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MAKEENKO-MIGDAL EQUATIONS FOR 2D YANG-MILLS:
FROM LATTICE TO CONTINUUM

HAO SHEN, SCOTT A. SMITH, AND RONGCHAN ZHU

ABsTrRACT. In this paper, we prove the convergence of the discrete Makeenko—Migdal equations for Yang—
Mills model on (¢Z)? to their continuum counterparts on the plane, in an appropriate sense. The key step in
the proof is identifying the limit of the contributions from deformations as the area derivative of the Wilson
loop expectation.

CONTENTS

1. INTRODUCTION

The goal of the paper is to prove that for the two dimensional Yang-Mills model, the lattice master
loop equations converge to the continuum ones. These equations are also known as Makeenko—Migdal
equations or Dyson—-Schwinger equations. We first recall the basic settings for the lattice and the
continuum Yang—Mills models.

For ¢ > 0, let A be a finite subset of (¢Z)?. Let E* and E~ be the set of positively and negatively
oriented bonds of (¢Z)?, and denote by Ej{, E the corresponding subsets of bonds with both beginning

and ending points in A. Define £ & ETUE~. Fore € E, let u(e) and v(e) denote its starting point and
ending point respectively. A path in (¢Z)? is defined to be a sequence of bonds ejes - - - e, with e; € E
and v(e;) = u(e;41) for 1 < i <mn — 1. Itis called a closed path if v(e,) = u(eq).
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A plaquette is a closed path of length 4¢ which traces out the boundary of a square. Denote 77;{ for
the set of plaquettes p = ejesesey such that all the vertices of p are in A and u(ey) is lexicographically
the smallest vertex and v(ep) is the second smallest.

We fix a Lie group G = U(N), and write g for its Lie algebra with the inner product given by

(X, V) E NTr(XY*), X,Y €g. (1.1)

Throughout the paper we will write Tr for the usual trace and tr = ~ 1T
The lattice Yang-Mills theory on A with 8 € Rl the inverse couphng constant, is the probability
measure 43 on the set of all collections @ = (Qe), . Bf of G-matrices, defined as

dpi(Q) == %exp(—NﬂRe Z Tr(I — Qp)> H dQe, (1.2)
PEPY c€BY

where Z§ is the normalizing constant, ), ! Qe, QeyQesQe, for a plaquette p = ejezezey, and dQ). is

the Haar measure on G. Note that for p € P '\ the bonds e3 and ey are negatively oriented; throughout the

paper we define Q. o Q;ll for e € E~, where e~! € E* denotes the bond with orientation reversed.
The measure (1 is invariant under any gauge transformation g : A — G defined by Qc — gy (e) Qe g;(i)

for all e € Ej{ Functions of () which are invariant under all gauge transformations are called gauge
invariant observables. The gauge invariant observables which satisfy the master loop equations are the
Wilson loops.

Given a loop [ = ejes - - - €, meaning that [ is a closed path without any backtracking modulo cyclic
permutation equivalence, the Wilson loop variable W is defined as

1
Wi = NTT(QQ Qey ++ Qe,) = t1(Qey Qey - Qo) - (1.3)
The notion of Wilson loops can be generalized to a collection of loops, see Section [6.1]

Remark 1.1. The well-definedness of a loop (especially the “no backtracking” condition) is slightly more
subtle; also we will talk about the location of a bond in a loop which is understood in the natural way.
Since these subtleties are of minimal importance in this paper we refer to [[Chai9gal Section 2.1]. Also for
simplicity we will not introduce any additional notation (such as | = [e1eg - - - €,)) to distinguish a closed
path and its cyclic equivalence class since it will be clear from the context.

Remark 1.2. The above model ([I2) is called the Wilson model. The Wilson model can be defined
more generally: for an abstract Lie group G (not necessarily a matrix group), together with a unitary
representation of G, one can replace Tr in (T2) and in the definition of Wilson loops by the character x
of the representation (see e.g. |Dri8ol Def. 8.4]) or general class functions on G. Here we just focus on
the concrete case where G is simply a group of N x N matrices naturally representing on CV, so that
the character is just 'Tr.

We will investigate the scaling limit problem in d = 2, namely the limit of the loop equations on (£Z)?
as € — 0. We consider the well-known scaling (e.g. [[Cha1gb, Section 3]):

B=e2. (1.4)

To state the lattice master loop equation, we need some additional notation, including the set of
deformations D* (1) and splittings S* (1) of a given loop /. In words, the set D*(I) corresponds to all
possible loops obtained by adjoining a plaquette to some edge of [, where the edge is either removed
(negative deformation) or repeated (positive deformation) in the process. It can be expressed as a union
of the smaller sets DX (1) containing only the deformations along a specific edge e in I. The set S*(1)

ITypically, one takes 5 > 0 although the measure is well-defined even for 8 < 0.
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consists rather of pairs of loops obtained from splitting a single loop along a repeated edge [, and the set
SF(1) is understood in a similar way. We will recall the precise definitions in Section 2
Fixing a bond e in the loop [, the (single location) master loop equation for G = U(N) is given by

1 1
EWF =55 > EWi—o5 > EWi+ > EWi— ) EW (15)
rebg (1) rend (1) resz (1) rest ()

We note that if e appears several times in [, the deformations DF (1), splittings S (1) also depend on the
location of e, and this location is also fixed here, see Section 211

Here is the version of the equation derived in [[CPS23}, Theorem 5.7] where we replaced 3 by e~
as in (). It was first derived by [Cha1ga]] by Stein’s method (and then by [SSZ24]] using the Langevin
dynamics and It6 formula and by [AN23]] using the integration by parts formula) where e is summed
instead of fixed, which is slightly weaker.

We will focus on the case d = 2 and consider the limit of the master loop equations in the double limit
where first A approaches (¢Z)?, then ¢ — 0. Note that for ¢ fixed, the joint law of Wilson loops does not
depend on how A approaches (¢Z)? (see e.g. [Dri89g, Theorems 7.2 and 7.4]), and the above master loop
equations hold on (¢Z)?. For the remainder of the paper, we will focus on the second limit and work on
the entire plane and the infinite volume limit 4 instead of .

In continuum, for 5 > 0 the Yang—Mills measure is formally defined by

exp ( - g ; /Rd ]Fj{(z)ﬁdw)dA, (1.6)

where A is a g-valued 1-form called a connection and F4 is its curvature two form given by Fj‘j =
OZ-AJ» - OJAZ + [AZ, Aj], i,7=1,...,d.
In the setting where A is smooth, the Wilson loops are defined as tr hol(A4, 1), namely the (normalized)

trace of the holonomy of A around the loop I : [0,1] — R?. Recall that the holonomy is defined by
def

hol(A,1) = h(1) € G where h solves the parallel translation ODE dh(s) = h(s)(A(l(s)),di(s)). In
d = 2, it is well-known that even the Gaussian free field lives in the space of distributions C* for o < 0,
and there is not any classical meaning for holonomies of generic distributions A. However, the notion of
Wilson loops was rigorously defined for 2D Yang—Mills, simultaneously by [GKS89| |Dri89], in which
the authors use an axial gauge fixing to represent the continuum Yang-Mills measure on the plane as a
Gaussian measure, and define the parallel translation of a connection A along a loop [ by the solution to a
stochastic differential equation. This also allows for rigorous computations of Wilson loops in continuum,
where the heat kernel on the Lie group plays a central role. Driver [Dri8g] also gave a formula for a
general class of self-intersecting Wilson loops in the plane. In the work [Léviol and [Lév17], Lévy takes
Driver’s formula as the definition of the Yang—Mills measure on a graph and then uses the consistency
of this measure under subdivision to construct a continuous theory. More recently [CCHS22| Section 3]
constructed a space of connections (which can be embedded into C* for « < 0) where every connection
in this space has a deterministic notion of holonomies and corresponding Wilson loops, and there is a
random field A (see [Che1g| [CS23]) taking values in this space, whose holonomies coincide with the
previous literature i.e. [Lévioll. In this paper we will take these equivalent definitions of Wilson loops
for 2D Yang-Mills theory, and we write W; = tr(hol(A,!)), but in terms of calculations the main tool
for us is Driver’s formula [Dri89]| and we review it in Section 23]

The Wilson loops in continuum satisfy the continuum master loop equations. These equations were
proposed by physicists [MM79] in a heuristic way, and then rigorously formulated and derived by [Lév17],
with various proofs and simplifications in the later works in [Dah16,|DHK17, Dri1g, PPSY23]]. Let us first
recall the formulation in [DHK17]. Suppose that [ is a loop in R? with a simple crossing at point v. (We
refer to [DHK 17} below (1.2)] for the precise meaning of simple crossing, in particular this means that [

2

2]n particular, this set is empty for simple loops, where each edge appears only once.
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passes through v exactly twice, each time transversely.) We parametrize [ on [0, 1] with [(0) = [(1) = v
and there exists a unique sg € (0, 1) with I(sg) = v. We label the outgoing edges e1, . . ., e4 at v in cyclic
order, and the loop [ starts from e; and ends through e5’ ! see Figure M for example. We then denote the
faces F1, ..., F, adjacent to v in cyclic order such that e; lies between F and F7, es lies between F7 and
F,, etc. We set t; = | F;|, the area of the face F;. Then, for G = U(N), [DHK17, Theorem 1.1 eq.(1.3)]
states that

(atl — Oy + Oy — 8t4)Em = E(I/thvlz) (1.7)

where [ and I are the restrictions of [ to [0, so] and [so, 1], respectively. Note that the loop [ starts
from v at time 0 and proceeds across e, then visits various unspecified edges until passing through eZl
and reaching v again at time so (forming /1), then proceeds from v across eg, following some additional
unspecifed edges until crossing e5’ ! and arriving back at v at time 1 (forming l5), see for the precise
formulation. Interestingly, equation only depends on the local topological behavior around the
vertex v and the area derivatives, not on the whole structure of the loop.

-

FIGURE 1. An example of a loop and a neighborhood around a vertex v.

Both the lattice and the continuum loop equations (T-5) and (T77) carry significant conceptual and
practical information about the lattice or continuum Yang—Mills measure. Most existing applications of
([T77) are in the limit N — oo, known as large /N problems, where the RHS of the equation factorizes
into a product of expectations and the utility of (T-7) becomes particularly apparent. Rigorous work
in the continuum begins with [Lév17]] on the plane and remains an ongoing area of investigation for
compact surfaces, the sphere case being studied in [Hal18,[DN20] and more recently, progress on general
surfaces in [DL23) [DL22]]. Similarly, the master loop equation in the discrete setting is used to study
large IV problems on the lattice in [Cha1gal [BG18[BCSK24]. They are also closely related with surface
summations (c.f. [[Cha1ga, [CJ16]|CPS23]).

Heuristically, the lattice loop equations and the continuum loop equations have some
obvious similarities. For instance {l1,ls} in is a splitting of /, and the area derivatives in
are reminiscent of deformations in a certain infinitesimal sense. Some proofs of and also
share similar philosophies. For instance, [DHK17]] in continuum and [[Cha1gal] on the lattice both use
integration by parts; [Dri1g]] in continuum and [SSZ24] on lattice both apply It6 formula, to the SDE
of parallel translations in the former paper, and to the SDE of Langevin dynamic in the latter paper. In
fact, the early physics paper [MM79]| also describes their heuristics in a mix of discrete and continuum
settings.

However, despite the conceptual similarities, the loop equations (T-3) and have far-apart math-
ematical forms (see remarks along this line in the end of [DHK17, Section 1] and [Dri1g, Section 1]).
In particular, the lattice loop equation (T-3)) is parametrized by the choice of a local bond e, whereas the
continuum loop equation only involves the variation of a “global” quantity which is the area. Moreover,
we emphasize that while a negative deformation is very intuitively related to “discrete area derivatives”,
it is not obvious for positive deformations (see (g-4) below). The natural questions we are interested in
are thus (see Fig. m):
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(1) Suppose we have a sequence of lattice loops approximating [ in a proper sense, then, what happens
in the limit as € \ 0, if we consider the lattice loop equation where we deform at a bond e
inside the (lattice approximations of) edges e1,- -+ ,e4?

(2) Suppose in the above approximations, v is replaced by a lattice bond e, then what happens in the
limit as € \ O for the lattice loop equation with respect to this bond e?

(3) How, or in what sense, do the loop equations converge to (17)? Which bond(s) does one
need to choose (or how to combine them) in for this convergence to occur? What happens
for each term in (T-3) and what kind of cancellations occur during this limiting procedure?

In this paper we address these questions. We will also include the cases G € {SU(N), SO(N)}, and
extend the convergence result to a string of loops. The proof of this convergence is more subtle than one
might first expect. For instance, we will need to find certain cancellations in (T:3); and, in the discrete
equation (T-3) one needs to pick a bond e, and we will actually combine (T73) with several choices of the
bond e in a suitable way in order to see the limiting equation (T-7).

Finally, although this was not the main motivation for this paper, we note that our convergence results
in particular provide one more proof of the master loop equation in continuum, in addition to the earlier
proofs [Lévi17,Dah16,|DHK17, [Dri1g, PPSY23].

1.1. Main results. We state the main result of this paper, with more precise formulation postponed in
the later sections.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose d = 2 and G = U(N). Let [ be a loop in R? with a simple crossing at the point
v as described above ([T7]).

Then for a general class of lattice approximations {I°}. of I, as well as a general rule of selecting
bonds in [¢, suitable linear combinations of the discrete master loop equations for I with these
selected bonds converge to the continuum master loop equation ase — 0.

The more precise version of Theorem [T-3]is stated in Theorem|5.8and Corollary In particular, the
lattice approximation {[}. of [ is defined in Section[z-3)and Section[52] Regarding the selection of bonds
in the above statement, we will consider a rule of described as in Definition [5-3]to prove our convergence
result, and then extend it to more general ways of selecting the bonds as described in Corollary
The phrase “suitable linear combinations” is an important point in the theorem. We note that a short
soft argument for Theorem [T-3] can be given if one appeals to the corresponding continuum result. We
prefer to avoid using the continuum result, as this forces us to carry out a more refined analysis of the
deformation terms which we believe is insightful in its own right. For a more technical discussion on this
point, we refer the reader to the last paragraph at the end of Section 5.2}

Remark 1.4. Throughout the paper, when we say that “the equation (A.) converges to equation (A) as
e — 07, we mean that as we take ¢ — 0 on both sides of the equation (A.), the resulting limit is equation
(A). Here we allow moving terms to either side of the limiting equation.

We extend Theorem [I3]to a collection of loops in Section[6l In this case, we also obtain the splitting
term as in the RHS of (177), which arises from splitting terms S(I) in the lattice loop equations. See
(6.3). If we consider a collection of loops l1,. .., 1, where [1, l; intersect at a point v, the merger term
may also appear. More precisely, we can also find a suitable lattice approximation {[5, ..., [} such that
suitable linear combinations of the discrete master loop equation converge to

0 0 0 0 - 1 -
oot = O E([[W) = B (W [TW)
(8751 ot, oty 8754) 1;[1 i) Nz 1;[3 i
where the new loop 15 is the merger of I; and [5, see Theorem [6.1] below for the precise statement.
We can also extend the result to G = SU(N) and G = SO(N). For the case of SO(N), a new action
called twisting will appear (see Section [6.2] for more details).



Let us preview some main ingredients of our proof. The key step in the proof is to choose appropriate
bonds e and identify the limit of the following terms arising from deformations:

1 1
57 > EWi — o > EWS (1.8)
rebg (1) redf (1)

from ([T-3), interpreting them as the appropriate area derivative of the expectation of the Wilson loop. To
achieve this, we express the deformation term (L8]) in terms of integrals over the Lie group G with respect
to the “Wilson action” (see below) using Driver’s formula (see below). We then convert these
integrals on G into corresponding Gaussian integrals on the Lie algebra g by dividing the integral into
‘small field’ region and the ‘large field” region — see Section[3} This allows us to identify the limit of
as the appropriate gradient of the heat kernel, which yields the area derivatives by applying the integration
by parts formula on the Lie group. Another important tool we exploit is the Peter—Weyl spectral theory
for L? class functions on Lie groups, allowing us to decompose the heat kernel and Wilson action in
terms of the irreducible characters, which we review in Section Finally, the suitable choice of bonds
as mentioned in Theorem [T-3]is important to derive (T-7): it is natural to approximate the crossing vertex
v by a small edge e® and apply for a bond in e° to obtain a splitting term; however, in doing so,
certain correction terms arise from integration by parts. To cancel these, we further select bonds from
edges adjacent to e, yielding the continuum loop equation (1-7). In all these calculations, fixing axial
gauge in a suitable way turns out to be helpful.

We conclude by mentioning some questions for possible future studies. Based on ideas in [DHK17]],
the paper [DGHK 17| extended the proof of master loop equations from the plane to compact surfaces,
and it would be interesting to derive a version of discrete loop equations on surfaces and show their
continuum limits. We also remark that the lattice loop equations hold in all dimensions, and it would
not be hard to derive them for lattice Yang—Mills—Higgs models (the Langevin dynamics were derived
in [SZZ24])) as well, but the continuum analogues of such loop equations in d > 3 or with Higgs are
far from being understood. Our present paper relies on Driver’s formula in d = 2, which is unavailable
for these problems, and a natural question is whether our results can be proved in a way that relies less
heavily on the exact integrability properties of the model. This would be interesting already for the case
of simple loops as in Theorem as this connects naturally to understanding the relationship between
the master loop equations and Wilson’s area law, particularly in the continuum limit.

Structure of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review notations and
basic tools from literature. In Section [] we explain how the discrete loop equations converge to their
continuum counterparts when the loop is simple. Section [3] studies general loops as stated in Theorem
[L3} whose proof is given in Section[5-2} Sections [3]and [5-1] provide some general approximation results
on integrals against Wilson action over Lie groups. In Section|6.1|we extend the result to loop sequences,
and in Section [6.2] we also extend to the cases of G = SO(N) and G = SU(N).
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2. NOTATION AND SOME BASIC TOOLS

2.1. Notation. Wilson Action and its k-fold convolution. Define the action 3

1 - -
G>Q— Sa(Q) _ %e_e 2NRe Tr(I—Q)’ 7E — /e—g 2NRe Tr(I—Q)dQ (2.1)
which can be viewed as the transition probability from the identity I to ) of a random walk on G.
Following [Dri89, Section 8] we will call S° the “Wilson action” (although in some other references
“Wilson action” just means the exponent in S¢). We recall that for two functions f,g : G — R, their
convolution is defined by

fro@= [ 100 0 ac

whenever the above integral is finite. We write .S}, for its k-fold convolution of the action with itself.

Recall that a function f on G is called a class function if it only depends on the conjugation class,
namely f(aba=') = f(b) for all a,b € G. We will often use the fact that Tr and S are class functions
on G, in particular S¢(ab) = S¢(ba). We will often use S¢(a) = S(a™1).

Operations on loops in the lattice. In the master loop equations, besides single loops we will often need
astring s = (l1,...,ly), which means a collection of loops (also called a loop sequence in [Cha19al).
Now we define the loop operations, and in these definitions we will write a, b, ¢, d for paths and e for
a bond. We also recall that (see Remark the loops are defined modulo cyclic permutations, e.g.
l = aebec and | = becae are the same loop. (See [Cha1ga, Fig. 4 — Fig. 11] or [Jaf16} Fig. 2 — Fig. 9] for
pictures of these operations.)

Splitting. Given a loop [ of the form | = aebec (where e is a bond appearing twice at locations x and
y), the positive splitting of [ is a pair of loops

1 & ec , Iy e . (2.2)
For | = aebe™'c (where e and e~ appear at locations = and ¥ respectively), the negative splitting of [ is

a pair of loops

def def
ll = ac, l2 =b.

We say that a string s’ is obtained from splitting s if exactly two loops in s’ arise from splitting a single
loop in 5. We write S} ((z,y); s) (resp. S; ((,y); s)) for the set of strings obtained from positive (resp.
negative) splitting of s with respect to the bond e at locations (z,y). In fact, since the loops are defined
modulo cyclic equivalence by Remark [T} once we fix e and the locations x, y, then each of S} ((z,y); s)
and S_ ((z,y); s) only has one possible string s’

Merger. For two loops | = aeb and I” = ced, where e appears at location x in [ and at location y in [’,
the positive and negative mergers of [ and [’ at locations x, y are the loops

[ @yl = aedceb , 16,1 = ac 'd b . (2.3)
For | = aeb and I’ = ce~'d, where e appears at location z in [ and e~! at location y in I, the positive
and negative mergers of | and I’ at locations x, y are the loops

1@y yl =aec'deb, 16,,1 =adech. (2.4)

We say that a string s is obtained from merging s if exactly one component of s’ arises from merging two
loops in s. The sets M ((z, y); s) and M ((,y); s) denote all the strings obtained from either positive
mergers or negative mergers of s with respect to e at locations (z,y).

Furthermore, we define two more sets M&e((:p, y)is) C M*((z,y);s) and My ((2,y);s) C

M~ ((x,y); s); the first consists of positive mergers resulting from (23), namely a bond e appearing

3Although we used the notation () to denote a configuration in the definition of (IzZ)), here and occasionally in other places
of the text we will also use () to denote a single element of the Lie group. The distinction should be clear from the context.
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in both of the two merged loops; the second consists of negative mergers resulting from (2-4), i.e. where
a bond e occurs in one loop and e~ ! in the other.

The notion of merger will be only used in Section [6 in its general form, and in this section we only
need it to define deformations as follows.

Deformation. For a loop [ where the bond e occurs at location x, and a plaquette p where e or e~
occurs at location y (in this case ¥ is the unique such location), we write

1

[ D p and [Szp

for the positive or negative deformations which means the positive or negative mergers of [ and p at
locations z and y.

We say that a string s’ is obtained from deformations of s if exactly one component of s arises from
deformation of one loop in s. The sets D} (z; s) and D (x; s) consist of all strings obtained from positive
or negative deformations of s with respect to e at location z, respectively.

We emphasize that these sets depend on the bond e as well as its locations, so they are the same as
[CPS23|| but smaller than [Cha1ga, Jaf16]. For the rest of the paper, for simplicity of notation we will
just write

Se(s) =S((@,y)is) . Mg (s) =M ((x,y);5), D(s) =Dg (x35) (2.5)
implicitly keeping in mind that we fix the locations. Also when s is a single loop [, we will write ST (1),
DE(1).

2.2. Analysis on Lie groups. Let GG be a compact Lie group with a given bi-invariant metric. Let g be

its Lie algebra, and d(g) be its dimension. Let {L; };l(:g% be an orthonormal basis for g. We write the
derivative of a function f on G in the direction X € g as
def d

Lxfla)= dt lt=0

for a € G, where X a denotes the translation of X to the tangent space of G at a via right multiplication,
and V, f denotes the gradient of f (and we write a subscript a to emphasize that it is as a function of a).

Recall that a finite dimensional representation 7 is a homomorphism g € G — 7(g) € GL(V;),
where V; is a (complex) vector space of dimension d, = dimV;, and GL(V;) is the general linear
group of automorphisms of V. For any finite dimensional representation 7 of a Lie group G, the
corresponding character is defined by x-(g) = Tr(7(g)). Although the mapping g — x(g) is generally
non-linear, it linearizes on the Lie algebra g as follows. We write the representation on the Lie algebra as
T(A) == % li=o7(e!4) for A € g, which is linear w.r.t. A. Recall that there always exists a suitable inner
product on V; such that 7 is equivalent with a unitary representation, i.e. 7(g~!) = 7(g)~!, and in this
case 7(A) is skew-Hermitian for all A € g. For the rest of the paper, we will just assume that 7 is unitary.
(This is sufficient for our purpose of applying spectral theory on Lie groups, c.f. [Folgs, Section 3.1].)
We also recall that the Casimir operator C; on V7 is given by

d(9)

Cr =3 (1)) 27)

J=1

def

f(e¥a) = (Vaf(a),Xa), L;= Ly, (2.6)

If 7 is irreducible then by Schur’s lemma C = ¢,;I where ¢, < 0 is called the Casimir constant and
1 is the identity matrix on V;, so that TrC; = c.d.. We have the probabilistic characterization of the

oo . . —L114p2
Casimir: with a standard Gaussian measure proportional to e 2 141" on g, one has

E[(T(4)*] =C- . (2.8)

4Spelled out more explicitly, for | = aeb where the edge e starts at location x and a plaquette p = ec, positive and negative
deformation at = map [ to apeb and ac™ b respectively; adjoining a plaquette while either repeating or removing the edge e.
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We will always assume that the Haar measure on G is normalized so that G has unit volume. Recall
that the characters of all the irreducible representations form an orthonormal basis for the Hilbert space
of square integrable class functions. We use p; : G — RT,t € R™, to denote the heat kernel of %A
with Laplace-Beltrami operator A relative to the metric (1), i.e. the unique positive solution of the heat
equation (0 — %A)p = 0 with initial condition p(t,Q)dQ — dr as t — 0. It is important for us to have
the following spectral decomposition

=3 "drar(D)xr . pr=Y deer* ., (2.9)

where 7 is over all the irreducible representations of G, d; is the dimension of 7, and a,(¢) € R*. By
[Dri89, (8.2), (8.3)] (or [BS83] Appendix A])

1 2
ar(e) —e2| < et (2.10)

Here and in the sequel, we use the notation a < b if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that a < c¢b, The
k-fold convolution is simply given by S5 = > _d,a,(g)kx.

By [Dri8g, Theorem 8.8] (or [BS83, Appendix A]), we have that for ¢ > 0 and t¢(¢) satisfying
tie)/e?2 € 27, |t(e) —t| S e

Si(e)/e2 — pe uniformly ase — 0. (2.11)

Remark 2.1. We will often work with the standard representation E (following the terminology of [Hal15,
Section 4.2]) 7 of G = U(N) on CN where 7 : U(N) — U(N) is just the identity map. For instance
this is how we set up our model (T2), see also Remark[T.2) In this case we have d; = N and c; = —114

2.3. Some earlier results of Driver. We first recall Driver’s formula for Wilson loop expectations on
the plane in the continuum setting. To this end, we define an edge to be a continuous map e : [0,1] — R2,
which is assumed to be injective except possibly that e(0) = e(1). [1 The inverse of e, denoted by e,
is the edge traced backwards: e~'(s) = e(1 — s). A graph is a finite set of edges (and their inverses),
that meet only at their endpoints. The vertices of a graph are the endpoints of its edges. The faces of a
graph are the connected components of the complement in R? of the union of its edges. A graph is then
described as a triple G = (V, E, F) consisting of a set V of vertices, a set [E of edges and a set IF of faces.
Note that G is determined by the set of edges E. We choose an orientation of G, i.e. a subset E* C E
containing exactly one element in each pair {e,e~!}. We then refer to the edges in E* as the positively
oriented edges.

We associate to each positively oriented edge e € [E an edge variable ., € G, and correspondingly
associate Q- ! to e~1. We view the edge variable as the parallel transport of a connection along the edge,
which is the solution to a stochastic differential equation in the sense of [GKS8g| Dri8g| as mentioned
below (1.6).

A discrete gauge transformation is a map g : V — G. It induces a transformation W, of the edge
variables given by

\I/g(Qe) = g(v2)_1Qeg(Ul)7
where e = {v1,v2}. For afunction f of the edge variables, we say that f is gauge invariant if fo ¥, = f
for every discrete gauge transformation g.

Driver’s formula in [Dri8g, Theorem 6.4] then says that for 1 being the Yang—Mills measure on the
plane, the expectation of any gauge-invariant function f of the parallel transport along the edges of G

51t is also called “fundamental representation” in e.g. [BS83].

6See also [SSZ24) (2.4)] where ¢, = —N shows up. Note that our convention for the inner product on g differs from
[[SSZ24] by a factor N and thus ¢, = — N therein.

7Allowing for e(0) = e(1) can be useful, for instance a simple loop can be considered as only a single edge.
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(denoted as E[f(P|g)] therein) can be computed via the following integral:

p(f) = @) 1 pir (hor(@))dQ, (2.12)

E+
G FEF

where |F| is the area of the face F', OF denotes a path that goes once around the face F' in the positive
direction, and hgr denotes the holonomy around F, that is, the product of edge variables going around
OF, ie. for OF = e1...ep, hor = Qe, ... Qe¢,. Here dQ denotes the product of normalized Haar
measures in all the edge variables. We also refer to [Seng7l [Lévo3s|] for discussion on this integral
formula.

Given aloop [ in R?, i.e. a path, which is a continuous map [ : [0, 1] — R2, with [(0) = (1), assuming
that all the self-crossing points of [ are simple, then it naturally defines a graph G. Note that since in a
graph the edges must meet only at their endpoints, for each simple self-crossing v of [, and each edge e
of the graph G induced by [, either v does not belong to e, or v is an endpoint of e. The orientations of

these edges of G are given by the orientation of /. We define the Wilson loop W, o trQ; = %Tr@l with
(; being the holonomy along /. It is easy to check that I¥/; is a gauge invariant function, so (Z12) gives
a useful formula to calculate the expectations of the Wilson loops.

Remark 2.2. Obviously, we can break an edge e in a graph into several concatenating edges. This
will not change the Wilson loop expectations, because holonomies are multiplicative along these smaller
edges and the faces remain the same.

Similarly we also introduce graphs G* = (V& E® F°) on (¢Z)2. More precisely, we write B(g) for
the infinite graph in R? whose edges are the bonds of (cZ)? (we view these bonds as line segments in
R?). B(e) has the topology induced from R%. An edge[d ¢ € E< is a continuous map : [0,1] — B(e),
which is assumed to be injective except possibly that e(0) = e(1). By definition, we can write such an
edge as e = e; ...e, Where e, ..., e, are bonds of (EZ)2. Similarly as in the continuum setting, the
vertices of a graph are the endpoints of its edges, and the faces of a graph are the connected components
of the complement in R? of the union of its edges. As in the continuum, we assume the graph consists of
edges which only meet at their endpoints.

For each e € Ef, we also introduce an edge variable ), : E° — G, and correspondingly associate
Q. ! to the inverse of e. More precisely, recalling the field Q = (Q.) ccE} defined around (T2)), for

def . . .
e=ej...e, Where eq, ..., e, are bonds of (EZ)2, we set Q, = Qe, - - - Qe, . Gauge invariant functions

can be introduced in exactly the same way as the continuous setting above, and it is clearly consistent
with the notion of gauge invariance mentioned below (L2). In particular, a Wilson loop W} defined in
is a gauge invariant function. Here, the lattice loop [ can be again viewed as a lattice graph G°.
More precisely, recall that I does not have backtracking, but it may pass through some bonds of (¢Z)?
more than once; in other words if we view I C B(e) C R? as a continuum loop it will have non-simple
self-crossings. Whenever [ has the form [ = aebe or | = aebe™! where a, b, e are sequences of bonds,
we assume that the starting and the ending vertices of e belong to V¢, and e, e~ ! belong to [E°.

We will frequently use the following formula ([Dri8g, Theorem 7.5]) for a gauge invariant function f
on edge variables which we will refer to as the discrete Driver’s formula:

def
B/ = () [ 5@ T Siea(hor-@)de. (2.13)
GEOT FeeFe 7
where we follow the same notation as in (Z12), with |F¢| € £2Z7" being the area of F* as a set in R2, (so

|F¢| /&2 is the number of plaquettes enclosed by F*).

8Note the change in terminology in comparison to [SSZ24]. A single edge in the present paper corresponds to a sequence
of edges in [SSZ24]], which is why we use the terminology bond to distinguish the two.



11

Furthermore, it will be convenient for us to fix an axial gauge in the calculations of the expectation of
Wilson loop. More precisely, for any gauge invariant function f we can choose a tree 1" (i.e. a subgraph
which does not include any closed path), such that

B =w(f) = |

G(Es)+

F@Q) T 8% (hore(@)drQ, (2.14)

FecFe ¢
where dp@) = HeeT 5{QS:I} HegéT dQe.

Suppose that G = (V,E, F) is a graph on R?. As in [Dri8} Definition 8.1], a lattice approximation to
G is a collection of graphs {G® = (V&,E¢,F®)}.y~c>0 on (¢Z)? with maps

i.: E—E ewr e, and je: F—>F Fr F* (2.15)

satisfying the following conditions:

e j. is a bijection, and i. is an injection. Moreover, the edges in E°\i.([£) do not meet each other
and all have lengths of O(¢).

e The area |F'\ F¢| + |F¢\F|is of O(¢).

e Forevery F' € F, one has i.(0F) = 0F° Ni.(E), where [’ = j.(F).

When i.(e) = e we will sometimes say that the edge e® approximates e.

Remark 2.3. Note that we do not require i. to be surjective as in [|Dri89, Definition 8.1]. The reason that
we may have more edges in IE¢ (rather than requiring a one-to-one correspondence between & and E°) is
that in Section 52| we will approximate a crossing vertex v € R? by a “tiny” edge €° with lef| = O(e),
and exploit the splitting that occurs at (a bond of) €.

It is easy to find that given a graph G = (V,E,F), there exists a lattice approximation {G* =
(Ve 8, F9) }oy>eso (c.f. [Dri8g, Lemma 8.2]).

Lemma 2.4. For any gauge invariant function f of the edge variables on the graph G, one has
. B 1y
lim p#(f 0d.") = ul(f), (2.16)
where i=' : G — GF is the pull-back map.

Proof. Thisis essentially [Dri8gl Theorem 8.10], with the only difference here being that i, is not required
to be surjective. However, for the proof of [Dri8g, Theorem 8.10], which relies on (Z-14), it suffices

for i, : E — [E° to be surjective outside a tree in G°. We can always find a tree 7" in G such that
T(c) £ (E\ic(E)) Ui.(T) is also a tree. (For instance if T is empty, E\i. (EE) is a disjoint collection of
edges which is a tree.) We then fix an axial gauge by choosing the edge variables on 7'(¢) to be identity.
Since f is a gauge invariant function

pE(f ot /G o 6@ T St (ore(Q)drQ

FeeFe  ©

N /Gis(xaﬂ f(ie_l(Q)) H S@(haFS(Q))dis(T)Q

FecFe <

= [ 7@ ]] St (hor(@)drQ

+
G* FEF  ©

=2 /G @ TI o (@)rQ = u(£).

FeF
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where we used Q‘ TE) = I in the second step, and change of variable and (i1Q)sr = Qar. (Which

follows from Q)

e\ (B) = 1) in the third step, and the fourth line follows from and the requirement
that | F'°| and | F'| differ by O(e). The last step again uses gauge invariance of f. O

Remark 2.5. When we apply Lemma in Section [f) and Section [5.2] below, we will fix an axial gauge

with different choices of the tree T in G, and we will ensure that T () o (Ef\i(E)) Ui (T) is also a

tree in G* as required in the proof of Lemma[z4)

We say that the set of loops {I°}.~¢ is a lattice approximation of the loop [ if {G®}.~¢ is lattice
approximation of G, where G and G® are the graphs induced by the loops [ and [® respectively. For
simplicity we will always assume that [ is smooth, so that a lattice approximation {[°}.( exists. By
(2.16)), for any lattice approximation {/¢}.~( of a loop ,

lim EW;: = EW, . (2.17)
e—0

Furthermore, for a sequence of loops Iy, - - - , l,,, and any lattice approximation [§, - - - , [, we have

;EE(ﬁm]) :E<1_m[WlJ> (2.18)
j=1 J=1

Remark 2.6. Throughout the paper, to simplify the notation, when we write expressions for lattice Wilson

loop expectations such as @1), (5:12), (5.16), (5.26) (and already in e.g. (T5)), we often omit the ¢ in
the notation for loops, edges, and edge variables (whose dependence on € is clear from the context), and

only write a superscript for the Wilson loop, e.g. Wi = W to remind the dependence on ¢.

3. GAUSSIAN APPROXIMATION LEMMA

Given a smooth function f : G — R, we are interested in the asymptotics as € — 0 of the integral

/ £(Q)S5(Q)Q.

We will argue that

[ @8 @3 = 1) + 32851 + O G

We are inspired in this section by [BS83] (see also [[Gaw82]]), which establishes (z:10). Notice that for the
functions @ — iXT(Q) , the asymptotics (3-1)) is easily implied by (Z-10) upon Taylor expansion of the
exponential, taking into account that Ay (I) = ¢,d,, which is not surprising since y are precisely the
eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator and c, the corresponding eigenvalues. In the remainder
of the article, we will use a few other choices of the function f, so it is useful to have a general result in
this direction.

To quantify the O(g*) error term in (3-1), we define a norm to measure f. Let dy be such that the
map A € g +— e € Q is invertible for | A| < &, where |A| denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm defined
through the inner product (1). We then define

def

IF1I'= sup [f(Q)]
QeG

—2| p2 _aldt 4 (32)
+ sup ([A[TFILAf(D)[+ sup |A] dt4f(e )| -

0<|A|<do te[—1,1]




13

Lemma 3.1. Let f : G — R be a smooth function such that f(I) = 0. There exist constants C =
C(9),e0 = €0(g) such that for all € < g

[ 1@s@uaq- 3285 < cisle 63

Proof. Note that for € sufficiently small, S° concentrates near [, so it’s natural to apply Laplace’s method.
Define Kj to be a neighborhood of 0 in g for some § < & to be selected below. For A € K, |A] <.

Let K5 be the image of K5 under the exponential map. Since S¢ (Q) = S(Q~1), we may symmetrize f
to find

[1@s7@ua =3 [ (1@ + 7@ )s7@uaq. G4

We divide the integral into the ‘small field” region K5 and the ‘large field” region Kj§. In the large field
region it holds Re Tr(I — Q) > ¢ for some ¢ = ¢(d) and hence

_ —eNe—2 —eNe—2
[ 1@+ 1@ )5 Q) < 25 @) < 2l e
K¢ QeG

where Z¢ is the normalization defined by (21). To analyze the small field region, we write

/ (F(@Q) + Q) S (Q)Q = /K (Fle) + F(e=)) J(A)S5(eh)dA,

Ks

Z€

where J(A) denotes the Jacobian from changing variables to the Lie algebra. We now Taylor expand the
action and claim that

—e 2NReTr(I — ) = —L\Ayz +Y(A),

with [V (A)] < 2 - il A[*. Indeed, consider the function ¢ — g(t) := —Re Tr(I — t4) and note that
g®)(t) = Re TrA*e! for all k € N. In particular, since A* = —A, it holds ¢(0) = g(k) (0) = 0 for
all odd k. Furthermore, g(® (0) = —ReTrAA* = —N~1A|? and |¢() (t)| < N~2|AJ* by the spectral
theorem. Hence, the claim follows by Taylor expansion. In addition, we have

1 _ 2
Se(e) = 7:¢ =24 (1 4+ H(4)), (3.5)
with
1
[H(4)] = e 1] = |y (4) / YW dr| < e 2N Afez= AR, (3:6)
0
for A € K(;. Inserting the above, we find that

/K £(Q) + F(@ 1] S7(Q)dQ

= [ RN+ Fe )0+ BT () aa
Ks
=7 J U r e e ans 2k 37
where
R=N, /K (£ + £e) (H(A) + (J(4) = 1)1 + H(A)))dve(A)
and

1 _ \A\Q _L‘AP
dv, = — g ¢ 222 dA , No = /e 22217 dA . (3.8)
fe 22 dA
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To estimate the remainder, we need a few auxilliary estimates. One estimate, which we quote directly
from [BS83} (A.31)] is that for some C' = C(g), it holds

|J(A) — 1] < C|A]?, (3.9)

for A € K, 5. This also follows from the fact that the Haar measure is invariant under the transformation
A — —A. We also need the following estimate

[£(e) + F(em™) = LAF (D] < 2IfN1AL, (3.10)
together with the simple corollary
[F(eh) + flem ] < ClrlIAP, (3.11)

both of which hold for A € K. To argue (3-10), we apply Taylor’s theorem to the function ¢ — f (etA)
to obtain the bound

vwﬂ—cAﬂ>——cf<> SF)| < IFIAL,

where we used the centering f(I) = 0. The same estimate also holds with A — — A, and combining
these two bounds, taking into account the linearity of A — L 4 f(I), the odd order derivatives cancel and
we obtain (3:10). The bound follows from by the triangle inequality and the definition of

If1I-
We now apply (3-11) and (3.6), (3-9) to obtain

IM<NNN/‘MI‘ﬂﬂ“ﬂ&(ﬂfﬁmmkﬂ“Ad(&

<wm/ (A + |Al)e =5 1P A

< Noll £l

where we choose §2 < min(1/2, 5(2]). In the last line, we change to a Gaussian with density proportional
1 1
to e~ 22" and used that Nj ! [~z dA < 1.
Finally, concerning the first term on the RHS of (377), we need the error bound

/f{é [£(e™) + f(eh)]dvo(A /£ Idv.(A)

which follows from and the following tail estimate for the Gaussian measure v°.
62
[ carndn@| sirle =] [ japeaEtaal < ).
o\ K o\ Ks

Here we used that |A| > ¢ for A € g\ Kj.
Note also that (recalling the notation (2.6)))

1 — 1|2 2
_ . g0 22
/E Idv.(A) g - Noﬁlﬁjf(l) /Rd(g) sisje 2 ds=Af(I)e

The proof is completed by comblnlng the above with the bound \ o — 1| < €2, which follows from a
similar line of argument. Indeed, using (3-9) and (3.6)

< YL (3.12)

7t = [ R Qag — 0 ) 4 [ (4 ()T A,
Ks

- /6_2612|A2dA(1 + 0(8)),

g
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where the last line is argued similar to the bound for R. To conclude, choose ¢ sufficiently small that
ZE > %No and |22 — 1| < 2. The large field contribution is then bounded by

ZE
[ @+ s s@ag) < e < e G.13)
5
for € sufficiently small. For the small field contribution, use the above estimates to write
1 _ Nol N
3 [ @+ 5@ 5@ = 252851 + Z20E A1)
then use that |[Af ()| < || f]|- O

4. SIMPLE LOOPS

We start with simple loops, which are loops without any self-intersection. In this case the proof is
easier, but demonstrates some of our ideas in the general cases. In particular we aim to recover the loop
equation in [DHK17| Section 2.2, Theorem 2.3], which was first derived in [Lév17, Proposition 6.4].

For a simple loop  on R?, which encloses an area , we can easily find a lattice approximation {I°},
consisting of simple loops on (¢Z)?2, and each [¢ encloses area t.. Obviously t./£? is a positive integer.
By the definition of lattice approximation we know that |t. — ¢| < . We then have the following discrete
master loop equation for the loop (%, i.e. (T-3)) can be written as

1 1
BV = > EWS - 3 > EWE, (4.1)
Irebdg (1) e (1)

where e = e, with |e.| = ¢ and we recall our convention Remark 2.6/

Theorem 4.1. As ¢ — 0, one has

1 1 d
53 > EWS - o > EWS — —2EW, . (4.2)
rebg (1) I'edF (1)

In particular, the discrete master loop equation converges to

SEW = B (43)

This recovers the master loop equation for simple loops in [DHK17, Theorem 2.3].

Note that while a simple application of Driver’s formula will directly yield (#3) (EW] is just a function
of a single variable ¢ for a simple loop /), the point of Theorem is to demonstrate how various
terms in combine (or cancel) to give the area derivative. To this end, we examine the terms
more carefully as follows. Since d = 2, there is a natural notion of inner and outer deformations for
a simple loop [, and we write l; _, l; +, l, —, l, + for inner negative, inner positive, outer negative and
outer positive deformations respectively. With the above notation, we then have D (1) = {l; —,l, —} and
D) = {liq+,lo+ }-

€3

€1 €1
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BE =~ [ u(Q)s_2(@Q,
B~ [ (@S5, @a0.

- (4.4)
EW . :/tr(QlQeQ2Qe) tee? (Q1Q31)5°(QeQ2)dQ1dQ2d Q.

EI/VlEoﬂL = /tr(Q1Q6Q3Q6) %(Ql@e)sa(QeQii)dQlngdQe .

Indeed, this follows from by taking different choices of the graph. For the negative deformations, we
consider the graph built from a single edge which traverses the whole loop. For the positive deformations,
we take a graph consisting of three edges, as indicated in the above figure. For example, to calculate
EW; . we have three edges e, e1, es (Where e; is colored red for clarity) and corresponding edge variables
Qe, Q1. Q2. There are two bounded faces F; and F» with |Fy| = t. — &2, 0F; = 6162_1, and || = €2,
OFy = eey, so that (213) yields the identity above. Similarly, to calculate EW; L we have edges e,
e1, e3 which generate two bounded faces Fy, Fy with |F1| = t., OF, = e1e and |F2| = £2, OF, = ees.
We remark that each negative deformation here yields a function which only depends on a single area
variable and obviously approximates EW;, this is not the case for the positive deformations.

We now illustrate the role of axial gauge fixing. Namely, in the above expressions for EI/Vl and
EI/VZO, we can reduce from three integration variables to two and effectively ‘fix’ (). = I by applylng
with T' = e to obtain

E‘/Vlai,+ :/tr(QlQQ) te 75 (QIQQ )Sa(Q2)dQ1dQ2, (45)

EWE | = / r(QiQs)S7, (Q1)57(20)4Q1Qs (4.6)

We now turn to the analysis of the deformations in (4:1)), which we may write as

s O B - o 3 B

m‘m

I'eb; (1) l'eﬂ)+ ()
1 1
= 5 BV, = Wi ) + 55 E(Wi - = Wi ).

We first argue that the outer deformations cancel.

Lemma 4.2. It holds that
EWfO L= EWi -

Proof. The proof follows from changing variables in Q1 then using the definition of convolution in Q)s3.
Indeed, by translation invariance of the Haar measure, for all )3 it holds

[ (@085, @dQi = [ (@S, @165 ")dan
and for all Q1 it holds, c.f. 1)
| 5% (@03)5°(@:)0; = 5501 (@),
so combining the two with gives the claim. O

We proceed to the inner deformations.
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of Theorem We change variables in ()1 to have

EW; / QD) (Q)S(@2)1Qud0

Hence,
EW;, _—-EW[ , = /tr(Ql(I Qz)) e (Q1)5°(Q2)dQ1dQs.

We can now apply the Gaussian approximation Lemma[3-1]in the )2 integral to the function f(Q) =
tr(Q1(I — Q%)) Indeed, noting that

L;f(Q) = —2u(QiL;Q%), Lif(Q) = —4(Q:1L;Q%),

we obtain

EW; _ —EWf +=—2€2Z/tr (Q1L5)S5,_» 2 (Q1)dQ1 +Ofe )

Y / Atr(Q1)SE._ (Q1)dQ1 + O,

E

where we use supy, || f|| < oo by an elementary calculation and the compactness of Lie group G. Hence,
we use (Z11) to obtain

ilg%) @E(Vvﬁf - I/Vli,Jr)

- [ 8u@p@1Q = 25, [w@p@1e,

where we used integration by parts, and finally 0;p; = %Apt . g

We make some remarks on the above proof before moving on to the general case. Note that passing
¢ — 0 on both sides of together with (4-3) would yield (so in particular (4-1)), (@2)), (4-3) are
“consistent”). Of course, it is not our purpose to prove using (4-3). More importantly, our goal here
is to analyze the limiting behavior of each deformation term in the lattice loop equation. In fact, even the
existence of limit for each positive deformation term is not a priori guaranteed by the general result (Z:17),
or even if we take for granted that EW;, ., EW,_ _ both converge to EW}, it is not clear how that helps
us pass to the limit in %Zl’e]@; 0 EI/Vl? — %L?Zl’eﬂ)j(l) EI/Vl?, due to the factor of e~2. QOur analysis
above shows that two of the deformation terms cancel and the other two of them yields a Laplacian A
that is turned into an area derivative, which is stronger than convergence of the sum of the four terms.

5. GENERAL LOOPS

In this section we consider a loop given by a closed curve with simple crossings and let v be a
crossing. We prove that suitable linear combination of the discrete master loop equations converge to the
Makeenko-Migdal equation derived in [Lév17} Proposition 6.22] and later in [DHK17, Theorem 1.1].
In Section we first prove two useful convergence lemmas. In Section we prove Theorem In
Section we consider some degenerate case.

5.1. Useful convergence lemmas. We first prove two useful lemmas. Recall our notation (2.6) for L;
and L.
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Lemma 5.1. For ay,as € G and every representation T,

2 [ 65((@= @ ) v (Qus(@da

d(g) (5.1)
= Ltr(an)Lixr(az) + O((!chz + 1)d752>.

j=1
The proportional constant in the error term is independent of T, a1 and as.

Proof. We also apply Lemma 371} Let us now consider the function

R HQLQ.  HQZFw(Q-Q Ha), f(Q) = Trr(Q)r(az)].
By direct calculation, we find that for X € g
Lxfi(Q) = tf[(XQ - Q_IX*)CM],
L311(Q) = w[(X2Q - Q7' (X" P)a |,

and in particular we notice that f1(I) = L3 f1(I) = 0and Lx f1(I) = 2tr[Xa,]. Hence, by Leibniz rule
we find that

LX) = L5 A1) f2(1) + fr(D)LX f2(X) + 2L x f1(1) Lx fo(I)
=2Lx f1(1)Lx f2(1).

Noting that Lx f2(Q) = Tr[7(X)7(Q)7(a2)], we find that

d(g) d(g)
—Af = 2ZtrL a1 Tr( (Lj)T (az = QZﬁ tr(a1)Lix-(az).
J=1 j=1

It remains to estimate || f|| given by (3-2). We have

(@) <2[£2(Q)] < 2x-(I) = 2d- . (5:2)

For A € g
£?4f(l) = 4tr[Aa1]Tr(7'(A)7'(a2)) ,
we use to have

LA (D) N\AWZ (A, L) Tr(r (L) (a2))|

<Z’AL ) 1ZTr Te(r(azas))| (5:3)

Al le[V2d-.

| 2|4>

It ren(la)lns to consider @f( A) for t € [~1,1]. Define g(t) := f(e), gi(t) = fi(eAt),i = 1,2. We

use g; to denote k-th derivative of g;. Let us estimate ¢ (¢) for t € [—1, 1] as required by the above
i q Yy
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norm. Recall that 7(L}) = 7(L;)* = —7(L;). We have

198" (1)] = ITe{r (A) 7 ()7 (a2)])
d(g) 4 4
H Tr< H T(Lik)T(eAt)T(ag)) ‘
i k1 14 =1 k=1
< (A LA, Lo Te(r (a7,
D (AL Lig ) (A, L T (L7 (L)

D=

d(g)
ot 8 e (i)
=1

k=1,...,4

< |A*¢%d,.
Note that in the first inequality we used the following Holder’s inequality for the trace
Tr(B,By) < Tr(B,B})/*Tx(ByB3)'/?,
with By = 7(L;, )7(Li,) and By = 7(L,)7(L;,)7(e*)7(az). In the second inequality, we used Holder’s

inequality for each double summation. In the third, we used the definition of C from (Z77).
Similarly, we have

91" (0957 (8)] = (A — e~ A% [ Trlr(A)*r (™) 7(ao)]

i
< Al A LA, LA, LTl (L (L) (L) () (az)]
0,3,k

1
2

< AL S T () (L)L)

2
< N‘A’4‘CT‘3/2CZT

4,5,k
(5-4)
and
97 (0957 (0)] = (A% — =4 (A"))ar ) Tl (A)2r ()7 (a2)]|
< AP | A L A Ly e L (e (o) |
< plAl (S mirtaa ;) < Al
We further have
198 (098" (1)) = [tr((A%e = =A%) )y ) Te () (M) (a2) ) |,
and

191 (Og2(0)] = Jir((A%e — =A%) ) Te(m(e™)r(a2) )|
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We write A = Z?S{ (A, L;)L; as above and obtain
97 (095" (1)] < 204V e[ d-

and
9P (1) g2 (8)] < 2|14 d,.

Summarizing the above calculation we obtain
sup |A|™*

d* 4
te[~1,1] dtt )

which combined with (5-2) and (5-3) implies the result by Lemma[3-1}

<O((e: P + 1)),

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that t(e) € Z*, |t(e) — t| S e It holds that for a1, a2 € G
d(g)

lim — / (@ - @ Var ) St (Qa)S*(@)AQ = Y £5tr(@) L)

e—0 262 :
Jj=1
where the convergence holds uniformly in a1, as.

Proof. We use to write the both sides of (535)) as
t(f) cr
Z drar(e)<2 JZ, Z dTeTt J,

with the sum running over all the 1rredu01ble representations of G and
ef 1 _
7 [ (@ - @7 )x(Qa)s (e,
and
d(g)
defZE itr(ar)Lix-(az).

7j=1

S de(an(e) e

We need to prove that for e — 0,

def
= — 0.

We decompose the sum as

A<‘Zd (aT t(s) —eCEtJ>

TEF
t(e)
| D drare) 2
TE¢F
= Ay + Az + Az,
with F being a suitable finite set.

crt

(5.5)

Using Lemma[5-T)and (Z710) we know that for any finite set ., A1 — 0,as e — 0. It remains to choose
suitable F such that A3 and A3 close to zero. Since A3 is the remainder of the spectral decomposition

of the smooth function
d(g)

ZE itr(a1)Lipe(az) Zd ecgtJT,
7=1
we can easily find F such that A3 is small enough.
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In the following we consider A5. Using Lemma- Tland (277) we have

\J5]<<Z\trLa1 ) (Zycm as) ) + (Jer 2+ 1)dre?
< ‘ZTr( >X7(a2a2)‘1/2

S dT(’CT’1/2 +(1+ ’07’2)‘52) )
where the proportional constant is independent of 7. Hence, we obtain
A 5 | 32 arle) (enl 2+ (14 fe)e)].
TE¢F
In [BS83, Appendix A] it is proved that for any £ > O there exists a finite set F such that
Z dia,(zs)si2 < K.
TE¢F

We then follow the calculation there to prove that there exists a finite set F and €3 > 0 such that for
e <ep

+ (Jes|* + 1)d,€?

Ay < K. (5.6)
We put the proof of in appendix. Combining the above calculation, we obtain that A — 0, ¢ — 0.
Since G is compact, we know that the convergence is uniform in a1, as. The result follows. O

5.2. Convergence of master loop equations. In this section we consider general loops of the following
form:

= €1A€Z162B6g1, (5.7)
where A and B are sequences of edges not belonging to {ej, e, €3,e4}. As shown in Fig. @ (which is

essentially [DHK17, Fig. 3]), we consider the crossing point denoted by v, at which ey, e, e3, e4 meet,
and we write

ll = €1A€Z1, lg = 623651. (58)
‘We consider
W, = tr(alaaglagﬁagl),
where a; = Q¢, and @ = Q 4, 8 = (), and
Wy, = tr(ajaayt), W), = tr(agBazt) .

Notation. Below we will often have products of the form H?:l Ci,i+1 where 7 + 1 is understood as 1
when ¢ = 4.

We then write the boundary of each face as
8F1 = €1A162_1, E?Fg = 6214263?1, aFg = 631436;1, 8F4 = €4A4€1_1
where Ay, - -+, Ay are certain sets of edges (which might be empty, see, e.g. Fy in Fig.[d). Sett; = | F;|,

i =1,2,3,4, and write oy; = @) 4,, which is understood as identity if A; is empty. By Driver’s formula

(z12) we have

4
EW, = /tr(alaazlagﬁagl) Hpti (aiaia;rll) v(b)dadb, (5.9)
i=1
where a = (a1, a2,a3,a4) € G*, and b denotes the edge variables for the edges in A, B. Here v(b)
denotes the product of heat kernels arising from the faces other than F, - - - , F, which depends only on
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the b variables; for example in the right picture of Fig.mit contains a heat kernel arising from the face to
the left of F5.

In Section we defined general lattice approximation in terms of the maps. Here we impose an
additional condition that the crossing point v should be “approximated” by an edge, as follows. Let [ be
given by the general form (5-7), then we say that {I°}.~¢ is a lattice approximation of [ with respect to v
if {I¥}.~0 is a lattice approximation of the following form

-1 -1
I =e"efA%(e]) " e“e5B(e5) ", (5.10)
where, recalling the injection 4. in (Z13),
ie : (617 €2,€3, €4, A7 B) — (ei7 637 637 eiu AE7 Ba)

and e® ¢ Image(i.) (recall Remark 23), with |e®| = O(e). Here € can be viewed as the lattice
approximation to the crossing point v. Since the edges in A, B do not belong to {eq, €2, €3, €4}, and i, is
injective, the edges in A®, B also do not belong to {e], €5, €5, €7 }.

Remark that besides (5.10) one may also consider lattice approximations where an edge e and its
inverse () ! appear, see Remark [5-10}

Below we take any such lattice approximation {[°}.~ with respect to v. We then have lattice
approximations {/§ }.~o and {/5}.>¢ to [; and I3 given by

oA, 5= e Bo(es) (5.11)

By (z2), [, [5 are positive splitting of [°. Here it is clear that {I} }.~ is a lattice approximation of I, for
each k = 1, 2. Indeed, [/}, consists of a subset of the edges of the graph given by /°, and correspondingly
I}, consists of a subset of the edges of the graph given by [, so there is a natural injection igk) as required
in (Z-15) from the edges in [, to the edges in [7, which is just the restriction of 7.. Also, since each face
enclosed by [ is a union of (typically more than one) faces enclosed by [° (recalling Fig. [ for example),
and similarly for [;, and [, there is also a natural bijection jék) as required in (213) from the faces enclosed
by [;. to the faces enclosed by /5, which is just applying j. to a union of faces.

Figure 2. The left picture illustrates part of a loop [ in a neighborhood of the crossing
point v as in Fig.[m The right picture is a lattice approximation of the loop [ with respect
to v. The edge e® can be viewed as the “lattice approximation” to v. The picture also
shows the bonds €7, €3 in red in (5.14) (where € that is not drawn here is a bond in €°)
which are used later in Lemmas [5.6]5-7}

We also have
Wi = tr(Qesaia (af) "' Qe=a3f%(a5) ™),
and
Wi = tr(Qeea5a(a)) ™), Wi = tr(Qeea58(a§) ™),
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where we write a; = Qef and of = Q 4<, 8¢ = Q@ g=. We then write the boundary of each face as
OFf = e5A5(e5) ™", OF5 = ee3A5(c5) ™,
OF; = e5A5(eq) ™!, OFf = efeqAj(es) ™

for suitable sets of edges A5, -+, Aj. Sett;(e) = |FF|, i = 1,2,3,4. Note that t;(¢) /e is a positive
integer.

We write a; = ) 4s. By Remark 23] we choose Qe = I for all the bonds € in €° in an axial gauge and
apply Driver’s formula to get,

4
EWf = /tr(alaallagﬂagl) HSfi@ (a,-a,-a;rll) v°(b)dadb (5.12)
=2

i=1 €

where, similarly as in (5:9), a = (a1, a2, a3, a4) € G4, b denotes the edge variables for the edges in A°
and B°, and v°(b) is the product of Wilson actions S¢ arising from the faces other than Fy,--- , Fj,
which depends only on the b variables. Here we recall Remark that we hide the dependence on €
when writing the edge variables @), a;, o, 8 and «;.

With the above lattice loops {I°}.~, we now describe a general rule to choose the bonds in the discrete
loop equation (T-3). Recall that a bond always has length ¢. To distinguish the two occurrences of e in (%,
we introduce a placeholder e which just means e = e, and rewrite (5.10) as

IF = eeeiAe(ei)_lgeegBe(eg)_l. (5.13)

Definition 5.3. Ler {I°}.~( be a lattice approximation of | with respect to v as above. We say that
(€, €, €") is a compatible triple of bonds if either

(e,€,€") = (€, €1, €3) where €€ ¢, € €ef, €3€ (e%)_1 , (5.14)
or

£

(€,€,€") = (€, €2, €4) where €€ ¢, €x€es, €€ (e3)7".

(5.15)

Note that in the above definition, €, €, €” always belong to three consecutive edges in [°.

Remark 5.4. The simplest situation is that e° in [° is a bond, so |e*| = |€| = ¢, and €; (i = 1,3) are the
bonds adjacent to €. This choice is sufficient to prove the convergence to the continuum loop equation.
However we formulate our result in a more general way, allowing a larger class of lattice approximations
and more general rule of selecting the triple of bonds.

We now turn to the proof of our main result. We will only consider compatible triples of type (5.14),
since the proof for (5.13) is the same. [ Below let (€, €1, €3) be a compatible triple of bonds as in (5.14).
In a first step (Proposition [5.3), we consider the impact of deformations along the bond € in the edge ¢°.
Due to its central location within the loop, area derivatives of all four faces arise in the continuum limit.
However, there are also correction terms arising from integration by parts. To cancel these, we consider
in a second step (Lemmas [5.6 + 57) the deformations along the bonds €; in the edges €5, i = 1,3,
respectively. In this case, only the area derivatives from the two faces sharing the edge e; appear. In
particular, deformations along €; produce 0, , 0, while deformations along €3 produce 0y, , O;,. These
also come with corrections in the continuum limit, which then turn out to cancel the correction terms
from the loop equation at € in e®, yielding the continuum loop equation.

9In fact the Wilson loop expectation does not change if we start I° from ¢ and end it at (e5)~'. In this case e§ plays the
same role as ef and ej plays the same role as e5 in the proof below.
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Consider the bond € in the edge e° in the center of Fig. 2l We take this bond € as the fixed bond in the
discrete master loop equation (T:3). By the definition of splitting, we have

1 1
EW/ = > EW; - 53 > EW; —EW;WE, .

(5.16)
I'ebdg (1) e (1)
We define the following quantity which will play an interesting role:
I, / (Vo tr(araay 'asBaz "), Ve, pr,, (amama, ! 1)) (5.17)
H Dty (akaka;j_l) v(b)dadb,
form =1,...,4, with (by, bo, b3, by) def (a1,as,as,ay), and k + 1 is understood as 1 when k£ = 4 as the

convention set above.
Proposition 5.5. The discrete master loop equation converges to

2(0y, — Oy + Oy — O ) EW + I + I3 = EW;, Wi, + EW, (5.18)
where I, I3 are as in (5.17).

Proof. Using and (2.18) and Remark 23] we know that EW/ on the LHS of (5.16) and EW; W/ on
the RHS of (5.16) converge to EW; and EW;, W,,, respectively. It remains to prove that the deformation
terms in (5.16)) converge to the LHS of (5.18)). There are 4 deformed loops which we analyze below.

Consider the loop

/
neg

1%47_ =e elAeZIeegBegl

obtained from the negative deformation of [ in (5.10) in the face F}, where e;eg is an edge obtained by
replacing the bond € in e by €’ as shown in Fig.[3, where |€’| = 3e.

Uy — Pt
1%27— %274- :
FiGure 3. Loops obtained by deforming a bond € of e*. Here || = 2¢ (in general

|e] = O(e)) and |€| = €. The number of arrows on an edge or bond indicates how many
times it shows up in the loop.
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By Driver’s formula (recall that every bond variable on e is identity)

BWG, = [w(Quaad axsr) T] i (e

i=1,23 ¢
xSf4(5) 2 (Q€/a1a4 a; )Sa(Q ) v°(b)dadbdQe .

Similarly for the loop
Iy = poselAe4 ceaBeg?

from the positive deformation of / in (5-10) in the face I, where e;m is an edge obtained by replacing €
in e by €(€’)~'e with €’ the same as above, we have

EI/fop4 L= /tr(lealaazlagﬁ(Lgl) H She (aiaia;ll)

i=1,2,3 <
X 5% 022 (Qearaa;)S7(Q ") vF(b) dadb dQe

€

‘We then have

EW EV[/le (5.19)

Fy,— 4.+

— [ux((@0 - Qhmaai abe; ") T S (@sonaih)

1
x S5, 2 (Qearay ta;')S*(Q.") v¥(b) dadbdQe .
ta(e) e

Using Lemma [5:2 for the integration in Q¢/, then applying (11) to replace S%, ., (-) with py, (-) for
52 N
1 =1,2,3, we find

lim —— (EWle —EWj +)

e—0 262
d(g)
_Z/ﬁ itr(aiaay agﬁag ) ]pt4(a1a4 a4 H P, (@i H_1) v(b)dadb
1=1,2,3

where 1, is as in and we use py is a class function.
We then use integration by parts in a; in the following form: for smooth functions f, g and h on G

/<Va1fyvalg>hda1
—/anlghdal—/(Valh,valg>fda1 (5.21)
- [ #aughdar+ [ Buhgtdon+ [ (97,50 dan

Substituting this formula (3-Z7)) into /4 obtained in (5:20) with

f=tr(aiaa;'asBaz’), g=pylascuar), h=p,(ararayt),
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we obtain

(320) = /tr aroay agﬁag Hpt (a;0ua Z+1)

i=2,3
X (Aalptl(alalag_ )pr, (ascuart) (5.22)

— Dty (alalagl)Aalpm(a4a4a1_1)) v(b)dadb + 4
= 2(8t1 - at4)EVI/l + Il

where we used that p; is the heat kernel of %A in the last step.
Next, consider the loop obtained from the negative deformation in the face F5:

€
lp, - = negelAe4 eeaBey

where the edge e/, is obtained by replacing the bond € in e by €” as shown in Fig. 3, with |€”]| = 3¢.
Also, consider the loop obtained from the positive deformation in the face Fy:

€
lpy, + = poselAe4 662363

where the edge e;’os is obtained by replacing the bond € in e by €(€”) Le.
We then have, similarly as above,

1
Yo (Eer B —EVV%,J (5.23)

1 _ _ _ _
=92 tr((Q - QE,,l)aloza4 1a25a3 1)*92(5)2752 (Qerasanasg h
X H S (aiozia;rll)SE(Q;,l) v°(b)dadbdQe .
=134 ¢
We apply Lemma [5-2] for the integral in (¢, then (ZIT), to obtain

1
lim —— (Eer - EWj +)

e—0 262
_Z/ﬁ itr(aioay agﬁag ) ]ptz(agagag H P, (a;cua 2+1) v(b)dadb
i=1,3,4

where I3 is as in (517). In the last step we use the fact that £X7bf(ba_1) = —EXﬂf(ba_l) for class
function f and X € g,a,b € G, which is why we obtain two gradients in a3 as required in the definition

moffg.

Hence, we use integration by parts (5.21) with
-1 -1 -1 -1
f=tr(aiaa; axBaz™), g=p,(a2aza;”), h=pylasaza; ),

to obtain

(524) = /tr ajaay agﬁag H P, (aicia Z+1)

i=1,4
X (ptz (a202a3 ") Aaypr; (asazay’) (5.25)
- Aagth(agagagl)ptg(agagazl)) v(b)dadb + I3
= 2(0yy — Oy ) EW + I3 .
Combining (5.16), (522), (5-23) the result follows. O
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Now consider the bonds ¢; in the edge e; where 7 = 1,3. See Fig.2 We then choose the fixed bond
€1 in the discrete master loop equation so that we have

€ €
EWf = Z EWf — — EW . (5.26)
l’e]D)el(l) l’eIDle 0)
Lemma 5.6. The discrete master loop equation converges to
2(6151 —8t4)EI/Vl+211 :EI/Vl (527)

Proof. We consider the loop

€1 _ / —1 —1
I, _ = eeq o Aey eeaBeg

obtained from the negative deformation of (5-10) at €; in the face F}, where e’Lan is given by replacing
€1 in e; by €] as shown in Fig. 4 which consists 3 bonds. As stated in Remark 25, we select the edge
variables to be I on the tree, determined by the path extending from e to €1, exclusive of the bond €;.
Additionally, for the sake of brevity, we overload the notation a; and write a1 = Q¢,\¢,- We have

3
EWg, /tr(Qegalaa21a2ﬁa§1)5tl<5)+s (Qe araray ) HSt (o (aicia )
f(e)re? )

F47
=2

X S5 022 (Qerarata; ) vi(b) dadbdQq .
-2

€

£
€2
l;l :
4,— : 13
F;
£ €
€3 €4

FIGURE 4. Picture for l;iv_. The green part is the tree used in the axial gauge fixing.
The dashed line is where €; was and it is replaced by €] (obviously a backtracking is
formed but we just erase it as usual). The variable a; is the holonomy along the black
part of ej. The pictures for [ lell’_ and l;lh . are similar and we do not draw all of

Fy,+°
them here.
For the loop
€1 _ / —1 —1
Ug, + = €€ po, Aey eeaBeg

obtained from the positive deformation of (5.10) at €; in the face F}, where e’l’pOS is given by replacing
€1 in e1 by €1(€}) L€y with €] the same as above, we write

EVVI% N = /tr(QmQ;1Q61a1aa21a25a3_1)5§1(5) (Qelalalag_l)
4 2
3
-1 -1
X HSt (5) (alal ’L+1)St4(s) e2 (Qel a1a4 a4 )

=2 =2 2

x 5°(Q5 Q) 17 (b) dadb dQy dQe,
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Since

-1 -1
Sil(s)+s (Qe’lalala2 /Stl(s) Qelala1a2 )SE(Qel Qefl)dQel,
T2

€
we have

1
E EW
262 ( W F4 +)

=57 [ (@ ef Qe Q1 )Qe, 1007 a2 Ba; ")
(5.28)
tl@ (Qe;ar1ay’ HSt © (aicia;l)
=2 <2
x S°

o2 (Qerarag a1 S5 (Q' Qe ) v¥ (b) dadb dQe dQe,

>

Changing variables in Qe’l so that Q) = Qe’l Qe_ll and changing ¢, a1 to a;, we find that (5.28) equals
(5-19) from the proof of Proposition Hence by (5:22) we have

lim —- <EW ~EWS, ) =200, — 0, EW;, + I . (5.29)

=50 282 U5y +

‘We also consider

€1 _ " —1 —1
Iy, _ = eey e Aey eeaBeg

from the negative deformation of @) at €; in the face Fy, where e/ neg 18 given by replacing €; in e;
by €/, which consists 3 bonds. We also have the loop

15

P = = eeff pOSAe4 eegBeg!

from the positive deformation of at €; in the face F, where ell/,pos is given by replacing €; in e; by
€1(€}) L€y, which consists 3 bonds. So we have

EWge  —EWSL

Fl* F1+

— [ 6((QqgQc! ~ 2 @)@e a0 e )85y (Qprcnas”)

2

X HSt o (2500 Z+11)S o (0204(Qey 1) ™)

i—n

X SE(QellQe”) ( )da db dQe”dQel :

We then use a change of variable Qe'llQe_ll — Qand Q¢, a1 — a and S¢(Q) = S°(Q~1) to have

EWgs,  —EWg

F1* F1+

:/tr((Q - Q_l)alaaglagﬂaf)Sfl(s)ggz (Qaaray )

% [T St (aiaia}))5°(Q) v (b) dadb Q.

i=2 ¢
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By Lemma|[5.2]and (211 as before we have

1 €
;1_1)% 2e2 (EVVl?l, EWFl +>
= .C-tr(alaa_lagﬂa_ )L ipy (alala_l)
zy:/ ’ P ’ (5.30)
4
X Hpti (aiaia;rll) v(b)dadb = I;.
=2

Combining (5.26), (5-29), (5-30), the result (5-27) follows. O

Similarly as above we choose the fixed bond €3 in the discrete master loop equation (T-3), and we have

EW; = 92:2 Z EWi - 55 EW;. (5-31)
I'eDg, (1) l/eﬂ)+ 0]
Hence, we can also obtain the following result.
Lemma 5.7. The discrete master loop equation (5.31) converges to
2(0y, — O, )JEW; + 213 = EW). (5-32)
Proof. We consider the loop
I3 _= eelAeZIeegBegmeg

from the negative deformation of (5.10) at €3 in the face F», where eg’neg is given by replacing €3 in e3 by
eg, which consists 3 bonds. As in Remark Z:5]we select the edge variables to be I on the tree, determined
by the path extending from e to €3, exclusive of the edge €3. Additionally, for the sake of brevity, we
overload the notation a3 and denote a3 = Q¢,\e;- We have

-1
EVV;? :/tr(alaa4 agﬁag o || Se. 4 (a;aza Z+1)
2,—
i=1,4 <2

—-1H—1
X StQ(s) e2 (a2a2a3 Qe’g )

€

X S5 o122 (Qeyazaza;’) dav(b) dbdQq,.
T2

€

We also have the loop
1%
Fy+
from the positive deformation of (5.10) at €3 in the face F; with egmos given by replacing €3 in e3 by

€3(€5) " te3. We have
-1 —-1~—1 -1 -1
B, = [tl@ad 020075100 @:) T] Sig (it
=14 ©

“1-1
X Si2(6)752 (a2a2a3 Qeg )Si tg(s) (Q€3a3a3a4 )
ta(e)—e?

= eelAe4 eeo Bely pos

€

X 5°(Qz' Q) v*(b) dadb.
Using change of variable Q¢, Qe_,l — @, Qe;a3 — ag and recalling (5-23), we find that
3

1 1

2e2 (EW EW +> 262

(EWle —EWE +).
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Hence, by we have

1 (>
lim <EWl;3r EW, +) = 2(0y, — Oy, ) EW; + L.
Consider the loop
% = eelAegleegBegmeg

from the negative deformation of (5:10) at €3 in the face F3, where eg’neg is given by replacing €3 in e3
by €4, which consists 3 bonds.

We also have the loop

€3
lFs +

= eelAe4 eea Bely pos
from the positive deformation of (5.10) at e3 in the face F3, where eg,/’pos is given by replacing €3 in e3 by
€3(€) ~Les, which consists 3 bonds. Using change of variable as before we find
EWge, —EWgE,
F3 - F3 +
- /tr (alaallagﬁag (Q— Q_l)) Siﬂ(aiozia;rll)
i=1,2,4 <

x S¢S Q 'azaza;)S°(Q) v¥(b)dadbdQ.

ti(s) 2 (

E

Similar as before and using Lemma[5.2] we know

1 (>
by (8-, )

The result then follows. O

Theorem 5.8. The following linear combination of the discrete master loop equation

1 1
E19 - 5620 -~ , G0

converges to

0 0 0 0
(8_251_8_752+a_tg 8754>EVVl EW,, Wi, (5-33)

which coincides with [DHK17, (1.3)].

Proof. This follows by combining Proposition 5.5} Lemma|5.6|and Lemma[5-7} ([l

Once we have the above theorem, we can also extend the convergence result to more general linear
combinations of the discrete master loop equations. Recalling the notation in (5:13), for € € e° and
€2 € €5,€4 € ej we have

1
EWf = 2 — Z EWl,—2—€2 > EW; —EWEW

(5-34)
rebg renf (1)
EWf — EW; — — EW;
F=gm > EWi—g55 > EWG. (5:35)
I'eDg, (1) zfew ()
1
EWf = > EWf,— >3 > EWS. (5.36)

rebg, (1) l'eID)+ ()
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Corollary 5.9. For a;,b; € R, i = 1,...,4, j = 1,2, satisfying Y j_ga; = 1, Y5, b; = 1, the
following linear combination of the discrete loop equations

b1(5.16) + b2(5:34) — aoEW; — a1(5.26) — a2(533) — a3(531) — a4(5.36)
converges to (5.33).
Proof. Wesetfori=1,...,4

def 1 £ 1 £
D lim (5 30 EWG - 5 3 EWG).
I'ebdg, (1) reny (1)

and

iy (e X Ew - o ¥ )

Irebg (1) Iredd (1)
def 1 e_ 1 e)
D lim (55 32 BWi - 55 3 EWG).
rebg (1) rend (1)

Recall (Z:17) and (2.18). Taking limits on both sides of (5.26)), (5-35), (5-31) and (5.36) we have
EW; =D =Dy =D3 =7Dy.
On the other hand, taking limits on both sides of , (5-34) we have
EW; +EW; W, = D¢ = De.
Hence,
! 1 1
b1De + byDe — agEW; — Z; a;D; = De — ;D1 — 5 Ds.

By Theorem [5.8|the RHS is the desired combination to get the alternating sum of the area derivatives, so
the result follows. U

Remark 5.10. It is also possible to take the lattice approximation of the loop | as
I =A%) T e) s B )

where e and (€)' appear as shown in the following picture, instead of (5-10) where e appears twice.
This will affect the above proof, but will eventually gives the same result as Theorem|5.8]

F€
€ 1 £
€ €1
€ €
e
€ 1>
€5 Fs e

Indeed, instead of the discrete master loop equation we now have

1
EWf = 2 — Z EWl, — 53 > EW + EWEW,
I'edg Ired (1)

(5-37)
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where the sign in front of EW| W becomes +, since the positive splitting in (5.10) is changed to negative
splitting. We then have the deformations w.r.t. the faces Fy, F3 instead of the faces Fs, Fy. Exactly the
same arguments as in Proposition 53] show that

1
2—62(EI/I/}€;‘177 - EWI&?‘H,«F) — Il - 2(8t4 - 8t1 )EW[ + .[4,
1 (5-38)
2—62(ET/VliF$7 - EWf%:;&) — I3 = 2(0y, — Oy ) EW + Iy,
with I, as in (5-17). As a result, (5.37) converges to
- 2(8t1 - 8t2 + 8t3 - at4)EI/Vl + I2 + I4 = _EWll Wl2 + EI/VI (5-39)

Similarly as Lemmas [5.0/5-7} again considering deformations at €, and €3, the discrete master loop

equations (5.26) and converge to
2(0y, — O, )EW, + 214 = EW],
2(0y, — 01 ) EW) 4 215 = EW.

Hence, (537) — 1@} — %@) converges to (5.33), the same limiting loop equation as before.

Remark 5.11. From the above proof we have that for € in e or €; in €5
1
2¢2
for € C OF,,, with I,,, given in (5.17). Furthermore, if we track the proof in [DHK17||, we find that I,
is just Ay, on Page 16 of [DHK17]]. I, also appears in [Lév17, (94)] and the proof of Proposition 6.4
there.

We also note that (5.27) and (532) are also special master loop equations derived in (94) from [Lév17,
Proposition 6.4] with n = 1. In fact, we can use [Lév17, Proposition 6.16, item 1.] to replace %Ael f

there by —%EVVZ and we get and (5.32).

We also note that our proof of course never relies on the master loop equation in continuum. In fact, if
we had the continuum loop equations at our disposal, then by simply replacing EW, and the splitting term
in by their limits using (Z17)(2.18), we would generally obtain that the sum of all deformations
converges to some area derivatives and correction terms I,,,. However we emphasize that our main
contribution is to directly analyze the contribution of each deformation, which provides more informative
limiting result, and also as a corollary we obtain a new proof of the continuum loop equation (5-33) from
discrete approximations. This approach also enables us to derive (5.40), which is a stronger result than
simply proving the convergence of the sum of all deformations.

(EW;  —EWg )= I, (5.40)

5.3. Some degenerate cases. We conclude this section by showing how certain special and degenerate
cases follow from our general results above. The first case is that the intersecting vertex v above is

adjacent to less than 4 faces:

In this case we can add a new edge (red line in above picture) with an arbitrary orientation, so that v
is again adjacent to 4 faces, to reduce it to the general case. Note that we only change the graph and
do not change the loop [; in particular W; remains the same. Writing s = t; + t3 = |Fy1| + |F3|, we
have p; = p;, * pi,, where the convolution variable is the holonomy along the red edge, so adding the
edge simply amounts to replacing the heat kernel p, showing up in Driver’s formula for the Wilson loop
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expectation by p;, * pt,. We then apply Theorem to get that suitable linear combination of discrete
master loop equation converges to

(20,0 0
oty Oty 0Ots 0Oty

Since O;EW; = 0, EW; = 0,,EW,, which follows from Osps = O pt, * Dty = Pt * OpyDt, inside
Driver’s formula, we then get the following master loop equation:

0 0 0
(255 ~ 30— 70, JEWi = WL W,

Another degenerate case is when some of the faces adjacent to v is unbounded.

v [ F N

@

)EWl — EW,,Wi,.

For this loop we can add two blue edges as in the right picture. By the same reason as above, the extra
lines do not change the expectation of the Wilson loop. In fact, for the blue edge on the top, the Wilson
loop does not depend on this edge and we can integrate it out in Driver’s formula. For the blue edge in
the bottom, for s = t1 + t3 we can write ps = p;, * pg,. We then apply Theorem to get that suitable
linear combination of discrete master loop equation converges to
0 0 0 0
———+———>EW —EW, Wi, .
(Z?tl Oty | Oty Oty Wit
As argued above O;EW; = 0, EW; = 0,,EW, and we also have 0;, EW; = 0, we then get the following
master loop equation:
0 0
25— - JEW, = EW,, W, .
(255 ~ 923 /B = EW 0,

This coincides with [Lév17, Example 6.13]. In fact, it is

[Lévi7, (106)] — 2 x the first equation in [Lév17, Example 6.13].

6. SOME EXTENSIONS

6.1. Extension to strings (collections of loops). We extend the result above on a single loop to a string
s = (Iy,...,ly), which means a collection of loops in R2, which only has simple crossings (more
precisely, each crossing is either only a simple self-crossing of /; for some ¢, or only a simple crossing
between [; and [; for some 7 # j). Define

Wy S W, Wy, -+ W, - (6.1)
Remark that s can be viewed as a graph in the sense of Section 273} Similarly as the discussion above
Remark 221 since in a graph the edges are required to meet only at their endpoints, for each simple
crossing v of s, if v belongs to an edge e of this graph then v must be an endpoint of e. The function W
is gauge invariant for which Driver’s formula applies.
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Recalling the sets of mergers M[i] . defined below (277), the lattice loop equation for strings with
G = U(N) is given by (see [CPS23, Theorem 5.7])

1 1
EW; = o > EWS — o5 > EWi+ > EWS- ) EWS
s'eD¢ (s) s'eDF (s) s'€Se (s) s'eSt(s) 6.2)
1 1 -
T X EWi-gm ) EWG
s'€My; (s) s’GMae(s)

where € is a fixed bond in the string s. Note that the location of the bond € is also fixed, but as in
we hide these locations in our notation.

We first consider the case of a simple self-crossing for one of the loops in s.

Suppose that /1 in s is given as [ in Section 52} i.e. [1 = 61A6Z162Be§1, see Fig. @ As explained
above (around (6.1)), the other loops [ j for j # 1in s do not cross v. We can also assume that the edges
e1, e3 do not intersect with any [; for j > 2 by choosing e1, e3 short enough as explained in Remark =2
The same argument as in Section [5.2] implies that suitable linear combination of discrete master loop
equation converges to

(8 0 0 0

8_t1 - a_tg + a_tg - 8_t4)EWS = E(Wl11Wl12 H I/Vl]) ’ (63)

Jj=2

with {11 = elAegl and l1o = egBegl.

Indeed, as before we can find suitable lattice approximation to s, and an edge e® with |ef| ~ & to
approximate the crossing point v, with ef, e5 as the discrete counterparts of eq, e3. We then apply the
master loop equation (6.2]) choosing € to be a bond in e* and then bonds in €5, €3, as in Section 5.3}

Now the formula (5:12) for W} obviously extends to W, and all the formulas for W with I’ €
DZ (1) UDE (1) UDZE (1) in Section 5z obviously extend to W, for s’ € DE (s) UDZ (s) UDZ (s). The
only differences are:

e one has an additional factor [ | j>2 W/, in the integrands,

e the edge variables «; therein now may depend on the edges in [; for j > 2,
e there are additional b variables arising from [; for j > 2,

e there are additional Wilson actions in v (b).

Note that whether the edge variables «; depend on the other loops is irrelevant for all the arguments in
Section[5.2} in particular all the derivatives, gradients, Laplacian and integration by parts are with respect
to the variables a;, not cv;. Therefore, the other Wilson loops W, for ¢ > 2 do not affect the calculation in
Section 5.2} and follows as before in the limit as € — 0 of suitable linear combinations of discrete
loop equations as in Theorem [5.8] or Corollary

Next, we consider the case of a simple crossing between two loops in s, for which we will see a merger
of these two loops.
We assume that /; and /5 in s have generic forms

ll = 6;16114 , lg = eglegB

as illustrated in Fig.[5} Here we are using similar notation as in Section [5.2)where A and B are sequences
of edges which do not involve e1, e2, €3,e4. Also e; for i = 1,...,4 do not belong to the other loops /;
for j > 3 in s. The crossing vertex v belongs to every e; fori =1,...,4.

We now consider a class of lattice approximation {/{} and {[5} to /; and [ “with respect to v, meaning
that

1] = ()7 efef A", 15 = (e}) "5 B (6.4)
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FiGure 5. Illustrations for {l1,l5}, their merger /12 in Theorem and the lattice
approximations. Here the dashed lines A, B only mean generic sequences of edges and
can allow arbitrary shapes.

The map i. as in (Z13) takes (eq,e2,es,eq, A, B) to (e],e5,e5,¢e5, A%, B%), with e* ¢ Image(i.).
Moreover, for i > 3, let {I5} be lattice approximations of /;. We also write

We :f[lwg :f[lwlf.

As before, we choose three bonds € € ¢, €1 € €, €3 € (e5)L. Applying (6.2) for the bond € € e°
gives the following master loop equation:

1 1 1 ‘
EWS =055 > EWo— 55 > EWG - mE(me [Iwi). 6.5)
s'eDg (s) s'eDE (s) =3
with {{, being the merger
[fp = (€5) " e"e5 B(ef) "TeTef A7 .
Moreover, applying (6.2) with €; and €3 (both from [§), gives the following master loop equations
respectively:

1 1
EW; = > EWS - 57 > EWE, (6.6)
s'€D¢, (s) 8’6]])?1 (s)
1 1
EWS = > EWE - 57 > EWS. (6.7)
s'€De; (s) s’E]D)jS(s)

Similar as in Section[5-2] we can derive the following result.

Theorem 6.1. The following linear combination of discrete master loop equation

63 - 568 - 56D
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converges to
( 0 0 0 0

1 m
i e el LU U il;Ingi> , (6.8)

with l12 = 63_16236216114.

The above result (6.8) recovers [Lév2o, Theorem 3.1].
Proof. Using and and Remark 273 we know that EW on the LHS and EWy [[i% Wf
on the RHS of (6.2) converge to EW, and E(W;,, []" 3 W;,), respectively. For the terms involving

deformations in (6.5), (6.6) and (6.7), it gives the same contribution as the case in Section More
precisely, by Driver’s formula

4
EW: = /tr(Qealaagl)tr(QeagﬁaZ1) HSZL)(aiaia;rll)
- o2
X (H mf_)ya(b) dadb,
=3

where a = (a1, az,a3,a4) € G*, b denote the edge variables not involving {a1, as, a3, a4} and v¢(b) is
a product of Wilson actions in the b variables. Since the boundaries of the faces adjacent to the edge e®
do not change, namely they are still a; as before, based on the same discussion after (6.3)), the deformation
for the bond € in e° in the loop [] gives the same contribution as that in Proposition Hence, the
discrete master loop equation (6.5) converges to

1 m
200 — Oy + Ohy — O )EW, + I} + I3 = B (Wi, [[ W) + EW,
1=3

where
I = /(metr(alaagl), meptm(amamafnﬂ_l»tr(agﬁall)
< II  pulascsit)(TIwh,) v(bo) dadb,
ie{1,... AN\ {m} >3
form =1,...,4, with (by, b, b3, by) &ef (a1, as,as,ay). Using exactly the same calculation as in Lemma

[5.6]and Lemma 5.7 we obtain that the discrete master loop equations (6.6) and converge to
2(0y, — Oy, ) EW, + 217 = EWj ,
2(0, — Oy ) EWs + 215 = EW; .
The result then follows. U

Recall 15,15 in (6.4) but now write I5 = (e5)'e®e5 B¢ where e© = €°. Let us also use a shorthand
notation MIM* (¢€) to refer to the lattice Makeenko—Migdal equation (6.2) with a particular bond e.

Once we have Theorem[6.1]we can again extend it to general linear combinations. The same argument
as in Corollary together with Theorem [6.1] gives:

Corollary 6.2. Assuming Z?:o a; =1, Z?:l bj =1, then

4
I MME (€)1 M) — IV = 30 M) 6

i=1
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6.2. Extension to SU(N) and SO(N). We now turn to a more general formulation which includes
the group G = U(N) together with SU(N), and SO(N). The argument is essentially the same; the
main difference being the multiplicative constants arising in the master loop equation together with two
additional operations at the discrete level: twisting and extension. To this end, we introduce

_J1, ifG=SO(N) |1, ifG=SU(N)
b= 2, if G e {SU(N),U(N)} 10, ifGe{SON),UN)}.

To write the Makeenko—Migdal equations in a unified way, c.f. [DL22| Proposition 7.3], it is convenient
to incorporate this parameter into the action and consider instead

_BN _
S5(Q) = e 22 s Q)v (6.10)
together with the corresponding Yang Mills measure. The associated inner product is

(X,)Y) = ﬁTNTr(X*Y). (6.11)

As in Remark 211 with the above choice of inner product, for the standard representation 7 of
SU(N)onC¥,d, = Nand ¢, = —1+ % Regarding the standard representation 7 of SO(N) on RY,
one can extend it to a representation of SO(N) on C viewed as the complexification of RY, namely
we apply SO(N) matrices to the real and imaginary parts of CV vectors separately. This is a unitary
representation since it preserves the standard Hermitian inner product on CV. One has d, = N and
cr=—1+ %

We recall the two additional operations.

Twisting. Given aloop [ = aebec (where e is a bond appearing twice at locations x and y), the negative
twisting of [ is a loop

Ky Lo e .
For | = aebe™'c (where e and e~! appear at locations « and y respectively), the positive twisting of [ is
a loop

def

Xyl = aebte e

We write T ((x,y);1) (resp. T ((x,y);1)) for the set of loops obtained from positive (resp. negative)
twisting of [ with respect to the bond e at locations (z,y). In fact, once we fix e and the locations z, v,
then each of T ((x,y); ) and T ((x,y);!) only contains one possible loop.

Expansion. Finally, a positive expansion of [ at location x by a plaquette p passing through the bond
e~ ! replaces [ with the pair of loops (I, p). A negative expansion of [ at location z by a plaquette p passing
through the bond e replaces | with the pair of loops (I, p). The sets Ef (z;1) and E_ (z;1) consist of all
loops obtained from positive or negative expansions of [ with respect to e at location z, respectively.

Asin (@3) we write TE(s) = TZ((z, ); s), E£(s) = E(w; s) for simplicity.

We consider the same loops [, [1, I3 in (5-7)(5.8) and their lattice approximations (5.T0)(5-11) as in
Section 5.2} 1] We will apply the lattice loop equations proved in [CPS23, Theorem 6.104] with choices
of bonds similarly as in Section 5.2}

10We borrow this notation from Lévy in [Lév17|] but also caution the reader that we are deviating here from some references
on lattice Yang-Mills, where 3 denotes an arbitrary couping constant.

UIf instead of we consider lattice loop in which e and e~ ' appear, then as in Remark we will find the same
limiting equation.
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We start by applying the single location master loop equation at the bond € in the edge ¢, which leads

262 Z EI/VV - Z EW;

to

Irebg l'eﬂ)+
(2 -8 2y (2-5)
= (1- N NQ)EWI +EWE WS — N > EWS
VeTZ (1)
+ 2% 3 EWS - Z EWS . (6.12)
I'eEd (1) l’e]E 0)

Note that based on the above choice of action, the coefficient of deformation is % for SO(N) and 4%
for U(N) or SU(N), and hence by definition of 3 this gives 2%2 in both cases. By definition of twisting,

we simply have
EWl, — 1,
Z l
reTz (1)

where the loop I115 ! is the negative twisting of {. Taking the continuum limit ¢ — 0, we find that the
above equation converges to

2(8t1 — 8t2 + 8t3 — 8t4)EWl + ([1 + Ig)
2-5) (2-5)
where I, I3 are defined in (5.17). Indeed, the above claim follows as in the arguments in Proposition
except that now the metric is given by (6.11)) (in particular the gradient and inner product in Iy, I3 are

defined with respect to the new metric (6.11])). Moreover, when we apply Driver’s formula to expansion
terms as in Section [5.2}, we can reduce the contribution from expansion terms

3 EW; — o5 Z EW;

IeRd (1) l’eE ()

“L)EW, + EW, W, —

to the following integral:

1
2z [ (@ = @7)(QS, s (Quosar )5 (QQ
) 6.
X H S (akaka,;il)ue(b)dadb, (6-13)
ke{l2340\{(i} <

where ; is a product of variables a, b. Here (Q and Q! are the holonomies around the new plaquettes
in the positive and negative expansions, and ¢ = 2,4 since we can expand a plaquette into the face F5 or
Fy, see Fig.[6l Ase — 0 we apply Lemma[5-3]to find that the first line of (6.13) goes to

d(g)

Ztr )tr(Qi)Lipy, (aiaia;rll) =0,

thanks to the fact that tr(L;) = 0 since L; is in the Lie algebra of SO(/N) and SU(N). Remark that
tr(L;) = 0 does not hold for U(N), but the lattice loop equations in the U (V) case studied in the
previous sections do not have expansion terms. Since the integral over the other variables in is
obviously bounded, vanishes as ¢ — 0.
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Ficure 6. Two of the possible expansions: one positive and one negative.

Next we apply the single location master loop equation at the bonds €1, €3 to find

%ZEWﬁ— QZEWI,

rebg, (1) weD+ )
(2-5) gl
=(1- BN NQ)EWI + 53 T EWF — o5 >, EW. (6.14)
VeRL, (1) ek, (1)
252 Z I/Vl'_ 92:2 Z EW;
1'eDg, (1) l’e]]])+ 0)
2-8) g v
=(1- N 2 EWE + o5 53 EWi — o5 > EWS. (6.15)
VEEL (1) VeBe, (1)

In the continuum limit, following the arguments in Lemmas|5.6|and 57} these converge towards

20, e 42 = (1~ D Ly
2 —
2(8t3 — atz)EWl + 213 = (1 — (57]\[5) — W)EW

In particular, the expansion terms vanish, by the same argument below (6.13).

Combining these observations, we obtain the following result

Theorem 6.3. For the Yang-Mills measure associated to the action (6.10), the following linear combina-
tion of the discrete master loop equation

(6.12) — %(6.14) — %(6.15)

converges o

(2-5)
BN

Notice that (6.16) corresponds to [DL22| Propostion 7.3] [4,

Using the same shorthand notation MIM © (¢€) as in Corollary[6.2]to refer to the lattice Makeenko—Migdal
equation with a particular bond €, the same argument as in Corollary 5-gjtogether with Theorem|6.3|gives:

v

(8t1 — 8t2 + 8t3 — 8t4)EWl = EI/VZ1 Wl2 — mEVVl (616)

EW, 1 —

2Note that the signs before the last two terms on the RHS of (6.16) do not align with the master loop equation in [DL22
Propostion 7.3]. This is merely a minor typo there: concerning the proof of master loop equation in [DHK17], by substituting
[DL22, (67)] into [DHK17, (2.13)] we get (6.16).
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Corollary 6.4. Assuming Z?:o a; = 1, Z§:1 bj =1, then

(2-6)

by MM (€) + b, MM®(€) — ag(1 — N

4
- %)EWf Y ;MM (e)
i=1
converges to (6.16).

ApPPENDIX A. PROOF OF (5.6))
The idea is to decompose the ngﬁ 7 to the sum over three regions:
’CT’ < 8_2, 6_2 < ‘CT‘ < (8_2)1+6, ‘CT‘ > (6_2)1+6,

for some fixed 6 € (0,1). We use Ay;,i = 1,2,3 to denote these sums, respectively. Using [BS83]
Corollary A.4] we have that for |c,| < e72,

367—52 +b€2
CLT(E) <e s > (1'1)
for some constant b > 0. Hence, we use (1) to obtain
2
An S Y diac(e)
TEF,|cr|<e—2

3crt(e) 3er ( )
MO N 2T (L e ) S MY dRe TS (L fer) |
TEF, TEF

t(e)
o2

(Jer V2 + (14 ler P)e?)

This can be made arbitrarily small by choosing F large enough since

3(t+1)
3 A

e ( )
3 @2 TE T (L fer]) = (1 - A)e <.
-

For |¢;| < (5_2)1+5 we use [BS83, (A.41)] to choose ¢ small enough such that
a-(e) <e <1, (1.2)
for some ¢ > 0. By [BS83| (A.42)] we also have
> A (E)I, (1.3)
e 2<]er|<(e72) 10

with p = d(g). Hence, we use (I:2) and (T3) to obtain that

t(e)
Az S dgar(g) = (’67’1/2 +(1+ ’67’2)‘52)
>
e72<er|<(e72) 140
< e—cts(—;)(g—2)1+25 Z 2

e 2<]er|<(e72)H0

t(e)

~

which goes to zero by choosing € small enough.
For |c;| > (¢72)'*7 we use [BS83], (A.54)] to obtain

dzaT(E)2 < 6_61‘/ |cr\€2'



Hence, we obtain

t(e)
Az S Z dzar(g)?(lcrllﬁ +(1+ ’67’2)‘52)
ler|>(e=2)1+0
Sy OV (e (1t e )

ler[>(e=2)1+°

Using (T-3) we know that the number of representations 7 obeying K — 1 < |¢;| < K is bounded by
C KP/? for some universal constant C' > 0. Hence,

./423—>0, e — 0.

Hence, (5.6) follows.
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