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Detection of monopoles and vortices in SU(2) Yang-Mills theory
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Motivated by the correlated monopoles and vortices observed in lattice QCD, using Cho de-
composition method and two successive gauge transformations which lead to the observation of
configurations that include both monopoles and center vortices simultaneously, we obtain a La-
grangian density that explicitly indicates these two magnetic defects and the interaction between

them.
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I. INTRODUCTION

One of the unsolved and challenging problems in par-
ticle physics is the confinement of quarks in Quantum
Chromodynamics. There exist various suggestions to ap-
proach this difficult problem. There are many articles
which discuss about the magnetic objects that play sig-
nificant roles in confinement of quarks. Some of them are
listed in references [I] to [16]. Monopoles and vortices are
among the major candidates which have been studied to
describe confinement of color sources.

In the absence of matter fields, two main methods have
been presented to extract magnetic monopole degrees of
freedom in the YM (Yang-Mills) theories. The first one
is the Abelian projection proposed by ’t Hooft [I7] and
the second one is a field decomposition method which is
introduced by Duan, Ge, Cho, Faddeev and Niemi [3-
0l [18, [19].

On the other hand, some lattice calculations show that
line-like (surface-like) objects in three (four) dimensions
[20] are responsible for the phenomenon of confinement.
A method called Center Projection has been proposed
[10] to examine the role of center vortices in the Yang-
Mills lattice gauge configurations, which has been very
successful. However, scenarios which are solely based on
either monopoles or center vortices are not able to de-
scribe all the expected details of the confining potential
between color sources. The confining potential should
be linear as well as proportional to the Casimir scaling
at intermediate distances. In addition, N-ality depen-
dence should be observed for all representations at large
distances. The advantage of the center vortex picture
versus the monopole picture is that it explains N-ality
and Casimir scaling dependence. On the other hand, the
monopole picture along with Abelian dominance exhibits
some numerical success. (for a review, see ref. [7]). A
clever idea to overcome these problems and to reconcile
these two candidates of confinement is to present a the-
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ory which establishes a correlation between center vor-
tices and monopoles. The corresponding configurations
have been supported by lattice simulations [2IH23] where
center vortices have been observed to end at monopole
world-lines.

Some phenomenological attempts have been done in
using both vortices and monopoles to describe the color
confinement. For example, in reference [24], by two suc-
cessive gauge transformations and by means of a care-
ful treatment of Cho decomposition, some configurations
which simultaneously include monopoles and vortices
have been discussed. A nontrivial transformation leads to
the appearance of monopoles, and an SU(2) gauge trans-
formation that is not single valued along a closed loop
was shown to be responsible for the existence of cen-
ter vortices. In another paper [25], a Yang-Mills-Higgs
model containing three external adjoint Higgs fields was
presented. This model leads to Z(2) vortices and the
junctions which are formed by a pair of vortices, are at-
tached to a monopole-like configurations. The ultimate
goal of the model was to use it to describe hybrid hadrons.
Some other works [26] and [27] in reconciling vortices and
monopoles have been reported.

In this article, motivated by the method presented in
reference [24] and by comparison with Abelian Projec-
tion scenario which has been discussed in reference [2§],
we obtain a Lagrangian density for QCD vacuum in the
confining regime and discuss explicitly the contributions
of various defects such as vortex, anti vortex, monopoles,
chains and eventually the interaction between monopoles
and vortices. In Section[[I] by limiting ourselves to SU(2)
Yang-Mills fields, we carefully review the Cho decompo-
sition method. In section [T, magnetic monopoles are
discussed by a nontrivial gauge transformation which re-
sults to a local color frame including monopoles. Then,
the gauge transformed field strength tensor is calculated
and its various terms are interpreted. In section [[V] us-
ing a gauge transformation that is not single valued along
any closed loop, center vortices are extracted. In section
[V] it is shown that magnetic monopoles and vortices can
simultaneously appear as two defects in the color frame
Ng,a = 1,2,3. Then, we obtain a Lagrangian density
for correlated monopoles and vortices. Finally, in Sec-


mailto:sdeldar@ut.ac.ir

tion [VI, we present our conclusions. In this article, we
study SU(2) gauge group for simplicity. With some more
efforts, it can be extended to higher gauge groups like
SU(3).

II. CHO DECOMPOSITION METHOD

In this section we review Cho decomposition method
for the SU(2) gauge group. For higher gauge groups like
SU(3), that have SU(2) subgroups, field decomposition
can be written in a Weyl symmetric way [29]. Our main
discussion in this paper is about SU(2) group and we
will not go into SU(3).

The Yang-Mills action of SU(2) is defined as the fol-
lowing

1
Syn = §/d4x tr(FuFu)  Fu = FLTe, (1)

Ff, = 0,A% — 9,A% + ge™™ Ab x AC, (2)
where ¢ is the coupling constant, T% = %,
generators of SU(2), 7 are the Pauli matrices, and €
is the Levi-Civita symbol. The field strength tensor can

—

be written in terms of the gauge fields A,

a=1,23 are
abce

F_:/LV = altgu - 6VX}L + QA’/L X /_1'”, (3)

—

Ay =Ajéa , Fu=Fjé,, (4)
where é, is the basis in the color space.

A general local frame is considered in the color space,
Na,a = 1,2, 3 which can be defined by means of an or-
thogonal local transformation R

fia = Ré, , R € SO(3). (5)

This frame is used to represent the gauge field ffu in
terms of Cho decomposition elements

S 1 S o
A, =AMh — g7 Ouit xm o ax™=o0, (6)

Ng. My = 0ap , a,b=1,2,3 , 1 = ngz, (7)

where AELn) is called the electric potential or the Abelian
component of /Yu directed along n = n3 and )Z,Sn) is

a gauge covariant potential orthogonal to 7 called the
valence potential.

The restricted potential is defined as, (see [30] and its
references)

A X Dy (8)
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Using Au of Eqn. @l one can easily calculate the field
strength tensor

Fy = (F) + H)i, (9)
where
Fin) =0,A0 — 0,40, (10)
"7 — _ Lo 04 x o
o = —;n.(@un X Oyh). (11)

Eqn. @ shows that F';“, is parallel to n, and it is made
of two parts: FI(J,L) which is called the electric strength

tensor and H, fﬁ) which is called the magnetic strength
tensor.
Choosing a hedgehog configuration for n and choosing

Al =0, one can obtain a Wu-Yang monopole [31]

sin 6 cos ¢
7= | sinfsiny |, (12)
cosf

n

Using Eqn. in Eqn. , Hl(];) can be written in the
following format

7w =9,0M -0, (13)
where

1
C/S") = Ecos 00,9, (14)

C’,(]L) is called magnetic potential.

Therefore, using Cho decomposition method and the
restricted potential of Eqn. , the Wu-Yang monopole
is extracted.

In order to show that center vortices can be obtained
by Cho decomposition method, we do not limit ourselves
to the restricted section of the field, and the role of each
of the three fields in Eqn. @ is examined. Using /T# of
Eqn. @ obtained from Cho decomposition method to
compute the field strength tensor, we get

Fu = (F + HD + K)o+ Gy + Ly, (15)

|
F) =9,A0 —9,A™ | H( = —~7.(9,7 x 9,

pv g ﬁ),
(16)
Ky = gi (X, x X)), X, = Xpiv + XZig,  (17)

G, =D, X" - D, X"
o 22 I; B v R i B (18)
D, XM =9,X™ +gA, x X(™,

Ty = =15 [0, 0010 = L1 iy + L2 1

= —gn X [0, Ou]n = L, + L, o, (19)



It is clear that E,w which is orthogonal to 7, is concen-
trated on two-dimensional surfaces. It could be nontrivial
only for local frames containing defects in the color di-
rection 7. The tensor é,w have been computed in [4H6],

[30 [32H34): é,“, = G, + G7, 7y, being orthogonal to
.

In the presence of singularities, this result may remain
unchanged. For simplicity, a new “Abelianized” form
for the field strength tensor is defined: aucﬁ’” — &,C’,(Ln)
which should be revised when the gauge fields containing
defects. .

Using A, of Eqn. and X, of Eqn. in Eqn.
, and defining

1
el = jm.aﬂf@, (20)

the covariant derivative of X ,S") is obtained as the follow-
ing

DX =9, X} — g(Al + (M) X2)iny

(21)
+ [0, X2 — g(AD) + C) X i,
Now, we can redefine H, A(f,ﬁ) in terms of C’L")
Hy = 0,00 000 <D, ()
where Dfﬁ,) is obtained to be
1, .
D) = gnl.[au,a,,}ng. (23)

In the following we show how D,(ZZ) is obtained. From the

definition of Eqn. ,

1o, P
9,C5M — 0,0 = fg[au(nl.am) — 9y (1.0,72)]

1. . . . 1. .
= 75(8”711.8/&2 - Bunlﬁﬂng) - ;Tll.[au, 8,]712,
(24)
Ouin.iy = 0= Ouh1 = ahg + B, 25)
Duha.fiy =0 = Oy = iy + B,
ﬁ:’fll Xﬁg :>8H7A1:8uﬁ1 X’fl2+ﬁ1 X 6Vﬁ2
(26)

= —BLin — Brns.
By replacing Eqn. in Eqn. (24))

1. N
0,CM = 8,CM = —= (BB, — BB} — gmo[amau]nz

(27)
On the other hand, by replacing Eqn. in Eqn. (|16))
Buit X Dy = (=B — Bofia) x (=B — Byho)

= (BuB; — BB

1
9

(28)

7.(ui x Dy1) = (8,57 — BLB)- (29)
By comparing Eqn. and Eqn. , D,(ff,) in Eqn.
is obtained.

For a framework that has no singularity in two-

dimensional surface orthogonal to 72, D,(ﬁ,) is zero. In fact,

it can be stated that if C,(fl) is the magnetic monopole
potential in the third color direction, then the associated
Dirac worldsheet is localized on its orthogonal surface.
Therefore, when D,(f,i) is non-zero, the contribution of the
Dirac worldsheets should be considered . .

If the frames were regular, we would have L,, = 0,

D,(ﬁ,) = 0, and substituting them in Eqn. , we would
obtain the Abelianized form given in [30, 32H34]

—

Fu = (0,(A) + CM) — 8, (A™ + CV) + K )12

+ D, X - D, X"

(30)

Therefore, taking into account a general configuration
containing monopoles, the associated Dirac worldsheets,
and center vortices and introducing a local frame contain-
ing these defects, the field strength tensor is calculated
by Cho decomposition method. In the next sections, us-
ing the results of this section, possible defects and the
associated consequences are studied.

III. MONOPOLES IN SU(2) GAUGE GROUP

In the previous section, it is shown that magnetic
monopoles can be extracted using Cho decomposition
method and by attributing the defects to the local color
frame. In order to make contact with Cho decomposi-
tion, using a nontrivial gauge transformation [24], a local
color frame is defined and the monopoles are studied as
defects of this local color frame. At the end, we interpret
the components of the ultimate field strength tensors.

In general, the Yang-Mills theory can be affected in
two different ways from gauge transformations. Under
regular gauge transformations S € SU(N), the Yang-
Mills action is invariant and

AST = SA, TS !+ ‘50 St
" g g " (31)
F3, T =SF,, TS

It should be noted that by a regular gauge transforma-
tion, the transformation and its derivative lack any kind
of singularity.

Under nontrivial gauge transformations, the Yang-Mills
gauge field and the field strength change as the following

Srr = T _
AT =UA,TU " + gUaﬂU L (32)
FY.T=UF,, TU " + éU[a,“ 8, UL (33)



These transformations indicate some singularities for the
nontrivial gauge transformations. The singularities may
appear in the transformation or its derivative. Because
of the second term in Eqn. , the fields ffg and fTM are
not physically equivalent. As a result, Eqn. does not
show a simple gauge transformation and it may contain
monopole-like defects.

In order to relate the above discussions to Cho decom-
position, we need to define a color frame m,,a = 1,2, 3,
which is created by the nontrivial single valued gauge
transformation U

UTU™ =g T or, g = R(U)é,. (34)

This transformation can be expressed in terms of the Eu-
ler angles

U — e*ia’Tg efiIBTzef’i’yTg BDLMgeBMQ e’yMg
(35)
where M, are the generators of SO(3) gauge group.
For a general nontrivial gauge transformation, the sec-

ond term of Eqn. is obtained as the following [24],

: 1 B
LU8,U " = —(C i+ —1n x 9m). T (36)
g g
where C,(Lm) is defined in Eqn. 1i
By applying Eqn. and
UA,TU ' = UA T + A2T% + AST3)U !
= ALy T+ A2ing T + A3 T,

to Eqn. , we obtain

(37)

- N 1 N . N -
AT = [(A3 - O™ )i — Pt O+ Alrivy + AZiino) T

“w
(38)
Defining

AELm) _ Ai _ C’f]”) 7 Xl»(bm) = A}Lml + Aimz, (39)
we get

AY = Al — —ii x 9 + XM (40)

Q=

Both representations and are equivalent in
describing monopoles [24]. Monopole-like singularities

of the connection A'M are described in terms of a defect
|

4

located in the color direction 7 [30} 32H34]. If we choose
AL = Az = 0, the gauge field AE in Eqn. changes
to the restricted potential mentioned in section [[I We
recall from section [[I] that by considering a hedgehog
configuration for m and defining A&m) = 0, a Wu-Yang
monopole [31] is obtained.

A. Interpreting the transformed gauge field and
field strength tensor

Now, we use the gauge field ffg obtained in Eqn.
and calculate the field strength tensor and interpret its
different terms. Then, we discuss about the field strength
tensor in terms of magnetic defects.

We consider a hedgehog form for m as m = 7 and calcu-
late the components of /TL] The hedgehog configuration
can be obtained by choosing a = ¢, 8 = 0,7 = ¢ for U
in Eqn. , where 6, ¢ are the polar angles associated
to 7.

0,—ip _qinl
cos o€ sin
U( 2, 92) (41)

ey} 0 ot
sin 5 cos 5e

Using U of Eqn. in Eqn. (34)

. — sin® g + cos? g cos 2¢
UT'U™! =T = 1y = cos? § sin2¢
—sin f cos ¢
= cos ¢ éJrSinga )
(42)

20
— cos” 5 sin 2p

UT?U™! = 1o T = 1hy = | sin® g + cos? g cos 2¢

sin # sin
= —sing é—l—coscp %)
(43)
] . sin 0 cos
UT3U ! =m.T = m = |sinfsing | =7  (44)
cosf

7, 6 and ¢ are the unit vectors of spherical coordinates.
By replacing the above equations in Eqn. , the
components of Ag is obtained

0 0 0 1 1
(Ag)l = (—sin? 5t cos® 5 cos 290)‘4;11 — cos? 3 sin 2<pAi + sin @ cos goAi + Esin 00,0 — p sin g cos 0,
AVY? = cos? & sin 241 + (sin? & + cos? & o5 20) A2 + sin 05in 9 A3 — T cos 00,0 — ~ sinBsin ) (45)
(A,,)° = cos 5 sin2¢ , + (sin §+cos 5 cos ©)A;, +sinfsinp #—Ecosga » —gsm sin 0,

(AY)3 = —sinf cos <pA}L + sin 0 sin @Ai + cos QAi —

! (14 cos6)0,¢



The first three terms in all three components are regular
fields. We discuss about the remaining terms and their
physical interpretation. The last two terms in (Af{)l
are proportional to % and describes the contribution of
monopoles. For the static monopoles, d,, can be written

as V.

1 - 11 R
—sinpVl = ——sinp 6
) "1 (49)
——sinfcospVy = ———cosp ¢
g gr

Monopoles are also found in the last two terms of (Al[{)2

1 - 11 R
——cospVlh =———cosp 0
1 . LS 11 .
——sinfsinpVyp = ———siny ¢

g gr

The last term of (AY)? is proportional to 1 and it di-
verges at 6 = 0. Therefore it describes a monopole at-
tached to a Dirac string.

1 - 111 0
— (14 cosf)Vy = —ffﬂ
g gr sin6

¢ (48
We can obtain the magnetic flux corresponding to the
above monopole terms which penetrates the area inside
the closed contour ¢(r,8) = {(r,0,¢)|0 < ¢ < 27}

1 27 N .
Pllux — = / rsinfdp ¢ - (sin VO — sin f cos V)T
9Jo

1 27
:,/ —sinfcosp dp T =0
9 Jo

(49)

1 27 . ﬂ
v — _— / rsinfdy - (cos eV + sin O sin V) T?
9Jo

1 27
:77/ sinfsing do T? =0,
g.Jo

(50)

It means that the magnetic flux of monopoles have no
contribution in directions T and T2.

1 2T R
Pfivx — —7/ rsin@de ¢ - (1 + cos)VT?

2m
dp T% — _411+cos9T3

1
= ——(1+4cosf
9( ) 0 g 2

3

which illustrates the magnetic flux of the monopole at-
tached to a Dirac string. The total magnetic flux is ob-
tained from the contribution of monopole in direction 7.

Next, we calculate the components of field strength
tensor. If we use Eqn. to obtain the field strength,
the Yang-Mills action would not be invariant under the
gauge transformation U. In order to get an invariant
Yang-Mills action, we use the following equation for the
field strength tensor.

—

- S o S om _
ﬁgT:UEWTUlzﬂgT—gmmxuUl

:4@EE—@E5+¢@xE%T—§UwW@w”
(52)

In fact the second term in the first line of the above equa-
tion cancels the existence of the singularity of the first
term and as a result a gauge invariant action is obtained.
fgu can be written in three parts

Hlinear 1TU ATU
Flinear _ 9 AU _ 9,4V,

ﬁﬁzi/hnear = g(g,[f x A7), (53)

[isin i —
qug = _gU[aM?aV]U !

Which agrees with what is obtained in Reference [28] us-
ing Abelian Projection. Finally, with an Abelian projec-
tion, the contribution of the Dirac and anti-Dirac strings
cancel each other and the monopole appears in the the-
ory.

Y o U ?:r‘ P r e AU
gAg—in_aaM“%w b g(A] x AY)

Abelian Projected QCD

FIG. 1.
QCD[28]

Emergence of monopoles in Abelian projected

Now, using the gauge field AE defined in Eqn. , we
calculate the linear and bilinear terms of field strength
tensor.



Flinear — (9, A% — 0, A3 )i + (0, AL — 0, AL )iy + (9, A2 — 0, A2 )i
+ (AGM O — AT, 1) + (AL — ALdy1n) + (ALDurns — AZD,1s) (54)
1 1
+ g(ml.[au, 61,}7%2)77% — —m X [(r“)l“ 81,]1?1
Fhlinear — g(A2 A% — AZA% iy + g(AD AL — AZ AL )iy + g(ALA2 — ALA2)in
— (Al o — AT, m) — (ALduna — ALd,1n) — (A0, — A%0,10s) (55)
[
Using the gauge function U of Eqn. , the singular term of the field strength is obtained
J
[3sin, 1. 1. 1 1 1 . . 2
FR® = (75 sin ¢[0,,, 0,10 + p sin 6 cos [0, Ou]@) T + (E cos [0y, 0,10 + p sin @ sin [0, 0, ]@)T
1
+ —(1 4 cos0)[0,, 0, ]pT? (56)

9

= *é(ﬁll-[auv ay]ﬁlz)ﬁl + %ﬁl X [6“’6y]m

We recall that F llj,i‘ear represents a monopole attached to
a Dirac string, F. E,““ear describes an anti-monopole and

FEE‘g indicates an anti-Dirac string. If we add the linear,
bilinear, and singular terms, the singularities are canceled
and at the end, only the regular fields are remained and
therefore the full QCD is restored.

Fu = (0,43 — 0,A%)in + g(AL A2 — ALA?)in
+ (OuAL — 0, AL )iy + g(A2AS — A2 A3 )iy (57)
+ (0,42 — 0, A%y + (A3 A, — AL A )ing

— —

It is also possible to obtain the linear and bilinear field
strengths using the gauge field components in Eqn. (45))
in a different way. One can easily show that the result is
the same as what is obtained in Eqns. and .

Therefore, using a nontrivial gauge transformation U,
a local color frame 7, is defined and it is shown that
it includes magnetic monopole. The transformed gauge
field ffl[{ in Eqn. 1) takes the form of Cho decompo-
sition. After calculating the transformed field strength
tensor, we find that it consists of three parts: linear, bi-
linear and singular. The linear part describes a monopole
attached to a Dirac string, the bilinear part describes
anti-monopole and the singular part describes anti-Dirac
string. When we sum these three parts together, we get
full QCD. This result is in agreement with what has been
done in Reference [28].

B. Agreement with the results obtained by Cho

So far, monopoles have been extracted for SU(2) gauge
group. Monopole have already been extracted in a dif-
ferent way by Cho, and their condensation have been
investigated for SU(2) [35] and SU(3) [29] gauge groups.
By imposing the maximal Abelian isometry on /_l’# which
makes ™m a covariant constant, the restricted potential is
obtained by Cho et al.

Dyt = (O +gAux )i =0= A, = A0 — Lax R

(58)
When AELm) = 0 and m = 7, the restricted potential
describes precisely the Wu-Yang monopole.

In this work, using a nontrivial gauge transforma-
tion U, we define a local color frame m, that contains
monopoles. Under U transformation, the gauge field is
transformed to Eqn. which is in the form of extended
Cho decomposition written in the frame 7m,, which con-
tains monopoles. By setting A}L and Ai to zero, we reach
the restricted Cho decomposition with m = 7 that de-
scribes magnetic monopoles.

We are looking for configurations that include
monopole and vortex simultaneously (chains). In the
following sections, we define another color frame 7,
that contains monopole and vortex by applying an-
other gauge transformation V on top of the previously
considered monopole description. In this paper, we
study SU(2) gauge group. This way can be extended
to higher gauge groups like SU(3) with some more efforts.



We recall that m = 7 corresponds to a Wu-Yang
monopole. This configuration can be obtained with
a = ¢, = 60 in Eqn. , where 6, are the polar
angles associated to 7. Since Rés is independent of +,
any choice for v can be chosen. Using Eqns. and
and selecting v = ¢, we have [24]

Cl(tm) = —(cos B0, + 0,7y)

B=0,a=vy=¢ (59)

(cos@ +1)0,,

QIR Q|+~

The components of this magnetic potential are

11+ cosf
CT—C’(;—O,QP—g TR (60)
The above magnetic potential has a singularity at § = 0.
Therefore, this magnetic potential describes a Wu-Yang
monopole located at the origin and attached to a Dirac
string along the positive z-axis.
The choice of v is associated with the position of the
Dirac string [24]. If one select v = —¢, magnetic poten-
tial changes to

1
Cl(f”) = E(COSH —1)0,. (61)

The above magnetic potential has a singularity at 6 = .
Therefore, this magnetic potential describes a Wu-Yang
monopole located at the origin and attached to a Dirac
string along the negative z-axis.

As explained earlier, assuming that Agm) =0, 45 =0
for a = 1,2 and also considering a hedgehog form m = 7,
a structure which indicates Wu-Yang monopoles in 4D
[31] is found. Therefore by replacing A}L = Ai =0 and

A3 = C™ in Equ. (57), the field strength is
Fuy = (0,05™ = 0,0 i = F{™in (62)

Thus, the Lagrangian density for Wu-Yang monopoles is

1. -
£ = _ZFI"V'FI"V

= _1(5 cim —g,00m)2 (63
- 4 Hr~v v~ )

where C,(]n) is the magnetic potential for Wu-Yang
monopoles.

The fact that the magnetic potential has a Dirac string
singularity is an undesirable feature for Lagrangian .
In order to provide a field theoretical description of the
theory, we have to remove the Dirac string singularity.
To do this, we consider the dual field strength tensor

F;;Em) = %EWPUFW("‘) that can be described by a regular
potential with no Dirac string singularity [4]. So the dual

magnetic potential C;;™ is defined by

Fim = 9,050m — 9,05, (64)

7

C:Z(m) can describe the monopole and does not contain
the Dirac string singularity anymore. Now we can replace
C,Sm) in favor of C;(m) in the Lagrangian .

For a field theoretical description of the monopole, a
new field for the monopole should be introduced. Since
a monopole is a point-like object and does not have any
obvious spin structure, it may be described by a complex
scalar field ¢. Naturally we would expect that ¢ should
couple to C’;(m) minimally. By adding a potential and a
kinetic term for ¢ [4], the Lagrangian for monopoles is
completed.

1 *(m *(m
L=— 1(%@( ) —9,C;m)?
2 (65)
+ 10+ igCi™) oI — = (667) = Moe")”.

By adding the scalar potential, the spontaneous symme-
try breaking would be possible and one can examine the
condensation of monopoles and confinement.

IV. CENTER VORTICES AS DEFECTS OF THE
LOCAL COLOR FRAME

Center vortices are color magnetic line-like (surface-
like) defects in three (four) dimensions. Their quanti-
zation is done in terms of center elements of the gauge
group. When a center vortex is linked by a Wilson loop,
the Wilson loop variable gets an element of the center
Z(N).

To observe vortices in the theory, it is not necessary
to use a nontrivial gauge transformation as it is done
for monopoles in Eqn. (32)). Rather, by proposing the
following configuration, closed thin center vortices are
introduced

A'Lhin.f _ VAZTGV—l + ;V(‘)MV_l — ideal vortex (66)

where V' € SU(N). The ideal vortex is localized on the
three-volume where the transformation V' is discontinu-
ous [36], 37].

For example for the SU(2) gauge group, the gauge
transformation can be parametrized by V = €75 and
we introduce a local basis 72/, in the color space

VTV  =al T | #l = Rsé,, (67)
. i
V =¥l = < 602 6—01% ) : (68)

Using matrix multiplication, the components of the color
frame 7/ can be obtained as follows

Ccos ¢
—singp (69)
0

VIV =l T = i) =



VT3Vt =y T =ay = |0 (71)
1

Using the definition of and the above definitions for
7} and 7%, we calculate the magnetic potential of vortices

1 1
CW = —Zp).0,0h = —=8,¢ 72
m g 1-¥pto2 g,u ( )

1 11
CW=-20,0p-C,=C,=0,Cp=—-~ (73
p 3 = a0 (73)

where p is the distance from the z-axis in the cylindrical
coordinate system.
The mapping V is not single valued and

P A 1
L gies Oue s = —0,p8"3 T + ideal vortex.  (74)

Replacing Eqn. and VATV~ = A%/,.T in Equn.
leads to the following representation for thin center
vortices [3§]
= 1 ) .

AT = ((g@uga + A2)ah 4+ ALah 4+ A ).T. (75)

Using the above equation and setting 7' = 7%, we cal-
culate the field strength tensor. According to what was
mentioned in the previous sections about the effect of
gauge transformations on Lagrangian invariance, if we

define the field strength tensor as follows, the Lagrangian
does not remain invariant under gauge transformations

FY, =0,AY — 9,4 + gAY x A
= (8HA3 -0, A3)ﬁ’ Jrg(AlA2 — A2A1)ﬁ’
+ (GHA2 d, A2)n2 + g(A3A1 A3A;)ﬁ'2
1
+ ;[@L.@V]Lpn'

where the last term describes the vortex. But if we use
the following equation to calculate the field strength ten-
sor, Lagrangian will be invariant under gauge transfor-
mations.

F),.T=VEF,, TV

= (0,4 = 0, A + gAY x A}).T — §V[6N.8V]V_1
(77)
where,
) 1 1 3 1 .
- EV[@L.&,]V = —5[3#.3U]QDT = ——[0,.0,]pn
(78)

Therefore
= (auA?; - [“),,Ai)ﬁ’ + g(AlltA?, - AiAll,)ﬁ’
+ (3“14,1, - 8VAIIL)7A1’1 + g(AiAi - AZAi)ﬁ’l (79)
+ (0, A7 — 0, A% )R + g(A% AL — AJ AL )i,

which includes regular gauge fields and describes the full
QCD.

Now we use Eqn. and calculate the Lagrangian
density for describing center vortices

1 2
+ =0
g MQ))

1 1
- Z(auAllz - 8,/AL)2 - Z(auAi - auAi)Q (80)
1 2 1 42 2 A1N2 3 A2 3 42)\2
-9 ((AMAV — AL AT+ (AJA, — ALAY)

. AgA;f)

The first term illustrates the kinetic energy of center
vortices, and the other terms illustrate the kinetic en-
ergy and interaction between regular fields. By adding
proper scalar field for center vortices as Higgs field, one
can investigate the spontaneous symmetry breaking and
condensation of vortices. Since the vortices are line-like
objects, their condensation needs further investigation.

V. CORRELATED MONOPOLES AND
VORTICES

In this section, it is shown that by using Cho de-
composition method and parameterizing the gauge fields
appropriately, structures involving vortices attached to
monopoles, called chains, appear in the theory. We use
an extended class of frames n,, obtained by introducing
a V-sector on top of the previously considered monopole
description [24]. Then, by extending U — VU, the frame
Ng,a = 1,2,3 is defined, where U is the same transfor-
mation used in Section [[I]] for describing the monopoles.

VOT*(VU) P =vUT U 'V =0, T,  (81)

fla = RVU)éq = R(V)R(U)éq = R(V)ig.  (82)

V € SU(2) is not single valued along any closed loop.
For instance, we can choose V including a rotation that
leaves m invariant

V= e (83)

where if € changes by 27, a rotation around the vortex is
understood. We can also write

VU = e ©UBU T =UVs |, Vs =e %T5.  (84)



With this parametrization, the frame n, changes as the
following

fg = R (€)1, Ry (&) = ™M | f=mm.  (85)
Applying the definition of 7, to Cﬁn) = —ém.aum in

Eqn. , the magnetic potential changes as follows

1 . N A m v
el = —ERmml.[Rm(aumg)—k(auRm)mg] =Ccm+c,

(86)
where
1
Clgm) = —*Thl.aﬂﬁlg,
? . (87)
cl) = —gml.(R;llauRm)m2 =, LE.

The magnetic potential C’P(Ln) in Eqn. is written as
a sum of two parts: magnetic potentials of monopoles
and vortices. C’P(LU) represents the potential of a center
vortex in the outside of the core without any addi-
tional ideal vortex, while C;(Lm) represents the magnetic
potential of a monopole discussed in the Section [[II}
Therefore, by introducing a local frame constructed by
VU transformation, the relationship between monopoles
and vortices is determined. That is, the vortex surfaces
are connected by the monopole worldlines.

Using Eqn. and selecting £ = —p, VU is obtained
as follows

A
3

0 _— s 0 i
COS 5€ —Sin € 2
vv( P ) (38)

] g g
sin e cos 5e
Therefore the components of the local frame n, is ob-

tained as follows

cos 0 cos R
cosfsing | =0
—siné

sin 6 cos ¢
sin 0 sin ¢
cos

:m:’[/;

(91)

Using Eqn. (77)

1
cim = g(l + cos 0)d,,0, (92)
and selecting £ = —¢p
v 1 1
CIS ) = - /Lg = 776“907 (93)
9 le=—p g
we have
1
Cl(tn) _ C}(jﬂ) + Cl(;f) = gcos 00,.. (94)

Eqn. || can also be obtained directly using C,(Ln) =

—ﬁl .Ouo and using the 72y and 7y components in Eqns.

and .

Eqn. becomes non-zero for § = 0 and 7. It means
that there are some defects on the positive and negative
z-axis. Since this potential is of vortex type potential,
Eqn. represents two vortex-line, one in the positive
z-axis and the other one in the negative z-axis, and they
are connected by a monopole located at the origin [24]

Now we continue the work done in reference [24]
to obtain an explicit Lagrangian for the defects and
their interactions. By calculating the field strength
tensor for a configuration involving monopoles and
vortices, we obtain a Lagrangian density which clearly il-
lustrates the interaction between monopoles and vortices.

Under VU gauge transformation, the gauge field is
transformed as follows

AVU T = (VU)A, T(VU) ™ + é(VU)a,L(VU)*1
1
- ((Af; —Cm — CMyi — % Oun Ay + A,m) T
_ (AX'U)lTl 4 (AX'U)QTQ 4 (AXU)STB,
(95)

where
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1
(AL/U>1 = cos 6 cos @Ai — sin @Ai + sin 6 cos (pAi + ; sin 0,0
1
(AL/U)2 = cos fsin (pAlll + cos @Ai + sin 6 sin @Ai — 5 cos 0,0 (96)

1
VU3 _ 1 3
(A7) ——s1n9Au+COSHAN—§ e

(

The first three terms of (AYY)! and (4)V)? include reg-  tion of a monopole at the origin. The first two terms of
ular fields and we would like to interpret their last terms (AL/U)3 include regular fields and the last term describes
) 11 contribution of monopole and center vortex.
~sinpVl = ==singp 0
9 gr (97) Now we calculate all terms of field strength tensor and
interpret them. Similar to what is mentioned in the pre-
vious sections, in order to have an invariant Lagrangian
under gauge transformations, we use the following equa-
These terms are proportional to % and describe contribu- tion to obtain the field strength tensor

J

1 - 11 ~
——cospVlh =———cosyp 0.
) gr

FYUT = (VU)E,,(VU)™*
U

g 98
= A} = 0, ALV 4 gAY X AT~ (VU)[0,0) (VU) .
[
Which can be written as a sum of three sentences: linear, bilinear and singular.
J
linear __ AVU AVU
F L =0,4," —0,4A,
— (8HA3 — &,Ai)ﬁ + ((%A,lj — 8”A/11)ﬁ1 + (aﬂAlQ, — (%Ai)ﬁz
+ (A, — AMD,0) + (AL — AL, ) + (A20,hs — A0, i) (99)

1, N
+ E(nl.[aﬂ, Oy |ha)n —

F'Elillinear _ gA'ZU « EXU
= g(AZA] — ALA%)h + g(AJ AL — AJ AL )Rg + g(AL AL — A AR (100)
— (Ao h — Ao, n) — (ALduin — A),0yin) — (ALDuhe — AZD,o)

L i -

= f% sin [0,,.0,]0T* + 1cos ©[0,,.0,]0T* + é[aﬂ.ﬁy]g@T?’ (101)

1

= fg(ﬁl.[aﬂ,ay]ﬁg)ﬁ + -1 x [0, 0,]7,

(

where AEL" ) = A3 — C’L(Lm) - C,(f). F imear describes  if we add the linear, bilinear, and singular field strengths

the monopole and vortex, ﬁllflillinear describes an anti- together, eventually the regular fields remain which de-

monopole and Fj'® describes an anti-vortex. However,



scribe full QCD.

Fup = (0,43 — 0,A%)0 + g(ALAZ — ALA)i

+ (OuAL — 0, A0y + g(AZAD — AZA YAy (102)

+ (0uA7 — 0, A% ) + g(AL A} — AJ A )iy

If we select AL = Ai =0 and Ai = C’,(Lm) + C’l(f)
Fu = (8,(C5™ + C5) — 8,(C™ + C())i - (103)

According to Eqn. (94)),

1 1 cosf
c"+C, P cos 00,0 = C, = Cy = 0,C, g rsing
(104)

C, diverges for 7 = 0, § = 0 and 6 = 7. Therefore,
there are some defects at the origin, positive and nega-
tive z-axis that include a monopole at the origin and two
vortex-line on positive and negative z-axis which form
a chain. We can write the Lagrangian density for this
configuration

—

1=
£ = _ZF/'”"F/'”’

1 m v m v 2
—1(%(6‘5 ) +C) —0,(Cm + )

1 m m 1 v v
—z(aucg ) —9,C(M)% — 1((9”05 ) —9,C")?

1 m m v v
— S0 = 8,C8M)(0,05 - 5,CL)
(105)

The above Lagrangian describes correlated monopole
and vortices. The first term describes kinetic energy of
monopole, the second term describes kinetic energy of
vortices and the third term describes the interaction be-
tween monopole and vortices. By adding proper scalar
fields for monopole and vortices as Higgs fields, the spon-
taneous symmetry breaking and condensations can be

J

(Flizear)! = 9, (AVY)! = 9, (A} Y)!

11

investigated. The components of FESE’“ and F:j’li,““ear

are calculated using AXU components. We present these
components in Appendix [A]

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Even though monopoles and vortices as two of the suc-
cessful candidates for QCD magnetic defects, have been
able to describe some of the confinement properties, how-
ever neither of them present a complete description of
confinement properties and both have shown some short-
comings in explaining some other properties of confine-
ment potentials. Correlated monopoles and center vor-
tices observed in lattice simulations may be the key to the
solution of these shortcomings. A theory which reconciles
these two defects may correctly predict the confining po-
tential behaviors including N-ality dependence at large
distances and Casimir scaling at intermediate distances.

In this paper, we use the Cho decomposition method
[4H6] and we apply the successive gauge transformations
proposed by Oxman [24] to observe the monopole vortex
junctions. The correlated monopoles and vortices can
be constructed in terms of a local frame made by the
two gauge transformations, such that the vortex world-
sheets is connected by the Monopole worldlines. A non-
trivial gauge transformation that leads to the appear-
ance of monopoles, and an SU(2) gauge transformation
that is single valued around each closed loop leads to ap-
pearance of center vortices. Next, by comparison with
Abelian Projection scenario which has been discussed in
reference [28], a Lagrangian density for QCD vacuum in
the confining regime is obtained. The Lagrangian in-
cludes kinetic energy of monopoles and vortices as well
as a contribution which describes the interaction between
monopole and vortices.

Appendix A: calculating the components of F:Lil?ear
and Ffjli"ear for correlated monopoles and vortices

In this Appendix using the components of AYV in Eqn.
(96), linear and bilinear field strengths are calculated.
Finally we show that summing the linear, bilinear and
singular field strengths leads to full QCD.

= cosf cos (0, AL — &,AL) — sin (9,42 — &,Ai) + sin 0 cos (9, A2 — &,Ai)

— sin 6 cos p(AL9,0 — A}ﬁu&) — cos Osinp(AL9,p — Allﬁl,ga) —cos p(A20,0 — Aiayga)

(A1)

+ cos 0 cos p(A39,0 — Ai@,ﬁ) — sinOsin p(A20,0 — Azaygo)

1
+ %cos ©(0,00,0 — 0,0,,0) + p sin [0y, 0,0
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(B = 0,(AYV)? — B, (A} V)"
= cosOsin (0,4, — 8VAi) + cos (9, A2 — &,Ai) + sin fsin (9, A2 — 8VA2)
— sinfsinp(AL9,0 — A}L&,G) + cos 0 cos (A0, — A:ﬁ,,ap) — sinp(A20,¢ — Ai@,,go) (A2)
+ cos O sinp(A20,,0 — AZ@VH) + sin 6 cos p(A30,,p — Aiﬁygo)

1 1
+ ; sin ¢ (0,90,0 — 0,0,,0) — ;cos [0y, 0,10

(Fle)® = 9, (ALY = 0,4}V’
= —sin0(9, AL — 9, AL) + cos0(9, A% — 9, A3) — cos 9(ALD,0 — ALD,0) — sin9(A3,0 — A%9,0) (A3)
1
— —[0u, 0y
g[ 1> O
(Fiiylincar)l _ g((AL/U)Q(A,‘,/U)S _ (AI‘J/U)2(AXU)3)

pnity Vit vitp

= g(coscpcos O(A%2A3 — A2A3) —sin cp(AiAi — A3AL) 4 sin 6 cos ga(A}LAZ - A},Ai))

(Ad)
+ sin 0 cos p(AL9,0 — A}Laye) + cos Osin (AL, — A}Lf)‘,,cp) + cos p(A20,p — Ai&,go)
1
— cos 0 cos (A3 0,0 — A3D,0) + sin 0 sin p(A}D,p — ASD, ) — 5 €08 0(0,90,0 — 0,00,,0)
(Fllflillinear)2 — g((A;‘L/U)?)(Az‘//U)l o (AL/U)S(AL/U)I)
=g < sin g cos (AL A) — AZAD) 4 cos p(AD A}, — AJA) + sinfsin (A, A7 — A},Ai))
(A5)

+ sin fsin (A,,0,0 — Ai@,ﬁ) — cos 6 cos (A0, — Ab@wp) + sinp(A20,0 — Ai&,(p)

1
— cos Osinp(A39,0 — Ai&,@) — sin 6 cos (A0, — Az&,ap) - ;sin ©(0u90,0 — 0,90,,6)

(F}jli/lincar)S _ g((AL/U)l(Az‘//U)Z _ (AI\//U)l(AX'U)2)
_ g( CSinO(AZ AT — AZAD) 4 cosB(ALA2 A;Ai)> +cosB(ALD,0 — ALD,6) + sin0(A30,0 — A20,6)
(A6)

(

. 1 P b'l . . H .
Now if we sum F wo o, Fpyme* in the above equations and Fj;'¢ in Eqn. 1) we have
J

F

= F[lj;lear n F:L)Iijlinear 4 F/iiyng
= (cos 0 cos gp(aMAll, — 8,,Ai) — sin gp(aHAﬁ — 8,,Ai) + sin f cos gp(aMAl?j — 8,,Ai))T1
+ (Cos 0 sin go(@#Ai - al,AfL) + cos <p(a#A3 - auAi) + sin @ sin go(@#A:;’ — (’LA?L))T2
+ (—sinf(0,A, — 9,A,,) + cos (9, A — 9, A3))T° (A7)
+ g(cosfcos w(AiAi — AiA?,) — sin go(AiAll, - A}LA,%) + sin 6 cos @(ALA,% - A},AZ))T1
+ g(cosOsinp(A% A3 — A3 A2) + cosp(AB A} — A} AD) + sinOsin p(A), A% — ALA%))T?
+g(—sinf(AZ A} — ADAZ) + cos (A, A% — AL AZ))T?

(

After summing linear, bilinear and singular field full QCD. One can use the definitions of ny, o and 7 in
strengths, only regular gauge fields remain and this shows



Eqns. , and and rewrite the above equation

as follows
Fyy = (0,43 — 0,A3)h + g(A, A2 — ALA )i
+ (0uA), — 0, AL + g(AZAS — ALAD )Ry (A8)
+ (0, AL — 0, A%) o + g(AS AL — A AL s
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