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Abstract

Using variational methods, we numerically investigate the matrix model for the two-color QCD
coupled to a single quark (matrix-QCDs 1) in the limit of ultra-strong Yang-Mills coupling (g = c0).
The spectrum of the model has superselection sectors labelled by baryon number B and spin J. We
study sectors with B = 0,1,2 and J = 0,1, which may be organised as mesons, (anti-)diquarks and
(anti-)tetraquarks. For each of these sectors, we study the properties of the respective ground states
in both chiral and heavy quark limits, and uncover a rich quantum phase transition (QPT) structure.
We also investigate the division of the total spin between the glue and the quark and show that glue
contribution is significant for several of these sectors. For the (B, J) = (0,0) sector, we find that the
dominant glue contribution to the ground state comes from reducible connections. Finally, in the
presence of non-trivial baryon chemical potential p, we construct the phase diagram of the model.
For sufficiently large p, we find that the ground state of the theory may have non-zero spin.

1 Introduction

SU(2) gauge theory coupled to fundamental or adjoint quarks (two-color QCD) has been the subject
of considerable interest and investigation for several decades now [1-4]. Despite being quite different
from the real world QCD, this theory, especially with Ny quarks transforming in the pseudo-real rep-
resentation of the gauge group (we will henceforth refer to this theory as QCDy ;) has several novel
and intriguing features which are worth studying in their own right. The pseudo-reality of the SU(2)
representation leads to an enlarged SU(2Ny) flavor symmetry — the Pauli-Giirsey symmetry [5,6], and
gives rise to to unusual bound states like physical diquark states |[7H15]. Two-color QCD is of interest for
lattice studies as well [3},/16-25] since the determinant of the Euclidean Dirac operator is real, allowing
the investigation of situations with finite baryon density [4].

In this article, we will study the matrix model version of the QCD3 1, which we will refer to as
matrix-QCDg ;. The matrix model, first proposed for pure gauge theory in [26}27] and with quarks
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in [28,29], is simple to derive, but nontheless sophisticated enough to retain several non-trivial topological
features of the full gauge field theory. For instance, it retains the information that the gauge bundle is
twisted [30,31], and when coupled to massless quarks, exhibits the chiral anomaly [32]. Since the model
is quantum mechanical (rather than quantum field theoretic), it holds the promise to deliver non-trivial
results in a rather straightforward manner. Indeed, it has led to fairly accurate predictions of the masses
of glueballs as well as light hadrons [29,33], which is rather surprising, given that the model is a drastic
truncation of the full field theory.

Our primary tool of study is numerical and in this article, we will focus on the strong coupling limit
of the theory. Using variational methods, we will uncover properties of the low energy eigenstates, their
energies, and the expectation values of some interesting and important observables. We will refer to
these energy eigenstates as hadrons of matrix-QCDa ;.

The Hamiltonian of matrix-QCDs; commutes with the total (quark plus glue) spin, corresponding
to the spatial rotational symmetry SO(3),o. The usual U(1)y baryon number symmetry is enhanced
to SU(2)p Pauli-Giirsey symmetry. Hence the hadrons can be arranged in representations of SO(3);
(labelled by J) and SU(2) g (labelled by B). The physical Hilbert space can be decomposed into distinct
(B, J)-sectors, which are superselected. In our numerical simulations, we study the low-energy regime
of the sectors with (B, J) = (0,0), (0,1), (1,0), (1,1) and (2,0).

Our Hamiltonian (with a Dirac quark @) naturally includes the term (cQy°v°Q) originating in
the curvature coupling of fermions on S x R [34]. Because the chiral charge Qo = F(Q°5Q) is
anomalous in the quantum theory [32,[35], ¢ should not be thought of as a chemical potential in the
strict thermodynamic sense. Nonetheless, we have studied the effect of ¢ on the physics of the problem
and find that there are first order phase transitions in the chiral limit. We emphasize that all these
phase transitions are at zero temperature and hence are quantum phase transitions (QPTs), arising
from level crossing in the ground state. Interestingly, in different (B,.J) sectors, the QPT occurs at
different critical values. We will denote the critical values in the (B, J) = (0,0), (1,1) and (0, 1) sectors
as ¢, ¢ and ¢, respectively.

We can also compute the expectation values of quark spin and glue spin for the different (B,.J)
hadrons. This provides a direct estimate of the contribution of the glue in the total spin of a state.
Remarkably, we find that for several hadrons, the spin of the glue dominates the total angular momentum
of the states, particularly in the chiral limit. On the other hand, the quark (almost always) contributes
significantly to the total spin in the heavy fermion limit.

We also study the model in the presence of the baryon chemical potential p. Although the baryon
number B3 commutes the rotations, we find that above a non-zero value p*, the ground state of the
model is not spin-0: rather it has spin-1. This behaviour is reminiscent of the LOFF phase [36,37],
although in our case the ground state breaks rotational symmetry rather than the translational one.

In most theoretical discussions of quantum Yang-Mills theory, the gauge field is usually taken to be
irreducible [38]. Irreducible connections have the technical advantage that their quotient by the group
of gauge transformations has no non-trivial fixed points. However, it leaves open the question of the role
and relative importance of reducible connections. Our investigations provide a tantalizing hint that for
the (B, J) = (0,0) sector, the dominant contribution at strong coupling comes from a class of reducible
connections. As we will show in some detail, the signature of this effect is imprinted in the the third
and fourth Binder cumulants (g3 and g4).

This article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present the Hamiltonian for matrix-QCDy 1



and its symmetries. Section 3 describes the numerical strategy for investigating the model in the strong
coupling regime. Section 4 and its subsections contain detailed description of the various physical
features for each of the sectors with (B, J) = (0,0), (0,1), (1,0), (1,1) and (2,0). Specifically, we study
the first order QPT in these sectors by focusing on the ground state energy, the chiral charge Q¢ and
the fourth Binder cumulant g5. We also investigate the division of the total spin between the quark
and the glue. Finally, we show that the global ground state in the chiral limit is localized at (a class of)
reducible connections. Our summary and outlook for future work are in Section 5.

2 Matrix model of two-color QCD

The construction of the matrix model described in [26},27] involves the pullback of the Maurer-Cartan
form of SU(N) to an S? of radius R. The gauge field is described by a real rectangular matrix M;, with
i=1,2,3and a = 1,2...(N? — 1), or equivalently the entries of 3 hermitian matrices A; = M;,T%,
where T%s are the generators of SU(N) in the fundamental representation. Under spatial rotations
R € SO(3)yot, the gauge field transforms as A; — A, = R;;A;, and and as A; — h~1A;h under gauge
transformations h € SU(N). The matrix degrees of freedom M;, are elements of M (3, N) — the set of all
3 x (N? —1)-dimensional real matrices, and the configuration space of the pure Yang-Mills theory is the
base space of the principle bundle Ad SU(N) — M(3,N) = M(3,N)/Ad SU(N). The chromomagnetic
field B; (or equivalently the gauge field curvature F;; = €;;,By) is given by B; = —%AZ— — i€ Aj, Ayl
It is convenient to work with dimensionless variables M/, = RM;,. For notational convenience we will
henceforth drop the prime on the M;,.

The quantum dynamics is based on M;, and their conjugate momenta II;, = —iﬁm, the II;, being
the chromoelectric field. Defining I1; = 11;,7%, the standard Hamiltonian for Yang-Mills theory is

1 1 2
Hy = ) [Tr(ILIL; + B;B;)] = ) [Tr (HiHi + A;A; + igeijk[Ai,Aj].Ak — 92[.’41',./4]']2>] , (2.1)

which we recognize as a multidimensional harmonic oscillator perturbed by cubic and quartic interac-
tions. The glue Hilbert space is infinite-dimensional and the states are normalizable functions f(M;q).
The inner product on the states is defined with measure (dMj1dMis ...dMss), which is obviously in-
variant under spatial rotations and gauge transformations.

It is both easy and straightforward to introduce quarks in the matrix model. Fundamental quarks
are spinors Qo4 — Grassmann-valued matrices which depends only on time [28], transforming in the
spin—% representation of spatial SO(3) and in the fundamental representation of color SU(2). Here,
« = 1,2 denotes the spin index and A = 1,2 is the color index.

The Dirac fermion Q has a left Weyl fermion b and a right Weyl fermion ¢

baA baA
aA = . = . 2.2
Qas < —2(02)aﬂCEA ) ( dLA > 22

The b’s and d’s satisfy the standard fermionic anti-commutation relations

{baa, by} = 0apdan = {daa, d}5}. (2.3)

The fermionic Hilbert space of matrix-QCDy 1 is finite dimensional: the maximum number of fermions
that can be accommodated in the states is eight. |0z) denotes the O—fermion state satisfying b, 4|0r) =
0 = dna|0F) and |8F) is the 8—fermion state with bLA|8F> =0= dLA|8F> for all (a, A).
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In the Weyl basis, the Hamiltonian for minimally coupled massive quark is given by [28§]
1.
H = HYM + E (CHC + mHm + gHint) ) (24)
where the curvature coupling, quark mass and the quark-gluon interaction terms are given by

Hint = Mia(b], 4045 T4 558 — daasohsTipdlp),
H.=b] bas — doad! ,, and (2.5)
mH,, =m (eie bl AdLA +e ¥ daAbaA> = (mcos@) HE 4 i(msin ) H] .

(e
The dimensionless Yang-Mills coupling constant is g, while R~! determines the energy scale of the
system. Here, we consider a complex (dimensionless) mass term for the quark, whose magnitude is
m € R, and e its phase. The presence of the imaginary mass term (6 # nx) can be justified as
follows: in general, the Yang-Mills-Dirac Lagrangian may have the term ~ 6(F A F'). This term can be
eliminated by an chiral U(1)4 rotation, but at the cost of generating the imaginary mass term. In the
matrix model, the U(1) 4 rotations are generated by the chiral charge

1

Qo =5 (bhabar — dandl,) (2.6)

which indeed commutes with the Hamiltonian if the quarks are massless. In the quantum theory, U(1) 4
is explicitly broken when m # 0 and is anomalously broken when m = 0. As a result, theories with
different 0 correspond to different physical systems.

It is straightforward to verify that HE, HI and 2Qy generate an SU (2), and hence it is natural to
treat the parameters m cosf, msinf and ¢ on a democratic footing.

Under spatial rotations, the glue and the quark transform in spin-1 and spin—% representations
respectively. Their generators are

1

Lz' = _2€ijkTr (H]Ak), Sz = 5

and satisfy [L;, L;] = i€, Ly, and [S;, Sj] = i€;1Sk. The Hamiltonian does not commute with L; and
S; separately, but commutes with J; = L; + S;. The J;’s obey [J;, J;| = ie€jji .-

Under a color SU(2) rotation, the glue transforms as a vector, while the quark transforms in the

(bf 0t gbaa + danctzdl ), (2.7)

fundamental representation. The gauge rotations of glue and quarks in the color space are generated
by
Gt = 20Tx ([T AJT), Gyt = (0T pbas + daaThpdl ). (2.8)

The Hamiltonian commutes with G* = G¢,,, + Gy, Which satisfy [G, G’ = ie®*G°. The operators

G%’s are the generators of the Gauss’ law constraint.

2.1 Strong coupling regime

In this article, we are interested in the large g (strong coupling) regime. To this end, it is convenient
1 2 2 2

to rescale A; — ¢~ 3.A4; and II; — géﬂi. Further, let us define ¢ = g3, M =mg 5 and eg = g3 R,

The Hamiltonian (2.4)) then takes the form

1
H=¢g [Tr <HiHi — 5[./4@', .Aj]z + gig.Ai.Ai + igfgeijk[./li, .Aj].Ak> +cH.+ MH,, + Hipt | , (2.9)
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where eg determines the energy scale of the system. In the double scaling limit g, R — oo, the Hamil-
tonian has a meaningful spectrum provided ej is held finite.

In this double scaling limit, we see from that the quadratic and cubic gluon self-interaction
terms are sub-dominant. Thus in the large g limit with fixed ¢ and M, all eigenvalues and eigenvectors
of (eg ' H) are independent of g.

The term cH. may be thought of as the “chiral chemical potential”. Of course, chiral symmetry is
broken anomalously and hence, this term is not a chemical potential in the thermodynamic sense [39,40].
Nonetheless, it is interesting to study the effect ¢ on the energy spectrum and expectation values of
other interesting observables. We explore the situations when ¢ € [0, 1.5], which is the region where all
interesting physics happens.

When M =~ 0, the effect of the fermion mass is negligible: this is the chiral limit. On the other hand,
M > 0 corresponds to the heavy quark limit. Here, in our numerical diagonalization of H in , we
find it is sufficient to study M € [0, 4] to investigate both these limits.

2.2 Symmetries of the Hamiltonian and the physical Hilbert space
In the matrix-QCD3 1, the U(1)y baryon number symmetry is enhanced to SU(2)p, whose generators

1

B, = ﬁeaﬁeAB(bgAdﬁB+dLAbﬁB),
By, = %GQBGAB(dLAbﬁB_bLAdﬁB)v (2.10)
§3 = %(bLAbaA_dLAdaA)
satisfy
By, By] = ieprs By, [By, Qo] =0, [H, B, = 0. (2.11)

When the quarks are massive, the U(1)4 symmetry is explicitly broken to Zy. But when the quarks
are massless the Hamiltonian only formally commutes with @0, and the quantum theory only preserves
a Zy C U(1)4 symmetry due to chiral anomaly [32}35].

On inclusion of the baryon chemical potential term in the Hamiltonian H, = 60M§3, the SU(2)p
symmetry is explicitly broken since [H,,, El] #0 # [H,, EQ] Thus for p # 0, the global symmetry of
matrix-QCDa 1 is reduced to U(1) g X Zy. Note that, H, does not break the spatial rotational symmetry.
In section we will discuss the consequences of the baryon chemical potential on the hadron spectra
of matrix-QCDag ;.

The total Hilbert space H is the direct product space Hr ® Hg where Hr and Hg contain the
quark and glue states respectively. The Gauss law constraint demands that all physical observables
commute with G The physical Hilbert space Hpuys contains vectors which are annihilated by the
Gauss generators: G¢|W) = 0 for all |¥) € Hppys [29)].

Hphys can be spanned by colorless eigenstates of the Hamiltonian. Because H commutes with .J;
and Ep, the color-singlet energy eigenstates can also chosen to be simultaneous eigenstates of (J;.J;), Js,
(Epﬁp) and Bs. Such a color-singlet energy eigenstate is labelled by the quantum numbers {J, J3, B, B3}
where J(J+1) and B(B+1) are the eigenvalues of (.J;.J;) and (Epgp), respectively. The colorless energy
eigenstates necessarily have an even number of quarks: a state with an odd number of quarks carry



half-integer color-charge, which cannot combined with any glue state to produce a color-singlet state.
The fermionic Hilbert space is finite dimensional and it is easy to see that the physical states can have
max(B) = 2.

The glue states and the states with even number of quarks transform in the integer representation
of the algebra generated by L; and S;, respectively. Consequently, the colorless eigenstates of the
Hamiltonian always transform in an integer representation of SO(3),.: J = 0,1,2... Further, states
with even number of fermions can be of three distinct types:

i) mesons: these have equal number of quarks and anti-quarks and have B3 = 0.

ii) diquarks/anti-diquarks: these are states where the number of quarks and anti-quarks differ by two
and have By = +1.

iii) tetraquarks/anti-tetraquarks: these are states where the number of quarks and anti-quarks differ
by four and have By = +2.

Thus for the colorless energy eigenstates, J =0,1,2... and B =0,1,2.

3 Numerical diagonalization of the Hamiltonian

We are interested in the energy eigenstates in the double scaling limit: the low-energy dynamics in this
deep non-perturbative regime leads to bound states of quarks and gluons, which are identified with the
low-lying hadrons. In this section, we construct the variational energy eigenstates of matrix-QCD3 ;1 in
the ¢g=2/3(= v) = 0 limit.

The fermionic Hilbert space Hp is finite-dimensional and the space of states with even number of
fermions contains 128 linearly independent fermionic states {|¢y,,) : np = 1,2,...128}. These fermionic
states have spin-0, spin-1 or spin-2, and transforms in singlet, triplet or quintuplet representations of
color SU(2). We can expand the fermionic part of the color-singlet energy eigenstates in the basis of
{Itnp)}-

The bosonic Hilbert space H¢ is infinite-dimensional and we need a basis for H¢g to expand the
bosonic part of the color-singlet energy eigenstates. We can use the set of eigenstates of H,.; — the
Hamiltonian of a nine-dimensional harmonic oscillator

1 1
Href = iniaHia + §MiaMia (31)

as the basis for Hg. Let {[¢%,) : ny =0,1,2...} be the cigenstates of Hyy:

Hreglof,) = (mo )16t (32)

The d, which depends on ny, is a multi-index object accounting for the degeneracy for a given ny.

The composite states |1y, ) ® \(l)ﬁb) can transform in various representations of the gauge group and
can have different J and B. Here, we are interested in constructing a basis for H,,s — the space of
colorless states. So we only need those composite states {|®4 1V} C {|thn,) ® ¢, )} which transform
in the singlet representation of color SU(2).
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Figure 1: Energies of the ground states in the low-lying sectors.

Any normalized energy eigenstate |¥) can be expanded as

) 128 ) 128
d d d 2
‘\II> = Z Z Z CnF,nb‘q)nF,nb>? Z Z Z |CTLF,7L1,| - 1 (33)
np=1 d np=1 npy=1 d np=1
Solving the Schrodinger equation means finding the coefficients Cngnb and the energies . Since the
H in 1} is a multi-dimensional quartic oscillator, CgFmb’s cannot be determined exactly by analytic

methods. Here we adopt the Rayleigh-Ritz method to estimate the ngb’s and the E’s. To this end,
we will truncate the summation in with np < Npaz-

In any numerical work, a central question is convergence of the data. We will progressively increase
Npaz till we reach convergence in energy eigenvalues (and other observables). Specifically, we have
found that N, = 16 is sufficient to achieve excellent convergence. In all the computations presented
here, we have taken Ny,q, = 18.

The convergence of the variational calculation is substantially improved if we use the (isotropic)
squeezed oscillator

T 1
Hz — §HiaHia + %MiaMia (34)

instead of H,.y and further extremize the ground state energy with respect to the squeeze parameter
x. This is computationally more expensive but the reward in terms of the improved convergence is
significant.

Details of convergence of the energy eigenvalues is discussed in appendix [A]

4 Results

Using the strategy discussed above, we obtain the low-lying spectrum of spin-0 and spin-1 hadrons (see
Fig. |1). The space of these low-lying hadrons splits into five disjoint subspaces characterized by their
values of baryon number B and spin J. The spin-0 hadrons can have B = 0,1, 2, while spin-1 hadrons
have B = 0 or 1. Irrespective of the quark mass, the lightest hadron (global ground state) has the
quantum numbers (B, J) = (0,0), while the lightest spin-1 hadron has (B, J) = (1,1).

In the subsections that follow, we present the expectation values of the scalar observables like
Hamiltonian H (specifically the ground state energy), chiral charge Qq, quark and glue spin L? and S?
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in every sector. In sectors with non-zero J, the expectation values of the vector quantities like Ls and
S3 help us to understand the distribution of the total spin between the quark and the glue.
Another pair of useful quantities for our study are
V3 €iji€abe{Mia Mjp Mpc)

g3 = ——~ 3 ) g4
2 <MiaMia>§

9 [{MiaMipMjo M) 1 (4.1)
8 <MiaMia>2 2] '

These are like the third and fourth Binder cumulants which are extensively used in study of spin
systems .

We find that in the chiral limit, varying c reveals first order QPTs in the (B, J) = (0,0), (1,1) and
(0,1) sectors. These QPTs occur because of level-crossings in ground state of these sectors. They are
located at critical point ¢ ~ 0.928 for (B, J) = (0,0), at ¢ ~ 0.22 for (B,J) = (1,1) and at ¢} = 0 for
(B,J) = (0,1). Noticeably, ¢}, ¢j and ¢} are all different.

The first order nature of these QPTs is captured by the ground state expectation values of the chiral
charge (Qg, which can be computed for each sector. These QPTs are also validated by discontinuities in
the fourth Binder cumulant at the critical points.

We can also estimate the contribution of the quark and glue to the total spin of the hadron. In low
energy QCD, this question in context of proton has been a subject considerable discussion since the first
experimental measurement of the spin of proton estimated the quark contribution to be ~ 4 —24% [42].
Subsequent experiments estimate of the quark contribution ~ 33% of the total spin . Here
in matrix-QCDg 1, we present the estimates for the contribution of the quark to the spin of hadrons
belonging different (B, J) sectors. Generally we find that in the chiral limit, the quark spin is swallowed
up by the glue. For spin-1 states, this effect is clearly observed in the expectation values of L3 and S3.
For spin-0 states, this is indirectly visible in the expectation values of L? and S2.

This division of spin between the quark and glue is interesting in both the chiral and heavy quark
limits, which we demonstrate sector-wise.

Finally, by examining the third and fourth Binder cumulants in one of the phases, we find that for the
global ground state in chiral limit, the gauge configurations are overwhelmingly reducible connections.

(Bv‘]) = (0’0)

10 . .
M=0

of /IJ§0.3
/I{\

g -1 ~0¢
'/]{\

2 09

00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14
C
Figure 2: Ground state energy as function of ¢ and M for the (B, J) = (0,0) sector.



4.1 (B,J)=(0,0) sector

Fig. [2 shows that when the quark mass M vanishes, there is a level crossing in the ground state at
¢ = c¢5. A closer inspection reveals that this level crossing is rather very special because its is an
accidental triple crossing (i.e. the three lightest energy levels cross at ¢ = ¢ when M = 0). Typically,
accidental degeneracies in interacting systems can only be uncovered numerically.

(B,J) = (0,0)
070
0.65F
T T T T T T T T 0607
Jf M=0 ] 055
[ 0.50
045F
r 0.40F
’ X
3 of —FE p 080 082 084 086 086 080 092 094

P 1 ] 070
—E, 065}

b ‘ oot z —
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 :0'50

C K

080 082 084 086 0.88 0.90 092 094

0.70
0.65F
0.60F
0.55F 7

ng 0.50 5 1
0.45F ~~ 1
0.40F ]

X
3 N, =18 3

0.35 maz =

0.30 . : : . . .
080 082 084 086 0.88 0.90 092 094

Figure 3: The triple crossing in the chiral ground state of the (B, .J) = (0,0) sector. Top left: The first
three energy levels vs c at M = 0. Bottom left: The first three energy levels vs ¢ at M = 0. Right: The
first three energy levels vs ¢ at M = 0 in the vicinity of the critical point for Ny,q. = 14,16, and 18.

To test the robustness of the numerical evidence for the triple crossing, we plot the first three energy
levels in the vicinity of the critical point for different values of N,q.. For finite N,,4., the three levels
do not intersect exactly at the same point: rather they form a “triangle”, as shown in Fig. As we
progressively increase Np,q., the point X of the triangle remains fixed, while Y and Z move toward X
as the triangle shrinks. Thus in the converged limit, the triangle is replaced just by point X, which we
can confidently identify as the location of the triple crossing. Normally, locating the exact value of the
crossing usually requires a more sophisticated treatment like finite-size scaling. Here, we are fortunate
that point X does not change with N,,,, and we readily obtain its location: ¢ ~ 0.928.

The triple crossing in the ground state in the chiral limit corresponds to a QPT at ¢ ~ 0.928. The
properties of this QPT are captured in the ground state expectation values of several observables. Among
these, the most crucial is the chiral charge Qo (shown in Fig. [4]) which displays a sharp discontinuity
at ¢ ~ 0.928 when M = 0 . Since (Qo) = (0Ey/0c), the discontinuity in @)y captures the first order
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nature of the QPT.

(B,J) =(0,0)

P —M=0 —c=045

—M =0.3 —c=088<cj -

S50 o6 -15¢ —c=093>cj -
= —c=1.

2of MO 20} ‘ ‘ S

00 02 04 06 08 1.0 1.2 1.4 0 1 2 3 4

c M

Figure 4: Q) in the ground state as a function of ¢ and M for (B, J) = (0,0).

This first order QPT also induces a discontinuity at cj in the fourth Binder cumulant g4 as shown
in Fig. [6]

The third Binder cumulant g3 is shown in Fig. [f] We observe that gs looks like a “wall” of finite
height at the critical point (¢, M) = (¢, 0). With increasing Ny,qz, the height of the wall remains the
same while its width decreases. Slightly away from the critical point, g3 = 0 in both phase. Looking
at the variation of g3 with M near the critical point (see Fig. @, we can see that as M decreases, the
height of the bump near cfj increases and it becomes an infinitesimally thin wall in the M — 0 limit.

A deeper understanding of the triple crossing comes from examining the system at non-zero values
of v = g72/3. As shown in Fig. [5| for small non-zero v, the system shows two distinct first order QPTs
(and three different phases) in the chiral limit. As v decreases, the two transition lines comes closer
and merge at the triple point when v = 0.

(B,J)=1(0,0)

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14
C

Figure 5: Ejy and Qg in the ground state at M = 0 for various ¢ and p. There are two first order QPTs
for non-zero v = ¢g~2/3.

When the quark mass is non-zero, the sharp discontinuity in (Qo) and g4 is softened and the phase
transition at M = 0 gives way to a continuous crossover.
While the total spin of the ground state in (B, J) = (0,0) sector is zero, it can have contributions

10



(B,J) = (0,0)
05— —M=0 |
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94
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-02g s
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g3

Figure 6: g4 and g3 as functions ¢ and M for (B,J) = (0,0). The red shaded region represents the
allowed values of g3 and g4 for all possible gauge field configurations (for details see )

from glue and quark states with higher angular momenta (L and S). It is clear from Fig. El that in the
chiral limit

lim (L?) ~

1.9 for c < ¢} (4.2)
M—0 '

0 for ¢ > ¢f.

In other words, the chiral ground state in the phase with ¢ < ¢fy is dominated by spin-1 glue (and spin-1
quark) states, while for ¢ > ¢f, the ground state is entirely composed of a spin-0 color-singlet glue (and
quark) states. Since the values of (S?) and (L?) are identical in this sector, we have not shown (S?)
separately.

For small M, the dominance of spin-1 glue states for ¢ < ¢j persists. However, as the value of M
increases, the contribution of the glue to the spin decreases for ¢ < ¢j. For ¢ > ¢j and small M, the
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Figure 7: (L?) as a function of ¢ and M for (B, J) = (0,0).

contribution of the glue initially increases. But as the mass becomes significant, the glue contribution
to the total spin starts to decrease. In the heavy quark limit M > 0, the contribution of the glue to
the total hadron spin becomes very small, irrespective of the value of c.

In the phase with M = 0 and ¢ > ¢, the ground state has ()o = —2 and hence is a state of the form
|0F) ® |¥o(A;)), where |0p) is the O-fermion state and |Wg(A;)) is the spin-0 color-singlet state of glue.
Thus in this phase, the ground state is separable and is essentially a scalar glueball.

In contrast, in the ground state for M = 0 and ¢ < ¢, the quarks and glue are entangled. A
closer inspection of g3 and g4 in this phase show that g3 ~ 0 and g4 ~ 9/16. In the g3 — g4 plane,
the point (g3, 94) = (0,9/16) is a very interesting because it corresponds to gauge fields M;, with only
one non-zero singular value . In Fig. @ this point is the top tip of the red shaded region (the
“arrowhead”). Thus, the ground state in this phase is dominated by glue states with reducible gauge
field configurations.

4.2 (B,J)=(1,1) sector

25)
20F
150

o 10F
= o5t
0.0;
0.5

-1.0k
0.0

08 10 12 14

0.6

0.4

0.2

c
Figure 8: Energy Ej of the lightest state for (B,.J) = (1,1) as a function of ¢ and M .

Here the hadrons are spin triplets with J3 = 0,4+1. Scalar observables like H,Qq, L%, S?, g3 and
gs do not distinguish between different values of J3. Vector observables like S3 and L3 do depend on
the Js-value and we will denote their expectation values for J3 = 0,£1 as (---)j,. We investigate the
behaviour of these observables as functions of ¢ and M.

Here too, in the chiral limit, there is a level crossing as we vary ¢, leading to a first order QPT at

12
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Figure 9: Chiral charge Qo as a function of ¢ and M for (B,J) = (1,1).

c; ~ 0.22 (see Fig. . The phase transition at (¢, M) = (c},0) is further confirmed by plotting (Qo)
and g4, both of which display a sharp discontinuity at cj, as shown in Figs. |§| and

(B,J)=(1,1)

1.5
0.000
] -0.002
—M=0025 - &
— M =0.075
- -0.006
-0.0015 M =0125

00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14
c
Figure 10: g4 and g3 as functions of ¢ and M in the (B, J) = (1,1) sector

For small non-zero M, the abrupt discontinuous jumps at ¢} get smoothened, and the first order
transition is replaced by continuous crossover. Noticeably, g3 remains zero for all ¢ in the chiral limit
and shows an interesting dependence on small mass in the vicinity of c7.

In this sector too, we can study the distribution of the total spin between the quark and the glue.
Here, we find that the situation is even more dramatic. For the lightest spin-1 triplet (i.e. J = 1(1+1)),
(L?) and (S?) are shown in Fig. Both (L?) and (S?) jump abruptly at ¢} in the chiral limit. As it is
evident from Fig. for ¢ < ¢}, the dominant contribution to the total spin comes from quark, while
the glue contributes significantly when ¢ > cJ.
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Figure 11: (L?) (top) and (S?) (bottom) as a function of ¢ and M for (B, J) = (1,1).

The distribution of the spin can be further clarified by inspecting (S3)j, (Fig.[I2). We find that
when M = 0, (S3)+; is discontinuous at ¢j:

+0.67 for ¢ < ¢}
S. — b 4.3
(53)= { +0.33 for ¢ > ¢j. (4.3)

It is unnecessary to plot (L3) s, because (L3)j, = J3 — (53) 5.

M=0 M=0.04 0.9F
0.5¢ \ (Ss)+ | 0-5M 08} ]
" " B — c=021<ci]
& 00 & 00 206 — ¢=023>c}]
N N Z e —e=05
-05} (S3)— | -05f (Ss)— | —c=1.0
/ 0.4
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 03 ‘ ‘ ‘
0.0 0.1 02 03 04 05 0.0 0.1 02 03 04 05 0 1 2 3 4
c c M

Figure 12: (S3)41 as a function of ¢ and M for (B, J) = (1,1).

Slightly away from the chiral limit, the discontinuity in (L?), (S?) and (S3)+; smoothens to a
crossover (Fig. Thus in the near-chiral limit, the quark contributes ~ 67% to the total spin when
¢ < ¢} and as low as only ~ 33% when ¢ > ¢}.

As M increases, the contribution of glue to the total spin decreases, while that of the quark increases.
It is not surprising that in the heavy quark limit M > 1, (L?) becomes tiny, while (S?) ~ 2 and
(S3)+1 ~ %1, irrespective of the value of c.
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Figure 13: Lightest three energy levels for (B, J) = (0,1) as a function of ¢ and M.

4.3 The (B,J) =(0,1) sector

Here too the hadron is a spin triplet. At the point (¢, M) = (0,0) the ground state is doubly degen-
erate (see Fig. . The next excited state at the critical point is almost degenerate with the (doubly
degenerate) ground state, but we cannot numerically establish whether the degeneracy is exact. At the
critical point (¢, M) = (0,0), the chiral charge Qo is discontinuous (see Fig. [14]). Further, both g3 and
ga display singular behavior at this point, as shown in Fig.

0.0

o M= 0 1.0 ' ' —¢=0
- 1 = N 1
0.2 M =001 os C_OO
-0.4 —M =0.05 T 3(1)5
0‘?,_0.6 — M =0.1 1 QO,OD —Cc =1
-0.8 | -0.5} 1
-1.0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ _1_0_4/’—’—‘/___’_———:——’—’_’—'—‘-’"%
0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.10
c M

Figure 14: Qo as a function of ¢ and M for (B, J) = (0,1).

When the quark is massive, the phase transition softens to a smooth crossover.

The contribution of quark and glue to total spin can be estimated by computing (L?), (S?) and
(S3) 5 (see Fig. . We find that in the chiral limit, (L2?), (S?) and (S3) s, remain nearly constant as a
function of ¢:

(L*) ~ 2.1, (5§%)~20, (S3)11~+0.5. (4.4)

In the heavy quark limit, we expect the quark and the glue to “decouple”. Surprisingly, we find
that both the quark and the glue contribute almost equally to the total spin, indicating an entangled
quark-glue state.

4.4 (B,J)=(1,0) and (2,0) sectors

In both these sectors, the hadrons are 4-fermion (quark + anti-quark) states and always have @y = 0.
In particular, the 4-fermion state in the (B, J) = (2,0) sector is always the fermion multiplet with B = 2
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Figure 15: g3 and g4 as functions of ¢ and M for (B, J) = (0, 1).
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Figure 16: (L?), (S?) and |(S3)| for (B,.J) = (0,1) as a function of ¢ and M.

(see Table , which is both colorless and spin-0. Consequently, the different hadrons (the ground state
and its excitations) of this sector are separable states with different spin-0 color singlet glue states.

The 4-fermion state for the (B, J) = (1,0) has spin-1 color-1 (see Table[2). Unlike the (B, J) = (2,0)
case, the total state is not separable (i.e. is entangled) and the glue is always in spin-1 color-1 state.

From the way these states are constituted, it is not difficult to see that H., H,, and H;,; vanish
identically in these sectors. These hadrons are energy eigenstates of pure Yang-Mills theory. Indeed, it
is easy to verify that the hadrons of (B, J) = (2,0) sector have the same energy as the colorless spin-0
glueballs of pure YM.

The (B, J) = (1,0) sector is isospectral with spin-1 color-triplet sector of pure YM. Of course, states
in the latter are colored and hence not physical. Curiously, adding a quark can neutralize the color to
yield color (and spin)-singlet without any additional energy cost.

Because H,, = 0 = Qg in these sectors, both M and c¢ are irrelevant parameters. Further, for all
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these hadrons

0 in (B,J) = (0,0) sector

1(1+1)  in(B,J) = (1,0) sector (4.5)

(L?) = (8?) = {
There is no level crossing and hence no QPT in these sectors of the theory. Despite its apparently inert
nature, the (B, J) = (2,0) sector becomes very important when the baryon number chemical potential
1 is switched on, as we will discuss in the next subsection.

4.5 Baryon number chemical potential

Let us turn on the baryon chemical potential by adding €0M§3 (with 1 € R) to the Hamiltonian
(recall that eg is the energy scale in the double scaling limit). This term does not break the SO(3),qt
symmetr However, because §3 does not commute with El and EQ, the global SU(2)p symmetry
is explicitly broken to a U(1)p. The effect of this symmetry breaking is reflected in the spectrum of
the hadrons: the degeneracy between states with different B3 in any hadron multiplet is lifted. For a
hadron with any baryon charge, the energy E(u) of the state is

E(p) = E(u =0) + puBs. (4.6)
4
4 c=0 M=0
3
3 IIT 111
B _
) 22 II
1 I 1 I
0 Q
0.0 05 1.0 15 2.0 0.0 05 1.0 15 2.0
M c

Figure 17: Phase diagram in presence of chemical potential when ¢ = 0 (left) and when M = 0
(right). The green, blue and orangle curves are the coexistence lines between the phases. The black dot
represents the triple point where all three phases coexist.

The singlet states with B = 0 are unaffected by pu. But for the sectors with B = 1 and 2, the
lightest energy eigenstate is no longer the meson. With positive/negative pu, the lightest state is an
anti-diquark /diquark for B = 1 sectors, and an anti-tetraquark/teteraquark for the B = 2 sector.

Since the lightest state of (B,J) = (1,1) is lighter than that of (B,J) = (1,0) (see Fig. [1]), the
lightest diquark/anti-diquark is always a spin-1 state for any u.

However, if || is sufficiently large, the lightest meson of the (B, J) = (0, 0) sector can become heavier
than the lightest diquark/anti-diquark from the (B,J) = (1,1) sector, or even the tetraquark/anti-
tetraquark from the (B,J) = (2,0) sector, depending on the values of ¢ and M. When this happens,
the ground state of the theory belongs to (B,J) = (1,1) or (2,0) sector. Thus with p turned on, there
can be three distinct phases of the theory (see Fig. :

'In the field theory counterpart, the term (,LLQTQ) preserves rotational symmetry but breaks full Lorentz invariance.

17



i) Phase I — the ground state is a meson from (B, J) = (0, 0) sector.
ii) Phase II — the ground state is a diquark/anti-diquark from the (B, J) = (1, 1) sector.
iii) Phase III — the ground state is a tetraquark/anti-tetraquark from the (B, J) = (2, 0) sector.

If we tune |p| keeping ¢ and M fixed, the lowest energy levels of (B, J) = (0,0),(2,0) and/or (1,1) can
cross, yielding first order QPTs between the phases.

When ¢ = 0, tuning ¢ and M can induce a transition between phases I and III, and phase II is
absent (see Fig. . In contrast, when ¢ # 0, all three phases can exist and there is a triple point.

Interestingly, when the system is in phase II, the ground state is a spin-1 triplet and hence breaks
the rotational invariance. The Fig. clearly shows that in the chiral limit, phase II emerges only for
¢ 2 0.4 > ¢j. For ¢ > ¢j, the ground state has Qo = —1, and hence is a two-fermion state (see Fig. @
Thus the ground state in the chiral limit has a pair of quarks/anti-quarks (for p negative/positive).
Further, the fermionic spin of the quark/anti-quark pair in the triplet state is non-zero: (S3)+1 = £0.33
(as shown in Fig. [12)).

This phase is reminiscent of the LOFF phase as the ground state breaks SO(3);.t. This result also
conforms with the findings in [13H15], although the model there is quite different.

5 Summary and Discussion

We have presented an exhaustive and complete discussion of the phase structure of matrix-QCD2 1 in
the strong coupling regime. The robustness of the quantum phase transition is established by studying,
in addition to the ground state energy, several other observables like chiral charge and the higher Binder
cumulants. When the baryon chemical potential u is sufficiently large, there is a LOFF-like phase with
a spin-1 ground state.

In the (B, J) = (0,0) sector, the chiral phase with ¢ < ¢ has an entangled quark-glue ground state,
whereas it is a scalar glueball (i.e. quark-glue interaction energy is zero) for ¢ > ¢j. Interestingly, in
the entangled ground state for ¢ < ¢, the third and fourth Binder cumulants indicate that the gauge
configurations are localized near a special corner of the configuration space where the matrix degrees of
freedom corresponds to only one non-zero singular value.

In the sectors that we have studied, the glue carries a significant share of the hadron’s spin, especially
when the quark is very light. In particular, we have found that in the chiral ground state of (B,J) =
(1,1) sector, the contribution of the quark to the spin of the state can be as low as 33%.

It would be interesting to extend the two-color QCD to more flavors or to situations with non-
trivial supersymmetry. Indeed, the supersymmetric version of the matrix model [45] is currently under
numerical investigation and results will be reported separately.

Finally, our numerical techniques can be extended to real world QCD to investigate its phase struc-
ture, exotic states like tetraquarks and pentaquarks, and the proton spin question. The matrix model
provides a simplified framework to quantitatively address this set of questions.
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Appendices

A Convergence of the energy eigenvalues

2.615¢
2.610¢
26051

2.600

2.595¢

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
M

Figure A.1: The ground state energy for (B, J) = (1,1) sector vs M at ¢ = 0 with Ny, = 15,16,17,18.

We have performed the numerical analysis with 10 < Npar < 18. As Npqe increases, the energy
eigenvalues progressively converge. In fact there there is hardly any difference between N4, = 17 and
18, as can be seen in Fig. For instance, at M = 0.05, the ratio

Eo(N, =17) — Ey(N, =1 2.6122 — 2.612
0( max 7) 0( max 8) _ 6 6120 — 8 x 10—5 (Al)
Eo(Nmaz = 17) 2.6122

The convergence is similarly excellent for the ground state energy (and expectation values of other
observables) in other sectors as well. For brevity, we only show the data for the ground state energy in
(B,J) = (1,1) sector.

B Quark states
The &-fermion state is defined as
8r) = b]il b§2 bgl b£2 dL dh d;l d£2’0F> (B.1)

We can define the two-fermion mesonic, di-quark and anti-di-quark operators as

Sw = blyotThpdy, (B.2)
Tw = bl (0" 0%)as (T"T?) ap b, (B.3)
A = dl 4 (0% 0")ap (T*T")ap diy (B.4)

where p,v = 0,1,2,3 with 7° = $15 and 0" = I

The fermionic states are labelled by their spin and color: (s,c) denote a spin-s state which transform
in the (2c+1)-dimensional representation of color SU(2).

Fermion states with with baryon charge B are given in Table [I} [3|
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Spin-0 Color-0 Spin-1 Color-1 Spin-2 Color-0 Spin-0 Color-2
(0,0) (1,1) (2,0) (0,2)
0F)
Soo |0F) Sia |0F)
\/%SOOSOO |0F) V28iaS00 [0r) ? (Sichc - %Skcskc) 0F) ? (SkaSkb - %Skcskc) |0F)
S5 [87) sk 18r)
8F)

Table 1: Fermion states with Baryon charge B = 0, Note that Bs = 0 for all the above states.

Bs—1 Bs =0 Bs——
V2L |0F) Sio |0F) V2 Ao |0F)
Spin-1 Color-0: (1,0) | 2TSoo [0F) V280800 [0F) 2 AioSoo |0F)
\/iA;ro |8F> S;ro |8F> \/51—‘10 ‘8F>
Spin-1 Color-1: (1,1) | €k Sjal'ko |0F) % €ijk SjaSko [0F) | €ijk SjalAro |0F)
V2T0q |0p) Soa [0F) V2 Moo [0F)
Spin-0 Color-1: (0,1) | 2T0aSoo [0F) V2 800S00 [0F) 2 A oaSoo |0F)
V2 AL, [8r) Sty 8F) V2T, [8F)

Table 2: Fermion states with Baryon charge B = 1.

Spin-0 Color-0: (0,0)
B3 = 2T0al0a |OF)
Bz =1 2 S0al'0a |0F)
B3 =0 ﬁ (SioSio — S0aSoa) 0F)
By = -1 %S()aAOa (2
B3 = -2 %AOaAOa 0F)

Table 3: Fermion states with Baryon charge B = 2.

C The spin-0 and spin-1 colorless states

The glue states (up to spin-2 and color-2) in SU(2) matrix model are of the following (spin, color) type:

Spin Color | Glue state
. Color-0 (0,0)
Spin-0 Color-2 (0,2)
. Color-1 (1,1)
Spin-l | lor-2 (1,2)
Color-0 (2,0)
Spin-2 | Color-1 (2,1)
Color-2 (2,2)
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Note that in QCDs; there are no glue states of the type (0,1) and (1,0).

The spin-0 and spin-1 colorless states in the multiplets with different values of B are composed of the
following states:

Sectors Quark states Glue states
(0,0) (0,0)
1,1 (1,1)
B = -
o =0 , (2,0
; (0,2)

Not possible
(1,1) and (2,1)
(2,0)
(1.2)

Not possible
(1,1)

Not possible
(0,0) and (2,0)
(1,1) and (2,1)
(1,1)
(0,0)

~ ~ ~| = ~ ~| =~~~ ~ =~
e — T — T D T T —

SO P PO PO NEFE OO N
Ofl= = Ol = OIN O = O O
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