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Abstract

In 1978, Friedberg and Lee introduced the phenomenological soliton bag model of hadrons,
generalizing the MIT bag model developed in 1974 shortly after the formulation of QCD. In this
model, quarks and gluons are confined due to coupling with a real scalar field ρ which tends to
zero outside some compact region S ⊂ R

3 determined dynamically from the equations of motion.
The gauge coupling in the soliton bag model is running as the inverse power of ρ already at the
semiclassical level. We show that this model arises naturally as a consequence of introducing
the warped product metric ds2M + ρ2ds2G on the principal G-bundle P (M,G) ∼= M ×G with a
non-Abelian group G over Minkowski space M = R

3,1. Confinement of quarks and gluons in a
compact domain S ⊂ R

3 is a consequence of the collapse of the bundle manifold M × G to M
outside S due to shrinking of the group manifold G to a point. We describe the formation of
such regions S as a dynamical process controlled by the order parameter field ρ.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.03096v2


1. Introduction

QCD model. Quantum chromodynamics (QCD) was finally formulated by 1973 [1, 2, 3].
According to it, the fundamental strong interaction is carried by massless gluons described by
the one-form A = Aµdx

µ with values in the Lie algebra g = su(3) of the Lie group G = SU(3).
Here xµ, µ = 0, ..., 3, are coordinates on Minkowski space M = R

3,1 with the metric η = (ηµν) =
diag(−1, 1, 1, 1). The field A is a connection on the principal bundle P (M,G) ∼= M × G. It is
also a connection on the Hermitian vector bundle E(M,V ) = P ×G V ∼=M ×V associated with
P , where V = C3 is the space of fundamental representation of the group G = SU(3). Quarks ψ
are spinors onM with values in sections of the complex vector bundle E, i.e. they are C3-valued
spinors onM . Thus, gluons define geometry of the bundle E affecting quark motion, and quarks
are matter fields affecting this geometry. The Lagrangian LQCD of QCD is constructed from the
curvature F = dA+A ∧A of A, ψ and A.

MIT bag model. All hadrons are composed of quarks and neither quarks nor gluons have
been observed outside of hadrons (color confinement). In 1974 the bag model was proposed
[4] to describe hadrons. This is a phenomenological model in which confinement of quarks and
gluons is postulated by imposing boundary conditions such that all fields vanish outside the bag1

S = {x ∈ R3 | r2 = (x1)2 + (x2)2 + (x3)2 ≤ R}. In this model the Lagrangian density is chosen
in the form

Lbag = (LQCD − Λ)1S + boundary terms on ∂S , (1.1)

where the constant Λ > 0 is the vacuum energy density inside S and 1S is the characteristic
function of S,

1S : R
3 → {0, 1} , 1S(x) =

{
1 for x ∈ S
0 for x 6∈ S

(1.2)

so that Lbag(t, x) = 0 for x 6∈ S. From (1.1) and (1.2) it follows that the effective gauge coupling
is

1

g2eff
=

1

g2YM
1S =

{ 1
g2
YM

for x ∈ S

0 for x 6∈ S
, (1.3)

where gYM > 0 is the bare coupling constant. It is this profile of geff is responsible for confinement
in the MIT bag model.

Friedberg-Lee bag model. As a next step, a soliton bag model was proposed [5], where
g−2
YM1S was replaced by a function g−2

YMρ
2
S and −Λ1S was replaced by the terms

Lρ = −
(
1
2 η

µν∂µρS∂νρS + V (ρS)
)
, (1.4)

where V (ρS) is the potential energy for the scalar field ρS. Also, the coupling of the dynamical
scalar field ρS with quark fields was introduced. It has been shown that there are solutions with
quarks, gluons and ρS localized on a compact region S ⊂ R

3 dynamically determined. This
model can be reduced to the MIT bag model [5]. The soliton bag model is phenomenological
since it is not derived from the first principles and the nature of the field ρS is unknown. A
description of this and some more sophisticated bag models can be found e.g. in reviews [6, 7].

1In fact, the domain S can have any shape, for example, be an elongated cylinder (flux tube).
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Other models. The bag models describe the localization of quark and gluons inside hadrons, in
a region S, but do not describe the mechanism of this localization through a derivation from the
fundamental QCD or QCD-like theory. That is why the search of more fundamental models of
confinement continued, other models were proposed. A description of the most popular models
can be found e.g. in [8]. All of these models, over about 50 years of efforts, have failed to
produce satisfactory results for QCD. If this is the case, and since the bag models are quite
successful phenomenologically, it makes sense to return to them and derive bag models from a
theory more general than QCD. In fact, our goal is not a confinement per se, but a description
of gauge, scalar and fermionic fields with bag type Lagrangians derived from bundle geometry
rather than arbitrarily introduced by hands. Confinement will be a consequence.

2. Conformal extension of Lie group G

Group SU(N). Consider the group2 G = SU(N) in the defining representation of N×N
unitary matrices

SU(N) =
{
g ∈ GL(N,C) | g†g = gg† = 1N

}
, (2.1)

where
g =

(
gij
)
, g† =

(
ḡ̄ı̄
)

and 1N = (δī) = (δ̄i) (2.2)

for i, j, ı̄, ̄, ... = 1, ..., N . In components, the definition (2.1) reads

gki δkl̄ ḡ
l̄
̄ = δī . (2.3)

Matrices g act on vectors ψ ∈ C
N of fundamental representation of SU(N).

Lie algebra su(N). Let {Ia} with a = 1, ..., N2 − 1 be the generators of SU(N) in the defining
representation, i.e. Ia’s are N×N antihermitian matrices Ia = (Iiaj) with the structure constants
f cab given by the commutation relations

[Ia, Ib] = f cab Ic . (2.4)

We can normalize these generators such that tr(IaIb) = −δab. They form a basis for the Lie
algebra g = su(N) =Lie SU(N).

Vector fields and su(N). Consider the space C
N with complex coordinates zi, i = 1, ..., N ,

and their complex conjugate z̄ ı̄. We introduce on C
N the holomorphic vector fields

Iva := −Iiaj z
j ∂i (2.5)

with ∂i := ∂/∂zi. They are the image of the generators Ia under the embedding of the algebra
su(N) into the algebra of vector fields on C

N since

[Iva, I
v
b ] = f cab I

v
c . (2.6)

In fact, vector fields (2.5) are holomorphic parts of real vector fields Iva + (Iva)
† with the same

commutators (2.6). We use (2.5) because we act on holomorphic objects.

2We often denote SU(N) as G since all results can be easily generalized to an arbitrary Lie group.
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Consider vector fields on C
N ,

ψ = ψi∂i , (2.7)

where the components ψi’s of ψ = {ψi} do not depend on z = {zi} ∈ C
N . For commutators of

Iva’s with vector fields (2.7) we have

δaψ = (δaψ
i)∂i := [Iva, ψ] = Iiajψ

j∂i ⇒ δaψ
i = Iiajψ

j . (2.8)

It follows from (2.8) that the vectors (2.7) belong to the fundamental representation of the group
SU(N).

Scalar product. We introduce on C
N the Hermitian metric

h = δī dz
idz̄̄ , (2.9)

which is invariant under the action of the Lie group SU(N). For two vectors ψ1 = ψi1∂i and
ψ2 = ψi2∂i we have

h(ψ1, ψ2) = δīψ
i
1ψ̄

̄
2 = ψ†

2ψ1 (2.10)

and hence
〈ψ,ψ〉 = h(ψ,ψ) = δīψ

iψ̄̄ = ψ†ψ (2.11)

for components ψ = {ψi} in the basis {∂i}. The group SU(N) acts on ψ ∈ C
N by the rule

ψ 7→ ψ̃ = gψ, ψ̃i = gijψ
j ⇒ ψ̃† = ψ†g† (2.12)

and (2.11) is invariant under these transformations.

Group manifold. Consider group elements g ∈ G = SU(N) and introduce left- and right-
invariant one-forms on the Lie group G considered as a smooth manifold,

g−1dg =: θaLIa and (dg)g−1 =: θaRIa , (2.13)

where d is the exterior derivative on G and Ia = (Iiaj). For metric on G we have

ds2G = δabθ
a
Lθ

b
L = δabθ

a
Rθ

b
R , (2.14)

where
θaR = Da

b θ
b
L for gIag

−1 =: Db
aIb . (2.15)

From (2.15) one can see that left- and right-invariant objects are interchangeable.

The forms θaL obey the Maurer-Cartan equations

dθaL + 1
2 f

a
bcθ

b
L ∧ θcL = 0 (2.16)

and the same equations for θaR with fabc → −fabc. We introduce left- and right-invariant vector
fields on G dual to θaL and θaR,

Lay θ
b
L = δba and Ray θ

b
R = δba , (2.17)

which obey the equations

[La, Lb] = f cabLc and [Ra, Rb] = −f cabRc (2.18)
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and commute with each other.

Adjoint representation. The center of SU(N) is given by the matrices ζ1N , where ζ is the
N -th root of unity, ζN = 1, i.e.

Z(SU(N)) = Z/NZ =: ZN . (2.19)

Consider the left action of G on itself,

G ∋ f 7→ f g := gfg−1 ∈ G for f, g ∈ G . (2.20)

The maps (2.20) are inner automorphisms of G denoted Inn(G), and we have an isomorphism

G/Z(G) ∼= Inn(G) ⇒ Inn(SU(N)) = SU(N)/ZN . (2.21)

The group PU(N) = SU(N)/ZN (projective unitary group) has no N -dimensional representa-
tions. The adjoint action (2.20) of PSU(N) on SU(N) induces the action

Adg : TeG→ TeG, g ∋ ϕ 7→ gϕg−1 ∈ g , (2.22)

where g = TeG = su(N) is the tangent space to G at the origin e ∈ G. Thus, the group PU(N)
has (N2 − 1)-dimensional representation (2.22) which is the adjoint representation of SU(N).
Matrices D = (Da

b ) introduced in (2.15) are matrices of this representation g → D. For fields
ϕ = ϕaIa ∈ g in the adjoint representation we have

ϕ̃ = ϕ̃aIa := gϕg−1 = (gIbg
−1)ϕb = Da

bϕ
bIa ⇒ ϕ̃a = Da

bϕ
b , (2.23)

i.e. they are transformed with the matrices D. The metric (2.14) is invariant under these
D-rotations.

Lie group G̃. Consider the conformal extension of the group G defined as [9]

G̃ = R
+ ×G =

{
g̃ = ρg, ρ ∈ R

+, g ∈ G | g̃†g̃ = ρ21N
}
, (2.24)

where R
+ = GL+(1,R) is the multiplicative group of positive real numbers. As a manifold, the

group (2.24) is a cone C(G) over G with the metric

ds2
G̃
= σ20(dρ

2 + ρ2ds2G) , (2.25)

where we introduced a constant factor σ20 for future convenience. If we add the tip g̃ = 0 to the
cone C(G) then we get a semigroup with identity (a monoid), since the element g̃ = 0 has no
inverse.

The metric (2.25) can be written as

ds2
G̃
= σ20 e

2τ (dτ2 + ds2G) = gττdτ
2 + gabθ

a
Lθ

b
L , (2.26)

where
gττ = σ20 e

2τ and gab = σ20 e
2τ δab for τ = ln ρ , (2.27)

and
ds2R×G = dτ2 + ds2G for τ ∈ R (2.28)
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is the metric on the cylinder. Introducing the vector field ∂τ dual to the one-form dτ , we obtain
a basis {∂τ , La} or {∂τ , Ra} of the Lie algebra g̃ =Lie G̃ realized as vector fields on G̃.

Algebra g̃ on C
N . We described the Lie algebra g̃ = R ⊕ g via vector fields on the group G̃

considered as a manifold. On the other hand, we mapped g = su(N) to the holomorphic parts
Iva of real vector fields Iva + (Iva)

† on C
N . Extension to g̃ is given by the generator

Ivτ = −Iiτjz
j∂i = −zi∂i with Iiτj = δij (2.29)

commuting with Iva. It is easy to see that

δτψ = [Ivτ , ψ] = ψi∂i = ψ , (2.30)

i.e. exp(αδτ )ψ = exp(α)ψ (dilatations). The Hermitian metric (2.11) is not invariant under
these transformations,

h(ψ,ψ) = ψ†ψ 7→ h̃ = ψ̃†ψ̃ = e2αh , (2.31)

i.e. (2.30) generates a conformal transformation of the Hermitian metric (2.9) on C
N . This

metric is invariant under rotations but not under conformal transformations.

3. Gauge theory with the structure group G̃

Principal bundle P̃ . We consider Minkowski space M = R
3,1 with the metric

ds2M = ηµνdx
µdxν , η = (ηµν) = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) , (3.1)

where xµ are coordinates on M , µ, ν = 0, ..., 3. Consider the direct product

P̃ =M × G̃ (3.2)

of M and the group G̃ = C(G) introduced in Section 2 for G = SU(N). On the manifold (3.2)
one can introduce a direct product metric

ds2
M×G̃

= ds2M + ds2
G̃
, (3.3)

where ds2
G̃
is written down in (2.25)-(2.27).

The metric (3.3) can be twisted so that the manifold P̃ with the twisted metric will be a
direct product (3.2) only topologically but not as a smooth manifold. This is done with the help
of a connection one-form Ã = Ãµdx

µ onM with values in the Lie algebra g̃ =Lie G̃ = R⊕su(N).

Frame and coframe on P̃ . Consider the one-form Ã = Ãµdx
µ on M whose components are

vector fields on G̃,
Ãµ = Aa

µVa +Aτ
µVτ = Aa

µ(−Ra) +Aτ
µ∂τ , (3.4)

where Aa
µ and aµ := Aτ

µ depend only on x ∈M . Introduce vector fields

∇̃µ = ∇µ + aµVτ = ∂µ +Aa
µVa + aµVτ , ∇̃τ = Vτ and ∇̃a = La , (3.5)
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and dual one-forms

Θµ = dxµ, Θτ = dτ − aµdx
µ and Θa = θaL +D−1a

b A
b
µ dx

µ , (3.6)

where La, Ra, θ
a
L, θ

a
R and Da

b were introduced in Section 2. It is easy to check that

∇̃µyΘ
ν = δνµ, ∇̃µyΘ

τ = 0, ∇̃µyΘ
a = 0,

∇̃τyΘ
ν = 0, ∇̃τyΘ

τ = 1, ∇̃τyΘ
a = 0,

∇̃ayΘ
ν = 0, ∇̃ayΘ

τ = 0, ∇̃ayΘ
b = δba,

(3.7)

where “y” is the internal product of vector fields and one-forms. Vector fields (3.5) form a frame
on the tangent bundle of P̃ and one-forms (3.6) form a coframe.

Metric on P̃ . Using the coframe (3.6), we can introduce the metric

ds2
P̃
= ds2M + (gττΘ

τΘτ + gabΘ
aΘb) , (3.8)

where gττ and gab are given in (2.27). This metric reduces to the direct product metric (3.3)
for Ã = 0. The manifold (3.2) with the metric (3.8) is a trivial principal bundle P̃ (M, G̃) with
the structure group G̃ and a connection Ã. Note that if we put τ = 0 ⇔ ρ = 1 and aµ = 0

then the group G̃ reduces to G, Θτ = 0 and the bundle P̃ reduces to the principal bundle
P (M,G) =M ×G with a connection A = Aa

µdx
µVa.

Curvature F̃ of Ã. Consider the covariant derivatives (3.5). Calculating commutators of these
vector fields, we obtain

F̃µν := [∇̃µ, ∇̃ν ] = [∂µ + Ãµ, ∂ν + Ãν ] = Fa
µνVa + fµνVτ , (3.9)

F̃µτ = [∇̃µ, ∇̃τ ] = 0, F̃µa = [∇̃µ, ∇̃a] = 0, F̃τa = [∇̃τ , ∇̃a] = 0, (3.10)

F̃ab := [∇̃a, ∇̃b]− f cab∇̃c = 0, (3.11)

where
Fa
µν = ∂µA

a
ν − ∂νA

a
µ + fabcA

b
µA

c
ν and fµν = ∂µaν − ∂νaµ . (3.12)

The two-form
F̃ = 1

2 F
a
µν dx

µ ∧ dxνVa +
1
2 fµν dx

µ ∧ dxνVτ (3.13)

with values in the Lie algebra g̃ = g⊕R is the curvature of the connection Ã on P̃ . The standard
matrix form of connection and curvature,

Ãµ = Aa
µIa + aµIτ and F̃µν = Fa

µνIa + fµνIτ , (3.14)

appears after substitution

Va → Ia = (I i
aj) and Vτ → Iτ = 1N = (δij) . (3.15)

This appears due to dependence on G̃-variables via g̃−1 = eτg−1 and identities Vag̃
−1 = g̃−1Ia,

Vτ g̃
−1 = g̃−1.

Vector bundle Ẽ. The fibres of the principal bundle P̃ → M over points x ∈ M are groups
G̃x ∼= C(SU(N)) of N×N matrices defined in (2.24). Now their elements depend on x ∈M and
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we denote them by Φ−1 = ρφ−1 = ρφ† ∈ R
+ × G with functions ρ ∈ R

+ and φ ∈ G. In the
definition (2.24) with x-dependence we use g̃ = Φ−1 so that G̃ acts on the vector space V = C

N

as ξ 7→ Φ−1ξ for ξ ∈ V (right action). We associate with P̃ the complex vector bundle

Ẽ = P̃ ×
G̃
V = {P̃ × V ∋ (p̃, ξ) ∼ (p̃Φ,Φ−1ξ) ∈ P̃ × V } ∼=M × V (3.16)

endowed with the Hermitian metric (2.9)-(2.11) on fibres Ẽx = Vx ∼= C
N . On fibres Ẽx of Ẽ we

have vector fields (2.5) and (2.29). Sections of Ẽ are given by vector fields (2.7) with ψi = ψi(x)
depending on x ∈M .

Frames and coframes on Ẽ. On the manifold (3.16) we introduce vector fields

∇̂µ = ∂µ +Aa
µI

v
a + aµI

v
τ , ∇̂i = Ivi := ∂i , (3.17)

and one-forms
Θµ = dxµ , Θi = dzi +Aa

µdx
µI i
ajz

j + aµdx
µI i
τjz

j , (3.18)

where Aa
µ and aµ are components of the connection Ã on the principal bundle P̃ . It is easy to

see that
∇̂µyΘ

ν = δνµ, ∇̂µyΘ
i = 0, ∇̂iyΘ

µ = 0 and ∇̂iyΘ
j = δji , (3.19)

i.e. vector fields (3.17) are dual to one-forms (3.18).

Metric on Ẽ. Vector fields (3.17) form a frame on tangent bundle of Ẽ and one-forms (3.18)
form a coframe. On Ẽ we can introduce the metric

ds2
Ẽ
= ds2M + ρ2δīΘ

iΘ̄̄ . (3.20)

The metric on fibres Ẽx ∼= C
N of Ẽ for any fixed x ∈M is conformal to the metric (2.9),

ds2
Ẽ|Ẽx

= h̃ = ρ2h = ρ2δīdz
idz̄̄ for h̃ī = ρ2δī , (3.21)

where ρ = eτ .

Curvature. Calculating commutators of the vector fields (3.17), we obtain

F̂µν = [∇̂µ, ∇̂ν ] = Fa
µνI

v
a + fµνI

v
τ , F̂ij = [∇̂i, ∇̂j] = 0 , (3.22)

F̂µi = [∇̂µ, ∇̂i] = Ã j
µiI

v
j = (Aa

µI
j
ai + aµI

j
τi )I

v
j , (3.23)

where Fa
µν and fµν are written down in (3.12), and vector fields Iva and Ivτ are defined in (2.5)

and (2.29). The vector field Ivi = ∂i are generators of translations on V = C
N . Together with

Iva and Ivτ they form generators of inhomogeneous group IG̃ which is the semidirect product

IG̃ = V ⋊ G̃ (3.24)

of groups V and G̃.

The two-form on M ,

F̂ = 1
2 F

a
µν dx

µ ∧ dxν Iva +
1
2 fµν dx

µ ∧ dxν Ivτ (3.25)
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is the curvature of the connection

Â = Aa
µdx

µ Iva + aµdx
µ Ivτ (3.26)

on the bundle Ẽ. Both connection and curvature take values in the Lie algebra g̃ = su(N)⊕R.

Let us consider a section ψ = ψi∂i = ψiIvi of the bundle Ẽ with components ψi = ψi(x)
depending on x ∈M . It follows from (3.23) that

[∇̂µ, ψ] = [∂µ + Âµ, ψ] = (∂µψ
i +Aa

µI
i
ajψ

j + aµδ
i
jψ

j)∂i , (3.27)

i.e. the covariant derivative of C
N -valued functions ψ on M is, in fact, components F̂µψ =

[∇̂µ, ∇̂ψ] of the curvature (3.23). Also, from (3.27) it follows that in (3.25)-(3.26) we can

substitute Iva → Ia, I
v
τ → 1N and obtain the matrix form (3.14) for Â and F̂ .

Automorphisms of Ẽ. Recall that the bundle P̃ is the bundle of conformal frames on the
complex vector bundle Ẽ. All such frames are parametrized by the group

G̃ := G
G̃
= C∞(M, G̃) (3.28)

which has two subgroups - the subgroup

GG = C∞(M,G) ⊂ G̃ (3.29)

of G-rotations on fibres Ẽx of Ẽ and the subgroup

GR+ = C∞(M,R+) ⊂ G̃ (3.30)

of conformal transformations of metric on fibres of Ẽ.

For a matrix Υ = u−1g ∈ R
+ ×G the frame {∂i} is transformed as

∂i 7→ ∂Υi = Υj
i∂j ⇒ dzi 7→ (dzi)Υ = Υ−1i

j dz
j . (3.31)

For the coframe Θi in (3.18) we have

Θi 7→ Θi
Υ = (dzi)Υ + ÃΥi

j(dz
j)Υ = u((dz)ig +Agi

jz
j
g + auzig), (3.32)

where
(dzi)g = g−1i

j dz
j, zig = g−1i

j zj (3.33)

and

ÃΥ = Υ−1ÃΥ+Υ−1dΥ = (g−1Ag + g−1dg) + (a− lnu)1N =: Ag + au1N (3.34)

is the Υ-transformed connection Ã = A + a1N on Ẽ. Formula (3.34) can be obtained from
(3.27) for ψ = ψi∂i = ψiΥ∂

Υ
i with

ψiΥ = Υ−1i
jψ

j (3.35)

and ∂Υi given in (3.31). It follows from (3.34) that the group G̃ acts on Ã as follows:

GG : A 7→ Ag = g−1Ag + g−1dg, a 7→ a , (3.36)
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GR+ : A 7→ A, a 7→ au = a− d lnu , (3.37)

i.e. GG acts only on A and GR+ acts only on a. For F̃ from (3.14) we have

Fµν 7→ Fg
µν = g−1Fµνg and fµν 7→ fuµν = fµν (3.38)

These formulae (3.36)-(3.38) define the usual transformations under the action of automorphism
group G̃ =Aut

G̃
Ẽ. It follows from (3.31)-(3.33) that this group does not preserve the metric

(3.21) on fibres Ẽx of the bundle Ẽ. For Υ = u−1g ∈ R
+ × G = G̃ we have h 7→ u2h and

g-rotations preserve h.

Equations for Ã. We considered smooth complex vector bundle Ẽ(M,V ) over M and the
principal bundle P̃ (M, G̃) of conformal frames on Ẽ. We have a connection Ã on both of these
bundles. It should be emphasized that the connection Ã does not have to satisfy any differential
equations. In fact, connection (3.4) on P̃ defines a splitting of tangent spaces TpP̃ at p ∈ P̃ into

horizontal Hp and vertical Vp subspaces, TpP̃ = Hp ⊕ Vp. To see this, we should simply rewrite

the exterior derivative d
P̃
on P̃ as follows:

d
P̃
= dM + d

G̃
= dxµ∂µ + dτ∂τ + θaLLa = (dM + Ã) + (d

G̃
− Ã)

= dxµ(∂µ + Ãµ) + (dτ − a)∂τ + (θaL +D−1a
bA

b)La = Θµ∇̃µ +Θτ∂τ +ΘaLa .
(3.39)

This splitting gives us the frame (3.5) and coframe (3.6). Similarly, for the exterior derivative
d
Ẽ
on Ẽ we have

d
Ẽ
= dM + dV = dxµ∂µ + dzi∂i = Θµ∇̂µ +Θi∇̂i , (3.40)

and this defines vertical subspaces Ẽx in Ẽ.

We repeat once again that, generally speaking, there are no restrictions on the connection Ã
except for the smoothness class. Restrictions on bundles can induce restrictions on connections.
For instance, if the bundle is locally constant then Ã must be flat; if Ẽ is holomorphic then the
(0,2)-components of the curvature of Ã have to vanish. In contrast to this, the Yang-Mills (YM)
equations on Minkowski space impose restrictions on connections that has nothing to do with
geometry. The YM equations are arbitrariness that can only be justified by experimental data.
Possible modifications of these equations, derivable from the geometry of the bundle Ẽ, will be
considered in the next section.

4. Lagrangians for gauge fields, scalars and fermions

Standard Yang-Mills. In Section 3 we discussed how the geometry of vector bundles Ẽ is
characterized by connections Ã = (A, a) and conformal frame Φ = (φ, ρ) parametrized by the
Lie group G̃ = C∞(M, G̃). We denote by Ã the space of all smooth connections Ã on Ẽ and by
Ã
Φ := Ã×G̃ the space of pairs (Ã,Φ), Ã ∈ Ã and Φ ∈ G̃. The standard Lagrangian for massless

gauge fields is defined on the tangent bundle T Ã and we start from the case ρ = 1 and φ = 1N ,
which is the “standard” case. Then the Lagrangian density for the curvature F̃ = F + f1N is

LYM = −
1

4g2∗
trF̃†

µνF̃
µν = −

1

4g2∗

(
trF†

µνF
µν +Nfµνf

µν
)
, (4.1)
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where we identify σ−1
0 from (2.26), (2.27) and (3.8) with the gauge coupling constant g∗ ≡ gYM >

0. The factor N in (4.1) is related to the embedding aµ in N×N matrices as aµ1N .

Let us now act on Ã ∈ Ã in (4.1) by the element Φ = ρ−1φ ∈ G̃ according to the formula
(3.34) with Υ = Φ, taking into account that GR+ acts on the metric on fibres Ẽx of Ẽ. It is easy
to see that (4.1) is transformed to

LρYM = −
ρ2

4g2∗

(
tr(Fφ

µν)
†Fµν

φ +Nfρµνf
µν
ρ

)
= −

ρ2

4g2∗

(
tr(F†

µνF
µν) +Nfµνf

µν
)
. (4.2)

The Lagrangian density (4.2) depends on ρ but does not depend on φ ∈ GG, i.e. it does not
depend on the choice of SU(N)-frame on Ẽ. However, ρ in (4.2) is nondynamical and the only
reasonable choice is ρ = 1 and aµ = 0 = fµν . Then (4.2) reduces to the standard Yang-Mills
Lagrangian for the Lie group G = SU(N). By virtue of the invariance of (4.2) under the action
of the group GG = C∞(M,G), the dynamics of the theory (4.2) with ρ = 1 descends to the
manifold A/GG, where A is the space of smooth connections A on the bundle E = Ẽ|ρ=1.

Scalar fields. In Section 3, we saw that the geometry of the bundle Ẽ is described not only by
the curvature (3.22), but also by the connection Ã included in the metric (3.20) and curvature
(3.23). Therefore, it is reasonable to add the mass term

Lm = −1
2 v

2
∗ η

µν tr(Ã†
µÃν) = −1

2 v
2
∗ η

µν
(
tr(A†

µAν) +Naµaν

)
(4.3)

with an arbitrary parameter v∗ ≥ 0 and a mass m = v∗g∗.

Let us now act on Ã ∈ Ã in (4.3) by the element Φ = ρ−1φ ∈ G̃ =Aut
G̃
Ẽ according to the

formula (3.34). For Υ = Φ in (3.34) we obtain

Lm 7→ LΦ
m = −1

2 v
2
∗ρ

2 ηµν tr(ÃΦ
µ )

†AΦ
ν

= −1
2 v

2
∗ρ

2 tr(∇µφ)
†∇µφ− N

2 v
2
∗(∂µρ− aµρ)(∂

µρ− aµρ) ,
(4.4)

where
∇µφ = ∂µφ+Aµφ . (4.5)

The Lagrangian density (4.4) depends not only on Ã ∈ Ã but also on the conformal frame Φ ∈ G̃,
and this should be discussed in more detail.

Automorphisms and dressing. In (4.4) we used the gauge potential ÃΦ obtained by the
action of the group G̃ on Ã ∈ Ã,

Ã 7→ ÃΥ = Υ−1ÃΥ+Υ−1dΥ for Υ ∈ G̃ , (4.6)

by choosing Υ = Φ = ρ−1φ. Define also the right action of G̃ on itself via

Φ 7→ ΦΥ̂ = Υ̂−1Φ for Φ, Υ̂ ∈ G̃ . (4.7)

Note that (4.6) and (4.7) define two independent actions of G̃ - one action on Ã and another
action on itself since in general Υ 6= Υ̂. However, we can also consider the diagonal action
G̃diag : Ã × G̃ → Ã × G̃ by choosing Υ̂ = Υ. It is easy to see that under the action of G̃diag on
pairs (Ã,Φ) ∈ Ã

Φ we have

ÃΦ 7→ (ÃΥ)Φ
Υ

= ÃΦ and F̃Φ 7→ (F̃Υ)Φ
Υ

= F̃Φ , (4.8)
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i.e. ÃΦ and F̃Φ are invariant under this action.

The group G̃diag has subgroups Gdiag
G and Gdiag

R+ . The metric on the bundle Ẽ is invariant

under Gdiag
G and it is not invariant under Gdiag

R+ . Hence, the mass term (4.4) is invariant under

the action of Gdiag
G and we can define the map

Ã
Φ Gdiag

G−→ Ã
Φ/Gdiag

G
∼= Ã

ρ ∼= Ã× Gdiag

R+ , (4.9)

obtaining that the mass term (4.4) is defined on the tangent bundle to the space Ã
ρ in (4.9).

We will omit the index word “diag” in what follows.

Mass term. The GG-invariant mass term (4.4) can be rewritten in the form

Lρm = −1
2 v

2
∗ρ

2 tr(∇µφ)
†∇µφ− N

2 v
2
∗ρ

2 (aµ − ∂µ ln ρ)(a
µ − ∂µ ln ρ)

= −1
2 v

2
∗ρ

2 ηµν
(
tr(Aφ

µ)
†Aφ

ν +N aρµa
ρ
ν

)
,

(4.10)

where
Aφ = φ−1Aφ+ φ−1dφ and aρ = a− d ln ρ . (4.11)

In (4.10) we can always transform φ to 1N (unitary gauge) but this is not so for ρ governed
by the group G

R+ acting on ρ, a and the bundle metric. The group G
R+ is not a symmetry of

Lagrangians, either as a gauge group GG (non-dynamic) or as Poincare group (dynamic). The
map A 7→ Aφ is called the dressing transformation, the mass term (4.3) for A is the same as
(4.10) for Aφ, i.e. the group GG is an artificial gauge symmetry [10]. For the Abelian case
G = U(1) this trading of degrees of freedom between A and scalar field φ ∈ U(1) was proposed
by Stueckelberg [11]. An overview of the dressing field method in gauge theories and many
references can be found in [10].

Note that for G = U(1) we have Φ−1 = ρφ† = ρe−iϕ ∈ C
∗ = C\{0} and for G = SU(2) the

field Φ−1 = ρφ† ∈ C(SU(2)) = C(S3) = H\{0} = R
4\{0} = C

2\{0} parametrizes C
2-valued

Higgs field on M . In fact, the Higgs boson can be identified with the scalar field ρ whose kinetic
term is given by (4.10) after choosing aµ = 0. The Stueckelberg and Higgs mechanisms of gauge
boson mass generation and their relationship were studied in detail in [12]. Here, in this article,
we show that Lagrangians of scalar fields arise naturally in gauge theories with the conformal
extension G̃ of the structure group G.

Potential for ρ. We see that scalar fields in gauge theories are related with conformal frames
on fibres of gauge bundles. The standard kinetic term for them is derived from the geometry of
the vector bundle Ẽ and not entered by hand. The explicit form of the potential energy V (ρ)
for ρ can also be derived from geometry by considering the bundle P (M,G) = P̃ (M, G̃)|ρ=1 of

SU(N)-frames on E = Ẽ|ρ=1.

Let us fix ρ = 1 on fibres G̃x of P̃ making it nondynamical and reducing G̃x to Gx. On Gx
there are left-invariant one-forms θaL for any x ∈ M . Let us introduce on Gx a gauge potential
taking value in g = su(N),

A = χθaLIa , (4.12)

where χ is a real-valued function on M = R
3,1. The curvature of A is the two-form

F = dA+A ∧A = (∂µχ)dx
µ ∧ θaLIa +

1
2χ(χ− 1)fabcθ

b
L ∧ θcLIa , (4.13)
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with components
Fµa = (∂µχ)Ia and Fab = χ(χ− 1)f cabIc . (4.14)

We choose χ = ρ/ρ0, where ρ0 is some fixed function on M and χ is a multiplicative “deviation”
of ρ = χρ0 from ρ0. Then the function

trF †
abF

ab = Nχ2(χ− 1)2 =
N

ρ40
ρ2(ρ− ρ0)

2 (4.15)

has extrema at
ρ = 0 (min) , ρ = 1

2ρ0 (max) and ρ = ρ0 (min) , (4.16)

which are the same as extrema of the function

V (ρ) = λρ2(ρ− ρ0)
2 (4.17)

with λ > 0. The geometric meaning of this function is that the curvature Fab at the minima
ρ = 0 and ρ = ρ0 is equal to zero. Interestingly, this shape (4.17) of the scalar field potential
was derived in quantum gauge theory under certain assumptions [13]. The logic used in (4.12)
-(4.17) cannot be considered as a rigorous proof, but the coincidence of (4.17) with what is
justified in [13] makes (4.17) very plausible. Similarly, for Fµa in (4.14) we have

ηµν trF †
µaFνa = N ηµν ∂µχ∂νχ (4.18)

which is proportional to the kinetic term for ρ in (4.4) and (4.10) if we choose aµ = ∂µ ln ρ0.

Geometric Lagrangian. We have discussed the fact that geometry of the vector bundle Ẽ is
characterized not only by a connection Ã ∈ g̃ but also the frame field Φ ∈ G̃. The Lagrangian
for Ã has the form (4.1) and the Lagrangian for Φ is the sum of (4.10) and (4.17). Thus, for
the fields Ã and Φ defining the geometry of the bundle Ẽ, we can introduce dynamics using the
Lagrangian density

LB =
ρ2

4g2∗
tr(FµνF

µν)−
1

2
v2∗ρ

2 tr(∇µφ)
†∇µφ

−
ρ2N

4g2∗
fµνf

µν −
N

2
v2∗ (∂µρ− aµρ)(∂

µρ− aµρ)− λρ2(ρ− ρ0)
2 .

(4.19)

The lowest energy states (ground states) for model (4.19) are achieved on the configurations

Aφ = 0 ⇒ A = φ−1dφ, ρ = ρ0 and aρ = 0 ⇒ a = d ln ρ0 . (4.20)

In general, we consider ρ0 as a function of x ∈ M and do not interpret the states (4.20) as a
vacuum. The true vacuum is ρ = 0. The function ρ0 defining the ground state for LB depends
on the gauge group under consideration, and for the group SU(3) it is different from that for
the electroweak group SU(2)×U(1). We will see later that ρ0 is related to condensate 〈ψ̄ψ〉 of
fermion-antifermion pairs.

Recall that the Lagrangian (4.19) is invariant under the action of the group GG = C∞(M,G),
and we can always fix the unitary gauge φ = 1N making the field φ non-dynamical. On the
other hand, the field ρ is dynamical and for G = SU(2) it is the Higgs boson, ρSU(2). In the

proposed model, such a field also exists for G = SU(3), and it is this field ρSU(3), the order
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parameter, that is responsible for the confinement of quarks and gluons, as will be discussed in
the next section.

In this paper, we will consider only the non-dynamic flat connection a, choosing a = d ln ρ0.
Substituting aµ = ∂µ ln ρ0 into (4.19), we obtain

LB(a = d ln ρ0) =
ρ20
4g2∗

χ2 tr(FµνF
µν)− 1

2 v
2
∗ρ

2
0χ

2 tr(∇µφ)
†∇µφ

− N
2 v

2
∗ρ

2
0∂µχ∂

µχ− λρ40χ
2(χ− 1)2 ,

(4.21)

where χ := ρ/ρ0 ⇒ ρ = χρ0. Note that one can rescale A 7→ g∗A and cancel g−2
∗ term in front

of the first term in (4.21) obtaining g∗ in the covariant derivatives as usual.

Running couplings. All gauge theories are formulated in terms of bundles E → M given
over the Minkowski space M and having a fixed gauge coupling constant g∗ := gYM. However,
one- and two-loop calculations in quantum gauge theories show that gauge couplings g∗ are
“running”, i.e. depends on the energy scale µ (equivalently - from the distance to the source)
due to vacuum polarization. The effective coupling geff is described by the renormalization
group theory via the beta function β(g∗) = ∂g∗/∂ lnµ. In non-Abelian theories beta function
is negative and geff decreases at high energies (small distance) and increases with decreasing
energy (increasing distance). In fact, geff diverges at some scale Λc but this is not considered
proven because geff is calculated perturbatively, but applying perturbation theory is no longer
valid for geff > 1. At the same time, in the soliton bag models considered here, the effective
coupling is running as in (4.21),

1

g2eff
=

1

g2∗
ρ2 , (4.22)

already on classical or semiclassical (if quarks are quantum) level. The function ρ in (4.22)
tends to zero outside some region S ⊂ R

3 (the interior of hadrons) due to equations of motion
and hence geff → ∞ outside S. This is nothing but infrared slavery not based on perturbation
theory.

Fermions. In addition to the bosons described by the Lagrangian (4.19) or (4.21), there should
be fermions in the theory. Let ψb (“b” is bare) be a spinor field with values in the complex
vector bundle Ẽ →M . It is a section of the bundle Ẽ tensored with the spinor bundle W over
M = R

3,1. Similarly to dressed connections ÃΦ in (4.10), we introduce dressed fermions

ψ = Φ−1ψb . (4.23)

The Lagrangian density for such fermionic field ψ can be chosen in the form

LF = ρ2ψ̄iγµ(∂µ +Aφ
µ + aρµ)ψ − (m0 +m1ρ)ρ

2ψ̄ψ , (4.24)

where γ-matrices satisfy the commutation relations {γµ, γν} = −2ηµν14, ψ̄ = ψ†γ0, m0 and
m1 are real parameters (ordinary and Yukawa-type coupling). For quarks the summation over
hidden flavour index is assumed. In chiral case we will take m0 = 0 and keep the Yukawa
coupling m1ρ. Note that the term (m0 +m1ρ)ψ̄ψ was used in soliton bag models. For the full
Lagrangian L of bosons and fermions we have

L = LB + LF =
ρ2

4g2∗
tr(FµνF

µν)−
v2∗
2
ρ2tr(∇µφ)

†∇µφ−
Nv2∗
2

(∂µρ− aµρ)(∂
µρ− aµρ)

−
ρ2N

4g2∗
fµνf

µν − λρ2(ρ− ρ0)
2 + ρ2ψ̄iγµ(∂µ +Aφ

µ + aρµ)ψ − (m0 +m1ρ)ρ
2ψ̄ψ ,

(4.25)
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where Aφ
µ and aρµ are given in (4.11).

5. Collapsing bundles and confinement

Research proposals. Although the word “confinement” appears in the title of this paper, this
topic is not the main one. What we really want to understand is how scalar fields enter the
theory as part of the geometry of gauge bundle rather then being introduced by hand. It is
assumed that scalar fields not only give masses for gauge bosons, but under certain conditions
are also responsible for confinement.

In the conventional approach, QCD is described in terms of Hermitian vector C
3-bundle E

over Minkowski spaceM . Gluons are connections A ∈ su(3) on this bundle E of color degrees of
freedom and quarks ψ are C

3-valued spinors, sections of E tensored with the spinor bundle W
over M = R

3,1. It is considered that the bundle E is given over the whole space R
3 and for any

moment of time. Therefore, gluons A and quarks ψ are also defined over the whole Minkowski
space M . It is also assumed that the bundle E is given even if there are no quarks and gluons,
i.e. when A = 0 = ψ. Then, in the standard approach, it is assumed that the fields of quarks ψ
and gluons A are non-zero inside the region S (the interior of hadrons) and disappear outside
S ⊂ R

3 either due to some properties of QCD vacuum that have not yet been proven or due
to some properties of QCD in the infrared region that also have not yet been proven. However,
none of the proposed confinement scenario (dual superconductivity, Green’s function approach,
Gribov-Zwanziger scenario, etc.) has been convincingly substantiated despite 50 years of efforts.

We repeat that everything said in the previous paragraph refer to the standard Lagrangian
of quantum chromodynamics given for the bundle E, which exists on the entire Minkowski space
M even if there are no quarks and gluons. However, bag models say that bundle E appears only
if quarks ψ are inserted in some region S of space R

3 and all fields outside S disappear due to
the fact that the field ρ entering the Lagrangian (4.25) tends to zero outside S. In the previous
sections, we showed that the scalar field ρ is the conformal factor of metrics on the fibres Ẽx of
the bundle Ẽ and, therefore, when ρ→ 0, the metric on fibres is scaled down and the bundle Ẽ
collapses into Minkowski space outside S ⊂ R

3. It is obvious that A = 0 = ψ if ρ = 0. The state
ρ = 0 is the true vacuum. In other words, when quantizing, one should introduce the creation
and annihilation operators not only for quarks and gluons, but also for bundles Ẽ (using ρ and
∂tρ). In what follows, we will focus on how the creation and annihilation of bundles can be
described in terms of geometry.

Collapsing bundles. To illustrate what was said above about the collapse of bundles, consider
for example the Hopf bundle

S3 S1

−→ S2 , (5.1)

which is the principal bundle S3 = P (S2,U(1)) over S2 with U(1) as fibres, and the associated
complex vector bundle

EC

C
−→ S2 , (5.2)

for EC = P ×U(1) C. These two bundles model our bundles P̃ and Ẽ.

According to Cheeger and Gromov [14], the collapse of bundles was first considered by
M.Berger in 1962 on the example of the collapse of S3, obtained by shrinking the circle S1 of
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the Hopf fibration (5.1) and the limit of this collapse is the sphere S2. The metric on the sphere
S2 ∼= CP 1 has the form

ds2
CP1 =

4R2dζdζ̄

(1 + ζζ̄)2
, (5.3)

where R is the radius of S2 and ζ ∈ C is a local complex coordinate. On the Hopf bundle (5.1)
there is the unique SU(2)-invariant connection a, having in the dimensionless coordinates ζ, ζ̄
the form

a =
1

2(1 + ζζ̄)
(ζ̄dζ − ζdζ̄) ∈ u(1) . (5.4)

The curvature of this connection is

f = da = −
dζ ∧ dζ̄

(1 + ζζ̄)2
(5.5)

and the U(1) Yang-Mills equations on S2 are satisfied. On the associated complex vector bundle
(5.2) we have the same connection a and curvature f .

Let ϕ be a coordinate on fibres U(1) (circles S1 of radius R) of the bundle (5.1) and z be a
complex coordinate on fibres C of the bundle (5.2). As shown in Section 3, the metrics on the
total spaces of bundles (5.1) and (5.2) are

ds2P = ds2S2 +R2(dϕ− ia)2 , (5.6)

ds2EC
= ds2S2 + (dz + az)(dz̄ − az̄) , (5.7)

where ds2
S2 and a are given in (5.3) and (5.4). Note that for z = R exp(iϕ) metric (5.7) is reduced

to (5.6). According to M.Berger, we can deform these metrics by multiplying the metrics on
fibres by a parameter ε2,

ds2P ε = ds2S2 + ε2R2(dϕ− ia)2 = ds2S2 +R2(εdϕ− iεa)2 , (5.8)

ds2Eε
C

= ds2S2 + ε2ΘzΘ̄z̄ = ds2S2 + (εdz + εaz)(εdz̄ − εaz̄) . (5.9)

These deformations mean that the radius of the circle S1
ε in fibres of (5.8) is Rε = εR and for

ε → 0 the deformed metrics (5.8) and (5.9) are reduced to the metric (5.3) on S2. In addition,
from these formulae we see that the deformed connection on the bundles (5.1) and (5.2) is
aε = εa and aε → 0 for ε → 0 regardless of any equations. Similarly, sections ψε of the bundle
Eε

C
tends to zero for ε → 0. And this is a common characteristic feature of collapsing bundles.

If we now replace S2 by Minkowski space M and the conformal factor ε2 by a function ρ2, we
obtain the gauge theory considered in the previous section. If the function ρ will vanish outside
some region S in R

3, then the bundle P̃ (M, G̃) and Ẽ(M,V ) will collapse to Minkowski space
outside S.

SU(3)-bundles and confinement. To describe gluons and quarks, we use Lagrangian (4.25)
in the form

LSU(3) =
1

4g2s
ρ2tr(FµνF

µν) + 1
2 v

2
sρ

2 ηµνtrAφ
µA

φ
ν −

3

4g2s
ρ2fµνf

µν − 3
2 v

2
s ρ

2 ηµν aρµ a
ρ
ν

− λρ2(ρ− ρ0)
2 + ρ2ψ̄iγµ(∂µ +Aφ

µ + aρµ)ψ − (m0 +m1ρ)ρ
2ψ̄ψ ,

(5.10)
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where Aφ and aρ are the dressed fields given in (4.11) and gs is a gauge coupling for G = SU(3).
The last term in (5.10) contains the mass term m0 and the Yukawa coupling m1 as in the
Friedberg-Lee model [5]. Chiral symmetry is broken, we consider infrared region.

We want to understand the origin of the potential energy for the scalar field ρ,

V (ρ) = λρ2(ρ− ρ0)
2 = λ(ρ4 − 2ρ0ρ

3 + ρ20ρ
2) , (5.11)

or, more precisely, to find out the origin of ρ0. To do this, we consider (5.10) without gauge
fields, assuming

Aφ = 0 , aρ = 0 and ρ0 = 0 (5.12)

and obtaining

−
1

λ
LSU(3) = ρ4 − 2

(
−
m1

2λ
ψ̄ψ
)
ρ3 +

(
−
1

λ
ψ̄ i γµ∂µψ +

m0

λ
ψ̄ ψ

)
ρ2 . (5.13)

In the absence of gluons and quarks, i.e. (5.13) with ψ = 0, the Lagrangian extremum and the
potential energy minimum are reached at

ρ = 0 , (5.14)

which is the true vacuum.

We now assume that the quark field ψ is nonzero and compare formulae (5.11) and (5.13).
Let us introduce a composite field

ρ0 = −
m1

2λ
ψ̄ψ (5.15)

and assume that ψ is a solution to the nonlinear Dirac equation

i γµ∂µψ −m0ψ +
m2

1

4λ
(ψ̄ ψ)ψ = 0 . (5.16)

Then, on solutions of eq.(5.16), the Lagrangian density (5.13) becomes

LSU(3)(A
φ=aρ=0, ψ) = −λρ2(ρ− ρ0)

2 = −V (ρ) , (5.17)

where ρ0 is given by (5.15).

The nonlinear Dirac equation (5.16) is called Soler equation [15]. This equation has stable
solutions of the form

ψS = e−iωtϕS(x) for ω ∈ R
+ and x ∈ R

3 , (5.18)

where ϕS(x) is localized around x = 0 and have finite energy only if

0 < ω < m0 . (5.19)

The above ψS in (5.16)-(5.18) is a soliton type field with finite energy supported on S ∈ R
3.

The Soler equation (5.16) and its particle-like solutions of the form (5.18) have been intensively
studied in the mathematical literature (see e.g. [16, 17, 18] and references therein). We see that
solutions of this nonlinear Dirac equation are directly related to the description of hadrons.

16



Having found ρ0 from (5.15)-(5.19), we next consider excitations of the form

ρ = χρ0 and a = d ln ρ0 ⇒ aρ = a− d ln ρ = −d lnχ . (5.20)

Substituting (5.20) into (5.10), we obtain the Lagrangian density

LSU(3)(a = d ln ρ0) =
1

4g2s
ρ20χ

2 tr(FµνF
µν)− 1

2 ρ
2
0v

2
s χ

2 tr(∇µφ)
†∇µφ− 3

2ρ
2
0v

2
s ∂µχ∂

µχ

− λρ40χ
2(χ− 1)2 + ρ20χ

2ψ̄iγµ(∂µ +Aφ
µ − ∂µ lnχ)ψ − (m0 +m1ρ0χ)ρ

2
0χ

2ψ̄ψ ,

(5.21)

where ψ is considered as an excitation over a solution ψS from (5.16)-(5.19). Localized solutions
of equations (5.16) can explain confinement in theory (5.21).

SU(2)L-bundles and masses. We now consider a Lagrangian of type (4.25) for the group
SU(2)L × U(1) of electroweak interaction. Note that the group U(1) in SU(2)L ×U(1) will not
play a role in what we will discuss below. Therefore, to simplify the discussion, we put the
charge and the corresponding Abelian gauge field equal to zero, leaving only the chiral group
G = SU(2)L and its conformal extension G̃ with the gauge coupling g∗ = gw. In this subsection
we will consider the lepton sector.

Consider the principal bundle P̃ (M, S̃U(2)) and the associated complex vector bundle ẼC2

with C
2-fibres discussed in Section 3. Let W → M be a C

4-vector bundle of Dirac spinors on
Minkowski space M . Leptons are groupped into three families (generations), so that ψ = (ν l)⊤

are sections of the bundle ẼC2 ×W , where l = e, µ or τ (charged leptons) and ν = νe, νµ or ντ
(neitrinos). We choose

γ5 =

(
−12 0
0 12

)
, ψL = 1

2(1− γ5)ψ, ψR = 1
2 (1 + γ5)ψ, ψL =

(
νL
lL

)
and ψR =

(
νR
lR

)
. (5.22)

We keep in ψR the right-handed neitrino νR since this does not affect further consideration. If
desired, one can set νR = 0.

The splitting (5.22) into left-handed and right-handed spinors corresponds to the splitting
of the bundle ẼC2 ×W = ẼC2⊗WL ⊕ ẼC2⊗WR so that ψL ∈ ẼC2 ×WL and ψR ∈ ẼC2 ×WR.
Accordingly, we will identify SU(2)L as the group

G = SU(2)L =

(
SU(2) 0

0 12

)
∋ gL =

(
g 0
0 12

)

so that G acts only on ψL (doublets) and ψR is a singlet. However, the conformal extension of

G is defined as g̃†Lg̃L = ρ214 and therefore the scaling group G
R+ is not chiral, it acts both on

ψL and ψR. Thus, the covariant derivative of ψ = ψL ⊕ ψR has the form

∇L
µψ =

(
(∂µ + Ãφ̃

µ + ãρ̃µ)ψL
(∂µ + ãρ̃µ)ψR

)
for ψ =

(
ψL
ψR

)
, (5.23)

where we denoted by tilde the gauge field Ã ∈ su(2), scale connection ã ∈ R and scalars
φ̃ ∈ SU(2), ρ̃ ∈ R

+. Note that ρ̃ (Higgs boson) from SU(2)L-theory is not related to ρ from the
considered SU(3)-theory, these are different scalar fields.
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The conventional fermion mass term m̃0ψ̄ψ = m̃0(ψ
†
LψR + ψ†

RψL) is forbidden since such
term does not respect SU(2)L gauge symmetry. Hence, the fermion masses in electroweak sector
result only from Yukawa-type interaction which in the unitary gauge has the form m̃1ρ̃ψ̄ψ. The
Lagrangian density in the unitary gauge φ̃ = 1 has the form

LSU(2)L =
1

4g2w
ρ̃2tr(F̃µν F̃

µν) +
1

2
v2w ρ̃

2tr(ÃµÃ
µ)−

1

2g2w
ρ̃2f̃µν f̃

µν

− v2wρ̃
2ηµν ãρ̃µ ã

ρ̃
ν − λ̃ρ̃2(ρ̃− ρ̃0)

2 + ρ̃2ψ̄iγµ∇L
µψ − m̃1ρ̃

3ψ̄ψ ,

(5.24)

where F̃µν ∈ su(2) is the curvature of Ãµ ∈ su(2) and gw is a gauge coupling for G = SU(2)L.

Now we apply the same logic as in the SU(3) case. We assume that in the absence of gauge
and fermionic fields, the potential has the form λ̃ρ̃4 with ρ̃0 = 0 and ρ̃0 arises as a “condensate”

ρ̃0 = −
m̃1

2λ̃
ψ̄ψ , (5.25)

where ψ is a solution of the equation

iγµ∂µψ +
m̃2

1

4λ̃
(ψ̄ψ)ψ = 0 . (5.26)

This is the Soler equation (5.16) with zero mass m̃0 = 0. It is known that eq.(5.26) with m̃0 = 0
cannot have localized solutions with finite energy (see e.g. [16, 17, 18] for a proof and discussion).
However, it has plane-wave solutions

ψ = eipµx
µ

ψ0 (5.27)

and one can choose ψ0 in (5.27) such that ρ̃0 = 1 in (5.25). This seems natural, since electrons
can move throughout space, i.e. their field ψ is given on the whole Minkowski space R

3,1.

Thus, the chiral nature of weak interaction with the group SU(2)L leads to the masses of
SU(2)L gauge bosons and fermions, and not to confinement. Having found ρ̃0 = 1 we choose

ã = d ln ρ̃0 = 0 for ρ̃0 = 1 (5.28)

and ρ̃ = χρ̃0 = χ. Substituting (5.28) into (5.24), we obtain

LSU(2)L =
1

4g2w
χ2 tr(F̃µνF̃

µν) + 1
2 v

2
w χ

2 tr(ÃµÃ
µ)− v2w∂µχ∂

µχ

− λ̃χ2(χ− 1)2 + χ2(ψ̄iγµ∇L
µψ − m̃1χψ̄ψ) ,

(5.29)

where χ is close to unity, χ = 1+h, h≪ 1. This is the Lagrangian in unitary gauge with broken
SU(2)L.

SU(2)L and quarks. In the electroweak case, leptons are sections of the bundle ẼC2 ⊗ ẼC⊗W
associated with the group SU(2)L ×U(1). It is known that the Higgs scale Rw is much smaller
than the confinement scale Rs (we mean length scale) and Lagrangian (5.10) was considered
for distances where SU(2)L is broken with ρ̃ = ρ̃0 = 1. In the SU(3) case described by (5.10),
we considered quarks ψ as sections of the bundle Ẽ

C3 associated with the color group SU(3).

This is correct. However, in the general case, quark doublets are sections of the bundle Ê :=
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ẼC3 ⊗ ẼC2 ⊗ ẼC⊗W , and at length scale of order Rw or less, the conformal factor for the metric
on fibres of the bundle Ê will be

ρ̂2 = ρ2ρ̃2 , (5.30)

where ρ2 is a conformal factor on ẼC3 and ρ̃2 is a conformal factor on ẼC2 ⊗ ẼC. Both factors
were considered separately - for quarks in (5.10) and for leptons in (5.24).

Lagrangian density for quark doublets at distances r ≤ Rw can be written as

LF = ρ̃2ρ2ψ̄iγµ∇̂µψ − ρ̃3(m0 +m1ρ)ρ
2ψ̄ψ , (5.31)

where ∇̂µ is a combination of SU(3) and SU(2)L covariant derivatives. Also now we need to
consider the potential

V (ρ, ρ̃) = λ̃ρ̃2(ρ̃− ρ̃0)
2 + λρ2(ρ− ρ0)

2 (5.32)

for the fields ρ̃, ρ. Note that for r ≤ Rw the function ρ is practically constant (it is also large,
and hence geff = ρ−1gs is small) and such ρ can be inserted into ψ, so that m0 + m1ρ can
be identified with m̃1 in (5.24)-(5.29). Therefore at very short distances quarks behave like
free fields (asymptotic freedom) from (5.27) and from (5.25)-(5.28) we obtain ρ̃0 = 1 for these
distances. Then, on the confinement scale Rs ≫ Rw, we find ourselves in the situation described
by (5.10) with ρ̃ = ρ̃0 = 1 and arrive at equations (5.13)-(5.21). Confinement of quarks and
gluons emerges after electroweak symmetry breaking SU(2)L × U(1) → U(1). Thus, the field ρ̃
is responsible for the masses, and the field ρ for the confinement.

6. Conclusions

The equations of electrodynamics were introduced by Maxwell as a result of summing up all the
accumulated experience in the study of electrical and magnetic phenomena. On the other hand,
Yang and Mills introduced their equations as a formal generalization of Maxwell’s equations,
without connection to experiments. Already at the moment of introduction, their equations
contradicted the experience indicating the absence of massless non-Abelian gauge bosons, which
provoked sharp criticism from Pauli. This problem was partially solved using the Higgs mecha-
nism, but after the introduction of quarks and QCD, the confinement problem arose, which was
not solved within the framework of Yang-Mills theory for 50 years. In fact, the Yang-Mills model
inherits the masslessness and lack of confinement of Maxwell’s theory due to a too straightfor-
ward generalization of the Abelian case. To resolve this problem, one needs to modify and
generalize the model, putting confinement into it as input data, at the level of first principles,
and not as a property that suddenly miraculously turns out after some external manipulations.

In this paper, we proposed a program for including scalar fields in gauge theories as part
of the geometry of vector bundles. The proposed modification of Yang-Mills theory is aimed
at improving the understanding of the nature of scalar fields (are they matter or geometry?),
confinement and other nonperturbative effects. The proposed geometric introduction of scalar
fields through a conformal extension G̃ of gauge groups G makes it possible to describe not only
the generation of masses through interaction with a scalar field ρ̃ in the electroweak SU(2)L×U(1)
theory, but also the confinement generated by a compactly supported scalar field ρ in SU(3)
theory. These scalar fields are dynamical and their vanishing means the collapse of the vector
bundle Ẽ →M into Minkowski space. This means that, when quantized, the scalar field ρ will
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give operators of creation and annihilation of bundles Ẽ. In other words, if there is no matter ψ
(quarks and leptons), then there is no geometry (bundles Ẽ and connections Ã). Accordingly,
the vacuum is characterized not only by the absence of gauge and fermionic fields, i.e. Ã = 0
and ψ = 0, but also by the absence of the scalar field ρ. The vanishing of ρ means the collapse
of the gauge bundle to Minkowski space.
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