft transition from T = 0 case to the linear in T behavior however this
approximation fails numerically (see Appendix 3 for details) and one should take into
account the sharp transition at some intermediate point T ∗ from the regime T = 0 to the
large T behavior which is given by (14). As a result we express the J4 as follows

J4 =
1

2
√
πs

(

+∞
∑

n=−∞

e−
(nβ)2

4s

)

=
1

2
√
πs
f(
√
sT ). (15)

At this point we turn to the general form of the field correlator DH(z) with the aim to
express the string tension via the factors f(x). One has

DH(z) =
g4(N2

c − 1)

2
〈G(2g)(z, T )〉, (16)

where G(2g)(z, T ) is the gluelump Green’s function

G(2g)(z, T ) =
z

8π

∫

dω1

ω
3/2
1

dω2

ω
3/2
2

D3r1D
3r2 exp (−K1 −K2 − V (r1, r2)z) (17)

As a result one obtains σs(T ) in the following form

σs(T ) =
g4(N2

c − 1)

4

∫

d2zz/(8π)

∫

dω1dω2(ω1ω2)
−3/2

×
∑

n=0,1,

|ψn(0, 0)|2 exp(−Mn(ω1, ω2)z)f(
√

z/2ω1T )f(
√

z/2ω2T ), (18)

The integrals in (18) without factors f(cT ) do not contain the temperature dependent
factors, and one can see in (18) the only T-dependent factors g4(T ) and f(

√

z/2ω1T )
which define the dependence of σs(T ). Therefore one can write σs(T ) in the following
form

σs(T ) = constg4(T ) < f 2(
√

z/(2ω)T ) >= constg4(T )f 2(<
√

z/2ω) > T ) (19)
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The appearance of g4(T ) which is decreasing with T as (lnT )−2 defines the T dependence
of σs(T ) to be lower than T 2, thus confirming the behavior of σs(T ) in the lattice data
of [10], where the data were fitted as σs(T ) = constg4(T )T 2 . However this fit fails for
T < 2Tc claiming the necessity of another factor in (19). Correspondingly we are writing
the resulting equation for the σs(T ) denoting the average value of

√

z/(2ω)T as ρT/Tc.
As a result one obtains the equation for the string tension

σs(T ) = constg4(T )f 2(< w >), w = ρT/Tc. (20)

In the next sections we shall demonstrate that this new form with the well defined factor
f(< w >) describes the whole region of T > Tc with a good accuracy.

3 General expression for the spatial string tension vs

lattice data

Using (9) J4(s, T ) = 1
2
√
πs
f(w), w = 2

√
sT one can write f(w) =

∑+∞
n=−∞ e−

n2

w2 ≡
ϑ3(q), q = e−

1
w2 Which we express as w2 = ρ2T 2

T 2
c
. Correspondingly the f(< w >)

acquires the form

f(< w >) = F (T/Tc) = ϑ3(e
−

T2
c

(ρT )2 ) (21)

The numerical analysis of the data [10] allows to reproduce well the data with the equation
of the form

σs(T ) = σs(Tc)
g4(T )F 2(T/Tc)

g4(Tc)F 2(1)
(22)

Analysis of the lattice data from the (22) is shown in Fig 1 , where for g4(T ) in the
Appendix 1 the explicit value of the Lσ = 0.104 as in the [10] was used while in f(< w >)
in (21) the value ρ = 3. The Fig 1 demonstrates a good agreement between the lattice
data and our equation (22), including the region T < 2.5Tc where the lattice fit T 2g4(T )
starts to disagree with numerical data.

4 Discussion of results and Conclusions

in our paper in the framework of the FCM we have discussed the spatial confinement
mechanism for T > Tc, which is defined by the colormagnetic field correlators DH(Z)
and the spatial string tension σs(T ). It was shown that the resulting physical picture is
rather specific and strongly connected with the transverse motion of the colored objects,
since purely longitudinal motion in this region is associated only with perturbative QCD
interaction, which decreases at large T. Therefore the nonperturbative effects are strongly
T – dependent because the transverse motion is generated by temperature. In contrast
with the colorelectric string tension σE , which is the basic independent QCD parameter
and is computed in FCM self-consistently via itself, the σs can be computed within the
theory and it is very important for the theory to test in this way its self-consistency. Here
we have provided this test within our theory of confinement, based on the FCM, and
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Figure 1: Spatial string tension σs(T )/σ for SU(3) gauge theory as function of T/Tc. The
lattice data are from Refs.[10]. Tc=270 MeV

for σs and cσ we found a good agreement with lattice data, providing in this way good
arguments in favor of its self-consistency Even more important role of the spatial string
tension may be in the high T thermodynamics where in the framework of FCM it provides
the basic nonperturbative contribution to the pressure and other observables [18] in good
agreement with the lattice data.
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Appendix A1. Two-loop expression for g−2(t)

This expression has the standard form in SU(3) as a function of t = T
Tc

:

g−2(t) = c0 ln
t

Lσ

+ c1 ln

(

2 ln
t

Lσ

)

, (A1.1)

where

c0 =
11

8π2
, c1 =

51

88π2
. (A1.2)

Here Lσ = Λσ

Tc
= 0.104± 0.009 [10, 11]. In the last sections we ar also using Lσ = 0.0916.
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Appendix A2. Numerical calculation of c2σ in the low-

est approximations

We calculate here two lowest eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian, which
enter in the expression for the c2σ in (20). This Hamiltonian without spin-dependent terms
can be written in the equivalent oscillator form,

H =
ω2
1 + p2

1

2ω1
+
ω2
2 + p2

2

2ω2
+
σ2r21
2ν1

+
σ2r22
2ν2

+
σ2(r1 − r2)

2

2ν3
+
ν1 + ν2 + ν3

2
. (A2.1)

Here we have used the property σ|r| = min
(

σ2r2+ν2

2ν

)

, so that minimizing the eigenvalues

of (A2.1) in the variables νi, we obtain the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the Hamil-
tonian with a good accuracy ∼ 5%. Then for ω1 = ω2 = ω and ν1 = ν2 = ν one obtains
the lowest eigenvalue for n=0,

M0 = ω +
σ√
ων

(

1 +

√

ν3 + 2ν

ν3

)

+
2ν + ν3

2
. (A2.2)

The conditions of minima ∂M0

∂zi
= 0 with zi = ωi, νi yields the final result with notation

ωi(0), νi(0) for the extremal values.

ω1(0) = ω2(0) = 1.29
√
σ, ν0 = 0.79

√
σ, ν3(0) = 1.25ν0, min(M0) = 4.95

√
σ. (A2.3)

From the oscillator wave functions it easy to get the factor |ψ(0, 0)|2 = 1.61σ2 and to
calculate the integrals over dω1dω2 in (20), expanding M0(ω1, ω2) near the stationary
points in (A2.3) up to the second order in ωi − ωi(0) and denoting the second derivative
of M0 as M”(ω0). Then for the integral in (21) one has

∫

d2wG(w) =
2π|ψ(0, 0)|2
M2

0ω
3
0M”(ω0)

. (A2.4)

Inserting the stationary values from (A2.3) and the second derivative at the stationary
point M”(ω0) = 0.51σ−1/2, one finally obtains

∫

d2wG(w) =
2π0.228|ψ|2

σM2
0

= 0.093, c2σ =
N2

c − 1

4

∫

d2wG(w) = 0.186 (Nc = 3).

(A2.5)
In a similar way one can calculate the contribution of the n = 2 term in the (22), which
yields approximately c2σ(n = 2) = 0.019 and for the sum of two terms with n = 0, 2
c2σ = 0.205 for Nc = 3 which is the lower bound. However as will be seen below the most
important corrections appear when one estimates the accuracy of the replacement of the
original linear confinement Hamiltonian (22) by the oscillator Hamiltonian (A2.1). To get
an idea of this effect we can estimate the ratio of the integral in (A2.5) which we denote
as Iosc and the corresponding integral for the real (linear) interaction Ilin. To simplify
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matter we replace |ψ(0)|2 andM0 of the gluelump system by the simple two gluon system
connected by the linear or oscillator interaction and write approximately

R =
Ilin
Iosc

≈ |ψlin(0)|2M2
osc

|ψosc(0)|2M2
lin

. (A2.6)

For the two-gluon system with linear confining interaction the spectrum and wave func-
tions are well known [23, 24, 25]:

Mn = 4
√
σ(
a(n)

3
)3/4, |ψlin(0)|2 =

σM0

16π
, (A2.7)

where for the ground state n = 0 a(0) = 2.338. Inserting for the linear and oscillator
potentials the resulting values Mlin = 3.31

√
σ, Mosc = 3.59

√
σ and |ψlin(0)|2 = 0.065σ3/2,

|ψosc(0)|2 = 0.043σ3/2, one obtains the approximate ratio which estimates the effect of the
replacement by oscillator interaction

R =
c2σ(lin)

c2σ(osc)
≈ 1.82; cσ(lin) ≈ 1.35cσ(osc). (A2.8)

As a result using the n = 0 oscillator value of c2σ in (A2.5) we obtain the linear confinement
coefficient cσ ≈ 0.582 which agrees well with the lattice value 0.566±0.013 from [10, 11]. A
more accurate calculation of the cσ(lin) is possible with the solution of the linear integral
equations for the gluelump Green’s functions as it was done in [7] for the gluelump masses.

Appendix A3. Calculation of σs(T ) via gluelump

Green’s functions

We can write J4 in (8) in the limits of large T and T = 0 as J4 = T and J4 = 1
2
√
πs

respectively. As a result the 4d gluon propagator at large temperature T reduces to the
linear in T the 3d propagator,while at T = 0 one has G

(g)
4d (z, 0) propagator.

G
(g)
4d (z, T ) = TG

(g)
3d (z), (A3.1)

In [16] was considered this term in (A3.1), assuming the limit of large T . Substituting
these terms in the general expression for DH(z), one has

DH(z) =
g4(N2

c − 1)

2
〈G(2g)

4d (z, T )〉, (A3.2)

and G(2g)(z, T ) is formed from the product of two one-gluon Green’s functions G(g)(z, T )
where both gluons are connected by the adjoint strings,which we denote by the sign
< ... >. Taking into account the relation (4) one obtains

G
(2g)
4d (z, T ) =< G

(g)
4d (z, T )G

(g)
4d (z, T ) >= T 2G

(2g)
3d (z), (A3.3)

Here the two-gluon Greens functions can be written in the form

G
(2g)
3d (z) =

z

8π

∫

dω1

ω
3/2
1

dω2

ω
3/2
2

D3r1D
3r2 exp(−K1 −K2 − V (r1, r2)z). (A3.4)
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Finally taking into account the relations [12, 14]

σs(T ) =
1

2

∫

d2zDH(z, T ) =
g4(N2

c − 1)

4

∫

d2zG
(2g)
4d (z, T ), (A3.5)

one obtains the final form which will is calculated and discussed above at large T.

σs(T ) = g4c2σT
2, (A3.6)

At the same time one can use (A3.5) to get the explicit relations for the T = 0 limit of
the spatial string tension

σs(0) =
g4(N2

c − 1)

4

∫

d2zG
(2g)
4d (z) (A3.7)

In terms of the gluelump phenomenology, studied in [7, 8], the expression (A3.7) is called
the two-gluon gluelump, which was computed on the lattice [8] and analytically in [7].
In our case of large T limit and the T = 0 case we are interested both in the 3d version
and 4d versions of the corresponding Green’s function. Choosing in 4d the x3 ≡ t axis as
the Euclidean time, we proceed, as in [8], exploiting the path integral technic [12, 14, 15],
which yields

G
(2g)
4d (x− y) =

t

8π

∫ ∞

0

dω1

ω
3/2
1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

ω
3/2
2

(D3r1)xy(D
3r2)xye

−K1(ω1)−K2(ω2)−V t, (A3.8)

where V includes the spatial confining interaction between the three objects: gluon 1,
gluon 2, and the fixed straight line of the parallel transporter, which makes all construction
gauge invariant (see [7, 19] for details). In (A3.8) t = |x − y| ≡ |w|; . Constructing in
the exponent of (A3.8) the three-body Hamiltonian in the 3d spatial coordinates, in the
standard Fock-Feynman-Schwinger [26] procedure one has

H(ω1, ω2) =
ω2
1 + p2

1

2ω1
+
ω2
2 + p2

2

2ω2
+ V (r1, r2), (A3.9)

one can rewrite (A3.8) as follows (see [15]),

G
(2g)
4d (t) =

t

8π

∫ ∞

0

dω1

ω
3/2
1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

ω
3/2
2

∞
∑

n=0

|ψn(0, 0)|2e−Mn(ω1,ω2)t. (A3.10)

This equation has the universal form in 3d,4d and 3d, 4d dimensions, the resulting expres-
sions for G(2g) differ in the values of Mn and values and dimensions of |ψn(0, 0)|2. Here
Ψn(0, 0) ≡ Ψn(z1, z2)|z1=z2=0, and Mn is the eigenvalue of H(ω1, ω2). The latter was
studied in [7] in three spatial coordinates. For our purpose here we only mention that

G
(2g)
3d (z) has the dimension of the mass squared and therefore the integral (4) defining σs

are dimensionless. Hence, one obtains
√

σs(T ) = g2Tcσ, as it was stated in (1), where

c2σ =
(N2

c − 1)

4

∫

d2w〈G(2g)
3d (w)〉. (A3.11)
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and the relativistic eigenvaluesMn(ω1, ω2) and the eigenfunctions ψn(r1, r2) are defined

via the gluelump Green’s function . The contribution of the G
(2g)
3d was found via cσ in [16]

, the contribution of the term G
(2g)
4d is the standard σs(T = 0) = σE(T = 0) = 0.18GeV 2 .

computed in FCM self-consistently via itself, the σs can be computed within the theory
and it is very important for the theory to test in this way its self-consistency. Here we have
provided this test within our theory of confinement, based on the FCM, and for σs and
cσ we found a good agreement with lattice data, providing in this way good arguments
in favor of its self-consistency Even more important role of the spatial string tension may
be in the high T thermodynamics where in the framework of FCM it provides the basic
nonperturbative contribution to the pressure and other observables [18] in good agreement
with the lattice data.
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