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The abelian confinement mechanism revisited: new
aspects of the Georgi-Glashow model
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ABSTRACT: The confinement problem remains one of the most difficult problems in theoretical
physics. An important step toward the solution of this problem is the Polyakov’s work
on abelian confinement. The Georgi-Glashow model is a natural testing ground for this
mechanism which has been surprising us by its richness and wide applicability. In this work,
we shed light on two new aspects of this model in 2 4 1 D. First, we develop a many-body
description of the effective degrees of freedom. Namely, we consider a non-relativistic gas of W-
bosons in the background of monopole-instanton plasma. Many-body treatment is a standard
toolkit in condensed matter physics. However, we add a new twist by supplying the monopole-
instantons as external background field. Using this construction, we calculate the exact form
of the potential between two electric probes as a function of their separation. This potential is
expressed in terms of the Meijer-G function which interpolates between logarithmic and linear
behavior at small and large distances, respectively. Second, we develop a systematic approach
to integrate out the effect of the W-bosons at finite temperature in the range 0 < T < My,
where My, is the W-boson mass, starting from the full relativistic partition function of the
Georgi-Glashow model. Using a heat kernel expansion that takes into account the non-trivial
thermal holonomy, we show that the partition function describes a three-dimensional two-
component Coulomb gas. We repeat our analysis using the many-body description which
yields the same result and provides a check on our formalism. At temperatures close to
the deconfinement temperature, the gas becomes essentially two-dimensional recovering the
partition function of the dual sine-Gordon model that was considered in a previous work.
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1. Introduction

After almost 60 years since Yang and Mills formulated their theory [1], color confinement
remains one of the greatest puzzles in theoretical physics. Eventhough lattice gauge theories
have been successful in demonstrating quark confinement in computer simulations, it is safe
to say that up to date there is no analytical understanding of the confinement mechanism in
3 + 1 dimensions. ! A breakthrough idea toward the solution of the confinement problem
was introduced in the pioneering work of Polyakov [4], who showed that the proliferation of
monopole-instantons in the vacuum of compact QED in 2+ 1 dimensions leads to the confine-
ment of electric charges. These monopoles are solution to the Euclidean classical equations
of motion, and result due to the compact nature of the U(1) gauge group. Immediately
after this work, Polyakov showed that the same confinement mechanism is at work in the
Georgi-Glashow model 2 in 2 + 1 D [5]. This model consists of an SU(2) Yang-Mills theory
coupled to a triplet of scalar fields. 3 Previously, it was shown in [8,9] that this model admits
finite non-singular and nonperturbative solutions to the classical equations of motion. These
are the Polyakov ’'t-Hooft magnetic monopoles in 3 + 1 D, and monopole-instantons in the
Euclidean setup in 2+ 1 D. The monopole-instantons are charged under abelian U(1) group.
This is the unbroken compact subgroup of the original SU(2), which breaks spontaneously
upon giving a vacuum expectation value to the scalars. The monopole-instantons interact
via Coulombic forces and form a gas of monopole plasma. In order to test the effect of the
monopole proliferation on two external electric test charges, one computes the behavior of the
Wilson loop in the background of the monopole plasma. The Wilson loop W(C') is a gauge
invariant order parameter for confinement. Usually, we take our loops C to be rectangles
C = R x T which represent the creation, propagation and annihilation of two charged probes
separated a distance R for time 7. In the confinement phase, the expectation value of the
Wilson loop experiences an area-law behavior

(W(C)) = <eifc dquu> — A, (1.1)

where A = RT is the area of the loop enclosed by the curve C, and o is a proportionality
constant interpreted as the string tension. In order to understand the area-law behavior, we
can think of the Wilson loop as a current loop which itself generates a magnetic field. The
monopole and anti-monopoles will line up along the area of the rectangular loop to screen
out the generated magnetic field. Therefore, the area-law behavior is associated with the
screening sheet of monopoles along the area of the loop.

A complementary way of thinking about the confinement mechanism is to consider the
dual superconductivity picture advocated by ’t Hooft and Mandelstam [10,11]. In super-
conductors, the condensation of electric charges, known as Cooper pairs, breaks the U(1)
of electromagnetism spontaneously which in turn gives a mass to the photon. This is the

!See [2] for a recent review of the confinement problem, and [3] for the elements of the big picture.

2This model was proposed by Georgi and Galshow in the early seventies of the last century in the context
of unified field theories [6].

3The generalization to SU(N) gauge groups was worked out in [7].



Meissner effect which is responsible for screening the magnetic flux lines in superconductors.
However, in type II superconductors magnetic field lines are allowed to exist in the form of
flux tubes known as Abrikosov vortices [12]. If we place two magnetic monopoles in the bulk
of a type II superconductor, the magnetic flux lines can not spread everywhere in the bulk.
Instead, they collimate into a thin flux tube which can be though of a string connecting the
two monopoles. Hence, at distance R much larger than the screening length of the super-
conductor the potential between the probes will behave as V = o R, where o is the string
tension. According to 't Hooft and Mandelstam, the vacuum of Yang-Mills behaves as type 11
superconductor except with a reversal of the rules of electric and magnetic charges. In fact,
the Polyakov works [4,5] are the first demonstration of the dual superconductivity picture.
Later on, a beautiful implementation of this picture was worked out by Seiberg and Witten
in 3+ 1 D in a supersymmetric context [13,14].

Since the pioneering work of Polyakov, the Georgi-Glashow model has been a testing
ground not only for the confinement phenomena, but also for the deconfinement transition.
Pure Yang-Mills theory in 3 4+ 1 D experiences a deconfinement transition at strong coupling
which hinders a full understanding of the transition [15]. Hence, one needs a simpler theory
that resembles the original one, yet under analytic control. The finite temperature effects in
the 2 + 1 D Georgi-Glashow model were first considered in [16]. There, it was shown that a
confinement-deconfinement transition happens at temperature T, = gg /(27), where g3 is the
Yang-Mills coupling constant. However, the authors in [16] ignored the effect of the W-bosons
which plays an important role near the transition region, as was shown later on in [17]. Taking
the W-bosons into consideration, the authors in [17] argued that the partition function near
the transition region is that of a two-dimensional double Coulomb gas of monopole-instantons
and W-bosons. This gas can be mapped into a dual sine-Gordon model which is further
studied using bosonization/fermionization techniques. With such technology, it was shown
that the inclusion of the W-bosons modifies the transition temperature to T, = g3/(47) and
that the transition is second order and belongs to the 2D Ising universality class. 4

In this paper, we shed light on some issues that have not been considered before in the
Georgi-Glashow model. In the first part of this work, we answer an important question which
concerns the behavior of the potential between two external electric probes at intermediate
distances. At distances much shorter then the screening length of the monopole-instanton
plasma M™!, the potential between the probes is logarithmic. On the other hand, at dis-
tances much larger than M™!, the potential is linear. However, an analytic expression for
the behavior of the potential in the intermediate region between the logarithmic and linear
potential is still lacking. For this purpose, we develop a Euclidean many-body description
of the partition function of the system. In this formalism, we consider the external electric
probes as well as W-bosons in the background of the field generated by an arbitrary number
of monopole-instantons. Since we are interested only in temperatures much lower than the
mass of the W-bosons, we can limit ourselves to a non-relativistic description. Many-body
treatment is a powerful tool in condensed matter systems. In the present work, we adapt
this method to take into account the effect of monopole-instantons which, to the best of our

“Also see [18,19)] for reviews.



V(R)

-4

Figure 1: The potential V(R) and electric field E = dV(R)/dR profiles using the expression (1.2).
The potential is logarithmic for distances R << M™!, and linear for distances R >> M~!'. The
transition from logarithmic to linear behavior happens at a distance R ~ 3M ™! where the electric
field profile levels off.

knowledge, has not been considered elsewhere. At zero temperature, the W-bosons do not

—Mw/T " In this case, we can

play any role thanks to the Boltzmann suppression factor e
work only with a partition function that describes the external probes in the background of
monopole-instanton gas. Further, we assume that the density of the instantons obey a Gaus-
sian distribution. Although this introduces an error in the string tension, such an assumption
considerably simplifies our computations. We find that the potential between two probes of

charges +(Q) separated a distance R is expressed in terms of the Meijer-G function

M232]> , (1.2)

which smoothly transits from logarithmic behavior at distances R << M™! to a linear po-
tential V(R) — Q*MR/4 at distances much larger than the screening length. This behavior
is illustrated in Figure (1) where we plot the potential and electric field as a function of the
separation distance R.

In the second part of our work, we perform a systematic study of the finite-temperature
partition function of the Georgi-Glashow model in the temperature range 0 < T < My,
where Myy is the W-boson mass. In this regard, we take two different approaches. In the first
approach, we start our treatment from the full relativistic partition function which treats the
monopole-instantons as external background field, and then apply a heat kernel expansion
technique which takes into account the non-trivial thermal holonomy. This results in an
effective action that contains both relevant and irrelevant operators. Ignoring the irrelevant
ones, we show that the partition function of the system takes the form of the grand canonical



distribution of a non-relativistic three-dimensional double Coulomb gas:
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The gas consists of W-bosons and monopole-instantons with fugacities &y and &, respec-
tively. Two W-bosons carrying charges g4 = £1 and located at &4 interact logarithmically
(which is the two-dimensional potential) at all temperatures in the range 0 < T < Myy.
While two monopole-instantons with charges g, = £1 and three-dimensional positions z,
interact via G(x, — ), where G is the Green’s function of the Laplacian operator on R? x S},
and Sé is the thermal circle. In addition, W-bosons interact with monopole-instantons via
the Aharonov-Bohm phase q,q4© (¥, — Z£4). At temperatures much larger than the inverse
distance between two-monopole instantons, yet much lower than the deconfinement tempera-
ture, the Green’s function G reduces to a logarithmic function and the gas becomes essentially
two-dimensional recovering the same partition function considered before in [17]. In the sec-
ond approach, we start from the non-relativistic many-body description and then integrate
out the W-bosons to recover (1.3). This also works as an independent check which ensures
the validity of our many-body description.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, after a quick review of the Georgi-
Glashow model, we write down the relativistic partition function of the system taking into
account the monopole-instantons as background field. Then, motivated by a physical picture,
we give a non-relativistic many-body description of the system. In Section 3, we use the many-
body partition function, aided by a mean-field approach, to derive the potential between two
static electric probes at zero temperature. In Section 4, we use both the relativistic and non-
relativistic partition functions to show that the finite-temperature Georgi-Glashow model can
be thought of as a three-dimensional double Coulomb gas as explained above. Finally, we
conclude in Section 4 and provide directions for future research. The paper contains three
appendices displaying miscellaneous calculations.

2. Theory and formulation

2.1 The Georgi-Glashow model: perturbative treatment

We consider the Lagrangian of SU(2) Georgi-Glashow model in R?!

1 1
L= = B P 4 5 (D) (D) = A (60" —v?)° (2.1
93

where g3 is the three-dimensional coupling constant, and ¢® are matter fields in the adjoint
representation of the SU(2) group. The Greek indices p run from 0 to 2 and the color indices

(1.3)



a run from 1 to 3. The field strength tensor £}y, and the covariant derivative D, are given by
Ff, = 0, AL — 0, A% + ¢ AD AL
Dy = O + e AL (22)

The field ¢ acquires a vacuum expectation value v (say in the a = 3 direction) which breaks
the SU(2) down to U(1). Then, we write the third component ¢3 of the Higgs field as
% = v + ¢, where ¢ is the physical excitation of the Higgs field. The third color component
of the gauge field A3 = A, remains massless, and the other two components form massive
vector bosons:

1
Wy =
" V2gs

The massive vector bosons, or W-bosons for short, carry electric charge +e, where e = gs.
We also define the charged Goldstone Bosons ¢+ as

(A}, £iA%) . (2.3)

ot = % (o' £ig?) . (2.4)

Substituting (2.3) and (2.4) into (2.1), we find that the Lagrangian (2.1) can be rewritten as
the sum of quadratic and interaction pieces Lquad + Lr:

1

Luad = —@FWFW — 26FMW W, — (DTFW ) (D, W,)) + g5v* W, W
3
1 1
+50u60"6 + im%qﬁz +(Dfo") (D7)
+ (D7*W) (DTW) 4 igsoW, DY T —igsoW F D™ Hp™ (2.5)

and
2
g _ _ 2 _ . _ . _ _
Ly =L (WEW, = WIWI)+ gi(0° + 200) W W+ igsgW DT HG™ — iggg WD~ He
2
FigsW g™ 0, — igsW T O, — %3 (Wrgt — WHee™)? (2.6)

where F),, = 0,A, —0,A,, and Dljf = 0, £1A,. At this stage, let us emphasize that the field
A,, does not only describe the photon fluctuations, but it can also include any external U(1)
background fields, like the monopole-instanton field, as we will explain shortly.

The last line in the quadratic Lagrangian (2.5) has three terms that may add difficulties
to our analysis. We can use integration by parts in the first term to get —W, DT DTWF
which is not in the form of a Klein-Gordon operator, i.e. Di. The other two terms couple
the W-bosons to the Goldston bosons. Fortunately, one can get rid of these three terms by
entertaining the fact that our Lagrangian has a gauge freedom. Therefore, by choosing an
appropriate gauge we can eliminate the unwanted terms. To this end, we add the gauge fixing
Lagrangian Lgr = —GTG ™, where

G* = Dy W™ Figgve™ . (2.7)



Thus
Lap = — (D7*W,) (DT"W,F) —igsoW, DT o™ +igsoW D™ #¢~ — g3v’gT o . (2.8)

It is clear that this gauge fixing Lagrangian eliminates the last three terms in (2.5). After
gauge fixing, we also need to include the ghost contribution £ Gphost = —c+‘§g—:0_, where
¢t are the ghost fields. To calculate the quantity % we proceed as follows. First, we
note that the fields Aj, and ¢ transform under the infinitesimal gauge transformation o as
0Aj, = Dya® and 69 = —e®eab e, Then, we decompose o into o, the gauge parameter of
the unbroken U(1) group, and a* = (a! £ia?)/v/2 along the 1 and 2 color directions. Hence,

we obtain

8¢t = tiaTv FialeT,
gg(WVjE = foozi F iozgggwlf. (2.9)

Then, we find ‘gg—: = g% (D;Df“ + ggvz).

In the following, it is more appropriate to work in Euclidean space. A Euclidean version
of the Lagrangian can be obtained by performing a Wick rotation. Adding the contribution
from the gauge fixing and ghost terms, the total Lagrangian reads (from here on, we do not
distinguish between upper and lower indices)

['total = ﬁquad + ['I + ﬁGF + EGhost
1 1 1 5 9

rg?Q)F/,wF;w + §8u¢a,u¢ + §mH¢

+W,F (8 (=DaDa + M) = 2iF,u) W, + ¢ (—=DaDo + M) ¢~

+ct (=Do Dy + M) ¢ + nonquadratic terms, (2.10)

where D, = 0, —1A,, and we have used M&V = g§v2 where Myy is the W-boson mass. Notice
that the Lagrangian Ly, is invariant under the electromagnetic U(1) gauge group since the
gauge fixing we have used leaves the U(1) subgroup of the SU(2) intact.

This ends our treatment of the perturbative part. However, the Georgi-Glashow model
contains also nonperturbative solutions. These are monopole-instantos that were first discov-
ered by Polyakov [9] and 't Hooft [8] as solitons in the Georgi-Glashow model in 3 + 1 D.
According to the path integral formulation of field theory, the grand partition function of the
system is obtained by summing over all trajectories, that take us from one point in the field
space to the other, weighted by their action:

Z="" ¢ path, (2.11)

paths

This sum must include contributions from both perturbative and nonperturbative sectors.
Before writing down the partition function of the Georgi-Glashow model, in the following
section we review the nonperturbative solutions of the theory at hand.



2.2 Nonperturbative effects: adding monopole-instantons

In addition to the perturbative excitations described above, the three-dimensional Georgi-
Glashow model admits nonperturbative objects. These are monopole-instantons allowed by
the non-trivial homotopy w2 (SU(2)/U(1)) = m1 (U(1)) = Z, and are obtained as classical
solutions to the Euclidean non-abelian equations of motion. These solutions have to be
included in the path integral formulation of the field theory, which can have dramatic effects
on the physics. Monopole-instantons are particle-like objects localized in space and time,
have internal structure and mediate long range force, thanks to the unbroken U(1). Although
a single instanton solution satisfies the equations of motion, two or more instantons do not.
However, if these objects are well separated, then a solution that is a superposition of many
instantons can still be a good approximate solution to the equations of motion. In a reliable
semi-classical treatment, one includes an arbitrary number of these objects in the path integral
provided that they are well separated, or in other words, their density is low. This is known as
the dilute gas approximation. In such approximation, the internal structure of the instantons
does not play any role, and for all purposes we can replace the non-abelian field solution with
an abelian one.

The abelian field of a single monopole-instanton localized at the origin (xg = 0,Z = 0) is

given by
R 1
AT, = -
0 (%, 70) r(r+ x2)
- Zo
Am ) = bl
(7 20) r(r+ xz2)
A (%, x0) = 0, (2.12)

where z12 and xg are respectively the spatial and Euclidean time coordinates, and r =
\/xg + 2% + 23 is the spherical-polar radius. The above solution is singular at o = —r. This
is the Dirac string that stems from the location of the monopole-instanton at the origin and
extends all the way along the negative xs-axis. This string is not physical; it is just a gauge
artifact as can be shown directly by calculating the monopole field B' = €00, Aq" = %
The magnetic charge carried by a single monopole-instanton is defined as the surface integral
of the monopole magnetic field over a 2-sphere, divided by gs:

1 4
sz/ dS, B = — . (2.13)
g3 g3
In the dilute gas approximation, we add the contribution from an arbitrary number of these
monopole-instantons that are randomly distributed all over the spacetime. This results in
the total field

x $0 Z qum $a, (L'Oa) ) 1’ $0 Z anm fay xr — an) ’ (214)

where (Z,,zo,) is the position of the monopole-instanton and g, = +1 is its charge. Since
monopole-instantons carry U(1) charges, they will interact via Coulombic forces. The form



of interaction can be obtained from the action

1 4aqb
S = / dPaF,Fou = An § 2.15
492 pvypv T gm ~ ‘xa o xb’ ( )

where F,,, = 0, A, — 0,A,,, and we have introduced the magnetic coupling

_ 1 _Qn
gm=— ="

T (2.16)

The electric and magnetic couplings are related by the Dirac quantization condition eg,, = 1.
This is twice the minimal value allowed for SU(2) since the W-bosons have twice the minimal
charge.

Now, we are ready to include both perturbative and nonperturbative sectors in the path
integral sum (2.11).

2.3 The grand partition function

The grand partition function of the system is obtained as a path integral over the fields A,
Wﬁt, ¢*, ¢t, and ¢. Then, one includes the contribution from the nonperturbative sector
as a sum over an arbitrary number of positive Np,4 and negative N,,— monopole-instantons.

Hence, the grand partition function reads

£Nm++N - Nt 4N —
Zgrand = Z # H /dgfa
Nm+,qa=%1 me e tmes

< [apw WD D6 P Jexp | [ o] 217
where the monopole fugacity &, is given by °

M M
&n = constant x Mgvgg4 exp [ 47r—W <W>} , (2.18)
93 mpyg

and € (%—‘;{V) is a function of the ratio between the W-boson mass and the Higgs mass. This

function tends to unity in the Bogomolny-Prasad-Sommerfield (BPS) limit [21,22], my — 0,
and tends to 1.79 in the opposite limit my — oo [23]. In the following, we assume that
the Higgs mass is heavy and hence the Higgs field is short ranged and we can neglect its
effects in our analysis. As we mentioned above, in order for the partition function to make
sense, the monopole-instanton gas has to be dilute, or in other words &,,, << 1. This in turn

requires that we work in the weak coupling limit g3/v << 1. Given the monopole fugacity

20 o ( My /mgr)

&m, the average distance between two monopole-instantons is ~ e 393 , apart from a

dimensionfull pre-exponential factor.

®There is a typo in the pre-exponential factor of &,, in the original work [5] which propagated to other
places. The correct expression is given in [20], which we use here.



It is very important to stress that the field A, appearing in the Lagrangian (2.10) is
given by A, = Agh + Ay, and hence F),, = Fﬁb + Fu. Thus, A, includes contribu-
tions from both the fluctuations of the dynamical photon AEh as well as the background
field A, generated by the monopole-instantons. As a check that our formalism gives the
standard monopoles interaction, we can turn off the photon field in (2.10) to find that
@fd?’xFWFW = éfd%}—wfw = %Z@b %, which is the monopole-monopole
Coulomb interaction. In Section 4, it will be clear how to carry out the path integral rigor-
ously by using an abelian duality transformation.

The partition function (2.17) encodes all information about the system under study. ©
For example, as Polyakov did, one can completely ignore the W-bosons at zero temperature
to find that there is a linear confining potential between two external charged probes. At
finite temperature T, we compactify the Euclidean time over a circle of radius 1/7. At
low temperatures compared to the W-boson mass 7' < My, one can integrate out the W-
bosons. This results in an interacting gas of W-bosons and magnetic monopoles. Since at
low temperatures the W-bosons have non-relativistic speeds, in the following we consider a
non-relativistic version of the partition function (2.17). We will not try to directly start from
(2.17) and take the non-relativistic limit. Instead, we will write down a partition function
motivated by the physics of the problem. Since we have a system of W-bosons and monopole-
instantons, it is tempting to write down a many-body partition function of a non-relativitic
gas of physical particles (W-bosons) in the background of external field generated by an
ensemble of monopole-instantons. Many-body treatment of a non-relativistic gas is a standard
procedure in condensed matter that can be found in many books on the subject, see e.g.
[24-26]. The new thing here, which has not been considered before, is that we add instantons
to the system as background field.

2.4 The non-relativistic partition function

Let us consider a two-dimensional gas (remember that we are working in 2+ 1 dimensions) of
interacting W-bosons of mass My and charges g4 = £1. These charged W-bosons experience
logarithmic Coulomb interactions. In addition, let us consider this gas in the background of
monopole-instantons which act as external time-dependent sources. The classical Hamiltonian
of the system reads

DA — €Gm, A./T TA, T 2 -
H = ZMW + Z Y ’ 2%\414/( ! + ZzengAAo(HUm%)
A A A

62

= D 9Aqplog|Ta — Tpl, (2.19)

A#£B

where 74 is the two-dimensional position of the W-boson, while x4 is its Euclidean time.
The expressions for the monopole-instanton field, A = (A1, A2) and Ay, are given by (2.12)

SHowever, this partition function does not contain information about the N-ality. For example, the N-ality
zero sector should obey the perimeter rather than the area law. This is the main criticism of the abelian
confinement mechanism, see [2].

,10,



and (2.14). The first term in (2.19) is the rest mass of the W-boson gas. The second term is
the kinetic term of the non-relativistic W-bosons written in terms of the kinetic momentum
oA — egquff(f A,%0). The third term describes the interaction between the W-bosons and
the zeroth-component of the monopole-instantons field Agy. The factor i is acquired because of
working in the Euclidean space. In fact, this term is the Aharonov-Bohm coupling between the
electrically charged W-bosons and the magnetically charged monopole-instantons. Finally,
the last term is the mutual Coulomb interaction between two W-bosons.

The second-quantized version of the Hamiltonian (2.19) can be obtained by replacing
7 — —iV, and introducing the W= density operators pw, (Z,x0) and pw_(Z,xo) for the
positively and negatively charged W-bosons, respectively:

A

pw+(@x0) = Y O(F — Zalwo)) = pw+ (&, 20) = BT (T, 20) P (Z, 70) ,

A,qa=+1
pw-(F z0) = Y §(& — Za(20)) = pw-(F,20) = B (Z,20)P_(Z,20).  (2.20)
A,ga=—1

The fields ¢ and Cﬁl are the annihilation and creation operators for the gauge bosons W¥.
They satisfy the equal time commutation relations

[6.4(7,20), &L(7,70)| = 6@ (7 - 7). (2.21)

The equal-time commutators of all other fields vanish. We also introduce the monopole
density operator

pm(,20) = > qa0® (& — Eq) 6(z0 — T0a) - (2.22)

a

Then, the field-theoretical version of the Hamiltonian (2.19) reads

. ) 1 e [ . 2
H = My Ny — Sy d2x(1>3_ [V —iegm / d2a:’dx6Am(a_:’ — & w0 — () pm (T, 556)} by
w

1 i [ - 2
—— /dszI)T_ V- iegm/d2x'dx6Am(f— ' xo — x0) pm (T, )| P
2 My
62 ~ — ~ — — —) ~ —) ~ —)
o [ [ @ (e @ 0) = - @) o [~ & (o (7 0) = pr- (' 0)
+iegm/d2x/d2x/dm6 [pw. (%, m0) — pw_(Z, m0)| AG (T — &', w0 — () pm (T, 20) , (2.23)

and Ny is the conserved W-boson number operator

N

Ny = / &z (&1&4 + <i>T,<I>,) . (2.24)

The term my Ny can be thought of as a chemical potential — ,U,NW added to the Hamiltonian,
where p = —Myy is the W-boson rest mass. The second-quantized version of the Lagrangian

— 11 —



can be obtained from the Hamiltonian (2.23) by using the standard procedure and keeping
in mind that we are working in the Euclidean space:

L=—f- /d% (éia%@ + élaxocﬁ_) . (2.25)

The finite temperature non-relativistic grand partition function can be obtained in two
steps. First, we regard the annihilation and creation operators, d, and ) , as classical com-
plex fields, ®1+ and @7, and perform the path integral over the various fields. Then, as we
did in the case of relativistic partition function, we perform a sum over an arbitrary number
of monopole-instantons located at positions (¥, zoq), taking their Coulomb interaction into
account. The finite temperature effects can be taken automatically into account by compact-
ifying the Euclidean time over a circle of circumference 3, where (3 is the inverse temperature,
B = 1/T. Then, we demand that the fields satisfy periodic boundary conditions over the
circle. 7 Thus, the partition function reads

£N7n++Nm7 Nm++N’m—
m

Ny 1N,

Znon-rel = Z

Nt ,ga==+1

B
X exp |:/ dwOLFNR] s (2.26)
0

/ ¢z, | D8], (Do), [D81], (D],

where &, is the monopole fugacity given by (2.18), and the subscript /3, for example in
[D®.]4, indicates that the fields must satisfy the periodic boundary condition (%, zo) =
O, (F,x0 + 5). The full non-relativistic Lagrangian Lpyg is the sum of the Lagrangian
(2.25) and the monopole-monopole interaction term, taking into account the periodicity of
the different quantities over the thermal circle:

Lynr = —Qng/dQ /d2 ,/ dxpm(x ’ Pm(l"/)

2
[v—zegmfd2 & Jy deh A7 — 70 — a)pm(, 75|

— / d*x®% ¢ My + Oy — A D,
2
[V —iegy [ d*x ’fo dah A0 (Z — & 2o — x}) pom (T, xo)}
- / d*x®* { My + Oy — d_
My

62 B - N . ) - )
i [ [ [ sy (o (@a0) = - @) g |7 = 7 (o (3 0) = - (7 20)

B
- iegm/d2x/d2x’/ dzy [pw, (T, x0) — pw_ (T, x0)] Aom(p)(f— T xo — x0) pm (T, 23) (2.27)
0

"This is the natural choice for bosonic fields. On the other hand, the natural choice for fermions is anti-
periodic boundary conditions.
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(»)

obtained by summing an infinite number of image charges along the compact dimension

The propagator 1/|z — /|?) as well as the periodic monopole-instantons field AW are

1 > 1

|z — /| n:zoo \/( ’

7 — )2+ (g — zfy +npb)?

AR®) = N AT(E, 0 + nB) (2.28)

n=—oo

where the superscript (p) indicates the periodicity of the quantity. Notice that we also have
to take into account the spin degeneracy factor Sy = 2 for the W-bosons. The partition
function (2.26) is one of the main results of the present work. Let us note that the steps
of going from (2.19) to (2.26) is a standard procedure in many-body physics. However, the
inclusion of instantons as background fields is new, and to the best of our knowledge, has
not been incorporated before in many-body treatments. At low temperatures T < My,
and by neglecting any relativistic effects, the relativistic (2.17) and the non-relativistic (2.26)
partition functions contain the same information, and in principle one can use either of them
to extract the physics.

At this point, one can split the Lagrangian (2.27) into two parts: a free Lagrangian
Lynr o and interacting part Lj such that Lpng = Lrnr o + Ly, where

LyNr o = —/d2x {‘I’+ (MW + Oz — 2]\4W> Oy + 07 (MW + Oy — 2J\4W> q)_} )
(2.29)

and the rest of Ltygr is defined to be L;. Then, performing perturbation analysis, one can
expand the partition function (2.26) as

é—N’m++Nm7 Nm++Np,—
Znonrel = Y W 11 / &z, | [DD4]4[DO-), [DD}], [P ],
Nt ga=+1 " M2 m=: a

g © 1 B 5
X exp [/ deLTNR 0] Z E / dx()l... / denL[(xm)...L](:COn) . (2.30)
0 n—o 70 0

The expansion (2.30) makes sense only if there is a small expansion parameter. In case
of W-W interaction, the small parameter is taken to be the charge e. However, for the
Aharonov-Bohm term we have eg,, = 1. In this case, the true expansion parameter is the
small monopole density p,, which is a prerequisite for the validity of the monopole-instanton
dilute gas approximation.

In the next section, we use the partition function (2.30) to calculate the string tension
between two external electric probes. In the absence of monopole-instantons the potential
between the two probes is logarithmic. However, as Polyakov showed long time ago [5],
including the instantons in the background creates a mass gap M in the system, which in
turn changes the logarithmic behavior into a linear confining potential between the probs.

,13,



One expects the change from a logarithmic to linear behavior to happen at distances M1,
However, it was never shown explicitly how this happens. Using the above formalism, we
show this smooth transition takes place, as expected, at distance of order of the inverse mass

gap.

3. The potential between two external electric probes at T'=0

3.1 An effective partition function and the Polyakov loop correlator

In this section, we use the perturbative expansion of the partition function (2.30) to calculate
the potential between two external electric charges located in the background of the monopole-
instanton gas, which is the same as calculating the Polyakov loop (electric) correlator. We
will perform our analysis at zero temperature, or in other words, at infinite compactification
radius 8 — oo. However, we retain all expressions as a function of 8 such that the limit
8 — oo should be understood implicitly. At temperatures lower than the W-boson mass, the
contribution coming from the W-bosons is accompanied by a Boltzamann suppression factor
e~ Mw/T  Thus, the dynamics of the W-bosons is completely suppressed at T' = 0, and one
can neglect the second, third, fourth, and last terms in the Lagrangian (2.27). Then, we are
left only with the first term, the monopole-monopole interaction. Now, let us introduce two
external probes with electric charges Ze and —Ze located at ﬁl and ﬁg, respectively. We
take these charges to be infinitely massive. Hence, the free Hamiltonian takes the form

Z22

H() - log\Rl | (31)

These prob charges also see a distribution of monopole-instantons in the background, and
couple to them via the Aharonov-Bohm interaction term similar to the last term in (2.27).
Therefore, the interaction Hamiltonian reads

27T.gm/d2 /d2 // dxo,om /|(p pm( )

+iegm / d’x / d?x' / dz Z6(2)(f— Ry) — 26D — Ry)| ATP(Z — &2 — ) pm (', 7}) ,
0
(3.2)

where the Dirac-delta functions, 6 (& —}?1) and 6@ (& —ﬁg), amount to placing the infinitely
heavy charges at R; and Rs.

Before proceeding, let us elucidate the physics of the second line in (3.2). The corre-
sponding action can be written as

B B .
Sond line = —iZegm/dQ:z:'/ dxépm(f/,xa)/ dxg {Agb(p)(Rl — & xo — xé)
0 0

—Agn(p)(ﬁg — iz — 1:6)} . (3.3)
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The integral foﬁ d$0A6n(p )(#,20) can be done exactly

B B o0
/ dongl(p)(f,xo) :/ dxg Z Agb(f,x()%-nﬂ):/

0 0 —

n=—oo

oo

da:OAgL(f, QZ()) = 2@(5) ,(3.4)

where

m T
O() = —sign(z1)~ + Arctan== . (3.5)
2 T
The angle O(Z) is a purely two-dimensional quantity that has a discontinuity on the negative
xg-axis. This should be expected since in the gauge (2.12) the Dirac string stems from the
monopole-instanton and runs along the negative zo-axis. Thus, one can rewrite (3.3) in the
form

Sond line = —i1Z€gm / d*a’ /0 ’ dzpm (', wp) {2@ (ﬁl - f’) -20 (éz —~ f’)} . (3.6)

To understand the physics of (3.6), we compare the expression between braces to the expec-
tation value of the Polyakov loop correlator (e’ Jo=s1xs1 dg”“AZl), where the two circles wind
around the thermal direction. This correlator gives us information about the potential be-
tween two infinitely heavy electric probes. To understand the geometry of the loop C, we
start by considering a rectangular loop that lies on the g —x2 plane at x; = 0. The Polyakov
loop correlator is a gauge invariant quantity and in principle one can choose the loop to lie
on any plane. However, our many-body Hamiltonian (3.2) is written in terms of the po-
tential Agz(p ) which is a gauge-dependent quantity. Therefore, given the gauge (2.12), one
is forced to place the loop in a specific plane (the xzy — o plane in our case) in order to
hide the Dirac string singularities, as we will demonstrate shortly. The loop C' extends from
x9 = Ry (the position of the first probe) to zo = Ry (the position of the second probe),
and from xg = —f3/2 to 9 = /2. Because the z( coordinate has the geometry of a cir-
cle, we identify the edges —/3/2 and (/2 keeping in mind that we are working in the limit
B — oo. This results in the loop C = 51 at 29=R; X S1 at zo=r, Or C' = 51 x S; for short.
Then, using Gauss’s theorem, we obtain (e’ Jstust den iy — (ei Jes dS“B‘T>, where f02 dS,B);
is the magnetic flux through the cylinder Cy wrapping the thermal direction. This geom-
etry is illustrated in Figure (2). The magnetic field due to magnetic charge density py, is

. AN
Bi(x) = [ pp (T, ) ((m = )") . Hence, the quantity [, dS,B]' can be written as

|z—a’]3

_ (p)
[ @@, ) pm (T, 25), where n(&, ) = [o, dSy, ((‘Z x”‘) " is the magnetic flux through

! —z|3
the surface C due to a unit magnetic charge located 3|ut (f’| , (). The computation of n(z’, z{))
is carried out in Appendix A to find n(Z, x() = 20 (ﬁl - :E”) - 20 (ég - 53"), which is the
quantity that appears in (3.6). Further, by studying the properties of 7, we find that the
appropriate jump in the flux happens when the two electric probes are positioned along the
x9-axis. This is illustrated in Figure (3) which explains why we placed the loop in the xg — xo
plane. The only place where we can allow for a discontinuity in the flux is across the line
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Figure 2: The geometry of the Wilson Loop.

connecting the two charges. Had we placed the charges along any other axis, the flux would
be discontinuous across arbitrary places.

In order to further simplify our analysis, we use a mean-field approach to replace the
monopole-monopole Coulomb interaction (the first line in (3.2)) with an effective description.
In this approach, one does not have to account for the individual behavior of each monopole.
Rather, we use the fact that the monopole-instantons form a plasma of positive and negative
charges to deduce the form of the collective behavior of the monopole density correlation
function (p,, (Z, x0)pm(0)), where the brackets ( ) denote a statistical average. We explicitly
compute this quantity in the next section assuming the fluctuations of the density to follow
a Gaussian distribution, i.e. (pp(Z,z¢)) = 0. Therefore, one can replace the full partition
function (2.30), which involves a sum over an arbitrary number of monopole-instantons, with

the ”effective” partition function

722 5 sicA1 [P B
Ze = e B 27 log | 1 —Ra| Z / d$01.../ dl’On <L](£U01)L[(J}QQ)...L[(.%OR» 5 (37)
n=0 n! 0 0

where

3
I
By

X
ne
Y|

B . "
Li(xg) = —iegm/dzx/d2az'/ da, [Z(S(f — Ry) — Z6(Z — Ra) Aqon(p)(f— 7, xo — 20) pm (T, () -
0

,16,
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Figure 3: A topographical plot of the flux 20 (El - ) - 20 (ﬁz -7 ) The electric probes are

located at (0,1) and (0, —1). We see that there is a discontinuity in the flux along the z5-axis which
is bounded by the location of the two probes.

The subscript in Z. denotes the effective partition function of the ”electric” probes. This is to
distinguish it from the effective partition function of the "magnetic” probes that we consider
in the next section.

Since the statistical average in (3.8) is performed over Gaussian fluctuations, we have for
any odd correlator (Li(zo1)...Li(zo2n+1)) = 0. On the other hand, one can use the Wick’s
theorem to write the even correlators in terms of the lowest moment (Lj(zo1)L7(z02)):

B B
/ d:IJ()l.../ dwozn (L[(l‘m)L[(il,‘og)...L[(l‘ogn» =
0 0
2n)! B p "
u / dxm/ dxoa (L1(zo1)Li(ze2))| - (3.9)
2”7’1,! 0 0
Substituting (3.9) into (3.7), we finally obtain

722

_ . 1 B B
Z. = exp |:—/3 log|R1 — Ro| + 5/ dx(n/ dxoo (L[($01)L1(m02)>:| . (3.10)
0 0

2

To calculate the correlator (Ly(zo1)L1(zo2)), it is more appropriate to go to the Fourier basis.
The Fourier decomposition of Agl(p ) and (pm (Z1, T01) pm (T2, T02)) is given by

m . 1 d2 - —1 —ip-T M =
= . 1 d2p - —ipm (xo1—202) ,—ip-(T1—T2) =
(Pm (1, 201) P (T2, T02)) = 3 5 > e e (P, pm) » (3.11)
(2m)” =
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Figure 4: A Feynman graph representation of the second line in (3.14).

where p,, = 2wm/3 are the Matsubara frequencies. ® The form of the Fourier decomposition
of the density-density correlation function, such that IT depends only on a single momentum
(7, pm), 1s a consequence of the fact that the monopole-instanton plasma is invariant under
spacetime translation. Substituting (3.11) into (Lj(zo1)Lr(zo2)) we find

7262

oolFe _
o og |R1 — Ry|

Ze = exp [—B

7 d? —ip(B—R Tm - im 5 OVI(7
B 262972n/ (2 1;2 [6 P (Hy=Fa) 1i| AO ®) (p7 O)AO (p)( b, 0) (pvo)
(3.14)

Since the external probes are not dynamical, we notice that the expression above has a con-
tribution coming only from the zero Matsubara frequency. The second term in (3.14) can
be represented diagrammatically as in Figure (4). This expression can also be obtained by
performing a perturbative expansion to the expectation value of the Wilson loop, which is
presented in Appendix A. Before proceeding to calculate the potential between the exter-
nal probes in the background of the monopole-instanton plasma, we pause to calculate the
correlation function II(p;0) using a mean-field approach.

3.2 The monopole-instanton density-density correlation function: the ’t Hooft
loop correlator

The density-density correlation function of the monopole-instanton plasma can be obtained

—

81n general, given the periodic function F® (Z,zo), the Fourier transform reads

F(m(I’xO):B/(QWI;Q Z e~ Wm0~ _F(P)(p7pm)7 (312)

while the inverse Fourier transform is given by

) B .
F® (5, pm) :/dzx/ daoe™m 0P T R (Z 20) . (3.13)
0
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in a similar fashion to what we did in the previous section. In this regard, we introduce
two infinitely heavy external magnetic probes with magnetic charges Zg,, and —Zg,, located
respectively at R; and Ry, where R; and Ry are the three-dimensional Euclidean position
vectors. Calculating the effective potential between these two external probes amounts to the
computation of the 't Hooft magnetic correlator. Since these calculations are performed at
T = 0, we drop the contribution from the W-bosons. The free action due to the interaction
between the two probes reads

1
= —AnZ%? —— . 1
So T4 Gm |$ — x,|(p) (3 5)
The interaction Hamiltonian of the monopole gas in the presence of the external monopole-
instanton impurities is

27rgm/d2 /d2 ’/ dzipm(x ‘ pm(x')

1
Homg2, / Pad! /0 dz) [Z0(% — Ry) — Z8(x — Ry)] (). (3.16)

|z — |

As we did before, we omit the first term in (3.16) and replace it by an effective description. In
this description we encode the effect of the monopole-instanton plasma in the density-density
correlation function. Again, we assume that the fluctuations in the density function follow a
Gaussian distribution, i.e. (p;,(Z,z0)) = 0. By repeating the same steps that led us from (3.2)
to (3.14) we obtain the partition function that describes the ”effective” monopole-instanton
plasma in the presence of the external magnetic probes:

2.2 2 e .
—Zﬁgm (;l 1;2 S ek —p (BB 7 0) (5 )
ﬂ— m=—0oQ

% [1= g2V (=5, ~ip ), ipm) || (3.17)

Zm = exp

where the subscript in Z,, denotes the effective "magnetic” partition function. According to
(3.13), the potential V®) (5, ip,,) is given by

4% s 1Dm) /d2 / dxgePmroeP T /d2 / dxgePmo Pt
i o i S, T

e ) L 4 1 2
= /dzx/ dxgePm*0e?® T _ _tom . (3.18)
—0o0

NG e

The quantity between brackets in (3.17) can be recognized as an effective dielectric con-
stant for the monopole-instanton plasma:

1

=1 — R VP (—F, —ipy )P, ipm) - 3.19
i) g (=7, —ipm)IL(P, ipm) (3.19)
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This dielectric constant can be modeled using a mean-field approach. The physics of the
three-dimensional monopole-instanton plasma is that the Coulomb interactions are screened.
Thus, the potential between two external probes is given by

~ 1672

7O (5. ip,) = omt 3.20
S (p me) p2 _|_p$n + M2 ( )

where M is the mass gap or equivalently the inverse Debye screening length of the monopole

plasma.  This potential can be written as 172 (P, ipm) = 1672 /[(p* + p2,)e(p, ipm)], where

€(p,ipm) = 1+ M?/(p* + p2,). Using the definition (3.19) we obtain

L (PP o) M

(5, pm) = .
PPm) = Yooz 2 5 17, + M

(3.22)

3.3 Calculations of the confinement potential

Having calculated the density-density correlator, the final step before applying the master
formula (3.14) is to calculate the Fourier transform of A™®)(Z, x¢):

- B X o0 -
Ag”(p)(ﬁ’ 0) = /dzx/o dxoe?™ Z AGU(Z, o + np) :/de/ dzoe™* Ag'(Z, zo)

n=—oo

=2 / PrePTO(T), (3.23)

where () is given by (3.5). The remaining two-dimensional integral can be done by using
methods of generalized Fourier transform. Alternatively, we proceed by recalling the discus-
sion after (3.5). There, we argued that there is a discontinuity in the magnetic flux as we cross
the zq-axis, while the flux is continuous along the zs-axis. Then, we use the two-dimensional

duality between the angle and logarithm 0,0(Z) = €;;0;log|Z|, where €12 = —1. Since 6 is
continuous along the zs-axis, we demand that 020(Z) = 0; log |Z|. The Fourier transform of
the previous relation is p20(p) = p1 [ d?xeP® log | 7| = —2%%. Then, we obtain

i) = Amp

Ay (P, 0) = - (3.24)

p2(p? +p3)°

Finally, we are in a position to calculate the potential between two external probes.
Putting everything together and remembering that the electric probes are separated a distance

9Contrasting the form of the density-density correlation II(p,p,) obtained from the mean-field approach
with the same quantity obtained using the Polyakov calculations (reviewed in Appendix A), one can read the
relation between the mass gap and the monopole fugacity

M? = constant x My g3 ® exp [747r M‘Q/V € (@)} . (3.21)

g3 mH

— 20 —



R along the xs-axis, we find

7% d*p (L—e ™) p)
—Tlog Z, = log R + Z2€2M2/
o (2m)* p} (p7 +13) (P} + P3 + M?)
Z2 2 o0 1—
_ 27(: log B 4 / gy L Cos(@MR) | (3.25)
0

2 (o + Va2 4 1)

The integral can be obtained in a closed form in terms of the Meijer-G function [27], and the
total potential between the electric probes read

2262 1 2.3 1,1 3 M2R2
= 1 -Gy P2 — ). 2
VIR) == (OgR+4G375[1, 1,0,0, 1] 4 D (3:26)
This is one of the main results in the present work. For RM >> 1, we use the asymptotic
expansion
1 93 |:1 1, 3 M2R2:| RM>>1 TMR T B_MR
-G3 P2 1 |l— | = —log MR — | -—— (3.27)
47%11,1,0,0, 5| 4 2 2 (RM)3/?
to find that the logarithms cancel at large distances
Z%e* [ tMR T e MR
V(R)’MR>>1 - ? < 2 - \/;W — ZQUrnean—ﬁeldR7 (328)
where
e M
Omean-field = 4 (329)

is the string tension calculated using the mean-field approach. The behavior of V(R) and its
derivative (the electric field) is depicted in Figure (1). Interestingly enough, the smooth transi-
tion from logarithmic to linear potential is an indication of the conservation of the electric flux.
Comparing omean-field to the string tension calculated originally in [5], Ostring-exact-Polyakov =
gsM/(27?), we find that the mean-field value is off by a factor of 2/7%. Such discrepancy
is attributed to strong coupling physics that is not taken care of in the mean-field approach.
Another method to calculate oyean-field is presented in Appendix A.

4. The finite temperature effects

In the previous section, we performed our calculations strictly at zero temperature. In this
section, we consider the finite temperature effects. Unlike the zero temperature case, the
W-bosons are now excited and will modify the confinement picture. Their effect is well pro-
nounced near the confinement-deconfinement transition region where they play a prominent
role. In order to take these effects into consideration, one needs a systematic approach to
start from the relativistic partition function (2.17) and integrate out the W-bosons. This is
achieved using a heat kernel expansion technique that takes into account the presence of the
thermal holonomy. One can also obtain the same results starting from the non-relativistic
partition function (2.26). Such calculations work as a non-trivial check on the many-body
approach described in the previous section.
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4.1 Integrating out the heavy fields: the effective action

Our starting point is the relativistic partition function (2.17). This partition function encodes
all information about the system at all temperatures. Basically, it includes a path sum over
the monopole-instanton gas as well as the fluctuations of the electromagnetic F'**, W-boson
ch, Higgs ¢, Goldston boson ¢, and the ghost ¢* fields. It is important to emphasize again,
as mentioned in section (2), that the electromagnetic field F'*” includes both the photon FE,})
and monopole-instanton F,,, contribution ; thus F),, = F, ﬁ,}) +Fu. The fields Wf, ¢, and ¢t
are massive with mass My, while the mass of the Higgs field depends on the quartic coupling
constant \. In the following, we are interested in the system behavior at temperatures lower
than the W-boson mass, T" < My. Hence, one can integrate out the fields Wf, ¢, and c*.
Since the Higgs field is massive, it is short ranged and does not participate in the dynamics.
Therefore, we can equally well integrate it out or just leave it aside.

Integrating out the heavy fields Wﬂi, ¢, ¢, and ¢, and ignoring the non-quadratic terms
in (2.10), which contribute only to higher order effects, we obtain

Nm++Nm7 Ner-‘erf
m

Zgrand = Z W H / ddHflfa
m—: a

Nt ga=+1 " "+

1 _
X / [DAPM exp [— / dd“acéwFWFW] Det [—D25W+Mw(x)]w}
3

—1/2

xDet [—D2 + MEVL; Det [—Dz + M[%V] ii Det [—62 + M12{]¢ ,

(4.1)
where M,,, = 2F),, + (5WM3V. We leave the dimension of the spacetime unspecified and equal
to d+1 setting d = 2 at the end of calculations. Now, we use the identity Det A = exp[Trlog A]
to write the partition function as

Nm++Nm— Nm++N -
Em

Zgrand = Z W H /dd+1xa /[DA,u,ph] eXp [_Feff] ) (42)

Nt oga=£1 "~ "1

and the effective action is given by

2

1
Lot = Tr [log Kyr+] + Tr [log Kye | — 2Tr [log K ox] + /dd+1x4FWFW , (4.3)
93

where Kyt = —D?6 + My (z), Kyr = Kex = —D?* + M3, and we neglected the deter-
minant over the Higgs field ¢ since it can only modify the short range physics. '© The trace
Tr denotes the trace over both spacetime and Lorentz (Euclidean) indices. Thus we have
Trlog K = tr [ d%" 'z (z|log K|z), where tr denotes the trace over the Lorentz indices. At this
stage, it is useful to use the zeta function regularization technique to express the trace logs

The effect of a finite Higgs mass on the deconfinement transition was considered in [28].
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in terms of the diagonal matrix elements of the heat kernel (z|e=™|z):

—Tr [log Ky+] — Tr [log Kyt | 4 2Tr [log K =]

d 1 o -1 d+1 —7K o+ K, K
T ds ’ ! o |2) — 2(xle”TRet
Is [F(s)/o drr /d xtr ((x!e wE|z) + (x]e |z) — 2(x|e ’@)

I(s) s=0
(4.4)

Now, we are in a position to calculate the effective action (4.2) upon compactifying one of
the dimensions over a thermal circle S};. In fact, one just needs to calculate the heat kernels
Tr [e_T’C] over the manifold R% x S}j. This will be achieved in the next section.

4.2 The heat kernel expansion

The heat kernel expansion methods is a systematic way to carry out a series expansion of the
operators <m|e‘T’C]:U> in powers of the parameter 7 using only gauge invariant quantities as
expansion coefficients. However, the 7 expansion is local and hence is insensitive to the global
structure of the background manifold. Therefore, one normally would expect the expansion
coefficients to be functions of the local gauge invariant quantity F),,. Such an expansion can
easily overlook non-trivial global gauge invariant structures on the background manifold. This
is particularly clear in the case of gauge theories formulated on R? x Sé, where the manifold
admits a gauge holonomy or the Polyakov loop 2 around the thermal S}g circle:

Q= exp [z /0 ’ dwoAo(Z, xo)] . (4.5)

If we choose a gauge in which Ag is time independent, then we find Q = e*#4o. Thus, the
Polyakov loop is basically the exponent of the zero frequency component of the gauge field
Ap along the thermal circle, which constitutes a global gauge invariant quantity. Therefore,
one needs to carry out a systematic expansion in powers of 7 with expansion coefficients as
functions of the two gauge invariant quantities F},,, and €2, keeping in mind that the Lorentz
invariance of the theory is explicitly broken due to the presence of the heat path. Such a
systematic approach was developed in [29, 30].

Given a massless Klein-Gordon operator of the form U(z) — Di, where U(z) is a local
function of x, the authors in [29,30] showed that

—r(U(z)—-D2 _ 1 d+1 n

where tr denotes the trace over the Lorentz indices. 1!

Unlike the case of non-compact
spaces, where only integer powers of 7 appear in the expansion, half-integer powers of 7 are
also allowed in the present case. The coefficients b,, are given, up to the second power of 7,

by

1 1 1
bo =0 ,b1/2 =0,b1 = =l ,b3/2 = 0,b2 = 1) (27/(2 + 12F,3y> - 6(% +200) 7, (4.7)

" Also, see [31] for the heat kernel expansion for spacetimes with topology R™ x S' x ... x S'.
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and the electric field F; is defined as E; = Fp;. '? The functions 1, are periodic functions of
the Polyakov loop

n 2
A ) o)

Wn

; (4.8)

where w, = 27n/f are the Matsubara frequencies. Notice that the potential along the S};
circle Ag as well as the one-loop induced field strength F), have contributions from both
the photon AEh and monopole A, fields, as was stressed above, i.e. Ay = Agh + Ay, and
Fuy = F2 + Fuy .

Since our Klien-Gordon operators Ky+, Ky+, and K.+ are massive, with mass My, we
need to modify the coefficients b,, in (4.7). This can be done either by resumming the series
in (4.6) or slightly modifying the derivation in [30] that leads to (4.7). Simply, noticing that
U(z) = M, +U(z), the M7, part in the coefficients b, is resummed to give e~ M7 Then,
the heat kernel expansion is given by the modified expression

(t(x)+M2,-D?)] _ e Mt d+1
—7(U(x — _
Tr e w 47”_ PSENCTE)Y) g /d tr | (4.9)

The coefficients b, are given by (4.7) after making the replacement & — U, and we have
U = 2F,, for Ky« (the Lorentz structure is implicitly understood), and ¢ = 0 for both K+
and KC.+.

Taking the trace over the Lorentz indices, we obtain up to the second power in 7 in the

heat kernel expansion
/ / ddp el W+P)TS_1
Varr

1
Ceg = /dd+1$ {%FHVFHV -

X [dwo + 72 (1/10 (—2 + f;) Fp, - g(wo + 2wz>E3)HSZO} , (4.10)

1 _ d’p
where we have used G = S Tk
over the Matsubara frequencies. These sums are evaluated in Appendix B. The expressions
for the different terms are given by (B.2), (B.3), and (B.4), where we also give the leading-
order behavior in the limit T' << Myy. Collecting everything and setting d = 2, we find that

the effective action in the limit 7" << My reads

1 1
Lo — [ g2+ L F2
off / "\agz * Bty

My, T2 My, 11 5 E?
B -2 F; log 2
+e T [ - + Sdm Moy L, + onT cos (ilog )

e~ ™" which proves to be useful in simplifying the sums

(4.11)

2Notice that the first non-zero half-integer coefficient is bs /2 which we do not consider here; see [30].
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The term 11F31,/ (48w Myy) is a temperature-independent one-loop correction to the U(1)
free Lagrangian. Hence, we defined the effective coupling constant as 1/ ggeﬁ =1/ g§ +
11/(12x My ).

Now, a few remarks are in order:

1. The terms 11F3,,/ (247Myw) and E?/(127T) multiply the exponentially small fac-
tor e Mw/T  Therefore, both terms can be neglected compared to the kinetic term
F?,/ (493.q). This is unlike the term e~ Mw/TT2 My, cos (ilog Q) /7 which is responsi-
ble for highly non-trivial dynamics. As we show in the following section, the partition
function (4.2) with the effective action

1 2T My _ M
e = /d2+1x { 5 Fiy — = W cos (ilog Q)} (4.12)
4gSeff Q

represents a double Coulomb gas of electrically (W-bosons) and magnetically (monopole-
instantons) charged particles. Each type of particles carry a positive or negative unit
charge and interact via a long-range potential, while the electric and magnetic charges
have the Aharonov-Bohm phase interaction. It is the cos (ilog Q) term in (4.12) that is
responsible for the later type of interaction.

2. Tt is important to emphasize that the effective action (4.12) is a U(1) gauge-invariant
quantity. This is obvious since both F},, and {2 are gauge-invariants.

3. The effective action (4.12) description is valid for all temperatures in the range 0 < T' <
My .

4. The term 272 Myye=Mw/T cos (ilog Q) /7 is the leading order contribution coming from
the full calculations of the effective action as presented in Appendix B. Higher order
corrections will generally have the form S P, (T /My )e " Mw/T cos (inlog Q), where
Pn(z) is a polynomial in . Such terms describe complex molecules of W-bosons with
higher mass and charge and in principle can be added to the Coulomb gas. However,
such molecules have highly suppressed dynamics thanks to the Boltzmann suppression

—nMw/T

factor e for all molecules with n > 1, and hence we ignore them in the following

analysis.

Next, we proceed with our analysis to show that the partition function (4.2) with the
effective action (4.12) represents a double Coulomb gas of electric and magnetic charges.

4.3 The double Coulomb gas

The first step in dealing with the partition function (4.2) is to manipulate the term cos (ilog Q2).
Recalling that Ag = Ag + Agh, as well as the definitions (2.14) and (4.5), and taking into
account the fact that our theory is formulated on a thermal circle S% (hence the monopole-
instanton field is the result of the sum of an infinite number of images along the circle), we
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obtain

B
cos (ilog Q) = cos (/ dzg an Z AGH(Z — 24, xo — T0a + 1) +/ da:oAgh (7, xo)>
0

n=—00 0
g h
= 2an T —17 —i—/ dzo Ay (T, 20) | (4.13)
0

where we have used the trick in (3.4), and the © angle is defined in (3.5). Then, we use
cos = (e + e7) /2 to expand the terms exp (2¢ [ dz cos (6(x))) as follows

exp <2§ / dz cos (9(@)) _ i > iﬁ:‘z' (’”ﬁ"— / dxA) (Saiaad@a) (4 14)

ny,n_=0qga==%1 A=1

where g4 = +1. We apply the expansion (4.14) to the term cos (ilogQ) to find that the
partition function (4.2) reads

Zgrand = Z Z

Nm4+,qa=%1 Ny 4,ga=%1

é-n]\zfm++Nm— (Tgw)NW++NW,
Nt N 1 Nyt Ny |

7(L++N’NL7 NW++NW,

X H /d2'~'1 H /d2+1xA exp [%anq/;@ —93,4)]
x / [DAgh} exp{ — / g |1 (F53+fw)2—iZqAAgh(f,mo)a(f—fA)
4g3eff A

where &y = TMTWe*MW/ T"is the W-boson fugacity. '* Since the expansion in #4 goes hand
in hand with the expansion in the W-boson fugacity &p, it is natural to interpret £, as the
positions of these W-bosons and ¢4 as their charges. In fact, as we show below, it turns out
that this is the correct interpretation of 4 and ¢4.

Next, we turn to the calculations of the path integral over Aﬁh. This path integral is
plagued by the presence of monopole-instantons. The reason is that the potential Aﬁh, which
naturally describes the force mediation between W-bosons, should also describe the force
between monopole-instantons. However, as we mentioned in section 2, such a description
is only possible on the expense of allowing Dirac-like singularities to appear in the gauge
potential which can lead to inconsistencies. In other words, one has to exercise caution while
carrying out the path integral over the field Aﬁh which, in our case, is used to describe both

13This fugacity can also be obtained by integrating the Boltzmann distribution of a single W-boson e /7

where H = Myw + , over the particle momenta:

2IW

TMy _Mw
e T |
2w

(4.16)

where Sy = 2 is the spin degeneracy factor of the W-bosons.
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electric and magnetic forces. In the absence of magnetic objects, the U(1) gauge potential
Agh is a genuine tool to describe the electric force between electrically charged particles. We
call this U(1) the abelian electric group. On the other hand, in the presence of magnetic
charges, and absence of any electric objects, one needs to go to a dual description to avoid
the Dirac singularities that appear when using the electric U(1). The dual fields are invariant
under a dual U(1) that is known as the abelian magnetic group. The dual description can
be performed by introducing a Lagrange multiplier field o as 65 = % / d3 2o€,00,F, ) to the
action S = f d3z 1 , to enforce the Bianchi identity €,,,0,F, = 0 everywhere except at
the position of the magnetlc charges. Then, we vary S+ 4.5 with respect to F,, to ﬁnd F =

—g3eﬂ,,)\80,\ and substitute back into S+4dS. The result is the action S+4S5 = [ d3a: (0 a)
in terms of the dual photon field o. This dual description was used in the orlgmal Work of
Polyakov [5] to account for the monopole-instanton plasma.

Fortunately enough, there exists a duality transformation prescription that enables us to
perform the integral over AEh without having to run into contradictions even in the presence
of both electric and magnetic charges [32]. In this prescription, one enlarges the electric U(1)
gauge symmetry to U(1) x U(1). It is this extra gauge redundancy that enables us to perform
the path integral over both electric and magnetic objects without running into difficulties.
As a warm up exercise, we first show that the path integral [[DA,]exp [— i d%@FiV} is

equivalent to the path integral [ [DA,][D®,][DY]exp [— [ d*zLy1)xy(1)] where

2
Luxvq) = 953 (00 + ®4)° + iepuadu Ay By (4.17)

This Lagrangian is invariant under two different U(1)s: the first U(1) is given by ®, —
®,, + 0\ and ¥ — ¥ — A, while the second U(1) is A, — A, + J,0. Setting ¥ = 0 (or in
other words, using the unitary gauage), and varying Ly1yxuv (1) with respect to @, we find
that the equation of motion of ®, reads ®,, = —i€a0,Aa/g3. Then, substituting ®,, back
into Ly(1)xy(1) we obtain Lyyxya) = éFﬁV which proves the equivalence of the above
mentioned path integrals to each other.

Now, we come to the path integral over Aﬁh in (4.15). According to the duality trans-
formation prescription, we trade the Lagrangian (4.17) for the term F?2 W / 493eff which results
from expanding the square in the last line in (4.15). Thus, we express the path integral over
Aﬂh as a double path integral over AEh and the additional auxiliary field ®,:

| / [DAgh} [D®,] e~ Saux (4.18)

where

241, 1 2 1 ph | ggeff 2
Saux - d 2 (‘F}U/) + ‘7: F 2 ®[L

4g3eff 2 geﬂc IU’
. ph . ph — =4
e AL By — 1Y qa AR (T, 20)0(Z — Ra) . (4.19)
A

141 am grateful to Erich Poppitz for elucidating this method.
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Varying Saux with respect to Aﬁh and substituting the resulting equation of motion back
into (4.19), we obtain the final expression of the grand partition function (the details of the
procedure are presented in Appendix C):

et TN (D) Nt N St Ny + Ny

d?z 4
Zgrand = ) > Nopi!Nop ! Nyy4 !Ny 1;[ /dmx“ 1;[ /T

Nt @a==%1 Ny s ,ga=+1 " "F

872 g2 . . . - -
X exp —g Z QG (T4 — xp) + 4;3:; ZquB log T'|Z4 — Zp| + 2zanqA@ (Zq —Ta)
el a.b A,B aA

(4.20)

The Green’s function G satisfies V2G(z—2') = —§%(z—2'), where the Laplacian V? is defined
over R? x Sk. The Green’s function is given by

1 1

(») -
o — o) = </> _ 1 . (4.21)
dr|x — | dm nz_:oo \/(f—j”)2+(mo—x6+n5)2

The partition function (4.20) describes a grand-canonical distribution of a three-dimensional
double Coulomb gas of W-bosons and monopole-instantons at finite temperature 0 < T <
Myy. The W-bosons are physical particles and therefore they sweep world-lines as time
elapses. These bosons interact logarithmically at all temperatures which is the expected
behavior for particles in 2 + 1 D. On the contrary, the monopole-instantons are pseudo-
particles; they represent localized events which interact via (4.21). In addition, the W-bosons
and monopole-instantons interact via the Aharonov-Bohm phase O(%, — £4). A picture of
this gas is depicted in Figure (5).

4.4 Obtaining the Coulomb gas from the non-relativistic partition function

The non-relativistic partition function (2.26), along with the Lagrangian (2.27), is readily
in the form of a Coulomb gas. Comparing (2.26) with (4.20), we see the expected form
of interaction between the same species: the logarithmic potential between the W-bosons
as well as the G(z — 2’) interaction between the monopole-instantons. What remains to
be shown is the Aharonov-Bohm phase interaction between the W-bosons and monopole-
instantons. To show that such term arises naturally from (2.26) we proceed as follows.
First, we notice that the term [ d*z’ foﬁ d:):’offm(p) (% — @, 20 — x() pm (&, x), which accom-
panies the kinetic factor 6, is suppressed by the W-boson mass My, compared to the term
—iegm [ d*x [ d*a’ f(')g dzfy [pw, (T, o) — pw_ (T, x0)] Agn(p) (% — &', x0 — 2f) pm (2, (), and hence
we ignore it. Also, we leave aside the Coulomb interaction terms in (2.27), which are left intact
in our present treatment. Then, we have for the remaining part of the partition function

Zohase = / (DD )5 [DO_]5 [DPL] 5 [DPZ] 5 exp [~ Sphase] , (4.22)
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Figure 5: A picture of the three-dimensional double Coulomb gas of the partition function (4.20).
The W-bosons are vortices that extend along the xq direction, while the monopole-instantons are
point-like particles. The planes xy = 0 and zg = 3, where 3 is the inverse temperature, are identified.

where

# 2 * VQ A 2 * V2
Sphase—/o dajg‘/‘d a:<IJ+ [Mw+axo—m[/:| <I)+—|-/0 dx()/d zP* [Mw—i-axo—mv d_

B B
sicgn [ [ [ o [ dsh low, @0) = ow @) 47 (@ a0 = ) ().
(4.23)

Using (2.20) and (2.22) to express the operators rhoy, and py, in terms of the defining Dirac-
delta functions, and using (2.12) to perform the integral over x(), noticing that eg,, = 1, we

find
8
Sphase = / dzo / d*xd%
0

3
+ / dxo / d>xd*
0

Since the action (4.24) is quadratic in the fields @4 and ®_, we can perform the path integral

\& ) L
My + 0y — My + 212%9(30 - xa)] D
a

2
My + 9y — 2X4W — 20> 0T — .fa)] D, (4.24)
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exactly to obtain

—Sw
V2 . S o
thase = Det | My + 8:1:0 - m + 21 ; QQ@(x - xa)]
v? W
xDet | My 4 0,y — Ty 2i Za: 1O(T — Z,) : (4.25)

where Sy is the spin degeneracy factor of the W-boson which is 2 in 2 4+ 1 D. Therefore, the
partition function (4.22) can be casted in the form Z,pase = ¢ !phase eff where

2
e~ 42k L KO\
Cphase eff = Sw Z T/dzx/ (277)2 log (wn + 2an@(x — xa)) + <MW + 2MW>

n=—oo

(4.26)

The expression of I'phase off 18 in the form of the non-relativistic limit of (B.1). Following the
same procedure that led from (B.1) to (B.2), we find

2Mw'T
thase eff = — 7‘:/ /d2$€_MW/T COs (2 Z Qa@(f — fg)) . (4.27)

Finally, using (4.14) and restoring the Coulomb interaction terms, we recover the partition
function of the double Coulomb gas (4.20), apart from the trivial renormalization g3 — g3e-
In fact, these calculations are a non-trivial check on our many-body formulation presented in
Section 3.

4.5 The two-dimensional Coulomb gas and deconfinement transition

As we mentioned above, the partition function (4.20) encodes all information about the
double Coulomb gas for temperatures in the range 0 < T < My . At zero temperature, the
monopole-insatntons proliferate and form a plasma of magnetic charges. This works as a dual
Meissner effect which screens the magnetic field lines. The monopole-instanton fugacity is
& ~ e 4/93 where here and in the following analysis we omit dimensionfull pre-exponential
factors and work in the BPS limit. Thus, the average distance between two monopoles in
the plasma is dy,—pm ~ €27/(393) Then, two external electric probes separated a distance
R >> d,,_,, experience a linear confining potential V' = oR, where o ~ e2m/(93) ig the
string tension. This continues to be the case as we slightly increase the temperature of the
gauge theory. However, at any non-zero temperature, the W-bosons will start to proliferate
according to the Boltzmann distribution e~ Mw/T.

At low temperatures, the W-bosons will form electrically neutral dipoles which screen
the electric flux lines of the external probes resulting in a decrease of the string tension.
The average size of the WT-W~ dipoles can be determined using simple classical statistical
arguments. First, we model the potential between the W and W~ constituents of the dipole
by

2
Vi(r)= g—; log(Tr) + or. (4.28)
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Figure 6: Behavior of the radius of W, W_ molecule as a function of temperature. We used o ~ 1078
for the purpose of illustrating the transition between scales. We see that at T" << T, the average size
is of the same order of the UV cutoff, while fatty molecules start to appear just below T.. The right
part of the diagram above T, is not trusted since the mass gap vanishes and the W-bosons deconfine.

A better model would use the potential (3.26). However, this adds unnecessary complications
to our problem. The average size of the W™-W ™ molecule is given by
[ dPxre VT f1O/OL drr?= 21/ Te=or/T

T = = s
( >W7W+ f A2re—V ()T f1O/OL dry1=2Tc/T o—or/T

(4.29)

where T, = g2/(4r) is the deconfinement temperature, as we argue below, and L is a UV
cutoff. At low temperatures, 0 < T << T¢, we expand 7 _y, about T' = 0 to find

T
(w_w.lrso=L+—. (4.30)

This means that at low temperatures, the average size of the W molecules is determined by
the UV cutoff of the theory, L, where the logarithmic interaction dominates over the linear
confinement potential. At temperatures T' ~ T, the average size of the W, — W_ molecules
can be obtained by expanding (4.29) about T' = T,

2mv

T o 2wy
(Mwow, |ror, ~ =" T ~TL% 9 (4.31)
g

Hence, at temperatures ~ T, the linear potential dominates over the logarithmic interaction
and we can visualize the gas as neutral molecules of W-bosons bound due to the existence of
long flux tubes or in other words strings. This behavior is illustrated in Figure 6. On the

. . _ My —4mv T /( T)
other hand, the number density of the W-bosons is nyy ~ e™ T ~ e™*V1c/1935) " Hence, the

average distance between two W-bosons is dyy ~ e27v7e/(93T)

. Thus, we have (r)w_w, < dw
for all T' < T, which justifies the above picture of having a dilute gas of W-molecules. Near

the transition temperature from below 71" = T, the separation between the W-bosons inside
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the molecules (r)w_w, becomes comparable to dy, and therefore we basically have a gas of
free W-bosons. This justifies that T, is the critical deconfinement temperature.

Such picture can be confirmed more rigorously by studying the phase transition of the
double Coulomb gas in (4.20). At temperatures much higher than the inverse distance between
monopole-instantons, T >> L~1e=2mv/(393) yet much lower than the deconfinement transition
temperature, T, the effective interaction between two monopoles is two-dimensional, and one
has for the Green’s function that appears in (4.20) G(x — 2’) — —T log |# — &'|/(27). Thus,
the double Coulomb gas (4.20) becomes essentially two-dimensional. Such a two-dimensional
double Coulomb gas was studied previously in [17]. This was done by mapping the gas to
a dual-sine-Gordon model. Indeed, it was found that a second-order phase transition takes
place at T.. We do not elaborate further on the nature of the transition, and we refer the
reader to the original literature for more details.

5. Conclusion and future directions

In this work, we have studied several issues of the confinement problem in the Georgi-Glashow
model in 2 + 1 D. The aim of our study was two-fold. First, we worked out a many-body
description of the effective degrees of freedom, namely W-bosons and monopole-instantons,
for temperatures in the range 0 < T° < My, where the W-bosons are non-relativistic. In
this approach, we wrote down a partition function for the W-bosons in the background of an
arbitrary number of monopole-instantons. This partition function, with the aid of a mean-
field approximation, enabled us to find an explicit expression for the potential between two
external electric probes at all distances.

Then, we used a systematic method to integrate out the W-bosons at finite temperatures.
We started with the relativistic partition function in the background of the instantons field
and applied a heat kernel expansion technique that takes into account the existence of a non-
trivial thermal holonomy. We found that the partition function describes a three-dimensional
two-component Coulomb gas; these are W-bosons and Monopole-instantons. The W-bosons
interact logarithmically, while the monopoles interact via the potential G(x), where G(z) is
the Green’s function of the Laplacian operator on R? x S}g and S}i is the thermal circle. In
addition, there is the Aharonov-Bohm phase interaction between the W-bosons and monopole-
instantons. Further, we used the finite temperature many-body partition function to arrive
to the same picture, which works as an independent check on our many-body methods. For
temperatures much larger than the inverse distance between two neighboring monopoles, the
Coulomb gas becomes two-dimensional and we recover the previous result of [17].

The Georgi-Glashow model has been an important testing ground for the problem of
confinement. In the following, we consider a few venues where our methods can be applied:

1. Our approach, of starting from the relativistic partition function and then integrating
out the heavy fields, can be extended to include additional fields as well. In principle,
one can consider fundamental scalars [33] or fermions [34], or one can add a chemical
potential to the system.
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2. Our many-body approach can be used to study the non-equilibrium phenomena in the
Gerorgi-Glashow model, see e.g. [35]. This can shed light on the nature of Yang-Mills
in the non-equilibrium state. Recently, a tremendous effort has been made to calculate
various kinetic coefficients, e.g. shear viscosity, which is important to understand the
quark-gluon state of matter.

3. One way of understanding the the color confinement mechanism in 4-D pure Yang-
Mills theory is through the use of abelian monopoles, see e.g. [36,37]. Moreover, it
has been shown that such monopoles can play a prominent role in understanding the
deconfinement phase transition in this theory [38]. It will be interesting to use a many-
body approach to tackle this problem along the same lines presented in the present
work.

4. An important class of theories is SU(N) Yang-Mills on R?! x S!| where S! is a spatial
circle. These theories abelianize either by adding deformations [39], or by adding adjoint
fermions with periodic boundary conditions along the spatial circle [40]. Integrating out
the heavy Kaluza-Klein tower results in an effective potential for the gauge-component
along the S' direction, which can be thought of as a compact adjoint scalar. This reduces
the SU(N) Yang-Mills to a Georgi-Glashow model, possibly with adjoint fermions.
In [41], it was shown that SU(N) Yang-Mills with adjoint fermions on R*! x S!, near
the confinement-deconfinement transition region, can be mapped to two-dimensional
7affine” XY spin models. These spin models can be studied analytically or numerically,
by means of Monte Carlo simulations [42], which can shed light on the nature of the
deconfinement transition in Yang-Mills in 3 + 1 D. The mapping between the gauge
theories and spin models was possible by showing that the partition function of both
systems is that of a two-dimensional two-component Coulomb gas. Regarding (1) above,
our methods provide a systematic way of deriving the Coulomb gas partition function
even in the presence of an additional scalar or fermion fields, which can arise in this
class of theories.
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A. The Wilson loop calculations

In this section, we derive the result (3.29) by performing a perturbative treatment to the
expectation value of the Wilson loop. Before performing these calculations, we first review
the steps that lead to the exact result of the string tension that was obtained by Polyakov [5].
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Then, we redo the Polyakov’s calculations using a Gaussian approximation. This introduces
an error in the value of the string tension due to the neglection of the non-Gaussianities.
This value of the string tension coincides with the value we obtained in Section 3 using the
many-body approach.

A.1 The exact Polyakov calculations

The exact partition function of the monopole-instanton gas was obtained by Polyakov in a
seminal paper [5]:

Zsin-Gordon = / [Do] exp [—; (%)2 /d3:1: [(VJ)Q — 2M? cos O‘:|:| , (A.1)

where o is the dual photon field, and M is its mass. In order to find the string tension, we
calculate the expectation value of the Wilson loop:

W(C)) = <eXp [z 7{0 Agdxub _ <eXp [z /S BgldS#D , (A.2)

where C' and S are respectively a closed loop and the surface enclosed by it, and the equality
in the above equation is a result of using the Gauss’s theorem. The magnetic field B)}" is
sourced by the monopole-instantons:

BI(2) = s AT = / d%W . (A.3)

Hence, the Wilson loop can be written as

() = (e |i [ Ezntinia)] ). (A.4)
where

_ (z-y)
n(z) = S, dsSy P (A.5)

The quantity n(z) is the magnetic flux through the surface S due to a unit magnetic charge
located at position x in the Euclidean spacetime. Including the Wilson loop into (A.1), one
finds

(W(C)) = exp [— (%)2 / & [(V(a — )2 — 2M2 cos UH . (A.6)

The dominant contribution to (W (C')) comes from the classical solution to the effective action.
Thus, one extremizes (W (C')) to obtain the sine-Gordon equation

V% (o —n) = M?sino. (A.7)

'5We refer the reader to the original literature [5] for details.
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We can choose the loop to be an infinite loop that lies on the g — x5 plane. Hence, the above
equation reduces to

92 0 = 4rd'(v1) + M?sino, (A.8)

where we have used 02 n = 4w§’(21). Solving for ¢ and substituting back into (W (C)), one
obtains the string tension

2

93
Ostring-exact-Polyakov = 27T2M - (Ag)

A.2 The Guassian approximation to the Polyakov model

In this section, we redo the Polyakov calculations using the Gaussian approximation (or mean-

field approximation), i.e. taking coso = 1 — %02. In this case, the expectation value of the

Wilson loop is

(W(C)) =exp {—1 (fr)z/dg:v [(V(U —n)? + M202H . (A.10)

The corresponding domain-wall equation (A.8) reduces to
92 0 =4nd' (v1) + Mo . (A.11)
The solution to this equation is given by
o(x1) = 2msign(zy)e Ml (A.12)
where sign(z) is the sign function. Substituting o(z1) back into (W (C)), we find

2
gsM
Omean-field = 34 : (A.13)

This coincides exactly with (3.29) obtained using the many-body approach. Comparing (A.13)
with the exact result (A.9), we find that the mean-field calculations, oean-field, are off by a
factor of 2/72.

A.3 The perturbative treatment of the Wilson loop

In this section, we perform a perturbative treatment to the expectation value of the Wilson
loop. By doing that, we recover the second term of (3.14), which works as an alternative
derivation of the potential between two external probes. We start from (A.4), assume that
the monopole-instanton density p follows a Gaussian distribution, i.e. (p(z)) = 0, and expand
in p to find

w(e) =S wr(e), (A14)

n=0
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where

W2(C) = S0 [ v nanlptan)cptosn)) nfen)nfen).

and we used the fact that the correlators of an odd number of density operators vanish
identically in the Gaussian approximation. Taking the Fourier transform, we obtain

Won(C) = o ot [ ool oan) ) r2)) . (A1)

Let us notice that expanding in p is a legitimate thing to do since the monopole density is
assumed to be low. This is a prerequisite for the validity of the dilute gas approximation that
we assume throughout this work.

As we mentioned above, we assume that the density-density correlation function (p(x1)...0(x2y))
can be obtained within the Gaussian approximation. The function (p(z1)p(x2)) can be ob-
tained from (A.1) by taking the functional derivative of (A.4) with respect to n(z1) and n(z2).
Then, using the Gaussian approximation (A.10), and taking the functional derivative in the
Fourier space, we find

(p* + p2,)M?

e 28— ). (A.16)

(olp)olra)) = (£’

Similarly, the 2n-point density correlator (p(pi)...p(p2n)) can be calculated by taking the
2n-th functional derivative with respect to some external current source to find '6

2n)l/(2"n!)  n

( 2,2
_ (93 CMIPE N (903053) (1. .
ot = ()" 5 T1 (s ) o™ s p). (a7

For example, the four-point function reads

2,2 2,2
(oetmnte)oton) = o) (£2)" | (55 ) (550 ) 09— ) = )

+(p2 = p3,p3 — p2) + (P2 — P4, s — p2)] - (A.18)

Next, we compute 7(x) as given from (A.5), where the surface S is to be taken in the zp — x2
plane setting 1 = 0. In the zero temperature case, we take a loop that extends from xo = Ry
to xo = Ry and from xp = —o0 to g = co. Alternatively, we can perform our calculations
at a finite temperature 1/8 and then we take 5 — co. By doing that, we compactify the xg
direction over a circle of radius 3, and hence we sum over an infinite tower of modes along
the xy direction. In this case, the surface S is a cylinder of radius 1/ that extends from R;

16We hasten to warn the reader that the density-density correlation function given in [5] is not correct.
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to Ry, see Figure (2). Thus, we have

/ / dyodyz L |
‘(1= y1)? + (22 — y2)? + (20 — yo +np)?] 1=
/ d / d 1
=1 Y2 Yo
Ry —00 [(332 — y2)2 + x% + yg] 3/2
= 2tan”! [M] ~ 2tan~? [“ - Rl} . (A.19)
T €1

Using the definition (3.5), we can write n(x) as
n(a) =2 (6(fh - #) — O~ 7)) | (A.20)

where R'l,g = R12%2, and &2 is a unit vector in the xa-direction. In the limit Ry 2 — oo we
find a 47 discontinuity in the value of n(z) as we cross the xj-axis. Hence, n(x), in addition
of being the magnetic flux due to a unit magnetic charge, it is also the solid angle seen by a
monopole-instanton located at the Euclidean point z. Now, we take the Fourier transform of
n(z) to obtain

_ / dr / d=ePmT Py (r) = [eP2Fe — 2P g5, (AP (5,0),  (A.21)
0
where

AT@) p,0) = 2/d2xeiﬁ'jtam1 [172} = —dr— P A.22
0 (B.0) T p2(pf + p3) 422

We note that the choice of the symbol flg“p ) to denote the Fourier transform of n(x) is not

arbitrary. Recalling (A.20) and (3.23), we see that flgn(p ) is just the Fourier transform of the
angle O(Z).
Inserting (A.21) and (A.17) into (A.15), we find

on (=1)" (2n)! / d’p 1 geN2 [ Mp !
= — = _— — . A2
WO = G 2mr || &P <47r> e ) 1) (A.23)
Since n(p) depends only on the two-dimensional vector j, we can replace [d®p/(2m)3 by
[ d*p/((2m)?B), and use (A.21) to find

w(©) =3 GRS | [ ot () (7o) 945 50035 2 (.0 [t o] |
X

— Z nl' [/ (;ijr]))ZH(ﬁ’ O)Agl(p)( 0);1 (P)( 7,0) [e*ipg(]:&le) B 1Hn

n

- exp[ 8 / dz A7) (5,0) A7V (=7, 0) [ 2R ) —1H , (A.24)

where II(p, 0) is given by (3.22). The quantity inside the exponent exactly matches the second
term in (3.14).
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B. Sums and integrals

In this appendix, we perform the Matsubara sums and integrals in (4.10). First, we consider
the function . Integrating over 7, and taking the derivative with respect to s at s = 0, we
obtain

d 1 00 e T(Miy+p?)
e dr——— s—1
ds [F(S) A T 47T T 1/)0

Since this sum is divergent, we first differentiate the above expression with respect to MEV

= TZlog [pz + MZ + (w, +iTlog Q)?| .
s=0 n
(B.1)

and perform the sum. Then, we integrate over p to get a function that behaves as ~ p at
p — oo. To regularize the integral, we subtract the same form of the integral evaluated at
ilog = 0. Then, we find

2 [e's) 7T(M2 +p2)
_/ @'p d 1/ i ey
(2m)° ds I'(s) Jo AT

5=0
T [y=Mw cosh # — cos (ilog Q2)
= = dyylog 7
27 cosh % — 1
> —e 1- 1 log Q) . B.2
WM T (1 cos (i10g ) (B2)

T<< My

Next, we turn to the term 721. Performing the integral over 7, taking the derivative with
respect to s at s = 0, performing the integral over p, and then summing over the Matsubara

2 1 [e's) 7T(M2 +p2)
/ dp2i / d7%75—172¢0
(2m)*ds | T'(s) Jo AT

frequencies, we find

s=0
_ sinh %
81 My (cosh Mw — cos (ilog Q)>
~ 1 ~Mw/T oo (i }
= Sxily [1 + 2e cos (ilog Q)| . (B.3)

T<<Mywy

Finally, by repeating the same steps we followed to calculate 721, we obtain for 72

2 [ —7 (M3, +p?)
_/ &?p d [1/ ar O oy,
0

(27r)2 ds I'(s) s o
o 2 sinh My , cos(ilog) (sinh 2= — 2= cosh ) — Lsinh 2 4 My
167 Mw | cosh M — cos (ilog Q) (cosh MTW "~ cos (ilog Q)) 2
1 Mw /T .
& — |1 -2——e "W log Q)| . B.4
T [ T € cos (ilog 2) (B.4)

T<<Mywy
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C. Performing the path integral using the duality transformation prescrip-
tion

In this appendix, we work out the details that lead us to the partition function (4.20) starting
from the auxiliary action

1 1 2
S = / P g (Fuu)? + s Fyu Fo2 4 Sel g2

49?%05 2930ff 2
Hieua T AR Dy — i qu AR (T, 20)0P (7 — Ra). (C.1)
A

Varying (C.1) with respect to Aﬁh, we obtain
1 . , S
—5—O0aFap + i€apy0a®y = —i Y _ qad0® (¥ —Fa)dos. (C.2)
93eft A
The solution to the equation of motion (C.2) is given by

B, = ——By+ by, (C.3)
g3eff

where B, = €,,aFva/2. The vector field b, can be decomposed into curl-free and divergence-
free parts

by = O\0 + exuw9uCy (C.4)

where 0,C, = 0. Substituting (C.3) and (C.4) into (C.2), we find that the o parts drop out,
while the equation of C), reads

V2C, == qab0u0? (F - i), (C.5)
A

where the Laplacian V2 is defined on R? x Sé. At this stage, let us define the Green’s function
G(Z — &',z — x()), which satisfies

V2Q(Z — T, xo — 2) = =0 (T — £,)6(2z0 — 204) - (C.6)
The solution to (C.6) on R? x Sé is

- o 1 1
G(# -7, 20— 1) = — Z - . (C.7)

Then, the solution C, is given by

C, = /dzHIIZQA(FgMéz (:E" — fA) G(Z — &',z — x()

= ZQA(SOM Z / dxo\/ !

— =
n=—0oo

(& — &) + (xo — z( +np)?

_ dop -
= —%zAquloga?—a:M ) (C.8)
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Now, the solution ®,, reads

)
@u = TBH+6HU+K#7 (Cg)
g3eff
where
1 L L
K, = —ZWEWOZA:qAaybg\x—xA] . (C.10)

Next, we substitute ®, into (C.1) and use integration by parts to obtain

2 2
S = / PR (9,002 4 IELK 50,5, + i, K, — Ghgo0uKy . (C11)
The term 0, K, is obviously zero due to the anti-symmetry of €, while 0,8, = 47, .0 G)(z—

Zq). Next, we turn to the calculations of the other terms (C.11). The monopole-instanton
field B, is

Byi=) da (M‘) v : (C.12)

- |l‘—.7}a|3

where the superscript (p), as usual, denotes the periodicity along S}g, which can be enforced
by summing an infinite number of images along the circle. Then we have

B == (T — xa)i(x — x4);
d2+13§'B K — / d2+13§' qan/ /d2$ E’L] alt J
/ o ; 0 n:zoo (% — )% + (20 — 20a + nB)?)”

= -9 Z GagA / d2a:6ij(x — a)i(@ — 24); , (C.13)
aA

|T — Zo|?|% — Zal?

|7 — 4|2

which is zero under symmetric integration. Then, the term Kz is

1 Lo Lo
/dQHfoL = (QW)QT;(IAqB/deailog‘x_xAmi log | — Z 4
B

1 LT — Lq )i\ —TA)i
S Sy PACEEATCE
AB

T 17— ZuP|T — Zal?
1 L
= 55 D 4aqplog T|Za — Tp), (C.14)
AB

which is the Coulomb potential between W-bosons. Finally, varying (C.11) with respect to
o, we obtain

GegVio = —idr Z 4a0®) (z — 1), (C.15)
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which is solved by

g Z QaG(f - faa To — an) . (Clﬁ)

1
0’ =
93ef

Collecting everything and substituting in (C.11), we find

8T L
Saux = 7 > 1aG(Ea — By, 00 — T0b) — 436:;{ Z qaqplogT|Zs — 2p|.  (C.1T7)
3eff 41

Thus, the full partition function reads

Zgrand = Z Z

Nm4,qa==%1 Ny +,qa=%1

€%m++N - (Té‘W)NW++NW N+ N — 21, NW++NW— d21‘A
Nypt!Np ! Ny !Ny ! H /d Ta /

X exp | — Z Qa @G (Ta — xb) + 365 Z qaqplog T|Ta — Tp| + 20 Y quqa® (Ta — Ta) |
3eff a,b aA

(C.18)

which is valid in the range 0 < T < My .
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