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Considered is N’ =1 SU(N,) supersymmetric QCD (SQCD) with 1 < Np < N, — 1 flavors of quarks with
small current masses m¢g << Ag. It is argued that, with increased NN, there is the phase transition from the
phase of higgsed quarks to the phase (at sufficiently large N.) where quarks are not higgsed but confined.
Besides, it is shown in Appendix that, with fixed N., Np = N, — 1 and diminishing my, there is the
"phase transition between the region mqg > Ag where quarks are confined to the region (at sufficiently
+’small mg < Ag) where they are higgsed. This is a counterexample to a widely spread opinion, originating
rom the paper of E. Fradkin and S.H. Shenker [I0], about absence of the phase transition between the
_Cconfinement and higgs phases.
[
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%l The Higgs phase

m The purpose of this paper is to argue that, in the standard N/ = 1 SQCD with SU(N,) colors and

<I'1 < Np < N, — 1 flavors of light quarks with mqg < Ag, there is a phase transition from the region of not
-too large N, in which all quarks are higgsed and pg > Ag (L3), to the region of sufficiently large N, (2.1])

Hwhere they are not higgsed but confined.

=1 For this, let us recall first in short some properties of the standard N' =1 SQCD with SU(N,) colors

c.\!and 1 < Np < 3N, flavors of light quarks, see e.g. section 2 in [I]. It is convenient to start e.g. with

_EBNC/Q < Np < 3N,, mg — 0 and the scale ;1 = Ag. The Lagrangian looks as

>é 27

=S T meTr (@Q). (1.1)

K=T(QQ+@Q—-Q), W=-

Here: mg = mq(p = Ag) is the mass parameter (it is taken as real positive), S =3_, ; WAWAP /3272,
where W3 is the gauge field strength, A = 1..N? — 1, 8 = 1,2, a(u) = Nog®(p)/8n* = Near(p)/27 is
the gauge coupling with its scale factor Ag. Let us evolve now to the UV Pauli-Villars (PV) scale ppy
to define the parent UV theory. The only change in comparison with (I.I]) will be the appearance of the
corresponding logarithmic renormalization factor z(Ag, upy) > 1 in the Kahler term for massless quarks
and replacement of a(u = Ag) by a(u = ppy) < a(u = Ag), while the scale factor Ag of the gauge
coupling remains the same. Now, we continue the parameter mg from zero to some nonzero value, e.g.
0 <mg < Ag. And this will be a definition of our parent UV theory.
The Konishi anomaly [2] for this theory looks as

mo(n) = 25" (Mg, )mg , Mo =me(p=~7q), Mj(n) = z29(Ag, )M, M; = M(u=1»7g). (1.2)

! The gluon exponents are implied in Kahler terms.
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mo(u)(Mj()) = 05(S), i,j = L.Np, (Mj)=>> (Q;Qi) = 5i(M).

a=1

Evolving now to lower energies, the regime is conformal at u < Ag and the pole mass of quarks looks as

Np 3Nc—Np
mQ

pole _ g - @ 3INe N i o
mQ o (AQ, pole> AQ(AQ) < AQ7 ZQ(AQv/J’ < AQ) (AQ) < 1. (13)

Integrating then all quarks as heavy at p < mpde (T3), A there remains SU (N.) SYM with the scale factor
Asyn (L) of its coupling. Integrating then all gluons via the Veneziano-Yankielowicz (VY) procedure [4],
one obtains the gluino condensate, see (L2)

Np—Nc

Asvar = (A5 ) () = Ay = (5% ) = ol (M) = 83(52) (1

)

Another way, we can take the IR-free N' =1 SQCD with Nr > 3N, and to start from p = Ag with mg <

Ag. All quarks are not higgsed but confined and decouple as heavy at u = mpole =mg/2o(Ag, pde) < Ag

in the weak coupling regime, where zo(Ag, gﬂe) < 1 is the logarithmic renormalization factor. There

remains N' = 1 SU(N,.) SYM with the scale factor Agys of its coupling. From matching the couplings
a+(mg’le) = agy M(mgﬂo) one obtains the same Agy ), (L4).
Now (I4]) can be continued to other values of N, in particular 1 < Ngp < N, considered in this paper.

In this range of Np, the weak coupling Higgs phase at pg > Ag for light quarks with 0 < mg < Ag
looks as follows, see e.g. section 2 in [1]. All light quarks are higgsed, i.e. form a constant coherent
condensate in a vacuum state, at the high scale p ~ pg > Ag in the weak coupling regime [ and the
perturbative pole masses of Ng(2N, — Ng) massive gluons look as

B \? o N - N 2 VR
(AQ) g(u—ugon(AQ,u—ugl)Az NomohZ N(mQ) > 1. (15)

872

(3N = Np)In (1 /Ag

Ne¢
Mol \ 3Nc—N
9 (1 = pg) = g) LS

) ~ Nic 2Q(Aq; b= pg) ~ <1HAQ

Ne—Np
2Nc

Higgsing of all Ny quarks with 1 < Np < N, —2 flavors at p = Ag (A—Q > Ag (L4) breaks spon-

taneously separately the global SU(Np) and global SU(N.) — SU(N. — Ny), but there remains unbroken
diagonal SU(Np)cyr global symmetry. Besides, the gluons from SU(N. — Nr) SYM do not receive large
masses ~ p and remain (effectively) massless at scales 1 > Agy .

Dealing with higgsed quarks in a standard way, we first separate out Goldstone fields from quark fields
(a part of them or all will be eaten by gluons when quarks are higgsed)

B oA
Qula) = (VLI @) @yta). Quta) = (V) (U3557) @4fa)s @y = 1Moy . = 1N (L6)

2 Here and below we use the perturbative NSVZ S-function [3]. In (I3) and below A ~ B means equality up to a constant
factor independent of m¢g and ..

3 As well known, the global flavor symmetry SU(Nr) is not broken spontaneously in N' = 1 SU(N..) SQCD for equal mass
quarks, see (LZ). Therefore, due to the rank restriction at Ng > N, all quarks are not higgsed but confined.

4 We ignore from now on for simplicity all logarithmic factors and trace only the power dependence on mg/Ag and on N..



But, in particular, the degrees of freedom of massive scalar superpartners of gluons remain in Qlﬁ(l’) (And

similarly for @f ). And then (with the standard choice of vacuum of spontaneously broken global symmetry)
replace Qlﬁ(a:) in (L.6), containing remained degrees of freedom, by its mean vacuum value

—Np

. A . ,

(Q5(x)) = (Q5(0)) =d5p, p= AQ( Z) = . i=1.Np, B=1..N,. (1.7)
Under pure gauge transformations, see (L) :

Qi) = (VilR()) Qale), e VESE (@) = VSN, (VS ). (1.8)

That is, these are Goldstone fields which are transformed, while Qlﬁ(a:) in (LO) stays intact under pure
gauge transformations. and p in (L7) is the gauge invariant order parameter for higgsed quarks, while
p = 0 if quarks are not higgsed. ( And, in particular, Vigeéva%ge(x)vggégc)(x) = Isy(n.) in the so called

"unitary gauge” where Isy(n,) is the unity matrix). The perturbative pole masses of massive gluons are as

in (LH). .

At 1 < Np < N.—2, due to higgsed quarks, Np(2N,.— Nr) gluons and the same number of their NV = 1
scalar superpartners acquire masses fg > Ag and decouple at ;1 < pg1. There remain at lower energies local
N =1 SU(N.— Np) SYM and N7 light complex pion fields IT}(z) = Mj(z) = 0:(M) + (), (IT'(z)) =
0, 7,7 = 1...Np. After integrating out all heavy particles with masses ~ fi4, the scale factor of SU(N,— Np)
SYM looks as, see section 2 in [I] and (L.2)

A3NC—NF
Agvar = ( det M

Lowering energy to pu ~ Agyy and integrating all SU(N,. — Ng) gluons via the VY procedure [4], the
Lagrangian of N7 light pions IT} looks as

)L M= (M= M) + 1T (1.9)

A3Nc Ne 1
Kar = 2 20(Aow it = ) Te VMM, Wy = moTr M + (N, — NF)< <) (1.10)
where 2g(Ag, pt = pg) > 1 is the quark logarithmic renormalization factor.
From this, (M}) and the pion masses are
y _sipe (Ao T | mQ
My = §iA (—) © L pole(In) = A Ao . 1.11
( ]> iQ P (11) ZQ(AQa,U:,Ugl)<< sym K Ag ( )

mq

On the whole, the mass spectrum at 1 < Np < N, — 2 looks as follows. All quarks are higgsed and there
are: a) SU(Np)aq; N = 1 multiplet of heavy non-confined gluons with the mass (ILH); b) one heavy N =1
multiplet of SU(Np)sing non-confined gluon with the mass (L5); ¢) 2Np(N, — Ng) N = 1 multiplets of
heavy SU(Ng) x SU(N,. — Np) bifundamentals (hybrids) with masses (I.3]), which behave as quarks with
N flavors with respect to confining them N =1 SU(N, — Nr) SYM and are weakly coupled and weakly
confined; d) a number of N' = 1 SU(N.— Nr) SYM gluonia with the typical mass scale ~ Agyy < Ag (L4)
(except for the case Ny = N,—1); e) N light colorless complex pions IT} with masses ~ mq < Agyy (LIT).

5 The whole SU(N,) group is higgsed at Np = N. — 1 and all N2 — 1 gluons are heavy. There is no confinement. The last
term in the superpotential (ILI0) is then due to the instanton contribution [5]. For Np < N, — 2 the instanton contribution
to superpotential from the broken part of SU(N,) is zero due to extra gluino zero modes. The nonperturbative term in the
superpotential (ILI0) originates from nonperturbative effects in the N'=1 SU(N. — Nr) SYM, see section 2 in [I] and [4].



2 The heavy quark (HQ) phase

It is seen from (ILH) that at p > A the value of the running gluon mass p(1) decreases with increasing
N. . And at sufficiently large number of colors,

ﬁ In(N,) > ln(;\l—Z) > 1 (2.1)
it would be much smaller than Ag. This means that quarks are not higgsed then in the weak coupling
regime at u > Ag. And now, at such N, (1), all quarks and gluons will remain effectively massless in
some interval of scales pg < p < Ag. Recall also that considered N'= 1 SQCD is outside the conformal
window at Np < 3N./2 [6]. Therefore, to see whether quarks are really able to give by higgsing such a
mass to gluons which will stop the massless RG-evolution, we have to consider the region p < Ag where
the theory entered into a perturbative strong coupling regime with a(p < Ag) = Nea(p)/2m > 1.

Let us recall a similar situation at N, < Np < 3N,/2 considered in section 7 of [I] (only pages 18 - 21,
including the footnote 18). As pointed out therein, when decreasing scale p crosses p ~ Ag from above,
the increasing perturbative coupling a(u) crosses unity from below. But for (effectively) massless quarks
and gluons the perturbatively exact NSVZ [-function [3]

da(p) @ (3N, — Np) - Niryg(a)

=6la)=-1— N ;o a(p) = Neg® (1) /87 = Nea(p) /21 (2.2)

can’t change its sign by itself (and can’t become frozen at zero outside the conformal window) and behaves
smoothly. l.e., when increased a(u) crosses unity from below and denominator in (2.2]) crosses zero, the
increased quark anomalous dimension vq(u) crosses (3N, — Np)/Np from below, so that the S-function
behaves smoothly and remains negative at p < Ag. The coupling a(u < Ag) continues to increase with
decreasing p

da(p) _ _
Tn =p(a) > —va <0, v=

Np
Ne

t AQ v>0
(1+75") — 3| = const >0, a(u<<AQ)N(7) >1.(2.3)

In section 7 of [I] (see also [7],[8]) the values v&* = (2N.—Nr)/(Np—N) > 1, v = (3N.—2Np)/(Np—N,) >

0 at p < Ag and N, < Np < 3N./2 have been found from matching of definite two point correlators in the

direct SU(N.) theory and in SU(Ngr — N.) Seiberg’s dual [6]. In our case here with 1 < Ng < N, the dual

theory does not exist. So that, unfortunately, we can’t find the concrete value 722“. But, as will be shown

below, for our purposes it will be sufficient to have the only condition v > 0 in (2.3]).

Ne—Np
2Ng

Let us look now whether a potentially possible higgsing of quarks at large N, (2.1) with p = Ag <%)

can give gluons such a mass which will stop the perturbative massless RG-evolution. At large N, (2.I]) such
running gluon mass would look at p < Ag as, see (ILH),(2.3),(2.6]), (2.7)

2 Ne—N
< Mg, N, alp < A 2 A>0r 1 /A —
aln = 2ol e ha) g < ag) s ~ (o< IxGe) ™ <if<1 ey
N.— N, FEr > 2 ole
A=—p E(1+48m >0, ZQ(AQ=M<<AQ>N(/<LQ>Q <1, at my* <p<Ag,
pA (< mB N alyi ! (< m) poiey /1
,u2 ~ N ZQ(AQ,mQ )E ~ ﬁmpdo <1, at Agyy < n < meg - (25)

Q

It is seen from (LA),([2.4),([25) that at large N, (2.I]) the potentially possible gluon mass becomes too
small. L.e., potentially higgsed quarks become unable to give such masses to gluons which will stop the
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perturbative massless RG-evolution (and there is no pole in the gluon propagator). Although the mean
value (M) = "0 (@Q1Q1) (1 = Ag) = (S)/mq > A% ([4) remains numerically the same, it becomes non-

~b

factorizable because gluons become (effectively) massless. The values of (Q);) and (Q% drop then to zero due
to freely fluctuating physical (i.e. path dependent) quark phases from interaction with (effectively) massless
at p ~ mg’le gluons. And this shows that the assumption about higgsed quarks becomes not self-consistent
at sufficiently large N, (2.1]).

This regime is qualitatively similar to those for heavy quarks with mg > Ag. They are also not higgsed,

ie. (Q;) = (@) = 0, but confined and decouple as heavy at p < mgﬂo, in the region where gluons are

(effectively) massless. And nonzero value of (M) = SN (Q1QM (= Ag) = (S)/mq (IF) is also not due
to higgsed quarks but arises from the one loop Konishi anomaly for heavy quarks.

The meaning and properties of the operator M ; are very different for higgsed or non-higgsed at large N,
RI) quarks. While M; = [8ip* = 0;A3(Ag/mq) N~ Nr/Ne] 117, (IT}) = 0, where TI} is the one-particle
operator of the light pion for higgsed quarks, for non-higgsed quarks with p = 0 M; is the two-particle
quark operator, its mean value (M JZ) becomes non-factorizable and originates from the one-loop Konishi
anomaly, see ([L2),(T4).

Therefore, let us look in this case of non-higgsed quarks on the increasing with decreasing p < Ag
running quark mass mg(u < Ag) and on possible value of the quark pole mass. It looks as, see (2.3)

mg 1 TE>2
mo(p < Ag) = zalhgn<hg)~ (£) T <,
Q Q ZQ(AQa,U < AQ) Q\Q Q AQ
meole _ mq N meole -~ AQ (@) 1+i8r >0 < AQ (2 6)
ole : :
29(Ag,my"™) Ag

As a result, the quarks are not higgsed and decouple as heavy at p < mgﬂe. There remains at lower energies
the N =1 SU(N,) SYM in the perturbative strong coupling branch. From the NSVZ S-function [3]

2
str, pert
da(str,pert) (,u > ASYM) 3 <a(syzé’ )(Iu > ASYM))

SY M (str, pert)
= — —3a (1),
dln 1= agyir™ (1> Asyar) o
3
afir s Asvan) ~ (F2=) > 1 i~ Asvar) = 0(1) (2.7)

The scale factor of Agy s of the gauge coupling is determined from matching, see (2.3)),([2.0),(2.7)

ole A v sir, per ole mpOle) 3 — 1/3NC
CL+(Iu = m%l ) = < pf)zlo) = ag;/]’é) t)(lu = mgl ) = <AQ > — ASYM = <A%Nc NFmgF) y (28)
my SY M
as it should be, see (IL4)). Besides, as a check of self-consistency, see (2.3)),(2.6)),(2.])
A 3 w>0 >0
() ~ (B9 <1, w=t >0 (2.9)
mg Ag (1+ §le) )

as it should be. At u < Agy s the perturbative RG evolution stops due to nonperturbative effects ~ Agy s
in the pure =1 SU(N.) SYM.

On the whole, the mass spectrum at 1 < Np < N, — 1 and large N. (2)) looks as follows. a) All
quarks are not higgsed (i.e. p = 0 and their color charges are not screened due to p # 0) but decouple

as heavy at pu < mg’le and are weakly confined. There is a number of quarkonia with the mass scale

5



O(mgﬂe) < Ag (2.6)([29), with different spins and other quantum numbers. The confinement originates

from the N’ = 1 SU(N,) SYM and so the typical string tension is o6iy, ~ Agyn < miy' < Ag. B b
There is a number of SU(NV,) gluonia with the typical mass scale ~ Agy s (2.8). It is seen from the above
that the mass spectra at pig > Ag (LI) or pg ~ Asynm < Ag at large N, (2.1]) are qualitatively different.

Now, about a qualitative difference between the analytic crossover and not analytic phase transition.
The order parameter for quark higgsing is p (LT). As pointed out below ([2.3), p = 0 at large N, (2.I)) due to
freely fluctuating physical (i.e. path dependent) quark field phases from interaction with (effectively) mass-

pole

less at p1 ~ mg™ gluons. This shows that quarks become unhiggsed at such N.. While p # 0 and large at N,
from (LT because the corresponding gluons are heavy, y15 > Ag. There is the phase transition at jg ~ Ag.

The additional arguments for a phase transition between these two regions of N, (as opposite to an
analytic crossover) look as follows.

Let us suppose now that, for the analytical crossover instead of the phase transition, the quarks would
remain higgsed at large N. (21)), with still p = A%(AQ/mQ)(NC_NF)/NC (i.e. ignoring all given above
arguments for p = 0). As can be seen from (2.4),[2.5),[2.7), (12 = ZQ(AQ,7’I”L122°1e)p2 < A%y, and even

pole

Nc,ugl(,u ~ Nsyar)/Nay s ~ Asyar /mg" < 1), the additional effects from supposedly still higgsed quarks
will be then parametrically small and dynamically irrelevant for the RG-evolution from p = Ag/(several)
down to 1 ~ Agynr. So, the RG-evolution in (2.4),([2.6) will remain valid in the range mg’le << Ag
where all quarks and gluons are (effectively) massless. And the RG-evolution in (2.5)),([2.7) (after quarks
decoupled as heavy) will also remain valid in the range Agyy < p < mg’le where all gluons remain
(effectively) massless. At pu ~ Agyy the larger nonperturbative effects ~ Agy s from N =1 SU(N,) SYM
come into a game and stop the perturbative RG-evolution with (effectively) massless gluons.

For the case of decoupled as heavy non-higgsed quarks with p = 0 (as described above), a widely spread
opinion (supported by lattice calculations) is that the confinement of quarks originates from higgsing of
magnetically charged solitons in SU(N,) (S)YM. But then, for heavy but still higgsed quarks, the regime
would be self-contradictory. Regardless of mon-zero numerical values of their vacuum condensates, there
would be then in the whole N' =1 SU(N.) SYM simultaneously higgsed quarks and higgsed magnetically
charged solitons. But these magnetically charged solitons and quarks are mutually nonlocal and can not be

higgsed simultaneously.

On the whole, we presented a number of arguments that, for quarks with fixed mg < Ag, 1 < Np <
N, — 1, there is not the analytical crossover but the phase transition at sufficiently large N, between the
phases with higgsed or confined quarks. Besides, as was argued above, the perturbative gluon mass jig
proportional to the order parameter p of quark higgsing (L.€]) is nonzero and large at uy > Ag (L3]) and
becomes not simply small but zero at sufficiently large N, (2.1) because the order parameter p jumps to
zero and quarks become unhiggsed. The nonzero gluon masses ~ Agy s are of nonperturbative origin, not
due to higgsed quarks.

Another types of phase transitions in considered here theories and in N' = 2 SQCD are described in
Appendix and in sections 6.1, 6.2, 7, 8 of [9].

I'm grateful to R.N. Lee for useful discussions about the gauge invariance.

A The phase transition between the regions
mg > Ng and mg < Ag at Np = N, —1

6 There is no confinement in Yukava-like theories without gauge interactions. Confinement originates only from (S)YM
sector. The N/ =1 SYM is the theory with only one dimensional parameter Agy ;. Therefore, it can’t give a string tension
ol/2 ~ Ag but only o2 ~ Agym < Ag.



1. Confined quarks at large mg > Aq.

Heavy quarks have large masses and small mean vacuum value (M) = A3 (Aq/ mg)WNe=Nr=l/Ne <

Af < Ay < mp), see (L2),[LF). For this reason they are not higgsed, i.e. (@) = (Q1) = 0 due to
freely fluctuating physical (i.e. path dependent) quark phases from interaction with (effectively) massless

gluons at p ~ mgﬂc. They are confined and decouple as heavy in the weak coupling regime at p < mgﬂe =

mo/zq(Ag,my') > Ag, where zo(Ag, miy'®) > 1 is the logarithmic renormalization factor. The scale
factor Agy s (DE) of remained N =1 SU(N,) SYM is determined from matching of logarithmically small
couplings ay (u = mgﬂe) = agym(p = mgﬂe). [l The small nonzero value of (M) originates from the one
loop Konishi anomaly (I.4]) for heavy quarks.

The global SU(Np) is unbroken. There is in the spectrum a number of heavy flavored quarkonia with
masses O(mg) > Agyn and different quantum numbers. For instance, the quark-antiquark bound states
with different spins and other quantum numbers are in the adjoint or singlet representations of unbroken
global SU(Np). It is important that, due to a confinement, there are no particles in the spectrum in the
SU(Np) (anti)fundamental representation of dimensionality Ng. Besides, there are in the spectrum a num-
ber SU(Ny) singlet gluonia with typical masses ~ Agyy = Ag(mg/Ao)VF/3Ne, Ag < Asyn < mg. This
is all.

2. Higgsed quarks at small mg < Ag and g > Ag.

All such quarks with their 4NpN, real degrees of freedom have small current masses mg < Ag and

large mean vacuum values (M}) = SO <Q QL) = 0'AZ (AQ/mQ)Nc > NG > Ay, pg > Ag, see ([LI).
They all are higgsed in this case in the Weak couphng region and the global color group SU(N,) is broken.

The quark mean vacuum values of (Q%) and <Q > look as, see (LA)),([L7) :

> a

QL) =0tw, (Q;)=0w, w=A~Ao(Ag/m)/* >1, i=1.Np, a=1..N,. (A1)

From (A1), the unbroken global symmetry looks now as: SU(Ng) x SU(N.) xU(1)p — SU(Np)pic %
U(1)z, i.e. the color-flavor locking. There is no confinement. All N> —1 = N2+ 2N heavy gluons (which
ate” N7 4 2Np massless Goldstone degrees of freedom from quarks) and the same number of their scalar
superpartners acquired large masses (LH)). They form 2 adjoint representations of SU(Ng) plus two SU(Np)
singlets. Plus, and this is most important, else 2Ny heavy gluons (A,)’_y (A,)e=Ne i =1..Np and 2Np
their scalar superpartners. These 4Ny form two fundamental and two antifundamental representations of
SU(Nr) with dimensionality Np each. And finally, there are N2 light complex pions H;, 1,j = 1...Np with
small masses ~ mg (LII]) which form the adjoint and singlet representations of SU(Ng). Therefore, there
are only fized numbers of particles with fixed quantum numbers in the spectrum.

The mass matrix of N? — 1 heavy massive gluons look as, see (Al):

M2 = 2% (ng) zo(ha i = ) 3 30 ((@7) ) {Zcmu)z <Au>;} (Q:

i=1 a,c=1 b=1
Ng N.
KDY Y (ADNAY K =20%(ng) 20(Ag, 1t = i) <W2 = Aé(AQ/mQ)l/NC)- (A2)
i=1 b=1
From (A2), the masses of gluons in different representations of unbroken global SU(Np) are different:
1 1
,uzl(SU(NF>adj) = K7 ,Uél(SU(NF)singl) = ﬁKa Ngl(SU(NF>fund) = ,Uél(SU(NF)anti—fund) = §K7 (AB)

"The nonzero gluon masses originate only in N' =1 SYM due to nonperturbative effects, their typical scale is ~ Agys.
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(and the same for their scalar superpartners). It is seen from (A3) that N? — 1 heavy gluons have different
masses and do not form one adjoint representation of global SU(N.) at N, > 2.

From comparison of mass spectra properties in regions mg > Ag and mg < Ag, g > Ag (L)
it is seen that, although the unbroken global symmetry SU(Ng) is the same, but realized are its differ-
ent representations. In the case of heavy confined quarks there are no particles in the spectrum in the
(anti)fundamental representation of SU(Np), while in the case of light higgsed quarks such representations
are present. E.g., for fixed N., we can start with the case of heavy quarks with mg > A and to di-
minish continuously mq until mg < Ag. And when reaching the appropriately small value of mg, such
that pg 2 Ag (A3), all quarks become higgsed and the behavior of the mass spectrum under unbroken
global SU(NF) transformations changes discontinuously (because the dimensions of representations can not
change continuously). This jump is impossible in the case of crossover (which is analytic), this means the
phase transition between the confinement and higgs phases.

And this shows that a widely spread opinion, originating from the paper of E. Fradkin and S.H. Shenker
[10], about absence of the phase transition between the confinement and higgs phases is not correct.

At the same time, the bilinear mean vacuum value (M?) = 65(M) (L2) ,(L4) behaves smoothly with
diminished mg, but this does not mean that there can not be the phase transition. The qualitative

difference is that (M) = S0 (@j)(@i) = 0fw® # 0, see (A1), (L), i.e. factorizes for higgsed quarks with

a=1
mqg < Ag, ptg > Ag (the order parameter is w = AQ(AQ/mQ)ﬁ > Ag, see (Al)). While for heavy non-
higgsed but weakly confined quarks with mg > Ag (the string tension originates from N' =1 SU(N,) SYM
unbroken by heavy non-higgsed quarks and is typically o'/2 ~ Agyy < mq) this bilinear (M!) becomes

a

non-factorizable (it originates then from the one-loop Konishi anomaly, see (L4)) and all (Q,) = (Q.) =0
see the text under (Z.1).
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