arXiv:1111.6733v3 [hep-lat] 21 Oct 2012

ITEP-LAT/2011-12 DESY 11-176

Fractal dimension of the topological charge density distribution in SU(2) lattice gluodynamics

P.V. Buividovich,^{1, 2} T. Kalaydzhyan,^{3, 2} and M.I. Polikarpov^2 1JINR, Dubna, Moscow region, 141980 Russia 2ITEP, B. Cheremushkinskaya 25, Moscow, 117218 Russia 3DESY, Notkestrasse 85, 22607 Hamburg, Germany (Dated: October 23, 2012)

We study the effect of cooling on the spatial distribution of the topological charge density in quenched SU(2) lattice gauge theory with overlap fermions. We demonstrate that as the gauge field configurations are cooled, the Hausdorff dimension of regions where the topological charge is localized gradually changes from d = 2÷3 towards the total space dimension. Therefore, the cooling procedure destroys some of the essential properties of the topological charge distribution.

PACS numbers: 11.30.Er; 11.30.Rd; 12.38.Gc;

Introduction

Topological charge density is an important characteristic of the QCD vacuum, recently involved in phenomenological studies of many new hypothetical effects [1–6]. However, the spatial structure of the topological density distribution seems to be not well defined since the relevant properties of the underlying vacuum structure depend on the measuring procedure [7, 8]. The classical instanton approach [9] assumes that the nonperturbative physics is governed by the scale of Λ_{QCD}, which means that the dimensionful quantities like volumes occupied by topological fermion modes should depend on Λ_{QCD} but not on the lattice spacing. On the contrary, the lattice measurements demonstrate that these volumes do depend on the spacing (i.e. on the measurement resolution) and shrink to zero in the continuum limit [10–14].

It turns out that the continuum definition of the topological charge density q(x) = 1 32π^2 ϵ^{μναβ} Tr ( G^a_{μν} G^a_{αβ} ) (1) cannot be directly applied to the lattice gauge theory, since the discretized version of (1) is no longer a full derivative. There are two widely used methods to study the topology of gauge fields on the lattice. First, one can apply a smearing procedure, which makes the gauge fields smoother and thus closer to the classical fields. Second, one can rely on the lattice version of the Atyah-Singer theorem and define the total topological charge of a gauge field configuration as the number of zero modes of the overlap Dirac operator [15] on this configuration. The corresponding local density of topological charge can be defined, for example, as follows [16–18]:

q(x) = −Tr [ γ_5 ( 1 − a 2 D(x, x) )] , (2)

where D(x, x) is the zero-mass Neuberger operator and the trace is taken over spinor and color indices. Another attractive property of this definition is that it allows us to measure a local imbalance in the number of left- and

FIG. 1: Isosurfaces of the topological charge density q(x) = ±10^{−4} for a fixed time slice, corresponding to the 16^4 lattice in Table I. Colors represent positive (red) and negative (blue) values, respectively. For the animation, see [19].

right-handed quarks (chirality), which is important for lattice studies of the local CP-violation in strong interactions [20]. A typical result of the lattice simulation for this quantity (without cooling) is shown in Fig. 1.

At the moment there are many investigations related to the spatial structure of the topological charge distribution [13, 14, 21–25], which use both of the alternative definitions. The measurements which rely on the cooling procedure mostly suggest an instanton-like picture of the QCD vacuum [26], while the definition (2) typically shows that the topological charge is localized at low-dimensional objects (defects) [13, 14, 24, 25] and has a very-long-range structure of the distribution [25]. At the qualitative level it is known that both definitions yield the topological charge densities which are strongly correlated [21, 27, 28]. For an alternative filtering method based on adjoint fermions see Ref. [29].

The aim of this paper is to fill the existing gap in the literature and to demonstrate in what way the cooling procedure affects the dimensionality of regions where the β a [fm] L^3_s × Lt V [fm^4] # conf

3.200 0.117 12^3 × 12 3.93 50×13 3.295 0.100 14^3 × 14 3.90 50×13 3.332 0.094 15^3 × 15 3.89 50×13 3.365 0.088 16^3 × 16 3.88 50×13 3.425 0.078 18^3 × 18 3.87 50×13

TABLE I: Lattice parameters used in the calculation: couplings β, lattice spacings a, lattice sizes L^3_s × Lt, physical volume V , and number of gauge field configurations.

topological charge density is localized. We use the definition (2) based on zero modes of overlap Dirac operator and show that as the gauge field configurations are cooled the dimension of these regions gradually tends to 4, which is the total space dimension. The procedure makes the effective resolution of the measurement lower and thus provides a result close to the instanton picture. We verify our result using several measures of the localization [10, 12, 30].

Technical details

We work in the quenched SU(2) lattice gauge theory with the tadpole-improved Wilson-Symanzik action [31]. Lattices we used are listed in Table I. We also implement the cooling procedure described in Ref. [22] with coefficient c = 0.5 for the APE-smearing. For each lattice spacing we consider thirteen different stages of the cooling procedure: 0, 1, 2, 5 - 12, 20 and 50 iterations of the algorithm. For valence quarks we use the Neuberger’s overlap Dirac operator [15]. Its eigenvalues and eigenfunctions are given by the following relation

Dψ_λ = λ ψ_λ . (3)

The quantities we measure in the present work are functions of two basic ingredients: the “chiral condensate” computed on a mode with eigenvalue λ,

ρ_λ(x) = ψ^{∗α}_λ (x) ψ_{λα}(x) (4)

and “chirality” computed on a mode with eigenvalue λ [in agreement with the definition (2)],

ρ^5_λ(x) = ( 1 − λ 2 ) ψ^{∗α}_λ (x)γ^5_{αβ} ψ^β_λ (x) . (5)

Here we sum over spinor and (omitted) color indices. The total values of both chiral condensate and chirality are given by an infinite sum over all eigenvalues. Lattice studies [32, 33] suggest that the long-distance properties of QCD can be treated with a finite cutoff of the fermionic spectrum. We hereby restrict our consideration to the IR part of the Dirac spectrum consisting of zero modes (λ = 0) and few low-lying modes (λ ≠ 0).

Inverse participation ratio (IPR) for an arbitrary normalized distribution α(x) is usually defined in the following way

IPR = { N ∑ x α^2(x) | | | | | ∑ x α(x) = 1 } , (6)

where N is the total number of lattice sites x. From this definition one can clearly see that IPR = N if α(x) is localized on a single site and IPR = 1 if α(x) = const, i.e. the distribution is unlocalized. In general IPR is equal to the inverse fraction of sites occupied by the support of α(x). Since this fraction of sites can be thought of as a number of four-dimensional lattice hypercubes covering the support, the Hausdorff dimension d of these regions can be extracted from the asymptotic behavior of IPR at small lattice spacings a

IPR(a) = c a^d , (7)

where c is a constant. It is also useful to mention, that in physical units IPR^{−1} is equal to the part of the total volume occupied by the distribution.

In the following sections we will modify the standard definition (6) to adapt it to our particular cases (i.e. unnormalized or non-normalizable distributions, etc.). The final result will show an equivalence of the chosen definitions.

Ordinary IPR for zero modes.

In this section we compute the inverse participation ratio for the fermionic zero modes according to the one defined in Ref. [12]:

IPR_0 = N ∑ x (ρ_0(x))^2 ( ∑ x ρ_0(x)

)_2 λ=0 , (8)

where the brackets [...]_{λ=0} denote an averaging over all zero modes and further averaging over all gauge field configurations. Results are presented in Fig. 2.

The left-hand figure shows how the localization depends on the lattice spacing a - the finer the lattice, the larger the IPR. This fits very well to the idea of vanishing total volume occupied by fermionic zero modes in the continuum limit a → 0 (see Ref. [7] for a review). Using the fit (7) we recover the fractal (Hausdorff) dimension d of the volume. Results for the fits with fixed numbers of cooling steps are presented in the Table II. Here, to minimize errors, we also prepared an alternative sample consisting only of those configurations which do not lose all the fermion zero modes during the cooling. We picked then the values with better (and also sufficient) statistical significance.

FIG. 2: Ordinary IPR for zero modes (8).

FIG. 3: Chiral IPR for zero modes. First definition, Eq. (9).

FIG. 4: Chiral IPR for the lowest nonzero modes. First definition, Eq. (10).

FIG. 5: Chiral IPR for zero modes. Second definition, Eq. (11).

Number of Fractal Standard P-value cooling steps dimension error

0 2.84 ± 0.44 15% 0.008 1 2.66 ± 0.66 25% 0.027 2 2.49 ± 0.46 18% 0.013 5 2.17 ± 0.49 23% 0.021 6 2.75 ± 0.66 24% 0.025 7 3.17 ± 0.51 16% 0.009 9 3.71 ± 0.34 9% 0.001 12 3.88 ± 0.23 6% 4 · 10^{−4}

TABLE II: Fractal dimension of the fermionic zero modes and, equivalently, of the topological charge distribution.

Chiral IPR for low-lying modes. First definition.

In this section we modify the IPR to measure localization properties of the topological charge distribution.

The average chirality [ ∑ x ρ^5_λ(x) ] λ is zero, therefore we

have to use either the absolute value |ρ^5_λ(x)| or the square [ ρ^5_λ(x)

]_2 . Here we stick to the definition from [30], which in our terms has the following form

IPR^5_0 = N ∑ x ( ρ^5_0(x)

)_2 ( ∑ x ρ_0(x)

)_2 λ=0 . (9)

Results are presented in Fig. 3. From the plots we conclude that the topological charge distribution behaves similar to the zero modes, tending to occupy a vanishing volume in the continuum limit. We can also compute the chiral IPR for small but nonzero eigenvalues (in our case we pick first 7 eigenvalues, λ ≲ 200 MeV),

IPR^5_{λ≠0} = N ∑ x ( ρ^5_λ(x)

)_2 ( ∑ x ρ_λ(x) )_2 λ≠0 . (10)

Chiral IPR for these modes is small (Fig. 4) and thus the topological charge distribution at this part of the spectrum is delocalized.

FIG. 6: Fractal dimensions at various cooling stages. The solid line is shown to guide the eye.

Chiral IPR for zero modes. Second definition.

Finally we consider a second definition of the chiral IPR according to [10]:

IPR^5_0 = N ∑ x | |ρ^5_0(x) | |^2 ( ∑ x |ρ^5_0(x)|

)_2 λ=0 , (11)

where, as before, ρ^5_0(x) denotes the chirality on a zero mode (2). Results are presented in Fig. 5. As can be seen from Figs. 2, 3, and 5 the IPR for the zero modes and for the topological charge density on these modes are the same up to negligible deviations. Results of the fitting procedure coincide for these three cases and are shown in Table II. The coincidence is not accidental, because for the zero modes [D, γ^5] = 0 and γ^5|ψ_0⟩ = ±|ψ_0⟩. This means that on a given mode ρ_0(x) and ρ^5_0(x) are equal to each other up to a sign.

Fractal dimension. Results and conclusions.

To conclude, we demonstrate that the topological charge is localized on low-dimensional fractal structures, whose fractal (Hausdorff) dimension depends on the number of cooling steps. The obtained dimension is about d = 2 ÷ 3 for a few (n < 6) steps of the cooling, while it grows to d = 4 with further iterations (see Fig. 6). For a long cooling (n ≳ 20) the result becomes insignificant, because the procedure leads to a delocalization of the distributions as can be seen in Figs. 2–5 (otherwise IPR remains consistent with a constant within error bars). We suppose that it can be caused by the annihilation of the instanton/anti-instanton pairs. Indeed, comparing the mean action evolution (Fig. 7) with the

FIG. 7: Mean action at various cooling stages.

one from e.g. Ref. [34] we see that the annihilation phase in our case could start already from n ∼ 20. In Ref. [22], where the same cooling algorithm is used, the annihilation takes place even at a smaller number of steps.

The main conclusions of our paper are the following:

(1) Fermionic zero modes and chirality are localized on structures with fractal dimension d = 2 ÷ 3, which is an argument in favor of the vortex/domain-wall nature of the localization [35, 36].

(2) A long sequence of iterations of the cooling procedure provides a result close to the instanton picture, i.e. destroys the low-dimensional structure of the QCD vacuum.

Finally, let us briefly mention a possible phenomenological consequence of our study. One of the most promising effects appearing due to the nontrivial topology of the QCD vacuum is the so-called “chiral magnetic effect” (CME) [1], which states the generation of an electric current in parallel to an external magnetic field. Topological charge density in this case can be understood as an imbalance in the number of left- and right-handed light quarks induced by a nontrivial gluonic background. This effect is expected to explain charge asymmetries observed at RHIC [20, 37]. Some evidences of the CME on the lattice as well as numerical estimates for the values of the local topological charge were also obtained in Refs. [38–42]. At the current level of analytic studies CME is considered as an effect on the background of spatially homogeneous axial fields [43], while the lattice simulations predict an irregular structure of the would-be axial field (see Fig. 1). This spatial inhomogeneity can be treated within a chiral superfluid model [6], where the chirality is carried by an effective axion-like field. Knowledge of the nature of the topological charge localization can help us to translate lattice Euclidean properties of the chirality to the language of an effective Minkowski field theory [44].

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by the grant for Leading Scientific Schools NSh-6260.2010.2 and RFBR 11-02-01227- a, Federal Special-Purpose Programme “Cadres” of the Russian Ministry of Science and Education. P. Buividovich was supported by the postdoctoral fellowship of the FAIR-Russia Research Center. The numerical calculations were performed at the GSI batch farm. Authors thank V.I. Zakharov, I. Horváth, and P. de Forcrand for useful discussions.

[1] K. Fukushima, D. E. Kharzeev, H. J. Warringa, Phys.

Rev. D78 (2008) 074033. [arXiv:0808.3382 [hep-ph]]. [2] D. E. Kharzeev, D. T. Son, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 (2011) 062301. [arXiv:1010.0038 [hep-ph]].

[3] D. E. Kharzeev, H. -U. Yee, Phys. Rev. D83 (2011) 085007. [arXiv:1012.6026 [hep-th]].

[4] D. E. Kharzeev, H. -U. Yee, Phys. Rev. D84 (2011) 045025. [arXiv:1105.6360 [hep-th]].

[5] Y. Neiman, Y. Oz, JHEP 1109 (2011) 011.

[arXiv:1106.3576 [hep-th]].

[6] T. Kalaydzhyan, arXiv:1208.0012 [hep-ph]. [7] V. I. Zakharov, [hep-ph/0602141].

V. I. Zakharov, [hep-ph/0612341].

[8] P. de Forcrand, AIP Conf. Proc. 892 (2007) 29 [heplat/0611034].

[9] G. ’t Hooft, Phys. Rev. D14 (1976) 3432-3450. [10] C. Aubin et al. [ MILC Collaboration ], Nucl. Phys. Proc.

Suppl. 140 (2005) 626-628. [hep-lat/0410024]. [11] C. Bernard, P. .de Forcrand, S. Gottlieb, L. Levkova, U. M. Heller, J. E. Hetrick, O. Jahn and F. Maresca et al., PoSLAT 2005 (2006) 299 [hep-lat/0510025].

[12] F. V. Gubarev, S. M. Morozov, M. I. Polikarpov and

V. I. Zakharov, JETP Lett. 82 (2005) 343, [heplat/0505016] [13] E. -M. Ilgenfritz, K. Koller, Y. Koma, G. Schierholz, T. Streuer, V. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. D76 (2007) 034506. [arXiv:0705.0018 [hep-lat]].

[14] E. -M. Ilgenfritz, K. Koller, Y. Koma, G. Schierholz, V. Weinberg, [arXiv:0912.2281 [hep-lat]].

[15] H. Neuberger, Phys. Lett. B 417 (1998) 141 [arXiv:heplat/9707022].

[16] I. Horvath, S. J. Dong, T. Draper, F. X. Lee, K. F. Liu, H. B. Thacker and J. B. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 011501 [hep-lat/0203027].

[17] M. Luscher, Phys. Lett. B428 (1998) 342-345. [heplat/9802011].

[18] P. Hasenfratz, V. Laliena, F. Niedermayer, Phys. Lett.

B427 (1998) 125-131. [hep-lat/9801021]. [19] http://www.lattice.itep.ru/img/QCDvacuum.gif [20] D. E. Kharzeev, L. D. McLerran and H. J. Warringa, Nucl. Phys. A 803 (2008) 227 [arXiv:0711.0950 [hep-ph]].

[21] E. -M. Ilgenfritz, D. Leinweber, P. Moran, K. Koller, G. Schierholz, V. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. D77 (2008) 074502. [arXiv:0801.1725 [hep-lat]].

[22] T. A. DeGrand, A. Hasenfratz, T. G. Kovacs, Nucl. Phys.

B520 (1998) 301-322. [hep-lat/9711032].

[23] F. Bruckmann, F. Gruber, N. Cundy, A. Schafer and T. Lippert, Phys. Lett. B 707 (2012) 278 [arXiv:1107.0897 [hep-lat]].

[24] A. V. Kovalenko, S. M. Morozov, M. I. Polikarpov, V. I. Zakharov, Phys. Lett. B648 (2007) 383-387. [heplat/0512036].

[25] I. Horvath, S. J. Dong, T. Draper, K. F. Liu, N. Mathur, F. X. Lee, H. B. Thacker, J. B. Zhang, [hep-lat/0212013]. A. Alexandru, I. Horvath, J. -b. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D72 (2005) 034506. [hep-lat/0506018].

I. Horvath, S. J. Dong, T. Draper, F. X. Lee, K. F. Liu, N. Mathur, H. B. Thacker, J. B. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D68 (2003) 114505. [hep-lat/0302009].

I. Horvath, S. J. Dong, T. Draper, F. X. Lee, K. F. Liu, N. Mathur, J. B. Zhang, H. B. Thacker, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 129 (2004) 677-679. [hep-lat/0308029]. I. Horvath, Nucl. Phys. B710 (2005) 464-484. [heplat/0410046].

I. Horvath, A. Alexandru, J. B. Zhang, Y. Chen, S. J. Dong, T. Draper, F. X. Lee, K. F. Liu et al., Phys. Lett. B612 (2005) 21-28. [hep-lat/0501025].

[26] D. B. Leinweber, [hep-lat/0004025].

[27] J. B. Zhang, S. O. Bilson-Thompson, F. D. R. Bonnet, D. B. Leinweber, A. G. Williams and J. M. Zanotti, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 074510 [hep-lat/0111060].

[28] F. Bruckmann, C. Gattringer, E. -M. Ilgenfritz, M. Muller-Preussker, A. Schafer and S. Solbrig, Eur. Phys. J. A 33 (2007) 333 [hep-lat/0612024].

[29] M. Garcia Perez, A. Gonzalez-Arroyo and A. Sastre, JHEP 1107 (2011) 034 [arXiv:1103.5999 [hep-lat]].

[30] C. Gattringer, M. Gockeler, P. E. L. Rakow, S. Schaefer, A. Schafer, Nucl. Phys. B617 (2001) 101-116. [heplat/0107016].

[31] V. G. Bornyakov, E. V. Luschevskaya, S. M. Morozov, M. I. Polikarpov, E. -M. Ilgenfritz, M. Muller-Preussker, Phys. Rev. D79 (2009) 054505. [arXiv:0807.1980 [heplat]].

[32] T. A. DeGrand, A. Hasenfratz, Phys. Rev. D64 (2001) 034512. [hep-lat/0012021].

[33] T. A. DeGrand, Phys. Rev. D64 (2001) 094508. [heplat/0106001].

[34] M. I. Polikarpov and A. I. Veselov, Nucl. Phys. B 297 (1988) 34.

[35] V. I. Zakharov, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 68 (2005) 573-581.

[hep-ph/0410034].

[36] A. V. Kovalenko, M. I. Polikarpov, S. N. Syritsyn, V. I. Zakharov, Phys. Lett. B613 (2005) 52-56. [heplat/0408014].

M. I. Polikarpov, S. N. Syritsyn, V. I. Zakharov, JETP Lett. 81 (2005) 143-145. [hep-lat/0402018].

[37] I. V. Selyuzhenkov [STAR Collaboration], Rom. Rep.

Phys. 58 (2006) 049 [arXiv:nucl-ex/0510069].

[38] P. V. Buividovich, M. N. Chernodub, E. V. Luschevskaya, M. I. Polikarpov, Phys. Rev. D80 (2009) 054503. [arXiv:0907.0494 [hep-lat]].

[39] P. V. Buividovich, M. N. Chernodub, D. E. Kharzeev, T. Kalaydzhyan, E. V. Luschevskaya and M. I. Polikarpov, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 (2010) 132001 [arXiv:1003.2180 [hep-lat]].

[40] M. Abramczyk, T. Blum, G. Petropoulos, R. Zhou, PoS LAT2009 (2009) 181. [arXiv:0911.1348 [hep-lat]].

[41] V. V. Braguta, P. V. Buividovich, T. Kalaydzhyan, S. V. Kuznetsov and M. I. Polikarpov, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 75 (2012) 488-492, [arXiv:1011.3795 [hep-lat]].

[42] A. Yamamoto, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107 (2011) 031601.

[arXiv:1105.0385 [hep-lat]].

A. Yamamoto, Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 114504 [arXiv:1111.4681 [hep-lat]].

[43] D. Kharzeev, A. Zhitnitsky, Nucl. Phys. A797 (2007) 67-79. [arXiv:0706.1026 [hep-ph]]. D. E. Kharzeev, [arXiv:1010.0943 [hep-ph]].

[44] M. N. Chernodub, H. Verschelde, V. I. Zakharov, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 207-208 (2010) 325-328. [arXiv:0905.2520 [hep-ph]].