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Abstract. We present a quantitative analysis of Yang-Mills thermodynamics in 4D flat
spacetime. The focus is on the gauge group SU(2). Results for SU(3) are mentioned in
passing. Although all essential arguments and results were reported elsewhere we summarize
them here in a concise way and offer a number of refinements and some additions.
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1 Introduction

It was Planck who first demonstrated the power of statistical methods in quantitatively under-
standing a gauge theory [1]. His important suggestion was to subject indeterministic phase and
amplitude changes of a single resonator in the wall of a cavity – in thermal equilibrium with the
contained electromagnetic radiation – to an averaging procedure dictated by the laws of (sta-
tistical) thermodynamics. Appealing to a known, classically derived result on gross features of
the so-called black-body spectrum (Wien’s displacement law), postulating a partitioning of the
total energy into multiples of a smallest unit, and appealing to Boltzmann’s statistical definition
of entropy, Planck deduced his famous radiation law. As an aside, he discovered a universal
quantum of action needed to relate the entropy (disorder) and mean energy of a single resonator
to its frequency. The robustness of his result is demonstrated by the fact that even for physical
objects sizably deviating from ideal black bodies Planck’s radiation law holds to a high degree
of accuracy.

The purpose of the present article is to give a concise presentation of results, accumulated
over the last four years, on generalizations of the thermal U(1) gauge theory studied by Planck:
SU(2) and SU(3) Yang-Mills thermodynamics. It is possible that an SU(2) gauge symmetry,
dynamically broken down to U(1) by a deconfining thermal ground state, underlies photon
propagation [2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. We do not here consider SU(N) gauge theories with ∞ ≥N≥ 4 the
reason1 being nonunique phase diagrams [7, 8].

Yang-Mills thermodynamics strongly relates to the concept of emergent phenomena. On the
most basic level, temperature itself is an emergent phenomenon depending on the fluctuating

1The case N= ∞ may be an important exception [7]. The nonuniqueness of the phase diagram is due to an
incomplete Abelianization of the fundamental gauge symmetry by an adjoint Higgs field: There is no principle
which decides at what temperature a nonabelian factor is broken to its Abelian subgroup.
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degrees of freedom defining it. Conversely, the mass of a magnetic monopole, which, as a short-
lived field configuration contributes to the thermodynamics of the Yang-Mills ground state at
high temperatures, is determined by temperature. That is, a single monopole owes its existence
to the existence of all other fluctuating monopoles and antimonopoles in the ensemble.

In Yang-Mills thermodynamics various temperature-dependent emergent phenomena, facili-
tated by topologically nontrivial mappings from submanifolds of four dimensional spacetime into
the (sub)manifold(s) of the gauge group, dominate the ground-state thermodynamics in three
different phases. Albeit their microscopic dynamics is complex and not accessible to analytic
treatment, a thermodynamically implied spatial coarse-graining yields accurate and technically
manageable representations of the partition function at any given temperature2. Remarkably,
starting out from exact solutions to the euclidean field equations, the derivation of the thermal
ground state in the deconfining, high-temperature phase makes no reference to the ultraviolet
completion of the Yang-Mills quantum field theory. Thus the known problems encountered in
defining a continuum version of the partition function are evaded: Smoothness of the supporting
spacetime manifold is only relevant for the investigation of the effects of euclidean saddle points
before coarse-graining.

For maximal benefit it is recommended to read the present article in conjunction with [7].
That article contains extended discussions of the involved physics, explicit expressions for the
relevant topological field configurations, and graphic displays of numerical results. Although
the use of differential forms would simplify certain statements in the beginning of Sec. 3 our
presentation entirely resorts to the component notation.

The following conventions will be used: Einstein summation (summation over doubly oc-
curring indices), solely lower-case indices for contractions in the euclidean formulation, lower-
case and upper-case indices for contractions in the real-time formulation, and natural units
(~ = kB = c = 1).

The outline of this work is as follows: In Sec. 2 we remind the reader of basic facts about ther-
mal Yang-Mills gauge field theory. Sec. 3 discusses the deconfining phase where a thermal ground
state emerges upon a spatial coarse-graining over interacting, BPS saturated field configurations
and where the Yang-Mills scale occurs as a purely nonperturbative constant of integration. We
give tight estimates on the goodness of the finite-volume saturation of the coarse-graining pro-
cess, and we account for the radiative corrections in the effective theory. The thermodynamics
of the intermediate, preconfining phase is addressed in Sec. 4. Here the unbroken abelian gauge
symmetry of the deconfining phase is dynamically broken by monopole-antimonopole conden-
sate(s). Emphasis is put on a discussion of supercooling which takes place because the switch
from small to large caloron/anticaloron holonomy is energetically disfavored. Finally, in Sec. 5 we
elucidate the process of the decay of the monopole-antimonopole condensate of the preconfining
phase giving rise to a zero-pressure and zero-energy density ground state in the confining phase.
In that phase no propagating gauge modes exist, and the spectrum is represented by single or
selfintersecting center-vortex loops which we interprete as spin-1/2 fermions. The naive series
for the thermodynamic pressure represents an asymptotic expansion, and we show its Borel
summability for complex values of the expansion parameter. Upon continuation to the physical
regime a sign-indefinite imaginary part is encountered which for sufficiently small temperatures,
however, is, smaller than the definite real part.

2An exception is the nonthermal behavior shortly below the Hagedorn transition.
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2 Thermal Yang-Mills theory

2.1 Euclidean formulation and symmetries

Definition 1. On a flat, four-dimensional euclidean spacetime with coordinates 0 ≤ τ ≤ β ≡
T−1 (time) and ~x (infinite three-dimensional space) the partition function Z of a pure Yang-Mills
gauge-field theory subject to the gauge group SU(N) is defined as

Z ≡
∫

Aµ(τ=0,~x)=Aµ(τ=β,~x)
DAµ exp[−S] , (1)

where the gauge-field configuration Aµ is Lie-algebra valued, Aµ ≡ Aa
µ ta , (a = 1, · · · ,N2 − 1),

with the generators ta in the fundamental representation normalized as tr tatb = 1
2δab , and T

is the temperature. The action S is defined as S ≡ 1
2g2

tr
∫ β
0 dτ

∫

d3xFµνFµν where g is a

dimensionless coupling constant, Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ − i[Aµ, Aν ] , (µ, ν = 1, · · · , 4), and the
measure of (functional) integration is DAµ ≡ ∏

τ,~x,a dA
a
µ(τ, ~x). Here the product is over the

continuously varying values of the coordinates τ , ~x, and over a = 1, · · · ,N2 − 1.

Remark 1. For the gauge group SU(2) we set ta = 1
2λa where λa are the Pauli matrices.

Remark 2. The integration measure DAµ ≡ ∏

τ,~x dAµ(τ, ~x) is ill-defined as it stands. If the
field theory is endowed with an ultraviolet regularization then the infinite product is over a
discrete index. We will, however, show that Yang-Mills thermodynamics, formally defined 3 by
Eq. (1), is insensitive to its ultraviolet completion. This is true since at a given temperature T
a unique maximal resolution emerges with no reference to the ultraviolet physics.

Remark 3. The action S is invariant under periodic-in-τ gauge transformationsAµ
Ω−→ ΩAµΩ

†+
iΩ∂µΩ

†, where Ω ∈ fund(SU(N)), and the functional integration is carried out over gauge-
inequivalent, periodic-in-τ gauge-field configurations.

Remark 4. The action S is invariant under continuous spatial rotations and translations. There
is also an invariance w.r.t. time translations τ → τ + τ0, 0 ≤ τ0 ≤ β.

2.2 BPS saturated field configurations at finite temperature

Remark 5. The Euler-Lagrange equations, DµFµν = 0 (stationarity of the action, δS
δAµ

= 0)

are solved by configurations Aµ obeying the (anti)selfduality condition Fµν = ±F̃µν . Here
Dµ· = ∂µ · −i[Aµ, ·] and F̃µν ≡ 1

2ǫµνκλ Fκλ where ǫµνκλ is the totally antisymmetric tensor with
ǫ1234 = 1. (Anti)selfdual configurations saturate the Bogomol’nyi bound on the action (BPS

saturation): S = 8π2

g2
|Q| where Q ≡ 1

32π2

∫ β
0 dτ

∫

d3xF a
µν F̃

a
µν ∈ Z is the topological charge.

Proposition 1. The euclidean energy-momentum tensor θµν ≡ −F a
µλF

a
νλ + 1

4δµν F
a
κλF

a
κλ and

every local, scalar composite of the form tr ta FµκFκµ, tr t
a FµκFκνFνµ, tr t

a FµκFκνFνλFλµ, · · ·
vanish identically on a BPS saturated field configuration Aµ.

Proof. Routine computation. �

Remark 6. If there is no particle-like structure associated with the configuration (nontrivial
holonomy, see below) then a BPS saturated field represents a nonpropagating contribution to
the partition function. Notice that for Q = 0 we have S = 0 implying that BPS saturated
configurations in this sector are pure gauges (trivially nonpropagating fields): Aµ = iΩ∂µΩ

†

where Ω ∈ fund(SU(N)).

3This parition function implies Legendre transformations between formally defined thermodynamical quantities
like pressure (minus free energy), energy density, and entropy density.
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Definition 2. The Polyakov loop P (~x)[A] is defined as P (~x)[A] ≡ P exp[i
∫ β
0 A4(τ, ~x)] where

the symbol P demands path-ordering.

Definition 3. A field configuration Aµ at finite temperature is said to be of trivial holonomy if
P∞[A] ≡ lim|~x|→∞ P (~x)[A] ∈ center of the gauge group.

(Recall that for SU(N): center={exp[2πi k
N
]1N|k = 0, 1, · · · ,N− 1} = ZN.)

Remark 7. Notice that for the gauge group SU(N) this definition does not depend on the

choice of gauge as long as Ω(τ = 0, ~x) = ZΩ(τ = β, ~x), where Z ∈ ZN, since P∞[A]
Ω−→ Ω(τ =

0)P∞[A]Ω†(τ = β) .

Note 1. In lattice discretizations of the partition function in Eq. (1) one can show its invariance
under temporally local center transformations, that is, under gauge transformations which are
periodic up to a multiplication with a center element: Ω(τ = 0, ~x) = Z Ω(τ = β, ~x) where
Z ∈ ZN.

Example 1. For the gauge group SU(2) the following BPS saturated configurations (Harrington-
Shepard (HS) [9]) are of trivial holonomy and of topological charge Q = ±1:

AC
µ (τ, ~x) = η̄aµνta∂ν lnΠ(τ, r) (caloron, Q = +1) ,

AA
µ (τ, ~x) = ηaµνta∂ν lnΠ(τ, r) (anticaloron, Q = −1) , (2)

where the ’t Hooft symbols ηaµν and η̄aµν are defined as ηaµν = ǫaµν + δaµδν4 − δaνδµ4 and η̄aµν =
ǫaµν − δaµδν4 + δaνδµ4, and the prepotential Π is given as

Π(τ, r) ≡ 1 +
πρ2

βr

sinh
(

2πr
β

)

cosh
(

2πr
β

)

− cos
(

2πτ
β

) , (r ≡ |~x|) .

Remark 8. The dimensionful modulus ρ is inherited from the singular-gauge instanton config-

uration with prepotential Π0(τ, r) = 1 + ρ2

τ2+~x2 since Π is obtained from Π0 by superimposing
its infinitely many images in mirrors placed at τ = 0 and τ = β to generate periodicity in τ .
Additional moduli are the shifts τ → τ + τz , (0 ≤ τz ≤ β) , and ~x → ~x + ~z and, if one wishes,
global gauge transformations.

Example 2. For the gauge group SU(2) there exist BPS saturated configurations (Lee-Lu-
Kraan-van-Baal (LLKvB)) of nontrivial holonomy and topological charge Q = ±1 [10, 11]. For
explicit constructions using Nahm data [12, 13] and the solution of the ADHM equations [14]
and for analytic expressions see [15, 16, 17, 18, 19]. These configurations are instable under
quantum deformation: For a holonomy sufficiently close to trivial and for ρ > 0 the static BPS
magnetic monopole and antimonopole constituents [20, 21, 22] attract [23] under the influence
of quantum fluctuations and thus eventually annihilate one another. This relaxes the LLKvB
caloron or anticaloron back to the HS caloron or anticaloron. For a holonomy far from trivial and
for ρ > 0 BPS magnetic monopole and antimonopole repulse [23] one another under the influence
of quantum fluctuations. As a consequence, the large-holonomy LLKvB caloron or anticaloron
dissociates into a pair of a screened BPS magnetic monopole and its antimonopole. Screening
occurs due to the presence of short-lived magnetic dipoles that are provided by intermediary
small-holonomy LLKvB calorons and anticalorons.

Remark 9. On the level of the euclidean saddlepoint one has for the masses m1 of a BPS
magnetic monopole and m2 of its antimonopole inside a LLKvB caloron: m1 + m2 = 8π2T
[15]. Thus already on the classical level one observes the remarkable fact that the emergence
of a particular monopole depends on the emergence of temperature or in other words on the
existence of all other fluctuating monopoles and antimonopoles and propagating gauge fields in
the ensemble.
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2.3 Propagating fields at finite temperature: Q=0

In a given gauge and in the euclidean formulation the topologically trivial sector {δAµ} is
represented by a superposition of plane waves:

δAµ(τ, ~x) =

n=∞
∑

n=−∞
exp

[

2πin
τ

β

]

δĀµ,n(~x) (3)

where δĀµ,n(~x) =
∫

d3k αµ,n(~k) exp[i~k · ~x] and the function αµ,n(~k) falls off sufficiently fast in

|~k| and in n for the integrals and the sum in Eq. (3) to exist, respectively. The quantity 2πn
β is

called nth Matsubara frequency.

Remark 10. Upon a Wick rotation τ → it , (t real) , one shows that the propagator of the
field δAµ decomposes into a quantum part (describing a particle of four-momentum p possibly
being off the mass shell, p2 ≡ pµpµ 6= 0) and a thermal part (describing thermalized on-shell
propagation), see for example [24].

3 Deconfining phase

3.1 Thermal ground state: Interacting calorons/anticalorons

If not stated otherwise we consider the gauge group SU(2) from now on. We perform a spatial
coarse-graining over the sector of nontrivially BPS saturated (nonpropagating) field configura-
tions in singular gauge to arrive at a nonpropagating adjoint scalar field φ of spacetime indepen-
dent modulus. Our strategy is to derive φ’s second-order equation of motion and, by requiring
compatibility with BPS saturation, to subsequently determine the field φ (modulus and phase)
in terms of T and a constant of integration Λ. The perturbative renormalizability4 of the sector
with propagating gauge fields (Q = 0) [25, 26, 27, 28] and the requirement of gauge invariance
then yield a unique effective action which is associated with a maximal resolution given by φ’s
modulus.

Proposition 2. If in the effective action a spatially homogeneous composite field emerges after
spatial coarse-graining over the sector of nontrivially BPS saturated field configurations of trivial
holonomy then this composite is a scalar under rotations (O(3) scalar) and transforms in the
adjoint representation of the gauge group SU(2).

Note 2. The A4-component and (nonlocal) products thereof are O(3) scalars only in covariant
gauges.

Proof.

transformation property under O(3): Since nontrivially BPS saturated field configurations of
trivial holonomy are nonpropagating their coarse-grained counterparts represent spatially ho-
mogeneous background fields in the effective theory. But the existence of a nontrivial O(3)
tensor after coarse-graining would spontaneously break rotational invariance which is impos-
sible in the absense of microscopic degrees of freedom that single out a direction in space at

4This is the statement that the only effect of integrating out fluctuations in the sector with Q = 0 is a resolution
dependence of the gauge coupling and the normalization of a plane wave in a given gauge. Modulo these radiatively
generated effects the effective action describing fluctuations in the sector with Q = 0 has the same form as the
fundamental action. In the absence of external sources probing the thermal system its inherent resolution |φ| is
a function of temperature. As a consequence, the effective gauge coupling is a function of temperature and, in
the (only) physical gauge, the wave function normalization is the characteristic function χ: χ equals unity if the
plane wave resolves its environment by less than |φ|, and χ equals zero if the plane wave would resolve by more
than |φ| since such a fluctuation already is integrated out.
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vanishing momentum.
gauge transformation property: The scalar φ must transform homogeneously under a change of
gauge for otherwise the coarse-grained gauge field δAµ would have to form a composite to couple
to φ in a gauge-invariant way. The existence of such a composite on the level of the effective
action would, however, contradict perturbative renormalizability [25, 26, 27, 28] which states
that all propagating degrees of freedom are represented by δAµ itself. The only homogeneously
transforming, nontrivial quantities in the fundamental theory are (nonlocal) products of the field
strength Fµν . Since

tatb =
1

2
{ta, tb}+

1

2
[ta, tb] =

1

2

(

1

2
δab12 + iǫabctc

)

(4)

we may without restriction of generality schematically write

φa1···aK ∼ tr (ta1 · · · taKF · · ·F ) , (K ≥ 1)

with appropriate contractions of the Lorentz indices and parallel transports for the field strength
F ≡ F btb implied. By virtue of Eq. (4) this can always be decomposed into spin-0 and spin-1
representations of SU(2). The case of the spin-0 representation (gauge-invariant composite) is
irrelevant because it decouples and no energy-momentum is associated with it, see proposition
1. Thus we are left with the spin-1 representation which proves the claim. �

Notation: We denote by {(τ, 0), (τ, ~x)} the spacelike Wilson line P exp
[

i
∫ (τ,~x)
(τ,0) dzµAµ(z)

]

where

the path of integration is a straight line.

Theorem 1. The following is the unique definition for the set of τ -dependent functions K which
contains φ’s phase φ̂ ≡ φ

|φ| , (|φ|2 ≡ tr 1
2 φ

2):

K ≡
∑

α=C,A

∫

d3x

∫

dρ tr ta Fµν(τ,~0)α

{

(τ,~0), (τ, ~x)
}

α
Fµν(τ, ~x)α

{

(τ, ~x), (τ,~0)
}

α
, (5)

where the sum is over a HS caloron and anticaloron (singular gauge). Explicitly, the set K is
parametrized by the coordinates of the caloron/anticaloron center zC,A = (τC,A, ~zC,A) and global
gauge orientations. The integrals are over infinite space and the entire range 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ∞ of the
scale parameter ρ.

Remark 11. As we shall see, the set K is implicitly parametrized by arbitrary rescalings.

Proof.

HS caloron/anticaloron:
A nontrivial-holonomy caloron/anticaloron is unstable under quantum corrections [23] and thus
can not represent the sector of nonpropagating fields with |Q| = 1.
local definition:
This is excluded by Proposition 1.
curved path for evaluation of Wilson line {(τ, 0), (τ, ~x)}:
Since the path is purely spacelike there exists no mass scale on the level of BPS saturated field
configurations to parameterize curvature.
higher n-point functions:
Since K contains the dimensionless phase φ̂ all its members must be dimensionless. Considering
nonlocal, n-fold products of Fµν with n > 2 together with the associated additional space inte-
grations, a factor of β2−n would have to be introduced to make these contributions dimensionless.
Since there are no explicit dependences on β on the level of BPS saturated field configurations,
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see Remark 5, this possibility does not exist.
moduli-space average:
(i) Integrations over the dimensionful moduli ρ and τC,A, ~zC,A must have a flat measure since the
members of K make no reference to any scale on the level of BPS saturated field configurations.
(ii) The right-hand side of Eq. (5) transforms in the adjoint representation. Shifting the calo-
ron/anticaloron spatial center from ~0 to ~zC,A and honoring spherical symmetry, an additional
pair of Wilson lines would have to be introduced to parallel transport Fµν from (0,~0) to (0, ~zC,A).
Integrating then over ~zC,A yields zero. (If this integral would not vanish then the scale β would
occur explicitely in the definition of the dimensionless members of K. But this is forbidden on
the level of BPS saturation, see Remark 5.)
(iii) An integration over τC,A yields zero. (The case of a constant term in the Fourier series asso-
ciated with the integrand again would imply that the scale β occurs explicitely in the definition
of the dimensionless members of K.)
(iv) Since the members of K are gauge-variant objects integrations over the global gauge orien-
tations of the caloron/anticaloron yield zero and thus are forbidden.
shift ~0 → ~y 6= 0: Shifting ~0 → ~y in Eq. (5) but leaving the caloron/anticaloron center fixed at
~0, spherical symmetry would imply the need for an additional pair of Wilson lines to connect
~y with ~0. But this is just a global gauge rotation of the unshifted situation and thus does not
alter K.
caloron/anticaloron with |Q| > 1:
Besides the translational moduli there are m > 1 dimensionful moduli in such a configuration.
For example, a caloron with Q = 2 has three dimensionful moduli: two scale parameters and the
distance between the two centers of its topological charge. Considering an n-point function (n
nonlocal factors of the field strength Fµν) with n− 1 integrations over space and a flat-measure
integration over the m dimensionful moduli (not counting the shift moduli) of the caloron, we
arrive at a mass dimension 2n−3(n−1)−m = 3−n−m of the object. To avoid the introduction
of explicit powers of β (BPS saturation) in the definition of K this mass dimension needs to
vanish. But for n ≥ 2 and m > 1 we have 3− n−m 6= 0. �

Proposition 3. The Wilson line
{

(τ,~0), (τ, ~x)
}

C,A
evaluates to

{

(τ,~0), (τ, ~x)
}

C,A
= cos g ± 2itb

xb

r
sin g , (6)

where g = g(τ, r, ρ) = g(βτ̂ , βr̂, βρ̂) ≡ ĝ(τ̂ , r̂, ρ̂) ≡
∫ 1
0 ds r

2∂τ log Π(τ, sr, ρ). The + or − sign
relates to a caloron or an anticaloron, respectively. Explicitly, one has

ĝ = −π2ρ̂2 sin(2πτ̂ )

∫ 1

0
ds

1

s

sinh(2πr̂s)

[cosh(2πr̂s)− cos(2πτ̂ )][cosh(2πr̂s)− cos(2πτ̂ ) + πρ̂2

r̂s sinh(2πr̂s)]
.

(7)

The function ĝ exists and approaches constancy in r̂ more than exponentially fast with increasing
r̂ > 1.

Note 3. To point out essential properties only we have set the phases τC and τA of the τ
dependences of caloron and anticaloron equal to zero. They can easily be reinstated by letting
τ → τ + τC,A.

Proof.

irrelevance of path-ordering:

Observe that
∫ (τ,~x)

(τ,~0)
dzµAµ(z)|C,A = ±

∫ 1
0 ds xiAi(τ, s~x) = ±tbx

b ∂τ
∫ 1
0 ds log Π(τ, sr, ρ). That
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is, the integrand in the exponent of
{

(τ,~0), (τ, ~x)
}

C,A
varies along a fixed direction in the Lie

algebra of SU(2). Path-ordering thus can be omitted.

explicit form of
{

(τ,~0), (τ, ~x)
}

C,A
: Routine computation.

existence of ĝ for all values of its arguments:
The potentially problematic point in the domain of integration is s = 0 for τ̂ = k ∈ Z. By
Taylor expanding the sine function in front of the integral in Eq. (7) about τ̂ = k and by Taylor
expanding the cosine and the cosine hyperbolic functions in the denominator of the integrand
about τ̂ = k and s = 0, respectively, one easily checks that the limit τ̂ → k exists when ρ̂ ≥ 0
and r̂ ≥ 0.
saturation property for growing r̂ > 0 :

Split the integration in Eq. (7) as I ≡
∫ 1
0 ds ≡ I1 + I2 ≡

∫
1

2πr̂
0 ds+

∫ 1
1

2πr̂
ds =

∫ 1
0 dz +

∫ 2πr̂
1 dz.

I1 does not depend on r̂. The integrand I is given as

I(z, ρ̂, τ̂ ) ≡ sinh z

z[cosh z − cos(2πτ̂ )][cosh z − cos(2πτ̂ ) + 2(πρ̂)2

z sinh z]
. (8)

For the integration in I2 the integrand I is bounded from above as

I(z, ρ̂, τ̂ ) ≤ 2 ez

(ez − 2 cos(2πτ̂ ))2
, ∀τ̂ , ρ̂ ; z ≥ 1 . (9)

Since
∫ 2πr̂
1 dz I(z, ρ̂, τ̂ ) =

∫∞
1 dz I(z, ρ̂, τ̂) −

∫∞
2πr̂ dz I(z, ρ̂, τ̂) and since, by virtue of Eq. (9), the

modulus of the second summand is bounded by 2
e2πr̂−2 cos(2πτ̂)

we are assured a more than

exponentially fast saturation in r̂. Numerically,
R ∞
2πr̂

dz I(z,ρ̂,τ̂)

I < 10−5 for r̂ > 2 independently of
ρ̂. (Saturation in ρ̂ is now trivial.) �

Proposition 4. The integrand in Eq. (5), when evaluated on a caloron, is as

−i β−2 32π
4

3

xa

r

π2ρ̂4 + ρ̂2(2 + cos(2πτ̂ ))

(2π2ρ̂2 + 1− cos(2πτ̂ ))2
× F [ĝ,Π] , (10)

where the functional F is given as

F [ĝ,Π] = 2 cos(2ĝ)

(

2
[∂τΠ][∂rΠ]

Π2
− ∂τ∂rΠ

Π

)

+sin(2ĝ)

(

2
[∂rΠ]

2

Π2
− 2

[∂τΠ]
2

Π2
+

∂2
τΠ

Π
− ∂2

rΠ

Π

)

.

(11)

Proof. Lengthy routine computation, see [29, 30]. �

Proposition 5. The integrand in Eq. (5), when evaluated on an anticaloron, is obtained by a
parity transformation, ~x → −~x, of the integrand evaluated on a caloron.

Note 4. For equal temporal phases, τC = τA, it then follows that the integrands cancel. But,
as we will show, nontrivial BPS saturation of the field φ requires that τC − τA = ±π

2 .

Proof. It is easily checked that Fµν(τ, ~x)C = Fµν(τ,−~x)A and that
{

(τ,~0), (τ, ~x)
}

C
=
({

(τ, ~x), (τ,~0)
}

C

)†
=
{

(τ,~0), (τ,−~x)
}

A
=
({

(τ,−~x), (τ,~0)
}

A

)†
. This

proves the claim. �

Remark 12. Due to the appearance of the factor xa

r in the expression (10) the unconstrained
angular integration in Eq. (5) yields zero. Thus for the final integration over ρ̂ to possess a
nonvanishing integrand the radial integral must diverge.
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Proposition 6. The only term in F [ĝ,Π], which gives rise to the divergence of the radial

integral, is − sin(2ĝ)∂
2
rΠ
Π . This divergence is logarithmic.

Note 5. Since only spatial derivatives are involved this term arises from magnetic-magnetic
correlations. But it is the magnetic sector whose insufficient screening gives rise to the poor
convergence properties in thermal perturbation theory [32].

Proof. Obviously, no divergence arises when r̂ → 0. We have

∂τΠ(τ, r) = β−1∂τ̂ Π̂(τ̂ , r̂)
r̂≫1−→ −(2πρ̂)2

βr̂
sin(2πτ̂) exp(−2πr̂) , (12)

∂2
τΠ(τ, r) = β−2∂2

τ̂ Π̂(τ̂ , r̂)
r̂≫1−→ 2π

β

(2πρ̂)2

βr̂
(4 sin(2πτ̂ ) exp(−4πr̂)− cos(2πτ̂ ) exp(−2πr̂)) . (13)

Thus all terms in F [ĝ,Π] containing ∂τΠ or ∂2
τΠ give rise to finite contributions to the radial

integral. (The measure is dr̂ r̂2.) The same holds true for the term with (∂rΠ)
2 since

Π(τ, r) ≡ Π̂(τ̂ , r̂)
r̂≫1−→ 1 +

πρ̂2

r̂
⇒ (∂rΠ(τ, r))

2 r̂≫1−→ β−2π
2ρ̂4

r̂4
. (14)

But

∂2
rΠ(τ, r))

r̂≫1−→ β−2 2πρ̂
2

r̂3
. (15)

Thus

−
∫ ∞

0
dr r2 sin(2g)

∂2
rΠ

Π
∼ −β

(

finite + 2πρ̂2
(

lim
r̂→∞

sin(2ĝ)

)∫ ∞

R̂

dr̂

r̂

)

, (16)

where the ∼ sign indicates that the right-hand side approaches the left-hand side more than
exponentially fast for increasing R̂ > 1, see Proposition 3. Obviously, the integral in Eq. (16)
diverges logarithmically. �

Remark 13. In summary, the quantity to be evaluated is

i
64π5

3

∫

dρ̂ ρ̂2
π2ρ̂4 + ρ̂2(2 + cos(2πτ̂ ))

(2π2ρ̂2 + 1− cos(2πτ̂ ))2

∫

dΩ
xa

r

∫ ∞

R̂

dr̂

r̂
sin(2ĝ) . (17)

Remark 14. The angular integration in the expression (17),

∫

dΩ
xa

r
=

∫ +1

−1
d(cos θ)

∫ αC+2π

αC

dϕ
xa

r
, (0 ≤ αC ≤ 2π) , (18)

is regularized by introducing a deffect/surplus angle η′ ≪ 1 for the azimuthal integration in ϕ:
αC → αC ±η′ (lower integration limit) and αC → αC ∓η′ (upper integration limit). This singles
out a unit vector n̂C ≡ (cosαC , sinαC , 0). Obviously, a rotation of n̂C is induced by a rotation
of the cartesian coordinates in which the transition to polar coordinates is performed. But for
φ̂ ∈ K this amounts to nothing but a global gauge rotation. Thus no breaking of rotational
symmetry is introduced by the angular regularization.

Proposition 7. Without restriction of generality the contribution from the anticaloron is also
regularized in the x1x2-plane with angle αA (global gauge choice). Then we arrive at

K = ΞC(δ
a1 cosαC +δa2 sinαC)A (2π(τ̂ + τ̂C))+ΞA(δ

a1 cosαA+δa2 sinαA)A (2π(τ̂ + τ̂A)) ,
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Figure 1. The function A(2πτ
β

) plotted over two periods with different values of ξ. For comparison the

function 272ξ3 sin(2πτ
β

) is plotted as a dashed line.

(19)

where ΞC ,ΞA ∈ R (undetermined: 0 [angular integr.]×∞ [radial integr. subject to dimensional
smearing, see [29]]) and 0 ≤ τ̂C , τ̂A ≤ 1 (undetermined: modulus of caloron/anticaloron which
cannot be averaged over, see Thm. 1). The function A(2πτ̂) in Eq. (19) is given as

A(2πτ̂ ) =
32π7

3

∫ ξ

0
dρ̂ ρ̂4

[

lim
r̂→∞

sin(2ĝ(τ̂ , r̂, ρ̂))

]

π2ρ̂2 + cos(2πτ̂ ) + 2

(2π2ρ̂2 − cos(2πτ̂ ) + 1)2
. (20)

The integral over ρ̂ in Eq. (20) diverges cubically for ξ → ∞.

Proof. Routine computation using the fact that ĝ saturates for ρ̂ → ∞ (see Prop. 3). �

Theorem 2. The function A(2πτ̂ ) rapidly approaches const∞ × ξ3 sin(2πτ̂ ) where const∞ =
272.018.

Proof. Since ĝ saturates one may evaluate the integral numerically thus proving the claim. �

Remark 15. Already for ξ = 3 one has const3−const∞
const∞

= 0.025,and the functional dependence
on τ̂ practically is a sine, see Fig. 1. Since there is such a fast saturation towards a sine function
the prefactor 272.018 × ξ3, which is computed numerically, can be absorped into the undeter-
mined, real number ΞC,A in Eq. (19). In this sense the result for K is independent of the cutoff
ξ for ξ sufficiently large, see again Fig. 1.

Theorem 3. The set K coincides with the kernel of the linear differential operator D ≡ ∂2
τ +

(

2π
β

)2
acting on an adjoint scalar field φ̂ with two polarizations. Thus D is uniquely determined

by K.
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Proof. There are two independent ‘polarizations’ contained in K which are given by the unit
vectors n̂C and n̂A. For each polarization there is an undetermined phase shift τ̂C,A and an
undetermined amplitude |ΞC,A|, and each polarization is annihilated by D. Modulo global

gauge rotations there are thus two real parameters for each polarization of φ̂ which span the
solution space of Dφ̂ = 0, and D is determined uniquely. �

Corollary 1. Since D is linear and since the gauge-invariant modulus |φ| ≡
√

1
2 trφ

2 is time

independent in thermal equilibrium and space-homogeneous (coarse-graining5) Thm. 3 implies
that the field φ possesses a canonic kinetic term tr (∂τφ)

2 in its effective, euclidean Langrangian
density.

Theorem 4. The adjoint scalar field φ is subject to the euclidean Lagrangian density

Lφ = tr
(

(∂τφ)
2 + V (φ2)

)

(21)

with V (φ2) ≡ Λ6φ−2 and Λ an arbitrary mass scale. Here φ−1 ≡ φ
|φ|2 .

Proof. Due to the BPS saturation of coarse-grained calorons/anticalorons no explicit tempera-
ture dependence may appear in φ’s effective action. Together with Cor. 1 this implies an effective
action of the form (21) with a yet unknown potential V (φ2). The according Euler-Lagrange
equations6 are [33]

∂2
τφ

a =
∂V (|φ|2)
∂|φ|2 φa (in components) ⇔ ∂2

τφ =
∂V (φ2)

∂φ2
φ (in matrix form) . (22)

Since φ’s motion is within a plane in the three-dimensional vector space of the SU(2) Lie algebra,
since |φ| is independent of spacetime, and since φ’s phase φ̂ is of period unity, see Thm. 3, one
may, without restriction of generality (global gauge choice), write the solution to Eq. (22) as

φ = 2 |φ| t1 exp(±4πi

β
t3τ) . (23)

BPS saturation, or equivalently, the vanishing of the euclidean energy density and Eq. (23) imply

|φ|2
(

2π

β

)2

− V (|φ|2) = 0 . (24)

On the other hand, comparing ∂2
τφ+

(

2π
β

)2
φ = 0, see Thm. 3, with Eq. (22), we have

(

2π

β

)2

= −∂V (|φ|2)
∂|φ|2 . (25)

Together, Eqs. (24) and (25) yield

∂V (|φ|2)
∂|φ|2 = −V (|φ|2)

|φ|2 . (26)

Eq. (26) is a first-order differential equation whose solution is

V (|φ|2) = Λ6

|φ|2 , (27)

where Λ denotes an arbitrary mass scale (the Yang-Mills scale). �

5In the infinite-volume limit this coarse-graining necessarily produces a space-homogeneous modulus |φ|. Since
the infinite-volume limit saturates at finite volume this continues to hold when coarse-graining down to a finite
resolution which is well within the saturation regime.

6Notice our notational convention: V is either a scalar-valued function of its scalar-valued argument or a
matrix-valued function of its matrix-valued argument. In both cases the functional dependence is identical.
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Corollary 2. The modulus of the field φ is given as |φ| =
√

Λ3β
2π and hence, modulo a global

change of gauge,

φ = 2

√

Λ3β

2π
t1 exp(±4πi

β
t3τ) . (28)

Proof. Substitute Eq. (27) into Eq. (24), solve for |φ| and substitute the result into Eq. (23). �

Remark 16. The field φ represents coarse-grained nonpropagating, noninteracting, BPS satu-
rated field configurations of topological charge modulus |Q| = 1 and trivial holonomy. Thus it
should itself not propagate. This is explicitly checked by computing the mass Mδφ of potential
fluctuations δφ about the configuration in Eq. (28) as

M2
δφ = 2

∂2V

∂|φ|2
∣

∣

∣

∣

|φ|=
q

Λ3β
2π

= 48π2T 2 = 12λ3|φ|2 , (29)

where λ ≡ 2πT
Λ . Since λ is considerably larger than unity in the deconfining phase, see below

where it is derived that λ ≥ λc = 13.87, and since the scale |φ| represents the maximal resolution
(off-shellness) of any fluctuation after coarse-graining7 we conclude that the field φ does not
fluctuate: neither thermally nor quantum mechanically. The field φ thus represents a spatially
homogeneous background for the dynamics of the coarse-grained, propagating gauge field (sector
with Q = 0).

Remark 17. Notice that with λc = 13.87 one obtains |φ|−1

β ≥ 8.221 ×
(

λ
λc

)3/2
, (λ ≥ λc).

But for r̂ = 8.221 ×
(

λ
λc

)3/2
the exponentially suppressed term below Eq. (9) is a correction of

less than one in 1022! At the same time, setting ξ = 8.221 ×
(

λ
λc

)3/2
in Eq. (20), one is deep

inside the saturation regime for the set K, see Fig. 1. Thus, with a maximal resolution |φ| in the
effective theory (corresponding to a length scale |φ|−1 up to which short-distance fluctuations in
the fundamental fields are coarse-grained over to derive the effective theory) the infinite-volume
limit used to derive K and in turn the differential operator D is extremely well approximated.

Remark 18. According to Rem. 16 the configuration in Eq. (28) is not altered by interactions
with the gauge fields in the sector with Q = 0. Thus the nonperturbative emergence of the scale
Λ as a constant of integration for Eq. (26) is a process which does not rely on any approximation
or assumption. Compare this with the situation in perturbation theory at T = 0 where Λ is the
pole position for the evolution of the fundamental gauge coupling g in the sector with Q = 0.
There, the value of Λ is dictated by the value of g at a given resolution, and two assumptions
enter. First, one assumes properties of the perturbative expansion that are sufficiently close to
those of an asymptotic series to justify the low-order truncation of the beta function. Second,
one assumes that close to the pole the perturbative prediction for the evolution of g can smoothly
be extrapolated to the regime where g ≫ 1. For an extended discussion see [31].

Remark 19. For the case of SU(3) the field φ winds in each of the three (nearly independent)
SU(2) subalgebras for a third of the period β, for details see [7].

Proposition 8. After spatial coarse-graining the effective Lagrangian density, subject to a max-
imal resolution |φ| for propagating gauge fields, is given as

Leff[aµ] = tr

(

1

2
GµνG

µν + (Dµφ)
2 +

Λ6

φ2

)

, (30)

7Notice that only the case of pure thermodynamics is discussed here. If an external probe is applied to the
thermal system then an additional momentum scale enters, and |φ| no longer represents the only scale of resolution.
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where Gµν = ∂µaν − ∂νaµ − ie[aµ, aν ] ≡ Ga
µν ta, aµ = aaµ ta is the coarse-grained, propagating

gauge field in the sector with Q = 0, Dµφ = ∂µφ− ie[aµ, φ], and e is the effective gauge coupling.

Proof. The form of the term 1
2 G

2 is as in the fundamental theory8 due to perturbative renor-
malizability [25, 26, 27, 28], and the only gauge-invariant way to couple the Lagrangian density
of Eq. (21) to the coarse-grained sector with Q = 0, which itself cannot generate any composite
of the field aµ, is to do the replacement ∂τφ → Dµφ. The fluctuating field aµ is integrated out
loop expanding the logarithm of the partition function about the free quasiparticle situation.
This loop expansion is nontrivial due to the term ie[aµ, aν ] in Gµν which leads to the occurence
of three-vertices and four-vertices. The momentum transfer in these vertices is subject to con-
straints imposed by the existence of the maximal resolution |φ|. The evolution of the effective
coupling e is determined by the invariance of Legendre transformations between thermodynamic
quantities under the applied coarse-graining up to a given loop order, see below. �

Proposition 9. Apart from (small) radiative corrections and modulo global gauge transforma-
tions the full ground state of the effective theory in the deconfining phase (taking into account
the interactions between and fundamental radiative modifications of calorons and anticalorons)
is given by the configuration in Eq. (28) and the pure-gauge configuration ags

µ = ∓δµ4
2π
eβ t3.

Proof. The following Euler-Lagrange equation for aµ is implied by Leff in Eq. (30):

DµG
µν = ie[φ,Dνφ] . (31)

But Eq. (31) is solved by φ and ags
µ by virtue of Gµν [a

gs
κ ] = Dν [ags

κ ]φ ≡ 0. �

Remark 20. Due to Gµν [a
gs
κ ] = Dν [ags

κ ]φ ≡ 0 the ground-state associated Lagrangian density

is given as Leff[a
gs
µ ] = tr Λ6

φ2 = 4πΛ3 T , (T ≡ β−1). Thus interactions between and radiative
corrections within calorons and anticalorons lift the energy density ρgs of the ground state from
zero in the case of BPS saturation to ρgs = 4πΛ3 T . The fact that the ground-state pressure P gs is
negative, P gs = −ρgs, is microscopically explained by small-holonomy calorons and anticalorons
having their BPS magnetic monopoles-antimonopole constituents [10, 11, 15, 16, 17, 18] attract
one another under the influence of radiative corrections, for a detailed discussion which is based
on the work in [23], see [7, 34]. The case of the ‘excitation’ of a large holonomy, which according
to [23] leads to the dissociation of the associated caloron/anticaloron and hence to the liberation
of a screened magnetic monopole and its antimonopole, is extremely rare [7]. Deviations from
the equation of state P gs = −ρgs, which are due to those nonrelativistic, screened magnetic
monopoles and antimonopoles, are described in part by the radiative corrections to the total
pressure and energy density in the effective theory.

Proposition 10. In the effective theory the winding gauge, where φ is as in Eq. (28) and ags
µ is

as in Prop. 9, and the unitary gauge, where φ = 2 |φ| t3, ags
µ = 0, are connected by a singular but

admissible gauge transformation induced by Ω̃(τ) ∈fund(SU(2)). Under this gauge transforma-
tion the Polyakov loop P [abg

µ ] is transformed from P = −1 to P = 1 which points out the electric
Z2 degeneracy of the ground state and thus deconfinement.

Proof. Since φ → Ω̃(τ)φΩ̃†(τ) under the gauge transformation it is easily checked that Ω̃(τ) is
given as

Ω̃(τ) = Ωgl Z(τ)Ω(τ) , (32)

8Notice that in contrast to Eq. (1) we have not absorped the coupling into the gauge field. A gauge transfor-
mation acting on φ and aµ thus reads: φ → ΩφΩ† and aµ → ΩaµΩ

†+ i
e
Ω∂µΩ

† , Ω ∈ fund(SU(2)) or fund(SU(3)).
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where Ω(τ) ≡ exp[±2πi τβ t3], Z(τ) =
(

2Θ(τ − β
2 )− 1

)

12, and Ωgl = exp[iπ2 t2]. The function Θ

is defined as

Θ(x) =







0 , (x < 0) ,
1
2 , (x = 0) ,
1 , (x > 0) .

(33)

Thus Ω̃(τ) is periodic but not smooth. The periodicity of fluctuations δaµ, however, is not
affected by this gauge transformation. Namely, writing aµ = abg

µ + δaµ, we have

aµ → Ω̃(ags
µ + δaµ)Ω̃

† +
i

e
Ω̃∂µΩ̃

† = Ωgl

(

Ω(ags
µ + δaµ)Ω

† +
i

e

(

Ω∂µΩ
† + Z∂µZ

)

)

Ω†
gl

= Ωgl

(

ΩδaµΩ
† +

2i

e
δ(τ − β

2
)Z

)

Ω†
gl = ΩglΩ δaµ (ΩglΩ)

† . (34)

Now ΩglΩ(τ = 0) = −ΩglΩ(τ = β). Thus the periodicity of the fluctuation δaµ is unaffected by
the gauge transformation induced by Ω̃(τ) (admissibility of this change of gauge). To show the
claimed transformation of the Polyakov loop on abg

µ is trivial. �

Remark 21. One can easily show that for SU(3) the Polyakov loop P [abg
µ ] forms a three-

dimensional representation of the electric center symmetry Z3, see [7]. Thus also for SU(3) the
deconfining property of the thermal ground state follows.

3.2 Thermal quasiparticle excitations

In this section we obtain the tree-level mass spectrum for emergent thermal quasiparticles in
the effective theory, and we derive the evolution of the effective gauge coupling e. Next, we give
analytic expressions for the temperature dependence of thermodynamic quantities on the level of
free quasiparticle fluctuations. We also comment on the trace anomaly of the energy-momentum
tensor.

Definition 4. We refer to an excitation, which possesses a temperature-dependent mass on
tree-level in the effective theory, as a thermal quasiparticle.

Proposition 11. In the effective theory dynamical gauge symmetry breaking SU(2)→U(1) is
manifested for the sector with Q = 0 by quasiparticle masses ma. One has

m2
a = −2e2tr [φ, ta][φ, ta] . (35)

Thus, m2 ≡ m2
1 = m2

2 = 4e2 Λ3

2πT and m3 = 0.

Proof. Since ags
µ = 0 in unitary gauge formula (35) can be read off from the Lagrangian density

Leff in Eq. (30), and since φ = 2 |φ| t3 in unitary gauge the explicit expression for the mass m
follows. �

Remark 22. Imposing unitary gauge, with gauge condition φ = 2 |φ| t3, ags
µ = 0, and in addi-

tion Coulomb gauge for the unbroken U(1) subgroup, with gauge condition ∂ia
3
i = 0, yields a

completely fixed gauge if the real-valued gauge function θ in Ω3 ≡ exp(iθt3) vanishes at spatial
infinity. This gauge is physical because it exhibits the quasiparticle mass spectrum, the physical
number of polarizations – three for a = 1, 2 and two for a = 3 –, and the transversality of the
gauge field a3µ associated with the unbroken subgroup U(1).

Remark 23. For SU(3) the unbroken subgroup is U(1)2 and six out of eight independent
directions in the SU(3) Lie algebra acquire mass, for details see [7, 8].
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Remark 24. Notice that the number of degrees of freedom before coarse-graining matches those
after coarse graining. Namely, for SU(2) one has three species of propagating gauge fields (Q = 0
sector) times two polarizations each plus two species of charge-one scalar magnetic monopoles
(|Q| = 1 sector9) before coarse-graining and two species of massive gauge fields times three
polarization each plus one species of massless gauge field times two polarizations each. In both
cases one obtains eight degrees of freedom. For SU(3) one obtains 22 degrees of freedom before
and after coarse-graining.

Remark 25. In unitary-Coulomb gauge and on the level of free quasiparticles the real-time
propagators 10 of the fields a1,2µ and a3µ are given as

D1,2;ab
µν (p) = −δabD̃µν

[

i

p2 −m2 + i0
+ 2πδ(p2 −m2)nB(|p0|/T )

]

, (36)

D3;ab
µν (p) = −δab

{

P T
µν

[

i

p2 + i0
+ 2πδ(p2)nB(|p0|/T )

]

− i
uµuν
~p2

}

, (37)

where D̃µν =
(

gµν − pµpν
m2

)

, P 00
T = P 0i

T = P i0
T = 0 , P ij

T = δij − pipj/~p2, u = (1, 0, 0, 0) represents
the four-velocity of the heat bath, and nB(x) = 1/(ex−1) denotes the Bose-Einstein distribution
function.

Remark 26. Because of the existence of a maximal resolution scale |φ| the deviation of the
momentum pµ in Eqs. (36,37) from its mass shell is constrained as

|p2| ≤ |φ|2 , (for a=3) , |p2 −m2| ≤ |φ|2 , (for a=1,2) . (38)

Conditions (38) fix the momentum transfer in a three-vertex by momentum conservation.

Remark 27. The following conditions fix the momentum tranfer in a four-vertex:

|(p1+p2)
2| ≤ |φ|2 , (s channel) ; |(p3−p1)

2| ≤ |φ|2 , (t channel) ; |(p2−p3)
2| ≤ |φ|2 , (u channel) .

(39)

These conditions11 follow from the fact that massless intermediate modes in the fundamental
theory, which do not exist in the effective theory but dress the four-vertex such that the latter
appears to be local, may not resolve distances smaller than |φ|−1 [34].

Proposition 12. On the one-loop level in the effective theory (gas of noninteracting thermal
quasiparticles and massless excitations) the contribution ∆V of quantum fluctuations (arising
from terms without the factor nB in Eqs. (36,37)) is negligibly small.

Proof. We estimate ∆V by the contribution of the massless mode a3µ appropriately weighted
by the number of polarizations of all fields a1µ, a

2
µ, and a3µ:

|∆V | ≤ 1

π2

∫ |φ|

0
dp p3 log

(

p

|φ|

)

=
φ4

16π2
=

λ−3

32π2
V . (40)

Since λ is considerable larger than unity ∆V can safely be neglected. �

9According to Thm. 1 topologically nontrivial field configurations with |Q| = 1 only contribute to the thermal
ground state. As a consequence, only magnetic monopoles of magnetic charge modulus unity occur as their
constituents.

10An analytic continuation τ → −it , t and τ real , is performed, see [24].
11In calculating radiative corrections we have checked that under |φ| −→ ξ|φ| in (38) and (39), where ξ is of

order unity, the results are remarkably stable.
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Theorem 5. On the one-loop level the evolution of the effective coupling e is determined by the
following first-order ordinary differential equation:

∂aλ = −24λ4a

(2π)6
D(2a)

1 + 24λ3a2

(2π)6
D(2a)

, (41)

where a ≡ m
2T = 2πeλ−3/2 and D(y) ≡

∫∞
0 dx x2√

x2+y2
1

exp(
√

x2+y2)−1
. The evolution governed

by Eq. (41) possesses two fixed points: a = 0 and a = ∞. The latter is associated with a
critical temperature λc of value λc = 13.87. An attractor to the evolution exists. It is given
as a(λ) = 4

√
2π2λ−3/2 for λ ≫ λc and a(λ) ∝ − log(λ − λc) for λ ց λc. The trace of the

energy-momentum tensor θµν grows as
θµµ
Λ4 = ρ−3P

Λ4 = 12λ for λ ≫ λc.

Proof. The Legendre transformation ρ = T dP
dT − P between total energy density ρ and total

pressure P , which follows from the partition function formulated in terms of fundamental fields,
needs to be honored in the effective theory. Since there are implicit temperature dependences
in the parameters |φ| and e of the effective theory for the coarse-grained fluctuations δaµ the
derivatives w.r.t. temperature of these parameters ought to cancel one another. A necessary
and sufficient condition for this to take place is ∂mP = 0. Taking into account Prop. 12, on the
one-loop level P and ρ are determined by the thermal parts of the propagators in Eqs. (36) and
(37) (terms with the factor nB). They are given as follows:

P (λ) = −Λ4

{

2λ4

(2π)6
[

2P̄ (0) + 6P̄ (2a)
]

+ 2λ

}

, (42)

ρ(λ) = Λ4

{

2λ4

(2π)6
[2ρ̄(0) + 6ρ̄(2a)] + 2λ

}

, (43)

where P̄ (y) ≡
∫∞
0 dxx2 log

[

1− exp(−
√

x2 + y2)
]

and ρ̄(y) ≡
∫∞
0 dxx2

√
x2+y2

exp(
√

x2+y2)−1
. The

evolution equation (41) follows by applying ∂(aT )P to the expression in Eq. (42) and setting
the result equal to zero. The right-hand side of the evolution equation (41) indeed vanishes at
a = ∞ (essential zero due to the exponential in the integrand for the function D(2a)) and at

a = 0 (algebraic zero since D(0) exists: D(0) = π2

6 ). Since the right-hand side of Eq. (41) is
negative definite this equation is equivalent to

1 = − 24λ3

(2π)6

(

λ
da

dλ
+ a

)

aD(2a) . (44)

For a ≪ 1 the Taylor expansion of the function D(2a) can be truncated at zeroth order12. This
simplifies Eq. (44) as

1 = − λ3

(2π)4

(

λ
da

dλ
+ a

)

a , (45)

and the solution, subject to the initial condition a(λi) = ai ≪ 1 is

a(λ) = 4
√
2π2λ−3/2

(

1− λ

λi

[

1− aiλ
3
i

32π4

])1/2

. (46)

12In [35] it was shown that albeit the coefficients in the Taylor expansion of D(y) about y = 0 diverge for orders
larger or equal than quadratic this formal series can be resummed to a smooth function in y. For this process the
zeroth-order coefficient serves as a boundary condition and thus is relevant.
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Thus for λ ≪ λi the function a(λ) runs into the attractor a(λ) = 4
√
2π2λ−3/2. Since a ≡

m
2T = 2πeλ−3/2 there is a plateau e ≡

√
8π in this regime. Because the attractor increases

with decreasing λ the condition a ≪ 1 will be violated at small temperatures. The estimate
14.61 > λc is obtained by setting the attractor equal to unity. Since the true solution in
this regime will continue to grow with decreasing λ (negative definiteness of right-hand side
of Eq. (41)) the right-hand side of Eq. (41) will be exponentially suppressed. This verifies the
behavior a(λ) ∝ − log(λ − λc) for λ ց λc and implies a logarithmic singularity at λc also for
e(λ). Numerically, one obtains λc = 13.87.

As for the (dimensionless) quantity
θµµ
Λ4 let us consider the following function h(λ) [36]:

h(λ) ≡ −ρ(λ)− 3P (λ)

4P gs
. (47)

Expanding up to quadratic order in a, one has h(λ) = 1 + λ3a2(λ)
4(2π)4

. Substituting the attractor

a(λ) = 4
√
2π2λ−3/2, one arrives at h(λ) = 3

2 , (λ ≫ λc), and the claim follows by recalling that
P gs = −4πΛ3T . �

Remark 28. The existence of an attractor to the evolution of e with temperature signals the de-
coupling of the high-temperature initial situation from the low-temperature physics. According
to Eq. (46) this decoupling takes place in a power-like fashion in contrast to perturbation theory.

Also, the Yang-Mills scale Λ is not determined by the initial value ai = 2πeiλ
−3/2
i (as it would

in perturbation theory), but it arises as a purely nonperturbative integration constant owing
to the nontrivial thermal ground state, see Thm. 4. In a physics model the initial temperature
Ti =

λiΛ
2π is naturally given by the scale where the assumption of a smooth spacetime manifold

supporting the Yang-Mills theory breaks down. According to present consensus this scale is
the Planck mass. The constancy of e for a ≪ 1 signals that the magnetic charge g = 4π

e of a
screened magnetic monopoles, liberated by a dissociating caloron/anticaloron of large holonomy,
is conserved during most of the evolution. For λ ց λc both the magnetic charge g and the mass
Mmon ∼ 4π2T

e of a screened magnetic monopole vanish, see Rem. 9.

Remark 29. In a completely analogous way one obtains for SU(3) the evolution equation

∂aλ = −12λ4a

(2π)6
D(a) + 2D(2a)

1 + 12λ3a2

(2π)6
(D(a) + 2D(2a))

. (48)

The attractor for a ≪ 1 reads [36] a(λ) = 4√
3
π2λ−3/2, and the plateau value is e ≡ 4√

3
π. The

numerical value for λc is λc = 9.475, and one obtains θµµ = 24πΛ3 T = 12λΛ4 for λ ≫ λc.

3.3 Radiative corrections

Here we discuss the systematic computation of radiative corrections in terms of loop expansions
in the effective theory for the deconfining phase. This loop expansion has little resemblence
with its perturbative counterpart. Each nonvanishing diagram is infrared and ultraviolet finite.
While the former property is due to the nonpertburbative emergence of (quasiparticle-)mass on
tree level (adjoint Higgs mechanism) the ultraviolet finiteness follows from the existence of a
scale |φ| of maximal resolution: In a physical gauge quantum fluctuations are constrained to
maximal hardness |φ|2 by the thermal ground state, and their action is small as compared to
that of thermal (on-shell) modes. Frankly speaking, this is the reason for the rapid converence of
loop expansions. We also exhibit two calculational examples: The on-shell one-loop polarization
tensor of the massless mode and the dominant two-loop correction to the pressure.
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Remark 30. After a euclidean rotation p0 → ip4 , (p0 and p4 real) the second condition in (38)
reads |p2 + 4e2|φ|2| ≤ |φ|2. Since this is never true in the attractor regime because e ≥

√
8π for

SU(2) and e ≡ 4√
3
π for SU(3) one concludes that massive quasiparticles do propagate thermally

only. Alternatively, staying in Minkowskian signature, the four-momentum squared of a massive
mode needs tuning to the mass squared of about one part in three-hundred for SU(2) and
similarily for SU(3). Again, this implies that a massive quasiparticle propagates over long
distances and thus thermalizes. Also massive quasiparticles cannot be created by quantum
processes because this would invoke momentum tranfers of at least twice their mass. But this
is about 35 times larger than the maximally allowed resolution in the effective theory.

Definition 5. An irreducible bubble diagram is defined by the property that no one-particle
reducible diagram for the polarization tensor is created by cutting in any possible way an internal
line of the diagram.

Remark 31. It was argued in [34] that, when computing bubble diagrams contributing to the
thermal pressure, the resummation of polarization tensors, subject to an insertion of an irre-
ducible bubble diagram, avoids the occurrence of pinch singularities (powers of delta functions)
due to a relaxation to finite-width spectral functions in the thermal parts of the so-obtained
real-time propagators. Technically, the procedure for resumming polarization tensors is to com-
pute them in real time subject to the constraints (38) and (39), perform an analytic continuation
to imaginary time in the external momentum, carry out the resummation, and finally continue
back to real time.

Definition 6. For a four momentum p = (p0, ~p) circulating in a loop we refer to p0 and |~p| as
the two independent radial loop momenta. We denote by K̃ the number of independent radial
loop momenta in a given irreducible bubble diagram.

Definition 7. Independent hypersurfaces Hi , (i = 1, · · · , h ≤ K̃) , in the K̃-dimensional space

R

K̃ are defined by the property that in a whole environment U of their intersection
⋂h

i=1 Hi the
normal vectors normal vectors n̂i toHi (computed anywhere on U∩Hi) are linearly independent.

Remark 32. If h = K̃ then it follows that
⋂K̃

i=1 Hi is a set of discrete points.

Proposition 13. For an irreducible bubble diagram containing only V4-many four-vertices and
no three-vertices the number K of independent constraints on the loop momenta is estimated as
K ≥ 7

2 V4.

Proof. The number I of internal lines in such a diagram is I = 2V4 [37]. Because of (38) there
are thus 2V4 constraints on propagating momenta and according to (39) at least 3

2 V4 constraints
on momentum transfers in vertices. (For this estimate pair the four-vertices in the diagram.)
Together this gives K ≥ 7

2 V4. �

Proposition 14. For an irreducible bubble diagram containing only V3-many three-vertices and
no four-vertices the number K of independent constraints on the loop momenta is given as
K = 3

2 V3.

Proof. The number I of internal lines in such a diagram is I = 3
2 V3 [37]. Because of (38) there

are thus 3
2 V3 constraints on propagating momenta. No additional constraints arise because

the momentum transfer in the vertex, induced by two external legs, coincides by momentum
conservation with the momentum of the third leg. Thus K = 3

2 V3. �

Proposition 15. For an irreducible bubble diagram containing only V4-many four-vertices and
no three-vertices the number K̃ of independent radial loop momenta is given as K̃ = 2V4 + 2.
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Proof. The Euler characteristic for a spherical polyhedron reads 2 = V − I + F where V is
the number of vertices, I the number of edges, and F the number of faces. Since a connected
bubble diagram is a spherical polyhedron with one face removed the identification of F = L+1,
where L denotes the number of loops (or left-over faces), yields L = I − V + 1. Combining this
with I = 2V4 and using the fact that K̃ is twice the number L proves the claim. �

Proposition 16. For an irreducible bubble diagram containing only V3-many three-vertices and
no four-vertices the number K̃ of independent radial loop momenta is given as K̃ = V3 + 2.

Proof. Combining L = I − V +1 with I = 3
2 V3 and using the fact that K̃ is twice the number

L proves the claim. �

Corollary 3. From Props. 13,14,15, and 16 one concludes that

K̃

K
≤ 4

7

(

1 +
1

V4

)

, (four-vertices only) ;
K̃

K
=

2

3

(

1 +
2

V3

)

, (three-vertices only) . (49)

Since any subdiagram (obtained by cutting more than one internal line) of an irreducible bubble
diagram is again irreducible it follows that at a fixed number V of vertices with V = V4+V3 ≥ 2

the ratio K̃
K is minimal for V3 = 0 and maximal for V4 = 0.

Remark 33. If the constraints (38) and (39) were equations and not inequalities one would
conclude from Cor. 3 that the intersection of the independent hypersurfaces Hi specified by

them would be empty for a number L of loops greater than a finite number Lmax. From K̃
K ≤

2
3

(

1 + 2
V3

)

= 1 we have Vmax = 4 which by virtue of the proof to Prop. 15 implies that Lmax ≤ 5.

Because other thermodynamic quantities are related to the pressure by (successive) Legendre
transformations this would imply their exact calculability as well. But since (38) and (39) are
inequalities the associated hypersurfaces Hi are fattened, and the situation is less clear cut.

However, for large V3 the ratio K̃
K approaches the value 2

3 , which is considerably smaller than

unity, in a powerlike-way suggesting that
⋂K

i=1 Hi = ∅ for sufficiently large but finite K (or V3 or
L). Here Hi now refers to a fattened hypersurface. We thus arrive at the following conjecture:

The loop expansion of the pressure in the effective theory for the deconfining phase terminates
at a finite loop order.

Remark 34. The argument presented in favor of the truth of this conjecture apply to both the
SU(2) and the SU(3) case.

Remark 35. In [38] we have observed that the three-loop irreducible bubble diagram with
V4 = 2 and V3 = 0, containing two internal lines with massless and two internal lines with
massive particles, vanishes identically.

Example 3. Here we provide a one-loop example for a typical radiative correction: the polariza-
tion tensor Πµν for the massless mode with p2 = 0 in the effective theory for deconfining SU(2)
Yang-Mills thermodynamics [4]. Without restriction of generality one may assume that ~p points
into the 3-direction. Then the only nontrivial entries in Πµν are Π11 = Π22 ≡ G(p0 = |~p|, ~p, T,Λ).
One easily checks that only the tadpole diagram with the massive modes (a = 1, 2) circulating
in the loop contributes for one-shell external momentum (p2 = 0). That is, for p2 = 0 and on the
one-loop level there is no imaginary part in the screening function13 G. By a (lengthy) routine
computation, which takes into account the constraints14 (39) and recalls that massive modes
propagate thermally only, one obtains the following result:

13On the two-loop level and at p2 = 0 G receives an imaginary contribution whose modulus, however, is strongly
suppressed as compared to the modulus of the one-loop result, for the ratio of two-loop to one-loop contributions
to the pressure see [4].

14The three constraints in (39) collapse onto one constraint for this diagram.
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∣
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G
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∣

∣ as a function of X ≡ |~p|
T

for λ = 1.12λc (black), λ = 2λc (dark grey), λ = 3λc

(grey), λ = 4λc (light grey), λ = 20λc (very light grey). The dashed curve is a plot of the function

f(X) = 2 log10 X . There is screening to the left (G > 0) and antiscreening (G < 0) to the right of the

cusps. The massless mode is strongly screened at X-values for which log10
∣

∣

G
T 2

∣

∣ > f(X) (
√
G
T

> X), that

is, to the left of the dashed line. For λ = λc the function G vanishes identically.

G

T 2
=

[

∫ ξm(X,λ)

−∞
dξ

∫ ρM (X,ξ,λ)

ρm(X,ξ,λ)
dρ+

∫ ξM (X,λ)

ξm(X,λ)
dξ

∫ ρM (X,ξ,λ)

0
dρ

]

×

e2(λ)λ−3

(

−4 +
ρ2

4e2(λ)

)

ρ
nB

(

2πλ−3/2
√

ρ2 + ξ2 + 4e2(λ)
)

√

ρ2 + ξ2 + 4e2(λ)
, (50)

where the dimensionless quantities ξm, ξM , ρm, and ρM are given as

ξm
M
(X,λ) ≡ π

2X

4e2 ∓ 1

λ3/2
− 2

X

π
λ3/2 e2

4e2 ∓ 1
, (51)

ρm
M
(X, ξ, λ) ≡

√

( π

X

)2 (4e2 ∓ 1)2

λ3
− 2π

X

4e2 ∓ 1

λ3/2
ξ − 4e2 , (52)

the dimensionless quantity X is defined as X ≡ |~p|
T , and e(λ) follows from the solution a(λ) of

the evolution equation (44) by virtue of e(λ) = a(λ)
2π λ3/2. A plot of log10

G
T 2 in dependence of X

for various values of λ is presented in Fig. 2.

Example 4. In Fig. 3 the dependence on temperature of the ratio of the dominant two-loop
diagram for the pressure (with V3 = 2 and V4 = 0) and the ground-state subtracted one-loop
result is depicted. We refrain from quoting formulas and refer the reader to [4].

Remark 36. Combining the results of [7], [4], and [38], the ratio of two-loop corrections to the
pressure to the ground-state subtracted one-loop result is, depending on temperature, at most
∼ 10−2 and the ratio of three-loop corrections to the ground-state subtracted one-loop result at
most ∼ 2× 10−7.
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Figure 3. The ratio of the dominant two-loop correction to the pressure and the ground-state subtracted

one-loop result as a function of λ.

4 Preconfining phase

4.1 Thermal ground state: Interacting magnetic monopoles/antimonopoles

In this section a derivation of the thermal ground state in the preconfining phase is given
where magnetic monopoles and their antimonopoles are pairwise condensed. The process of
condensation is extremely subtle microscopically: As temperature approches λc from above,
the screening of a given preexisting magnetic monopole and its antimonopole (liberated by the
dissociation of a large-holonomy caloron or anticaloron) is suddenly enhanced (logarithmic pole
in e(λ)). Although this rapidly suppresses their mass and magnetic charge it does not yet lead
to the formation of a stable condensate. For λ < λc the average caloron-anticaloron holonomy
gradually increases with decreasing temperature (supercooling) giving rise to more frequent
caloron and anticaloron dissociation processes. As a consequence, the magnetic-charge screening
of a given monopole increasingly is due to alike monopoles and antimonopoles (and decreasingly
due to annihilating monopoles and antimonopoles inside a small-holonomy caloron/anticaloron)
in an ever more stable condensate. Although the derivation of a complex scalar field describing
the monopole-antimonopole condensate only relies on the limit of total screening e → ∞, which
takes place at λc, the formation of a stable condensate is seen to occur at a slightly smaller
temperature.

Remark 37. The condensate of monopoles and antimonopoles starts to form at λc, where
e = ∞, and the Yang-Mills system ‘forgets’ about the existence of the mass scale Λ since the mass
of monopoles and antimonopoles vanishes by total screening and since there is no interaction
between them because the magnetic coupling g = 4π

e vanishes. Also, since screened monopoles
and antimonopoles are at rest w.r.t. the heat bath (previously created by dissociating large-
holonomy calorons and anticalorons [23]) no kinetic energy of their motion exists. Thus, if, after
an appropriate spatial coarse-graining, the condensate is described by a spatially homogeneous
field ϕ, then this field by itself must be BPS saturated, that is, its energy-momentum tensor
vanishes identically.

Theorem 6. The potential for the formation of a monopole-antimonopole condensate opens
up for e → ∞. After an appropriate spatial coarse-graining and on the level of no inter-
actions between monopoles and/or antimonopoles this condensate is, in the euclidean formu-
lation, described by an inert, spatially homogeneous, and BPS saturated complex scalar field
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ϕ = |ϕ| exp
[

±2πi τβ

]

where |ϕ| =
√

Λ̄3β
2π , and Λ̄ is an arbitrary mass scale. Taking interactions

between monopoles and antimonopoles into account, the thermal ground state is described by ϕ
and the pure-gauge configuration aD,gs

µ = ∓δµ4
2π
gβ of the dual abelian gauge field aDµ . Here g is

the magnetic coupling, and the ground-state energy density ρgs and pressure P gs are given as
ρgs = −P gs = πΛ̄3T .

Proof.

complex scalar field ϕ:
For the effective theory (30) in unitary gauge out of the three directions a1,2,3µ in the Lie algebra
only a3µ propagates for e → ∞, the other two gauge modes decouple because their quasiparticle

mass diverges. For λ ≤ λc we define the dual gauge field aDµ by the coarse-grained version of a3µ.
Since a3µ is a free field for λ ≤ λc this coarse-graining is trivial. In particular no (local or nonlocal)

composites of the field aDµ may propagate in the effective theory for the preconfining phase, and

aDµ → aDµ + i
gΩ∂µΩ

† under a gauge transformation with Ω ∈U(1). Because of the rotational
symmetry of the thermal system the monopole-antimonopole condensate is described by a scalar
field ϕ. Since ϕ by itself is BPS saturated it would be irrelevant to the thermodynamics of the
preconfining phase if it was a U(1) gauge singlet (real scalar). But then the only option for
coupling ϕ to aDµ in a gauge-invariant way is the transformation law ϕ → Ω†ϕ (complex scalar
field).
ϕ’s phase:
The (dimensionless) phase θ with ϕ = |ϕ| exp[iθ] is defined by the geometrically and thermally
averaged magnetic flux F̄±,th through a two-dimensional sphere, S2,R=∞, of vanishing curvature
(infinite radius R) induced by a monopole-antimonopole system15 at zero-momentum and e →
∞. In accord with Rem. 37 this is the only definition of a dimensionless quantity which does
not make any reference to a scale. Consider a system of a zero-momentum monopole and its
zero-momentum antimonopole. In unitary gauge, where independently of position the adjoint
Higgs field of the monopole or antimonopole configuration points into a fixed direction in the
SU(2) algebra and Dirac strings compensate for the magnetic flux through a closed surface
surrounding the monopole or antimonopole, we introduce unit vectors x̂m and x̂a for monopole
and antimonopole, respectively. These vectors signal the direction of the Dirac strings (both
pointing away from the respective center of charge). Let δ ≡ ∠(x̂m, x̂a) and both monopole and
antimonopole be placed on the same side of S2,R=∞. (It can easily be checked below that this
is no restriction of generality.) Now a single monopole or a single antimonopole, whose Dirac
string does not pierce S2,R=∞, would induce a magnetic flux F± through S2,R=∞ of F± = ±4π

e .
It is then easy to see [7] that, (geometrically) averaging over all directions of x̂m and x̂a at a
given angle δ, the flux F̄±(δ) of the monopole-antimonopole system is given as

F̄±(δ) = ± δ

2π

4π

e
= ±2δ

e
, (0 ≤ δ ≤ π) . (53)

After screening the mass Mm+a of the monopole-antimonopole system is given as [15] Mm+a =
8π2

eβ . Thus, coupling this system to the heat bath, the thermally averaged flux F̄±,th(δ) reads

F̄±,th(δ) = 4π

∫

d3p δ(3)(~p)nB(βE(~p)) F̄±(δ) , (54)

where E(~p) ≡
√

M2
m+a + ~p2, and nB(x) ≡ 1

exp[x]−1 denotes the Bose function. Since

lim
~p→0

(

exp

[

β
√

M2
m+a + ~p2

]

− 1

)

=
8π2

e

(

1 +
1

2

8π2

e
+

1

6

8π2

e
+ · · ·

)

(55)

15A monopole is correlated with its antimonopole in the sense that the former owes its existence to the latter
and vice versa since their origin is the charge separation enabled by the strong deformation of a small-holonomy
caloron/anticaloron.
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one finally has

lim
e→∞

F̄±,th(δ) = ± δ

π
≡ θ

2π
, (0 ≤ δ ≤ π) . (56)

Since δ is an angle and since the zero-momentum situation occuring in the above derivation of θ
does not make any reference to space we may set ± δ

π = ± τ
β , (0 ≤ τ ≤ β). Therefore, we have

ϕ = |ϕ| exp
[

±2πi
τ

β

]

. (57)

Since |ϕ| is spatially homogeneous (coarse-graining) the field ϕ is annihilated by the linear

differential operator16 D̄ ≡ ∂2
τ +

(

2π
β

)2
:

D̄ϕ = D̄ϕ∗ = 0 , (58)

where ϕ∗ denotes the complex conjugate of ϕ.
ϕ’s modulus:
No explicit temperature dependence may appear in the eucliden action for the field ϕ on the
level of noninteracting monopoles and antimonopoles and e → ∞. According to Eq. (58) and
because of gauge invariance one may thus write

Sϕ =

∫ β

0
dτ

∫

d3x

(

1

2
∂τϕ

∗∂τϕ+
1

2
V (|ϕ|2)

)

, (59)

where V (|ϕ|2) is a to-be-determined gauge-invariant potential and |ϕ|2 = ϕ∗ϕ. By virtue of
Eq. (57) the Euler-Lagrange equation, which follows from the action (59), reads

∂2
τϕ =

∂V (|ϕ|2
∂|ϕ|2 ϕ

Eq. (57),ϕ 6=0⇐⇒
(

2π

β

)2

= −∂V (|ϕ|2)
∂|ϕ|2 . (60)

On the other hand, the field ϕ is BPS saturated (vanishing of the euclidean energy density).
Eq. (59) and Eq. (57) thus implies that

|ϕ|2
(

2π

β

)2

− V (|ϕ|2) = 0 . (61)

Together, Eqs. (60) and (61) yield

∂V (|ϕ|2)
∂|ϕ|2 = −V (|ϕ|2)

|ϕ|2 . (62)

The solution to the first-order equation (62) reads

V (|ϕ|2) = Λ̄6

|ϕ|2 , (63)

where Λ̄ is a mass scale which appears as a constant of integration. Substituting Eq. (63) into
Eq. (61) yields

|ϕ| =
√

Λ̄3

2πT
=

√

Λ̄3β

2π
. (64)

16By a global U(1) gauge rotation a phase shift τ → τ + τ0 can be introduced (global rotation of the Dirac
strings), and |ϕ| so far is an undetermined normalization. This freedom spans a two-dimensional vector space
which coincides with the kernel K̄ of D̄ and thus determines D̄ uniquely.
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The quantity |ϕ| sets the scale of maximal resolution in the effective theory. An S2,R=|ϕ|−1

separating a monopole in the interior from its antimonopole in the exterior (or vice versa) expe-
riences the same magnetic flux as an S2,R=∞ since in the condensate the monopole-antimonopole
distance and their core-size is nil. Thus monopole and antimonopole cannot probe the finite
curvature of S2,R=|ϕ|−1 and the infinite-surface limit is trivially saturated in the spatial coarse-
graining.
ϕ’s inertness:
By virtue of Eqs. (63) and (64) one has

∂2
|ϕ|V (|ϕ|2) = 6 λ̄3|ϕ|2 = 24π2 T 2 , (65)

where λ̄ ≡ 2πT
Λ̄

. We will show below that λ̄ ≥ 7.075. Thus the field ϕ neither fluctuates quantum
mechanically nor thermally.
full action and aD,gs

µ :
Since the field a3µ does not interact with itself the coarse-grained field aDµ obeys the same form of

the action. Also, local U(1) gauge invariance dictates that ∂τ → Dµ ≡ ∂µ + igaDµ . The effective
action for the preconfining phase thus reads

S =

∫ β

0
dτ

∫

d3x

[

1

4
GD

µνG
D
µν +

1

2
(Dµϕ)

∗Dµϕ+
1

2

Λ̄6

|ϕ|2
]

, (66)

where GD
µν ≡ ∂µa

D
ν − ∂νa

D
µ . Making use of the inertness of the field ϕ, the Euler-Lagrange

equations, which follow from the action (66), are given as

∂µG
D
µν = ig [(Dνϕ)

∗ϕ− ϕ̄Dνϕ
∗] . (67)

By virtue of Dνϕ = 0 the pure-gauge configuration aD,gs
µ = ∓2π

gβ δµ4 solves Eq. (67). Inserting

aD,gs
µ and ϕ into (66) one reads off the ground-state energy density and pressure as ρg.s. = −P gs =

πΛ̄3T . �

Corollary 4. The Polyakov loop, evaluated on the dual gauge-field configuration aD,gs
µ , is unity

independently of the choice of admissible gauge.

Proof. The field ϕ remains periodic under ϕ → Ω†ϕ (admissible change of gauge) if and only

if Ω = exp
[

i
(

2πn τ
β + α(~x)

)]

where n ∈ Z, and α is a real function of space only. Hence

aDµ → aDµ + 2πn
gβ δµ4 +

∂jα(~x)
g δµj under Ω, and thus the periodicity of aDµ is (trivially) assured.

(Here j = 1, 2, 3.) In particular,

aD,gs
µ → (∓2π

gβ
+

2πn

gβ
)δµ4 +

∂jα(~x)

g
δµj =

2π(n ∓ 1)

gβ
δµ4 +

∂jα(~x)

g
δµj . (68)

Thus in any admissible gauge the Polyakov loop P on aD,gs
µ is unity:

P [aD,gs
µ ] = exp

[

ig
∫ β
0 dτ aD,gs

4

]

= 1. �

Remark 38. The electric Z2 degeneracy of the ground state, which occured in the deconfining
phase, no longer exists in the preconfining phase. Since the magnetic coupling g remains finite
inside this phase this does, however, not imply complete confinement since the dual gauge field,
albeit massive, still propagates.

Remark 39. In a way completely analogous to SU(2) one derives for SU(3) the following
effective action for the preconfining phase [7]:

S =

2
∑

l=1

∫ β

0
dτ

∫

d3x

[

1

4
GD

µν,lG
D
µν,l +

1

2
(Dµ,lϕl)

∗ Dµ,lϕl +
1

2

Λ̄6

|ϕl|2
]

. (69)
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Since SU(3)→U(1)2 in the deconfining phase there are now two independent species of mag-
netic monopoles, the dual gauge fields, aDµ,1, a

D
µ,2, and the monopole-antimonopole condensate,

represented by inert complex scalar fields ϕ1, ϕ2. The magnetic coupling g and the scale Λ̄ are
universal, aD,gs

µ,1 = aD,gs
µ,2 = ∓2π

gβ δµ4, and the ground-state energy density and pressure are given

as ρgs = −P gs = 2πΛ̄3T . The Polyakov loop, evaluated on the ground-state configurations aDµ,1,

aDµ,2, is unity in any admissible gauge also for SU(3). This shows that the electric Z3 degeneracy
of the ground state of the deconfining phase no longer persists in the preconfining phase.

4.2 Thermal quasiparticle excitations of the dual gauge field

Proposition 17. In the effective theory for the preconfining phase the dynamical breaking of
the residual gauge symmetry U(1) (for SU(2)) and U(1)2 (for SU(3)) is manifested in terms of
a quasiparticle mass m for the dual gauge field. One has m = g|ϕ| = g|ϕ1| = g|ϕ2| = aT where
a = 2πgλ̄−3/2.

Proof. In unitary gauge, ϕ = |ϕ| = ϕ1,2 and aD,gs
µ = aD,gs

µ,1 = aD,gs
µ,2 = 0, the relation m = g|ϕ| =

g|ϕ1,2| for the mass of the fluctuations δaDµ , δa
D
µ,1, and δaDµ,2 can be read off from (66) and (69),

respectively (abelian Higgs mechanism), and a = 2πgλ̄−3/2 then follows from Eq. (64) and the
definition λ̄ ≡ 2πT

Λ̄
. �

Remark 40. Thus, the excitations in the effective theory for the deconfining phase are free
thermal quasiparticles.

Proposition 18. The contribution of quantum fluctuations to the thermodynamic pressure ∆V
in the preconfining phase is negligible.

Proof. For both SU(2) and SU(3) one obtains in close analogy to the deconfining phase the
following estimate for the ratio ∆V

V :

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆V

V

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ λ̄−3

24π2
. (70)

As we shall see, λ̄ ≥ 7.075 (SU(2)) and λ̄ ≥ 6.467 (SU(3)). Thus ∆V is a small correction to
the (dominant17) tree-level result V . �

Proposition 19. The scales Λ̄ (preconfining phase) and Λ (deconfining phase) are related as

Λ̄ =

(

4 +
λ3
c

720π2

)1/3

Λ , (for SU(2)) ; Λ̄ =

(

2 +
λ3
c

720π2

)1/3

Λ , (for SU(3)) . (71)

Proof. At λc, where e = ∞ and g = 0, the pressure P is continuous. Morever, no higher
loop corrections to the one-loop result exist in the deconfining phase since in unitary gauge
the fluctuations a1,2µ (SU(2)) and a1,2,4,5,6,7µ (SU(3)) decouple at λc. Equating at λc =

Λ̄
Λ λ̄c the

right-hand side of Eq. (42) with the right-hand side of

P (λ̄c) = −Λ̄4

[

6λ̄4
c

(2π)6
P̄ (0) +

λ̄c

2

]

, (72)

for the preconfining phase (negligible quantum part, see Prop. 18), yields the claim for SU(2).
For SU(3) one needs to equate the right-hand sides of

P (λc) = −Λ4

{

8λ4
c

(2π)6
P̄ (0) + 2λc

}

(73)

17The total pressure P is already negative at λc, see [7].
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and

P (λ̄c) = −Λ̄4

{

12λ̄4
c

(2π)6
P̄ (0) + λ̄c

}

. (74)

�

Theorem 7. The evolution of the magnetic coupling g with temperature is described by the
first-order differential equation

∂aλ̄ = − 12λ̄4

(2π)6
aD(a)

1 + 12λ̄3a2

(2π)6
D(a)

, (75)

where a ≡ 2πgλ̄−3/2, and the function D(y) is defined below Eq. (41).

Proof. Because of Prop. 18 the quantum contribution to the pressure P in the effective theory
for the preconfining phase can be negelected, and for SU(2) one has

P (λ̄) = −Λ̄4

[

6λ̄4

(2π)6
P̄ (a) +

λ̄

2

]

, (76)

where the function P̄ (y) is defined below Eq. (43). The SU(3) pressure is just twice the SU(2)
pressure. As in the deconfining phase, the invariance of the Legendre transformations between
thermodynamic quantities under the applied coarse-graining implies for the effective theory that
∂(aT )P = 0, and for both SU(2) and SU(3) the same evolution equation (75) follows. �

Remark 41. Numerically, the initial condition for the evolution described by Eq. (75) is g(λ̄c) =
0 for λ̄c = 8.478 (SU(2)) and λ̄c = 7.376 (SU(3)). For decreasing λ̄ < λ̄c the magnetic coupling
g rises rapidly and runs into a logarithmic pole at λ̄c′ : g ∝ − log(λ̄ − λ̄c′). Numerically, one
has λ̄c′ = 7.075 (SU(2)) and λ̄c′ = 6.467. Taking the mass m of the dual gauge mode as an
order parameter for the dynamical breaking of U(1) (SU(2)) and U(1)2 (SU(3)) and postulating

that m = K(Tc − T )ν for T
<∼ Tc, where K and ν are constants, one extracts mean-field critical

exponents: ν = 1
2 .

Remark 42. The energy density ρ divided by T 4 in the preconfining phase is given as

ρ

T 4
(λ̄) =

(2π)4

λ̄4

[

6λ̄4

(2π)6
ρ̄(a) +

λ̄

2

]

, (for SU(2)) ;
ρ

T 4
(λ̄) =

(2π)4

λ̄4

[

12λ̄4

(2π)6
ρ̄(a) + λ̄

]

, (for SU(3)) .

(77)

Remark 43. With a slight abuse of notation we refer to ρ(λ̄) as the functional dependence of
the energy density on temperature λ̄ in the preconfining phase and to ρ(λ) as the functional
dependence of the energy density on temperature λ in the deconfining phase. Thus ρ(λ̄) and
ρ(λ) are different functions of their arguments.

Proposition 20. At λc =
Λ̄
Λ λ̄c the energy density ρ exhibits a positive jump when decreasing the

temperature. One has ∆(λ̄c) ≡ ρ(λc+0)−ρ(λ̄c−0)
T 4
c

= 4
3

π2

30 for SU(2) and ∆(λ̄c) =
8
3

π2

30 for SU(3).

Proof. Routine computation considering Eqs. (71). �

Remark 44. The existence of the gap ∆ signals that the monopole-antimonopole condensate
only builds up gradually as temperature falls below λc. This is intuitively understandable
because the condensation would require the influx of an infinite number of totally screened
monopole-antimonopole pairs from infinity which costs energy. To facilitate the condensation of
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additional monopole-antimonopole pairs (stable condensate) by total screening needs an increase
of the average caloron/anticaloron holonomy from almost trivial to maximal. Then the pairs
of liberated monopoles and antimonopoles screen one another, and no transport from infinity
is needed. Although this process is hard to grasp microscopically, after spatial coarse-graining
the critical temperature at which a stable condensate forms (defined by the property that the
system is more likely to be preconfining than deconfining) can be determined exactly [3].

Remark 45. Notice that the number of degrees of freedom before coarse-graining matches those
after coarse graining. Namely, for SU(2) one has one species of propagating gauge field times
two polarizations plus one species of center-vortex loop, see Sec. 5, before coarse-graining and
one species of massive, dual gauge field times three polarization. Thus, one obtains three degrees
of freedom before and three degrees of freedom after coarse-graining. For SU(3) one obtains six
degrees of freedom before and after coarse-graining.

4.3 Supercooling

Theorem 8. A stable condensate of monopoles and antimonopoles exists for temperatures λ̄
with λ̄c′ ≤ λ̄ ≤ λ̄∗ where λ̄c′ < λ̄∗ < λ̄c.

Proof. At λ̄c′ , where g = ∞, one has
ρ(λ̄c′ )

T 4
c′

= 8π4 λ̄−3 (for SU(2)) and
ρ(λ̄c′ )

T 4
c′

= 16π4 λ̄−3 (for

SU(3)). On the other hand, continuing the energy density of the deconfining phase down to

λc′ =
Λ̄
Λ λ̄c′ and using Eqs. (71) yields

ρ(λc′)

T 4
c′

=
π2

15
+

32π4

4 + λc

720π2

λ̄−3
c′ , (for SU(2)) ;

ρ(λc′)

T 4
c′

= 2
π2

15
+

32π4

2 + λc

720π2

λ̄−3
c′ , (for SU(3)) . (78)

The second summands in Eqs. (78) practically coincide with the above expressions for
ρ(λ̄c′ )

T 4
c′

.

Thus we conclude that
ρ(λ̄c′ )

T 4
c′

<
ρ(λc′ )

T 4
c′

for both SU(2) and SU(3). But according to Prop. (20) we

have ρ(λ̄c)
T 4
c′

> ρ(λc)
T 4
c

for both SU(2) and SU(3). Since both functions ρ(λ̄)
T 4 and ρ(λ)

T 4 are continuous

in the ranges λ̄c′ ≤ λ̄ ≤ λ̄c and λc′ ≤ λ ≤ λc, respectively, there is at least one intersection.
Numerically, one shows that only a single intersection takes place, see Fig. 4. For SU(2) one
obtains the following values: λ∗ = 12.15 or λ̄∗ = 7.428. Now, cooling the system, a stable
condensate (system is more likely to be found in preconfining than in deconfining state) starts
to take place at λ̄∗, and the claim follows. �

Remark 46. The typical, maximal core-size Rcor(λ̄) of an instable center-vortex loop is given
as Rcor(λ̄) ∼ 1

m = 1
g|ϕ| [7]. For λ̄c′ ≤ λ̄ ≤ λ̄∗ = 7.428, where a stable monopole-antimonopole

condensate exists, we have g ≥ 8.3 according to Eq. (75). Thus Rcor(λ̄)
|ϕ|−1 ≤ 0.12. That is, collapsing

center-vortex loops are not resolved18, and the monopole-antimonopole condensate appears to
be spatially homogeneous.

Remark 47. To describe the average effect of tunneling between the two trajectories ρ(λ̄)
T 4

and ρ(λ)
T 4 for λ̄∗ ≤ λ̄ ≤ λ̄c and λ∗ ≤ λ ≤ λc, respectively, one may think of the following

‘droplet’ model. Let V ⊂ Vtot be two volumina. The thermal probability density P (V, Vtot, λ̄)
for measuring a fraction V

Vtot
of condensed magnetic monopoles and antimonopoles is given as

P (V, Vtot, λ̄) ≡ d(λ̄)λ̄3 exp
[

d(λ̄)λ̄3(Vtot − V )
]

exp
[

d(λ̄)λ̄3 Vtot

]

− 1
, (79)

18The resolution is given by |ϕ|.
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Figure 4. The quantities ρ(λ)
T 4 (dashed line) and ρ(λ̄)

T 4 (solid grey line) in the preconfining phase as

functions of λ. The black solid line is associated with ρ(λ)
T 4 in the deconfining phase.

where d(λ̄) ≡ ∆(λ̄) Λ̄3

(2π)3 , and ∆ is the temperature-dependent (positive) difference between

trajectories ρ(λ̄)
T 4 and ρ(λ)

T 4 . Notice that for d(λ̄)λ̄3Vtott ≫ 1 the probability density P (V, Vtot, λ̄)
ceases to depend on Vtot. In the model of Eq. (79) and for SU(2) the average polarization number
Np of the U(1) gauge field calculates as

Np(λ̄) =

∫ Vtot

0
dV P (V, Vtot, λ̄)

(

3
V

Vtot

+ 2
Vtot − V

Vtot

)

= 2+

∫ Vtot

0
dV P (V, Vtot, λ̄)

V

Vtot

. (80)

Keeping Vtot fixed, this yields limλ̄→λ̄∗
Np = limd→0Np = 5

2 . A similar model for the regime
λ̄c′ ≤ λ̄ ≤ λ̄∗ shows that Np increases towards Np = 3 for λ̄ ց λ̄c′ .

5 Confining phase

In this section we turn to the confining phase which starts to set in at the temperature Tc′ where
formerly instable, untwisted center-vortex loops become stable and massless [7] and the dual
gauge field decouples because its mass diverges, see Rem. 41. At Tc′ the magnetic Z2 (for SU(2))
and Z3 (for SU(3)) symmetries start to be broken dynamically. Twisted or untwisted center-
vortex loops, which are liberated during the subsequent decay of the monopole-antimonopole
condensate, are interpreted as spin-1/2 fermions.

The transition from the preconfining to the confining phase is genuinely nonthermal: Relying
on the results of [39] for the number of connected bubble diagrams in a λφ4 theory one proves
by Borel summation and analytic continuation that the pressure increasingly develops sign-
indefinite imaginary parts as temperature is increased from zero towards Tc′ [40]. One also
proves that at T = 0 the pressure is precisely zero, see below [40].

Remark 48. In the preconfining phase closed lines of magnetic flux19 form by the collective
dissociation of large-holonomy calorons/anticalorons. Inside their cores magnetic monopoles
travel oppositely directed to their antimonopoles along the direction of the flux. The magnetic

19Since there are no isolated magnetic charges in the preconfining phase (monopoles and antimonopoles are
condensed) these flux lines cannot end and thus are closed.
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flux F±,0 through a minimal spatial surface AC , encircled by a close contour C, is given as [7]

F±,0 =

{ ±2π
g

0
(81)

depending on whether a center-vortex flux pierces A once (±2π
g ) or whether it pierces AC not

at all or twice (0). Notice that F±,0 does not depend on the velocity of the train of monopoles
and antimonopoles travelling along the vortex line, for a discussion see [7].

Theorem 9. The phase of the order-parameter for confinement, the ’t Hooft-loop expectation
(a complex field Φ), takes on discrete values. These are 0, iπ for SU(2) and 0,±2π

3 i for SU(3).

Proof. At Tc′ (onset of center-vortex-loop condensation) the system still is in thermal equilib-
rium and the rotational symmetry is respected by a homogeneous scalar field Φ. Since in this
situation the field Φ is BPS saturated (massless and static center-vortex loops) a real scalar field
(singlet under magnetic center transformations) would be irrelevant. Thus, to be charged under
Z2 (for SU(2)) and Z3 (for SU(3)), Φ needs to be a complex scalar field.

Consider a spatial circle of infinite radius SR=∞
1 centered at ~x. The thermally averaged flux

F±,0;th of a system of a center-vortex loop and its flux-reversed partner at rest through ASR=∞
1

is in the limit of vanishing core-size and mass (λ̄ → λ̄c′ , g → ∞) given as

lim
g→∞

F±,0;th = 4π

∫

d3p δ(3)(~p)nB(βc′2Ev(~p, λ̄c′))F±,0 =

{

0

± λ̄
3/2

c′

π ,
(82)

where Ev(0, λ̄) ∼ π |ϕ(λ̄)|
g is the typical mass of a single center-vortex loop at temperature λ̄ [7].

Notice the use of the Bose function nB for the system of two center-vortex loops of opposite-flux:
Even though each vortex loop is interpreted as a spin-1/2 fermion (two polarizations also in the
case of selfintersections [7, 41]) the system is of spin zero. The value zero in Eq. (82) is realized
if ASR=8

1
is pierced an even number of times by the center-vortex loops in the system, and the

values ± λ̄
3/2

c′

π correspond to odd numbers of piercings. It is obvious that in the SU(2) case an

identification of ± λ̄
3/2

c′

π takes place which is not true for SU(3). Properly normalized, the discrete
values in Eq. (82) are phase changes in Φ for the creation of a single center-vortex loop. In SU(2)
they are from 0 to iπ and from iπ to 0. For SU(3) the process 0 to ±i2π3 and ±i2π3 to 0 create
two distinct species of center-vortex loops. Since the spatial extent of a given center-vortex loop
is unresolvable (g ր ∞, for discussion see [7]) and since in the condensate the distance between
a center-vortex loop and its flux-reversed partner is zero, the vanishing-curvature situation is
trivially saturated at finite curvature, SR<∞

1 . �

Proposition 21. The process of decay of the monopole-antimonopole condensate(s) and the for-
mation of the center-vortex condensate is described by real-time dynamics of the order-parameter
Φ subject to the potentials

V (Φ) =

(

Λ̃3

Φ
− Λ̃Φ

)∗(
Λ̃3

Φ
− Λ̃Φ

)

, (for SU(2)) , (83)

V (Φ) =

(

Λ̃3

Φ
− Φ2

)∗(
Λ̃3

Φ
− Φ2

)

, (for SU(3)) , (84)

where Λ̃ ∼ 21/3 Λ̄ (for SU(2)) and Λ̃ ∼ Λ̄ (for SU(3)).



30 R. Hofmann

Proof. At the onset of center-vortex loop condensation thermal equilibrium is maintained at
overall negative pressure. Periodic BPS saturated trajectories20 along euclidean time, describing
the onset of vortex-loop condensation, exist for the potentials in Eqs. (83) and (84), see [42]. As
in the other two phases, this periodicity is due to the pole-term in the ‘square-root’ of V which
endows the field Φ with a winding number. (The ‘superpotential’ W has a branch cut, see [42].)
Furthermore, the potential V needs to satisfy the following requirements: (i) invariance under
(local) magnetic center transformation only (no larger symmetry), (ii) dynamical realization of
the latter (flux creation, negative tangential curvature for jump-like behavior in real time), (iii)
the only minima of V are center-degenerate and at zero energy density (center-vortex loops in
condensate do not interact and are massless), and (iv) as in the other two phases, a single mass
scale Λ̃ enters V . It is easy to check, see also [43], that modulo U(1) invariant rescalings and

adding term of the form ∆V = κ
(

Λ̃2 − Λ̃−2(n−1)(Φ̄Φ)n
)2k

, (κ > 0, k = 1, 2, 3, · · · , n ∈ Z),

which do increase the curvature of V at its minima, the potentials in Eqs. (83) and (84) are
unique. Demanding at the onset of the condensation of center-vortex loops that the (negative)
pressure be continuous in the euclidean formulation, the above relation between the scales Λ̃
and Λ̄ follows. �

Remark 49. Writing Φ = |Φ| exp[i θ
Λ̃
], one has

∂2
θV (Φ)

|Φ|2
∣

∣

∣

∣

Φmin

=
∂2
|Φ|V (Φ)

|Φ|2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φmin

=

{

8 (SU(2))
18 (SU(3)) ,

(86)

where Φmin = ±Λ̃ (for SU(2)) and Φmin = Λ̃ exp[2πik3 ] , (k = 0, 1, 2) , (for SU(3)). Since |Φ|min is
the scale of maximal resolution once Φ has settled into one of its minima we conclude that the
field Φ does no longer fluctuate. This, in turn, implies that no tunneling to another minimum
(flux creation) takes place once Φ has settled into Φmin [7].

Theorem 10. Naively, that is, without taking into account contact interactions between and
internal excitations within (twisted) center-vortex loops, the thermodynamic SU(2) pressure is
estimated by the following asymptotic-series representation21

Pas ≤
M4

2π2
β̂−4





7π4

180
+

√
2π β̂

3
2

L
∑

l=0

al
∑

n≥1

(32λ)n n!n
3
2
+l



 , (87)

where β̂ ≡ M
T , M ∼ Λ̃, λ ≡ e−β̂, L < ∞, and al ∈ Z.

Proof. According to Rem. 49 no (naive) contribution to the pressure arises from the ground
state: The fermionic gas has thermalized to a given temperature by the decay of the monopole-
antimonopole condensate, and the field Φ is settled into one of the minima of the potential
V . Because of its two polarization states (two directions of center flux for both SU(2) and
SU(3) inherited from an untwisted progenitor center-vortex loop) any center-vortex loop with n
selfintersections (n = 0, 1, 2, · · · ) is interpreted as a spin-1/2 fermion. Its mass is nM where M
corresponds to the mass of a single intersection point (a Z2 or a Z3 monopole or antimonopole
is associated with the core of the flux eddy, see Fig. 5, marking the intersection – a plastic
visualization of the concept of spin) which, in turn, is comparable to the scale Λ̃. Since there are

20A canonic kinetic term in Φ’s effective action

S =

Z

d4x

„

1

2
(∂µΦ)

∗ ∂µΦ− 1

2
V

«

(85)

is inherited from the effective action for the field ϕ: At the onset of vortex condensation thermal equilibrium
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Figure 5. The core of a selfintersection in a center vortex loop.
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Figure 6. Untwisted and twisted center-vortex loops up to n = 3

two possible charges of the monopole singled out in the core of the intersection there are Cn = 2n

many possible charge states of a center-vortex loop with n selfintersections. Topologically, the
multiplicity Nn of these solitons is known exactly up to n = 6 [44], see Fig. (6). For n ≫ 1 the

form Nn ∼
(

∑L
l=0 al n

l
)

n! 16n was obtained in [39] by an analysis of the ground-state energy

of the anharmonic quantum mechanical oscillator (λφ4-theory in one dimension). Naturally,
al ∈ Z. Taking into account the spin degeneracy, the total multiplicity Mn of a center-vortex
loop with n selfintersections is given as

Mn = 2×Nn × Cn
n≫1
= 2× 2n ×

(

L
∑

l=0

al n
l

)

n! 16n . (88)

Separating off the massless sector (single center-vortex loops) and negelecting any interaction

prevails, and the vortex condensate coincides with the monopole-antimonopole condensate.
21Apologies for introducing the variable λ twice in this paper, here with a different meaning than in Secs. 3 and

4.
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and internal excitability, one has

Pas =
M4

2π2
β̂−4





7π4

180
+ β̂3

∑

n≥1

Mn

∫ ∞

0
dxx2 log

(

1 + e−β̂
√
n2+x2

)





≤ M4

2π2
β̂−4





7π4

180
+ β̂3

∑

n≥1

Mn

∫ ∞

0
dxx2 e−β̂

√
n2+x2





=
Λ4

2π2
β̂−4





7π4

180
+ β̂2

∑

n≥1

Mn n
2K2(nβ̂)





∼ M4

2π2
β̂−4





7π4

180
+

√

π

2
β̂

3
2

∑

n≥1

Mn λ
n n

3
2





≤ M4

2π2
β̂−4





7π4

180
+

√
2π β̂

3
2

L
∑

l=0

al
∑

n≥1

(32λ)n n!n
3
2
+l



 . (89)

Here K2 denotes a modified Bessel function. In Eq. (89) the first ≤ sign holds strictly for the
linear truncation of the expansion of the logarithm about unity, and the ∼ sign indicates that
terms of order (β̂n)−1 have been neglected in the asymptotic expression for the Bessel function.
This is relevant for studying the analyticity structure of the Borel resummed series. The second
≤ sign holds because we have made use of the large-n expression for Nn of Eq. (88). Obviously,
the expression in Eq. (87) represents an asymptotic series in λ (zero radius of convergence). Upon
sending λ → −λ in Eq. (89) notice the formal similarity to the expansion of the ground-state
energy of an anharmonic quantum mechanical oscillator [45, 46] (λϕ4-theory in one dimension)
for which Borel summability was proven, see [44] and refs. therein. �

Remark 50. The fact that the (naive) partition function diverges because of an over-exponentially
in energy rising density of states is known to be associated with a so-called Hagedorn transition
[47].

Proposition 22. The asymptotic estimate in Eq. (87) is Borel summable for λ < 0.

Remark 51. The case λ < 0 corresponds to an analytic continuation from positive-real values
of β̂ ≡ β̂1 + iβ̂2 to complex values: β̂2 = 0 → β̂2 = ±π.

Proof. Defining P̄mass(λ̄) ≡ Pas− 7π2

360

(

M
β̂

)4
and22 λ̄ ≡ 32λ, the Borel transformation of P̄mass(λ̄)

is given as

P̄mass(λ̄) ≡
L
∑

l=0

al
∑

n≥1

λ̄n n!n
3
2
+l Borel−→ BP̄mass

(λ̄) ≡
L
∑

l=0

al
∑

n≥1

λ̄n n
3
2
+l . (90)

Thus, BP̄mass
(λ̄) is a superposition of polylogarithms:

BP̄mass
(λ̄) =

L
∑

l=0

al Li−( 3
2
+l)(λ̄) . (91)

22Apologies for introducing the variable λ̄ twice in this paper, here with a different meaning than in Sec. 4.
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The functions Li−( 3
2
+l)(λ̄) are real-analytic for λ̄ < 1. To perform the inverse Borel transforma-

tion

P̂mass(λ̄) ≡
L
∑

l=0

alP̂l(λ̄) ≡
∫ ∞

0
dt e−tBP̄mass

(λ̄ t) , (92)

where

P̂l(λ̄) ≡
∫ ∞

0
dt e−t Li−( 3

2
+l)(λ̄ t) , (93)

we notice the following integral representation of Lis(z), valid for all s, z ∈ C [48]:

Lis(z) =
iz

2

∫

C
du

(−z)u

(1 + u)s sin(πu)
, (94)

where the path C is along the imaginary axis from −i∞ to +i∞ with an indentation to the left
of the origin. Inserting Eq. (94) into Eq. (93) for λ̄ = −|λ̄| < 0 and interchanging the order of
integration, we have

P̂l(λ̄) = −i

∫

C
du

(1 + u)
3
2
+l

1− e−2πi u
e−πi u e(1+u) log(−λ̄) Γ(u+ 2) . (95)

Since, by Stirling’s formula23 the gamma function Γ(u + 2) decays exponentially fast for u →
±i∞ , the integral over u in Eq. (95) exists and defines the real-analytic 24 function P̂l(λ̄) ,
(λ̄ < 0). �

Remark 52. The function P̂l(λ̄) is analytic for a much larger range λ̄ ∈ C. Notice, however,
that for arg(λ̄) → ±π a branch cut is expected for P̂l(λ̄). Also, one shows that P̂l(0) = 0 by
using e(1+u) log(−λ̄) = −λ̄eu log(−λ̄) in Eq. (95).

Remark 53. The approximate behavior Φl(λ̄) of P̂l(λ̄) is suggested
25 as follows:

Φl(λ̄) =

∑Rl
r=0 α2r+1(log(−γ2r+1λ̄))

2r+1

∑Sl
s=0 β2s(log(−δ2sλ̄))2s

, (96)

where γ2r+1, δ2s ∈ R+, α2r+1, β2s ∈ R and Sl = Rl + 1. Numerically, one has for example

Φ0(λ̄) = 0.0570
log(−0.154λ̄)

1 + 0.220(log(−0.494λ̄))2
,

Φ1(λ̄) =
0.0212 log(−10.2λ̄) + 0.00142(log(−0.109λ̄))3

1 + 0.128(log(−1.09λ̄))2 + 0.0544(log(−0.886λ̄))4
. (97)

Since for Φl one has Φl(λ̄ = 0) = 0 due to a higher power of the logarithmic singularity in
the numerator than in the denominator it is clear that |ImΦl| grows slower than |ReΦl| for

23Γ(z) =
√
2π zz−

1

2 e−z eH(z) where H(z) ≡ P

n≥0

“

(z + n+ 1/2) log
“

1 + 1
z+n

”

− 1
”

converges for z ∈ C−

and lim|z|→∞ H(z) = 0, see [49].
24This follows from Eq. (93) and the fact that Im

h

Li−( 3

2
+l)(z)

i

≡ 0 for z ≤ 0.
25One has:

Z ∞

0

dx e−ax sin(log(−λ̄)x) =
a

a2 + (log(−λ̄))2
,

Z ∞

0

dx e−ax cos(log(−λ̄)x) =
log(−λ̄)

a2 + (log(−λ̄))2
, (a > 0) .
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sufficiently small, real-positive values of λ̄ increasing from zero. Also, ReΦl is continuous across
the branch cut. The growing importance of imaginary contaminations of the physical pressure
with increasing temperature signals the growing deviation from genuine thermal equilibrium: A
sign-indefinite imaginary part implies the existence of exponentially fast growing and decaying
plasma modes and thus turbulences.

Remark 54. Since the only difference for SU(3) is the occurrence of two types of center-vortex
loops one obtains the result for the latter by simply multiplying the SU(2) result by two.

6 Conclusion

A detailed account of the thermodynamics of SU(2) and SU(3) Yang-Mills theory has been given.
As for the case of SU(2) there appears to be a wealth of applications in particle physics [7, 8],
cosmology [2, 3, 4, 5], and plasma physics [40, 50] (dark energy by virtue of the axial anomaly,
leptons and their interactions). To enable future contact with experiment in the case of SU(3)
(strong interactions) the dynamics of electric-magnetically dual gauge-group factors (fractional
quantum Hall effect) needs to be explored in their confining phases.
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