CONFINEMENT AS A CONSEQUENCE
OF MONOPOLE CONDENSATION
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The role of monopoles in compact Euclidean QED is discussed. Some ideas how to reduce non-Abelian gauge
theories to QED with monopoles are reviewed.

1 Lattice Action and Confinement Criterion
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The lattice (Wilson) action of the SU (N )-invariant gauge theory can be represented in the form

S:Q;;[ > (1—;]}@%(],3), (1)
P=z,u,v
where
Up = UsuUssinn Ut 15, UL, (2)
and U,, are the link variables that can be expressed in terms of the vector potential
Au(x) = AZ(Q:)T“:

igA
Ure = exp (52, @

T being the generators of the SU(N) group.
This action is invariant under gauge transformations:

A: Upp— MUz Aois (4)
U,A € SU(N).
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The gauge-invariant operator for creation of the quark—antiquark pair has the form
q(z)W (z, ", C)q(2"),

where

W(z,2';C) = Pexp(ig/x A (z)TdzH).
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The function
QT,R) = (0] (a(AW((4,B)e(B)'  a(C)W(C,D)g(D) |0)
can be represented in the form

T, R) = (0] (@(4)W((4, B)g(B))" [n)|* exp(~E, T),

n

(8)

where E,, = E(R) is the rest energy of the quark-antiquark pair associated with the potential
of quark—antiquark interaction. In the approximation of infinitely heavy static quarks, the quark

propagator in the external fields takes the form

(0lg(D)a(A)|0) =~ e~*™" W(D, 4),

(9)

where the factor W (D, A) = [7} Ao(Z, t)dt accounts for the energy of the quark in the chromoelectric

field. Thus the function Q(7', R) is approximated by
QT,R) ~ W(z,z;C)e 2mT .
The behavior of the Wilson loop
W(C) = Pexplig /C A% (2)T%da) ~ ¢~ TER=2m)
at T'— oo and R — oo is the most widely used confinement criterion.

In the strong-coupling limit the Wilson loop has the form

w() = ;/HDU;W(JC,:U;C)eXp(2gl2ZTrUp)

(3)" oo - TE52)

In the weak-coupling limit we obtain the perimeter law

1

W(C) ~exp(—y(R+T)).
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2 Magnetic Monopoles

2.1 Monopoles on a lattice

Let us consider QED in three-dimensional Euclidean space using lattice regularization. We assume
that the action be given by the sum over plaquettes

S = Z 1 — cos(¢p)), (13)

T,V

where the plaquette variable ¢, = (9,4, — 0,A,) coincides with the field strength tensor (0,4,
here is nothing but A,(x + 1) — A,(x)). In this case, the vector potential represents a compact
variable because the change of A, (x + i) — A,(x) by 2rN, N € Z leaves the action invariant. The
partition function for such a theory is dominated by the solutions of the Euclidean ”equations of
motion”. Dirac monopoles in the compact theory can exist because Dirac threads needed for flux
conservation do not contribute to the action.

Thus the partition function of the QEDj3 is dominated by monopoles, and the Wilson loop, as
it was evaluated in [1], gives evidence for confinement. Therewith, the monopoles cannot provide
confinement in compact QED, (in four dimensions, “monopoles” are loops rather than point-like
objects). Since these are the only classical solutions with finite action, there is no confinement in
the QED,4 at small couplings.

o T+ a+v

®

The plaquette variable has the form (for notation see the Appendix)
B = (@) + 0@+ ) — Ol + 0) — ,(2). (14)

— < O\(y) < . (15)
The abelian magnetic flux through the surface of the cube C' is given by

Z 9, (16)

T peac
where ¢ P—=(x;uv) 18 defined by the relation
¢HV(x) = q?),w(m) + 277”#!/@) (17)
with B
- < P < T
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It should be emphasized that the monopole on a lattice furnishes a fictitious object, “quasipar-
ticle”, associated with a definite field configuration. For example, the action in 3D Euclidean QED
approaches its minimum at the configurations that can be interpreted as the monopole fields. In
other words, solutions of classical Euclidean “equations of motions” are parameterized in terms of
monopoles.

2.2 A sketch of computations in the Abelian case
The partition function of the compact U(1) gauge theory
Z= / 11 Db exp(—5S[as]) (18)
T links

(for notation and useful relations see the Appendix). The Wilson action in terms of the plaquette
variable ¢p = df

Sw (@) = gﬂ(l — cos(9)) (19)

gives the generating functional (Fourier transform of exp(—Sw))

/Tr Hd(bp exp(—Sw¢p] + ingp) = /7r dz cos(znp) exp(f cos(z)), (20)
-7 p -7

1
where 3 = —. For this reason, one should begin with the Villain action
g

o0

Sv(ép)=—In 3 exp (;;(gf)p + m)?)) . (21)

l=—00
The Fourier transform of exp(—Sy) with respect to ¢p is rather simple:
1
exp( Sv(¢p \/_ Z exp 7,7'L¢p) exp( 292n2) . (22)
n=—oo

The expectation value of the Wilson loop is readily expressed in terms of the introduced chains.
Let j; = 1 if the link [ belongs to the Wilson loop and 0 otherwise. Then

Oo —2 -2 1w
WC / H do, exp (<d0 Wng72d0 7TlP>> el(]zez>_ (23)

T links l =—00

This expression can be rewritten in terms of the dual lattice:

(We) = / IT dé. Z exp ( 9= QWZP’QM — 27rlp>> gilic0e), (24)

™ cubes lp=—0c0 g

where j. = j; and 6. = 6;.
After the Banks—Myerson—Kogut transformation[4], the expectation value of the Wilson loop is
expressed in terms of the magnetic currents

(We) = A[CIE[C], (25)
where

Ao[C] = exp (;(JC LY, >> (26)
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and
—272

E[C] = Zml :0m = 0exp ( 7 (m, 17 m) + 27i(j., L] _IVG{m})> , (27)

where G{m} is a particular choice of 6~ 1{m}. Here, the link variables m describe the magnetic
current density. The functional F[C] was estimated in [3], where it was shown that the confinement—
deconfinement phase transition in compact QEDy4 occurs at g? = 0.168. It was also observed [6] in
simulations that monopoles are numerous in the confinement phase and rare in the deconfinement
phase. For this reason, it is tempting to search for the

3 Monopoles in Non-Abelian Theories

3.1 Abelian Projection

The principle of the Abelian projection is to fix a gauge as locally as possible (in the case of the
covariant gauge,

oA, =0 — FP operator 8ﬂDsz“ (28)

the inverse of the Faddeev—Popov operator is extremely unlocal).

There exists a possibility to fix a gauge in two stages.

First we pick a field X in the adjoint representation of the gauge group. Say, X = Gi,j (AZ is
ruled out owing to the inhomogeneous term). It transforms as follows:

X — XM = ATXA. (29)

Second, a gauge transformation at each point is performed so that X be diagonal:

XA=| .. e e , where A\; > Xy > ...>\, .

There remains U(1)V~! gauge invariance.
However, there are singularities such that A; = A;. To treat them, let us restrict our attention
to the case of SU(2) symmetry. Let the above-mentioned field X be represented in the form

X — Xo+X3 X1 —1iXy
A\ Xi+iXy Xo—X3 )

The eigenvalues of this matrix are A\ 2 = Xo £+ |X\, they coincide provided that X1 = Xo = X3=0
three conditions are met.

—> the singularities occur at isolated points.

Let us consider a vicinity of such a point, where the field X is a diagonal term plus a small

3-vector €&
<X0+63 El—i62>
X = . .
€1 +1iea Xo— €3
The gauge transformation A at this point transforms the gauge potential of the remaining U(1)

symmetry to the potential of the magnetic monopole located at the point & where X has the
diagonal form. Dirac monopoles here arise from.
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The ’t Hooft—Polyakov monopoles

The equations of motion determined by the Lagrangian

1 1 1
L=- iGzVGZV + §DH¢GDN¢Q - ZA(¢a¢a - F2)2 (30)

allow a soliton solution of the form

¢ = G LF(r), (31)
T
Ar = eI,
T
o = 0, where

F(r) — F(r— o),

W) ~ glr<Hoo>,

which can be interpreted as a monopole. Let us introduce a gauge-invariant quantity

. 1 .
Fu = ¢°G%, — ge“bch“Du(bbD,,qﬁc, (32)
For the above soliton solution it behaves as
Tk
Foo —e::0.By — €500 — 33
ij €ijk Dk Ezﬂcgr:; ) ( )

as « tends to the infinity. Then, in the unitary gauge ¢' = ¢> =0, ¢> > 0, F, uv has the form
Fuy = 0,A% — 9,A% (34)

By, being associated with the magnetic field. The above soliton solution can be transformed to the
unitary gauge by a singular gauge transformation, the resulting vector potential is characteristic of
the Dirac monopole.

3.2 Maximum Abelian Gauge (MAG)

However, the most simple “diagonal” gauge consistent with the renormalizability requirements is
only approximately non-propagating.
In the case of SU(2) group, the gauge-fixing functional has the form

® =3 T (Upuo5Uf ,03) - (35)
T,p

where

U — ug + iuz U + tuq Ut — ug — U3 —U2 — U]
Tap —ug +iur  ug —iug |’ Top ug —iu;  ug +iug |

The stationarity condition of this functional makes the gauge condition:

GVE(UQ’Ug — ’LL()ul) — 2UQU3 = 0, (36)

an(ultLP, + uoug) — 2ugus = 0,

u; denotes w;(z, p).
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In the naive continuum limit, these gauge conditions have the form

(O +igAD) (A}, +iA2)
(0, — igAi)(AL — z‘AZ)

0, (37)
0.

The maximum Abelian gauge can be used to perform the so called Abelian projection - construct
an effective model in which nondiagonal components of the vector potential are neglected and the
Wilson loop is dominated by the contribution of the U(1) fields and the monopoles, which are
responsible for confinement.

For the SU(2) group, the monopole currents under consideration are defined by [7]

1
= 7o * d(dfmod2r), (38)

where 6 is the phase of the diagonal element of a link matrix: U;; = |Uy;| exp(i6;). It was shown (for
a review, see [8]) that the expectation value of the Wilson loop, after transformations like in the
case of the compact QEDy, indicates confinement in the case of non-Abelian theories and the con-
centration of monopole currents is strongly correlated with the confinement—deconfinement phases,
as in the Abelian case. However, it should be emphasized, that monopoles in the non-Abelian case
appear as a result of gauge fixing or, figuratively speaking, they account for the contribution of
non-Abelian degrees of freedom.

References
[1] A.M. Polyakov, Phys. Lett. B59 (1975) p.79,82.
[2] J.B. Kogut, preprint ILL-(TH)-79-4.
3] A.Guth, Phys. Rev. D21 (1980) 2291.
[4] T.Banks, R.Myerson, and J.Kogut, Nucl. Phys., B129, (1977) p.493.

[5] G.’t Hooft, “Confinement Phenomenon in QFT” in Proc. of the 1981 Cargese Summer Institute
of Fundamental Interactions, NY: Plenum Press, 1982; hep-th/0010225.

[6] A.S.Kronfeld, M.R.Laursen, G.Schierholz, and U.-J. Wiese, Phys. Lett. B198 (1987) p.516.
[7] M.Chernodub, M.Polikarpov, and A.Veselov, Phys. Lett. B342 (1995) p.303.

[8] M.Chernodub et al., Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 131 (1998) p.309.

39



Appendix

Differential forms on a lattice

Let Ci, be a k-dimensional primitive cell.

e A site Cy is defined by a dot =x.

A link {z, s} is defined by a dot with an index z,, p =1, 2, 3, 4.
x indicates the beginning of a link, y—its direction.

A plaquette {z, p,v} (n < v):
c4+D  THA+D

e A cube (Cj3 chain) is designated by {z, u, v, A}.

e and so on

The oriented chains form an Abelian group.

Then we consider “forms”, that is, functions on k-chains: ¢ = ¢(Cy).
Scalar field is a function on sites x,
Vector field U, , is a function on links,
Tensor fields (as the curvature tensor) is a function on plaquettes F
Juva is a function on cubes.
The incidence function of two cells is defined by

T,u,v)0

I(Ck,Crt1) = I({x,p1, - pe}{y, vis s i }) = (39)
k

= Y (ay = Ooyt, )0k e O S LG (40)
=1

For any function f(C}) we define the exterior derivative

df (Crs1) = Y I(Ck, Ciy1) F(Ch) (41)
Ch
and the coderivative
0f(Cri1) = Y I(Cr1,Cr) F(Ch). (42)
Ck

Examples of external derivatives are provided by the derivative of a scalar field
df ({z, n}) = flz +p) — f(=)
and the derivative of a vector field
dF({:C7M7V}) :F(IE,,U,)—FF(.’E-F/AL,V) —F($+l>,/i) _F($7V)'
d> =0, 82 =0, A =ds+dd . (43)
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A scalar product (f,g) =3, f(p)g(p) is defined on chains; operations d and ¢ are dual to each
other:

(f.dg) =(3f,9)

A Dual lattice
Let A be a 3-dimensional lattice. The dual lattice A* is defined so that its sites are the centers
of the cubes of A: x* ~ {z,1,2,3}. Then, say

1 .
{z,u}* = 56’“’/\{33* — U=\, AL
The duality transformation on chains satisfies the relations

xk = —1, and xdx=24. (44)
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