arXiv:hep-lat/0701011v3 10 Aug 2007

Infrared-suppressed gluon propagator in 4d Yang-Mills theory in a Landau-like gauge

Attilio Cucchieri^aAxel Maas^{a,b}Tereza Mendes^a

aInstituto de Física de São Carlos, Universidade de São Paulo, Caixa Postal 369, 13560-970 São Carlos, SP, Brazil bGesellschaft für Schwerionenforschung mbH, Planckstraße 1, D-64291 Darmstadt, Germany

Abstract

The infrared behavior of the gluon propagator is directly related to confinement in QCD. Indeed, the Gribov-Zwanziger scenario of confinement predicts an infrared vanishing (transverse) gluon propagator in Landau-like gauges, implying violation of reflection positivity and gluon confinement. Finite-volume effects make it very difficult to observe (in the minimal Landau gauge) an infrared suppressed gluon propagator in lattice simulations of the four-dimensional case. Here we report results for the SU(2) gluon propagator in a gauge that interpolates between the minimal Landau gauge (for gauge parameter λ equal to 1) and the minimal Coulomb gauge (corresponding to λ = 0). For small values of λ we find that the spatially-transverse gluon propagator D^{tr}(0, |⃗p|), considered as a function of the spatial momenta |⃗p|, is clearly infrared suppressed. This result is in agreement with the Gribov-Zwanziger scenario and with previous numerical results in the minimal Coulomb gauge. We also discuss the nature of the limit λ → 0 (complete Coulomb gauge) and its relation to the standard Coulomb gauge (λ = 0). Our findings are corroborated by similar results in the three-dimensional case, where the infrared suppression is observed for all considered values of λ.

Key words: Yang-Mills theory, Gluon propagator, Confinement, Interpolating gauge PACS: 11.15.Ha, 12.38.Aw, 14.70.Dj

Email addresses: attilio@ifsc.usp.br (Attilio Cucchieri), axelmaas@web.de (Axel Maas), mendes@ifsc.usp.br (Tereza Mendes).

Preprint submitted to Elsevier Science 10 August 2007

1 Introduction

The infrared behavior of the gluon propagator is linked to the confinement of gluons.[1] In particular, the confinement scenario of Gribov and Zwanziger[2,3,4,5,6,7,8] predicts a (transverse) gluon propagator vanishing at zero (Euclidean) momentum in Landau gauge and in Landau-like gauges (or λ-gauges). The latter class refers to gauges interpolating between the Landau and the Coulomb gauge[9], with a gauge condition (in d dimensions) given by

λ ∂_0A^a_0 + ∂_1A^a_1 + . . . + ∂_{d−1}A^a_{d−1} = 0 , (1)

where the gauge parameter λ is between 1 and 0. Let us recall that an infrared (IR) null gluon propagator has far-reaching consequences. Indeed, such a particle cannot have a positive semi-definite spectral function[10,11,12,13] or, as a consequence, a Källen-Lehmann representation. This is regarded as one possible manifestation of confinement,[1,14,15] when considering Euclidean correlation functions.^1

The question of whether the Landau-gauge gluon propagator is indeed null at zero momentum is a long-standing one. Various continuum methods, based on functional approaches, yield a vanishing gluon propagator.[1,6,7,8,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25] This result is rather tightly constrained,[25] i.e. it seems to be the only possible solution satisfying both Dyson-Schwinger equations and functional renormalizationgroup equations. At the same time, lattice calculations in four dimensions have obtained an IR-suppressed Landau-gauge gluon propagator D(p) only when using strongly-asymmetric lattices[26] or a coupling constant in the strong-coupling regime.[27] For lattice couplings in the scaling region and using symmetric lattices, one finds for the Landau-gauge gluon propagator an increase slower than 1/p^2 as one approaches the IR region[28,29,30,31], with a finite value for p = 0.[32,33,34,35] The fact that a propagator decreasing at small momenta is not observed in the 4d case, even for volumes of almost (10 fm)^4,[35] is probably due to very strong finite-size effects.[32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39] This assumption is supported by numerical results in the 3d case, where much larger lattice sides are accessible. In this case, there is substantial evidence for an IR-suppressed gluon propagator in Landau gauge,[40,41,42] in agreement with continuum calculations.[6,43] However, also in this case, a reliable extrapolation of D(0) to the infinite-volume limit is still lacking.[42] Finally, let us recall that lattice Landau calculations[44,45,36,37] have also obtained direct evidence for the non-positivity of the gluon spectral function, both in the three- and in the four-dimensional cases.

The Gribov-Zwanziger confinement scenario applies also to Coulomb gauge.[2,3,4,46,47,48,49,50] In this case it is important to observe that the standard Coulomb-gauge-fixing

1 Thus, it is a sufficient condition for gluon confinement.[1,15] condition ∂_1A^a_1 + . . . + ∂_{d−1}A^a_{d−1} = 0 is not a complete one, due to the residual gauge degrees of freedom g(t). On the other hand, a possible complete Coulomb gauge condition[9] can be obtained using the class of gauges defined in (1). Indeed, the parameter λ interpolates between the Landau (λ = 1) and a complete Coulomb gauge, corresponding to the limit^2 λ → 0. Therefore, the complete Coulomb gauge condition is, by definition, a smooth limiting case of the interpolating gauge (1) while, of course, this is not the case for the standard Coulomb condition (λ = 0). Let us recall that the gauge condition (1) above can be obtained by minimizing the (lattice) functional^3

E[g] = − Tr ∑ x [ λ U_0(x) + d−1∑ i=1 U_i(x) ] , (2)

where U_μ(x) indicates a lattice link variable in the μ direction. Then, the limiting case λ → 0 corresponds to minimizing the following two functionals[51]

Ehor[g(⃗x)] = − Tr ∑ x d−1∑ i=1 U_i(x) (3)

Ever[g(t)] = − Tr ∑ x U_0(x) . (4)

The minimization of the first functional is equivalent to a Landau gauge condition fixed on each time slice, using g(⃗x) gauge transformations, i.e. it corresponds to the standard (incomplete) Coulomb gauge. The minimization of the second functional, considering only g(t) gauge transformations, provides additional constraints, necessary to eliminate the residual gauge degrees of freedom. Note that we can also write Ever[g(t)] = − Tr ∑ t Q_0(t) , with Q_0(t) = ∑ ⃗x U_0(t, ⃗x) . Then, the minimization of Ever[g(t)] is like a onedimensional Landau gauge fixing. Of course, quantities defined in terms of spatial link variables U_i(x) are not affected by the residual gauge condition obtained by minimizing the functional Ever[g(t)].

Numerical studies in minimal Coulomb gauge have shown [for the SU(2) case in 4d] that the instantaneous transverse gluon propagator D^{tr}(⃗p) is indeed suppressed in the IR limit.[51,52,53,54,55] Also, in the infinite-volume limit, it has been found[51,52,53] that D^{tr}(⃗p) is well described by a Gribov-like propagator with a pair of purely imaginary poles m^2 = ±iy. These results are in agreement with the Gribov-Zwanziger confinement scenario.[2,3,4,46,47,48] The fact that, for a given lattice size L (in fm), one sees an IR-suppressed transverse gluon propagator in 4d-Coulomb gauge and in 3d-Landau gauge but not in 4d-Landau gauge may be related to a quantitatively different IR

2 Clearly, since the gauge fixing (1) is complete for any λ ≠ 0, it is also a complete one when considering the limit λ → 0.[9] 3 A similar functional can be defined in the continuum.

suppression in the two cases. Indeed, functional methods[6,43,56,57,58,59] predict a stronger suppression in 4d-Coulomb gauge and in 3d-Landau gauge than in 4d-Landau gauge, i.e. the so-called IR gluon exponent α_D should be larger for the 4d-Coulomb and the 3d-Landau cases.

One should note that, for any non-zero value of λ, the gauge condition (1) is essentially a deformed Landau gauge, i.e. the IR exponents of the propagators do not depend on λ[60]. In particular, calculations using Dyson-Schwinger equations suggest[60] that, at momenta sufficiently small compared to a separation momenta p_s, the transverse gluon propagator behaves as in Landau gauge, i.e. all Lorentz and color components of the gluon propagator vanish at zero four-momentum. However, the limit λ → 0 can also be thought of as sending to zero the momentum p_s, which separates Coulomb-gauge-like from Landau-gauge-like behavior. Indeed, for any finite value λ ≠ 0 and given the Landau gauge condition ∂_μA^a_μ = 0, we can obtain the gauge condition

∂_0A^a_0 + λ^{−1} [ ∂_1A^a_1 + . . . + ∂_{d−1}A^a_{d−1} ] = 0 (5)

by using the rescaling^4 x_i → x_i/λ for i ≠ 0. This implies, in momentum space, the rescaling p_i → λ p_i. Thus, if we consider only spatial momenta, we find^5 that p_s is rescaled to λ p_s and goes to zero when λ → 0. As a consequence, one should expect that, for very small values of λ, all correlation functions would show a Coulomb-like behavior for momenta p > p_s, with p_s very small. In particular, the correlation function that corresponds to the transverse (instantaneous) gluon propagator in Coulomb gauge should become more and more IR suppressed as the parameter λ approaches zero. Investigating whether this is the case is the aim of this work.

2 Numerical results

Following Eqs. (8) and (9) of Ref. [60], we can consider on the lattice the three-dimensionally transverse gluonic correlation function

D^{tr}(p_0, |⃗p|) = ( δ_{ij} − p_ip_j ⃗p^2 ) < A^a_i (p)A^a_j (−p) > (N^2_c − 1)(d − 2)V

. (6)

At zero four-momentum one has

D^{tr}(0) = δ_{ij}

< A^a_i (0)A^a_j (0) > (N^2_c − 1)(d − 1)V

. (7)

4 In Ref. [60], a similar rescaling was used to show that Dyson-Schwinger equations for λ-gauges are equivalent to the Landau case for all λ ≠ 0 .

5 Of course, this simple explanation is correct only at tree-level and can be modified by the renormalization of λ.

Here, N_c is the number of colors, V is the d-dimensional lattice volume, Lorentz indices i, j are summed only over the d − 1 spatial directions and A^a_i (p) is the d-dimensional Fourier transform of the gluon field. Let us recall that, by considering only spatial momenta (i.e. p_0 = 0), the function D^{tr}(0, |⃗p|) is predicted to be IR suppressed — and vanishing at zero momentum — for all non-zero values of λ in three and in four dimensions.[60] Also, when λ is null, the above definition yields the instantaneous part of the three-dimensional transverse gluon propagator[51]

D^{inst}(|⃗p|) = ∑ t ( δ_{ij} − p_ip_j ⃗p^2 ) < A^a_i (t, ⃗p)A^a_j (t, −⃗p) > (N^2_c − 1)(d − 2)V

, (8)

where now the Fourier transform of the gluon field is evaluated for each time slice. Indeed, when λ is null, the gauge transformations g(t) are independent of the gauge transformation g(⃗x) and the two sets of transformations commute. Then, the terms in Eqs. (6) that depend explicitly on g(t) are averaged to zero and one is left with the expression above. Note that this explanation is valid whether the residual gauge freedom g(t) is fixed or not.

Here we evaluate numerically D^{tr}(0, |⃗p|) as a function of |⃗p| for SU(2) Yang- Mills theory in three and in four dimensions for several values of the parameter λ. Details of the simulations can be found in.[42,61] Let us note that for λ ≠ 1 the numerical gauge fixing is very similar to the usual Landau gauge fixing.[41] On the other hand, when λ goes to zero one sees[62] that more iterations are needed in order to satisfy a given numerical accuracy for the gauge fixing, in agreement with a recent analytic study.[63] This problem can be partially reduced by adding some extra gauge fixing sweeps in the μ = 0 direction for each iteration of the gauge-fixing algorithm, i.e. by considering gauge transformations g(t) that depend only on the μ = 0 component of x. Finally, we did not consider here possible systematic effects related to the breaking of rotational symmetry or to the existence of Gribov copies. The former type of effects can be parameterized by[64] a^2p^{[4]}, where a is the lattice spacing and p^{[4]} = ∑ μ p^4_μ. Therefore, this type of effects are not expected to play a significant role in the IR region, considered here. As for the latter type of effects, in the infinite-volume limit, averages taken over configurations belonging to the so-called Gribov region Ω should coincide[8] with averages obtained by restricting the functional integral to the so-called fundamental modular region Γ, whose interior is free of Gribov copies.

Our results^6 are reported in Figure 1. In three dimensions, a well-defined maximum (and thus an IR suppression) is visible for all values of λ. This includes also Landau gauge (λ = 1), confirming earlier results.[40,41,42] As can be seen from the plot, the maximum value attained by the propagator seems to move to larger momenta with decreasing λ, going from about 400

6 Preliminary results have been presented in Ref. [65,66].

Fig. 1. The gluonic correlation function D^{tr}(0, |⃗p|) in three (top figure) and four (bottom figure) dimensions. The spatial momenta |⃗p| are chosen along a single axis. Circles indicate data for λ = 1 (Landau gauge), crosses are used for λ = 1/2, squares for λ = 1/10, triangles for λ = 1/20, stars for λ = 1/100 and upside-down triangles represent results at λ = 0 (Coulomb gauge). Data have been obtained at β = 4.2 in three dimensions and at β = 2.2 in four dimensions. The lattice size is 40^3 ≈ (6.9 fm)^3 in three dimensions and 22^4 ≈ (4.6 fm)^4 in four dimensions. In addition, in the bottom panel, diamonds correspond to a 40^4 ≈ (8.4 fm)^4 lattice at λ = 1/100. The physical scale has been set using Refs. [42,67]. Note that our error bars are smaller than the sizes of the symbols. Also, for λ = 0, we consider the standard (incomplete) Coulomb gauge.

Fig. 2. Same as in Fig. 1, except that here we show data for the D_{00}(0, |⃗p|) tensor component.

MeV in the Landau case[42] to about 600 MeV for the Coulomb case. At the same time, as λ decreases, the maximum becomes more visible. In four dimensions, on the other hand, no discernible peak is visible in Landau gauge when considering the volume V = 22^4. Decreasing λ, however, leads to a suppression of the propagator in the IR region. In particular, at the smallest value of λ considered, i.e. λ = 1/100 and for a lattice volume V = 40^4, a maximum is seen also in four dimensions. This maximum is as visible as the one in three dimensions in Landau gauge. Thus for small λ, just as for Coulomb gauge,[51] one sees a maximum of the transverse gluon propagator already for relatively small volumes.

A similar λ-dependence is also seen in the tensor component D_{00}(0, |⃗p|). In particular, as λ becomes small, this tensor component of the gluon propagator becomes enhanced for small (nonzero) values of |⃗p| (see Fig. 2). Let us recall that, in Coulomb gauge, the D_{00} component is IR divergent already at the perturbative level. Moreover, the instantaneous part of D_{00} is related to the color Coulomb potential and should be diverging as 1/|⃗p|^4 at small momenta.[46,47,48,51,52,53,54,55] Thus, from the discussion presented in the Introduction, one could expect to observe a D_{00} component enhanced at intermediate momenta p > p_s but still suppressed at small momenta. This is indeed the case and from the plots in Fig. 2 one clearly sees how this enhancement is developing for |⃗p| ≠ 0 as the value of λ decreases. Let us stress that the discontinuity in the behavior of the propagator at |⃗p| ≠ 0 is observed since we are taking the limit λ → 0. A similar discontinuity is also obtained when implementing the complete Coulomb gauge described in the Introduction.^7 On the other hand, for the incomplete Coulomb gauge, D_{00} is clearly a continuous function of |⃗p| (see Fig. 2).

As said in the Introduction, the IR exponent α_D for the transverse correlator is predicted to show a discontinuity in the limit λ → 0. This is not seen from our data. However, a reliable check of this prediction can only be obtained if one has control over the infinite-volume and the continuum limits, which we have not yet achieved. On the other hand, taking the limit λ → 0 clearly induces a discontinuity in the behavior of the temporal component D_{00}.[60]

3 Conclusions

We have presented the first direct observation of an IR-suppressed gluonic correlation function on a symmetric 4d lattice in a Landau-like gauge, with gauge parameter λ as in Eq. (1). (Landau gauge is obtained for λ = 1, while Coulomb gauge corresponds to λ = 0.) The suppression is seen for sufficiently small λ when considering moderately small lattice volumes. Judging from the results shown for the 3d case, it is conceivable that a similar suppression might be observed for any λ if a large enough lattice side is considered. Furthermore, since the limit λ → 1 is smooth,[9,60] we expect to see an IR suppression for sufficiently large lattices also in Landau gauge. Moreover, we have obtained that the D_{00} component of the gluon propagator gets enhanced in the IR region (for |⃗p| ≠ 0) at small values of the interpolating parameter λ. These results clearly demonstrate the transformation of the correlation functions from Landau gauge towards Coulomb gauge when considering the limit λ → 0. They

7 This is a consequence of the minimization of Ever[g(t)], defined in Eq. (4).

also provide additional support to the Gribov-Zwanziger scenario of confinement, establishing an IR suppression of gluonic correlation functions in four dimensions beyond Coulomb gauge. The use of the interpolating gauge thus constitutes a promising alternative to studies in Landau gauge, since finitesize effects are significantly smaller, allowing a more efficient investigation of the gauge dependence of correlation functions of confined objects.

Acknowledgments

A. M. was supported in part by the DFG under grant number MA 3935/1-1. A. C. and T. M. were supported by FAPESP (under grants # 00/05047-5 and 05/59919-7) and by CNPq. The ROOT framework[68] has been used in this project. Part of our simulations has been done on the IBM supercomputer at São Paulo University (FAPESP grant # 04/08928-3).

References

[1] R. Alkofer and L. von Smekal, Phys. Rept. 353 (2001) 281 [arXiv:hep-ph/0007355].

[2] V. N. Gribov, Nucl. Phys. B 139 (1978) 1. [3] D. Zwanziger, Phys. Lett. B 257 (1991) 168. [4] D. Zwanziger, Nucl. Phys. B 364 (1991) 127. [5] D. Zwanziger, Nucl. Phys. B 412 (1994) 657.

[6] D. Zwanziger, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 094039 [arXiv: hep-th/0109224]. [7] D. Zwanziger, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 105001 [arXiv: hep-th/0206053]. [8] D. Zwanziger, Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 016002 [arXiv: hep-ph/0303028]. [9] L. Baulieu and D. Zwanziger, Nucl. Phys. B 548 (1999) 527 [arXiv:hep-th/9807024].

[10] R. Oehme and W. Zimmermann, Phys. Rev. D 21 (1980) 471. [11] R. Oehme and W. Zimmermann, Phys. Rev. D 21 (1980) 1661. [12] K. Nishijima, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 9 (1994) 3799. [13] K. Nishijima, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 10 (1995) 3155. [14] J. E. Mandula, Phys. Rept. 315 (1999) 273 [arXiv:hep-lat/9907020].

[15] R. Alkofer, W. Detmold, C. S. Fischer and P. Maris, Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 014014 [arXiv:hep-ph/0309077].

[16] L. von Smekal, A. Hauck and R. Alkofer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 79 (1997) 3591 [arXiv:hep-ph/9705242].

[17] C. Lerche and L. von Smekal, Phys. Rev. D 65, 125006 (2002) [arXiv:hep-ph/0202194].

[18] L. von Smekal, A. Hauck and R. Alkofer, Annals Phys. 267 (1998) 1 [Erratumibid. 269 (1998) 182] [arXiv:hep-ph/9707327].

[19] C. S. Fischer and R. Alkofer, Phys. Lett. B 536 (2002) 177 [arXiv:hep-ph/0202202].

[20] C. S. Fischer, R. Alkofer and H. Reinhardt, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 094008 [arXiv:hep-ph/0202195].

[21] H. Gies, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 025006 [arXiv:hep-th/0202207]. [22] C. S. Fischer and H. Gies, JHEP 0410 (2004) 048 [arXiv:hep-ph/0408089]. [23] J. M. Pawlowski, D. F. Litim, S. Nedelko and L. von Smekal, Phys. Rev. Lett.

93 (2004) 152002 [arXiv:hep-th/0312324].

[24] R. Alkofer, C. S. Fischer and F. J. Llanes-Estrada, Phys. Lett. B 611 (2005) 279 [arXiv:hep-th/0412330].

[25] C. S. Fischer and J. M. Pawlowski, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 025012 [arXiv:hep-th/0609009].

[26] P. J. Silva and O. Oliveira, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 034513 [arXiv:hep-lat/0511043].

[27] A. Cucchieri, Phys. Lett. B 422 (1998) 233 [arXiv:hep-lat/9709015]. [28] F. Gutbrod, DESY-96-252;

[29] A. Cucchieri, Nucl. Phys. B 508 (1997) 353 [arXiv:hep-lat/9705005]. [30] D. B. Leinweber, J. I. Skullerud, A. G. Williams and C. Parrinello, Phys. Rev.

D 58 (1998) 031501(R) [arXiv:hep-lat/9803015].

[31] S. Furui and H. Nakajima, Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 074505 [arXiv:hep-lat/0305010].

[32] J. C. R. Bloch, A. Cucchieri, K. Langfeld and T. Mendes, Nucl. Phys. B 687 (2004) 76 [arXiv:hep-lat/0312036].

[33] A. Sternbeck, E. M. Ilgenfritz, M. Müller-Preussker and A. Schiller, Phys. Rev.

D 72 (2005) 014507 [arXiv:hep-lat/0506007]. [34] P. Boucaud et al., arXiv:hep-lat/0602006. [35] A. Cucchieri and T. Mendes, arXiv:hep-ph/0605224.

[36] A. Sternbeck, arXiv:hep-lat/0609016, Ph. D. Thesis (Humboldt Universität, Berlin).

[37] A. Sternbeck, E. M. Ilgenfritz, M. Muller-Preussker, A. Schiller and I. L.

Bogolubsky, PoS LAT2006 (2006) 076 [arXiv:hep-lat/0610053]. [38] C. S. Fischer, A. Maas, J. M. Pawlowski and L. von Smekal, arXiv:hep-ph/0701050.

[39] A. Cucchieri, A. Maas and T. Mendes, Phys. Rev. D 75, 076003 (2007) [arXiv:hep-lat/0702022].

[40] A. Cucchieri, Phys. Rev. D 60 (1998) 034508 [arXiv:hep-lat/9902023]. [41] A. Cucchieri, F. Karsch and P. Petreczky, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 036001 [arXiv:hep-lat/0103009].

[42] A. Cucchieri, T. Mendes and A. R. Taurines, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 091502(R) [arXiv:hep-lat/0302022].

[43] A. Maas, J. Wambach, B. Grüter and R. Alkofer, Eur. Phys. J. C 37, No.3 (2004) 335 [arXiv:hep-ph/0408074].

[44] K. Langfeld, H. Reinhardt and J. Gattnar, Nucl. Phys. B 621 (2002) 131 [arXiv:hep-ph/0107141].

[45] A. Cucchieri, T. Mendes and A. R. Taurines, Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 051902(R) [arXiv:hep-lat/0406020].

[46] D. Zwanziger, Nucl. Phys. B 518 (1998) 237.

[47] A. Cucchieri and D. Zwanziger, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 014002. [48] D. Zwanziger, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90 (2003) 102001.

[49] Y. L. Dokshitzer and D. E. Kharzeev, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 54 (2004) 487. [50] A. Cucchieri, AIP Conf. Proc. 892 (2007) 22 [arXiv:hep-lat/0612004]. [51] A. Cucchieri and D. Zwanziger, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 014001. [52] A. Cucchieri and D. Zwanziger, Phys. Lett. B 524 (2002) 123. [53] A. Cucchieri, T. Mendes and D. Zwanziger, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 106 (2002) 697.

[54] A. Cucchieri and D. Zwanziger, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 119 (2003) 727. [55] K. Langfeld and L. Moyaerts, Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 074507. [56] D. Zwanziger, Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 094034 [arXiv: hep-ph/0312254]. [57] C. Feuchter and H. Reinhardt, Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 105021 [arXiv:hep-th/0408236].

[58] H. Reinhardt and C. Feuchter, Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 105002 [arXiv:hep-th/0408237].

[59] W. Schleifenbaum, M. Leder and H. Reinhardt, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 125019 [arXiv:hep-th/0605115].

[60] C. S. Fischer and D. Zwanziger, Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005) 054005 [arXiv:hep-ph/0504244].

[61] A. Cucchieri, A. Maas and T. Mendes, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 014503 [arXiv:hep-lat/0605011].

[62] A. Cucchieri and T. Mendes, arXiv:hep-lat/9902024.

[63] A. Cucchieri and T. Mendes, Comput. Phys. Commun. 154 (2003) 1 [arXiv:hep-lat/0301019].

[64] J. P. Ma, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 15 (2000) 229 [arXiv:hep-lat/9903009]. [65] A. Maas, A. Cucchieri and T. Mendes, arXiv:hep-lat/ 0610123. [66] Braz. J. Phys. 37N1B (2007) 219 [arXiv:hep-lat/0610006]. [67] J. Fingberg, U. M. Heller and F. Karsch, Nucl. Phys. B 392 (1993) 493 [arXiv:hep-lat/9208012].

[68] R. Brun and F. Rademakers, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 389 (1997) 81.