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A bstract

W e consider Q CD —like theories w ith one m assless ferm ion in vari—
ous representations of the gauge group SU N ). T he theories are for-
multed on R3 S;. In the decom pacti cation 1m it of arge r (S1) all
these theories are characterized by con nem ent, m ass gap and sponta—
neous breaking ofa (discrete) chiralsymmetry ( SB).Atanallr(Si),
n order to stabilize the vacua of these theordes at a center-sym m etric
point, we suggest to perform a double trace deform ation. W ith these
deform ation, the theories at hand are at weak coupling at an allr (S;)
and yet exhbit basic features of the larger (S1) lin : con nement
and SB.W e calculate the string tension, m ass gap, biferm ion con-
densates and dependence. T he doubletrace deform ation becom es
dynam ically irrelevant at large r(S1). D egpoite the fact that at small
r(S1) con nem ent is Abelian, whil it is expected to be non-Abelian
at brge r (S1), we argue that an alland larger (S1) physics are contin—
uously connected. If so, one can use am alkx (S;) laboratory to extract
lessons about QCD and Q CD —like theorieson Ry4.
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1 Introduction

Analyzing QCD and Q CD -like theories on R S provides new insights In
gauge dynam ics at strong coupling and o ersa new fram ework for discussing
various ideas on con nement. The radius of the com pact dimension r(S;)
plays a rok of an adjistable param eter, an cbvious bonus and a welocom e
addition to a rather scarce theoretical tookit available in strongly coupled
gauge theories. A s the circum ference L of the circle S; varies, so does the
dynam icalpattem ofthe theory. For instance, at L ! in som e instances
the theory becom esweakly coupled. O n the other hand, In the decom pacti -
cation lm it, L 1, we recover conventional fourdin ensionalQ CD , w ith
itsm ost salient feature, non-Abelian con nem ent.

A qualitative picture of con nem ent In temn s of the Polyakov lhne was
suggested by Polyakov and Susskind long ago [1, 2]. A ssum e that the com —
pacti ed dim ension is z. The Polyakov line (som etin es called the P olyakov
Joop) is de ned as a path-ordered holonomy of the W ilson line in the com —
pacti ed din ension,

Z L
U=Pexp 1 a,dz VAVAYA @)
0

where L isthe size ofthe com pact din ension whileV isam atrix diagonalizing
U,
U = diagfvi;wv; ugw g )

A ccording to Polyakov, non-Abelian con nem ent in plies that the eigenvalues
v; are random ized: the phases of v; wildly uctuate over the entire interval
0;2 ]1so that

HrUi= 0: 3)

T he exact vanishing of iT1U 1 in pure Yang{M ills is the consequence of the
unbroken Zy oenter symm etry In the non-Abelian con nem ent regin e. In—
troduction of dynam ical ferm ions (quarks) generally speaking breaks the Zy
center symm etry at the Lagrangian level! However, the picture of wild
uctuations of the phases ofvi’s rem ains intact. T herefore, it is generally ex—
pected that hNiTrU 1 is strongly suppressed even w ith the dynam ical ferm ion

1R is stillan em ergent dynam ical symm etry in the m ultticolor lim i [3, 4]; however, we
Iim i ourselves to sm allN . In this paper param etrically N is of order one.
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Figure 1: Quantum chrom odynam ics as a function of com pacti ed direction cir-
cum ference before and affer surgery QCD and QCD , respectively). L. is the
point of a phase transition.

eldsthat respect no center sym m etry, hNiTrU i 0. Thisexpectation is sup-
ported by lattice sin ulations at nite tem peratures [B] dem onstrating that
hT1U i is very close to zero at large L (low tem peratures).

On the other hand, n QCD and QCD -like theories? at amallL (high
tam peratures) the centersymm etric eld con guration is dynam ically disfa-
vored. In many instances the vacuum is attained at hi TrUi= 1. In this
case, the e ective low -energy theory is at strong coupling, and it is as hard
todealwith taswih QCD on R, . Typically, the an alland large-L, dom ains
are ssparated by a phase transition (or phase transitions). For instance, for
S/AS wih even N this is a Z, phase transition. Num erical studies show
that forN 3 there is a them alphase transition between con nem ent and
decon nem ent phases. Sim ilar num erical studies detect a tem perature T
at which the broken chiralsymmetry of T = 0 QCD gives place to restored
chiral symm etry of high-T QCD . The phase transition at T is that of the
chiral sym m etry restoration (the owerplot in Fig. (1)).

In this case an all-d, physics says little, if at all, about lJargel. physics,
our desired goal. W e would lke to create a di erent situation. W e would
like to design a theory which (i) in the decom pacti cation lJargeL lim it tends
to conventionalQ CD and its Q CD —like sisters; (ii) at snallLl is analytically
tractabl and hasboth con nem ent and chiral sym m etry breaking; and (iii)

2By Q CD -like theorieswem ean non-A belian gauge theoriesw ithout elem entary scalars,
eg. Yang{M ills w ith ferm ions in the two-index sym m etric or antisym m etric representa—
tion, to be referred to as S/A S, see below .



has as an ooth transition between the an all and large1, dom ains as possble
(the upper plot in Fig. (1)) . Ifthis endeavor | rendering sn all and largeL
physics continuously connected | is sucoessfii], we could try to use am alkL
laboratory to extract lessons about QCD and Q CD —lke theorieson Ry .

W e will argue below that the goal can be achieved by perform ing a so-—
called double-trace deform ation ofQ CD and Q CD -like theories? To thisend
we add a non-local operator

PU &)=

d,jTrU" ®)F¥  Hrsu N ); )

to the QCD action, 7

S = IxLP U ®)1; )

R3

were d, are num erical param eters to be judiciously chosen. The theordies
cbtained in thisway willbe labeled by asterisk. In m Inin izing S + S the
e ect dueto deform ation (@) istwo—ld. First,  tendstom inin ize rU ).
Second it tends to m axin ize the distance between the eigenvalues of U . &
is necessary to have a polynom ial of order N =2] to force the elgenvalues
of the Polyakov line to be m axin ally apart from one another, ie. to push
the theory towards the centersym m etric point depicted In Fig. 2. Here K]
stands for the Integer part of x. To stabilize the vacuum su ciently close to
the centersym m etric con guration the coe cientsd , m ust be large enough,
presum ably, d, 1. Som e technical details are discussed in A ppendix.

At large L, the defom ation sw itcheso and hasno in pact on the theory,
ie. QCD QCD .However, at anall L. the inpact is drastic. G iven an
approprate choice of d, ’s the defom ation (5) foroces the theory to pick up
the ©llow ing set? of the vacuum expectation valies VEV s):

V= e~ ; k= 1;u35N; )
(or pem utations), sse Fig.2. Ifwe de ne

et u; @)

3T he double trace defom ationsw ere previously discussed in the context ofgauge/string
theory dualities n [6, 7, 8, 9], aswellasin eld theory [10, 11, 12].
M ore exactly, the set of VEV s w illbe very close to (6).



Figure 2: Zy symm etric vacuum elds vy .
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C artan gen k=1

it is obvious that Eqg. (6) In plies
flajg= f iL. hvy mod 2 )g

2 N=2] 2 (N=2] 1) 2 N=2]

= T . e : ©)

Thism eans, in tum, that the theory ism axin ally H iggsed,
suN)! U@t 0)
and weakly coupled at L 1. The gauge bosons from the C artan subal

gebra (to be referred to asphotons) rem ain classically m asskess, whilke theo —
diagonal gauge bosons (to be referred to asW bosons) acquire Jarge m asses.
The e ective low -energy dynam ics isthat ofcom pact QED . (See footnote 12,
though. It is not trivial. D ualphotons acquire exponentially an allm asses
nonperturbatively through the nstanton-m onopole m echanian [13, 14]. The
m ass gap generation in the dualdescription am ounts to linear Abelian con—

nem ent (@t exponentially large distances). Chiral biferm ion condensates
are generated too [15, 16]. Thus, the dynam ical pattems in the an all and
largeL, dom ains do not seam to be that di erent from each other. D etails
are di erent (eg. Abelian vs. non-Abelian con nem ent), but gross features



appear to be sim ilar. Tt is not unreasonable to expect that there is no phase
transition n L.

W hat ism eant when we gpeak of Abelian/non-Abelian con nement [17,
41?2 In the fom er case the gauge group acting in the infrared (IR) and
responsble or the ux tube form ation isAbelian (ie. U @) U Q) ..). In
the latter case we dealw ith a non-A belian group in the nfrared.

The bestknown exam pl exhibiting both regin es is the Selberg{W itten
solution [18] ofa deformed N = 2 superYang{M ills theory. If the deform a—
tion param eter is an all,

JJ ;
the SU (N ) gauge group is spontaneously broken down to U (1)N ?, and the
con ning string is a generalization of the Abrkosov vortex [19]. In the op—
posite lim it

J ] ;
the breaking of SU (N ) down to U (1)N ! does not occur. The infrared dy-
nam ics isdeterm ined by SU NN ); the corresponding ux tubes should be non—
Abelian. Since the theory isholom orphic in  , the Abelian and non-Abelian
con nem ent regin es are expected to be an oothly connected.

A nother exam ple which should be m entioned (@nd which is close in for-
m ulation to what w illbe presented below ) where it is believed that no phase
transition n L takes place isN = 1 supersymm etric Yang{M ills (SYM )
theory on R; § RO, 21, 22, 15, 16].

W e expect that QCD and QCD -like theories are of this type | there
is no phase transition between the Abelian con nem ent an alkHl, and non-
Abelian con nem ent large1, dom ains.

Concture: The deform ed one- avor Q CD -lke theories nterpolate
from anallr(S;) to lJarge r(S1) without phase transitions.

Since the theores under consideration are non-supersym m etric we cannot
back up this statem ent by holom orphy. T hus, the am oothness con gcture is
on a som ew hat weaker basis than in the Seberg{W itten problem . H owever,
argum ents to be presented below can be viewed as at least som e evidence In
favor of the absence of the phase transition n L. M ore evidence can (and
should) be provided by lattice studies.

In Q CD -like theories w ith m ore than one avor, chiral sym m etry break—
ing ( SB) occurring on R, at strong coupling produces Nt? 1 G oldstone



mesons. Needless to say, it is Inpossbl to get such G oldstones at weak
coupling at an allL . H owever, if one considers theories w ith one ferm ion a—
vor In the centersym m etric regin e, there are no obvious reasons fora chiral
phase transition. The chiral symm etry in such theories is discrete, and its
soontaneous breaking resuls in dom ain walls rather than G oldstones. This
phenom enon can show up both at strong and weak couplings. In this paper
we will Iin it ourselves to Q CD —like theories w ith a sihgle avor.

To bem ore exact, we w ill discuss in som e detail SU (N ) Yang{M ills the-
ory w ih one ferm ion in the fuindam ental and two-index A S representations.
Analysis of the two-index S fem ion essentially runs parallel to that of the
AS case. Wewillalso dwellon SU N ) SU (N ) Yang{M ills w ith the bifin—
dam ental form ion. The number of colors N is not assum ed to be large. The
largeN Im it and the case of ferm ions in the adpint representation were
treated elssw here [4, 14].

Am ong other resuls, we will, in particular, argue that m any dynam ical
features of SU N ) SU (N ) orbifold QCD are rem arkably close to those of
SYM theory. The pattem of the chiral symm etry breaking, the m ass gap,
the nonperturbative spectrum , the k-string tensions | all of the above are
dem onstrated to coincide in these two theordes.

T he paper is organized as follow s. In Sect. 2 we outline our formm ulation of
the problem and brie v review general aspects of one— avor Q CD —like theo—
rieson R, and R3S .W ealo review dualdescription of three-din ensional
Yang{M ills (the G eorgi{G lashow m odel), and Polyakov’s con nem ent. In
Sect. 3 we consider the case of one ferm ion in the fundam ental representa—
tion and solve the theory at anallr(S;). In Sect. 4 we carry out the same
analysisin the SU N ) SU (N ) theory w ith one bifindam ental ferm jon (orb—
ifold theory). In Sect. 5 we consider Y ang{M ills theory w ith one ferm ion in
the two-index antisym m etric representation of SU (N ). Section 6 is devoted
to dependence. In Sect. 7 we discuss how our results are related to planar
equivalence. Finally, Section 8 summ arizes our results and outlines som e
problam s for future nvestigation.



2 QCD and QCD —like theories on R 4 and
R3 Sq: generalaspects

W e w ill consider one- avor Q CD -like theories w ith the SU N ) gauge group
and fem jons in the ollow ng representations:

R = fF;AS;S;Ad}BFg; 11)

where F' stands for fuindam ental, A S and S are two-Index antisym m etric and
sym m etric representations, A djstands forad pint, whik BF forbifindam en—
tal. In all cases exospt Adjwe dealwith the D irac fem ion eld, whik in
the ad pint case with the M aprana W eyl) spinor. This is nothing but su-
persymm etric Yang{M ills (SYM ) theory. In the BF case the gauge group
isSU N ) SUWN),wih the ffrm jon eld being fiindam entalw ith respect to
the rst SU (N ) and antifindam entalw ith respect to the second SU N ). For
the ad pint ferm ionswe w illuse the follow ing nom enclature. T he theory w ith
one M aprana avor w illbe referred to as SYM , whilke in the case oftwo or
more avorswe will speak ofQCD @A d).

The boundary conditions for ferm ions can be either periodic (S*) or
antiperiodic (S ) in the com pacti ed dim ension. Yang{M ills theories w ith
two-Index ferm ions received m uch attention lately n connection w ith planar
equivalence between such theordes and SYM theory (see R3] and references
therein). At N = 3 the A S theory isequivalent to F.

T heoretically the m ost inform ative isN = 1 SYM theory. For periodic
son connection S* this theory has unbroken center symm etry and broken
discrete chiral symm etry forany r(S1). In fact, the chirmlocondensate iTr i
was exactly calculated long ago R4, 15], both on R4 and R S, and was
shown to be totally lndependent of the value of r(S1). M ore recently, this
theory was dem onstrated [L6] to possess Abelian con nement at anall L.
T herefore, there is no obvious obstruction for the L evolution to be an ooth.
W e know that at L larger than the strong scalke !, the neutral sector
obsarvablesin N = 1 SYM theory and QCD (A S/S/BF) are rem arkably close
and only di erby m ild O (1=N ) e ects. H owever, the com plex representation
ferm jons break center symm etry at smallr(S!) in plying that these theories
becom e drastically di erent from N = 1 SYM theory. The doublk-trace
deform ation (5) isdesigned tom aintain thissin ilarity at sm allr (S;) too. O ne
ofthem ost Intriguing ndings ofthispaper is that the analtical tractability



ofN = 1SYM theory In the an alkx (S;) lin it isnot necessarily a consequence
of supersym m etry. T he unbroken center symm etry is equally in portant.

Brie y summ arizing ourknow ledge ofother one— avorQ CD -like theories
on R4 we can say the follow ing. A 1l these theories are expected to exhibit:

(i) M ass gap: there are no m asslkess particles In the physical spectrum ;

(i) Non-Abelian con nem ent: the gauge group is not H iggsed, chrom o—
electric ux tubesare form ed between quarksand antiquarks, these ux tubes
are not stable, generally speaking, since the dynam ical quark pair produc—
tion can break them . No colorcharged ob Ects are present In the physical
Spectrum ;

(i) D iscrete chiral sym m etry breaking® orR = fAS;S;BF;SYM g: The
one— avor Q CD -like theories on R 4 possess an axialU (1) symm etry at the
classical kevel. Only a discrete subgroup of it, Z,,, is the symm etry of the
quantum theory,

Ziogn=T2,;Z0n 4iZon+4ilonilZong ©Oor R = fF;AS;S;BF;SYMg; (12)

resoectively. Here 2h is the num ber of the ferm ion zero m odes in the instan—
ton badckground. In all cases but F the axial Z,, is spontaneously broken
down to Z,. D iscrete sym m etry breaking, unlike that of the continuous sym —
m etries, does not lead to G oldstone bosons. Instead, the theory m ust possess
h isolated vacua.

T he above picture ollow s from m ultiple lattice caloulations, and supersym —
m etry-based and large N m ethods.

In this work the doubltrace deform ation ofQCD R ) on 3; R; with
an allr(S;) isusad to stabilize the theores under consideration at (or, m ore
exactly, very close to) a centersymm etric point. At snall r(S;) the non-
Abelian gauge group is Higgsed down to the m axin al Abelian subgroup,
but neither con nem ent nor the above chiral properties are lost. W e will
explicitly dem onstrate con nem ent, the discrete chiral sym m etry breaking,
and m ass gap generation.

On S, R; the Yang{M ills Lagrangian with one fem ion avor in the

SA part of this know ledge is olklore.
®For F representation, the ancm aly-free 7, is the fermm fon number and can not be
spontaneously broken. T he theory has a unigue vacuum .



representation R takes the form
Z
1 1 5 ,
S = = TRy Wi E a3)
R; 51 9
where is the Purdim ensional D irac soinor in the representation R =
fF ;A S;Sg of the gauge group SU N ), Fy y is the non-Abelian gauge eld
strength,” andF = y Dy = u @u + iAy ) isthe covariant derivative acting
on representation R . ForQCD BF), thegaugegroup isSU W ) SU (N ) and
gauge eld part of the action must be replaced by

Fayy ®) ! Fiyy &)+ Fiyy &)

In this theory the fermm ion is In the bifindam ental representation. In tem s
of s W eyl com ponents, the D irac ferm ions are decom posed as

= (14)

where ; aretwo-ocom ponent (complx) W eyl soinors. In three din ensions
; represent two D irac spinors.

W emustusetheK alizaK kein KK ) m ode decom position forall elds In
the Lagrangian. If we discard allm odes other than zero we will arrive at
a threedin ensional theory wih a gauge eld, a scalar eld in the adpint
and two threedin ensional soinors. The S;  Rs reduction ofR 4 Yang{M ills
does not quite lad to threedin ensional Yang{M ills, but at xst, we will
Ignore this nuance, to be discussed in detail later, and w illbrie vy review the
phenom ena that occur in three-din ensionalYang{M illsw ith a scalar eld in
the ad pint (discarding fem Jjons for the tim e being).

Long ago Polyakov considered three-din ensional SU (2) G eorgi{G lashow
model (@ YangM ills + adpint Higgs system ) In the Higgs regine [L3]. In
this regin e SU (2) isbroken down to U (1), so that at low energies the theory
reduces to com pact electrodynam ics. The dualphoton isa scalar eld of
the phase type (ie. it is de ned on the interval ;2 ]):

F o==" @ ); (15)

4
T hroughout the paper we use the fllow ng notation: M ;N = 1;:::;4 are four-
din ensional Lorentz indices while and ; = 1;2;3 are threedin ensional indices. W e

nom alize the Lie algebra generatorsas Trt € = % AB |

10



where g3 isthe three-din ensional gauge coupling w ith m ass din ension 5] =
+1. In perturbation theory the dual photon is m assless. However, it
aocquiresam assdue to nstantons (technically, the Jatterare identicalto the "t
H ooft{P olyakov m onopolks, afterthe substitution ofone spatialdin ension by
In agihary tim e; that’swhy below we w ill refer to them as to the Instantons—
m onopols). In the vacuum ofthe theory, one dealsw ith a gas of lnstantons
Interacting according to the Coulomb law . The dualphoton m ass is due to
the D ebye screening. In fact, the dual photon m ass is determ ined by the
one-instanton vertex,

m m;:2g3 3g So=2 16)

where S, is the one-nstanton action,
my
14
9%

my is the lightest W boson m ass, see below . In tem s of fourdin ensional
quantities So = 8 ?=N ¢?). As a resul, the low-energy theory is describbed
by a three-din ensional sineG ordon m odel,

%

32 2

)]

SO=4

So

L = @ Y+cam,g,’e® cos : 18)

where ¢ is an undeterm ined prefactor. The coe cient in front ofe 5° cos ,
C}‘mv5v 93 “;

hasmass dinension is [ ]= + 3. The combination e °° is the m onopolk
fugaciy.

This m odel supports a dom ain Ine® with eld vortices at the end-
points) which in 1+ 2 dim ensionsm ust be Interpreted as a string. Since the

eld dualizes three-din ensional photon, the eld vortices in fact represent
electric probe charges In the original form ulation, connected by the electric
ux tubes which look like dom ain lines in the dual form ulation.

Now, ifwe swich on m asslkess ad pint ferm ions, as In R5], the m ass gap
generation does not occur in the Polyakov m odel per se. This is due to
the fact that the instanton-m onopols acquire ferm ion zero m odes which
preclude thepotentialterm asin Eqg. (18). C orrespondingly, the dualphotons

85in ilar to the axion dom ain wall

11



rem ain m assless and the m odelno longer supports dom ain lnes. The linear
con nem ent is gone.

T his situation, changes, how ever, if three-din ensional Yang{M ills theory
is obtained as a low-energy reduction of a four-din ensional gauge theory on
S Ry wih anallr(S;). W hen the adpint Higgs eld is com pact, as In
Fig.2, In addition to N 1 "t H ooft{P olyakov m onopole-nstantons there is
one extra m onopok Whose existence istied up to ;1 (S1) & 0). It can be
referred to as the Kaliza{K lein (KK ) m onopole-nstanton.’” Each of these
m onopoles carries ferm ion zero m odes, hence they cannot contrlbute to the
bosonic potential at the levele °°. They can and do contrbute at the level
250

Indeed, the bound state of the "t Hooft{P olyakov m onopole-instanton
w ith m agnetic charge ; and antim onopolew ith charge 1+ 1 hasno ferm ion
zero m odes: its topological charge coincides w ith that of the perturbative
vacuum . Hence, such a bound state can contribute to the bosonic potential.
Let

e

0 = f 1; 255 xg 19)

denote the extended (@ ne) root system of SU N ) Lie algebra. If we nor-
m alize the m agnetic and topological charges of the m onopoles as
Z Z
gz a 4

1
F; Fo® = — i =
52 32 2 g N

; Pr ;2 0 (20)

where ; stands for the sin ple roots of the a ne Lie algebra then the fol-

°The eigenvalues shown in Fig. 2 may be viewed as Euclidean D 2-oranes. N split
branes support a spontaneously broken U (1) gauge theory, whose U (1) center of m ass
decouples, and the resulting theory isU (1)Y '.TheN 1 "t H ooft{P olyakov m onopoles
may be viewed as Euclidean D 0 branes connecting the eigenvalues (@; ! az); @ !
as); i @y 1! ay ). Clearly, we can also have a m onopol which connects @y ! ai)
which owes its existence to the periodicity ofthe ad pint H iggs eld, orequivalently, to the
fact that the underlying theory ison S; R3. Usually it is called the KK m onopol. The
Euclidean D 0 branes w ith the opposite ordentation, connecting (a; aj+1); J= 1N,
are the antin onopoles. T his view point m akesm anifest the fact that the KK and "t H ooft{
P olyakov m onopoles are all on the sam e footing. T he m agnetic and topological charges

of the m onopoles connecting (a5 S aj+1) is 4 =g) j;Ni w here the direction of the
arrow is correlated w ith the sign of the charges.

12



Jow ing bound states are relevant:

4

4 1 4
= w1 = — (s #1); 0 ¢ @1)
g N g

o1
g ir N
This pair is stable, as was shown In Ref. [14], where it is referred to as
a m agnetic bion. Thus, we can borrow Polyakov’s discussion of m agnetic
m onopols and apply directly to these cbfcts. The magnetic bions will
Induce am asstem for the dualphotonsvia the D ebye screening, the essence
of Polyakov’s m echanism .

The vacuum eld (9) of the deform ed SU (N ) theory respects the (@p—
proxin ate) center symm etry Zy . This eld con guration breaks the gauge
symm etry as Indicated n (10). D ue to the gauge sym m etry breaking, electri-
cally charged particles acquire m asses. By electric charges we m ean charges
w ith regardsto N 1 \photons" of the low -energy theory. The sst ofN 1
electric charges and m asses of N lightest W bosons are

— . . 2 . 22
Ay =g 7 my - N L ’ ( )
where ; A= 1;:5N ) are the simplk and a ne roots of the SU N ) Li
algebra (seeEqg. 7)). Notethat N lightest W bosons are degenerate in the
center-sym m etric vacuum . The rem ainingN ? N charged W bosons can be
viewed as com posites of the above.

T he stabilizing doubletrace term (4) contrbutes to the self-nteraction
of the physical (heutral) Higgs elds. A ssum ing that all coe cients d are
of order one, the m asses of these elds are Q (g=L). For Instance, for SU 2)
and SU (3) the physical H iggsm asses are (g d;)=L . These m asses are much
lighter than those ofthe W bosonsbut much heavier than those ofthe elds
In the e ective Iow-energy Lagrangian (dual photons, see Eq. (24) below).
T he stabilizing double-trace temm  (4) also contributes to corrections to the
W boson m asses. They are expandablk in 7, ie.

2
=2 1+0
my T Lt @)

In the SU N ) gauge theory with an adjpint form jon on R S, which
is H iggsed according to (10), the bosonic part of the e ective low-energy

13



Lagrangian is generated by the pairs (21), and hence the potential is propor—
tionalto e 259, rather than e 5° of the Polyakov problem . If we introduce
an N 1)-com ponent vector ,

(1735 n 1)7 @3)
representing N 1 dualphotons ofthe U (1§ ! theory, the bosonic part of
the e ective Lagrangian can be w ritten as

o secee — gg 2 6 6 ZSOX\I
L(gsey v 1)= @ )+ang3e

3 2 s ( ; w1) 5 (24)

=1

where ¢ is an undetermm Ined coe cient and g 3 is the three-din ensional cou—
pling constant,
%=9L " 25)

In tem s of four din ensional variables, the m agnetic bion fiigacity is
qu 5 bg 250 qu g %e %90 (26)

Weramndthat ; @= 1;:3N 1) represent them agnetic chargesof N 1)
types of the "t H ooft{P olyakov m onopoles while the a ne root

¥ 1
N = i @7)

=1

is the m agnetic charge of the KK m onopol. Note that the bion con g-—
urations that contrbute to the e ective Lagrangian have m agnetic charges
;i w1andverticese!! ¢ #1) | cormresponding to a product ofam ocnopole
vertex e ¢ wih charge ;, and antinonopokvertex e ' #1 wih charge
w1 W ihout the zero m ode insertions). W ith the Zy —-sym m etric vacuum
eld (9) all fugacities are equal.

Equation (24) in plies that nonvanishing m asses proportionalto e °° are
generated forall ’s. They aremuch an aller than them asses in the Polyakov
model in which they are e 5072,

ThereareN 1 typesofAbelian strings (dom ain Ines). T heirtensions are
equal to each other and proportionalto e °°. Linear con nem ent develops
at distances larger than &%°.

14



N eedless to say, the physical spectrum in the H iggs/Abelian con nem ent
regin e is richer than that in the non-Abelian con nement regine. If n
the latter case only color singlets act as asym ptotic states, In the Abelian
con neam ent regin e all systam s that have vanishing N 1 ekctric charges
have nitem ass and represent asym ptotic states.

N ote 1: For SU 2) and SU (3) Yang{M ills theories, the doublk-trace
defom ation is a particularly sin ple m onom ial

2
PU&I= — 7 &FrU ®)F¥ Prsu@); su @) : (28)

N ote 2: One can be concemed that the defom ation potential is given
In temm s ofm ultiw Inding line operators, and looks nonlocal. In the L 1
region where the defom ation is crucial, there is no ham in view ing the
deform Ing operator as \aln ost Iocal" since we are concemed w ith physics at
scalesm uch Jarger than the com pacti cation scale. In the decom pacti cation
Iim it where the deformm ation is indeed nonlocal, it is not needed since its
dynam ical rok is negligble. If one wants to be absolutely certain, one can
Insert a ler function as the coe cient of the doubletrace operator which
shuts it o exponentially el” 7 at large L in order not to dealwih a
non-local theory.

3 QO CD with one fundam ental ferm ion

QCD () on R4 possesses a U 1)y U (1} symm etry, at the classical level
acting as
et ; I et s

D ue to nonperturbative e ects, only the anom aly—-free Z , subgroup of the
U (1)a isthe genuine axial sym m etry ofthe theory, the ferm ion num berm od
two. This symm etry is already a part of the vector U (1)y symm etry, and,
hence, cannot be spontaneously broken. However, a biferm ion condensate
(which does not break any chiral symm etry) is believed to exist on R4 as
wellason S; R; wih su ciently large r (S 7).

The m icroscopic QCD Lagrangian also possesses the discrete symm e—
triesC ;P ;T , and continuous three-dim ensional Euclidean Lorentz sym m etry
SO (3). Thus, the sym m etrdes of the origihal theory are

U @)y C P T : 29)
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T he doubletrace deform ation respects allthese sym m etries. (O therw ise this
would explicitly contradict the clain m ade In Sect. 1. Below, we will con—
struct a low -energy e ective theory QCD (F)* assum ing that the doubletrace
term s stabilize the theory In the center-sym m etric vacuum . A susual, the st
ofallpossibl operators that can appear in the e ective lIow -energy theory is
restricted by the underlying symm etries (29).

Integrating out weakly coupled KK m odes w ith nonvanishing frequencies

.. 2 n
Ind T; né 0;

and adding the stabilizing deform ation term (4) to the QCD ') Lagrangian,
we obtain the QCD )* theory. This is the Yang{M ills + com pact adpint
H iggs system w ith findam ental ferm ionson Rs.

T he action is'®

2 Lh 4
S = S Tr-F’ + 0O )°+dgVI]
rR; 9 2
+1 (@ +3A )+ ig)
i
+1 (@ #A) 1i5) (30)

where and arethe two-com ponent three-dim ensionalD irac soinorsw hich
arise upon reduction of the fourdin ensional D irac spinor . Note that
and hasopposite gauge charges, where and are fundam entaland and
are antifundam ental. A s usual, in Euclidean space, there is no relation
between barred and unbarred variables, and they are not related to each
other by conjigations.
The potentialV [ Jwhich isthe sum ofthe one-loop potential and defor-
m ation potentialhas ism ininum located at (6) (or (9)). T he ferm ion contri-
bution to the e ective one-Joop potential nvolves temm s such asTrU + TrU

00 ur purdin ensionalD irac  m atrix conventions are

v =% ; 49; = 1 i a= 2 I:

W ith this choice, the D irac algebras in four and three dinensionsare f y ; 9= 2 u n
and £ ; g= 2 . It will be convenient to dene y = ( ; iI) ( ; 4) and
v = ( ;i) 7 4).
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These tem s explicitly break the Zy center symm etry and slightly shift the
position of the eigenvalues of U 1 from them ininum (6). However, thisisa
negligbl O (g=d,) e ect suppressed by a jidicious choice of the deformm ation
param eters. Hence, we neglect this e ect below .}

There are N 1 distinct U (1)’s in this m odel, corresponding to N 1
distinct elctric charges. Iffwe ntroduce a quark In the fundam ental rep—
resentation of SU (N ) each component ; (1= 1;:53N ) willbe characterized
by a sst of N 1 charges, which we willdenote by q _,

q, =gl 4; 1i= 1;u5N ; (31)
where H isthe st ofN 1 C artan generators.

A 1l fundam ental ferm jons, but two (one of each type and ), acquire
m asses due to gauge symm etry breaking. These m asses are of order of2 =L
and depend on whether periodic or antiperiodic boundary conditions are
Inposad. The form jons that ram ain m asskess In perturbation theory are the
ones corresoonding to the vanishing mod 2 ) eigenvalue of the algebra—
valuied compact Higgs eld , seeEq. (9) (equivalently, v= 1, sse Eqg. (6)).

Thus, the low-energy e ective Lagrangian includes N 1 photons and
two farm jons. Their nteractions (n particular, an induoced m ass gap) m ust
arise due to nonperturbative e ects.!?

1 Ifthe elgenvalues are separated not equidistantly, yet the separations are nonvanishing
r any pair, the gauge symm etry breaking SU N ) ! U (L)Y ! still takes place. In the
nonperturbative analysisbelow , this fact m anifests itselfasan unequalaction (or fugacity)
for di erent types of m onopoles. T he analysis In this latter case w ill not be qualitatively
di erent.

12 Tt is in portant to distinguish this theory from the case of the noncom pact adpint
Higgs eld, which isthe Polyakovm odelw ih m assless (com plex representation) ferm ions.
Both theories have identical gauge sym m etry breaking pattems: SU®M ) ! U @)Y . In
perturbation theory, both theories reduce (oy necessity) to com pact Q ED 3 w ith ferm ions.
However, it is possble to prove that the latter theory lacks con nem ent since photons
rem ain m assless nonperturbatively. T his In plies that ifthe sym m etries at the cut-o scale
are not speci ed, the question of con nem ent In com pact Q ED 3 w ith m assless ferm ions is
am biguous. T he issue w illbe fiirther discussed In a separate publication.
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3.1 Nonperturbative e ects and the low -energy
Lagrangian

N onperturbatively, there exist topologically stable, sam iclassical eld con g—
urations | Instantonsm onopoles. If the ad pint H iggs eld were noncom —
pact, there would be N 1) types of fundam ental m onopoles. There is,
however, an extra KK m onopol whic arises due to the fact that the under-
Iying theory is formulated on a cylinder, R; S, or sinply speaking, &)
is com pact. The m agnetic and topological charges of the (antim onopoles
associated with root ; are given Eqg. (20).

A s follow s from the explicit zero m ode constructions of Jackiw and R ebbi
R6] and the C allias index theoram [R7], there are two ferm ion zero m odes lo—
calized on one ofthe N oconstituentm onopoles. Van Baalet al. dem onstrated
28,29, 30, 31] that as the boundary conditions of ferm ions vary in the back—
ground w ith nontrivial holonom y, the zero m odes hop from a m onopolk to
the next one. W ith xed boundary conditions, they are localized, generally
speaking, on a particular m onopok ?

The above Inplies that one of the m onopole-induced vertices has two
ferm jon nsertions (the one on which the fermm ion zero m odes are localized)
and otherN 1 elem entary m onopoleshave no ferm ion insertions (at the level
e 5°). The set ofthe Instanton-m onopole nduced vertices can be sum m arized
as ollow s:

e ; e Sogt ; J= 2;:0:N (32)

plis com plex conjugate for antim onopoles. Thus, the lrading nonperturba-
tively induced interaction tem s in the e ective Lagrangian are

Z n
9 1
s2CPE = @ )Y+ i @ +igA )
R3 32 z gé
X i
+e S0 ~g + e 3 +Hx: ; (33)

520 1)

a

13M ore precisely, the C allias index applies to R3. W e need an index theorem for the
D irac operators in the background ofm onopoleson R3  S;. Such a generalization of the
C allias index theorem was carried out in the work ofN ye and Singer [32]. For a clearcut
lattice realization of the ferm ion zero m odes explicitly show ng on which m onopole they
are localized, see Ref. 28].
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where ~ is dim ensionless constant. Note the non-canonical nom alization
of the bosonic and fem ionic tem s. This choice for ferm ions w ill ease the
derivations of certain fourphysical quantities. It is clearly seen that in the In—
frared description ofQCD ' )*, wem ust dealnot only w ith the dualphotons,
but also w ith electrically charged femm ions.

T he threedin ensional e ective Lagrangian respects the symm etries (29)
of the m icroscopic (fourdin ensional) theory. In particular, the ferm ion bi-
linears such as @lowed by U (1), and the Lorentz sym m etry ofthe three—
din ensionaltheory) are noninvariant underparity (see Appendix n Ref. R5])
and, hence, cannot be generated. On the other hand,h i#% 0 can and is
generated. One can check that up to order e 259, the Lagrangian (33) in—
cludes all possible operators allowed by the symm etrdes (29).

In the above Lagrangian, alloperators are relevant In the renom alization-
group sense. The fugacity hasm ass din ension + 3. If the kinetic term for
ferm Jjon is canonically nom alized, the covarant photon—-ferm ion interaction
and Instanton-m onopole-induced temm w ith the ferm jon insertion has din en—
sion + 1. W hich operators w illdom inate the IR physics? The answver to this
question requires a fi1ll renom alization-group analysis of all couplings. A
prelin nary investigation (@long the lines of Ref.[33]) show s that quantum
corrections in the running of the couplings are tam e and do not alter the fact
that the instanton-m onopolk vertex tem s are the m ost relevant in the IR of
QCD )*.

The N 1 lnearly independent instanton-m onopole vertices render all
the N 1 dualphotons m assive, w ith m asses proportionalto e 5°=2., Thus,
the dual scalars are pinned at the bottom of the potential

s 4 (34)

A s a resul, the wouldbe m asskess ferm ions w ill also acquire a m ass tem of
the type
~e S0 (35)

The form jon m ass is proportionalto e °°. Hence it is exponentially sm aller

than the dual photon m ass e 50=2 | Note that the fermm ion m ass term is
not associated w ith the spontaneous breaking of chiral sym m etry. This cir-
cum stance, aswell as the hierarchy ofm ass between the photon and ferm ion,
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is speci ¢ to one fundam ental ferm ion and will change In the case of the
two-Index fem ions.

Since allN 1 dualphotons becom e m assive, a probe quark Q; of every
type A= 1;:3N ) willbe connected to its antiquark by a dom ain line/string
w ith the tension

T g e %7 (36)

T he string between Q ; and Q; is easily breakable due to pair production of

'sand ’s. In other words, the external charge Q; willbe screened by the
dynam ical ferm ions w ith charge g | . The strings between Q ; and Q; wih
i= 2; ::N ) can break wih an exponentially am all probability due to pair
creation ofthe KK m odesof ;. Thisam ounts, of course, to the conventional
statem ent about large W ilson loopsC,

D E @ D
1 1 .
~TrW C) = etfe H uh
N N |
=1
1 1
— N_e P (C)+ 1 N_ e TArea( ) . (3.7)

where isthe coe cient ofthe perim eter law , P (C ) is the perin eter of the
loop C, the boundary of a surface

R em ark: T heproduct ofthe instanton-m onopole-induced vertices ispro—
portionalto the Belyavin {P olyakov{Schwarz{T yupkin BP ST ) fourdin ensi—
onal Instanton vertex [34],

e 2 1+ 5) exp 1 N =e ¢ 1+ 5) : (38)
i=1

T his is consistent w ith the fact that the instanton-m onopoles can be viewed
as the BP ST instanton constituents. In Eqg. (38) we used the fact that the
sum of the N oconstituent instanton-m onopol actions is in fact the BP ST

1 This is also sin ilar to the axion dom ain wall
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Instanton action, and the sum ofthem agnetic and topological charges ofthe
constituent m onopoles gives the correct quantum numbers ofthe BPST Ry
instanton,

X Z P
F;322F]IE i

= 0;1); (39)
e Eqg. (20).

3.2 B iferm ion condensate

A s stated earlier, one- avor QCD formulated on R 4, has no chiral sym m etry
w hatsoever. T he axialanom aly reduces the classicalU (1), symmetry to Z,.
A biferm ion condensate exists and breaks no chiral symm etry. W e can evalu—
ate the value of the chiralcondensate n QCD ' )* in thean allr(S1) regimn e.
At large r(S1) (strong ocoupling) we know , from volum e lndependence, that
the condensate must get a value Independent of the radius. Let Iy denote
the leading coe cient ofthe function divided by N,

1 1IN 2N 11 2
- = (40)
N 3 3 3 3N

Nf:].

by =

Atweak coupling, L 1, thebifem ion condensate m QCD (' )* receives its
dom inant contribution from the instanton-m onopol with the ferm ion zero
m odes Insertion, the rsttem in the sseocond lne in Eq. (33). The condensate
is proportional to

h i e® edv 41)
Above the scake L 1 we expect the biferm ion condensate to be L-—-
Independent and saturate its value on Ry,
8
< B(L)bo 3 _ B(L)(2=3)(1 N 1>,, 1, 1;
h i 42)
1+ 0 ) L > 1:

T he above form ula is testable on lattices.
It isnaturalto believe the saturation scale isassociated w ith the transition
from weak to strong ocoupling and restoration of the spontaneously broken
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gauge symmetry U (1) ' ! SU (N ). This is the regin e where the theory
passes from the Abelian to non-Abelian con nem ent. The e ective theory
(33) which isonly valid at L 1 looses its validity when this param eter
becom es of order one. Nonetheless, we do not expect phase transitions (or
rapid crossovers) In the param eter I, . W e expect physics ofthe two regin es
to be continuously connected.

Tt would be mm ensely usefiil to study this passage on lattices. In the
strong coupling regin e, the volum e dependent factors enter in cbservables
only via sublading O (I=(L )) tem s.

4 QCD with one bifundam ental ferm ion

Consider orbifold Q CD, a gauge theory with the SU N ); SU (N ) gauge

group, and one bifindam entalD irac ferm ion, de ned on R 5 S,
Z

1 1 1 :
gQCD BF) _ S Tr —Fiyy K+ SFlyy ®+1 5 43)
R3 S1 g 2 2

where
DM =@M +jA1;M lAz;M .

T he theory possessesa U (1)y (Zox )a (Zy)1 symm etry which acts on the
elem entary eldsas

U @)y : - ; 1 et ;
@ )a : | & ;1w
Z2)r ¢ $ ;A $ A 2. (44)

The (Zoy )a symm etry is the anom aly-free subgroup ofthe axialU (1), . Ik is
a foklore statem ent that with su ciently large r(S 1), the chiral symm etry
isbroken down to Z, by the fomm ation of the biferm ion condensate,

2 k
h i= 4N 3oosN— ; k= 0;1; ::=N 1; 45)

marking N isolated vacua In the ssmemannerasin N = 1 SYM theory.

QCD BF) on Ry is believed con ne in the same way asN = 1 SYM
theory, possesses a m ass gap, and N isolated vacua. W e would lke to shed
som e light on these issues by studying QCD BF)* with anallr(Sy).
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4.1 Deform ed orbifold QCD

On S; Ry we can deform origihalQCD BF)

h
1 1
s = —Tr SFf +0F; + 0 )%+ 0 )+ VI o]
R3 g 2 r 2 r
+1 @ + 1iAq; ik, )+ 1i4(1 2)
i
+1i @ BA;; + 1Ay ) ii(a 2) (46)

by adding doubletrace term s (4) In such a way that the center sym m etry is
not broken in the vacuum . T he center sym m etry stability at weak coupling
In plies that the vacuum of the theory is located at

2 N=2] 2 (N=2] 1) 2 N=2]

Lh ;i= Lh ,i= diag N S s ;

modz ); @47)

cf. Egq. 9). Consequently, In the weak coupling regin €, the gauge sym m etry
is broken,

sUN)L Bum)l ! wal ‘p wpal ‘b (48)

In perturbation theory 2 N 1) photons rem ain m asskss whik allo -

diagonalgauge eldsacquirem asses In the range 2? ;ZT . The three-din ensional

m ass tem s of the bifindam ental ferm ions are detem ined by

X
ik=1

where a; ;al are the eigenvalues of ; and ,, sse Eq. (7). The diagonal
com ponents of the bifiindam ental ferm ions

i, k
k7 1 4=k

rem ain m assless to all orders In perturbation theory; we w ill refer to them
as i; 3 @@= 1;:u:3N ). Other com ponents get m asses 2 @ k)=L, and
decouple in the low-energy 1im it, and so do the W bosons.
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T he bifindam ental ferm ions are electrically charged under the unbroken
UvaY 'y ua¥ 'L ;ha conelated fashion. If in Sect. 3 the electric
charges of each fem ion were characterized by an (N 1)-din ensional vec—
tor g ,, now they are characterized by concatenation of two such N 1
din ensional electric charge vectors

a,=g¢Hyu; Hy); g,=9g( Hy+H y); i= 1;u5N 49)

i

T hus, the low -energy e ective Lagrangian in perturbation theory is

Z hR 1
1 ) 1 ..
Spertth= ? ZFf;IZ + ZlFZa;,Z
R3 3 a=1
hal i
+ i; @ +iH At H AT (50)

=1

The m ass gap m ust arise due to nonperturbative e ects, as in Sect. 3. W e
w ill dentify and classify nonperturbative e ects induced by topologically
nontrivial eld con gurationsm om entarily.

42 N onperturbative low -energy e ective Lagrangian

N onperturbatively, the gauge symm etry breaking pattern 47) in plies the
existence of N types of Instantonsm onopols associated w ih each gauge
group . T he m agnetic and topological charges of these ob Ects are

8
7z Z 7 2 L ;500
F; T pape F; T pepe e ,(51)
4 2 4 4 2
L 32 , 5,32 > .

Consequently, each m onopolk generates two fem ion zero m odes, and the
Instanton-m onopolk vertices are

70;0) : e ™ Y T (it o1 1)



+iog .
): e’ (i 1t w1 ow1)7

M, :0;0; — i; —): et (s it w1 w1 (62)
g N

where , is the set of dual photons for U (@)Y '} while , is the set of
dualphotons for U @)Y !L. I fall analogy with the SYM theory, the 2N
ferm ion zerom odesofthe BP ST instanton split nto N pairs: each instanton-—
m onopole supportstwo ferm ion zero m odes. T his is a natural consequence of
the C allias ndex theoram . (The sam e conclusion was also reached by Tong
B5]).

A s a result, the Instanton-m onopole contributions give rise to the ollow —
Ing temm s in the e ective Lagrangian:

X

So i

L 9P B — wonst: g le e

2 0

(1 3+ 41 w21)t+ Hx: (53)

Atthe levele °° the instanton-m onopoke ectsin QCD BF )* cannot provide
m ass tem s for the dualphotons. This situation is com pletely analogous to
that n QCD A dJ)* where all instanton-m onopoles have farm ion zero m odes
and, hence, are unable to contrbute to the bosonic potential for the dual
photons ; and .

The situation drastically changes at order e 2., There are nontrivial
e ects which render the long-distance three-din ensional eldsm assive, In —
plyIng con nement. An easy way to see that this is the case is to exam Ine
the symm etries of the theory.

Sinc= U 1)y (Zon )a (Zy)1 is the symm etry ofthe m icroscopic theory,
it must be m anifest In the low -energy e ective theory in three dim ensions.
T he Invariance of the instanton-m onopol vertex under U (1)y and (Z,); is
m anifest. At the same tine, the (Z,y )a Ivariance requires combining the
axial chiral symm etry w ith the discrete shift sym m etry of the dualphoton,

(Zom )a : e
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where isthe W eylvector de ned by

¥ 1
= K7 (53)

=1

and  stand fortheN 1 fundam entalweights ofthe associated Lie algebra,
de ned through the reciprocity relation,

2 iy
R (56)
U sing the identities
N = (\) 1); ; =1; i=1;:::N 1; (57)
the vertex operator
et vz gt il i )=eifT et ¢ 2. o i=1; 1N ; (58)

rotates In the opposite direction com pared w ith the ferm jon bilinear, by the
sam e am ount. Hence, the instanton-m onopole nduced vertex

€ * t+e ) (1 it w1 1)

is Invariant under the discrete chiral sym m etry.

T he discrete shift symm etry, (54) as opposed to the continuous shift sym —
m etry, cannot prohibi m ass tem for the dualphotons. Atbest, it can post—
pone its appearance in the e 5° expansion. Hence, such a m ass tem must
be, and is, generated.

Asin SYM theory, at evele 25° there exist m agnetically charged bound
m onopole-antin onopole pairsw ith no ferm jon zerom odes. T hese stable pairs
were referred to asm agnetic bions in [16]. Tn QCD BF)*, the bions com e In
a w der variety than In SYM theory. T he analogs of the m agnetic bions that
appear in SYM theory are the pairs ofthe typeM  and M_i ; end1s 2).
D espite the repulsive Coulomb interactions between these two m onopols
they form bound states due to the ferm ion exchange between them , w ith the
combined e ect

1
—+ logr:
r
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T he corresponding bound state is stable.

Since the ferm ion zerom odesin QCD BF )* com m unicate w ith them ono—
poles In both gauge groups, the fem ion zero m ode exchange also generates
logarithm ic attractive interactions between the m onopoles M 1 In the =t

gauge group and the antin onopoles M_ii ; In the second. N ote that there is
no Coulomb interaction between these two sihce the rst instanton-m onopole
is charged underthe U (1) ¥ '} gauge subgroup of U )N 'L U @y 'g
while the second is charged under U @)F 11, . Thus, the stabke m agnetic
bionsin QCD BF)*, theirm agnetic and topological charges, and the vertices

they generate are

Bi: — (1 :1);0;0;0 : ge et =20
g
Bf: 0;0;— (5  11);0 qe Mol 1 )2
12 4_ i 4_ e i 280 10 1 1 io2)
B:L,:L ir ’ ir e (S
g N g N
Bz . 4_ ,.i. 4_ i 2S04 1 1 i1 2)
i1 g lIN ’ g i1lr N o e e
4 1 4 1 - |
Bine:1 g Ly 5 #1i o TGS Poght w1 w2 (59)

T he vertices for antdbions (such as gi) are the com plex conjugates of the
ones given above. The above bions are stable due to the attractive ferm ion
pair exchange between their constituents. N ote that the constituents of the
bionsB; and B, unlke the onesofB;;B;%, 1;Bi; ; need to com petew ith the
Coulomb repulsion for stability. Thus, In principle, there are no (symm etry
or m icroscopic) reasons for the prefactor of the st two to be the equal to
the ones of the latter. T herefore, we assum e they are not.

A s a resul, we obtain the bion-induced bosonic potentialin QCD BF)*

in the form

Veion ( 17 2)=m, g °e



i
+ o zei(il 12)+ei(11 i1 2)+ei(il w1 2) + H c:

(60)

In full analogy w ith the superpotential in SYM * theory, it is convenient to
de ne a prepotentialin QCD BF)*. To this end we introduce the fiinction
X . .
W (17 2)=myge® ettt i (61)

a
i2 0

to be referred to as prepotential. Note that the prepotential, aswell as its
derivatives, transform hom ogeneously under the Z,y shift symm etry (54),

2
Zoy ¢+ W (17 2) ! eWW (15 2):

Now, i is easy to express the bion-induced potential in temm s of the pre-
potential n the form which ism anifestly nvariant under the Z,y shift and
(Z,); Interchange sym m etries,

2 2

aw @w

@ 1;a @ 2;a @ 1;a @ 2;a

x4 ew QW
V(i1 2)=¢ c +

a=1

(62)

W eare nally ready to present the low -energy e ective theory orQCD BF)*,

7%
LEEEEE = ?32 @ 1)+ @ 2)° + Voin ( 17 2)
1 X
+— i @ +iH zA' HuAT
9% ' N : l
3 =1
X

6. S +i +1i .
0 € L+ e’ )(i i+t w1 #1) T Hx:

63)
Like In other QCD -lke theories wih com plex-representation femm ions

(such asQCD /A S/S)*), but unlke the ones w ith realtepresentation fer—
m ions (such as SYM theory or QCD (adj), we have both the electric and
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m agnetic couplings. The Lagrangian (63) ncludes all relevant tem s allow ed
by symm etries up to O (e 35°).

T he in portant question at this stage is which operators n our e ective
Lagrangian (33) arem ost in portant at Jarge distances In the renom alization—
group sense. A pparently, the fugacity (the coe cient in front ofthe bion ver-
tices) hasdim ension + 3 and isdom inant in the IR . T he quantum -m echanical
corrections are negligble. This suggests that in the IR the e ects produced
by m agnetically charged bions are m ost relevant.

4.3 Vacuum structure and chiralsym m etry realization

The low-energy e ective theory respects all symm etries of the underlying
gauge theory U (1)y (Zox )2 (Zy): and C;P;T . These symm etries m ay
be spontaneously broken. By studying dynam ics of the e ective theory we
dem onstrate that the breaking pattem is

U Qv @nd)a  @&)h! Uy & (@) (64)

leading to the occurrence of N isolated vacua.

In Eqg. (63) the Z,y chirmlsymm etry isentangled w ith the shift sym m etry
ofthe dualphoton (54), just lke In SYM theory. There areN isolated vacua
In the (Z,); nvarant subspace related to each other by the action ofthe Zy
shift symm etry. T hese vacua are located at

1= 2= O;i—;i—;:::;u\ll\lil) (65)
In the eld space. The choice of a given vacuum spoontaneously breaks the
Zy shift symm etry, and, hence, the chiral sym m etry.

Let j xidenote one ofthe N vacuum states k = 1; :::; N ). Follow Ing
the techniques of R2, 15], we cbserve that the chiral condensate is propor-
tional to the m onopole-induced tem e °°. The renom alization-group
fiinction of QCD BF)* is identical to that of SYM theory up to O (1=N ?)
corrections. The st coe cients are just identical. T hus,

e S e = 3(p)k 3 (66)

w here Iy denotes the lading coe cient ofthe function divided by N . At
one—Joop order in QCD BF)*
by= 3:
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T hus, the chiral condensate n QCD BF)* is
h ,fr j ,i= 2N &% + Hc:: 67)

There isno L dependence In the condensate in QCD BF )* at one-loop level,
Just like In SYM theory.

44 M assgap and con nem ent

The snall uctuation analysis around any of the N minina is su cient
to see that there are no m asskss m odes in the Infrared description of the
QCD BF)*. The choice of the vacuum breaks the discrete chiral sym m etry
rendering all ferm ionsm assive. T hebion-induced potentialm akesall2 W 1)
photonsm assive. T his show s that every particle-like excitation m ust have a

nitemassm e %9, There are no physical states in the m ass range D;m )
in the physical H ibert space of the theory. Since the globalZy center group
symm etry and (Z,); interchange sym m etry are unbroken, the physical states
can be expressed as the m utual eigenstates of these sym m etries. T he Fourer
transform

1 X 42 3k
x= (1x 2k) ?E— e v H 55( 1 2) (68)
=1

diagonalizes the m ass m atrix. The m asses of the dual photons are propor—
tionalto exp( &).M ore exactly,'®

m ,="cC (L)ZzsmN—k ; L 1: (69)
Any probe charge one m ight consider is coupled to a number of elds.
T he thickness of the dom aln line (string) attached to the probe charge is
determm ined by the Inverse m ass of the lightest ed k = 1). It isworth
noting that the string has a substructure corresponding to the contribution
of the next-to-lightest, next-tonext-to-lightest and so on ’s. The femm ion
m asses are of the sam e order of m agniude In the sam e regin €, as seen from
Eqg. (53),
m ,=c (L)?: (70)

15p owers of g and num erical factors are om itted here and in sin ilar expressions below .
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Now we are ready to discuss strings In QCD BF)* at snall L. Let us

consider a heavy probe quark Q ;11 Jj: and its antiquark Q ;11 Jj‘“n n a colbr-
singlkt state at an exponentially large distance from each other. Ifm 6 n
the string (dom ain line) formm ing between these probe cb pcts is unbreakable.
Light dynam ical form ions of the low -energy theory cannot screen the electric
charges of the probe quarks. However, ifm = n some strings (ie. those
attached to the probes for which every index i isequalto som e j) w illbreak
through pair creation of light dynam ical ferm ions. Assuame b mj k6 0.
T hen the tensions of these unbreakable k strings can be found by calculating
the tensions ofthe dom ain lines supported by the theory (63). T hese tensions
are ofthe orderof (L) nthe L 1 Abelian con nem ent regin e whik
at L ~ 1, in the non-Abelian con nement regine, they tend to 2 tinesa
num erical coe cient.
To the best of our know ledge, this is the st analytic dem onstration of

SB, m assgap generation and linearcon nement N QCD BF)*. T histheory

exhibits all expected nontrivial features of QCD BF) on Ry.

5 QCD wih one A S ferm ion

Now wew illdiscussQ CD w ith one antisymm etricD irac ferm ion®* onR5  §.
The theory possessesa U (1)y Zon 4 Symmetry, Zoy 4 being the anom aly—
free subgroup of the axialU (1), . The action of the symm etry on the ele-
mentary elds isas follow s:

U 1)y : 1ot ; el

G oa: ! dmoa Logwm e 71)

Tt is believed that for su ciently large r (S 1), the chiral symm etry is broken
down to Z, by the biferm ion condensateh i# 0,

.2 k
h i N 3% 2+ Hxc:

resulting n N 2 isolated vacua . TheQCD (A S) theory on Ry must con ne
the sasme way asN = 1 SYM theory and possess a m ass gap. Sihce the
discussion is quite sin ilar to the case 0ofQCD BF)*, we w illbe brief.

16D iscussion of Q CD w ith the symm etric representation ferm ion is parallel
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51 D eform ed orientifold QCD
In the an allr (S;) regin e, the gauge symm etry isbroken, SU N ) ! U @)V 1.
W ithout loss of generality we can takeN = 2m + 1. Thecase N = 2m can
be dealt with In a sin ilar m anner.
In perturbation theory them assless eldsareN 1 diagonalphotonsand
N 2 charged form ions. TheN? N o -diagonalW bosonsand N2 2N + 2
form jons acquire masses In the range ;%) and decoupk from infrared
physics.
TheAS ferm ions 3 acquire three-din ensionalm ass temm s given by
X
@+a) o
§i=1

where ay’'sare given in Eqg, (9). Hence,

2 —
mij=m([1+ jlmod N ) :

Thus, the foerm Ion components iy ; remain masskess to all oxders In per—
turbation theory. Let us label

iN i 17 i=1;::4N 1:

T he electric charges of these degrees of freedom under the unbroken gauge
group is

g, =gl s+ Hy i 1) i= 1;u5N (72)
Since the ferm ion is antisymm etric in its indices, we m ay param eterize the
set of the m asskess ferm ions as

= £ 17t n 17 mi m+17 m+27%%5 29

= f 17825 0 17 mni  mi om 17%%% 19 (73)

(74)
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52 N onperturbative e ects

In QCD AS)* on amnall 5, R; there are N types of instanton-m onopoles
because of the pattem of the gauge symm etry breaking SU N ) ! U @)¥ ?
via a compact adpint Higgs eld. The 2N 4 ferm ion zero m odes of the
BPST R, instanton split lnto N 2 pairs of the instanton-m onopolk zero
m odes in a slightly di erent way than that In SYM * theory and QCD BF)*.
The N 2 Instanton-m oncopoles have two ferm ion zero m odes each, whilke
the ram aining two m onopols have no zero m odes. It isusefilto present the
m onopole-instanton vertices n QCD (A S)* due to a nontrivial structure of
their zero m odes,

s
Mi=e e ' (1 1+ 2 2);
s
M,=e e ? (5 2+ 3 3);
’
_ . So.i
Mml eOeml (mlml+mm)r

Mp1= e € (m mt m 1 m 1)7
’
s
Mo 2=e e ™ 2 (3 3+ , 3);
s
Moy 1=¢efe ™' (5 ,+ 1 1);
M ,, =e %%t =
M onsep = e S0t et (75)

C onsequently, the contriloution to the QCD @A S)* Lagrangian induced by
m onopole-instantons takes the fom

2X+l
L M i+ M, : (76)
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Sihce N 2 them onopoles carry com pulsory ferm ionic zero m ode insertions,
they can not lnduce a m ass tem for all the dualphotons if N 4. A s sen
from Eqg. (76), two of the m onopole-instantons do contrlbute to the bosonic
potential, but thisisinsu cient to render allphotonsm assive forN 4. At
N = 3,0CD AS)* and QCD ')* are the sam e theories.) Thus, in order to
render all the photonsm assive, we need to incorporate e ects ofordere 25,
and Introduce the m agnetic bions. Before doing so ket us show that the
underlying symm etries of QCD (A S)* allow m ass temm s for all dual photons
to be generated.

SihceU L)y (Zon 4)a isthe symm etry ofthem icroscopic theory, itm ust
be a symm etry of the long distance theory. The invariance under U (1)y is
m anifest. The invarance under the (Z,y 4)a hecessitates ntertw ning the
axial chiral sym m etry w ith a discrete shift sym m etry of the dualphoton,

o adn :

; (77)

where

(78)

AS k

and y are the N 1 fundam ental weights of the associated Lie algebra.
N ote that the param eter , 4 isnot exactly the W eyl vector, which appears
In SYM * theory and QCD BF)*. Rather, i can be represented as

as ~ N 1 (79)
U sing the identities
N 1 as= 07 N asg = N 2) 1 as=1; i=1;:::N 2 (80)

we cbserve that the vertex operatorse’ ¢ transform under the discrete shift
symm etry
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i= 1;:::2m 1: (81)

Hence, the m onopol-nduced interactions (76) are invariant under Zx 4)a
given in (77). The discrete shift symm etry allow s m ass tem s for all dual
photons at ordere 25°,

In QCD @A S)*, there are novel topological excitations as is the case in
QCD BF)*. The zero m ode structure of m onopole-instantons suggests that
other than the m agnetic bions comm on w ith SYM * theory, there are m ag-
netic bions of a m ore exotic variety,

Bi: %(1 il);O : cleZSOei( i i1) ;

Bizl : %( i om 1)50 @ oe gt 1m0

Bii,: — (s om w1)3;0 1 ge Poetl i m w1
Bil;2i+l : 4_( i om i 1):0 @ oe Poegtl i m o i1) . (gD

Here In the st lne summ ation runsover 1= 1; :::; 2m 1 whilke in the
second, third and fourth linesover i = 1; :::;m 1. The pairing of the
constituent m onopoles ollow s from the structure of the ferm ion zero m odes.
The m agnetic bion B is held together due to the attractive ferm jonic pair
exchanges w hich overcom es the C oulom b repulsion between its constituents.
T he constituents of the latter bions B}; and B}; ; do not interact via the
Coulomb law, rather they experience just the ferm jon pair exchange. C onse—
quently, the combined e ect of the m agnetic bions which is ordere 25°),
IIZX ) IF( ) #

3 6 1 12 12 12
Vpion ( ) =my g B; + Bzt Biu,+tB

2) +Hxo: 683

=1 =1

and two m onopol-instantonsM ,, ;M o, +1 gives rise to the bosonic poten—
tial which renders allN 1 dualphotons m assive, which, in tum, leads to
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string (dom ain line) fom ation. A ssam bling perturoative and nonperturba—
tive e ectswe get

+1
32 2 bion 1 1
i= 2m
2 X x 1 _
+§ i @+ Hut+Hy o DA it ™M+ M)
3 i=1 =1

©4)

In QCD (/BF)* we had both electric couplings and m onopol and bion-
Induced m agnetic Interactions. By the sam e token n QCD (A S)* interactions
of the electric and m agnetic type are present. (T his is unlke what we have
In SYM * theory.) Them onopok and bion-induced e ects are dom nant.

In the e ective low -energy theory (84), the @y 4)a chirmlsymm etry is
entangled w ith the shift sym m etry of the dual photon. Exam ination of the
bosonic potential n QCD @A S)* reveals N 2 gauge nequivalent isolated
vacua located at

2 4 2N 3)
VNN TN 2 s 8)
Asusual, we label these N 2 vacuum statesby jyi, k= 1; :::;N 2).

Choosing a vacuum we soontaneously break the Zy , symm etry.
The chiral condensate in the vacuum 7j i can be caloulated along the
sam e lnesasih QCD BF)*,

(™ ; L 1; 2 Xk

h yfr j ¢i= 2N 2) oS ;
3. L>1; N 2

’

86)

where there isaweak L dependence at an allL.. Thisollow s from theO (1=N )
di erence In by, the rst -fiinction coe cient ofQCD @A S) and SYM theories
divided by N . In QCD @AS)

3N
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Rem ark on the C allias and A tiyah {Singer index theorem s: On
R4, the globalaspect ofthe chiralanom aly is expressed by the A tiyah {Sihger
Index theorem . BP ST mnstanton is associated w ith 2h ferm jonic zero m odes,
where 2h = £2;2N ;2N ;2N 4;2N + 4g orQCD F/ad¥BF /A S/S), respec—
tively. n QCD R )* at amall r(S;), due to the gauge symm etry breaking,
the fourdin ensional instanton solits into N m onopoles. In the snall r(S;)
(weak coupling) regin e, the instanton should be viewed as a com posite ob—
ct, with the m agnetic and topological charges as In Eqg. (39), built of N
types of elem entary m onopoles w ith charges %( 17 27::5; w)- The 2h
ferm jon zero m odes solit into groups which associate them selves w ith the
above N m onopoles as follow s:

QCD ) :2 ' £2;0;:::;0;0;0g;
SYM :2N Vo £2;2;:::5;2;2;2g9;
QCD BF) :2N V' £2;2;:::52;2;29;

QCD @AS) :2N 4" £2;2;:::;2;0;0g;
QCD (8) :2N + 4 ! £2;2;:::;2;4;49: 87)

T he num bers on the right-hand side are the C allias indices forthe correspond-—
Ing m onopoles. Strictly speaking, the Callias index theorem is form ulated
or the Yang{M ills + noncom pact adpint H iggs system on R® R7]. Its gen-
eralization to R® &' is carried out by Nye and Singer, B2]. To study the
Index theoram s we need to nd the kemels of the D irac operators B and
T’ in the background of the approprate topological excitation. T he kemel
is the st of zero eigenstates of the D irac operator. The di erence of the
din ensions of the kemels gives the num ber of zero m ode attached to a given
topological excitation. Thus, we observe the follow ing relation between the
Atiyah{Singer ndex Iy and theCalliasindex I |,

Tinee = I i 88)

or

din kerP,, din kerr, = din ker> | din ke’ : (89)
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6 dependence

T here is one m ore Interesting agpect of the theory which has not yet been
discussed, nam ely, dependence. It is wellknown that in pure Yang{M ills
theory on R, physical quantities, eg. string tensions, do depend on , and
physical periodicity In = is 2 . Introduction of one m asskess quark in rep—
resentation R elin lnates  dependence of physical quantities since one can
elin nate the tem through an appropriate chiral rotation of the ferm ion
eld, as a result of the chiral anom aly. This does not m ean that various

order param eters, eg. the biferm ion condensate, are  independent. If a
an all ferm jon m ass tem  is added, physical quantities acquire  dependencs;
all -dependent e ects are proportional to the ferm ion massm .

Let us ask ourselves what happens on R S, In deform ed theordies.
At 1rst, ket us consider pure Yang{M ills, assum ing that % 0. Then the
instanton-m onopole induced vertices at kevele °° are

L=c¢e?5° jei S N o (90)

By glbally shifting
! — (91)

where isthe W eylvector, and using the identities (57), we can rew rite the
Instanton-m onopol vertices in the form

y(l
L =e 5 ;e 9+ ye Set v T 4 Hupr; (92)
=1

where the 2 perodicity ism ore transparent. In both Egs. (90) and (92) the
vacuum angle dependence is explicit.

Introducing one fundam ental ferm ion, and localizing the ferm ionic zero
m ode into the m onopole w ith charge y without loss of generality, we get,
nstead of (90) and (92)
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= ~y e Sogt v ti + e S0 ;e 3+ He: (93)

whereweusad (91) in passing to the second step . It is clear in the latter form
that the dependence can be com pltely absorbed in the ferm ion  elds,

f ; g! et ™; et (94)

If the ferm ion m ass tem m is added, the dependence can no longer be

absorbed In the de nition of the ferm ion eld. Perfom ing (94) we change

the phase of the m ass param eter. C orrespondingly, one can expect physical
dependent e ects proportionaltom , such as the vacuum energy densiy

E() mh icos ; (95)

In paralelw ith the behavior of the undefom ed theory on R 4.

Analysis of the dependence in QCD BF)* is even easier technically.
The m agnetic bion vertices have no  dependence because each of tham
represent the product of a m onopolk and antin onopolk vertex In which the

dependence cancels. M oreover, the m onopole-induced vertices are

X
LQCD BF) = e So ei i 1+1 =N + ei i 2+1i =N

i2 0

(; 3+ 41 1)+ Hx: (96)

The dependence can be readily absorbed in the ferm ion elds with the
follow ing rede nition:

£fi; 9! e "™ E ; g: 97)

Ifwe ntroduce very smallm ass temm s for the fem ion elds, m (L),
then it is obvious that the dependence reappears in the vacuum energy
density,
. . 3 2 k
E()=mhE () mihm “cos —+ — ; k=1;:::5;N ¢ (98)
k k N N

Tuming on a nonvanishingm asstem liftstheN -fold degeneracy ofthe vacua
J xi. The vacuum labeled by the integer k tums into a state w ith energy
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Ex ( ). Each one ofthe N branches is2 N periodic in . Consequently, the
vacuum energy density is physically 2 periodic,

Evac( + 2 )= Eac( ):

T his is precisely the expected behavior of undeformed QCD BF) on Ry.

In the case 0fQCD (A S)* the overall picture em erging from our analysis
is quite sim ilar (@beit there are som e m inor di erences sublkading in 1=N )
and also m atches the known  dependence ofQCD A S) on Ry.

7 Rem arks on planar equivalence

Sin flarity of the dynam ical agpects of QCD BF /A S/S)* (with f&rm ions in
the two-index representation) and N = 1 SYM * theory is evident. G iven
that they are quantum theories wih distinct m atter content and distinct
m icroscopic sym m etries, this sin ilarity is rem arkable. W e explicitly showed
that in the anallr(S;) regine, QCD BF /A S/S)* con ne through the m ag-
netic bion m echanian in the ssmeway asN = 1 SYM * theory. M oreover,
soontaneous breaking ofthe discrete chiral sym m etries is sin ilar in these two
cases too. The biferm ion condensate is saturated by a m onopole-instanton
w ith appropriate fem ion zero m ode structure. The calculated m ass gaps
are quite alke in both cases. Clearly, our analysis m akes i m anifest that
solvability of N = 1 SYM * theory at weak coupling is due to the unbroken
center sym m etry. Supersym m etry is sscondary in this regin e.

In fact, an intim ate reltion between SYM theory and its ordentifold-
orbifold daughters exists not only at anall r(S;) but also in the decom pact—
i cation lm it of large r(S;). If the number of colorsN ! 1 , there isa
well de ned equivalence between N = 1 SYM and QCD BF /A S/S) which
goes under the nam e of planar equivalence [B7, 38, 39, 40, 41]. The nec-
essary conditions for planar equivalence to be valid nonperturbatively are
(i) nterchange (Z,); symm etry is unbroken In QCD BF), i) C conjigation
symm etry is unbroken n QCD @A S/S). It is generally believed that these
conditions arem et [3].

The argeN equivalence isa usefultoolto translate nonperturbative data
of SYM theory to is daughters (and vice versa) on R4 . P lJanar equivalence
is valid also on R S . The equivalence establishes an isom orphisn on a
subspace of the H ibert space of these theories. Let us grade the H ibert
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space of SYM theory with respect to ( 1 whereF is the ferm ion num ber,
as
g SYM — pSYM+ gsYM . (99)

Sin ilarly, the H ibert spaces of QCD BF) and QCD A S/S) can be graded
respect to the 1 $ 2 Interchange symmetry In the st case and charge
conjigation In the second. P lanar equivalence is an isom orphism between
the even subspaces of the H ibert spaces

g SYM+ goecp BF)+ goCD @s)+ . (100)

(The full H ibert spaces are by no m eans isom orphic.)

If one perfom s periodic com pacti cations!’ ofQCD BF /A S/S) on R;
S, with anallr(S;),thel $ 2 interxchange symm etry ofQCD BF )* and C
nvariance of QCD (A S/S)* do break spontaneously, along w ith the spatial
center symm etry [B5, 45]. (For related lattice studies show ing the breaking
and restoration of C see @3, 44].)

Certain order param eters w hich probe the Interchange symm etry and C
Invariance are topologically nontrivial @2], eg.

TrUf) Tr@U); QCD BF) and TrU*) Tr@U % QCD @S) : (101)

T hese operators are charged under the center sym m etry and odd under (Z,);
and C. In QCD BF /A S/S)* stabilization of the center sym m etry autom at—
jcally In plies vanishing of the expectation values of the order param eters
(101).

T here are also order param eters w hich are neutralunder the center sym —
m etry, yet charged under (Z,); and C . For exam ple, the odd com bination
of the W ilson Ioops W () W,(C) or T&F} TrF, in QCD BF)* and
W C) W €C)nQCD AS)* are ofthistype. The unbroken center symm e-
try does not restrict the expectation value of such operators. O ur dynam ical
analysis in Sects. (4) and (5) show s that spontaneous breaking of (Z,); and
C symm etry de niely does not take place at amallr(S;). A rgum ents why
thism ust be the case also on R4 are summ arized in Ref. 3].

In them al com pacti cation, only the center symm etry breaks spontaneously; the
Interchange symm etry and C invariance rem ain unbroken [@5]. Thus, planar equivalence
for orbifold and orientifold daughters rem ains valid in the high tem perature decon ned
phase.
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8 Conclusions and prospects:
A belian vs. non-A belian con nem ent

T he aspects 0ofQ CD * theories that we studied are valid in the lin it L 1,
w here the weak coupling regin e sets In. W e presented argum ents that one-
avor QCD R )* theories are continuously connected to one- avor QCD R )
on R,y. W e demonstrated, through an explicit calculation at small r(S,),
existence of the m ass gap, linear con nem ent, and discrete SB . These are

indeed the m ost salient features ofQ CD —like theordeson R 4.

In the amall r(S;) dom ain, the QCD * theories are characterized by the
fact that the gauge symm etry is H iggsed down to a m axin al Abelian sub-
group U ()Y 1. Thus, at anall r(S;) we deal with Abelian con nem ent,
while it is expected to give place to non-Abelian con nem ent In the decom —
pacti cation lim it.

W hat happensaswe ncrease L. gradually, allthewaytoL ! 1 ? Ata
scale of the order L 1, we Joose the separation of scale between the W —
bosons and the nonperturbatively gapped photons. Thus, our e ective low —
energy description (which includes only light bosonic and ferm ionic degrees
of freedom ) ceases to be valid. At and above 1=L the theory is strongly
coupled 1 the IR, and the full non-Abelian gauge group is operative. T hus,
the con nem ent m echanian in this regin e m ust be non-Abelian.

T his situation is com pletely analogousto the Seberg{W iten solution [18]
of fourdin ensionalN = 2 SYM theory exhibiting m ass gap and lnear con—
nem ent upon a defom ation breakingN = 2downtoN = 1.If = 1,
the Seberg{W iten theory in the IR is In the regin e of broken gauge sym —
metry, ie. SUN ) ! U @)Y !, where i is solvable. For = ~ 1, one looses
the separation of scalesbetween theW bosonsand nonperturbatively gapped
photons. T he fullgauge sym m etry is restored. In this regim e, the low -energy
theory approachespure N = 1 SYM theory. The con nihg strings m ust be
non-Abelian. Currently no controllable analytical approaches allow ing one
to continue the Seberg{W iten solution to thedomain = 1 are known,
and yet there are good reasons to believe that this continuation is sm ooth.

Conceptually the relation between -deformed N = 2and N = 1 SYM
theories on R 4 is parallel to that between one- avor QCD * on R 3 S and
QCD on Ry4. Both theories realize con nem ent via the follow ing pattem

SU (N ) Higg?jng uai ! nonpertu!ﬁo e no m assless m odes : (102)
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Existence of an Intem ediate Abelian gauge theory in the IR is the key to
analytical calculability In both cases.

In both cases by tuning the rwkvant parameter, = or L , respec—
tively, from an all to large values, we can ram ove the intermm ediate step of
\A belianization." In this paperwe presented a num ber ofargum ents in favor
of no phase transitions ssparating the Abelian and non-Abelian con nem ent
regin es. Tt is desirabl to develop a special technigue allow ing one to per—
form \integrating n" ofthe W bosons (and their partners) gradually. Ifthis
task can be achieved this could provide a direct route to QCD and Q CD -lke
theordieson R 4.

If we are right and the transition from QCD * to Q CD -like theories is
an ooth, this sn oothness could explain a long-standing puzzlk. The point
is that a rather vaguely de ned m ethod which goes under the nam e of the
m axin al Abelian propction seam s to give sensble results n the lattice cal-
culations. The reason m ight be the proxin ity of the Abelian con nem ent
regin e we discussed In the body of this paper.

T he status ofQ CD -like theories w ith m assless or very light ferm ionsw ith
exact or approxin ate chiral symm etry signi cantly in proved in the recent
years [46, 47]. It ishighly desirabl to In plem ent Q CD * theordes on lattices,
and then carry out an In-depth study ofthe transition from Abelian to non-
Abelian con nem ent.
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A ppendix: C enter stabilization

Let U x) be the path-ordered holonomy of the W ilson line wrapping S,
at the point x 2 R3. It is known that for com plex representation fem ions
F /A S/S/BF), the center sym m etry isbroken down at su ciently smallr (S ')
regardless of the soin connections of ferm ions. For adpint ferm ions w ih
periodic spin connection, the spatial center sym m etry is not broken at an all
r (S1), whereas for antiperiodic (them al) boundary conditions the tem poral
center sym m etry isbroken at su ciently high tem peratures.

An easy way to see this is to evaluate the onedocp Colm an{W ennberg
e ective potential nduced by quantum uctuations by using the background

eld m ethod (eg. 48, 45]). Them ninum ofthe classicalaction is achieved

at the vanishing value ofthe gauge eld strength, and constant but arbitrary
values of the U (x). Q uantum oorrections lift the degeneracy.

O ne can evaluate the one loop-potentials forone avorQ CD —like theories.
In the gauge n which the Polyakov line is represented by a constant and
diagonalm atrix one cbtains®

2 ¥ 1
Ve Ul= —— S Taj @ 1)
n=1
w here
To= FTrUu”f+ a, TrU”+ Tru 9; ) ;
To= ( 1+ a)¥ru”f; (@dj ; @ 2)

1
Tn=§( 1+ al)jErUf+TrU§f
1 n n
501 XU TrUy §; BF); @ 3)
l n n l n n
Tn=z( 1+ a)¥ru” + Tru 32+Z( 1 a)JfrU TrU f

1
San TrU? + Tru ** ; @s=S): @ 4)

18I the muli avor generalization (wih N ¢ ferm jons) onemust replacea, ! anN¢:
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Here a, are prefactors which depend on the ferm ion boundary conditions,
(

( 1y fors ;
an = A 5)
1 forst
N ote that
C (TrUu" Tr@)*)= (Tru® Tr@U)");
I TrU;] Tr)")= Try Tr)"): @A 6)

Them nimum ofthe e ective potential presented above is located at

U Diag@;1;:::;1) allR withS andF=BF=AS=Swih S";

i2 w 1)

U = Diag 1;ef ;irret w adjwith S* : @ .7)

Thus, the (spatial or tem poral) center symm etry is broken in all theordes,
except QCD (@dj with the periodic spin connection S* . In the cases of
broken center symm etry the an all and large radiis physicson S;  R; are
separated by a phase transition. In all these cases the ferm ions essentially
decouple from infrared physics, and the theory at anall r (S1) has not much
In comm on w ith the theory at large r(S;).

The center sym m etry breaking is lnduced by destabilizing double trace
operatorssuch aseg. LU jand theirm ultiw inding counterparts. O ne can
stabilize the center sym m etry whik respecting the underlying sym m etries of
the theordes at hand by adding a stabilizing polynom ial in the appropriate
variable up to the w inding num ber N =2]w ith judiciously chosen coe cients.
Thisw illoverw heln the one-loop e ect, and m ake the center-sym m etric point
a stable vacuum In the snallr(S;) regin e.
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