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Abstract

W e consider three dim ensionalquantum electrodynam ics (cQ ED 3) with m assless relativistic

ferm ions coupled to a com pact gauge �eld using a com bined perturbative variationalapproach.

Coupling to m atterrendersthebareinteraction between m agneticm onopoleslogarithm ic atlarge

distances,suggesting the possibility ofa con�nem ent-decon�nem enttransition ofthe Berezinskii-

K osterlitz-Thouless type in the theory. O ur self-consistent calculation suggests, however, that

screening e�ectsalwaysdestabilise the con�ned phase,in agreem entwith the previousrenorm ali-

sation group study ofthe sam em odel.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Com pact U(1) gauge theories in three (d = 3) dim ensions have long been ofinterest

in high energy and condensed m atter physics. In particle physics they serve as relatively

sim plem odelsexhibitingnon-perturbativephenom enasuch aschiralsym m etrybreakingand

con�nem ent[1,2,3],believed to be crucialto ourunderstanding ofm ore realistic theories

likequantum chrom odynam ics.In condensed m atterphysicsthetheorieswith com pactU(1)

gauge�eldscoupled tom atterarisefrequently in descriptionsofstrongly correlated electron

system s[4].In thiscasethethreedim ensionalm odelsareofdirectsigni�cancetocondensed

m attersystem sin two (d = 2)spatialdim ensionsand atzero tem perature(T = 0).

A crucialissue in allcom pact U(1) theories is the con�nem ent of‘charge’due to the

unbinding ofm agnetic m onopoles,which are invariably introduced by the com pactnature

ofthegauge�eld.In apioneering work,Polyakov [1]showed thatin purecom pactquantum

electrodynam icswithoutm atterin d = 3con�nem entisperm anentforallvaluesofthegauge

coupling. The situation where the gauge �eld is coupled to m atter is m ore subtle,and a

subjectofcurrentdebate.Ithasbeen argued thatcoupling to relativisticm asslessferm ions

transform stheusualCoulom bicinteraction between m onopolesintothem uch longer-ranged

logarithm ic interaction atlarge distances[5,6,7,8]. W hen applied to a single m onopole-

antim onopole pair,this would suggest that m onopoles m ay bind into dipoles,in analogy

with the celebrated Berezinskii[9],Kosterlitz and Thouless [10](BKT) transition in two

dim ensions.However,whilethee�ectsofa�nitedensityofm onopolesontheBKT transition

in d = 2 are wellunderstood [10,11],the situation in d = 3 appears less clear[12]. The

di�culty liesin thefactthatwhilethescreeningin thedipolephasein d = 2justam ountsto

renorm alisation ofthedielectricconstant,in d = 3itchangestheform oftheinteraction [13,

14,15,16]. In a recent paper,two ofus [15]presented an electrostatic argum ent and a

renorm alisation group calculation toshow thattheinteraction between distantm onopolesin

thepresenceofotherdipolesisscreened back intotheCoulom b potential.Togetherwith the

generalisation to thecaseofcoupling to non-relativisticferm ions[16],thisstrongly suggests

that the putative decon�ned phase in d = 3 is always unstable. Com pact U(1) theories

in d = 3,with or without m atter,would appear therefore generically to be perm anently

con�ning.

In the presentarticle we study the issue ofcon�nem entin cQED 3 using the variational
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treatm entoftheanom aloussine-Gordon (ASG)theory,which isdualtotheoriginalcQED 3.

By working to thesecond orderin fugacity and including thescreening e�ectswe�nd that

m onopolesarefreeatany e�ectivetem peraturein theASG theory (i.e.forany num berof

ferm ion 
avours in cQED 3). This suggeststhatferm ionsare perm anently in the con�ned

phase,and providesan additionalsupportto therenorm alisation group resultsofRefs.[15]

and [16].

W e introduce the cQED 3 theory and its dualsine-Gordon version in Section II. In

Section III,we discussthe lowestordervariationalcalculation thatneglectsscreening and

pointtoitslim itations.W ethen proposeageneralised self-consistentapproach thatincludes

higher orders in m onopole fugacity and allows for the screening e�ects in Section IV. In

Section V wepresentthecalculationstothesecond order.A sum m ary ofourresultsisgiven

in Section VI.

II. cQ ED 3 A N D T H E A N O M A LO U S SIN E-G O R D O N T H EO RY

W e willbe interested in the phasesofcQED 3,with the gauge �eld coupled to m assless

relativisticferm ionson a lattice:

S[�;a]= SF[�;a]�
1

2e20

X

x;�;�

cos(F��(x)): (1)

The sitesofthe three dim ensionalquadratic lattice are labeled by x� = fx1;x2;�g. Here,

F�� isthe usual�eld-strength tensorF�� = � �a� � ��a�;the lattice derivative isde�ned

by � �a�(x)� a�(x+ �̂)� a�(x).SF isthelatticeaction ofm asslessferm ionscoupled to the

gauge�eld which reducesinthecontinuum lim ittoQED 3 withN f
avoursoffour-com ponent

Diracspinors.Using staggered ferm ions,thistakestheform

SF[�;a]=
1

2

X

x;�

N f=2X

n= 1

��(x)
h

��n(x)e
ia� (x)�n(x + �̂)� ��n(x + �̂)e

� ia� (x)�n(x)
i

(2)

where�1 = 1,�2 = (� 1)x1 and �3 = (� 1)x1+ x2 [17].

In thecaseofcontinuum QED 3,theferm ion polarisation to one-loop orderis[2]

� ��(p)=
N f

16
p

(

��� �
p�p�

p2

)

: (3)

Incorporating com pactness ofa� in the spirit ofVillain approxim ation [18],this suggests
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thatweconsidera theory closely related to cQED 3

S[a]=
1

2

X

x;�;�

(

(F��(x)� 2�n��(x))

 
1

2e20
+

N f

16j�j

!

(F��(x)� 2�n��(x))

)

; (4)

where the n�� areintegers. The action (4)hasthe sam e continuum lim itascQED 3 to the

leading orderin largeN f and m ay beunderstood asa com pactquadraticapproxim ation to

it. In the rem ainderofthe article we assum e thatthe originalcQED 3 and the theory (4)

arein thesam euniversality class.

In thepresenceofferm ions,when N f 6= 0,theoriginalM axwellterm proportionalto1=e20

becom esirrelevantatlargedistances,and can beneglected with respectto thesecond term

in Eqn.(4).Thisaction can bethen beputinto thealternativeform (seeAppendix A)

Z =
X

exp

8
<

:
�
�2N f

4

X

a;b

qaqbV (xa � xb)

9
=

;
: (5)

This isthe partition function fora gasofm onopolesofcharge q� = � 1,interacting with

a potentialV (x). In ourcase,the potentialhasthe form V (k)= 1=jkj3 in Fourierspace,

which isthelogarithm icinteraction in threedim ensions.

Theproblem now appearstoberathersim ilartothetwodim ensionalCoulom b gas,where

thelogarithm icinteraction m ayresultin theBKT vortex-antivortex bindingtransition.The

m echanism ofsuch a transition stem s from a sim ple energy-entropy com petition,as both

entropy and theinteraction energy areproportionalto thelogarithm oflineardim ension of

the system : atlow enough tem peratures,itisenergetically favourable foropposite vortex

chargesto form bound pairs,whileastem peratureisincreased,entropy atsom epointtakes

over,and vortex-antivortex pairsunbind. Although the form ofthe partition function (5)

resem blesthatofthetwo dim ensionalCoulom b gas,itisby no m eansguaranteed thatsuch

a scenario willstillhold in three dim ensions. In particular,the e�ectofscreening ofother

dipoleson the potentialfeltby two widely-separated m onopoles,which isneglected in this

na��veenergy-entropy argum ent,can drastically a�ecttheresult.

Tosystem aticallyaddressthisissue,we�rstnotethatEq.(5)isequivalenttothepartition

function with theanom aloussine-Gordon (ASG)action (seeAppendix A)

SA SG [�]=

Z

d
3
r

�

�
T

2
� jr j

3
� � 2ycos�

�

; (6)

where the �ctitioustem perature isT � 2=(�2N f),and y isthe fugacity ofthe m onopoles.

The non-analytic gradient term proportionalto jqj3 is a consequence ofthe coupling of

relativisticm asslessferm ionsto thegauge�elds.
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Itispossible to constructan upperbound forFA SG ,thefreeenergy associated with the

action (6),using the Gibbs-Bogoliubov-Feynm an [19](GBF)inequality,which isdiscussed

in the next section. W e willargue that this self-consistent m ean-�eld approxim ation to

the free energy ofthe system unfortunately m isses the screening e�ects ofthe m edium ,

and consequently incorrectly suggests the BKT transition. An im proved calculation that

incorporatessuch e�ectsisthen form ulated in thefollowing section.

III. VA R IAT IO N A L A P P R O A C H

The GBF inequality im posesa strictupperbound on the free energy FA SG through the

relation

FA SG � Fvar � F0 + hSA SG � S0i0; (7)

whereSA SG isde�ned in Eqn.(6)and S0 isa trialaction chosen to approxim ateSA SG ;F0 is

thefreeenergy associated with S0 and h:::i0 representsaveraging within thisensem ble.The

trialaction m ay bechosen to havetheGaussian form [20]

S0[�]=
1

V

X

q

1

2
�(q)G

� 1
0
(q)�(� q); (8)

so itbecom esparticularly sim pleto calculateFvar:

Fvar

V
= �

1

2

Z
d3q

(2�)3
ln(G 0(q))+

T

2

Z
d3q

(2�)3
jqj

3
G 0(q)� 2y exp

(

�
1

2

Z
d3q

(2�)3
G 0(q)

)

: (9)

M inim isingFvar with respecttoG 0(q)yieldstheoptim alGaussian theory thatapproxim ates

FA SG :

�Fvar

�G0
= 0=) G

� 1
0
(q)= Tjqj

3
+ �; (10)

with the‘m ass’� determ ined self-consistently through

� = 2y exp

(

�
1

2

Z
d3q

(2�)3

1

Tjqj3 + �

)

= 2y

 

1+
T�3

�

! �
Tc

T

: (11)

� is the ultraviolet cuto� and T c � 1=(12�2). Determ ining the solutions ofEqn.(11)

am ountsto identifying therootsofthefunction

f(�)= � � 2y

 

1+
T�3

�

! �
Tc

T

: (12)
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Itisevidentthat� = 0 isone such rootforallvaluesofT. W e nextdem onstrate thata

solution with �nite� existsforT > Tc.In thelim itofsm all�,f(�)hastheform

f(� � �
3
)=

8
><

>:

�; T < Tc

� �Tc=T; T > Tc

(13)

whileforlarge�

f(� � �
3
)= �; 8 T: (14)

ForT > Tc,f(�)changessign and thushasarootwith � > 0,whileonly the� = 0solution

existsforT < Tc [21].

The stability ofthe � = 0 solution forT > Tc can be determ ined from the variational

freeenergy (9)with thesolution (10)forG
� 1
0 .Evaluating thefreeenergy weget

Fvar(�)

V
= Tc�

3
ln
�

� + T�
3
�

� 2y

 

1+
T�3

�

! � Tc=T

: (15)

Then

1

V
(Fvar(�)� Fvar(0))=

�(Tc� T)

T
+ O (�

2
); (16)

so thatforT > Tc any solution with � > 0 isoflowerfreeenergy than with � = 0.Thatis,

thestablesolution atT > Tc has�nite�.

To understand the physicalm eaning ofthe non-trivialsolution itis usefulto calculate

them onopoledensity from thevariationalfreeenergy (9):

�M = �
1

V

@Fvar

@�

= �
y

V

@Fvar

@y

= �; (17)

where we have used the de�nition offugacity y � expf�g. W e see that � is exactly the

m onopole density �M , so that � 6= 0 m ay be identi�ed with the plasm a phase of free

m onopoles, while � = 0 indicates the dipole phase. The sim ple variationalcalculation

would therefore suggestthatm onopolesundergo a binding-unbinding transition atT = Tc

(i.e.atN = N c = 24)in exactanalogy with theequivalentcalculation onecan perform for

the standard BKT transition. The value ofTc also agreeswith the sim ple energy-entropy

argum entthatcan beconstructed foran isolated vortex [15].
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An obvious objection to this sim ple calculation is that m inim isation ofthe variational

freeenergy (9)by construction cannotyield any m om entum dependence oftheself-energy,

but can only determ ine its constant part,the ‘m ass’�. The renorm alisation group [15]

treatm entoftheASG theory su�ersfrom thesam eproblem to thelowestorderin fugacity,

and would likewise na��vely suggest the BKT transition. The sam e holds for the direct

perturbative evaluation ofthe self-energy in the ASG.However,it is easy to check that

theself-energy doesbecom em om entum dependentto thesecond orderin fugacity,with the

leading analytic term � q2 at low m om enta. This is just what one would expect based

on thesim ple electrostaticanalysisoftheproblem [15],where thisterm translatesinto the

Coulom bic interaction in realspace (when y = 0). The presence ofsuch a term would,

however,drastically alterourpresent considerations. Indeed,ifwe add by hand the term

Qq2 with Q 6= 0 in thedenom inatoroftheintegrand in theself-consistentequation (11),we

�nd

f(�)=

8
><

>:

� 2y
�

1+ �T

Q

�� 3Tc=T
; � � �3

�; � � �3
(18)

for allT. Hence,the non-trivialsolution would exist for alltem peratures,exactly as in

Polyakov’soriginaltreatm entofthepure gaugetheory.Thisisnaturalsince Q 6= 0 m eans

thattheoriginallogarithm icinteraction between m onopolesis,even withoutfreem onopoles

and only with a �nite density ofdipoles,screened into the Coulom b interaction forwhich

thestandard argum entforthecon�ned phasereadily applies.

In the next section we propose a m odi�ed self-consistent calculation which provides a

system atic perturbative approxim ation to the free energy and which reduces to the GBF

m ethod tothelowestorder.Aswewillseein Section V,such an approach hastheadvantage

ofincludingthescreeninge�ectsinaself-consistentway,thereforeovercom ingthelim itations

ofthepurely variationaltheory discussed in thissection.

IV . SELF-C O N SIST EN T P ERT U R B AT IV E A P P R O A C H

Therearem any waysin which onem ay generalisethevariationalm ethod oftheprevious

section.Forinstance,onem ayaddasecond-orderterm � 1

2
h(SA SG � S0)

2i
0
+ 1

2
hSA SG � S0i

2

0
to

Fvar and extrem isethenew energy functional[19].Such a second-orderextension,however,

haslittle variationaljusti�cation. Fora m ore system atic generalisation,we go back to the
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GBF inequality (7)and exchangeSA SG with S0 to �nd

F< � F0 + hSA SG � S0i� FA SG : (19)

Extrem ising F< with respectto a quadraticaction S0 yields

h�(� q)�(q)i
0
= h�(� q)�(q)i; (20)

which isnothing butthe equation forthe exactpropagatorin the ASG theory. The right

hand side(RHS)oftheequation,on theotherhand m ay berewritten as

h�(� q)�(q)i�
h�(� q)�(q)e� �S i

0

he� �S i
0

; (21)

with �S � SA SG � S0. Eqn. (18) in this form m ay be understood as a self-consistent

equation fortheaction S0,which wem ay attem ptto solveby expanding theRHS in powers

of�S,forexam ple.To the�rstorderin �S thisbecom es

h�(� q)�(q)�Si
0
� h�(� q)�(q)i

0
h�Si

0
= 0; (22)

which isprecisely the relation one would obtain from extrem ising Fvar with respectto S0.

That is,the �rst order approxim ation to Eqn.(20) reproduces the GBF result from the

previoussection.

Eqn.(20)form sthebasisofourm odi�ed variationalapproxim ation toFA SG .Tothe�rst

orderin �S itreducesto the GBF equation ofthe previoussection,and when solved self-

consistently to allordersgivesthebestvariationallowerbound to thefreeenergy,provided

by F< in (19). In addition,considerthe expansion ofEqn.(20)to order(�S)n. One can

show (see Appendix B 2) thatthe resulting expression is the sam e as the one thatwould

arisefrom extrem ising thefunction

F
(n)
var �

F (1)+ F (2)+ � � � + F(n)

n
: (23)

Here F (n) standsforthe expansion ofthe true free energy ofthe system ,FA SG ,in powers

of�S,truncated at(�S) n. Sim ilarly denoting by F
(n)

< the truncated expansion ofF< in

Eqn.(19),itisnotdi�cult(seeAppendix B 1)to show

F
(n)
var

= F
(n)

+
F (n)� F

(n)

<

n
: (24)
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Itisthen clearthatthe sequence fF (n)
var
g convergesto FA SG forany S0. Therefore,the S0

determ ined self-consistently from Eqn.(20) also yields the variationalsequence that best

approxim atesFA SG within thefam ily fF (n)
var[S0]g.

To thesecond orderEqn.(20)reads

h�(� q)�(q)�Si
c

0
�
1

2
h�(� q)�(q)(�S)

2
i
c

0
= 0; (25)

whereboth term sareconnected averagesgiven by:

h�(� q)�(q)�Si
c

0
� h�(� q)�(q)�Si

0
� h�(� q)�(q)i

0
h�Si

0
; (26)

h�(� q)�(q)(�S)
2
i
c

0
� h�(� q)�(q)(�S)

2
i
0
� h�(� q)�(q)i

0
h(�S)

2
i
0

� 2h�(� q)�(q)�Si
0
h�Si

0
+ 2h�(� q)�(q)i

0
h�Si

2

0
: (27)

W e discussthe resultsofthe second-orderself-consistentEqn.(25)forthe ASG m odel(6)

in the nextsection. In particular,we willshow thatthe density offree m onopolesis�nite

atallT > 0,and thatchargeshould consequently beperm anently con�ned in cQED 3.

V . C O N FIN IN G SO LU T IO N FO R T > 0

From thede�nitionsofSA SG and S0 (Eqns.6 and 8)itisstraightforward to calculatethe

connected averagesofEqns.(26)and (27).Oursecond orderequation (25)then yieldsthe

quadraticequation forG
� 1
0 (q)

h

G
� 1
0 (q)

i2
� A[q;G0]G

� 1
0 (q)+ B [k;G 0]= 0; (28)

where

A[q;G 0]=
3

2
Tjqj

3
+ 3a+ ab� 2a

2

 

c+

1X

n= 0

(� 1)
n
dnq

2n

!

(29)

B [q;G 0]=
1

2
T
2
q
6
+ 2aTjqj

3
: (30)

In Eqns.(29,30),wehavede�ned

a = ye
�

1

2
D 0(0); (31)

b =

Z
d3k

(2�)3

�
T

2
jkj

3
�
1

2
G
� 1
0 (k)

�

[G 0(k)]
2
; (32)

c =

Z

d
3
R [1� coshD0(R )]; (33)

dn =

Z

d
3
R
(R cos�)2n

(2n)!
sinhD 0(R ); (34)

9



and thereal-spacepropagatorisD 0(R )=
R
d3k=(2�)3G 0(k)e

ik� R.

W e can solve the quadratic ofEqn.(28) and expand in powers ofjqj3=A 0 to yield the

resultforG
� 1
0 (q):

G
� 1
0
(q)= m + Q(m )q

2
+ eT(m )jqj

3
+ � � � (35)

wherethecoe�cientsarede�ned as

m =
1

2
fA 0 � jA0jg; (36)

Q(m ) = a
2
d1

 

1�
jA 0j

A 0

!

; (37)

eT(m ) =
3

4
T �

jA 0j

A 0

�
3

4
T �

2aT

A 0

�

; (38)

and with A 0 � A[q= 0;G0].Fortheseequations,weshould choosethesolution correspond-

ing to theuppersign in Eqns.(36 { 38)to ensure thatm � 0.In whatfollows,weneglect

term shigherorderin q than q3 asthey should beirrelevantatlow m om enta.

As announced,the second order result includes additionalrenorm alisation ofthe bare

term saswellasthegeneration ofnew m om entum dependentterm s.M ostim portantly,the

leading term proportionalto q2 hasnow appeared.

Intheanalysisin Section IIIwefound thatthebound phaseofm onopolescorresponded to

low T.In whatfollowswewillrestrictourselvesto low tem peraturesby assum ing T�� Q

andshow thatm onopolesareunboundeven forarbitrarilysm alltem peratures.Bycontinuity

thiswould im ply thatthey arefreeatalltem peratures.

Letusstartby exam ining a:

a = y exp

�

�
1

2
D 0(0)

�

� y exp

(

�
1

2

Z
d3k

(2�)3

1

(Q(m )k2 + m )

)

= y exp

8
<

:
�

1

4�2Q(m )

0

@ ��

s
m

Q(m )
arctan

0

@ �

s

Q(m )

m
:

1

A

1

A

9
=

;
; (39)

W hen m ! 0,wewillassum e m =Q(m )! 0,and justify thisassum ption a posteriori.The

coe�cienta now takestheform

a = y exp

(

�
�

4�2Q(m )

)

; m � �
3
+ O (T): (40)
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Next,weexam inetheequation forb

b =

Z
d3k

(2�)3

�
T

2
jkj

3
�
1

2
G
� 1
0
(k)

�

[G 0(k)]
2

= �
1

2
D 0(0)+ O (T): (41)

From thiswe�nd

b= �
�

4�2Q(m )
; m � �

3
+ O (T): (42)

Next,astheterm scand d0 alwaysappeartogether,weconsiderthecom bination

(c+ d0) �

Z

d
3
R

 

1� exp

(

�

Z
d3k

(2�)3

eik� R

(Q(m )k2 + m )

) !

+ O (T)

=

Z 1

0

dR
Re

�
p

m

Q (m )
R

Q(m )
+ O (T): (43)

Evaluating thisyields

(c+ d0)= m
� 1
; m � �

3
+ O (T): (44)

Sim ilaranalysisappliesto thecoe�cientd 1:

d1 =
1

6

Z 1

0

dR
R 3e

�
p

m

Q (m )
R

Q(m )
+ O (T); (45)

which gives

d1 =
Q(m )

m 2
; m � �

3
+ O (T): (46)

Evaluating theEqn.(37)forQ then we�nd

Q = 2a
2
d1

= 2y
2
exp

(

�
�

2�2Q

)
Q

m 2
+ O (T): (47)

Solving thisforQ 6= 0 yields

Q =
�

4�2

 

ln

p
2y

m

! � 1

+ O (T); (48)

and we see that m =Q(m ) indeed approaches zero as m ! 0,thus justifying our earlier

assum ption.Substituting thissolution forQ(m )into ourm assequation (36)gives

m = A 0

�
m
p
2

"

3�
p
2� ln

p
2y

m

#

; (49)
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which can �nally besolved form 6= 0 to givethe�nitem asssolution

m
�
=
p
2e

2
p
2� 3

y: (50)

Thecorresponding �nitevalueofQ is

Q
�
=

�

2�2(3� 2
p
2)
: (51)

Note thatm � isproportionalto y so thatsm allfugacity translatesto sm allm �,in accord

with ourassum ption thatm � �3.

To show thatm onopolesare free when m 6= 0,we calculate the m onopole density asin

Section III. From Eqn.(23)we see thatthe free energy associated with oursecond order

equation (25)is

F
(2)

var
= F0 + h�Si

0
�
1

4
h(�S)

2
i
0
+
1

4
h�Si

2

0
: (52)

From this,them onopoledensity can becalculated.

�
(2)

M = �
1

V

@F (2)
var

@�
(53)

= 2a+ ab� 2a
2
c:

Form = 0,them onopoledensity vanishes,whileforour�nitem solution

�
(2)

M =
m �

p
2

 

2
p
2� 1+

1

16�

s

2m �

(Q �)3

!

> 0: (54)

From thefreeenergy (52),itisalso possibleto show thatthe�nitem solution isthestable

solution foralltem peratures.In fact,thefreeenergy divergesaslog(1=m )asm approaches

zero,but has a �nite value for �nite m . It is then the free phase ofm onopoles which is

favoured atalltem peratures.

Thuswehavedem onstrated thatforarbitrarily low T a�nitem asssolution alwaysexists

forthe self-consistentequations(36 { 38). Thisim pliesthatm onopolesare alwaysfree at

low tem peratures,or,in term softhe originallattice m odel(1),thatthe electric charge is

presum ably con�ned forany num berofferm ion 
avours.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

W ehavestudied cQED 3 wherem asslessrelativisticferm ionscoupledtothecom pactgauge

�eld result in a logarithm ic interaction between m agnetic m onopoles. One m ay suspect

12



that this could lead to a BKT-like transition where free m onopoles bind into m onopole-

antim onopolepairsatlow enough e�ectivetem peratures.Although thesim plestm ean-�eld

approxim ation would predict such a transition,we argued that by design this treatm ent

m isses the screening e�ects,argued to be crucialin this problem . To address this issue

we developed a com bined variational-perturbative approach which allowed us to include

screening self-consistently. The m odi�ed theory then leads to the plasm a phase offree

m onopolesasbeing stableatalltem peratures,in agreem entwith therenorm alisation group

treatm entoftheproblem [15].

cQED 3 hasbeen studied num erically in [22]and [23]. Ourcalculation appearsto be in

agreem entwith the num ericalresultsof[23],where only a single phase wasobserved. W e

hopethatthisand previouswork on cQED 3 willm otivaterenewed e�ortsin thisdirection,

using biggersystem sizesthathaverecently becom eavailable[24].
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A P P EN D IX A :M O N O P O LE G A S A N D T H E SIN E-G O R D O N A C T IO N

In thisappendix,we �llin the detailsin going from the action (4)to the Coulom b gas

partition function (5)and thesine-Gordon action (6).Forthispurpose,letuswrite(4)on

thelatticein a m oregeneralform as

S[a;n]=
1

2

X

x;y

(F��(x)� 2�n��(x))u(x;y)(F��(y)� 2�n��(y)); (A1)

whereu� 1(x;y)= (16=N f)j� xj�x;y and � x;�f � f(x + �̂)� f(x)denotesthelatticederiva-

tive.Introducing an antisym m etric Hubbard-Stratonovich �eld M �� we�nd

S !
1

2

X

x;y

M ��(x)u
� 1
(x;y)M ��(y)+ i

X

x

M ��(x)(F��(x)� 2�n��(x))

=
1

4

X

x;y

b�(x)u
� 1
(x;y)b�(y)+ i

X

x

(r � a� 2�n)(x)� b(x); (A2)

with b� � ����M �� and n� � ����n��.Integrating overthegauge�eld constrainstheb-�eld

to be curl-free,so we can take itto be a gradienton the lattice b = �’. Perform ing the

13



latticeversion ofintegration by partsand integrating over’ yields

S !
1

4

X

x;y

� �’(x)u
� 1
(x;y)� �’(y)+ 2�i

X

x

�� n(x)’(x) (A3)

!
1

2

X

x;y

�(x)v(x;y)�(y); (A4)

wherev� 1(x;y)= � (1=8�2)� x;�u
� 1(x;y)� y;� isthe(inverseofthe)potentialand � = ��n�

is the density ofm agnetic m onopoles. Using the expression for u(x;y) we �nd, in the

continuum lim it,

v(x;y) =
�2N f

2

Z
d3k

(2�)3

eik� (x� y)

k3

�
�2N f

2
V (x � y): (A5)

Thus,fora system ofN m onopoleswith a density �(x)=
P N

a= 1qa�(x � xa),weobtain

Sm on =
�2N f

4

X

a;b

qaqbV (xa � xb); (A6)

asin Eqn.(5).

W e now proceed to show that (A6) with qa = � 1 is equivalent to the sine-Gordon

action (6).Higherchargesareirrelevantforlargeenough N f.To thisend,letusintroduce

thebareaction

Sb =
1

2

Z

d
3
x d

3
y �(x)v

� 1
(x � y)�(y); (A7)

so thatv(x � y)= h�(x)�(y)ib. Showing the fugacity by y,we m ay write the m onopole

partition function in thegrand-canonicalensem ble as

Zm on =
X

N

yN

N !

Z NY

i

d
3
xi

X

fqa= � 1g

exp

8
<

:
�
1

2

X

a;b

qaqbh�(xa)�(xb)ib

9
=

;

=
X

N

yN

N !

Z NY

i

d
3
xi

X

fqa= � 1g

*

exp

"

i
X

a

qa�(xa)

#+

b

=

�

exp

�

2y

Z

d
3
x cos�(x)

��

b

� Z
� 1

b
ZA SG ; (A8)

whereZb isindependentof� and

ZA SG =

Z

D � exp

�

�
1

2

Z

d
3
x d

3
y �(x)v

� 1
(x � y)�(y)+ 2y

Z

d
3
xcos�(x)

�

: (A9)

Inserting thede�nition ofv� 1(x � y)into thislastexpression weim m ediately arriveatthe

anom aloussine-Gordon action (6).

14



A P P EN D IX B

1. F
(n)

<

Here we willshow thatF
(n)

< indeed satis�es Eqn.(24). To this end,�rst let us de�ne

�F (n) � F(n+ 1)� F(n).Then wem ay equivalently show that

F
(n)

< = F0 + �F
(1)
+ 2�F

(2)
+ � � � + n�F

(n)
: (B1)

Letusalsodenotethepath integraloverthe�eld �(q)by Trand de�ne,forarealvariablet,

F (t)� � lnTr
�

e
� S0e

� t�S
�

: (B2)

Then,F (1)= � lnTr exp(� S)= FA SG and

dF (t)

dt

�
�
�
�
�
t= 1

=
Tr

�

�S e � S
�

Tr(e� S)
= h�Si: (B3)

On theotherhand,wem ay expand theRHS ofEqn.(B2)in powersof�S as

F (t)= F0 +

1X

i= 1

�F
(i)
(t) (B4)

where�F (i)(t)= ti�F (i)(1)= ti�F (i).Thus

h�Si=
dF (t)

dt

�
�
�
�
�
t= 1

=

1X

i= 1

i�F
(i)
: (B5)

Upon insertion ofEqn.(B5) into the de�nition of F< in Eqn.(19) and truncating the

expansion ati= n we�nd (B1).

2. F
(n)
var

In thisappendix,wewillgivetheproofforourclaim thattheextrem um ofF (n)
var

asde�ned

in (23)isgiven by theexpansion ofEqn.(20)to order(�S)n,i.e.

�F(n)
var

�G0(k)
= 0 ( ) h�(� k)�(k)i

0
= h�(� k)�(k)i

(n)
: (B6)

The calculations are,for generaln,cum bersom e and not very instructive so we will�rst

presentthecaseforn = 2 which isalso theonewith which weareconcerned in Section V.
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Setting n = 2,we see that Eqn.(25) is readily found by an expansion ofthe RHS of

Eqn.(21). To show thatthe sam e resultarises from extrem ising F (n)
var
,itis�rstusefulto

establish

�F0

�G0(q)
=

*
�S0

�G0(q)

+

0

=
� 1

2(2�)3[G 0(q)]
2
h�(� q)�(q)i

0
; (B7)

�hgi
0

�G0(q)
=

�F0

�G0(q)
hgi

0
+

*
�g

�G0(q)
� g

�S0

�G0(q)

+

0

; (B8)

where g = g(S0)isan arbitrary function ofS0. Thuschoosing appropriate form sofg for

F (1) = F0 + h�Si
0
and F (2) = F (1)� 1

2
h(�S)2i

0
+ 1

2
h�Si

2

0
we�nd

�F(1)

�G0(q)
=

�F0

�G0(q)
h�Si

0
�

*

�S
�S0

�G0(q)

+

0

; (B9)

�F(2)

�G0(q)
=

�F0

�G0(q)

�

�
1

2
h�S

2
i
0
+ h�Si

2

0

�

+
1

2

*
�S0

�G0(q)
(�S)

2

+

0

�

*
�S0

�G0(q)
�S

+

0

h�Si
0
: (B10)

Inserting Eqn.(B7) into Eqns.(B9,B10) and adding them we �nd that the restriction

�F(2)var=�G0(q)= 0 leadsto thesam eequation asEqn.(25).

The proofforarbitrary n goesalong essentially the sam e stepsasabove. Varioustrun-

cated expansionswehavede�ned can beread o� theTaylorexpansion identity

� lnTr
n

e
� Sb� V

o

= Fb +

1X

i= 1

iX

l= 1

(� 1)i+ l

l

X

fk� g

0hV k1i
b
� � � hVkli

b

k1!� � � kl!
; (B11)

by setting ito thedesired order.In (B11)Sb and V givean arbitrary splitting oftheaction

into a bareand potentialpartrespectively and

X

fk� g

0
�

iX

k1= 1

� � �

iX

kl= 1

�k1+ � � � + kl;i
: (B12)

Notice thatin Eqns.(B9)and (B10)allthe term s are to the sam e orderof�S,which is

also thelargestin thecorresponding expansion ofthefreeenergy.By choosing Sb = S0 and

V = �S and setting i= n in (B11)onecan see,aftersom elengthy algebra,thatthesam e

istrueforarbitrary n:

�F(n)

�G0(q)
=

nX

l= 1

(� 1)
n+ l

X

fk� g

0h(�S)k1i
0
� � � h(�S)kli

0

k1!� � � kl!

�F0

�G0(q)

�

nX

l= 1

(� 1)
n+ l

X

fk� g

0

D
�S0

�G0(q)
(�S)k1

E

0
h(�S)k2i

0
� � � h(�S)kli

0

k1!k2!� � � kl!
: (B13)
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Letusnow de�ne,fora realvariablet,

G(k;t)� � lnTr
n

e
� S0� �S� t�(� k)�(k)

o

; (B14)

so that@G(k;t)=@tjt= 0 = h�(� k)�(k)i. Then,taking Sb = S0 and V = �S + t�(� k)�(k)

in Eqn.(B11)to com pute thisderivative,itcan be shown through additionaltediousbut

straightforward algebra that

h�(� q)�(q)i
(n)

� h�(� q)�(q)i
0
= � 2n(2�)

3
[G 0(q)]

2
�F(n)

var

�G0(q)
; (B15)

wherewehavealsom adeuseofEqn.(B13).Thus,therequirem entthatF (n)
var beanextrem um

im pliesEqn.(20)truncated atnth order,and vice versa,proving ourclaim (B6).
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