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ABSTRACT

W e study the decon nem ent phase transition and m onopole prop—
erties In the nite tem perature 3D com pact Abelian gauge m odel on
the Jattice. W e predict the critical coupling as function of the lattice
size in a sin pli ed m odel to describe m onopolk binding. W e dem on—
strate num erically that the m onopoles are sensitive to the transition.
In the decon nem ent phase the m onopols appear in the form of a
dilute gas of m agnetic dipoles. In the con nem ent phase both m ono-
pol density and string tension di er from sam iclassical estin ates if
m onopolk binding is neglected. However, the analysis of the m ono—
polk clusters show s that the relation between the string tension and
the density of m onopoles In charged clusters is In reasonable agree—
m ent wih those predictions. W e study the cluster structure of the
vacuum In both phases of the m odel.

1 Introduction

C om pact Abelian gauge theory in three Euclidean din ensions is a case w here permm anent
con nem ent is proven and qualitatively understood [ll, Pl. In order to gain som e ex—
perience form ore realistic theores, it is Interesting to study how thism echanian oeases
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to work under special conditions. High tem perature is such a case. In this paper we
are going to revisit the nite tem perature decon ning phase transition. W e w ill em pha—
size the aspect of m onopole binding which explains the breakdown of con nement. In a
com panion paper, we extend these studies to the case of non{vanishing extemal elds.

Compact QED theory possesses Abelian m onopols as topological defects appearing
due to the com pactness of the gauge group. Considering the 3D theory as the static
lim it of a 4D theory, the m onopoles are Just m agnetic m onopols at rest, and the com —
ponents of eld strength are m agnetic. In a three din ensional theory, the m onopoles
are Instanton {lke obfcts: instead of tracing world lines (@s they do in 4D ) they oc-
cupy points. The plasn a of m onopoles and anti{m onopoles can explain the pem anent
con nem ent of oppositely charged ekctric test charges fl]] in bound states, kept together
by a linear potential. In the language of m agnetostatics, con nem ent appears due to
the screening of the m agnetic eld nduced by the electric current circulating along the
W ilson loop. M onopols and anti{m onopols form a polarized sheet of nite thickness
(\string") along the m inin al surface spanned by the W ilson loop. The fom ation of the
string (cbserved in the lattice sinulations in Ref. B]) leads, or non{vanishing electric
current, to an excess of the free energy proportional to the area.

At nie temperature the phase structure becom es non{trivial. W hat we have in
m ind, is com pactifying 3D ! @2+ 1)D in the \tem poral" (third or z) direction. T he con—

nem ent-decon nem ent phase transition was studied on the Jattice both analytically f]
and num erically []]l. According to the Svetitsky{Ya e universaliy arguments []], an
Interpretation of the transition hasbeen attem pted in termm s ofthe U (1) vortex dynam ics
ofthe corresponding 2D soin system . T he phase transition | which isexpected tobe ofi
K osterlitz{T houless type [§] | was dem onstrated to be accom panied by restructuring of
the vortex system []]. T he vortices are described by a 2D U (1) spin m odel representing
the dynam ics of the Polyakov line (see also the discussion in Ref. f]). Approaching the
transition tem perature, vortices and anti{vortices start to form bound states. In the high
tem perature phase no unbound vortices and anti{vortices are left.

In the present paper we discuss an Interpretation of decon nem ent starting from the
con nem ent picture outlined above, In tem s of m agnetic m onopoles. The con ning
plasn a of the m onopoles and anti{m onopols tums into the dipol plasn a at the de-
con nem ent phase transition. The dipol plagn a is ne cient to com plktely screen the

eld created by the elctric currents running along the pair of Polyakov lines. In this
case the screening m ass vanishes while the m agnetic susoeptibility of the \m edium " is
an aller than unity. Both m onopolk and vortex binding m echanian s of the decon nem ent
phase transition have been discussed for 3D  nite tem perature G eorgi{G Jashow m odel in
Refs.] and B, respectively.

In the nite tem perature case, strictly speaking, there isa problem to callallthe elds
\m agnetic" aswe did above when we sum m arized the zero tem perature case. Sim ilar to
Ref. []], the con nement aspect itself will be illim inated i tem s of the U (1) valued
Polyakov lines in the third direction and ofP olyakov line correlators representing pairs of
charges ssgparated n 2D space. In 2+ 1)D there is no symm etry anym ore between the
three com ponents of the eld strength tensor. T he closest relative of the true m agnetic

eld is F'1, distinct from the others, whilke there is still a symm etry between Fi3 and
Fo3. W ith this distinction in m ind one can conditionally call them the \m agnetic" and



\electric" com ponents of the eld strength tensor, respectively. A s long as one does
not Introduce extemal elds, even at nite tem perature there is no need to distinguish
between them . The sources of the respective uxes w illbe sin ply called \m onopoles" or
\m agnetic charges" In the ollow ing.

T he binding of the m onopols is not isotropic. It happens m ainly in the 2D space
direction due to the logarithm ic potential between the m onopoles ssparated by a large
soatial distance. A s a consequence of the periodic boundary conditions in the tem poral
direction the foroe between the m onopoles and antim onopoles vanishes at half of the
tam poral extent. Therefore the potential In the tem poral direction is weaker than In
the spatial directions. A s a consequence, the spatial size of the m onopolk bound state
is expected to be an aller than the size in the tem poral direction. This m eans that the
dipoles are dom inantly oriented parallel or antiparallel to the 3™ direction. Them onopole
decon nem ent scenario raises the question whether the m onopole properties (such as
pairing and orientation) could be In uenced by an eventual extemal eld. This agoect
w il be addressed in a com panion paper.

W ith orw ithout extemal eld, the decon ning m echanian by m onopolk pairing seem s
to have Interesting counterparts In m ore realistic gauge theordies. T he fom ation ofm ono-—
polk pairs is qualitatively sim ilar to the binding of Instantons in instanton m olecules w ith
Increasing tem perature n QCD suggested to be responsible for chiral sym m etry restora—
tion E]. In the electroweak theory, the form ation of Nambu m onopole{anti{m onopole
pairs, a ram nant from a dense m ediuim of disordered Z {vortices and N am bu m onopoles
which characterizes the high {tem perature phase, is acocom panying the transition tow ards
the low {tem perature phase [1]]. N ote also, that a dipole vacuum , although not con ning,
still has a non {perturbative nature [[J].

The plan of the paper is as ©llows. In Section [J we estin ate the critical coupling of
the con nem ent{decon nem ent phase transition bassed on a m onopok binding m odel for
a nite Jattice. In the next Section the transition is num erically located for a lattice size
322 8 and con nem ent properties are studied. W e present various m onopole properties
including dipole orm ation based on a cluster analysis in Section [§. W e study the relation
of the m onopolks and dipolkes to the phase transition in Section [§. W e brie y summ arize
our results in the last Section.

2 Som e heuristic considerations

In 3D oom pact electrodynam ics there are m onopoles interacting via the C oulomb poten—
tials,

gi X
S=-"—  &PVr& %); 1)
2,
ab
where g, and %, are, regpoectively, the charge (in units of the elem entary m onopole charge,
. = 2 =0z, where g; is the three din ensional coupling constant) and the 3D position
vector of the a® m onopole. The subscript T indicates that the interaction potential Vi
eventually depends on the tem perature.



At zero tem perature the m onopoles are random ly Jocated in the Euclidean R ° space
and the classical interaction potential between the m onopolk and anti{m onopol is in-—
versly proportionalto the distance R between the ob cts, Vo R ) = 4 R )l .At nie
tem perature T them onopoles live in theR ?  § space W ith S; being a circle of perin eter
T ') and the Interaction potentialgetsm odi ed. At an all ssparations betigeen m onopole
and antim onopolke the interaction is zero{tem perature like, V; X;z) = Vo ( x%+ z2)+ ::3,
where x = X;y;2) = ((X;z). At large spatial ssparations x the potential between
m onopolkes is essentially two{din ensional [g],

Vr X;2z)= 2T mxkj+ :::; KT 1: )

H ow ever, the interaction between m onopoles separated by a distance z in the third (tem -
perature) direction isofthe 3D Coulomb type for an all spatial inter{m onopole distances,
K 1: Vr (x;2) = @ z)', 2T 1. The Poroe between m onopoles and anti-
m onopols at a distance z = 1=@T ) vanishes due to periodiciy in the tem perature direc—
tion. Thus onem ight expect that at nite tem perature the m onopoles form m agnetically
neutral states which are bounded in the spatial directions. H owever, the dynam ics of the
m onopoles In the tem perature direction is not restricted by a logarithm ic potential.

T hus, at zero tem perature the system exists in the form ofa Coulom b gas ofm agnetic
m onopoles and anti{m oncpolks. In this phase the mediim con nes electric charges fI].
A s tam perature increases, the three{din ensional C oulom bic potential tums into a two{
din ensional Jogarithm ic potential for spatialm onopole Interactions. T he m onopols and
anti{m onopoles becom e weakly con ned and form m ore and m ore dipole bound states.
The dipolkes have a nite average spatial size (the distance between the m agnetically
oppositely charged constituents) which is a decreasing fiinction of the tem perature since
the interaction potential between the particles rises as tem perature increases, cf. eq. {).

In the low tem perature regin e, this djpolk size would be still Jarger than the average
distance between the particles inside the plagn a, and therefore only a an all fraction
of m onopoles residing In actual djpoles ism ixed wih an weakly correlated m onopole{
anti{m onopole com ponent. At su ciently large tem perature, however, the typical dipolk
size becom es an aller than the interparticle distance In the plasn a and the system tums
Into a pure dipolk plasna. The con nem ent property is clossly related to the D ebye
m ass generation e ect which is absent in the pure dipok plasn a [[J]. A s a consequence,
the con nem ent of electrically charged particles disappears. The systam experiences a
con nem ent{decon nem ent phase transition due to the m onopol binding m echanism .

O ne can use these heuristic argum ents to estin ate the phase transition tem perature.
In continuum theory this analysis was done in Ref. ] where com pact electrodynam ics
was represented as a lin it of the G eorgi{G Jashow m odel. The phase transition in this
theory happens at a tem perature T = g;=(2 ). This result hasbeen obtained under the
condition that the average size ofthe e ective m agnetic dipol isnot an infrared divergent
quantity as i is the case in the con nem ent phase.

However, in Jattice gauge theory the considered quantities are all nite and the con—
siderations should be m odi ed com pared to the continuum case. The di erence between
m onopolk and dipol plaan as can only be seen if the m ean distance r between the con—
stituent m onopoles becom es com parabl to the dipol size d. The distance r can be
expressed via the density of the monopoles ,asr = . Thus, the phase transition



happens when the dipolk size and the average distance between m onopoles becom e of the
sam e order,

d= 7 )

where isa geom etrical factor of order unity. Forboth quantities,d and , estin ates can
be easily obtained on the lattice whik the factor isto be de ned from a simulation.

W e consider the 3D com pact U (1) gaugem odelon the Lg L, Jattice w ith the action
w ritten in the V illain representation:

X noy 2°
7 = D exp 7:'|jpl+2n:|j; “)

n()2%

where isthe compactU (1) gauge eld and n isthe Integer{valued auxiliary tensor eld
variabl. vy isthe Villain coupling constant.
To relate this to the num erical sin ulations, we also consider the formm ulation of the
com pact U (1) gauge theory with W ilson action:
X h i
S = 1 cosp : ©)
P

The V illain coupling constant  is related to the W ilson coupling as Pllows [[4]:

n I()!#l
= 2bg =2 ; 6
v () gIl() (6)

where Iy, are the standard m odi ed Bessel functions.

The partition fiinction @) can be rew ritten in the llow ing \grand canonical" fom ,
ie. represented asa sum overm onopol charges in the (dual) Jattice cubes [4]:

X n o
Z/ Znon = ep 27 y@m; 'm) : )
m (C3)2%

Here ! isthe mverse of the Laplacian operator on an asymm etric Jattice, m . denotes
the m onopol charge in the cube ;. T he inverse Laplacian for lattice sizes L, L+ is given
as follow s:

L 1 X etem)
@;LsiLe) = P ; ®)
e 2LZL¢ gy 3 :  cosp;

=1

wherepi, = 0;:::;2 (g 1)=Iy andps = 0;:::;2 L 1)=L.

In order to estin ate the average distance between the m onopole and anti{m onopole
oconstituents in a dipole state (i.e., the dipole size) we use the \canonical” m onopole{antif
m onopok (dipok) partition function which can be easily read o from eq. ()):

X (]

n
@) _ const exp 4 2 [ ! ®LsiLy) ' 0;Ls;Lo] 5 )

Zdjp—

X
x26 0



the sum extents over all lattice ssparations x between m onopole and anti{m onopole. The
zero distance between these ob fcts is excluded (since this case does not correspond to a
dipolke state). The rm .s. dipole size d is given by
1 X n h io
& (vilsild= —5 X ep 4’y T &LGL) P O0;LgLd) ;o (0)
dip X
where the actualdistance squared, x?, isevaluated taking into account the periodicbound-
ary oconditions of the Jattice. The sum s cannot be taken analytically.
Themonopolk density can be read o from eq.ﬁ),

n @)

( ;LiLly)=2exp 2% v () T O;LgLy) ; 1)

w here the dependence on the lattice geom etry is indicated explicitly. Note that in this
form ula no Interaction between m onopoles is taken into account and we refer to it as to
\bindingless". Only the local \self{ interaction" of m onopoles is accounted for via the
Coulomb propagator ! (0) in the fiigacity. W e are discussing the binding e ects on the
m onopolk density In Section [§.

The geom etrical factor is to be de ned from the num erical data. To this end we
assum e that this factor is a constant i quantity which does not depend on the lattice
extensions. Indeed, it gives an estin ate how large the intra{dipolk distances should be
com pared to the m onopole density in order to have the dipole eld screened. This is a
quite strong assum ption which, however, tums out to be reasonable, asw illwe see below .
Tode nethe factor we substitute egs. ) and ) nto 9. @) and use num ericalvalues
for . presented in Ref. []]. For the lattices 16° I, L. = 4;6;8 we get, regpectively:

= 0:723(58); 0:622 (47) and 0646 (116). T hese num bers coincide w ith each other w ithin
num erical errors. Taking the average over L, we get 2=3. In what follow swe take

= 2=3; 12)

and then solve egs.@MI/I0) with respect to the Villain coupling vy . Then we nally
estin ate the critical W ilson coupling Eh w ith the help ofeg. {§). The resuls for lattices
of various sizes are represented in Tabk[] and com pared with pseudocritical couplings

L.= 16 L.= 32 |L.=- 64
L th th th
t c C fe] C C
187 183@2)| 201 210

2041 208@2)| 226 218(3) 244
2121 2140) | 239 230@) 2.62

QO O B

Tabl 1: T he critical coupling constant I caloulated using egs. (L4113 ordi erent
lattices L2 I, com pared to Jattice M onte C arlo results of Ref. []]. Note that our results
for the lattice 322 8 are slightly higher than that of Ref. [[J], see forthcom ing Sections.

- Obtained in lattice simulations of Ref. ﬂ]. T he agreem ent between the data and our
estin ates is within 4% . Thus the sin ple heuristic argum ents based on the m onopolf
dipolk picture work surprisingly well.



3 Phase transition and con nem ent

W e have perform ed our num erical study of 2+ 1)D com pact electrodynam ics using the
W ilson action {§). The lattice coupling  is related to the lattice spacing a and the
continuum ocoupling constant g; of the 3D theory as follow s:
— l .
ag:’
Note that in three din ensional gauge theory the ocoupling constant gz has dim ension
m ass' 2.

The lattice corresponding to the nite tem perature is asymm etric, L2 L, L, <
Ls. mthe Iimit Ly ! 1 the \temporal" extension of the lattice L. is related to the
physical tem perature, Ly = 1=(Ta). Usihg eq. {I3) the temperature is given via the
Jattice param eters as follow s:

13)

= —: (14)

Thus, at xed Jattice size Iower (higher) values of the lattice coupling constant  corre-
soond to lower (higher) tem peratures.

O ur sin ulations have been perform ed m ainly on a 32° 8 lattice. W e do not intend
to study In the present paper nite size scaling aspects of thism odel. The localM onte
C arlo algorithm isbased on a 5{hitM etropolisupdate swesp followed by am icrocanonical
sweep . Forbetter ergodicity, in particular In the presence of an extemal eld (considered
in a com panion paper), also globalupdates are included. Follow ing the ideas of Ref. [1§],
the global refreshm ent step oconsists In an attem pt to add an additionalunit of ux with
random 1y chosen sign in a direction random ly selected am ong the three, to the dynam ical
gauge eld sub gct to a globalM etropolis acosptance chedk.

For exam ple, one unit of ux in ij plane is introduced w ith the help of the follow Ing
gauge eld shift fl8] ;! [:+ "] 4 ¢

% = f(2Xi L 1); 5=0 for x;6 Ly;
~ _ 2 a ) %“=0; k6 i;7
i Lj_Lj X_'J 4 k 4 L

T he acoeptance rate ofthe global step changesw ithin the considered  range from roughly
0.7 (con nem ent phase) to 02 (decon nem ent phase). One totalM onte Carlo update
cycle consists of two com bined localM etropolis and m icrocanonical swesps (requiring an
acosptance rate 0of 0.5 for the M etropolis step) and the global update described above.

In order to localize the decon nem ent transition, it is convenient to study the expec—
tation values of the two bulk operators,

L1 X . .1 X :
hij= Shj L&ij; hifi= Shj Lx)Fi; 15)
Lg % Lg %
constructed from the Polyakov loop,
n bt o
Lk)=exp 1 3&;jz) ; 16)

z=1
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here x = (x;y) is a two{din ensional vector. In the decon nem ent phase the quantiy 1 j
is ofthe order of unity, whik in the con nem ent phase it isclose to zero in a nievolim e
and vanishes In the n nie volim e lim it.

T he behaviour of the expectation value of the Polyakov loop vs. lattice coupling is
shown in F J'gureﬂl @). The low tam perature phase, < . correspondsto the con nem ent

- -
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02| : 1 0004} iii .
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Figurel: (@) T he expectation valie ofthe absolute value ofthe average P olyakov loop (13)
and () its susceptibility {I7) vs.

phase, while the high tem perature phase is decon ning.
T he susosptibility of the Polyakov loop

L,=hifi nLf 17)
is shown in Figuref] (). The peak ofthe Polyakov loop susoeptibility corresponds to the

pseudocritical . ofthe decon nem ent phase transition. W e have tted the susceptibility
near itsm axinum by the follow ng function:

_ <

G+ (P
w here the critical coupling was estim ated tobe .= 2:346 (2) which is quite close to the
resul ofRef. ﬁ]. Thebest tisshown In Fjgure(b) by a solid lne.

To caloulate the string tension we use \plane{plane" correlators oftwo P olyakov loops.

In addition, averages of tem poralW ilson loops have been studied, too. M ore precisly,
In @2+ 1)D,wede ne rst sum s of the Polyakov loops along a line paralkel to a spatial
lattice axis (9. In the y direction):

L0 ; (18)

*s
Lpzne ®) = L &;y): (19)
y=1
T he correlator of the plane{plane correlators m ay be written as a sum of point{ponnt
correlation flinctions,

sbs
thJane (O)Lp]ane x)i= hL (O;YI)L+ &;y2)i: 20)
vip=1

8



The form of this correlator is expected to be:

h Lsi
2

HL pane (O)Lplarle x)i= const <cosh L; x ; (1)

where isthe \tem poral" string tension. In F igure[3 (a) we show the t ofthe Polyakov

c T
L5 010F ¢ o Polyakov |oop
1e-02 o W o temporal Wilson
. h
\\ B —— bindingless
\\
AN
\\@
0.05 N
le-04 | - \\ig
\\Q\@m\
T~
1 =] \5\
1e—060 é 10 0'001.7 é é.3 2.6
X B
@) b)
Figure 2: (@) Fi of the Polyakov plane{plane correlator Q) using eq. 21) in the con-
nement, = 18, and decon nement, = 235, phasss. () String tensions as functions
of compared with the bindingless theoretical result £3).
plane{plane correlator ) by this tting function In the con nement ( = 1:8) and

decon nement ( = 2:5) phases, respectively.

In Figure fJ b) we present the tted string tensions as function of . Above . the
string tension quickly drops down but stays non—zero due to nite volume e ects. The
team poral string tensions obtained using either the P olyakov loop plane{plane correlators
or the tem poralW ilson loop averages roughly coincide w ith each other. T he dashed curve
represents the theoretical prediction for the string tension [[4, [1§]:

L3 no . °
()= —qﬁeXp v () OiLsiLe) @2)
\%

A greem ent between the prediction and the num erical results is reached only in the
vicihity of the phase transition point, 23. In order to understand these di erences,
we tum now to a closer investigation of the m onopole properties.

4 P ropertiesofthem onopole{anti{m onopole system

The Ek;asjc quantiy describbing the behaviour of the m onopoles is the m onopol density,
= .M cj=(L§Lt), where m . is the integer valued m onopol charge Inside the cube c
de ned in the standard way [[7]:
1 X
me= — ( 1) [ologs ¢ 23)

P2@c



where the plaquette orientations relative to the boundary of the cube are taken into
acoount. The density of the total number of m onopoles is a decreasing function of the
Jattice coupling (or the tem perature) as it is shown in Figure [ by circles. At high

1e+00

men o ——- bindingless
le-01y ~©4 5 O all monopoles
5 Bag_© ,  Dinneutral clusters
g 6
le-02}F SE e
N B
~.e ©
N& €]
~ [S]
1e-03} g
"o
=2
le-04} o
E\@
B
e
1le-05 : : : :
1 1.5 2 2.5 3

Figure 3: The density of allm onopoles and ofm onopoles in neutral clusters vs.

tem peratures (large ) the m onopoles are dilute and form dipolk bound states. Typical
m onopole con gurations in both phases are visualized in F igure f.

@) )
Figure 4: Typicalm onopol con gurations for @) the con nem ent phase ( = 1:6) and
(o) the decon nem ent phase ( = 25) .

In Figure[§ we show by the dashed line the density of the m onopoles calculated using
eq. {{1) or comparison. As in the case of the string tension, the predicted m onopole
density is in agreem ent w ith the num erical data only near ..

Equation ([]) isbased on the single m onopole contribution to the partition fiinction,
thus it does not take into acoount pairing of them onopoles. The e ect of the constituent
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m onopok pairing (dipol fom ation) due to nite tem perature can explain the deviations
from the bindingless case seen In thisF igure. In the con nem ent phase the density of the
m onopoles is Jarger than the prediction ofeq. (). deed, we expect that the om ation
of the bound state decreases the total energy (action) of the chosen m onopol and anti{
m onopok. A s a resul binding favours the creation of additionalm onopoles by quantum

uctuations. This tendency increases with larger , however the cost of creating new
m onopoles grow s, too.

N ote that the entropy ofthe bound state is an aller than the entropy ofa freem onopole
and an anti{m onopol. However the entropy e ect does not seam to change essentially
near the phase transition.

W e rem Ind the reader that on the classical kevel the dipolks are form ed both in the
con nem ent phase and in the decon nem ent phase due to logarithm ic potential between
the m onopoles. However, at low tem peratures the djpolk size is Jarger than the average
distance between the m onopols and, therefore, the dipole form ation does not destroy
con nem ent.

O ne can analyse the m onopolk pairing studying the cluster structure of the m onopolk
ensam ble extracted from the M onte{C arlo con gurations. For our purposes, clusters are
de ned as follow s: clusters are connected groups ofm onopoles and anti{m onopoles, w here
each ob gct is ssparated from at least one neighbour belonging to the sam e cluster by a
distance kss or equal than Ry ... In the Pllowing we use R2_, = 3 a? which means
that neighbouring m onopole cubes should share at Jeast one single comef]. Note that
the Increase of the coupling constant lads not only to an Increase of the tem perature,
eq. {4), but to a decrease of the lattice spacing a aswell, eq. {I3). Thus at di erent
the sam e characteristic distance R, ox 0orresoonds to di erent physical scales. T herefore
our results below are of only qualitative nature.

A m onopolk cluster is neutral if the charges of the constituent m onopoles sum up to
zero. W e show the density ofm onopolsbelonging to neutralclisters asa function of in
F igure[§ by squares. The di erence between this density and the totalm onopole denstty
am ounts to a factor three at 1l and becomes am aller at larger .At large (entering
thedecon nem ent phase) approxin ately every second m onopok or anti{m onopol belongs
to a neutral cluster. At still larger ’saln ost allm onopoles are In neutral clusters.

W e are con dent that the uctuation of m onopol numbers signal the decon ning
phase transition . T his is dem onstrated studying the second and m odi ed) fourth B inder
cum ulants of the total num ber of m onopols and anti{m onopols nd of the num ber of
(@anti{)m onopoles being part of neutral clusters]. W e present in Figure § the cum ulants,
wih M denoting the respective number :

m 2%i
B, = > 1 ©4)
W 1
N m 41 1 25)
: 3 212 37

Sin ilarly to the Polyakov line susceptiboility these quantities are suitabl to localize the

a In Ref.@] a sin ilar de nition hasbeen used to Investigate tightly packed clisterswih Ry .x = a.
In our case the condition for the cluster ism ore relaxed.
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Figure 5: The second (@) and the fourth Binder (o) cum ulants according to @) for the
total (anti{)m onopol density and the corresponding densities enclosed in neutral clusters.
The tsare shown as solid lines.

decon ning phase transition. W e t these cum ulants by
SRS

The tsareshown by solid lines in F igure f| and the results for the pseudocritical coup lings
c are given In Tabk .

B “() ; n=2;4: 26)

cumulant 2nd 4th
total 2380(3) 2.404@4)
neutral 2379(5) 2.372Q3)

Table 2: P seudocritical couplings . from the tsto the B inder cumulants @3R24).

Som e details on the cluster structure at variousvaliesof canbessen n F jgure@ @).
W e show the fraction of m onopols and anti{m onopoles being part of clusters of size
N . The cluster size is the num ber of m onopoles and antim onopoles w hich belong to the
given cluster. T here isno ssparation according to the cluster’s charge. In the con nem ent
phase, = 135, the fraction of m onopolks is slow Iy decreasing w ith the cluster size N .
T he percentage of isolated (anti{)m onopoles N = 1 clusters) am ounts to roughly 45 %
while clusters (with a size up to N = 10) contain the rest.

At the phase transition point ( 2:3) the num ber of (anti{)m onopoles enclosed in
larger clusters drops drastically. Them onopole vacuum is com posed m ostly of ndividual
(anti{)m onopoles (60 $ ) and dipols (40 % ). This cbservation can be reconcilked w ith our
theoretical expectation that allm onopolesm ust becom e paired only ifwe acospt that the
\unpaired" m onopoles are actually part of dipoles of size bigger than Ry, ., . D esper in
the decon ned phase, however, at = 238 practjcaB_y_90 % ofthe (anti{)m onopoles fom
tight bound statesw ith sizes an aller than R, ., = 3 a.

12
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Figure 6: @) The cluster structure at various of the coupling constant . C luster distri-
bution is show s as a function of the num ber of constituent m onopoles inside clusters, N .
() The cluster shape function, eq. £7]), or various

A swe have discussed above, we expect that the foroe In the spatial directions is larger
than the force along the tem poral direction z. This fact can be qualitatively analysed
w ith the help of the llow ing \cluster sohericity":

hjzi
Repze N ) = « — NI = @)
hjxj, + hjyly

where hj xji, is the average distance from the center of the cluster in x{direction etc.
for cluster size N . If the clusters are elongated predom inantly in the tem poral direction
this quantity would be Jarger than uniy, and sn aller otherw ise. W e show the dependence
of the sphericity R ¢, On the cluster size N for various values in Fjgure@(b) . Small
clusters are directed predom inantly along the tem poral direction, as expected, at all

W ith lrger the elongation becom es stronger. For large clusters the di ion of the
cluster is random , since In this case the cluster shape function is very close to 1= 2 (this
directly follow s from the de nition @)) . This random 1 it ism arked by the solid line
in Figure §.

5 Con nem ent and m onopoles

W e have observed that agreem ent between predictions from a theory w ithout m onopolk
binding and the nite tem perature sin ulation results is reached only in the vicinity of
the phase transition point, 23. In the con nem ent phase both m easured tem poral
string tension and m onopol density are Jarger com pared to the bindingless predictions,
see Figuresfd ©), .

A swe have discussed, it is due to m onopolk binding that the density ofthe m onopoles
is Increased com pared to the non-interacting case. H owever, the size of the dipoles in the
con nem ent phase is larger than the average distance between the ordinary m onopoles

13



calculated from their total density. T herefore, the m onopoles bound in dipoles due to
classical Jogarithm ic potential still give a controution to the string tension.

Tt is interesting to check how them onopol density ts into the theoretical predictions
ofthe string tension @3). U sing that predicted relation, we com pare in F igure ] the ratio

RG O all monopoles
O charged component

10— = 2o T S .

05

1.7 2 2.'3[3 2.6

Figure 7: T he ratio of the tem poral string tensions £§) vs.

R between them easured string tension  (from plane{plane correlators ofP olyakov loops)
with a calculated \theoretical" string tension ™ using as input the m easured m onopole

density
R = : @8)

th

Here ™ isgiven in accordance to egs.{]R7) via

4
= = ; 29)

and y isde ned neg. ().

T he circles show n take into account all \active" m onopoles, ie. isolated onesand those
from charged m onopole clusters which m ight be thought to be responsble for the string
tension. T he ratio is close to unity Indicating the fact that the charged m onopols provide
them a pr contrdbution to the string tension, as expected. N ote that In the decon nem ent
phase the string tension isnon-zero due to nite{size e ects discussed below . T he squares
in Figure[] (@) are related to the ratio £§) in which allm onopolk are taken into acoount.
In both phases this ratio is am aller than unity: a neutral fraction ofthe m onopolesbound
In the am all dipole pairs does not contribute to the string tension.

The gn all \string tension" rem aining after passing the decon nem ent transition at
this nite Jattice can be explained from the point of view ofthe dipol picture as follow s.
Test particles ssparated by distances sn aller than sizes of certain dipolks are in uenced
by the constituent m onopoles of those dipols. T he m onopoles give contribution to the
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string tension tem . On the nite lattice the m axin aldistance between the test particlkes
is of the order of the lattice size. T herefore, dipoles of the sam e size could be responsble
for the non-vanishing an all string tension. D jpoles of these sizes m ay really be present
In the decon nem ent phase W ith a probability decreasing w ith the increase of the lattice
size) . T his, however, does not contradict the criterion used to locate the phase transition
in the previous Sections since the dipoles of such large size are heavily suppressed.

T he dipole formm ation due to Coulomb forces also happens at zero tem perature. This
e ect increases the m onopolk density com pared to that in the "bindingless" world. To
check thiswe com pare In F igure [§ the totaldensity of the totaldensity ofm onopoles and

le-02
pmon ——- prediction
- o all monopoles
O in charged clusters
=) =]
\\
N =]
le-03} ®\\
~ =]
\@\\
\\\
D
\\
o
le-04 :
2 25

Figure 8: The density of allm onopoles and ofm onopols in charged clustersvs. Pra
323 lattice com pared to prediction (J).

the exclusive density of m onopols residing in charged clusters (the latter ncludes fiee
m onopoles and antim onopoles) ora 32° lattice. T he charged m onopoles com prise around
55% ofthe totalm onopole density. T his ratio doesnot depend on the value ofthe coupling
constant  indicating that the scaling behaviour of charged and neutral clusters is the
sam e. The charged fraction of the m onopoles is perfectly described by the "bindingless"
formula () for the m onopol density. This ormula is ncorporated in plicitly into the
theoretical prediction of the string tension @24) which works well acocording to Ref. [L9].
Thus only the m onopoles from the charged clusters (including ssparate m onopoles) con—
trbute to the string tension whike the binding e ect causes the appearance of a large
fraction of \inactive" neutral clusters.

F inally, we have m easured the \spatial string tension": the coe cient in front of the
area temm In the spatialW ilson loops. This string tension ¢ hasbeen cbtained by m eans
ofthe standard diagonalC reutz ratios. T he results are presented in F igure[d as a function
of . A sexpected, the spatial string tension does not vanish and behaves an oothly across
the decon ning phase transition. In contrast, we show in this Figure also the \true"
tem poral string tension extracted from tem poralW ilson loops which drops down to the
kvel of the nitevolum e correction that we have Just discussed.

At su ciently high tem peraturesthe system m ight be treated astwo{din ensionalw ith
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Figure 9: The spatial string tension vs.

an e ective 2D coupling constant “P) = L, . M oreover, since the m onopole density
is low at large (In decon nem ent), the m odel becom es e ectively non{com pact. Thus
the spatialW ilson loop behaviour in this regim e is given by the perturbative one{photon
exchange. In two din ensions the Coulomb law provides the linearly con ning potential,
VvV @) R)= R=2, corresponding to the spatial string tension,

1 1
th _ — .
Nl (30)

which is shown In Figure [§ by the dashed line. The spatial string tension data and the
curve approach each other for su ciently large . However, In the con nem ent phase the
m onopoles give a signi cant contribution to the spatial string tension.

6 Summ ary

In this paper we have considered a m echanian of the nite tem perature decon nem ent
phase transition in three din ensional com pact electrodynam ics based on the m onopole
binding. The considerations are sin ilar to those given in Ref. [§] for the continuum
theory and they incorporate features of the lattice geom etry. This allow s us to predict
the pssudocritical coupling as a function of the Jattice size.

In our num erical sin ulations we have dem onstrated that the m onopoles are sensitive
to the phase transition despite the fact that the m onopol density itselfbehaves am oothly
across the transition. T he pseudocritical couplings found by the B inder cum ulants of the
density are very close to that identi ed using the Polyakov loop susosptibility. W e stress
that we did not intend to study the nite size scaling behavior of thism odel.

Based on theobsaervation to nd . in thisway we have studied them onopole properties
Inm oredetail. W e have found that both them onopol density and the string tension di er
from the predictions based on a m odel which does not take into acoount the m onopole
binding e ects. However we have found num erically that the ratio between these two
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quantities derived In that model (given by eq. €3)) rem ains valid In the con nement
phase.

W e have cbserved that the dipolk fom ation happens both in the con nem ent and
decon nem ent phases. In the decon nem ent phase tightly bound dipolks | which are
safely identi ed by a cluster algorithm | dom inate in the vacuum . The dipolks are
oriented dom nantly In the tem poral direction. These features are In agreem ent w ith
general expectations discussed in the htroduction and in Section [.

At the con nem ent phase transition we cbserve m ostly clusters w ith two constituents
or single m onopoles and anti{m onopolks. D ecreasing further the tem perature (or ), the
m onopoles becom e dense and ©om connected clusters (on a coarser and coarser lattice)
Inclosing various num bers ofm onopoles and antin onopoles. T he largest clusters arem ore
and m ore spherical. W hether the ocbserved properties of the djpok gas fom ation survives
In the continuum lim it deserves an additional study.

W hen the phase transition is m ediated by charged ob fcts, one could expect that
external eldswill in uence the phase transition. In our case the natural question arises
what w ill happen to the con nem ent{decon nem ent phase transition. For non{A belian
theories n 3+ 1 dim ensions it was recently concluded, from a study of the expectation
value of the Polyakov Ioop PBQ], that con nem ent seem s to becom e restored under the
in uence of an extemal chrom om agnetic eld. In an accom panying paper PRIl we will
report on a study of our m odel under such extemal conditions, conceming the In uence
of con nem ent and relevant properties of the m onopole system .
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