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W e argue that the Skym e theory describes the chrom om agnetic (not chrom oelectric) dynam ics
0ofQ CD .T his show sthat the Skym e theory could m ore properly be interpreted asan e ective theory
which is dualto Q CD, rather than an e ective theory of Q CD itself. This leads us to predict the
existence of a new type of topological knot, a tw isted chrom oelectric ux ring, in QCD which is
dualto the chrom om agnetic Faddeev-N iem iknot in Skym e theory. W e estin ate the m ass and the
decay w idth of the lightest chrom oelectric knot to be around 50 GeV and 117 M &V .
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R ecently Faddeev and N iam ihave con ectured the ex—
istence of a topologicalknot in quantum chrom odynam —
ics QCD), a twisted chrom om agnetic vortex ring which
is sin ilar to the Faddeev-N iem i knot in Skymm e theory
[1,12]. This isan Interesting con ecture based on the pop—
ular view that the Skym e theory is an e ective theory
of strong interaction. T he purpose of this paper is to pre—
dict the existence of a topological gluelall in QCD m ade
of the twisted chrom cekctric ux ring, which is dualto
Faddeev-N iem i knot in Skymm e theory. W e estim ate the
m ass of the lightest knot gluelall to ke around 50 GeV .
A Though topological, the chrom oelectric knot could be
cut and decay to low lying hadrons, due to the presence
of the quarks and gluons in the theory.

The Skym e theory has played an in portant role in
physics, in particular In nuclkar physics as a successfiil
e ective eld theory of strong interaction [3,14,19,16]. A
rem arkable feature of Skym e theory is its rich topolog—
ical structure [I]. Tt has been known that the theory
allow s (not only the originalskymm ion but also) the baby
skym ion and the Faddeev-N iam iknot Z,18]. M ore in —
portantly, it contains a (sihgular) m onopol which plays
a fundam ental role. In fact all the nite energy topo—
logical ob Ects In the theory could be viewed either as
dressed m onopoles or as con ned m agnetic ux of the
m onopole-antin 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 of m onopoles, in
which the m agnetic ux of the m onopol-antin onopol
pairs is con ned by the M eissner e ect [1].

T his In plies that it should be interpreted asan e ec—
tive theory of strong interaction which is dualto QCD,
rather than an e ective theory of QCD itself. This is
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because In QCD it is not the m onopoles but the quarks
which are con ned. And QCD con nes the chrom oelec—
tric ux wih a dualM eissnere ect. Thisis in sharp con-
tradiction w ith the popular view that the Skym e theory
is an e ective theory ofQCD . In the follow ing we com —
pare the two contrasting view s, and propose a sinpl
experin ent which can tellwhich view is the correct one.

Let ! and nn wih A% = 1) be the Skyme eld and
the non-linear sigma eld, and lt

U=exp(2—i~ ﬁ)=0052— it~ ﬁ)SJHE;
L =UQUY: 1

W ih this one can w rite the Skym e Lagrangian as [3]
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w here and are the coupling constants. The La-
grangian hasa hidden U (1) gauge symm etry aswellas a
globalSU (2) symm etry. W ith the soherically sym m etric
ansatz and the boundary condition
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one has the %e]l—known skym ion which hasa nie en-
ergy E 7 737 7 [3]. It carries the baryon num ber
Z
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which represents the non-trivial hom otopy 3 (S°) de-
scribed by U in [). It also carries the m agnetic charge
Z
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which represents the hom otopy » (S?) of the m onopole
described by 7t [1].

A rem arkable point of the Skym e theory is that
! = becom es a classical solution, ndependent offt. So
restricting ! to , one can reduce the Skym e Lagrangian
D) to the Skym eFaddeev Lagrangian
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w hose equation ofm otion is given by
N @n+ —@N )@ n=0;
N =1 @@ @n==@CcC @QcC : (7)

Tt isthis equation that allow snot only the baby skym ion
and the Faddeev-N iem i knot but also the non-Abelian
m onopole (N otice that N form s a closed two-fom , so
that i adm is a potential at least locally sectionw ise).
T his Indicates that the Skym e theory hasa U (1) gauge
symm etry [i]
W ih
1
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the Lagrangian [@) can be put into a very suggestive form
0,91
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Actually with = cos (! =2) the Skym e Lagrangian [
itself can be expressed as
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T he approxin ation holds for small , which describes a
linearized Skym e theory. In this expression the Skym e
theory assum es the form of a m assive gauge theory (in-—
teracting w ith the scalar eld ) in which the gauge po-
tential is restricted by [[).

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

QCD for sim plicity. Introducing an isotriplet unit vector

eld ! which selects the color charge direction (ie., the

\A belian" direction) at each space-tin e point, we can de—

com pose the gauge potential into the restricted potential
B  and the gauge covariant vector eld X [L4,[11],

l N
E =An gﬁ @n+X =B +X ;

whereA = A K isthe \elctric" potential. N otice that
the restricted potential is precisely the connection which

leaves i Invariant under the parallel transport,
D n=Q@n+g8 n=0: 1)

Under the in nitesim al gauge transform ation

1
n= ~ Nn; K = -D ~; 12)
g
one has
N 1/\
A =-nfn @~ B =-D ~;
g g
X = ~ X : 13)

This showsthat B by itself descrbesan SU (2) connec—
tion which enpys the 11l SU (2) gauge degrees of free—
dom . Furthemm ore X' transform s covariantly under the
gauge transfom ation . M ost in portantly, the decom posi-
tion [M) is gauge—independent. O nce the color direction
7 is selected the decom position follow s autom atically, In—
dependent of the choice of a gauge.

T he advantage of the decom position [ is that all
the topological features ofthe originalnon-A belian gauge
theory are explicitly inscrbed in B . The isolated sin-
gularities of A de nes , (S?) which describes the W u—
Yang monopol [1d, [11]. Besides, with the S* com -
pacti cation of R 3, A characterizes the H opf Invariant

562%) " 56%) which describes the topologically dis—
tinct vacua and the instantons [9,112]. The in portance
of the decom position has recently been appreciated by
m any authors in studying variousaspectsofQCD [I,113].
Furthem ore In m athem atics the decom position plays a
crucial role in studying the geom etrical aspects (in par-
ticular the D eligne cohom ology) of non-Abelian gauge
theory [14,119].

N otice that the restricted potentjalBA actually has
a dual structure. Indeed the eld strength m ade of the
restricted potential is decom posed as

E =°¢F +H =@ +H )n;
=QA QA ;
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where now C plays the role of the \m agnetic" poten—
tial [14, [11]. This shows that the gauge potential [B)
which appears in the Skym eFaddeev Lagrangian [@) is
precisely the chrom om agnetic potential of QCD .

W ih [[) we have

F =B +0 X DX +g8% X ; (@15
so that the Yang-M ills Lagrangian is expressed as
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Thistellsthat QCD can be viewed as a restricted gauge
theory m ade of the binding gluon E , which has the
valence glion X' as a gauge covariant colored source
[L0,117]. Now , suppose that the con nem ent m echanism
generates a mass for the binding gluon. Then, in the
absence of A and X , the above Lagrangian reduces
exactly to the Skym eFaddeev Lagrangian [d). Further-
m ore, w ith

A =@ ; X =f@nAa+5HA @n
= £, + ify; @ = 0; @7
we have
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This with = @ g )?= ) is precisely the lin-

earized Skym e Lagrangian in [[0). So, ifwe lke, we can
actually derive the linearized Skym e theory from QCD

w ith sim ple assum ptions [I]. T his show show the Skym e
theory stem s from Q CD .M ore in portantly, this reveals
that the Skym e theory descrbes the chrom om agnetic
dynam ics, not the chrom oelectric dynam ics, ofQCD .

Just lke the SU (2) QCD the Lagrangian [d) has
the non-Abelian m onopole solution [1]. It also has a
m agnetic vortex solution known as the baby skym ion
and a tw isted vortex solution known as the helical baby
skymm ion [I, l8]. The existence of the vortex solutions
In plies the existence of the M eissner e ect n Skym e
theory. To see how the M eissner e ect com es about, no—
tice that due to the U (1) gauge sym m etry the theory has
a conserved current

j=@eN ; @ j = 0: 19)
C learly this is the current which generates the M eissner
e ect and con nes the m agnetic eld of the vortex [1].
Thiscon m sthat the Skym e theory indeed has a built—
In M eissner e ect and con nem ent m echanisn .

M ore importantly the Skym e theory adm its the
Faddeev-N iam i knot, which is nothing but the tw isted
m agnetic vortex ring m ade of the helicalbaby skym ion
[1]. &t has the knot quantum number [, 7]

Z
1

? ijkCiN jkd3X = 1: (20)

N x =
O bviously the knot has a topological stability. Further—
m ore, this topological stability is now backed up by the
dynam ical stability. To see this, notice that the chrom o—
electric supercurrent [[d) has two com ponents, the one
m oving along the knot and the other m oving around the
knot tube. A nd the supercurrent m oving along the knot
generatesan angularm om entum around the z-axiswhich
provides the centrifigal force preventing the vortex ring

to collapse. Put it di erently, the supercurrent generates
a m agnetic ux trapped in the knot disk which can not
be squeezed out. And this ux provides a stabilizing re—
pulsive force w hich prevent the collapse ofthe knot. This
ishow the knot acquires the dynam ical stability.

O ne could estim ate the energy of the knot. T heoret—
ically it has been shown that the knot energy has the
follow ing bound [L€]

j o

_ p_
c N Ey C

N 7Y @1)

where C is an unknown constant equalto or larger than
c. This suggests that the knot energy is proportional to
N 3=%. Indeed num erically, one nds [17]

Ey '’ 252p_

N (2)
up to N = 8. This sub-lihear N -dependence of knot
energy m eans that a knot w ith Jarge N can not decay to
the knotswith an allerN .

A dopting the popular view that the Skymm e theory is
an e ective theory ofQ CD one can easily predict the ex—
istence of a chrom om agnetic knot in Q CD . Furthem ore
one can estin ate them ass ofthis knot from [Z2). In this
picture theparam eters and m ay be chosen tobe 4,15]

=f 7 93M ev; = 8721 00442; (23)
with the baryon massmy, / 1427 GeV . In a slightly
di erent tting onem ay choose |4,1€]

=f ’ 65M eV; =87’ 0:0336: ©4)
to have the baryon massmy / 0:870 GeV . So from 3)
we nd them ass of the lightest glueball to be

my’ 493GevV; 25)
but with [24) we obtain
my’ 300GeV: (26)

From this we expect the m ass of the knot glieball pro—
posed by Faddeev and Niem ito be around 3to 5GeV .

Our result in this paper challenges this traditional
view . W e have shown that the Skym e theory describes
the chrom om agnetic (not chrom oelectric) dynam ics of
QCD .M oreover, the realbaryon ism ade of quarksw hich
carry the chrom oelectric charge, whilk the skym ion is
actually a dressed m onopole which carries the m agnetic
charge. A nd the Faddeev-N iem iknot ism ade ofthe color
m agnetic ux, whilke the glueballin QCD is supposed to
carry the color electric ux. Furthem ore, although our
analysis in plies that the Skym e theory is a theory of
con nem ent, what is con ned here is the m onopoles, not
the quarks. And what con nes the quarksin QCD isa
dualM eissner e ect, not the M eissner e ect. This tells
that the Skym e theory m ay notbe viewed asan e ective



theory ofQ CD , but m ore properly as an e ective theory
which isdualtoQCD .

This dual picture In plies that QCD could adm it a
chrom oelectric knot which isdualto the chrom om agnetic
Faddeev-N iam i knot. This is because one could m ake
such a knotby tw istinga gg ux and sm oothly connecting
both ends. A ssum ing the existence onem ay estjrrbate the
m ass of the knot. In this case one m ay identify as
the QCD scale gcp s, because this is the only scale we
have in QCD . So, with [18]

lp_ ’

ocpD 200 M &v; 27)

one can easily estin ate the m ass of the lightest electric
knot. From [2) we expect
My’ 50Gev: (28)
T he stability of such chrom oelectric knot is far from guar-
anteed. This isbecause in Q CD we have other elds, the
quarks and gluons, which could destabilize the knot. For
exam ple, the knot can be cut and decay to gg pairs and
thus to low Iying hadrons. W e could estin ate the decay
w idth of the knot from the oneloop e ective action of
QCD . According to the e ective action the chrom oelec—
tric background is unstable and decays to gg, w ih the
probability 11g°E 2=96 per uni volim e per unit tine
[19,120]. So assum Ing that the knot ism ade ofgg ux
ring of thickness 1= gcp and radius ofabout 3= gcp ,
we can estin ate the decay width ofthe knot
118 g §cp 2 2

r11 2
% s ech

0 w| O)

r 117M eV; 29)

wherewehaveput sM™ x)’ 0:13 [18]. O fooursethisisa
rough estin ate, but this In plies that the chrom oelectric
knot can have a typical hadronic decay. In the presence
of quarks, a sin ilar knot m ade of a tw isted gqg ux could
alsoexist n QCD .

In this paper we have challenged the popular view of
Skym e theory, and provided an altemative view . T here
is a sinple way to determm ine which is the correct view .
This is because the two view s predict totally di erent
knot glueballsw hich could be veri ed by the experin ents.
W e have argued that the knot in traditional view is a
chrom om agnetic knot, while the knot we predict here is
a chrom oelectric knot. M ore in portantly, we have shown
that in the traditionalview the m ass ofthe lightest knot
glueball should be around 3 to 5 GeV, but in the dual
picture the m ass of such glieball should be around 50
G eV . So, experim entally one could tellwhich is the cor-
rect view sinply by m easuring the m ass of the exotic
knot glueball. Certainly the LHC could be an idealplace
to determ ine which view is correct. The details of our
argum ent w ill be published elsew here R21].
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