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ABSTRACT

W estudy thedecon�nem entphasetransition and m onopoleprop-
ertiesin the �nite tem perature 3D com pactAbelian gaugem odelon
the lattice.W epredictthe criticalcoupling asfunction ofthe lattice
size in a sim pli�ed m odelto describe m onopole binding. W e dem on-
stratenum erically thatthem onopolesaresensitive to thetransition.
In the decon�nem ent phase the m onopoles appear in the form ofa
dilute gasofm agneticdipoles.In thecon�nem entphaseboth m ono-
pole density and string tension di�er from sem iclassicalestim ates if
m onopole binding is neglected. However,the analysis ofthe m ono-
pole clusters shows thatthe relation between the string tension and
the density ofm onopoles in charged clusters is in reasonable agree-
m ent with those predictions. W e study the cluster structure ofthe
vacuum in both phasesofthem odel.

1 Introduction

Com pactAbelian gaugetheory in threeEuclidean dim ensionsisa casewhereperm anent
con�nem ent is proven and qualitatively understood [1,2]. In order to gain som e ex-
perience form ore realistic theories,itisinteresting to study how thism echanism ceases
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to work under specialconditions. High tem perature is such a case. In this paper we
are going to revisitthe �nite tem perature decon�ning phase transition. W e willem pha-
size the aspectofm onopole binding which explainsthe breakdown ofcon�nem ent. In a
com panion paper,weextend thesestudiesto thecaseofnon{vanishing external�elds.

Com pactQED theory possesses Abelian m onopolesastopologicaldefectsappearing
due to the com pactness ofthe gauge group. Considering the 3D theory as the static
lim itofa 4D theory,the m onopolesare justm agnetic m onopolesatrest,and the com -
ponents of�eld strength are m agnetic. In a three dim ensionaltheory,the m onopoles
are instanton{like objects: instead oftracing world lines (as they do in 4D ) they oc-
cupy points. The plasm a ofm onopolesand anti{m onopolescan explain the perm anent
con�nem entofoppositely charged electric testcharges[1]in bound states,kepttogether
by a linear potential. In the language ofm agnetostatics,con�nem ent appears due to
the screening ofthe m agnetic �eld induced by the electric currentcirculating along the
W ilson loop. M onopoles and anti{m onopoles form a polarized sheet of�nite thickness
(\string")along the m inim alsurface spanned by the W ilson loop.The form ation ofthe
string (observed in the lattice sim ulations in Ref.[3]) leads,for non{vanishing electric
current,to an excessofthefreeenergy proportionalto thearea.

At �nite tem perature the phase structure becom es non{trivial. W hat we have in
m ind,iscom pactifying 3D ! (2+ 1)D in the\tem poral" (third orz)direction.Thecon-
�nem ent-decon�nem ent phase transition wasstudied on the lattice both analytically [4]
and num erically [7]. According to the Svetitsky{Ya�e universality argum ents [5], an
interpretation ofthetransition hasbeen attem pted in term softheU(1)vortex dynam ics
ofthecorresponding2D spin system .Thephasetransition | which isexpected tobeofi
Kosterlitz{Thoulesstype[6]| wasdem onstrated to beaccom panied by restructuring of
the vortex system [7].The vorticesaredescribed by a 2D U(1)spin m odelrepresenting
the dynam icsofthe Polyakov line (see also the discussion in Ref.[4]). Approaching the
transition tem perature,vorticesand anti{vorticesstarttoform bound states.In thehigh
tem peraturephaseno unbound vorticesand anti{vorticesareleft.

In the presentpaperwe discussan interpretation ofdecon�nem entstarting from the
con�nem ent picture outlined above, in term s of m agnetic m onopoles. The con�ning
plasm a ofthe m onopoles and anti{m onopoles turns into the dipole plasm a at the de-
con�nem ent phase transition. The dipole plasm a is ine�cient to com pletely screen the
�eld created by the electric currents running along the pair ofPolyakov lines. In this
case the screening m ass vanishes while the m agnetic susceptibility ofthe \m edium " is
sm allerthan unity.Both m onopoleand vortex binding m echanism softhedecon�nem ent
phasetransition havebeen discussed for3D �nitetem peratureGeorgi{Glashow m odelin
Refs.[8]and [9],respectively.

In the�nitetem peraturecase,strictly speaking,thereisaproblem tocallallthe�elds
\m agnetic" aswe did above when we sum m arized thezero tem perature case.Sim ilarto
Ref.[7],the con�nem ent aspect itselfwillbe illum inated in term s ofthe U(1) valued
Polyakov linesin thethird direction and ofPolyakov linecorrelatorsrepresenting pairsof
chargesseparated in 2D space. In (2+ 1)D there isno sym m etry anym ore between the
three com ponentsofthe �eld strength tensor. The closestrelative ofthe true m agnetic
�eld is F12 distinct from the others,while there is stilla sym m etry between F13 and
F23. W ith thisdistinction in m ind one can conditionally callthem the \m agnetic" and
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\electric" com ponents ofthe �eld strength tensor, respectively. As long as one does
notintroduce external�elds,even at�nite tem perature there isno need to distinguish
between them .Thesourcesoftherespective 
uxeswillbesim ply called \m onopoles" or
\m agneticcharges" in thefollowing.

The binding ofthe m onopoles is not isotropic. It happens m ainly in the 2D space
direction due to the logarithm ic potentialbetween the m onopoles separated by a large
spatialdistance. Asa consequence ofthe periodic boundary conditionsin the tem poral
direction the force between the m onopoles and anti-m onopoles vanishes at halfofthe
tem poralextent. Therefore the potentialin the tem poraldirection is weaker than in
the spatialdirections. As a consequence,the spatialsize ofthe m onopole bound state
isexpected to be sm aller than the size in the tem poraldirection. This m eansthatthe
dipolesaredom inantly oriented parallelorantiparalleltothe3rd 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 eventualexternal�eld. This aspect
willbeaddressed in a com panion paper.

W ith orwithoutexternal�eld,thedecon�ning m echanism by m onopolepairingseem s
to haveinteresting counterpartsin m orerealisticgaugetheories.Theform ation ofm ono-
polepairsisqualitatively sim ilarto thebinding ofinstantonsin instanton m oleculeswith
increasing tem perature in QCD suggested to beresponsible forchiralsym m etry restora-
tion [10]. In the electroweak theory,the form ation ofNam bu m onopole{anti{m onopole
pairs,a rem nantfrom a dense m edium ofdisordered Z{vorticesand Nam bu m onopoles
which characterizesthehigh{tem peraturephase,isaccom panying thetransition towards
thelow{tem peraturephase[11].Notealso,thatadipolevacuum ,although notcon�ning,
stillhasa non{perturbativenature[12].

The plan ofthe paperisasfollows. In Section 2 we estim ate the criticalcoupling of
thecon�nem ent{decon�nem entphasetransition based on a m onopolebinding m odelfor
a �nitelattice.In thenextSection thetransition isnum erically located fora latticesize
322 � 8 and con�nem entpropertiesarestudied.W epresentvariousm onopoleproperties
including dipoleform ation based on aclusteranalysisin Section 4.W estudy therelation
ofthem onopolesand dipolesto thephasetransition in Section 5.W ebrie
y sum m arize
ourresultsin thelastSection.

2 Som e heuristic considerations

In 3D com pactelectrodynam icstherearem onopolesinteracting via theCoulom b poten-
tials,

S =
g2m

2

X

a;b

qa qbVT(~xa � ~xb); (1)

whereqa and ~xa are,respectively,thecharge(in unitsoftheelem entary m onopolecharge,
gm = 2�=g3,where g3 isthe three dim ensionalcoupling constant)and the 3D position
vectorofthe ath m onopole. The subscriptT indicatesthatthe interaction potentialVT
eventually dependson thetem perature.

3



Atzero tem perature the m onopolesare random ly located in the Euclidean R 3 space
and the classicalinteraction potentialbetween the m onopole and anti{m onopole is in-
versely proportionalto thedistanceR between theobjects,V0(R)= � (4� R)�1 .At�nite
tem peratureT them onopoleslivein theR 2� S1 space(with S1 beingacircleofperim eter
T�1 )and theinteraction potentialgetsm odi�ed.Atsm allseparationsbetween m onopole
and anti-m onopoletheinteraction iszero{tem peraturelike,VT(x;z)= V0(

p
x2 + z2)+ :::,

where ~x = (x;y;z) = (x;z). At large spatial separations x the potential between
m onopolesisessentially two{dim ensional[8],

VT(x;z)= � 2T lnjxj+ :::; jxjT � 1: (2)

However,theinteraction between m onopolesseparated by a distancez in thethird (tem -
perature)direction isofthe3D Coulom b typeforsm allspatialinter{m onopoledistances,
jxjT � 1: VT(x;z) = � (4� z)�1 ,zT � 1. The force between m onopoles and anti-
m onopolesata distancez= 1=(2T)vanishesdueto periodicity in thetem peraturedirec-
tion.Thusonem ightexpectthatat�nitetem peraturethem onopolesform m agnetically
neutralstateswhich arebounded in thespatialdirections.However,thedynam icsofthe
m onopolesin thetem peraturedirection isnotrestricted by a logarithm icpotential.

Thus,atzerotem peraturethesystem existsin theform ofaCoulom b gasofm agnetic
m onopolesand anti{m onopoles. In thisphase the m edium con�nes electric charges[1].
Astem perature increases,the three{dim ensionalCoulom bic potentialturnsinto a two{
dim ensionallogarithm icpotentialforspatialm onopoleinteractions.Them onopolesand
anti{m onopolesbecom e weakly con�ned and form m ore and m ore dipole bound states.
The dipoles have a �nite average spatialsize (the distance between the m agnetically
oppositely charged constituents)which isa decreasing function ofthetem perature since
theinteraction potentialbetween theparticlesrisesastem peratureincreases,cf.eq.(2).

In thelow tem peratureregim e,thisdipolesizewould bestilllargerthan theaverage
distance between the particles inside the plasm a, and therefore only a sm allfraction
ofm onopoles residing in actualdipoles is m ixed with an weakly correlated m onopole{
anti{m onopolecom ponent.Atsu�ciently largetem perature,however,thetypicaldipole
size becom essm allerthan the interparticle distance in the plasm a and the system turns
into a pure dipole plasm a. The con�nem ent property is closely related to the Debye
m assgeneration e�ectwhich isabsentin thepuredipoleplasm a [13].Asa consequence,
the con�nem ent ofelectrically charged particles disappears. The system experiences a
con�nem ent{decon�nem entphasetransition dueto them onopolebinding m echanism .

One can use these heuristic argum entsto estim ate thephase transition tem perature.
In continuum theory this analysis was done in Ref.[8]where com pact electrodynam ics
was represented as a lim it ofthe Georgi{Glashow m odel. The phase transition in this
theory happensata tem perature T = g23=(2�).Thisresulthasbeen obtained underthe
condition thattheaveragesizeofthee�ectivem agneticdipoleisnotan infrared divergent
quantity asitisthecasein thecon�nem entphase.

However,in lattice gauge theory the considered quantitiesare all�nite and the con-
siderationsshould bem odi�ed com pared to thecontinuum case.Thedi�erence between
m onopole and dipole plasm ascan only be seen ifthe m ean distance �r between the con-
stituent m onopoles becom es com parable to the dipole size �d. The distance �r can be
expressed via the density ofthe m onopoles�,as �r = ��1=3 . Thus,the phase transition
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happenswhen thedipolesizeand theaveragedistancebetween m onopolesbecom eofthe
sam eorder,

�d = � �
�1=3

; (3)

where� isa geom etricalfactoroforderunity.Forboth quantities,�d and �,estim atescan
beeasily obtained on thelatticewhilethefactor� isto bede�ned from a sim ulation.

W econsiderthe3D com pactU(1)gaugem odelon theL2
s� Lt latticewith theaction

written in theVillain representation:

Z =

+ �Z

��

D �
X

n(c2)2ZZ

exp
n

�
�V

2
jjd� + 2�njj2

o

; (4)

where� isthecom pactU(1)gauge�eld and n istheinteger{valued auxiliary tensor�eld
variable.�V istheVillain coupling constant.

To relate this to the num ericalsim ulations,we also consider the form ulation ofthe
com pactU(1)gaugetheory with W ilson action:

S = �
X

P

h

1� cos�P
i

: (5)

TheVillain coupling constant�V isrelated to theW ilson coupling � asfollows[14]:

�V (�)=

"

2log

 
I0(�)

I1(�)

! #
�1

; (6)

whereI0;1 arethestandard m odi�ed Besselfunctions.
The partition function (4)can be rewritten in the following \grand canonical" form ,

i.e.represented asa sum overm onopolechargesin the(dual)latticecubes[14]:

Z / Z m on =
X

m (c3)2ZZ

exp
n

� 2�2�V (m ;�
�1
m )

o

: (7)

Here � �1 isthe inverse ofthe Laplacian operatoron an asym m etric lattice,m c denotes
them onopolechargein thecubec3.TheinverseLaplacian forlatticesizesLs,Lt isgiven
asfollows:

� �1 (~x;Ls;Lt)=
1

2L2
sLt

X

~p26= 0

ei(~p;~x)

3�
P

3
i= 1cospi

; (8)

wherep1;2 = 0;:::;2�(Ls � 1)=Ls and p3 = 0;:::;2�(Lt� 1)=Lt.
In orderto estim ate the average distance between the m onopole and anti{m onopole

constituentsin adipolestate(i.e.,thedipolesize)weusethe\canonical"m onopole{anti{
m onopole(dipole)partition function which can beeasily read o� from eq.(7):

Z
(2)

dip = const�
X

x

x26= 0

exp
n

4�2�V [�
�1 (x;Ls;Lt)� ��1 (0;Ls;Lt)]

o

; (9)
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thesum extentsoveralllatticeseparationsx between m onopoleand anti{m onopole.The
zero distancebetween theseobjectsisexcluded (sincethiscasedoesnotcorrespond to a
dipolestate).Ther.m .s.dipolesize �d isgiven by

�d2(�V ;Ls;Lt)=
1

Z
(2)

dip

X

x

x
2 exp

n

4�2�V
h

� �1 (x;Ls;Lt)� ��1 (0;Ls;Lt)
io

; (10)

wheretheactualdistancesquared,x2,isevaluated takingintoaccounttheperiodicbound-
ary conditionsofthelattice.Thesum scannotbetaken analytically.

Them onopoledensity � can beread o� from eq.(7),

�(�;Ls;Lt)= 2exp
n

� 2�2�V (�)�
�1 (0;Ls;Lt)

o

; (11)

where the dependence on the lattice geom etry isindicated explicitly. Note thatin this
form ula no interaction between m onopolesistaken into accountand we referto itasto
\bindingless". Only the local\self{interaction" ofm onopoles is accounted for via the
Coulom b propagator� �1 (0)in thefugacity.W earediscussing thebinding e�ectson the
m onopoledensity in Section 5.

The geom etricalfactor � is to be de�ned from the num ericaldata. To this end we
assum e that this factor is a constant iquantity which does not depend on the lattice
extensions. Indeed,itgives an estim ate how large the intra{dipole distances should be
com pared to the m onopole density in orderto have the dipole �eld screened. Thisisa
quitestrong assum ption which,however,turnsoutto bereasonable,aswillweseebelow.
Tode�nethefactor� wesubstituteeqs.(10)and (11)intoeq.(3)and usenum ericalvalues
for�c presented in Ref.[7]. Forthe lattices 162 � Lt,Lt = 4;6;8 we get,respectively:
� = 0:723(58);0:622(47)and 0:646(116).Thesenum berscoincidewith each otherwithin
num ericalerrors.Taking theaverageoverLt weget �� � 2=3.In whatfollowswetake

� = 2=3; (12)

and then solve eqs.(3,11,10) with respect to the Villain coupling �V . Then we �nally
estim atethecriticalW ilson coupling �thc with thehelp ofeq.(6).Theresultsforlattices
ofvarious sizes are represented in Table 1 and com pared with pseudocriticalcouplings

Ls = 16 Ls = 32 Ls = 64
Lt �thc �c �thc �c �thc
4 1.87 1.83(2) 2.01 - 2.10
6 2.04 2.08(2) 2.26 2.18(3) 2.44
8 2.12 2.14(5) 2.39 2.30(2) 2.62

Table1:Thecriticalcouplingconstant�thc calculated usingeqs.(6,3,10,11,12)fordi�erent
latticesL2

s� Lt com pared to latticeM onteCarlo resultsofRef.[7].Notethatourresults
forthelattice322 � 8 areslightly higherthan thatofRef.[7],seeforthcom ing Sections.

�c obtained in lattice sim ulationsofRef.[7]. The agreem entbetween the data and our
estim ates is within 4% . Thus the sim ple heuristic argum ents based on the m onopole{
dipolepicturework surprisingly well.
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3 Phase transition and con�nem ent

W ehave perform ed ournum ericalstudy of(2+ 1)D com pactelectrodynam icsusing the
W ilson action (5). The lattice coupling � is related to the lattice spacing a and the
continuum coupling constantg3 ofthe3D theory asfollows:

� =
1

ag23
; (13)

Note that in three dim ensionalgauge theory the coupling constant g3 has dim ension
m ass1=2.

The lattice corresponding to the �nite tem perature is asym m etric, L2
s � Lt,Lt <

Ls. In the lim it Ls ! 1 the \tem poral" extension ofthe lattice Lt is related to the
physicaltem perature,Lt = 1=(Ta). Using eq.(13) the tem perature is given via the
latticeparam etersasfollows:

T

g23
=

�

Lt

: (14)

Thus,at�xed lattice size lower(higher)valuesofthe lattice coupling constant� corre-
spond to lower(higher)tem peratures.

Oursim ulationshave been perform ed m ainly on a 322 � 8 lattice.W e do notintend
to study in the presentpaper�nite size scaling aspectsofthism odel. The localM onte
Carloalgorithm isbased on a5{hitM etropolisupdatesweep followed by am icrocanonical
sweep.Forbetterergodicity,in particularin thepresenceofan external�eld (considered
in a com panion paper),also globalupdatesareincluded.Following theideasofRef.[15],
theglobalrefreshm entstep consistsin an attem ptto add an additionalunitof
ux with
random ly chosen sign in adirection random ly selected am ong thethree,tothedynam ical
gauge�eld subjectto a globalM etropolisacceptancecheck.

Forexam ple,one unitof
ux in ij plane isintroduced with the help ofthe following
gauge�eld shift[15]�i! [�i+ ~�i]m od2�:

~�j =
�

Li

(2xi� Li� 1); ~�j = 0 for xj 6= Lj;

~�i =
2�

LiLj

(1� xj); ~�k = 0; k 6= i;j:

Theacceptancerateoftheglobalstep changeswithin theconsidered � rangefrom roughly
0.7 (con�nem ent phase) to 0.2 (decon�nem ent phase). One totalM onte Carlo update
cycleconsistsoftwo com bined localM etropolisand m icrocanonicalsweeps(requiring an
acceptancerateof0.5 fortheM etropolisstep)and theglobalupdatedescribed above.

In orderto localizethedecon�nem enttransition,itisconvenientto study theexpec-
tation valuesofthetwo bulk operators,

hjLji=
1

L2
s

hj
X

x

L(x)ji; hjLj2i=
1

L2
s

hj
X

x

L(x)j2i; (15)

constructed from thePolyakov loop,

L(x)= exp
n

i

LtX

z= 1

�3(x;z)
o

; (16)
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herex = (x;y)isa two{dim ensionalvector.In thedecon�nem entphasethequantity jLj
isoftheorderofunity,whilein thecon�nem entphaseitisclosetozeroin a�nitevolum e
and vanishesin thein�nitevolum elim it.

Thebehaviouroftheexpectation valueofthePolyakov loop vs.latticecoupling � is
shown in Figure1(a).Thelow tem peraturephase,� < �c correspondstothecon�nem ent

1 2 3
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

β

|L|

1 2 3
0

0.002

0.004

0.006

β

χL

(a) (b)

Figure1:(a)Theexpectation valueoftheabsolutevalueoftheaveragePolyakovloop(15)
and (b)itssusceptibility (17)vs.�.

phase,whilethehigh tem peraturephaseisdecon�ning.
Thesusceptibility ofthePolyakov loop

�L = hjLj
2
i� hjLji

2 (17)

isshown in Figure1(b).Thepeak ofthePolyakov loop susceptibility correspondsto the
pseudocritical�c ofthedecon�nem entphasetransition.W ehave�tted thesusceptibility
nearitsm axim um by thefollowing function:

�
�t
L (�)=

c21

c22 + (� � �c)2
; (18)

where thecriticalcoupling wasestim ated to be�c = 2:346(2)which isquiteclose to the
resultofRef.[7].Thebest�tisshown in Figure1(b)by a solid line.

Tocalculatethestringtension weuse\plane{plane"correlatorsoftwoPolyakov loops.
In addition,averages oftem poralW ilson loopshave been studied,too. M ore precisely,
in (2+ 1)D ,we de�ne �rstsum softhe Polyakov loopsalong a line parallelto a spatial
latticeaxis(e.g.in they direction):

Lplane(x)=
LsX

y= 1

L(x;y): (19)

The correlator ofthe plane{plane correlators m ay be written as a sum ofpoint{point
correlation functions,

hLplane(0)L
�

plane(x)i=
LsX

y1;2= 1

hL(0;y1)L
+ (x;y2)i: (20)
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Theform ofthiscorrelatorisexpected to be:

hLplane(0)L
�

plane(x)i= const� cosh
h

�Lt

�

x�
Ls

2

�i

; (21)

where� isthe\tem poral" string tension.In Figure2(a)weshow the�tofthePolyakov

0 5 10
1e−06

1e−04

1e−02 β=2.5

β=1.8

x

CL

1.7 2 2.3 2.6
0.00

0.05

0.10 Polyakov loop
temporal Wilson
bindingless

β

σ

(a) (b)

Figure 2: (a)Fitofthe Polyakov plane{plane correlator(20)using eq.(21)in the con-
�nem ent,� = 1:8,and decon�nem ent,� = 2:5,phases. (b)String tensionsasfunctions
of� com pared with thebindinglesstheoreticalresult(22).

plane{plane correlator (20) by this �tting function in the con�nem ent (� = 1:8) and
decon�nem ent(� = 2:5)phases,respectively.

In Figure 2(b) we present the �tted string tensions as function of�. Above �c the
string tension quickly dropsdown butstays non-zero due to �nite volum e e�ects. The
tem poralstring tensionsobtained using eitherthePolyakov loop plane{planecorrelators
orthetem poralW ilson loop averagesroughly coincidewith each other.Thedashed curve
representsthetheoreticalprediction forthestring tension [14,16]:

�(�)=
4
p
2

�
q

�V (�)
exp

n

� �
2
�V (�)�

�1 (0;Ls;Lt)
o

: (22)

Agreem ent between the prediction and the num ericalresults is reached only in the
vicinity ofthe phase transition point,� � 2:3.In orderto understand these di�erences,
weturn now to a closerinvestigation ofthem onopoleproperties.

4 Propertiesofthe m onopole{anti{m onopole system

The basic quantity describing the behaviourofthe m onopoles isthe m onopole density,
� =

P

cjm cj=(L2
sLt),where m c is the integer valued m onopole charge inside the cube c

de�ned in thestandard way [17]:

m c =
1

2�

X

P 2@c

(� 1)P [�P ]m od2� ; (23)
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where the plaquette orientations relative to the boundary ofthe cube are taken into
account. The density ofthe totalnum ber ofm onopolesis a decreasing function ofthe
lattice coupling � (or the tem perature) as it is shown in Figure 3 by circles. At high

1 1.5 2 2.5 3
1e−05

1e−04

1e−03

1e−02

1e−01

1e+00

bindingless
all monopoles
in neutral clusters

β

ρmon

Figure3:Thedensity ofallm onopolesand ofm onopolesin neutralclustersvs.�.

tem peratures(large �)the m onopolesare dilute and form dipole bound states. Typical
m onopolecon�gurationsin both phasesarevisualized in Figure4.

(a) (b)

Figure 4: Typicalm onopole con�gurationsfor(a)the con�nem entphase (� = 1:6)and
(b)thedecon�nem entphase(� = 2:5) .

In Figure3 weshow by thedashed linethedensity ofthem onopolescalculated using
eq.(11) for com parison. As in the case ofthe string tension,the predicted m onopole
density isin agreem entwith thenum ericaldata only near�c.

Equation (11)isbased on thesinglem onopolecontribution to thepartition function,
thusitdoesnottakeinto accountpairing ofthem onopoles.Thee�ectoftheconstituent
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m onopolepairing (dipoleform ation)dueto �nitetem peraturecan explain thedeviations
from thebindinglesscaseseen in thisFigure.In thecon�nem entphasethedensity ofthe
m onopolesislargerthan theprediction ofeq.(11).Indeed,weexpectthattheform ation
ofthe bound statedecreasesthe totalenergy (action)ofthechosen m onopoleand anti{
m onopole.Asa resultbinding favoursthecreation ofadditionalm onopolesby quantum

uctuations. This tendency increases with larger �,however the cost ofcreating new
m onopolesgrows,too.

Notethattheentropyofthebound stateissm allerthan theentropyofafreem onopole
and an anti{m onopole. However the entropy e�ectdoesnotseem to change essentially
nearthephasetransition.

W e rem ind the readerthaton the classicallevelthe dipolesare form ed both in the
con�nem entphaseand in thedecon�nem entphasedueto logarithm icpotentialbetween
the m onopoles. However,atlow tem peraturesthe dipole size islargerthan the average
distance between the m onopoles and,therefore,the dipole form ation does not destroy
con�nem ent.

Onecan analysethem onopolepairing studying theclusterstructureofthem onopole
ensem ble extracted from the M onte{Carlo con�gurations.Forourpurposes,clustersare
de�ned asfollows:clustersareconnected groupsofm onopolesand anti{m onopoles,where
each objectisseparated from atleastone neighbourbelonging to the sam e clusterby a
distance less or equalthan R m ax. In the following we use R 2

m ax = 3 a2 which m eans
that neighbouring m onopole cubes should share at least one single cornera. Note that
the increase ofthe coupling constant leads notonly to an increase ofthe tem perature,
eq.(14),butto a decrease ofthe lattice spacing a aswell,eq.(13). Thusatdi�erent�
thesam e characteristic distance R m ax correspondsto di�erentphysicalscales.Therefore
ourresultsbelow areofonly qualitativenature.

A m onopole clusterisneutralifthe chargesofthe constituentm onopolessum up to
zero.W eshow thedensity ofm onopolesbelongingtoneutralclustersasafunction of� in
Figure3 by squares.Thedi�erencebetween thisdensity and thetotalm onopoledensity
am ountsto a factorthreeat� � 1 and becom essm alleratlarger�.Atlarge� (entering
thedecon�nem entphase)approxim atelyeverysecond m onopoleoranti{m onopolebelongs
to a neutralcluster.Atstilllarger�’salm ostallm onopolesarein neutralclusters.

W e are con�dent that the 
uctuation ofm onopole num bers signalthe decon�ning
phasetransition.Thisisdem onstrated studying thesecond and (m odi�ed)fourth Binder
cum ulantsofthe totalnum berofm onopolesand anti{m onopoles[and ofthe num berof
(anti{)m onopolesbeing partofneutralclusters]. W e presentin Figure 5 the cum ulants,
with M denoting therespective num ber:

B 2 =
hM 2i

hM i
2
� 1 (24)

B 4 =
hM 4i

3hM 2i
2
�
1

3
; (25)

Sim ilarly to the Polyakov line susceptibility these quantitiesare suitable to localize the
a In Ref.[18]a sim ilarde�nition hasbeen used to investigatetightly packed clusterswith R m ax = a.

In ourcasethe condition forthe clusterism orerelaxed.
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Figure5:The second (a)and thefourth Binder(b)cum ulantsaccording to (25)forthe
total(anti{)m onopoledensityand thecorrespondingdensitiesenclosed in neutralclusters.
The�tsareshown assolid lines.

decon�ning phasetransition.W e�tthesecum ulantsby

B
�t
n (�)=

c21

c22 + (� � �c)2
; n = 2;4: (26)

The�tsareshown bysolid linesin Figure5and theresultsforthepseudocriticalcouplings
�c aregiven in Table2.

cum ulant 2nd 4th
total 2.380(3) 2.404(4)
neutral 2.379(5) 2.372(3)

Table2:Pseudocriticalcouplings�c from the�tsto theBindercum ulants(25,26).

Som edetailson theclusterstructureatvariousvaluesof� can beseen in Figure6(a).
W e show the fraction ofm onopoles and anti{m onopoles being part ofclusters ofsize
N .Theclustersizeisthenum berofm onopolesand anti-m onopoleswhich belong to the
given cluster.Thereisnoseparation accordingtothecluster’scharge.In thecon�nem ent
phase,� = 1:5,the fraction ofm onopoles is slowly decreasing with the cluster size N .
The percentage ofisolated (anti{)m onopoles(N = 1 clusters)am ountsto roughly 45 %
whileclusters(with a sizeup to N = 10)contain therest.

Atthe phase transition point(� � 2:3)the num berof(anti{)m onopolesenclosed in
largerclustersdropsdrastically.Them onopolevacuum iscom posed m ostly ofindividual
(anti{)m onopoles(60% )and dipoles(40% ).Thisobservation can bereconciled with our
theoreticalexpectation thatallm onopolesm ustbecom epaired only ifweacceptthatthe
\unpaired" m onopoles are actually partofdipoles ofsize bigger than R m ax. Deeperin
thedecon�ned phase,however,at� = 2:8 practically 90 % ofthe(anti{)m onopolesform
tightbound stateswith sizessm allerthan R m ax =

p
3 a.
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Figure6:(a)The clusterstructure atvariousofthecoupling constant�.Clusterdistri-
bution isshowsasa function ofthenum berofconstituentm onopolesinsideclusters,N .
(b)Theclustershapefunction,eq.(27),forvarious�.

Aswehavediscussed above,weexpectthattheforcein thespatialdirectionsislarger
than the force along the tem poraldirection z. This fact can be qualitatively analysed
with thehelp ofthefollowing \clustersphericity":

R size(N )=
hj�zji

Nq

hj�xji2

N
+ hj�yji2

N

; (27)

where hj�xji
N
isthe average distance from the center ofthe cluster in x{direction etc.

forclustersize N .Ifthe clustersare elongated predom inantly in the tem poraldirection
thisquantity would belargerthan unity,and sm allerotherwise.W eshow thedependence
ofthe sphericity R size on the cluster size N forvarious � values in Figure 6(b). Sm all
clusters are directed predom inantly along the tem poraldirection,asexpected,atall�.
W ith larger � the elongation becom es stronger. For large clusters the direction ofthe
clusterisrandom ,sincein thiscasetheclustershapefunction isvery closeto 1=

p
2 (this

directly followsfrom the de�nition (27)). Thisrandom lim itism arked by the solid line
in Figure6.

5 C on�nem ent and m onopoles

W e have observed thatagreem entbetween predictionsfrom a theory withoutm onopole
binding and the �nite tem perature sim ulation results is reached only in the vicinity of
the phase transition point,� � 2:3. In the con�nem entphase both m easured tem poral
string tension and m onopole density are largercom pared to the bindinglesspredictions,
seeFigures2(b),3.

Aswehavediscussed,itisduetom onopolebindingthatthedensity ofthem onopoles
isincreased com pared to thenon-interacting case.However,thesizeofthedipolesin the
con�nem ent phase is largerthan the average distance between the ordinary m onopoles
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calculated from their totaldensity. Therefore,the m onopoles bound in dipoles due to
classicallogarithm icpotentialstillgivea contribution to thestring tension.

Itisinteresting tocheck how them onopoledensity �tsintothetheoreticalpredictions
ofthestringtension (22).Using thatpredicted relation,wecom parein Figure7theratio

1.7 2 2.3 2.6

0.5

1.0

all monopoles
charged component

β

Rσ

Figure7:Theratio ofthetem poralstring tensions(28)vs.�.

R between them easured stringtension � (from plane{planecorrelatorsofPolyakov loops)
with a calculated \theoretical" string tension �th using asinputthe m easured m onopole
density �:

R � =
�

�th
: (28)

Here�th isgiven in accordanceto eqs.(11,22)via

�
th =

4

�

v
u
u
t �(�)

�V (�)
; (29)

and �V isde�ned in eq.(6).
Thecirclesshown takeintoaccountall\active"m onopoles,i.e.isolated onesand those

from charged m onopoleclusterswhich m ightbethoughtto be responsible forthe string
tension.Theratioisclosetounity indicatingthefactthatthecharged m onopolesprovide
them ajorcontribution tothestringtension,asexpected.Notethatin thedecon�nem ent
phasethestringtension isnon-zerodueto�nite{sizee�ectsdiscussed below.Thesquares
in Figure7(a)arerelated to theratio (28)in which allm onopolearetaken into account.
In both phasesthisratioissm allerthan unity:aneutralfraction ofthem onopolesbound
in thesm alldipolepairsdoesnotcontributeto thestring tension.

The sm all\string tension" rem aining after passing the decon�nem ent transition at
this�nitelatticecan beexplained from thepointofview ofthedipolepictureasfollows.
Testparticlesseparated by distancessm allerthan sizesofcertain dipolesare in
uenced
by the constituentm onopolesofthose dipoles. The m onopolesgive contribution to the
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string tension term .On the�nitelatticethem axim aldistancebetween thetestparticles
isoftheorderofthelatticesize.Therefore,dipolesofthesam esizecould beresponsible
forthe non-vanishing sm allstring tension. Dipolesofthese sizes m ay really be present
in thedecon�nem entphase(with a probability decreasing with theincreaseofthelattice
size).This,however,doesnotcontradictthecriterion used to locatethephasetransition
in thepreviousSectionssincethedipolesofsuch largesizeareheavily suppressed.

The dipoleform ation due to Coulom b forcesalso happensatzero tem perature.This
e�ect increases the m onopole density com pared to that in the "bindingless" world. To
check thiswecom parein Figure8 thetotaldensity ofthetotaldensity ofm onopolesand

2 2.5
1e−04

1e−03

1e−02

prediction
all monopoles
in charged clusters

β

ρmon

Figure 8:The density ofallm onopolesand ofm onopolesin charged clustersvs.� fora
323 latticecom pared to prediction (11).

the exclusive density ofm onopoles residing in charged clusters (the latter includes free
m onopolesand anti-m onopoles)fora323 lattice.Thecharged m onopolescom prisearound
55% ofthetotalm onopoledensity.Thisratiodoesnotdepend on thevalueofthecoupling
constant � indicating that the scaling behaviour ofcharged and neutralclusters is the
sam e.Thecharged fraction ofthem onopolesisperfectly described by the"bindingless"
form ula (11)forthe m onopole density. Thisform ula isincorporated im plicitly into the
theoreticalprediction ofthe string tension (22)which workswellaccording to Ref.[19].
Thusonly them onopolesfrom thecharged clusters(including separatem onopoles)con-
tribute to the string tension while the binding e�ect causes the appearance ofa large
fraction of\inactive" neutralclusters.

Finally,we have m easured the\spatialstring tension":the coe�cientin frontofthe
area term in thespatialW ilson loops.Thisstring tension �s hasbeen obtained by m eans
ofthestandard diagonalCreutzratios.Theresultsarepresented in Figure9asafunction
of�.Asexpected,thespatialstringtension doesnotvanish and behavessm oothly across
the decon�ning phase transition. In contrast,we show in this Figure also the \true"
tem poralstring tension extracted from tem poralW ilson loopswhich dropsdown to the
levelofthe�nite-volum e correction thatwehavejustdiscussed.

Atsu�ciently high tem peraturesthesystem m ightbetreated astwo{dim ensionalwith
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Figure9:Thespatialstring tension vs.�.

an e�ective 2D coupling constant �(2D ) = Lt�. M oreover,since the m onopole density
islow atlarge � (in decon�nem ent),the m odelbecom ese�ectively non{com pact. Thus
thespatialW ilson loop behaviourin thisregim eisgiven by theperturbativeone{photon
exchange. In two dim ensionsthe Coulom b law providesthe linearly con�ning potential,
V (2D )(R)= R=2,corresponding to thespatialstring tension,

�
th
s (�)=

1

2�(2D )
=

1

2Lt�
: (30)

which isshown in Figure 9 by the dashed line. The spatialstring tension data and the
curveapproach each otherforsu�ciently large�.However,in thecon�nem entphasethe
m onopolesgivea signi�cantcontribution to thespatialstring tension.

6 Sum m ary

In thispaperwe have considered a m echanism ofthe �nite tem perature decon�nem ent
phase transition in three dim ensionalcom pact electrodynam ics based on the m onopole
binding. The considerations are sim ilar to those given in Ref.[8]for the continuum
theory and they incorporate features ofthe lattice geom etry. This allows usto predict
thepseudocriticalcoupling asa function ofthelatticesize.

In ournum ericalsim ulationswe have dem onstrated thatthem onopolesaresensitive
tothephasetransition despitethefactthatthem onopoledensity itselfbehavessm oothly
acrossthetransition.Thepseudocriticalcouplingsfound by theBindercum ulantsofthe
density arevery closeto thatidenti�ed using thePolyakov loop susceptibility.W estress
thatwedid notintend to study the�nitesizescaling behaviorofthism odel.

Basedontheobservationto�nd�cinthiswaywehavestudiedthem onopoleproperties
in m oredetail.W ehavefoundthatboththem onopoledensityandthestringtension di�er
from the predictions based on a m odelwhich doesnottake into accountthe 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 m odel(given by eq.(22)) rem ains valid in the con�nem ent
phase.

W e have observed that the dipole form ation happens both in the con�nem ent and
decon�nem ent phases. In the decon�nem ent phase tightly bound dipoles | which are
safely identi�ed by a cluster algorithm | dom inate in the vacuum . The dipoles are
oriented dom inantly in the tem poraldirection. These features are in agreem ent with
generalexpectationsdiscussed in theIntroduction and in Section 2.

Atthecon�nem entphasetransition weobservem ostly clusterswith two constituents
orsinglem onopolesand anti{m onopoles.Decreasing furtherthetem perature(or�),the
m onopolesbecom e dense and form connected clusters(on a coarserand coarserlattice)
inclosingvariousnum bersofm onopolesand antim onopoles.Thelargestclustersarem ore
and m orespherical.W hethertheobserved propertiesofthedipolegasform ation survives
in thecontinuum lim itdeservesan additionalstudy.

W hen the phase transition is m ediated by charged objects, one could expect that
external�eldswillin
uence thephasetransition.In ourcasethenaturalquestion arises
whatwillhappen to the con�nem ent{decon�nem ent phase transition. Fornon{Abelian
theoriesin 3+ 1 dim ensionsitwasrecently concluded,from a study ofthe expectation
value ofthe Polyakov loop [20],that con�nem ent seem s to becom e restored under the
in
uence ofan externalchrom om agnetic �eld. In an accom panying paper [21]we will
reporton a study ofourm odelundersuch externalconditions,concerning the in
uence
ofcon�nem entand relevantpropertiesofthem onopolesystem .
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