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W earguethattheSkyrm etheory describesthechrom om agnetic(notchrom oelectric)dynam ics

ofQ CD .ThisshowsthattheSkyrm etheory could m oreproperly beinterpreted asan e�ectivetheory

which is dualto Q CD ,rather than an e�ective theory ofQ CD itself. This leads usto predictthe

existence ofa new type oftopologicalknot,a twisted chrom oelectric 
ux ring,in Q CD which is

dualto the chrom om agnetic Faddeev-Niem iknotin Skyrm e theory.W e estim ate the m assand the

decay width ofthe lightestchrom oelectric knotto be around 50 G eV and 117 M eV .

PACS num bers:03.75.Fi,05.30.Jp,67.40.V s,74.72.-h

K eywords:chrom oelectric knot in Q CD ,topologicalglueballin Q CD

Recently Faddeev and Niem ihaveconjectured theex-

istence ofa topologicalknotin quantum chrom odynam -

ics(Q CD),a twisted chrom om agneticvortex ring which

is sim ilar to the Faddeev-Niem iknot in Skyrm e theory

[1,2].Thisisan interestingconjecturebased on thepop-

ular view that the Skyrm e theory is an e�ective theory

ofstronginteraction.The purposeofthispaperisto pre-

dictthe existence ofa topologicalglueballin QCD m ade

ofthe twisted chrom oelectric 
ux ring,which is dualto

Faddeev-Niem iknotin Skyrm e theory. W e estim ate the

m ass ofthe lightestknotglueballto be around 50 G eV .

Although topological,the chrom oelectric knot could be

cutand decay to lowlying hadrons,due to the presence

ofthe quarksand gluonsin the theory.

The Skyrm e theory has played an im portant role in

physics,in particular in nuclear physics as a successful

e�ective �eld theory ofstrong interaction [3,4,5,6]. A

rem arkable feature ofSkyrm e theory isitsrich topolog-

icalstructure [7]. It has been known that the theory

allows(notonly theoriginalskyrm ion butalso)thebaby

skyrm ion and the Faddeev-Niem iknot[2,8]. M ore im -

portantly,itcontainsa (singular)m onopolewhich plays

a fundam entalrole. In fact allthe �nite energy topo-

logicalobjects in the theory could be viewed either as

dressed m onopoles or as con�ned m agnetic 
ux ofthe

m onopole-antim onopole pair,con�ned by the M eissner

e�ect. This observation has led us to propose that the

theory can be interpreted as a theory ofm onopoles,in

which the m agnetic 
ux ofthe m onopole-antim onopole

pairsiscon�ned by the M eissnere�ect[7].

Thisim pliesthatitshould beinterpreted asan e�ec-

tive theory ofstrong interaction which isdualto Q CD,

rather than an e�ective theory ofQ CD itself. This is
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because in Q CD itisnotthe m onopolesbutthe quarks

which are con�ned. And Q CD con�nesthe chrom oelec-

tric
ux with adualM eissnere�ect.Thisisin sharp con-

tradiction with thepopularview thattheSkyrm etheory

isan e�ective theory ofQ CD.In the following we com -

pare the two contrasting views, and propose a sim ple

experim entwhich can tellwhich view isthe correctone.

Let! and n̂ (with n̂2 = 1)be the Skyrm e �eld and

the non-linearsigm a �eld,and let

U = exp(
!

2i
~� � n̂)= cos

!

2
� i(~� � n̂)sin

!

2
;

L� = U @�U
y: (1)

W ith thisonecan writethe Skyrm eLagrangian as[3]

L =
�2

4
trL2

� +
�

32
tr([L�;L�])

2
; (2)

where � and � are the coupling constants. The La-

grangian hasa hidden U (1)gaugesym m etry aswellasa

globalSU (2)sym m etry.W ith thespherically sym m etric

ansatzand the boundary condition

! = !(r); n̂ = r̂;

!(0)= 2�; !(1 )= 0; (3)

one hasthe well-known skyrm ion which hasa �nite en-

ergy E ’ 73
p
�� [3].Itcarriesthe baryon num ber

N s =
1

8�2

Z

�ijkN ij(@k!)sin
2
!

2
d
3
r= 1;

N ij = n̂ � (@jn̂ � @kn̂); (4)

which represents the non-trivial hom otopy �3(S
3) de-

scribed by U in (1).Italso carriesthe m agneticcharge

N m =
1

4�

Z

�ijkN ijd�k = 1; (5)
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which representsthe hom otopy �2(S
2)ofthe m onopole

described by n̂ [7].

A rem arkable point of the Skyrm e theory is that

! = � becom esa classicalsolution,independentofn̂.So

restricting! to�,onecan reducetheSkyrm eLagrangian

(2)to the Skyrm e-Faddeev Lagrangian

LSF = �
�2

2
(@� n̂)

2
�
�

4
(@� n̂ � @�n̂)

2
; (6)

whoseequation ofm otion isgiven by

n̂ � @2n̂ +
�

�2
(@�N ��)@�n̂ = 0;

N �� = n̂ � (@� n̂ � @�n̂)= @�C� � @�C�: (7)

Itisthisequation thatallowsnotonlythebaby skyrm ion

and the Faddeev-Niem iknot but also the non-Abelian

m onopole (Notice thatN �� form sa closed two-form ,so

that it adm its a potentialat least locally sectionwise).

Thisindicatesthatthe Skyrm etheory hasa U (1)gauge

sym m etry [7]

W ith

Ĉ� = �
1

g
n̂ � @� n̂; (8)

theLagrangian(6)can beputintoaverysuggestiveform

[7,9],

LSF = �
�

4
Ĥ

2

�� �
�2

2
Ĉ
2

�;

Ĥ �� = @� Ĉ� � @�Ĉ� + gĈ� � Ĉ�: (9)

Actually with � = cos (!=2)theSkyrm eLagrangian (2)

itselfcan be expressed as

L = �
�

4
g
2(1� �

2)2Ĥ 2

�� �
�2

2
g
2(1� �

2)Ĉ 2

�

�
�2

2

(@��)
2

1� �2
�
�

4
g
2(@��Ĉ� � @��Ĉ�)

2

’ �
�

4
g
2
Ĥ

2

�� �
�2

2
g
2
Ĉ
2

�

�
�2

2
(@��)

2
�
�

4
g
2(@��Ĉ� � @��Ĉ�)

2
: (10)

The approxim ation holdsforsm all�,which describesa

linearized Skyrm etheory.In thisexpression the Skyrm e

theory assum esthe form ofa m assive gauge theory (in-

teracting with the scalar�eld �)in which the gaugepo-

tentialisrestricted by (8).

To am plify this point further, consider the SU (2)

Q CD forsim plicity.Introducing an isotripletunitvector

�eld n̂ which selectsthe colorcharge direction (i.e.,the

\Abelian"direction)ateach space-tim epoint,wecan de-

com posethegaugepotentialinto therestricted potential

B̂ � and the gaugecovariantvector�eld ~X � [10,11],

~A � = A � n̂ �
1

g
n̂ � @� n̂ + ~X � = B̂ � + ~X �;

whereA � = n̂�~A � isthe\electric"potential.Noticethat

therestricted potentialisprecisely theconnection which

leaves n̂ invariantunderthe paralleltransport,

D̂ � n̂ = @� n̂ + gB̂ � � n̂ = 0: (11)

Underthe in�nitesim algaugetransform ation

�n̂ = � ~� � n̂ ; �~A � =
1

g
D �~�; (12)

onehas

�A� =
1

g
n̂ � @�~�; �B̂ � =

1

g
D̂ �~�;

�~X � = � ~� � ~X �: (13)

Thisshowsthat B̂ � by itselfdescribesan SU (2)connec-

tion which enjoys the fullSU (2) gauge degrees offree-

dom . Furtherm ore ~X � transform scovariantly underthe

gaugetransform ation.M ostim portantly,thedecom posi-

tion (11)isgauge-independent.O ncethe colordirection

n̂ isselected thedecom position followsautom atically,in-

dependentofthe choiceofa gauge.

The advantage ofthe decom position (11) is that all

thetopologicalfeaturesoftheoriginalnon-Abelian gauge

theory are explicitly inscribed in B̂ �. The isolated sin-

gularities of n̂ de�nes �2(S
2) which describes the W u-

Yang m onopole [10, 11]. Besides, with the S3 com -

pacti�cation ofR 3, n̂ characterizes the Hopfinvariant

�3(S
2) ’ �3(S

3) which describes the topologically dis-

tinct vacua and the instantons[9,12]. The im portance

ofthe decom position has recently been appreciated by

m any authorsin studyingvariousaspectsofQ CD [1,13].

Furtherm ore in m athem atics the decom position plays a

crucialrole in studying the geom etricalaspects(in par-

ticular the Deligne cohom ology) of non-Abelian gauge

theory [14,15].

Notice that the restricted potential B̂ � actually has

a dualstructure. Indeed the �eld strength m ade ofthe

restricted potentialisdecom posed as

B̂ �� = F̂�� + Ĥ �� = (F�� + H �� )̂n;

F�� = @�A � � @�A �;

H �� = �
1

g
N �� = �

1

g
(@�C� � @�C�); (14)

where now C� plays the role ofthe \m agnetic" poten-

tial[10, 11]. This shows that the gauge potential(8)

which appearsin the Skyrm e-Faddeev Lagrangian (9)is

precisely the chrom om agneticpotentialofQ CD.

W ith (11)wehave

~F�� = B̂ �� + D̂ �
~X � � D̂ �

~X � + g~X � �
~X �; (15)

so thatthe Yang-M illsLagrangian isexpressed as

LQ C D = �
1

4
B̂
2

�� �
1

4
(D̂ �

~X � � D̂ �
~X �)

2

�
g

2
B̂ �� � (~X � �

~X �)�
g2

4
(~X � �

~X �)
2
: (16)
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ThistellsthatQ CD can beviewed asa restricted gauge

theory m ade of the binding gluon B̂ �, which has the

valence gluon ~X � as a gauge covariant colored source

[10,11].Now,suppose thatthe con�nem entm echanism

generatesa m ass� forthe binding gluon. Then,in the

absence of A � and ~X �, the above Lagrangian reduces

exactly to theSkyrm e-Faddeev Lagrangian (6).Further-

m ore,with

A � = @��; ~X � = f1@� n̂ + f2n̂ � @� n̂

� = f1 + if2; @�� = 0; (17)

wehave

LQ C D ’ �
(1� g���)2

4
g
2
Ĥ

2

�� �
�2

2
g
2
Ĉ
2

�

�
�2

2
(@��)

2
�
���

4
g
2(@��Ĉ� � @��Ĉ�)

2
: (18)

This(with � = (1� g���)2 = ���)isprecisely the lin-

earized Skyrm eLagrangian in (10).So,ifwelike,wecan

actually derive the linearized Skyrm e theory from Q CD

with sim pleassum ptions[7].Thisshowshow theSkyrm e

theory stem sfrom Q CD.M ore im portantly,thisreveals

that the Skyrm e theory describes the chrom om agnetic

dynam ics,notthe chrom oelectricdynam ics,ofQ CD.

Just like the SU (2) Q CD the Lagrangian (6) has

the non-Abelian m onopole solution [7]. It also has a

m agnetic vortex solution known as the baby skyrm ion

and a twisted vortex solution known asthe helicalbaby

skyrm ion [7,8]. The existence ofthe vortex solutions

im plies the existence ofthe M eissner e�ect in Skyrm e

theory.To seehow the M eissnere�ectcom esabout,no-

ticethatdueto theU (1)gaugesym m etry thetheory has

a conserved current

j� = @�N ��; @�j� = 0: (19)

Clearly thisisthe currentwhich generatesthe M eissner

e�ect and con�nes the m agnetic �eld ofthe vortex [7].

Thiscon�rm sthattheSkyrm etheory indeed hasabuilt-

in M eissnere�ectand con�nem entm echanism .

M ore im portantly the Skyrm e theory adm its the

Faddeev-Niem iknot,which is nothing but the twisted

m agnetic vortex ring m ade ofthe helicalbaby skyrm ion

[7].Ithasthe knotquantum num ber[1,7]

N k =
1

32�2

Z

�ijkCiN jkd
3
x = 1: (20)

O bviously the knothasa topologicalstability. Further-

m ore,thistopologicalstability isnow backed up by the

dynam icalstability.To seethis,noticethatthechrom o-

electric supercurrent(19) has two com ponents,the one

m oving along theknotand theotherm oving around the

knottube.And thesupercurrentm oving along the knot

generatesan angularm om entum around thez-axiswhich

providesthe centrifugalforce preventing the vortex ring

to collapse.Putitdi�erently,thesupercurrentgenerates

a m agnetic 
ux trapped in the knotdisk which can not

be squeezed out.And this
ux providesa stabilizing re-

pulsiveforcewhich preventthecollapseoftheknot.This

ishow the knotacquiresthe dynam icalstability.

O ne could estim ate the energy ofthe knot.Theoret-

ically it has been shown that the knot energy has the

following bound [16]

c
p
� � N

3=4
� E N � C

p
� � N

3=4
; (21)

whereC isan unknown constantequalto orlargerthan

c. Thissuggeststhatthe knotenergy isproportionalto

N 3=4.Indeed num erically,one �nds[17]

E N ’ 252
p
� � N

3=4
; (22)

up to N = 8. This sub-linear N -dependence of knot

energy m eansthata knotwith largeN can notdecay to

the knotswith sm allerN .

Adopting thepopularview thattheSkyrm etheory is

an e�ectivetheory ofQ CD onecan easily predicttheex-

istence ofa chrom om agneticknotin Q CD.Furtherm ore

onecan estim atethem assofthisknotfrom (22).In this

picturetheparam eters� and � m aybechosen tobe[4,5]

� = f� ’ 93 M eV; � = 8�2 ’ 0:0442; (23)

with the baryon m ass m b ’ 1:427 G eV . In a slightly

di�erent�tting onem ay choose[4,6]

� = f� ’ 65 M eV; � = 8�2 ’ 0:0336: (24)

to havethe baryon m assm b ’ 0:870 G eV .So from (23)

we�nd the m assofthe lightestglueballto be

m k ’ 4:93 G eV; (25)

butwith (24)we obtain

m k ’ 3:00 G eV: (26)

From this we expect the m ass ofthe knotglueballpro-

posed by Faddeev and Niem ito be around 3 to 5 G eV .

O ur result in this paper challenges this traditional

view. W e have shown thatthe Skyrm e theory describes

the chrom om agnetic (not chrom oelectric) dynam ics of

Q CD.M oreover,therealbaryon ism adeofquarkswhich

carry the chrom oelectric charge,while the skyrm ion is

actually a dressed m onopole which carriesthe m agnetic

charge.And theFaddeev-Niem iknotism adeofthecolor

m agnetic
ux,while the glueballin Q CD issupposed to

carry the colorelectric 
ux. Furtherm ore,although our

analysis im plies that the Skyrm e theory is a theory of

con�nem ent,whatiscon�ned hereisthem onopoles,not

the quarks. And whatcon�nesthe quarksin Q CD is a

dualM eissnere�ect,notthe M eissnere�ect. This tells

thattheSkyrm etheory m aynotbeviewed asan e�ective
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theory ofQ CD,butm oreproperly asan e�ectivetheory

which isdualto Q CD.

This dualpicture im plies that Q CD could adm it a

chrom oelectricknotwhich isdualtothechrom om agnetic

Faddeev-Niem iknot. This is because one could m ake

suchaknotbytwistingag�g
uxandsm oothlyconnecting

both ends.Assum ing theexistenceonem ay estim atethe

m assofthe knot. In thiscase one m ay identify
p
�� as

the Q CD scale �Q C D ,because this is the only scale we

havein Q CD.So,with [18]

�Q C D ’
p
� � ’ 200 M eV; (27)

one can easily estim ate the m assofthe lightestelectric

knot.From (22)weexpect

M k ’ 50 G eV: (28)

Thestabilityofsuchchrom oelectricknotisfarfrom guar-

anteed.Thisisbecausein Q CD wehaveother�elds,the

quarksand gluons,which could destabilizetheknot.For

exam ple,the knotcan be cutand decay to g�g pairsand

thus to lowlying hadrons. W e could estim ate the decay

width ofthe knot from the one-loop e�ective action of

Q CD.According to the e�ective action the chrom oelec-

tric background is unstable and decays to g�g,with the

probability 11g2E 2=96� per unit volum e per unit tim e

[19,20]. So assum ing that the knot is m ade ofg�g 
ux

ring ofthickness1=�Q C D and radiusofabout3=�Q C D ,

wecan estim ate the decay width � ofthe knot

� ’
11g2

96�

�g�2

Q C D

�

�2

�
6�2

�3

Q C D

’ 11��2s �Q C D

’ 117M eV; (29)

wherewehaveput�s(M k)’ 0:13[18].O fcoursethisisa

rough estim ate,butthisim pliesthatthe chrom oelectric

knotcan have a typicalhadronic decay.In the presence

ofquarks,a sim ilarknotm adeofa twisted q�q 
ux could

also existin Q CD.

In thispaperwehavechallenged the popularview of

Skyrm etheory,and provided an alternativeview.There

is a sim ple way to determ ine which is the correctview.

This is because the two views predict totally di�erent

knotglueballswhich couldbeveri�edbytheexperim ents.

W e have argued that the knot in traditionalview is a

chrom om agneticknot,while the knotwe predicthere is

achrom oelectricknot.M oreim portantly,wehaveshown

thatin thetraditionalview them assofthelightestknot

glueballshould be around 3 to 5 G eV ,but in the dual

picture the m ass ofsuch glueballshould be around 50

G eV .So,experim entally onecould tellwhich isthecor-

rect view sim ply by m easuring the m ass of the exotic

knotglueball.Certainly theLHC could bean idealplace

to determ ine which view is correct. The details ofour

argum entwillbe published elsewhere[21].
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