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Abstract

We report on recent progress in understanding confinement of colour in QCD as dual superconductivity of the vacuum.
A gauge invariant version of the creation operator of monopoles is constructed whose vacuum expectation value is
the order parameter. This order parameter is gauge-invariant from scratch, has no infrared divergences, is finite in the
confined phase and vanishes in the deconfined phase. A natural explanation also emerges of why the electric field
lines in the flux tubes keep no memory of the colour orientation of the condensing monopoles. A further by-product
is that the order parameter can be traded with the two-point vacuum parallel correlator of the chromo-electric field.
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1. Introduction

This report is a completion of my paper [1].
The natural explanation of the vanishingly small upper
limits to the existence of quarks in Nature is that they do
not exist as free particles (Confinement), due to some
symmetry [2]. The most attractive choice for that sym-
metry is dual superconductivity of the vacuum [3] [4].

Confinement is a fundamental problem both in the
standard model and in field theory. Indeed if QCD is
the correct theory of the strong sector the mechanism
has to be built in QCD at large distances.

The physical idea is as follows. In an ordinary super-
conductor electric charge conservation is spontaneously
broken. The ground state is a superposition of states
with different number of basic units of charge [ Cooper-
pairs]. If C is the creation operator of a Cooper pair
〈C〉 is the order parameter: 〈C〉 = 0 in the normal state,
〈C〉 , 0 in the superconducting state. There magnetic
field is squeezed into Abrikosov flux tubes with con-
stant Energy/Unit-Length, and thus magnetic charges
are confined.
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In a dual superconductor electric and magnetic are in-
terchanged: 〈C〉 is replaced by 〈µ〉 with µ the creation
operator of a monopole. In the phase 〈µ〉 , 0 there
is dual superconductivity, electric field is squeezed into
dual-Abrikosov flux tubes with constant Energy/Unit-
Length and electric charges are confined. In the phase
〈µ〉 = 0 the system is normal and there is no confine-
ment. These features of QCD can be studied on the
lattice.

In the same way as the conjugate momentum p
generates translations of the position x of a particle
exp(ipa)|x〉 = |x + a〉, a monopole is created by shifting
the appropriate colour component of the gauge field by
the classical monopole configuration 1

g
~ACl
⊥ in the trans-

verse gauge [5][6] [7].

µ(~x, t) = exp(i
1
g

∫
d3y~ACl

⊥ (~x − ~y)~E⊥(~y, t)) (1)

µ(~x, t)|Aµ(~x, t)〉 = |Aµ(~x, t) +
1
g
~ACl
⊥ (~x − ~y)〉 (2)

g is the gauge coupling and the factor 1
g comes from

Dirac relation between electric and magnetic charge
and is general independent on the specific gauge group
[8][9][10]. Eq’s(1) (2) are strictly speaking written for
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U(1) gauge theory where a single gauge field is present.
In that case µ Eq(1) is invariant under gauge transfor-
mations both of the classical external field and of the
quantum field, and with it the order parameter 〈µ〉. For
non-abelian gauge groups ~A⊥ and its conjugate mo-
mentum ~E⊥ are replaced by the components in colour
space appropriate to the S U(2) sub-group in which the
monopoles live (Abelian projection [11]).
〈µ〉 = 1

Z(S )

∫
[dU]µ exp(−βS ) with β = 2N

g2 and S ∝
~E2

L + ~H2
L the action. It is clear from the action that the

canonical field ~E⊥(~y, t) ∝ 1
g (EL)⊥ so that µ has the form

µ = exp(−β∆S ) or

〈µ〉 =
Z(S + ∆S )

Z(S )
(3)

Eq(3) is valid independent of the gauge group. This sug-
gests a way to compute 〈µ〉 on the lattice [6] [7] by defin-
ing ρ(β) ≡ ∂ ln(〈µ(β)〉)

∂β
= 〈S 〉S − 〈S + ∆S 〉S +∆S The label

on the right indicates the action used to perform the av-
erage. ρ is an easy quantity to compute numerically on
the lattice, and from it 〈µ〉

〈µ(β)〉 = exp(
∫ β

0
ρ(β′)dβ′) (4)

In fact ρ(β) is computed on a finite lattice: in the ther-
modynamic limit V → ∞ it should remain finite in the
confined phase, making 〈µ〉 , 0 and should diverge neg-
ative in the deconfined phase making 〈µ〉 = 0. This can
not be proved numerically, but only by use of an analytic
argument.

We will do that by use of of the expansion of ρ in
powers of ∆S discussed in Appendix A of [1]

ρ = −

∞∑
0

(−β)n

n!
〈〈∆S n+1〉〉−〈〈S

∞∑
1

(−β)n

n!
∆S n〉〉 (5)

〈〈..〉〉 ≡ connected part of 〈..〉S The result will be
that the order parameter is well defined for U(1) gauge
theory, where confinement is indeed produced by dual
superconductivity of the ground state. For higher
groups the quantity ρ appearing in Eq(4) diverges as
V

1
3 both in the confined and in the deconfined phase,

whenever the monopole lives in a subgroup transform-
ing locally under gauge transformations (local Abelian
Projection[11]) . The deep reason is that creating a
monopole breaks an S U(2) symmetry by the vev of the
Higgs field. If that symmetry is local it cannot be bro-
ken in a gauge invariant way [12].The only way out is
that the S U(2) subgroup in which the monopole lives be
gauge invariant. This will uniquely indicate the correct
construction of the order parameter.

2. Computing ρ analytically.

On lattice S =
∑

n,µν<[Pµν−1] with Pµν the plaquette
Pµν(n) = 1

N Tr[Uµ(n)Uν(n + µ̂)U†µ(n + ν̂)U†ν (n)]
and[13] S + ∆S =

∑
n,µν<[P′µν(n) − 1] .

P′µν(n) = Pµν(n) for all n, µ, ν except µ = i, ν = 0
at the time at which the monopole is created which we
shall conventionally choose as t = 0 by use of time
translation invariance.There

P′µν(~n, 0) = 1
N Tr[Ui(~n, 0)U0(~n+ î, 0)Mi(~n+ î)U†i (~n, 0+

1)U†0(~n, 0)]
Mi(~n) = exp(igT3ACl

⊥ i(~n − ~x)) [13].
~x is the position of the monopole and T3 the third gen-

erator of the S U(2) sub-group in which the monopole
lives. A local abelian projection has been assumed.

For U(1) gauge theory T3 is replaced by 1.
The quantity ∆S is immediately computed[1]. It is

non zero only on the hyperplane t = 0.

∆S =
∑
~ni

(
[Ci(~n)−1]<Pi0(~n, 0)−S i(~n)=Qi0(~n, 0)

)
(6)

Ci(~n) ≡ cos( g
2 ACl

i (~n+ î−~n)), S i(~n) ≡ sin( g
2 ACl

i (~n+ î−~n))

Qi0(~n, 0) =
1
N

Tr[Ui(~n, 0)U0(~n + î, 0)T3

U†i (~n, 1)U†0(~n, 0)] (7)

For U(1) T3 → 1 and Qi0 = Pi0. Eq(7) can also be read
as Qi0(~n, 0) = Tr[Gi0T3]

Gi0 ≡
1
N

U†i (~n, 1)U†0(~n, 0)Ui(~n, 0)U0(~n + î, 0) (8)

Since the classical field ACl
i (~n) decreases as 1

n at large
distances

Ci(~n) − 1 ∝
1
n2 S i(~n) ∝

1
n

n→ ∞ (9)

Eq(5) gives ρ as a sum on the positions of the vacuum
correlation functions of products of factors [<Pi0(~n)(1−
Ci(~n))] and [S i(~n)=Qi0(~n)]. The latter always appears
an even number of times since it is odd under charge
conjugation. In the confined phase there is a mass-gap,
the correlations fall down exponentially and all the in-
tegrals on relative distances are convergent. A depen-
dence on the sum of coordinates however is left in the
factors (1 − Ci(~n)) and S i(~n). Due to their behaviour
at large distance Eq(9), divergences as V

1
3 in the ther-

modynamic limit only exist in the terms proportional to
<Pi0(~n)(1 − Ci(~n)) and [S i(~n)=Qi0(~n)]2. These we will
call Kinematic divergences.We shall compute them and
prove their exact cancellation in the U(1) gauge theory
in the next section. We will also show that for higher
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groups, whenever the orientation of the monopole in
colour space is not gauge invariant, the divergence does
not cancel neither in the confined nor in the deconfined
phase and the order parameter does not exist.

In the deconfined phase there exists no intrinsic scale,
everything depends only on the relative coordinates and
ρ is expected to behave as

ρ ∝V→∞ −K ln V K > 0 (10)

One can trace the origin of that behaviour in the expan-
sion Eq(5) [1]. Each factor proportional to Pi0(~n) enters
with a scale dimension −3

d3n(1−Ci(~n))<Pi0(~n) ≈
d3n
n2 a4 ~Gi0 ~Gi0 [dim−3](11)

Each factor proportional to Qi0(~n) enters as

d3nS i(~n)=Qi0(~n) ≈
d3n
n

a2 ~Gi0 [dim 0](12)

a ≡ lattice spacing. The behaviour of the form Eq(10)
can only come from terms in Eq(5) containing only fac-
tors Qi0. In particular it is proved [1] that, after removal
of the divergent part, the term quadratic in Qi0 is nega-
tive definite in agreement with Eq(10).

3. Computing the kinematic divergences. U(1) the-
ory.

As anticipated above the divergent part of ρ comes
from the lowest terms of the expansion Eq(5)

ρdiv = 〈〈−∆S + βS ∆S +
∑

i,~n1,~n2
[β=Q0i(~n1)=Q0i(~n2)

− 1
2β

2S=Q0i(~n1)=Q0i(~n2)]S 2
i (~n)〉〉, ~n = ~n1+~n2

2

For any gauge group this gives, in a strong coupling
expansion, [1]

ρdiv =
∑∞

k=0
β2k+1

2k! (k + 1)ρdiv(k) with

ρdiv(k) =
∑

i,~n1,~n2

〈〈[<Pi0(~n1)<Pi0(~n2)

−=Qi0(~n1)=Qi0(~n2)]S 2k〉〉 (13)

Fig. 1 shows the lowest non trivial contribution ( order
β5 ) to ρdiv. For gauge group U(1) Qi0 = Pi0 the dots are
equal to 1 and the two cubes cancel. It is easy to prove
that the two terms in Eq(13) cancel each other exactly
to all orders, or that ρdiv = 0. The reason for that is a
symmetry and will be discussed below.

For non abelian gauge groups, say S U(N), the second
cube vanishes as seen by direct computation, whilst the

−

Figure 1: β5 contribution ρdiv. Dots denote T3 insertions in the solid
lines.

first one = 1
N4 : they do not cancel each other so that

the order parameter does not exist. ρ diverges linearly
at large sizes both in the confined and in the deconfined
phase and 〈µ〉 = 0 or 〈µ〉 = +∞.

Indications of that were found numerically [14] [15].
It is obvious that the two cubes will never cancel: the
first one is gauge-invariant, the second one is not as long
as the T3 insertions are gauge dependent.

The symmetry which makes ρdiv = 0 for gauge group
U(1) is the absence of electric charges ∂iF0i = 0[1]. In-
deed expressing the quantity in Eq(13) in terms Pi0)(~n)
and P∗i0(~n) the mixed terms cancel (cancellation of the
two cubes in Fig.1) and a term 1

2 〈〈Pi0(~n1)Pi0(~n2)+c.c.〉〉]
is left which is not even displayed in Fig. 1. There is in-
deed no way of constructing a cube in which the two ex-
ternal plaquettes have the same orientation: this would
give a net flux of the electric field across the closed sur-
face of the graph which is not allowed.

For the U(1) theory it was known analytically that
monopoles condense below a certain value of β = 2

g2 ,
βc[16] [17]. In [6] it was shown that their definition of µ
is equivalent to that of Eq(1). Lattice simulations give a
determination of βc and evidence that for β ≤ βc electric
charges are confined, i.e. the Wilson loops obey the area
law. In U(1) theory electric charges are confined by dual
superconductivity of the vacuum.

4. A gauge-invariant order parameter for QCD.

For non-abelian gauge groups we have shown that
the kinematic divergences do not cancel and as a con-
sequence the order parameter does not exist, whenever
the monopoles live in a colour S U(2) which is not gauge
invariant. A way out is to replace T3 in Eq(7) by its par-
allel transport to a point on the surface say at spatial
infinity. T3 → T̄3

T̄3 = VC(~n,∞) T3 V†C(~n,∞) (14)
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VC is the parallel transport from ~n to ∞ along a line C.
The transformation is a rotation of T3 and does not affect
the properties of the order parameter [1]. It can also be
viewed as a parallel transport of the electric field Gi0(~n)
Eq(8) to∞ at fixed T3 Gi0(~n)→ Φi0

Φi0(~n) = VC
†(~n,∞)Gi0(~n)VC(~n,∞) (15)

The same replacement leaves the plaquette Pi0(~n) un-
changed. Pi0(~n) = 1

N Tr[Gi0] = 1
N Tr[Φi0].

Φi0 is a gauge-invariant field and, as a consequence
of the relation ∂iVC(~n,∞) = −iAi(~n, 0)VC(~n,∞)

∂iΦi0 = VC
†(~n,∞)DiGi0(~n)VC(~n,∞) = 0 (16)

since DiGi0(~n) = 0, at least in absence of quarks.
Eq(5) is nothing but a sum of vacuum correlation

functions of gauge invariant fields Φi0(~n). The proper
way of dealing with the parallel transports is to require
that they all overlap from some point on to infinity in
order to have non-zero correlation[1]. In this way the
correlation functions are nothing but the gauge invari-
ant correlations known in the stocastic vacuum model of
QCD[18] [19] [20] which have been numerically stud-
ied on the lattice[21][20].

With that definition the two dots in the second cube
of fig.1 are replaced by a two-point gauge-invariant cor-
relator and, as seen by direct calculation, the two cubes
cancel exactly making the kinematic divergence zero.
In analogy with the U(1) case it can be shown that
the kinematic divergence cancels to all orders of the
strong coupling expansion, by use of the conservation
law Eq(16). We have thus constructed a gauge-invariant
order parameter for monopole condensation in gauge
theory vacuum. The inputs are 1)basic quantum me-
chanics Eq(1),2) the idea that a monopole is legitimate
if its existence does not violate gauge invariance[12] 3)
the existence of finite correlation length in the confined
phase, and scale invariance in the deconfined phase. A
direct test by numerical simulations of the order param-
eter itself on lattice would definitely set the problem.

5. Discussion

The main point of this work is that the monopoles
condensing in QCD vacuum to confine quarks must live
in the global group, and not in local gauge represen-
tations. As discussed in Sect.2 the correlation func-
tions sensitive to deconfinement are those of the fields
S i(~n)=Qi0(~n) with an even number of points because
of charge conjugation invariance. In the spirit of the
stochastic vacuum model[18] [19] we expect that the
two point function dominates. Finite contribution to

ρ are irrelevant to the order parameter since by Eq(4)
〈µ〉 ≈ exp(−ρ). A finite addition to ρ changes the value
of 〈µ〉 but does not affect its being zero or non zero.
Only potentially divergent terms matter, or, in conclu-
sion, the gauge invariant parallel [21] two point func-
tion. Numerical studies [22][23] show indeed that the
part of it exponentially decreasing at large distances
vanishes at the deconfining transition.

Finally the new construction solves an old problem
first raised in [24] and then analysed in [25]. Flux tubes
joining confined quarks should keep memory of the ori-
entation in colour space of the condensing monopoles.
Flux lines should have a non trivial distribution of their
orientation in colour space. In lattice simulations in-
stead the distribution is uniform. This was indicated in
[24] as a difficulty of the mechanism of dual supercon-
ductivity in explaining confinement. If instead the ori-
entation of monopoles is fixed at infinite distance any
memory of it is lost in the parallel transport from infin-
ity.
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