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Abstract: We study QCD vacuum structure with the topological θ angle using a recently

proposed semiclassical approach on R2×T 2 with the ’t Hooft and baryon magnetic fluxes.

Under the assumption of adiabatic continuity in this setup, the confining vacuum can

be described by the dilute gas of center vortices. With this semiclassical approach, we

derive the 2d effective description at small T 2 and successfully explain the reasonable

theta dependence of the QCD vacuum: In the one-flavor QCD at θ = π, the CP symmetry

is spontaneously broken for quark mass above a critical value and restored for a subcritical

mass, while the CP symmetry is always spontaneously broken in the multi-flavor QCD

at θ = π. From our semiclassical description, we discuss implications to the 4d chiral

Lagrangian and propose how the η′ meson should be incorporated in consistent with known

global structures: The periodicity of the η′ should be extended from the naive one 2π to

2πN . Additionally, we revisit the phase diagram of Nf = 1+1 and Nf = 1+1+1 QCD on

the up and down quark mass plane, confirming and refining the existence of the CP -broken

Dashen phase.
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1 Introduction

Understanding quark confinement [1] is a fundamental and long-standing problem in strong

interactions. As well as the dual superconductor picture, i.e. confinement due to monopole

condensation [2–10], the center-vortex picture is one of the promising explanations for the

mechanism of quark confinement [5, 11–23] (see [24, 25] for an introductory review). The
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Figure 1: The main ansatz for our semiclassical approach, the adiabatic continuity conjec-

ture. The adiabatic continuity conjecture claims that no phase transition happens as the

torus size changes for the ’t Hooft flux T 2 compactification. We try to investigate confining

vacua of the strongly-coupled theory on R4 from a weakly-coupled theory on R2 × T 2 at a

small torus T 2.

proliferation of codimension-2 magnetic defects would lead to the area-law falloff of the

Wilson loop average by randomly rotating the phase of the Wilson loop, and the 1-form

center symmetry is restored in the modern terminology.

As a related topic, the Yang-Mills/QCD vacuum structure with θ angle has been

intensively studied for decades [9, 26–57]. Recently, utilizing generalized global symmetries

and their ’t Hooft anomalies has attracted interests as a prevalent method for investigating

the vacuum structure of QCD and QCD-like theories (for an incomplete list, see [58–

80]). The vacuum structure is intimately associated with the confinement mechanism.

For example, the (intuitive) dual superconductor picture roughly explains the expected

θ-dependence of the confining vacua. By the Witten effect, if the vacuum at θ = 0 is the

monopole-condensed phase, the dyon-condensed phase appears at θ = 2π, and there would

be a level crossing at θ = π. Studying the response to the topological angle would be a

significant subject to cultivate our intuition on the confining vacuum.

Recently, a novel semiclassical approach to exploring confining vacua has been pro-

posed [81]. This semiclassical framework is constructed on R2 × T 2 at a small torus T 2

with ’t Hooft flux [8, 82] (combined with flavor or U(1)B twist if necessary), which maintains

’t Hooft anomalies of 4d theories in the 2d effective theory [71, 81, 83]. This 2d effective

theory gives the weak-coupling description of the confinement-related phenomena, and it

successfully offers a reasonable picture for various confining theories [81, 84, 85], includ-

ing SU(N) Yang-Mills theory, N = 1 super-Yang-Mills theory, QCD with fundamental

quarks, QCD with 2-index quarks, and bifundamental QCD. Based on these observations,

let us assume the adiabatic continuity conjecture in this paper: the 2d semiclassical theory

captures qualitative features of 4d strongly-coupled theories. Figure 1 provides a summary

of this methodology.

In this paper, we extend upon the semiclassical analysis for QCD with fundamental

quarks. While Ref. [81] already proposed a method and briefly examined its relationship

with the chiral Lagrangian as well as its consistency with the Witten-Veneziano formula,
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the detailed analysis of the vacuum structure has not been carried out (e.g., in the presence

of quark mass). Our focus here is to expand this analysis, particularly exploring how the

proliferation of center vortices elucidates the QCD vacuum structure.

The main aim of this analysis is to clarify and support the well-accepted picture of

the QCD vacuum: QCD with a single quark (Nf = 1) at θ = π exhibits spontaneous CP

breaking for quark mass exceeding a critical value, while the vacuum remains trivial for

subcritical quark mass. For Nf ≥ 2, the CP breaking occurs at θ = π for any quark mass

(see Fig. 2). We will also comment on related topics, such as the significance of the global

structure of η′ meson, subtleties on domain walls, and discrete anomalies. These discussions

aim to provide a more comprehensive understanding of the QCD vacuum structure through

the lens of center-vortex proliferation.

As an application, we revisit the phase diagram of Nf = 1 + 1 QCD (and Nf =

1 + 1 + 1 QCD with a fixed strange mass)1 on the (mu,md) plane, examining it through

our semiclassical method. The physics of Nf = 1 + 1 and Nf = 1 + 1 + 1 QCD on

the (mu,md) plane has gathered interest to deepen our understanding of chiral symmetry

breaking and also in the context of the strong CP problem. An interesting phenomenon in

this study is the appearance of a spontaneously CP -broken phase, known as the Dashen

phase [26]. This phase is expected to appear in certain regions where mumd < 0 with

θ = 0, which is equivalent to θ = π with both mu,md > 0.

Previous investigations into this topic basically use the phenomenological chiral La-

grangian, both with and without an η′ contribution [43, 48, 49, 55, 56]. When η′ is included,

however, the chiral Lagrangian has an ambiguity about its mass term; two conventional

options are the Kobayashi-Maskawa-’t Hooft determinant vertex, (e−iθ detU+c.c.) [29, 86–

88], and the log-det vertex, (i ln det(U)+θ)2, supported by the large-N analysis [35, 36, 89].

The global aspects of the phase diagram depend on the choice of the η′ mass term, which

has led to some confusion. As a related problem, if we naively add the η′ meson to the chi-

ral Lagrangian, such a model has struggled to reconcile with existing knowledge about the

global structure, including the discrete anomalies of Refs. [64, 70, 73, 78] and the vacuum

structure at the quenched limit (mu,md → ∞).

This paper aims to provide a fresh perspective on these topics based on our semiclassical

framework. Compared to the conventional chiral Lagrangian, our framework explicitly

derives the global structure of η′ degrees of freedom from the microscopic calculation. We

will see how our improvement of the η′ field settles the subtle issues on the phase structure

in previous studies.

1.1 Summary and implications

Let us summarize the setup, results, and implications. We consider the Nf -flavor fun-

damental QCD, and take the T 2 compactification with the ’t Hooft and magnetic fluxes.

Because this semiclassical framework is designed to describe a confining vacuum, our study

is limited to below the conformal window, Nf < NCFT. We obtain the following 2d effective

theory in the semiclassical regime (Sec. 3):

1In this paper, we use the jargon Nf = 1+1 or (1+1)-flavor when the up and down quarks have different

masses. Similarly, Nf = 1 + 1 + 1 QCD indicates that up, down, and strange masses are all different.
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The 2d effective description consists of 2πN -periodic scalar η′ and (Nf−1) 2π-periodic

scalars {φ1, · · · , φNf−1} with the potential,

V [η′, φ1, · · · , φNf−1] = −mµ cos(η′ − (φ1 + · · ·+ φNf−1))−mµ
∑
j

cos(φj)

− 2Ke−SI/N cos

(
η′ − θ

N

)
, (3.28)

where m is the quark mass, µ is a scale introduced by the bosonization scheme,

and Ke−SI/N is the weight of the fractional instanton. If we adopt the non-Abelian

bosonization, we obtain the 2d analog of the chiral Lagrangian (4.1).

We here emphasize that the η′ field does not have the naive 2π periodicity but it has the

extended 2πN periodicity. Under the assumption of the adiabatic continuity (see Fig. 1),

the 2d effective theory at small T 2 can predict the vacuum structure of the original 4d

QCD, and we propose the 4d chiral Lagrangian with the 2πN -periodic η′ field (Sec. 4). We

apply it to explain the QCD vacuum structures in the space of the fermion mass (Secs. 5

and 6 for one-flavor and multi-flavor degenerate cases, respectively), and we also analyze

the Dashen phases in Nf = 1+1 QCD and in Nf = 1+1+1 QCD with a constant strange

quark mass (Sec. 7).

We highlight the following implications of our results:

• The 2d analog of the chiral Lagrangian is explicitly derived from the microscopic

computation based on QCD [81], not relying on the phenomenological Lagrangian. It

can be used to study the 4d QCD vacuum structure assuming the adiabatic continuity.

• The derived 2d analog of the chiral Lagrangian naturally connects the chiral limit

and the quenched limit, reproducing the widely accepted vacuum structure of QCD

(Fig. 2). This, in turn, indirectly suggests the validity of the adiabatic continuity

conjecture.

• As mentioned above, the chiral Lagrangian suffers from an ambiguity when we try

to introduce the η′ field. In our approach, this issue is resolved by clarifying that the

η′ field has an extended periodicity of 2πN , η′ ∼ η′ + 2πN , which is a consequence

of integrating out the gluon’s ZN center contribution. We can naturally fix the form

of the η′ mass by the symmetry, locality, and dimensional counting, which proposes

the improvement of 4d chiral Lagrangian (4.5). As an application, we revisit and

refine the existence of the Dashen phase, deepening our understanding of these global

aspects.

2 Semiclassics for SU(N) Yang-Mills theory: dilute gas of center vortices

This paper aims to explore the QCD vacuum structure and related physics using the

semiclassical framework based on ’t Hooft flux T 2 compactification, as proposed in Ref. [81].

We here concisely summarize the methodology through the example of SU(N) Yang-Mills

theory.
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Based on the adiabatic continuity conjecture, we investigate the physics of confining

vacua in R4 from a weakly-coupled theory on R2 × T 2 with a small torus T 2 (Figure 1).

At small T 2, the theory becomes weakly-coupled and is described by a 2d low-energy

effective theory. Here, quark confinement is explained by the dilute gas approximation

of fractional instantons, namely center vortices. The center-vortex picture is one of the

plausible scenarios to explain quark confinement [24], and this semiclassical framework

gives its explicit and calculable realization through the T 2 compactification. (For a similar

approach with the dilute gas approximation of monopoles on R3×S1, see, e.g., Refs. [10, 90–

94].)

Let us review the semiclassical analysis of the SU(N) Yang-Mills theory, and see

how the dilute gas approximation of center vortices yields the confining vacuum [81]. We

consider the SU(N) Yang-Mills theory on R2 × T 2 at a small torus T 2, and we take the ’t

Hooft boundary condition for T 2.

Throughout this paper, we use the following coordinates: x = (x1, x2, x3, x4) =

(x⃗, x3, x4) ∈ R2 × T 2, and we identify (x3, x4) ∼ (x3 + L, x4) ∼ (x3, x4 + L) to form

T 2. The unit ’t Hooft flux can be inserted by introducing the SU(N)-valued transition

functions g3(x4) and g4(x3) for T
2 satisfying

g3(L)
†g4(0)

†g3(0)g4(L) = e
2πi
N 1N×N . (2.1)

We can take this boundary condition in the absence of charged matter of nontrivial N -ality.

In modern language, this boundary condition is equivalent to inserting the background field

of the Z[1]
N symmetry.

Up to a gauge transformation, one can regard the transition functions as the shift

matrix S and clock matrix C of SU(N)

g3(x4) = S, g4(x3) = C, (2.2)

with C = eiα diag(1, e
2πi
N , · · · , e

2πi(N−1)
N ), (S)ij = eiαδi+1,j , and eiNα = (−1)N+1.

We shall show that this setup provides the confining vacuum even at small T 2. The

important observations are listed as follows [81, 95, 96].

• Center Symmetry

By the T 2 compactification, the 1-form symmetry is decomposed as(
Z[1]
N

)
4d

→
(
Z[1]
N

)
2d

× Z[0]
N × Z[0]

N , (2.3)

where Z[0]
N × Z[0]

N is the conventional center symmetry acting on the Polyakov loops

of T 2. From the adiabatic continuity, the center symmetry Z[0]
N × Z[0]

N should not be

spontaneously broken: the Polyakov loops along x3 and x4 directions should vanish

⟨trP3⟩ = ⟨trP4⟩ = 0. With a periodic boundary condition, the center symmetry is

spontaneously broken at a small compactification scale and the adiabatic continuity
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cannot be achieved2. The ’t Hooft boundary condition avoids this problem. Indeed,

we can suppose that local fluctuations are negligible on a sufficiently small torus, and

the transition functions give the Polyakov loops. In the gauge (2.2), their classical

values are

P3 = S, P4 = C, (2.4)

which satisfy ⟨trP3⟩ = ⟨trP4⟩ = 0.

• Gapped gluons

With the choice of the transition functions (2.2), the boundary conditions for the

gauge field are given by

aµ(x⃗, x3 + L, x4) = Saµ(x⃗, x3, x4)S
†, aµ(x⃗, x3, x4 + L) = Caµ(x⃗, x3, x4)C

†, (2.5)

which admits no constant mode. Thus, the gluon field acquires a Kalzua-Klein mass

of order O(1/NL) without zero modes.

• Center vortices/fractional instantons

Let us suppose that we further compactify the (x1, x2) directions into another torus

with a nontrivial ’t Hooft flux. Then, the
(
Z[1]
N

)
4d

background B representing the

’t Hooft twists has the self-intersection, say N2

8π2

∫
B ∧B = 1. The topological charge

is then,

Qtop =
1

8π2

∫
T 2×T 2

tr
(
(f̃ −B) ∧ (f̃ −B)

)
∈ − 1

N
+ Z, (2.6)

where f̃ is the U(N) field strength promoted from the original SU(N) field strength

f satisfying tr f̃ = NB. Here, Bogomol’nyi–Prasad–Sommerfield (BPS) bound shows

SYM =
1

g2

∫
tr(f ∧ ⋆f) ≥ 8π2

Ng2
=
SI
N
, (2.7)

where SI = 8π2/g2 is the instanton action, and the equality holds if and only if the f

is (anti-)self-dual. Some numerical studies [100–102] support that the anti-self-dual

solution indeed exists and this fractional instanton will survive as a local solution in

the decompactification limit of (x1, x2) directions. Based on these numerical observa-

tions, we assume that such a solution saturating the BPS bound with Qtop = ±1/N

2Without the ’t Hooft flux, the classical vacua are parametrized by the Polyakov loops P3, P4 with

P3P4 = P4P3, and the one-loop calculation produces the effective potential [81, 97–99],

V [P3, P4] = − 2

π2L4

∑
(n3,n4 )̸=(0,0)

1

(n2
3 + n2

4)
2
tr (Pn3

3 Pn4
4 ) .

This has N2 minima located at 1
N

⟨trP3⟩ = e
2πm3

N , 1
N

⟨trP4⟩ = e
2πm4

N , where m3,m4 = 0, · · · , N − 1, and

Z[0]
N × Z[0]

N is spontaneously broken.
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exists locally in our R2 × T 2 setup3, which we call center vortex or fractional instan-

ton4. Similar fractional instantons in R×T 3 are also numerically studied in [103–105],

which are also used in the different but deeply-related semiclassics [95, 96]. For a

recent review of the fractional instanton picture of confinement, see also [106].

Based on these observations, the dilute gas approximation of center vortices provides

a reasonable picture of the confining vacuum. We consider ensembles of center vortices

with S = SI/N, Qtop = 1/N and anti-vortices with S = SI/N, Qtop = −1/N . The

center-vortex and anti-center-vortex amplitudes can be expressed as

Ke−SI/Neiθ/N , Ke−SI/Ne−iθ/N , (2.8)

where K is a dimensionful constant. Although the center vortex can exist locally, the

proper boundary condition of R2 forces the total topological charge Qtop to be an integer5.

The dilute gas approximation yields,

Z =
∑
n,n̄≥0

δn−n̄∈NZ
n!n̄!

(
KV e−SI/Neiθ/N

)n (
KV e−SI/Ne−iθ/N

)n̄

=
∑
k∈ZN

exp

[
2V Ke−SI/N cos

(
θ − 2πk

N

)]
(2.9)

where V is the volume in the (x1, x2) directions. From this partition function (2.9), we can

deduce that there are N vacua with the following energy density,

Ek(θ) = −2Ke−SI/N cos

(
θ − 2πk

N

)
, k = 0, · · · , N − 1. (2.10)

At θ = 0, the k = 0 vacuum is the ground state. As we increase θ, the two-fold degenerate

vacua appear at θ = π, and the k = 1 vacuum becomes the ground state for π < θ < 3π

via the level crossing. This picture indeed explains the multi-branch structure of the Yang-

Mills vacuum, which has been well-established in the large-N limit [35, 36, 45, 107], in the

dual superconductor picture [9, 39, 40, 108, 109], and also in the semiclassics on R3 × S1

with suitable deformations [10, 90–92]. One can also derive the area-law falloff of the

Wilson loop from the dilute gas calculation [81].

3Here, “exists locally” means that the solution exists if the boundary conditions at infinity in R2 are

not considered. Note that such a solution with fractional topological charge does not exist globally when

the point at infinity of R2 is regular, i.e., when R2 can be compactified without any twist. Thus, in order

to compute the partition function by the dilute gas approximation, we will consider ensembles of center

vortices and anti-vortices, provided that the total topological charge is an integer.
4About the terminology, the “fractional instanton” would be obvious as it has the 1

N
fractional topological

charge compared with the minimal instanton on S4. On the other hand, the “center vortex” may not be

obvious as it should be defined by the following feature: When the vortex goes across the Wilson loop, its

phase is rotated by the ZN center element. In the T 2-compactified setup with the ’t Hooft flux, it turns

out that the fractional instanton describes the center vortex [100–102], so we identify them in this paper.
5More precisely, we here suppose that R2 is compactified without a ’t Hooft flux. This is natural when

we calculate the partition function. When the ’t Hooft flux is introduced also in the R2 direction, we can

reproduce the anomaly for the θ periodicity [81].
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CP

𝑚 = 𝑚0

(𝜃 = 𝜋)

𝑚 e𝑖 𝜃
𝑁𝑓 = 1:

CP

𝑚𝑁𝑓 e𝑖 𝜃
𝑁𝑓 ≥ 2:

Figure 2: Expected phase diagrams on complex quark mass, indicated by the large-N

argument [33–36]: (top panel) for the one-flavor QCD, (bottom panel) for QCD with

2 ≤ Nf (< NCFT) degenerate flavors.

For a later purpose, let us conclude this section with a remark on the domain wall at

θ = π (see also Sec. 5 of [85]). In the original 4d Yang-Mills theory, the domain wall should

be a dynamical object equipped with the Chern-Simons theory [63]. On the other hand, in

the 2d effective description, the degenerate vacua are distinguished by the discrete label k,

and the domain wall is a non-dynamical object. Indeed, the domain wall connecting k = 0

and k = 1 vacua can be expressed by the external Wilson loop, which is a non-dynamical

object.

To understand this difference before and after compactification, we have to note that

the adiabatic continuity conjecture only claims the continuity of the vacuum and does not

necessarily preserve excitations. The dynamical domain wall becomes heavy as the torus is

taken smaller. In the small torus limit, the dynamical domain wall is integrated out, and

no dynamical object connects the different vacua (2.9). If we want to discuss dynamical

domain walls in this framework, we need to consider the neglected Kalzua-Klein modes.

3 QCD on R2 × T 2 with ’t Hooft and magnetic baryon fluxes

In this section, we focus on the flavor-symmetric QCD, consisting of the SU(N) gauge field

and Nf fundamental quarks with mass m. Here we take the degenerate quark mass to be

positive, m > 0, and the CP -violating phase is put to the θ angle. Since the semiclassical

framework is constructed to describe a confining vacuum, we restrict ourselves below the

conformal window Nf < NCFT. The main purpose of this section is to explain the widely

believed phase diagram in QCD with the vacuum angle θ, depicted in Figure 2 [33–36] (see

also [64]), by the semiclassical approach of [81].
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3.1 Setup

We study SU(N) gauge theory with Nf fundamental quarks of degenerate mass m. Based

on the adiabatic continuity conjecture, we compactify R4 into R2 × T 2 with the ’t Hooft

and baryon fluxes. This compactification was employed in Section 4.2 of [81], and we will

expand upon this semiclassical analysis, focusing specifically on the dependence of the θ

angle. For completeness, let us briefly review the setup.

We compactify the spacetime manifold into R2 × T 2 with a minimal ’t Hooft flux for

SU(N). As above, we can introduce the minimal ’t Hooft flux by taking the transition

functions g3(x4) and g4(x3) for T
2 satisfying

g3(L)
†g4(0)

†g3(0)g4(L) = e
2πi
N 1N×N . (3.1)

Unlike the pure Yang-Mills case, in the presence of a fundamental-representation fermion,

the nontrivial ’t Hooft flux gives an inconsistency. Indeed, for a fundamental quark

ψ(x3, x4), there are two ways to connect ψ(0, 0) to ψ(L,L) using transition functions:

ψ(0, 0) = g3(0)g4(L)ψ(L,L) = g4(0)g3(L)ψ(L,L), which implies g3(L)
†g4(0)

†g3(0)g4(L) =

1N×N . We cannot introduce the ’t Hooft flux alone in this case. To resolve this problem,

we need to remember that the symmetry group has the nontrivial quotient with the gauge

redundancy,

Ggauge+global =
SU(N)gauge × SU(Nf )V × U(1)V

ZN × ZNf

. (3.2)

To see how it works, let us introduce the unit flux of the baryon-number symmetry U(1)B
in the torus T 2, which is the 1/N fractional flux in terms of the quark-number symmetry

U(1)V as U(1)B = U(1)V /ZN : ∫
T 2

dAB = 2π. (3.3)

For example, we can take

AB =
2π

L2
x3dx4. (3.4)

In this gauge field configuration, the U(1)B magnetic flux can be understood from the

non-trivial U(1)B transition function: eiα(x4) = ei
2πx4
L arising from

AB(x3 + L, x4) = AB(x3, x4) +
2π

L
dx4. (3.5)

In the setup with both SU(N)gauge ’t Hooft flux and U(1)B magnetic flux, the boundary

conditions for the fundamental quarks ψ(x) are

ψ(x⃗, x3 + L, x4) = e−iα(x4)/Ng3(x4)
†ψ(x⃗, x3, x4)

ψ(x⃗, x3, x4 + L) = g4(x3)
†ψ(x⃗, x3, x4), (3.6)

which are now consistent with the single-valuedness. This pair of the ’t Hooft and U(1)B
fluxes can be interpreted by the 2-form background associated with the ZN quotient of the

symmetry group (3.2).

– 9 –



3.2 2d effective description

Now, we consider the 2d low-energy description of the QCD on R2 × T 2 with a small size

of torus L ≪ Λ−1
QCD. Under the assumption of the adiabatic continuity, this 2d effective

theory can predict the original QCD phase structure on R4.

The procedure to derive the 2d effective theory consists of the following two steps:

(i) Identify the “low-energy modes,” which are perturbatively massless after the small

T 2 compactification.

(ii) Incorporate center vortices by the dilute gas approximation

3.2.1 Low-energy modes

In what follows, we choose the gauge so that the transition functions are the shift matrix

S and clock matrix C of SU(N)

g3(x4) = S, g4(x3) = C. (3.7)

To derive the 2d effective theory, let us determine low-energy modes on small T 2. For the

gauge field, the boundary conditions are

aµ(x⃗, x3 + L, x4) = Saµ(x⃗, x3, x4)S
†, aµ(x⃗, x3, x4 + L) = Caµ(x⃗, x3, x4)C

†, (3.8)

which admit no constant mode in su(N), and all perturbative excitations become massive

with the gap of order O(1/NL)6. This perturbative mass gap of gluons can be understood

as Higgsing by the Polyakov loops [81]:

SU(N)
Higgsing−−−−−→ ZN . (3.9)

For quarks, the boundary conditions are

ψ(x⃗, x3 + L, x4) = e−i
2πx4
NL S†ψ(x⃗, x3, x4)

ψ(x⃗, x3, x4 + L) = C†ψ(x⃗, x3, x4). (3.10)

The low-energy mode can be found by solving the zero-mode equation:[
γ3∂3 + γ4

(
∂4 + i

1

N
AB,4

)]
ψ(x3, x4) = 0. (3.11)

whose solutions give perturbatively massless modes. Immediately, we can see the normaliz-

able zero modes should have the positive eigenvalue of iγ3γ4: iγ3γ4ψ = ψ, which reduces a

4d spinor to a 2d spinor. After some computations shown in [81], we obtain one zero-mode

per flavor with the boundary condition (3.10). One can also determine the number of

zero-modes by applying the index theorem on T 2. We thus have Nf 2d Dirac fermions as

2d low-energy modes. For later convenience, we bosonize these fermions in the 2d effective

theory.

6We do not expect the adiabatic continuity for phases with gapless gluonic degrees of freedom, so we

restrict ourselves to Nf < NCFT.
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For Nf = 1, we use the Abelian bosonization. The 2d free fermion is translated to the

Sine-Gordon model described by a compact scalar φ ∼ φ+ 2π:

S[φ] =

∫
d2x

[
1

8π
(∂φ)2 −mµ cosφ

]
, (3.12)

with a dimensionful constant µ, depending on the renormalization scheme.

We have two options of bosonization when Nf ≥ 2, the non-Abelian bosonization and

the Abelian bosonization for each component. Although the non-Abelian bosonization,

which gives U(Nf )1 Wess-Zumino-Witten theory, would be better to keep the flavor sym-

metry manifest, here we adopt the Abelian bosonization to simplify some calculations.

With this scheme, we have Nf compact bosons φj ∼ φj + 2π (j = 1, · · · , Nf ) and the

action is,

S[φ1, · · · , φNf
] =

Nf∑
j=1

∫
d2x

[
1

8π
(∂φj)

2 −mµ cosφj

]
. (3.13)

3.2.2 Center vortices and residual ZN gauge field

In order to incorporate center-vortex contribution, we have to determine the center-vortex

vertex in the presence of quarks.

It is easy to determine the center-vortex vertex from the U(1)axial spurious symmetry:

for Nf = 1

θ → θ + 2α, φ→ φ+ 2α, (3.14)

and for Nf ≥ 2,

θ → θ + 2α, φj → φj + 2α/Nf (j = 1, · · · , Nf ). (3.15)

Then, the center-vortex amplitude can be uniquely determined by the spurious symmetry:

For Nf = 1,

V(x⃗) = “[Ke−SI/Neiθ/Ne−iφ/N ], ” (3.16)

where SI is the instanton action and K is some appropriate (dimensionful) constant. We

put the double quotations to indicate that careful consideration is required to define the

fractional vertex e−iφ/N , which is discussed shortly thereafter. For Nf ≥ 2, the center-

vortex vertex becomes7

V(x⃗) = “[Ke−SI/Neiθ/Ne
−i(φ1+···+φNf

)/N
], ” (3.18)

7With the non-Abelian bosonization, the center-vortex vertex should be

V(x⃗) = “[Ke−SI/Neiθ/N (detU)−1/N ], ” (3.17)

where U ∈ U(Nf ) is the non-Abelian bosonized variable. This is nothing but the 1/N fractionalization of

the Kobayashi-Maskawa-’t Hooft instanton vertex [29, 86–88].
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where we also use the flavor permutation symmetry, a subgroup of SU(Nf ). At first, it

appears that they are non-genuine operators as they violate the periodicity of compact

bosons, and topological lines attached to them would be required. However, we can resolve

this problem by remembering that there is a ZN gauge field. The key observations are the

following two properties:

• There is ZN gauge field after the Higgsing by the Polyakov loops. Since the orig-

inal fermion is in the fundamental representation, the residual ZN gauge symme-

try is the vector-like symmetry ZN ⊂ U(1)V . In the bosonization dictionary, the

fermion vector-like symmetry is mapped into the magnetic (winding) symmetry of

the bosonized variable. The fermion number is translated as the number of kinks,

which is the winding number. Thus, after the bosonization, the coupling should be8

i

2π

∫
aZN

∧ dφ, (3.19)

or

i

2π

∫
aZN

∧ d(φ1 + · · ·+ φNf
). (3.20)

• There is a constraint that the total topological charge must be an integer. This

constraint leads to the sum over the vacuum label k ∈ ZN , as seen in (2.9).

These two properties leads to the extension of φ (or φ1 + · · ·+ φNf
) when integrating out

gluon’s center contributions, and we denote the extended 2πN -periodic fields as η′:9,10

φ ∼ φ+ 2π

∫
DaZN=====⇒ η′ ∼ η′ + 2πN. (3.21)

This claim can be explained as follows: As mentioned above, the operator e−iφ/N seems

non-genuine, attached by a ZN line. Here, the residual ZN gauge magnetically couples to

φ, and the gauging of the magnetic ZN transforms the non-genuine charge-1/N electric

8Note that this magnetic coupling is consistent with the center-vortex vertex (3.16). Intuitively, the

center vortex introduces a fractional magnetic flux “da = 2π
N
δ(x⃗)”, which leads to the expression (3.16)

from the magnetic coupling (3.19).
9The extension happens also when we perform the non-Abelian bosonization. In that case, the bosonized

variable is a U(Nf )-valued field, which can be expressed as (φ, Ũ) ∈ R × SU(Nf ) with the identification

(φ, Ũ) ∼ (φ + 2π, e
− 2πi

Nf Ũ). The phase of detU is given by φ as (φ, Ũ) 7→ U = eiφ/Nf Ũ ∈ U(Nf ). After

the ZN gauging, the phase of detU becomes 2πN -periodic η′. Then, the identification is modified as

(η′, Ũ) ∼ (η′ + 2πN, e
− 2πNi

Nf Ũ), and the chiral effective field is no longer U(Nf )-valued.
10This extension says that the 2πN -winding vortex is minimal as the genuinely codim-2 object, but we

would like to note that the 2π-winding vortex also exists as a boundary of one-higher-dimensional object.

Indeed, the 2π-winding η′ vortex violates the ZN gauge invariance due to the magnetic coupling (3.19), so

it has to be an endpoint of the open ZN Wilson loop to be gauge invariant. This is the 2d counterpart of

the “pancake” baryon proposed in Ref. [110], where the 2π-winding η′ vortex lives at the edge of the Chern-

Simons-enriched domain wall. More intuitively, we may say that η′ extends its periodicity by “eating” the

ZN label for the Yang-Mills confining vacua, so it must jump by 2π when the original vacuum label jumps

at some dislocation. This would clarify why the “pancake” is needed in the proposal of [110].
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object into a genuine operator, thereby validating its definition. More specifically, a 2π

periodic compact scalar defined on M2 is represented as follows:

dφ = dφ̃+ c, (3.22)

where

• “local fluctuations”: a globally-defined φ̃ ∈ R,

• “topological sectors”: c/2π ∈ H1(M2;Z).

Thus, the gauging of magnetic ZN imposes a restriction, leading to c = Nc′ with some

c′/2π ∈ H1(M2;Z), and then

dη′ := dφ = dφ̃+Nc′ (3.23)

defines the 2πN -periodic compact scalar η′. Additionally, when we lift φ ∼ φ + 2π to

η′ ∼ η′+2πN , there is an ambiguity to add a discrete constant 2πk (k ∈ ZN ). Namely, the

globally-defined φ̃ ∈ R has a 1-to-N correspondence between R/2πZ and R/2πNZ. This

1-to-N correspondence absorbs the vacuum label k ∈ ZN in the dilute-gas computation of

center vortices. Hence, the periodicity is extended due to the gauging of magnetic ZN and

the absorption of the Yang-Mills vacuum label. We also give its clear demonstration in

Appendix A using the bosonized Schwinger model.

To be concrete, let us explicitly see how the 2d effective theory is derived for Nf = 1

case. As in (2.9), the dilute gas approximation with residual ZN gauging yields,

Z =

∫
DaZN

∫
Dφ

∑
k∈ZN

e
i

2π

∫
aZN∧dφ

× exp

[
−S[φ] +

∫
d2x⃗

{
2Ke−SI/N cos

(
φ(x⃗)− 2πk

N

)}]
(3.24)

As explained above, the integration over the residual gauge aZN
constrains the winding

number of φ:
∫
dφ ∈ 2πNZ, which allows us to lift φ to a 2πN -periodic variable. Here,

there is ZN ambiguity to lift φ: for given φ, we have N corresponding R/2πNZ variable

φ→ η′ = φ−2πk (k ∈ ZN ). Based on this 1-to-N correspondence, we notice the identity:∫
η′∼η′+2πN

Dη′ (· · · ) =
∫
[dφ2π ]∈NH1(M2;Z)

Dφ
∑
k∈ZN

(· · · )|η′=φ−2πk , (3.25)

where
[
dφ
2π

]
∈ NH1(M2;Z) means the constraint that the winding number of φ is a multiple

of N . This identity enables us to rewrite the partition function neatly:∫
DaZN

∫
Dφ

∑
k∈ZN

e
i

2π

∫
aZN∧dφ(· · · ) ⇒

∫
η′∼η′+2πN

Dη′ (· · · )|φ−2πk 7→η′ . (3.26)

We now find the following 2d effective theory for QCD on R2 × T 2 with ’t Hooft flux:
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• Nf = 1: we have a compact scalar with the periodicity η′ ∼ η′ +2πN . The potential

for this scalar is

V [η′] = −mµ cos(η′)− 2Ke−SI/N cos

(
η′ − θ

N

)
. (3.27)

• Nf ≥ 2: We have one extended 2πN -periodic scalar η′ and 2π-periodic scalars

{φ1, · · · , φNf−1}. The potential is

V [η′, φ1, · · · , φNf−1] = −mµ cos(η′ − (φ1 + · · ·+ φNf−1))−mµ
∑
j

cos(φj)

− 2Ke−SI/N cos

(
η′ − θ

N

)
. (3.28)

4 Lesson about the chiral Lagrangian with η′ in 4d

Before proceeding to the semiclassical analyses, let us comment on the significance of the

extended periodicity of the compact boson, and we discuss its implications on the chiral

effective Lagrangian with the η′ meson in 4 dimension.

The non-Abelian-bosonized 2d effective theory is strikingly similar to the chiral La-

grangian as observed in Ref. [81] (despite the fact that the chiral symmetry cannot be spon-

taneously broken in 2d due to Coleman-Mermin-Wagner theorem11), and it is consistent

with the T 2 flux compactification of the chiral Lagrangian (Sec. 4.1)12. With this identifi-

cation, the extended 2πN -periodic compact boson corresponds to the η′ meson. Then, we

see that the extension of periodicity is important to couple η′ to the U(1)B background

also in 4 dimensions (Sec. 4.2), and we propose the 4d chiral Lagrangian with extended η′

that can reproduce the discrete baryon-color-flavor anomaly of Refs. [64, 70, 73, 78].

4.1 Non-abelian bosonization and chiral Lagrangian

In the non-Abelian bosonization scheme, the resulting 2d effective theory (on M2) is the

level-1 U(Nf ) Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) model with the mass and center-vortex defor-

mations,

S[U ] =
1

8π

∫
M2

d2x
(
tr(∂µU

†∂µU) + V (U)
)
+

1

12π

∫
M3

tr
(
(U−1dU)3

)
,

V (U) = −mµ (trU + c.c.)−Ke−SI/N
(
eiθ/N (detU)−1/N + c.c.

)
, (4.1)

11This subtlety reflects that the theory on R4 is not always equivalent to the theory on R2 × T 2 at large

T 2 in the naive way when the system is gapless. We have to take into account how the IR description is

modified when we compactify R4 to R2 ×T 2 with a large-but-finite torus size. In our case, as we well see in

Section 4.1, the chiral Lagrangian on R2 × T 2 gives the SU(Nf )1 WZW theory, so the adiabatic continuity

between the theories at large and small T 2 appears to work well.
12We note that the consistency holds both for N ≥ 3 and N = 2. Even for the two-color case (N = 2), the

Pauli-Gürsey extended SU(2Nf ) symmetry reduces to the usual chiral symmetry SU(Nf )L × SU(Nf )R ×
U(1)V as we introduce the U(1)B flux AB along the T 2 direction.
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where the phase of detU is extended to have 2πN periodicity as above, and we set ∂M3 =

M2.

As noted in [81], this effective model is quite similar to the chiral Lagrangian with the

η′ field, the would-be Nambu-Goldstone boson for anomalously-broken U(1)axial. Indeed,

the SU(Nf ) chiral field couples to the baryon background through∫
M5

dAB ∧
(

1

24π2
tr(U−1dU)3

)
, (4.2)

in the 5d WZW-type notation. The T 2 compactification with a baryon magnetic flux

reduces (4.2) to the 3d WZW term of (4.1). Therefore, the non-Abelian bosonized 2d

effective theory is consistent with the standard chiral Lagrangian, up to η′, which is gapped

out by center-vortex vertices.

4.2 Extended periodicity, U(1)B background, and discrete anomaly

To incorporate the pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone η′ field into the chiral Lagrangian, we often

extend the SU(Nf )-valued field to U(Nf )-valued field with some “mass term” for the η′

mode. In our formalism, the periodicity of this η′ mode is extended. In this section, we

shall see how the extension of periodicity of η′ is essential to correctly preserve the global

structures, such as the discrete anomaly.

In the first place, we determine the coupling of the U(1)B background to the chiral

field with η′. To this end, we first see the coupling between the U(1)V background AU(1) (=

AB/N) and a U(Nf ) chiral field U . We can determine this coupling by observing the WZW

term, which gives, in the 5d notation,

ΓWZW ⊃ iN

24π2

∫
M5

{
dAU(1) ∧ tr

(
U−1dU

)3
+ 3 dAU(1) ∧ dAU(1) ∧ tr

(
U−1dU

)}
=

i

24π2

∫
M5

{
dAB ∧ tr

(
U−1dU

)3
+

3

N
dAB ∧ dAB ∧ d(ln detU)

}
, (4.3)

where the trace is taken over the flavor indices. This can also be obtained by superficially

employing the Goldstone-Wilzeck baryon current (with the charge matrix Q = 1
N 1Nf×Nf

)

[111, 112]. Here, the first term is the well-known Skyrmion current, which only couples

to the SU(Nf ) part. The second term describes the coupling of η′(= ln detU) to the

baryon background. The coupling to the baryon instanton number is natural because η′ is

the pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson of anomalously-broken U(1)axial, which has an extra

anomaly in the presence of the U(1)V background13. However, this coupling to η′,

i

8π2N

∫
η′dAB ∧ dAB, (4.4)

13This 1/N fractional coupling describes the fractional quantum Hall effect on the domain walls [110] (see

also footnote 10). Moreover, upon the T 2 compactification with the nontrivial baryon flux, this coupling

reproduces (3.19) of the 2d effective theory,

i

8π2N

∫
R2×T2

η′dAB ∧ dAB ⇒ i

2πN

∫
R2

η′dAB =
i

2π

∫
R2

φ dAU(1).
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is naively ill-defined for 2π-periodic η′. We need to extend the periodicity to make the

U(1)B coupling well-defined.

We note that the baryon number symmetry U(1)B = U(1)V /ZN has the ZN quotient

compared with the naive quark-number symmetry U(1)V , and this originates from the quo-

tient structure between the gauge group and the global symmetry group,
SU(N)gauge×U(1)V

ZN
.

Thus, naively ignoring SU(N)gauge makes the coupling with U(1)B = U(1)V /ZN ill-defined.

In fact, in the 2d effective theory, (ZN )gauge ⊂ SU(N)gauge induces a periodicity extension,

making the coupling with U(1)B = U(1)V /ZN well-defined. Hence, it is necessary to re-

member at least (ZN )gauge to correctly couple to the U(1)B background. In the 2d effective

theory, this can be achieved by the periodicity extension14.

With the periodicity extension, η′ ∼ η′ + 2πN , we shall see that not only the 2d

effective theory but also the 4d chiral Lagrangian can reproduce the baryon-color-flavor

anomaly, which exists at θ = π for gcd(N,Nf ) ̸= 1. We can also propose the 4d chiral

Lagrangian with such an extended η′ field as

Schiral[U ] ∼
∫
f2π |dU |2 −mΛ3(trU + c.c.)− N2χYM

2

(
(e−iθ detU)−1/N + c.c.

)
, (4.5)

where (detU)±1/N is a genuine local operator as the phase of detU is extended to have

2πN periodicity. We note that the large-N -motivated log-det vertex can be reproduced in

the large-N limit, so one may think that the last term is the natural finite-N counterpart

of the log-det vertex15,16.

To discuss the ’t Hooft anomaly of this theory, let us first observe the CP transforma-

tion at θ = π. The naive action of the CP transformation is U(x, x4) → U †(−x, x4), but it

changes
(
(e−iπ detU)−1/N + c.c.

)
into

(
(eiπ detU)−1/N + c.c.

)
. To make it the symmetry

of (4.5), this must be compensated by detU → e−2πi detU , i.e.

CPθ=π : U(x, x4) → e2πi/NfU †(−x, x4), (4.6)

and thus η′ → −η′ + 2π. Now, we remember how the U(1)B background couples to η′.

In the presence of the U(1)B background, the CP transformation of (4.4) leaves an extra

term,

i

4πN

∫
dAB ∧ dAB ∈ 2πi

N
Z, (4.7)

14In this context, the role of vector mesons is sometimes emphasized in some literature [113, 114]. Cer-

tainly, the vector mesons can rectify the coupling with the background gauge fields because the vector

mesons represent gluons screened by quarks. Nevertheless, the punchline here is that we should not neglect

(ZN )gauge, and its primary effect can be taken into account by extending the periodicity of η′ rather than

including those heavy local excitations.
15We note that (i ln detU+θ)2 is not a genuine local operator at finite N , and (detU)±1/N is the smallest

operator consistent with the symmetry and locality. The (detU)-type η′ mass would be unnatural when

η′ is 2πN periodic because of the following features: (i) It excludes possible smaller operators without

reasoning. (ii) Classical vacua are N -fold degenerate even when m > 0 and θ = 0.
16It is possible to deform the last term while keeping the Witten-Veneziano relation. For example,

one may consider − 1
2
[a1(e

−iθ detU)−1/N + a2(e
−iθ detU)−2/N + c.c.] = −a1 cos

η′−θ
N

− a2 cos
2(η′−θ)

N
, with

a1 + 4a2 = N2χYM, and the 4-point self-interaction of η′ can be arbitrarily changed including its sign.

Although a2 ∼ O(e−2SI/N ) is suppressed in the 2d semiclassical regime, there is no reason to assume its

smallness in the 4d situation. We note that the following discussion is unaffected by those deformations.
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which signals the potential existence of ’t Hooft anomalies, and we should now ask if

this can or cannot be eliminated by local counterterms. By considering the full flavor

symmetry U(Nf )/ZN , possible counterterms are restricted. In terms of the field strength

F of U(Nf )/ZN (with trf F = NfdAB/N), the relevant counterterm is,

iθc
8π2

∫
trf F ∧ F . (4.8)

We can decompose F into the proper U(Nf ) field strength Ff and the ZN two-form field

B, F = Ff + B. This two-form background corresponds to the deviation from the stan-

dard U(Nf ) cocycle condition. The ZN two-form B gives the fractional part of U(1)V
background, 1

N dAB = dAV +B. With this decomposition, the counterterm reads,

iθc
8π2

∫
trf F ∧ F =

iθc
8π2

∫
(trf Ff ∧ Ff + 2 trf Ff ∧B +NfB ∧B) . (4.9)

From the first and second terms, we require θc = πNp with some integer p. By the CP

transformation, the last term yields an extra term,

−
iNNfp

4π

∫
B ∧B = −

i(Nfp)

4πN

∫
dAB ∧ dAB (mod 2πi). (4.10)

Therefore, there must exist the integer p satisfying Nfp = 1 (modN) in order for the

anomalous term (4.7) to be canceled by the local counterterm. This is possible if and only

if gcd(N,Nf ) = 1. The anomaly structure is exactly the same as that of the UV theory [64].

Hence, the extension of η′ periodicity is a natural prescription for the U(Nf ) chiral

Lagrangian to capture the global structure both not only in the 2d compactified setup but

also in 4 dimensions. As we will see below, the 2πN extended periodicity indeed plays an

essential role in understanding QCD vacuum structures in the semiclassical description.

5 Nf = 1 QCD

In this and subsequent sections, we examine the QCD vacuum structure using the 2d

effective description presented in Section 3.2. This section is dedicated to examining one-

flavor QCD, and we will consider the multi-flavor QCD (Nf ≥ 2) in the next section

(Sec. 6).

The potential (3.27) is expressed as a superposition of the mass term, cos η′, and the

center-vortex term, cos
(
η′−θ
N

)
. Nontrivial phenomena happen on the negative real axis

(i.e. m > 0 and θ = π). In short, two vacua emerge for large mass, and a unique vacuum,

⟨η′⟩ = π, appears for small mass17. We also comment on the domain wall.

5.1 CP breaking and restoration at θ = π

We derive the phase diagram on meiθ based on the semiclassical description. The partic-

ularly interesting parameter is θ = π, so we focus on it. Let us consider the small-mass

17The one-flavor QCD does not have the baryon-color-flavor anomaly due to gcd(N,Nf ) = 1, so the

trivially gapped phase appearing for m < m0 is allowed.
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(𝜃 = 𝜋)

Figure 3: Schematic picture of the semiclassical potential V [⟨η′⟩ = φ] (3.27) on the meiθ

plane. At θ = π, i.e., on the negative real axis, the potential has two degenerate vacua

for the large mass m > m0. For the small mass m < m0, the potential has the unique

minimum at ⟨η′⟩ = π.

and large-mass cases of the potential (3.27). We depict these behaviors of the potential

schematically in Fig. 3 (which also includes the phase diagram shown in the top panel of

Fig. 2).

• small m (m < m0 =
2Ke−SI/N

N2µ
):

The potential has the unique minimum at ⟨η′⟩ = π.

• large m (m > m0 =
2Ke−SI/N

N2µ
):

The potential has two degenerate vacua. For the large quark mass m, they are at

⟨η′⟩ ≈ 0, 2π, and these vacua are related by the CP symmetry transformation at

θ = π, η′ → −η′ + 2π.

• At the criticalm = m0, the potential V [η′] is locally flat at the origin, which indicates

that η′ becomes massless.

This behavior of the semiclassical potential resembles the large-N argument with the

quadratic η′ mass term discussed in [33–36, 64, 107]. We here use the 2πN -periodic η′

field with the cos
(
η′−θ
N

)
-type potential, and our description smoothly reproduce those

previous studies in the large-N limit.

In the large m limit, there are N vacuum candidates ⟨η′⟩ = 0, 2π, · · · , 2π(N − 1). The

O(m0) corrections splits the N vacua, and the k-th vacuum ⟨η′⟩ = 2πk (k = 0, · · · , N − 1)

has the vacuum energy:

Ek(θ) = V [⟨η′⟩ = 2πk] = −2Ke−SI/N cos

(
2πk − θ

N

)
+O(m−1) + const. (5.1)

This exactly recovers the semiclassical picture for the vacuum structure (2.10) for SU(N)

pure Yang-Mills theory.
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5.2 Comments on domain wall

In the CP -broken phase, form > m0 at θ = π, there are two degenerate vacua. We can then

consider 3d domain walls interpolating between these vacua. In [64], a domain-wall phase

transition has been discussed. The main points are as follows. Near m0, the potential for

η′ will be essentially the doubly-degenerate ϕ4 potential, leading to a trivial domain wall.

On the other hand, in the large m limit, the theory is well described by the SU(N) pure

Yang-Mills theory, so the domain wall theory is the SU(N) level-1 Chern-Simons theory.

Hence, there should be a domain wall transition somewhere while the bulk is smooth for

m > m0 at θ = π.

In the 2d effective theory after the T 2 compactification, this domain wall is a kink

connecting the two vacua. However, despite the 4d picture, the kink (or domain wall) in

the 2d effective description is smooth for m > m0. This kink does not have any nontrivial

topological degrees of freedom even for large m. We would like to make some comments

on this “discrepancy”.

First, the bulk adiabatic continuity only asserts the continuity in the low-energy limit,

and the (bulk) massive excitations may change. Therefore, in principle, the absence of the

domain-wall phase transition does not contradict the adiabatic continuity.

Note that the domain wall becomes non-dynamical in the large mass limit m → ∞.

The absence of a domain-wall phase transition is attributed to the problem that the domain

wall is non-dynamical in SU(N) Yang-Mills theory in our framework. In the original 4d

SU(N) Yang-Mills theory, the domain wall is a dynamical object described by the SU(N)

level-1 Chern-Simons theory. However, in our semiclassical treatment for SU(N) Yang-

Mills theory, the domain wall between two distinct vacuum labels is non-dynamical18.

In other words, the topologically nontrivial domain wall connecting two distinct vac-

uum labels is decoupled due to the small T 2 compactification. Therefore, the current

framework is insufficient to discuss a domain wall phase transition, and we need to con-

sider higher Kaluza-Klein modes for this purpose.

6 Nf ≥ 2 flavor-symmetric QCD

Let us move on to the multi-flavor QCD with degenerate quark masses. For Nf ≥ 2,

the 2d effective description consists of one extended 2πN -periodic scalar η′ and (Nf − 1)

2π-periodic scalars {φ1, · · · , φNf−1}. The potential V [η′, φ1, · · · , φNf−1] for these compact

scalars is given by (3.28). In this section, we see that this semiclassical description explains

the CP -breaking vacua at θ = π (bottom panel of Fig. 2).

18As explained in [64], in the original 4d theory, it becomes favorable for the η′ field to “jump over the

singular point” (which means the shift of the vacuum label) at a certain value of mass rather than to

interpolate the two minima smoothly. In the semiclassical treatment, the “jumping over the singular point”

of the η′ potential is energetically unfavorable because the gluonic fields are almost frozen at the small T 2

compactification (see footnote 10 and also the last two paragraphs of Sec. 2 on the domain wall).
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6.1 CP breaking at θ = π

To study vacuum structure, we shall find minima of the potential V [η′, φ1, · · · , φNf−1]. We

will put the following ansatz to simplify the computations, which is equivalent to assuming

that SU(Nf )V is unbroken19:

η′ = Nfφ+ 2πk (k ∈ ZN ),

φ1 = · · · = φNf−1 = φ. (6.1)

This ansatz reduces the variables to (eiφ, k) ∈ U(1)× ZN . Let us take the branch of φ to

be −π < φ < π, and then the potential V [η′, φ1, · · · , φNf−1] becomes

V [φ, k] = −Nfmµ cos(φ)− 2Ke−SI/N cos

(
Nfφ+ 2πk − θ

N

)
. (6.2)

We can observe CP-breaking doubly-degenerate vacua at θ = π: In the k = 0 sector,

V [φ, k = 0] = −Nfmµ cos(φ)− 2Ke−SI/N cos

(
Nfφ− π

N

)
, (6.3)

there is a unique minimum φ = φ∗ ∈ (0, π
Nf

). This is a CP -breaking vacuum; the partner

can be found in the k = 1 sector

V [φ, k = 1] = −Nfmµ cos(φ)− 2Ke−SI/N cos

(
Nfφ+ π

N

)
, (6.4)

which has a minimum at φ = −φ∗. One can quickly check that the other sectors cannot

give the minimum value.

In terms of the original variable, these vacua are

η′ = Nfφ∗, φ1 = · · · = φNf−1 = φ∗, (6.5)

(U = eiφ∗1Nf×Nf
in the non-Abelian bosonization), and

η′ = −Nfφ∗ + 2π, φ1 = · · · = φNf−1 = −φ∗, (6.6)

(U = e−iφ∗1Nf×Nf
in the non-Abelian bosonization). Thus, the semiclassical description

explains the phase diagram, or the bottom panel of Fig. 2.

6.2 Comments on baryon-color-flavor anomalies

The symmetry structure of Nf -flavor QCD is

SU(N)gauge × SU(Nf )flavor × U(1)V
ZN × ZNf

(6.7)

From the quotient structure ZN × ZNf
, as explored in [64], we can find a global inconsis-

tency between the global symmetry and the 2π shift of the θ angle (or anomaly with CP

19In terms of the non-Abelian bosonization, this ansatz corresponds to U ∝ 1N×N , and it is evident that

SU(Nf )V is respected.
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symmetry) when gcd(N,Nf ) ̸= 1. Before concluding this section, let us discuss how this

anomaly manifests within the semiclassical framework.

Previously, within the ansatz, the semiclassical description consists of reduced variables

(eiφ, k) ∈ U(1)×ZN . Notably, when gcd(N,Nf ) = 1 and only in this case, the label k can

be absorbed by extending φ: (Nfφ+ 2πk) → Nfφ (mod 2πN). Thus, we can express the

periodic scalar φ ∼ φ+ 2πN with the potential

V [φ] = −Nfmµ cos(φ)− 2Ke−SI/N cos

(
Nfφ− θ

N

)
(6.8)

This expression seems quite similar to the one-flavor Nf = 1 case, where the scenario with

a small m leads to a unique vacuum. However, the term cos
(
Nfφ−θ

N

)
exhibits Nf minima

unlike the one-flavor case, implying that the double degeneracy at θ = π persists.

For gcd(N,Nf ) ̸= 1, while it is still possible to extend φ, the vacuum label of Zgcd(N,Nf )

remains. This inevitability of the vacuum labels can be interpreted as a consequence of the

anomaly. This can also be understood as follows. Recall that the minimum η′ = 2πk in the

large-mass limit corresponds to the k-th vacuum in the Yang-Mills theory. The continuous

variable φ in the ansatz20 can connect the k-th vacuum and (k + Nf )-th vacuum. If

gcd(N,Nf ) ̸= 1, the continuous variable cannot connect the k = 0 vacuum and k = 1

vacuum, which are interchanged by the CP transformation at θ = π. In other words, if

gcd(N,Nf ) ̸= 1, the quark fluctuations do not mix the k = 0 and k = 1 branches. The

vacuum degeneracy will survive, which is a manifestation of the anomaly.

Next, let us comment on the absence of anomaly for gcd(N,Nf ) = 1. A clear way

to understand the absence of anomaly is to realize the symmetric unique gapped vacuum

(trivial vacuum) by some perturbation without breaking the symmetry. Suppose a term

like

cos

(
φ− θ

N

)
(6.9)

could be constructed, it is possible to restore the CP symmetry (like the small-mass case of

Nf = 1 QCD). Both (1) mass vertex eiφ and (2) center vortex vertex ei
Nfφ−θ

N are consistent

with symmetry, so the operators

(trU)K1{(e−iθ detU)1/N}K2 ∼ (eiφ)K1

(
ei

Nfφ−θ

N

)K2

(6.10)

with arbitrary integersK1,K2 are allowed as symmetric perturbations. When gcd(N,Nf ) =

1, we can choose integersK1 andK2 such that NK1−NfK2 = 1, which ends up with giving

the cos
(
φ−K2θ

N

)
term. Therefore, if gcd(N,Nf ) = 1, we can achieve a trivial vacuum for

all θ ∼ θ + 2π by perturbation of symmetry-allowed operators, which means the absence

of anomaly or global inconsistency.

However, it is important to note that unless such higher-order terms become domi-

nant, the phase transition at θ = π cannot be eliminated. In the large-mass regime, the

20Note that the SU(Nf ) symmetry forces U = eiφ1, which means the above ansatz (6.1) in the Abelian

bosonization.
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CP breaking in Yang-Mills theory persists. In the small-mass regime, remnants of the

spontaneous breakdown of the discrete chiral (ZNf
)chiral symmetry (φ → φ + 2πN

Nf
) gives

two degenerate vacua (after including the mass perturbation Nfmµ cos(φ)) at θ = π. The

linear combination of mass term and center vortex term,

V [φ] = −Nfmµ cos(φ)− 2Ke−SI/N cos

(
Nfφ− θ

N

)
, (6.11)

necessarily gives the two degenerate vacua at θ = π. Therefore, the CP -breaking at θ = π

exists for QCD with any degenerate flavors within the semiclassical description even when

the anomaly does not exist.

6.3 “Pion mass” at small quark mass

As the 2d effective theory is derived from the assumption of adiabatic continuity, it is less

significant to discuss quantitative aspects. Nevertheless, as this semiclassical description

naturally bridges the chiral limit (m → 0) and the quenched limit (m → ∞), it would

be worthwhile to study some quantities related to the vacuum structure. In the rest of

this section, let us make some observations of the pion mass and topological susceptibility.

Here, we estimate the pion mass at a small quark mass. Its asymptotic behavior in the

massless limit could be possibly kept by adiabatic continuity.

The pion mass can be simply estimated by observing the mass for φ1, · · · , φNf−1
21.

Let us first remember that the semiclassical vacuum can be found by assuming

η′ = Nfφ+ 2πk (k ∈ ZN )

φ1 = · · · = φNf−1 = φ, (−π < φ < π) (6.12)

with the reduced potential

V [φ, k] = −Nfmµ cos(φ)− 2Ke−SI/N cos

(
Nfφ+ 2πk − θ

N

)
. (6.13)

For −π < θ < π, the minimum exists at k = 0. The potential at k = 0 is,

V [φ, k = 0] = −Nfmµ cos(φ)− 2Ke−SI/N cos

(
Nfφ− θ

N

)
, (6.14)

which has a minimum between φ = 0 and φ = θ/Nf . When the quark mass is small,

the minimum φ∗ approaches to the latter φ∗ ≃ θ/Nf . More explicitly, we can write

φ∗ = θ/Nf +O(m).

We consider the “pion” fluctuations of φ1, · · · , φNf−1, which were Nambu-Goldstone

modes in the absence of quark mass. If we look at φj = φ∗ + δφj , the relevant terms are

−mµ cos(η′ − φ1 − · · ·φNf−1)−mµ cos(φj) = −mµ cos(φ∗ − δφj)−mµ cos(φ∗ + δφj)

= −2mµ cos(φ∗) cos(δφj). (6.15)

21The non-Abelian bosonization would be more transparent for charged pions as they become solitons

in Abelian bosonization. Here, we still continue to use Abelian bosonization and restrict our attention to

neutral pion, which does not change the conclusion.
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In terms of chiral Lagrangian (or almost equivalently non-Abelian bosonization), the mass

term reads,

−mµ
(
eiφ∗ trU + c.c.

)
, (6.16)

where U is redefined as U → eiφ∗U to denote the deviation from the minimum eiφ∗1. Thus,

the “pion” mass can be estimated as m2
π ∼ mµ cos(φ∗). For general (Nf , |θ| < π), it is

m2
π = O(m) in accordance with the orthodox partially conserved axial current (PCAC)

relation.

There is an exception: If φ∗ = π/2 +O(m), and the pion mass shows an “unorthodox

relation” m2
π = O(m2), which has been observed in [56]. This happens if and only if

Nf = 2, θ = π, so the unorthodox relation is the unique characteristic of the 2-flavor QCD.

Since the minimum φ∗ is located between φ = 0 and φ = θ/Nf , the minimum cannot

approach to π/2 unless Nf = 2. Again, although the bulk adiabatic continuity does not

preserve the excitations, the infrared tail, or asymptotic behavior in the massless limit,

could be maintained. It is quite suggestive that our 2d observation nicely corresponds to

that of 4d chiral Lagrangian.

6.4 Topological susceptibility

The topological susceptibility χtop is defined as the correlation of the topological charge

density. This quantity is often studied as a characteristic quantity that represents the

fluctuation of the topological charge, e.g., see [115] for a review. In terms of the vacuum

energy, it quantifies the response to changes in the θ angle: E = 1
2χtopθ

2 +O(θ4).

We can obtain the topological susceptibility from the perturbation theory in θ for the

vacuum energy:

χtop =
NfmµχYM

Nfmµ+N2
fχYM

(6.17)

where χYM is the topological susceptibility of the pure Yang-Mills theory,

χYM =
2Ke−SI/N

N2
. (6.18)

This expression interpolates between the chiral limit χtop = 0 and the quenched limit

χtop = χYM.22

7 Dashen phase

In the context of the strong CP problem, there is an interest in the physics that occurs

when varying the mass of the up quark in (1 + 1)-flavor and (1 + 1 + 1)-flavor QCD. For

22This functional form is identical to the result from the large-N η′ mass term of Refs. [35, 36, 89], which

was used in Ref. [57]. We note, however, that the coincidence is somewhat trivial as this calculation only

uses the θ-derivatives at θ = 0 and does not utilize the global structure. Therefore, the consequence does

not depend upon whether the contribution from center-vortex-induced gluonic effects is represented by a

simple cosine function, its 1/N fractionalization, or a quadratic function.
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example, although it is no longer thought to be a plausible scenario [116], the fine-tuning

problem of the theta angle would not exist if the up quark were massless. Furthermore,

intriguing phase structures are expected on the (mu,md)-plane. It is anticipated that,

when the mass of the up quark takes a large negative value beyond a certain point, a

spontaneously CP -broken phase, known as the Dashen phase [26], would appear. On the

phase boundary of this Dashen phase, the neutral pion becomes massless.

In the following of this section, we set θ = 0, and mu, md are varied on both the

positive and negative values following the convention of Refs. [43, 48, 49, 55, 56]. When

one of mu, md is negative, i.e. mumd < 0, it corresponds to θ = π with mu,md > 0 in the

convention of previous sections.

In Refs. [43, 48, 49, 55, 56], the phase diagram on the (mu,md)-plane has been in-

vestigated using the chiral Lagrangian (without and with η′)23. It has been asserted that

nothing special happens at mu = 0 except at md = 0, and the existence of the Dashen

phase has been confirmed with the appearance of a massless pion at the phase boundaries.

In these references, however, a simple U(Nf )-valued meson field with a detU -type η′ mass

term was employed. As seen before (Section 4), the periodicity extension of η′ is important

to capture the global perspective correctly, so let us re-examine the discussions about the

Dashen phase from the semiclassical framework.

7.1 Dashen phase of (1 + 1)-flavor QCD

First, we shall see the Dashen phase in the semiclassical description of non-degenerate

two-flavor QCD. The semiclassical 2d effective theory consists of 2πN -periodic η′ and 2π-

periodic φ with the following potential (3.28),

V [η′, φ] = −muµ cos(η
′ − φ)−mdµ cos(φ)− 2Ke−SI/N cos

(
η′ − θ

N

)
. (7.1)

Here, we focus on the phase diagram on (mu,md) plane at θ = 0. The potential has the CP

invariance: (η′, φ) → (−η′,−φ). An obvious candidate of the vacuum is the CP symmetric

one ⟨η′⟩ = ⟨φ⟩ = 0, which is indeed the ground state for mu > 0 and md > 0. For mu < 0

and md < 0, the ground state is another CP symmetric vacuum ⟨η′⟩ = 0, ⟨φ⟩ = π.

The phase boundary between the CP -symmetric and CP -broken phases can be ana-

lytically obtained by considering the stability of these CP -symmetric vacua η′ = φ = 0 and

η′ = 0, φ = π. For the former vacuum η′ = φ = 0, the mass matrix has zero eigenvalue

when

mumd +∆(mu +md) = 0, (7.2)

where we have defined ∆ := 2Ke−SI/N

N2µ
. This determines the phase boundary of the trivial

phase η′ = φ = 0, and it is a rectangular hyperbola with asymptotes mu = −∆ and

md = −∆. Similarly, the phase boundary of the latter vacuum η′ = 0, φ = π is located on

mumd −∆(mu +md) = 0, (7.3)
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Figure 4: Plot of vacuum expectation value ⟨η′⟩ on the (mu/∆,md/∆) plane with ∆ =
2Ke−SI/N

N2µ
and θ = 0. The CP symmetry is preserved in the trivial phases (η′ = 0),

whereas the CP symmetry is spontaneously broken in the η′ ̸= 0 phase, which is the

Dashen phase. In this figure, we show the η′ < 0 configuration of the two CP -broken

vacua. The phase boundaries are analytically determined by mumd+∆(mu+md) = 0 and

mumd −∆(mu +md) = 0, as explained in the main text.

which is a rectangular hyperbola with asymptotes mu = ∆ and md = ∆.

The phase boundaries, together with the numerical plot of minimum η′, are depicted

in Fig. 4. The intermediate region, where η′ ̸= 0, is the CP -broken “pion”-condensed

Dashen phase. This result supports the main features expected in the previous studies:

There is the Dashen phase for mumd < 0, the massless mode (“pion”) appears on its phase

boundary, and the phase is trivial on the line mu = 0 except for the origin mu = md = 0.

These phase boundaries given by (7.2) and (7.3) are exactly identical to those found in [56]

(up to some parametrization), where U(2) chiral Lagrangian with the (detU)-type η′ mass

is employed. Since the above discussion only relies on the stability of the trivial vacua, the

phase boundary does not depend on the global structure.

The difference between our result and previous ones appears when the global structure

is involved. For example, a CP symmetric phase (“phase C” in Ref. [56]) appears for

large (mu,−md), i.e., in the limit of mu → ∞ and md → −∞, in their model. This CP

restoration needs to be understood as an artifact of the U(2) chiral Lagrangian: QCD

in the large-(mu,−md) limit reduces to the pure Yang-Mills theory at θ = π, where the

23What we call η′ corresponds to η = uū + dd̄ in the genuine 2-flavor case, but let us simply call the

flavor-singlet component as η′ for any flavors.
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spontaneous breakdown of CP symmetry is expected.24 Similarly, in the decoupling limit

mu → +∞, the md-dependence should be identical to that of Nf = 1 QCD (Fig. 3).

We can see that the periodicity extension of η′ plays an important role when the gluonic

multi-branch vacuum structure is significant.

7.2 Dashen phase of (1 + 1 + 1)-flavor QCD

The above phase diagram is affected by the strange quark. Next, let us consider the phase

diagram of Nf = 1 + 1 + 1 QCD on the (mu,md) plane with fixed strange mass ms > 0

and θ = 0. For large ms, the qualitative feature of the phase diagram is unchanged as it

is essentially (1 + 1)-flavor QCD. A nontrivial phenomenon happens if the strange mass

is below the critical mass of the 1-flavor QCD (see Fig. 3). In this case, the CP restored

phase appears in the limit (mu,md) → (∞,−∞) and (mu,md) → (−∞,∞).

Let us study how the phase diagram is changed by the strange quark. The semiclassical

potential (at θ = 0) is,

V [η′, φ1, φ2] = −msµ cos(η
′ − φ1 − φ2)−muµ cos(φ1)−mdµ cos(φ2)− 2Ke−SI/N cos

η′

N
.

(7.4)

Immediately, we can observe that there are CP -symmetric phases in some particular re-

gions:

• For mu > 0 and md > 0, the vacuum is (η′, φ1, φ2) = (0, 0, 0). Similarly, for mu < 0

and md < 0, the vacuum is (η′, φ1, φ2) = (0, π, π).

• New CP -restored phases appear ifms is below the critical mass, ms < ∆ = 2Ke−SI/N

N2µ
.

Then, for −mu ≫ ms and md ≫ ms, the vacuum is (η′, φ1, φ2) = (0, π, 0). Similarly,

for mu ≫ ms and −md ≫ ms, the vacuum is (η′, φ1, φ2) = (0, 0, π).

To determine phase boundaries, we now consider the stability of these CP -symmetric

minima. By a simple computation of the mass matrix, the phase boundary of each trivial

phase can be obtained as follows: For the former phases, we have

(ms +∆)mumd + (ms∆)(mu +md) = 0 for (η′, φ1, φ2) = (0, 0, 0) phase, (7.5)

(ms +∆)mumd − (ms∆)(mu +md) = 0 for (η′, φ1, φ2) = (0, π, π) phase. (7.6)

The asymptotes are mu = ± ms∆
ms+∆ and md = ± ms∆

ms+∆ . For the latter phases, the phase

boundaries suggested by the Hessian determinants are,

−(−ms +∆)mumd + (−ms∆)(mu −md) = 0 for (η′, φ1, φ2) = (0, 0, π) phase, (7.7)

−(−ms +∆)mumd + (−ms∆)(−mu +md) = 0 for (η′, φ1, φ2) = (0, π, 0) phase, . (7.8)

24Also in Ref. [56], the authors made a comment in one of footnotes that “phase C” disappears if one use

the large-N -type log-det η′ mass instead, and we agree on this point. However, the CP breaking at θ = π

is required by anomaly matching, so it must occur for any choice of the symmetry-preserving potentials,

including the (detU)-type η′ mass. Our interpretation is that the target space has to be 2πN -extended

from U(Nf ), and then the vacuum configuration of their “phase C” at large-(mu,−md) also violates the

CP symmetry.
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Figure 5: The phase diagram on the (mu,md) plane for the Nf = 1 + 1 + 1 QCD at a

subcritical strange mass ms = ∆/2(< ∆). The four regions (A) – (D) are CP -symmetric

trivial phases, and the other regions (E) and (F) are CP -broken Dashen phases.

These extrema are unstable for ms ≥ ∆25. For subcritical strange mass ms < ∆, the

phase boundaries of these phases are determined by the above hyperbolas with asymptotes

mu = ± ms∆
∆−ms

and md = ± ms∆
∆−ms

.

For supercritical strange mass ms ≥ ∆, the phase diagram is qualitatively the same as

the 2-flavor one shown in Fig. 4. The asymptotes of the phase boundaries are affected to

be mu = ± ms∆
ms+∆ and md = ± ms∆

ms+∆ , which were mu = ±∆ and md = ±∆ in the 2-flavor

case.

The phase diagram substantially changes for subcritical regime ms < ∆. There exists

a CP -restored phase for large (mu,−md) and (−mu,md). For example, a phase diagram

at ms = ∆/2 is plotted in Fig. 5. There are four CP symmetric trivial phases:

(A) (η′, φ1, φ2) = (0, 0, 0).

This phase includes the first quadrant mu > 0 and md > 0. The phase boundary is

given by (7.5).

(B) (η′, φ1, φ2) = (0, π, π)

This phase includes the third quadrant mu < 0 and md < 0. The phase boundary is

given by (7.6).

(C) (η′, φ1, φ2) = (0, 0, π).

25For ms ≥ ∆, the Hessian determinant is positive but it means two unstable modes.
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This phase appears in the lower-right region including mu ≫ ms and −md ≫ ms.

The phase boundary is given by (7.7).

(D) (η′, φ1, φ2) = (0, π, 0).

This phase appears in the upper-left region including −mu ≫ ms and md ≫ ms.

The phase boundary is given by (7.8).

The remaining regions (E) and (F) are the CP -broken Dashen phases.

This phase diagram bears a striking resemblance to the one depicted in [49]. In that

work, a similar phase diagram on the (mu,md) plane was drawn from the chiral Lagrangian

without η′. Several comments are in order regarding this observation:

• In the limit where the η′ meson decouples, ∆ → ∞, the phase boundaries coincide

with those of the chiral Lagrangian, as expected.

• A difference can be found in the decoupling limit of mu or md. For instance, in the

limit md → +∞, the chiral Lagrangian without η′ suggests that the Dashen phase

converges to a point. In contrast, our results indicate a Dashen phase in the range

− ms∆
∆−ms

< mu < − ms∆
∆+ms

. Notably, as ms approaches ∆, this width increases, and

for ms ≥ ∆, the CP -broken phase covers the semi-infinite region mu < − ms∆
∆+ms

.

• In [49], the U(3) chiral Lagrangian with (detU)-type η′ mass term was also examined,

concluding that it does not qualitatively differ from the chiral Lagrangian. This

incorporation of the η′ meson gives the qualitatively same phase diagram as Fig. 5,

However, even with a heavy strange mass ms > ∆, the phases (C) and (D) artificially

persist in the U(3) chiral Lagrangian26. As previously discussed, this artificial phase

is inconsistent with the phase diagram of the one-flavor QCD at θ = π (Fig. 3) in the

decoupling limit of mu → +∞ and md → −∞. The use of (2πN)-periodic η′ meson

improves the consistency with global aspects.

In conclusion, the semiclassical framework successfully explains the main character-

istics of the Dashen phase that are anticipated in prior studies. In comparison to the

conventional chiral Lagrangian, one of its advantages is the inherent inclusion of the glu-

onic multi-branch structure leading to the periodicity extension of η′ as noted in Sec. 4.

26For instance, instead of phase (C), the U(3) chiral Lagrangian yields an artificial trivial phase for

ms > ∆: At this vacuum, the chiral field U is,

U =

1 0 0

0 −1 0

0 0 1


which is equivalent to φ1 = 0, φ2 = π, η′ = π in our parameterization. In our model, this configuration is not

CP invariant: (φ1, φ2, η
′) = (0, π, π) and (φ1, φ2, η

′) = (0, π,−π) are discriminated due to the periodicity

extension (See also footnote 24).
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8 Conclusion

In this work, we have explored the QCD vacuum structure, employing a novel semiclassical

approach on R2 × T 2 with the ’t Hooft and U(1)B fluxes, proposed in [81]. Our main

finding is that the simple semiclassical 2d description can successfully explain the well-

known vacuum structures of QCD (Fig. 2).

A key implication of our approach is about the incorporation of the η′ meson into

the chiral Lagrangian (Section 4). In our semiclassical framework, the periodicity of η′ is

extended from 2π to 2πN . This periodicity extension is explicitly derived in 2d effective

description, and then we argue that this extension of the η′ should be true also in the

original 4d setup. Assuming this extension, we can align the 4d chiral Lagrangian including

the η′ with various global structures: For example, we can reproduce the discrete anomalies,

as well as the vacuum structure of the quenched limit, which could not be explained by

the naive U(Nf ) chiral Lagrangian with the 2π periodic η′. We also propose the 4d chiral

Lagrangian (4.5) consistent with the 2πN -extended η′ field.

Furthermore, our application of this framework to the Dashen phases has yielded

refined insights (Sections 5-7). We have confirmed that our semiclassical framework effec-

tively accounts for the key features of the Dashen phase as predicted in earlier research.

Compared to approaches from the conventional chiral Lagrangian, a notable benefit of this

framework is its natural incorporation of the gluonic multi-branch structure through the

extension of periodicity in η′. Our result refines the understanding of this point.

We would like to re-emphasize that our 2d effective description is microscopically

obtained, not derived phenomenologically. Although the adiabatic continuity conjecture is

a key assumption to apply it for the 4d vacuum strcuture, the 2d effective description itself

is derived from the original QCD Lagrangian (at small T 2 compactification). Additionally,

our results have not only reinforced the widely accepted vacuum structure of QCD, in

turn, but also have provided (indirect) evidence supporting the validity of the adiabatic

continuity conjecture.

There are several possible avenues for future studies. A notable advantage of our

semiclassical 2d effective description, in contrast to the traditional chiral Lagrangian, lies

in its improved treatment of the η′ meson. Therefore, it would be interesting to explore

physics where the global structure of the η′ meson plays a crucial role. Additionally, it would

be worthwhile to further investigate other models based on the semiclassical framework,

including different-rank bifundamental QCD and supersymmetric theories. For a more

fundamental direction, an intriguing (but difficult) prospect is to understand if there exists

a smooth and explicit connection between monopole and center-vortex semiclassics, thereby

deepening our understanding of the confinement mechanism.
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A Bosonized Schwinger model: an exercise for extending periodicity

As an example of extending the periodicity of a compact scalar done in Sec. 3.2.2, we

consider the bosonized charge-1 Schwinger model, namely 2d QED. After the bosonization,

the action reads,

S[a, ϕ] =

∫
1

2e2
|da|2 + iθ

2π
da+

i

2π
a ∧ dϕ+

1

8π
|dϕ|2, (A.1)

where a is the U(1) gauge field, ϕ is the 2π periodic bosonized variable, and |f |2 := f ∧ ⋆f .
Note that the vector-like current ψ̄γµψ of the fermion is translated to the topological

current i
2πdϕ in the bosonization.

A common manipulation is to integrate out the U(1) gauge field, and we get the mass

term e2

8π2 (ϕ+θ)
2. Naively, this appears inconsistent with the periodicity, and let us carefully

consider the integration of the U(1) gauge field step-by-step (see also [117–122]).

The integration over the U(1) gauge field consists of the following summations

• U(1) gauge bundles (Chern class),

• constant holonomies, and

• local fluctuations (globally-defined 1-form field),

and similarly, a 2π periodic compact scalar can be represented by a set of

• “local fluctuations”: a globally-defined ϕ̃ ∈ R

• “topological sectors”: c/2π ∈ H1(M2;Z).

Here, the constant holonomy only appears in the topological coupling

i

2π
a ∧ dϕ, (A.2)

and its integration27 constraints the nontrivial winding: c/2π = 0. For example, on T 2

with the size L, the 2π-periodic field ϕ may have the globally winding configuration such as

ϕ(x1, x2) = 2π(n1
x1
L +n2

x2
L ) with n1, n2 ∈ Z, but the holonomy integration sets n1, n2 = 0.

This enables us to regard ϕ as a globally-defined R-valued field.

To integrate out the U(1) gauge field, we represent the field strength da as a 2-form

field f with the Dirac quantization condition
∫ f

2π ∈ Z. To be more precise, the field

strength needs to be written as da = dã + 2πm, where ã is a globally-defined 1-form

27If the summation over the constant holonomy were over ZN , the constrain would be c/(2πN) ∈
H1(M2;Z). This happens in the main text, Sec. 3.2.2.
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representing the local fluctuations and m ∈ H2(M2;Z) is the Chern class specifying the

topological sector. The integration over the U(1) gauge field can be expressed as,∫
Da (· · · ) =

∑
m∈H2(M2;Z)

∫
Dã (· · · )|da=dã+2πm . (A.3)

Let us rewrite it into the another expression. The U(1) field strength f = da can also be

characterized by the closedness df = 0 and the Dirac quantization
∫ f

2π ∈ Z. The former

condition is trivial on the 2d manifold, so we can represent the integration over the U(1)

gauge field as the integration over the 2-form field with the quantization constraint:∫
Da (· · · ) =

∫
Df (· · · )|da=f × δ

(∫
f

2π
∈ Z

)
=

∑
n∈Z

∫
Df ein

∫
f (· · · )|da=f . (A.4)

One may regard that this manipulation is the 2d Abelian duality between the 1-form and

(−1)-form gauge fields, ⋆da↔ n.

Now, the action becomes

S =

∫
1

2e2

∣∣∣∣f +
ie2

2π
(ϕ+ θ) ⋆ 1

∣∣∣∣2 + e2

8π2
(ϕ+ θ)2 ⋆ 1 +

1

8π
|dϕ|2, (A.5)

and we can integrate out the U(1) gauge field as follows:

∑
n∈Z

∫
Df ein

∫
fe

−
∫

1
2e2

∣∣∣f+ ie2

2π
(ϕ+θ)⋆1

∣∣∣2

=
∑
n∈Z

en
∫

e2

2π
(ϕ+θ)⋆1

∫
Df ein

∫
fe−

∫
1

2e2
|f |2

=

(∫
Df e−

∫
1

2e2
|f |2

)∑
n∈Z

e
∫ [

− e2

2
n2+ne2

2π
(ϕ+θ)

]
⋆1
. (A.6)

Therefore, we can evaluate the partition function as

Z =

∫
Dϕ

∫
Da e−S[a,ϕ] ∝

∫
[dϕ]=0

Dϕ
∑
n∈Z

e−
∫

e2

8π2 (ϕ+θ−2πn)2⋆1− 1
8π

|dϕ|2 . (A.7)

We note that ϕ in the last expression is subject to the constraint [dϕ] = 0 ∈ H1(M2;Z),
which means that ϕ cannot have a nontrivial global winding, and this constraint appears

as a result of the integration over the holonomies.

From the constraint [dϕ] = 0, we can lift ϕ to a R-valued field ϕ̃, but there are

(infinitely) many lifts {ϕ̃ + 2πn}n∈Z that gives the identical ϕ ∈ (R/2πZ). Thus, the

integration over a R-valued field can be written as,∫
Dϕ̃ (· · · ) =

∫
[dϕ]=0

Dϕ
∑
n∈Z

(· · · )|ϕ̃=ϕ−2πn , (A.8)
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Model Schwinger model 2d EFT of QCD on R2 × T 2

Elements

Gauged symmetry of compact boson U(1)mag residual (ZN )mag

Magnetic object U(1) flux ZN center vortex

Consequences by integrating out the gauge field

Periodicity extension R-valued ϕ̃ η′ ∼ η′ + 2πN

Induced mass term e2

8π (ϕ̃+ θ)2 −2Ke−SI/N cos
(
η′−θ
N

)
Table 1: Comparison between the Schwinger model and the T 2-flux compactified (1-flavor)

QCD discussed in the main text.

where ϕ in the substitution “ϕ̃ = ϕ− 2πn” means an arbitrary lift of ϕ to a R-valued field.

The sum over n ∈ Z is a summation of all smooth lifts of (R/2πZ)-valued field ϕ. As in

the main text, the integration over U(1) gauge field, which magnetically couples to the

compact scalar, extends the periodicity: from a (R/2πZ)-valued field ϕ to a R-valued field

ϕ̃. We then end up with the effective theory for the periodicity-extended R-valued field ϕ̃,

Z =

∫
Dϕ

∫
Da e−S[a,ϕ] ∝

∫
Dϕ̃ e−

∫
e2

8π2 (ϕ̃+θ)2⋆1− 1
8π

|dϕ̃|2 . (A.9)

Essentially, the same phenomenon happens in the 2d effective theory for QCD on R2×T 2.

Let us turn on the mass perturbation −µm cos(ϕ) and briefly discuss the vacuum struc-

ture at θ = π. The argument is quite parallel to that of the one-flavor QCD presented in

Sec. 5. A comparison between these two models is summarized in Table 1. The qualitative

structure can be readily extracted from the potential:

V (ϕ̃) = −µm cos(ϕ) +
e2

8π2
(ϕ̃+ θ)2. (A.10)

When the mass term is weak µm < e2

4π , we have the unique vacuum ϕ̃ = −π. On the other

hand, for large mass µm > e2

4π , the extrema ϕ̃ = −π is not a minimum, and two minima

appear. We obtain the similar phase diagram as Fig. 3 for the 1-flavor Schwinger model.
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