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ABSTRACT: There are two distinct regimes of Yang-Mills theory where we can demonstrate
confinement, the existence of a mass gap, and fractional theta angle dependence using a
reliable semi-classical calculation. The two regimes are Yang-Mills theory on S x R? with
a small circle and a double-trace deformation, and Yang-Mills theory on T2 x R? where
the torus 72 is small and threaded by a 't Hooft flux. In the first case the confinement
mechanism is related to self-dual monopoles, whereas in the second case self-dual center-
vortices play a crucial role. These two topological objects are distinct. In particular, they
have different mutual statistics with Wilson loops. On the other hand, they carry the same
topological charge and action. We show that one can derive the effective field theory of
vortices, a deformed Zy TQFT, from the effective theory of the magnetic Coulomb gas
in the presence of a 't Hooft flux. We describe this result as a two-stage adjoint Higgs
mechanism, where the first stage yields U(1)¥~! EFT in 3d and second stage yields a Zy
EFT in 2d and 1d. This basic mechanism is flux fractionalization: The magnetic flux of
the monopoles fractionalizes and collimates in such a way that 2d Wilson loops detect it
as a center vortex.
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1 Introduction

Pure Yang-Mills theory and QCD(adj) with massless or massive fermions in the adjoint rep-
resentation are theories in which there exists a ZE%,] 1-form symmetry, or center-symmetry,
and the notion of confinement is sharply characterized in terms of the Wilson loop as an
order parameter. Both of these theories admit a semi-classical weak coupling description
for (non-thermal) compactifications of the theory on four-manifolds such as R? x S [1-6]
and R? x T? [7-10]. These realizations are adiabatically connected to the theory on R%.
In the limit where the size of the circle or the torus are small non-perturbative effects



such as confinement, dependence on the theta angle, and the mass gap can be understood
analytically.

An important challenge that arises from these studies pointed in [7] is the following: On
R3 x S, where the theory is guaranteed to remain center-symmetric form small S* via either
judicious boundary conditions for fermions or double-trace deformations, confinement and
other non-perturbative effects are generated by the proliferation of monopole instantons
or magnetic bions [1-5, 11]. On R? x T2 however, in the presence of a 't Hooft flux, it
was shown that confinement is caused by the proliferation of center vortices on R? in a
manner reminiscent of the charge-N abelian Higgs model in 2d [7-10, 12]. (See also [13-
17].) Remarkably, both monopole instantons and center-vortices can be viewed (in specified
circumstances) as configurations with fractional topological charge and fractional action
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Qr =
where St is the 4d instanton action [18-21]. However, these are physically distinct configu-
rations, in particular, center-vortices possess a non-trivial mutual statistics with the Wilson
loop [22-25], while monopoles do not. More specifically, on R? x S, monopoles appear in
circumstances where Polyakov loop around S' acquires a non-trivial profile P3 oc C' where
C is clock matrix, leading to dynamical abelianization, SU(N) — U(1)N¥~1. In contrast, on
R? x T2, center-vortices appear when the Polyakov loops on T? cycles are non-commuting
pairs, P, = C, P, = S, such as clock and shift matrix, and the gauge structure is reduced
down to the center, SU(N) — Zy.

R3 x St SU(N) Py adjolnt Higes UN-t monopoles, bions,
P12 adjoint Hi
R? x T? SU(N) —2 2ot e, Zn center vortices . (1.2)

Remarkably, despite the differences in the dynamics and mechanisms of confinement, the
qualitative and some quantitative features of the two regimes are identical. This implies
that these two semiclassical regimes may indeed be adiabatically connected, without any
intervening phase transitions. In this paper, we show how one regime transmutes to the
other with the change of parameters.

The long distance theory on R3 x S! is described as an effective field theory (EFT)
based on the grand canonical description of a magnetic Coulomb gas [3], similar to Polyakov
model on R3? [26, 27]. We will refer to this theory as the monopole EFT. In the long-
distance regime on R x 7% x S', and R? x T2, in the appropriate regimes, the long distance
effective theory is a Zy topological quantum field theory (TQFT) [28, 29] deformed by
local topological operators [30, 31] in 1d and 2d, respectively as summarized in Fig.1. The
local topological operators are center-vortices in 2d and fractional instantons in 1d. We
show analytically the transition between these effective field theories:

Monopole EFT in 3d = TQFT + deformation in 1d and 2d (1.3)

as well as the relation between monopoles on R? x S, vortices on R? x T2 and fractional
instantons on R x T2 x S*.



We provide a detailed discussion of monopole-vortex continuity in two different set-
tings. Physically, the most remarkable finding is the transmutation of monopoles and
their magnetic flux into center-vortices. At short distances the magnetic flux of monopole
2ma; € 2ml, is spherically symmetric, where I',. is the root lattice. In the context of certain
compactification employing a 't Hooft flux [32-34] we show that the magnetic flux frac-
tionalizes and collimates into tubes of finite thickness, such that 27v; € 27", flux exits
from the vicinity of the North Pole and —27v; 1 € 271", exits from the vicinity of South
pole. Here, I'y, is the weight lattice. In the setting of a lower dimensional field theory
a large Wilson loop which encircles the core of the flux tube sees it as center-vortex, i.e,
classically W(C) = %treiﬂg“ = e % if vortex is inside C, and W(C) = 1if it is outside C.
In contrast, a Wilson loop measures the effect of a monopole at a point z € R? through
Qp(x), the solid angle for the oriented surface D (0D = C') subtended at a point x (and
some group theoretic factors), where —27 < Qp(x) < 27 is continuous. We provide a
detailed explanation of this phenomenon that we refer to as flux fractionalization in §.4.1.

Also, starting with the classical long range Coulomb interaction between monopoles,
by compactifying in the presence of a ’t Hooft flux, we derive the short-range classical
interactions between center-vortices in 2d EFT. Further considering a small 72 we also
obtain a classical short-range interactions between the fractional instantons in 1d quantum
mechanics. Despite the fact that the interaction between the center-vortices becomes short
range, they still lead to confinement due to the non-trivial mutual statistics with the Wilson
loops.

These results are remarkable, because they provide a unified perspective of monopole-
induced confinement on R3 x S' and center-vortex-induced confinement on R? x T2. From
the perspective of the grand-canonical ensemble of the two topological objects the Wil-
son loop is disordered because of the sum over the induced phase factors. Desctructive
interference of these phases leads to the exponential smallness of (W (C)) = e~Area(D)T,
Historically, the monopole and center vortex pictures of confinement in QCD were viewed
as distinct alternatives for the confinement mechanism on R* [35-37]. However, we recently
showed that center-vortex proliferation in d > 3 is a necessary, but not sufficient condition
for confinement [30], whereas in d = 2, it is both necessary and sufficient. In the preent
work we demonstrate that both mechanisms are realized in different semi-classical reginmes
of the Yang-Mills theory which are adiabatically connected to R*.

Perhaps more importantly, since both center-vortices and monopoles are realized as
fractional instantons in the appropriate semi-classical limits, these results highlight the
non-trivial inner structure of the 4d instanton. It is by no means a simple structureless
topological lump. We may hope that these types of reliable semi-classical studies may reveal
the true nature of the 4d instanton, and provide a first principle study of non-perturbative
phenomena directly on R%.

Set-up: Throughout the paper, we study 4-dimensional SU(N) Yang-Mills (YM) theory
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Figure 1. Regimes of SU(2) gauge theory on a) R x T2 x S* with n13 = 1 and b) R? x St x S1
with ng3 = 1 units of 't Hooft flux. Provided min(Lg:, Ly2) << A™1, the theory is amenable to a
semi-classical treatment. There are two regimes, one in which the gauge structure is reduced to
U(1)N=1) and one in which it is Higgsed further down to Zy. The two regimes are adiabatically
connected. Along the red line in a) the minimum of the 1-loop potential changes from a non-
trivial holonomy and non-flat connection to a trivial holonomy and flat connection. Both sides are
governed by center-vortices, but their poperties are different. See §.3.3 for a summary.

on 4d spacetime My. The classical action of the theory is given by

Sym = gIQ/tr[F(a) A *F(a)] + % /tr[F(a) A F(a)], (1.4)
where a is the SU(N) gauge field, F'(a) = da+iaAa is the field strength, 6 is the topological
theta angle, and g [ tr[F(a) A F(a)] € Z is the instanton number. The theory has a Zy
1-form symmetry [38] (called center-symmetry in the older literature) denoted by ZR,]. The
4-manifolds we consider are

My =R x (Sl)l X (81)2 X (81)3 with (:U07x1,$2,933) € My, (1.5)

and circle sizes L1, Lo, L, which includes the limits R3 x S! and R%2 x T2. In §.2 and §.3, we
turn on n1a = 1 units of 't Hooft flux, and work with a symmetric T? with L1 = Lo = L.
We explore different semi-classical regimes by changing Lp2/Ls. In §.4, we work with
ngs = 1 on R? x (S1)y x (S1)3 and an asymmetric torus, and explore the dynamics by
adjusting Lo/ Ls.

Note added: During the completion of this work, we learned about Ref.[39]. Section 4 and
Appendix B are motivated by this work. Different from Ref.[39], we derive the 2d effective
in terms of dual photon variables of the 3d monopole theory. In particular, the structure
of the effective field theory we obtained in 1d (2.44) is identical to the one we obtain in
2d (4.12), both are Zy TQFTs deformed by center-vortex operators (which descends from
monopole-instantons in 3d).



2 Semi-classics on R x T3 - x S} . with ’t Hooft flux through 7°

smal

We will describe various regimes of the cross-over diagram Fig. 1 for Yang-Mills theory. We
will review the necessary ingredients of the semi-classical description on a small S x R3
3, 6] and small T2 x R? [7] as we proceed. Our goal is to connect the semi-classical theory
in these two regimes through their common quantum mechanical limit in Fig.1.

Consider the theory formulated on the 4-manifold:

M4 =R x (T2)12 X(Sl)g (21)
nio=1 flux
with the limiting cases
R x T?arge x Sslmall ~ R?) X Sl? (22)
R x Ts2mall X Sllarge ~ R2 X T27

for the large-T2 and large-S' limits, respectively. Here, we assume
min(Lgi, Ly2) < A, (2.4)

where A~! is the strong length scale of the Yang-Mills theory, and this guarantees a weak
coupling since g2 N (Lshort) < 1. We expect that both of these regimes are adiabatically con-
nected to the R* limit, as well as to each other since we can reproduce the non-perturbative
properties such as confinement, mass gap, and the multi-branch structure of vacua. Since
the theory is in the weak coupling regime provided min(Lg1, Ly2) < A1, it may be possi-
ble to understand the ”transition” or ”cross-over” between these two confinement regimes
by using weak coupling tools. Our goal is to explore this connection in this paper.

2.1 ’t Hooft flux: Alternative implementations and energetics

A ’t Hooft flux on T2 is characterized by the gauge invariant integers nio € Zy that appear
in the twisted boundary conditions. The identification of fields at (z1,z2), (x1 + L1, x2)
and (x1,x2 + Lg) is achieved by using the transition functions gi(x2), g2(z1).

a(zy = L1, x2) = g1(w2) alx1 = 0,22)g1(z2) — g1 (w2)Tdg1 (22), (2.5)
a(xy, e = Lo) = gg(wl)Ta(:Ul,acQ =0)go(x1) — igz(xl)ngg(iL‘l). (2.6)

The consistency condition requires that [32]

21
91(L2)g2(0)" = g2(L1)1g1(0) exp <1Nn12> . (2.7)
This label n1s € Zy is the 't Hooft flux.

Turning on an Fjs or not: Although not often emphasized, the way nis # 0 is achieved
in order to probe low energy physics of a given theory is related to energetics [40]. The



condition niy # 0 can always be achieved without turning on any chromo-magnetic field
(Fi2 = 0),! but it can also be achieved by turning on a non-vanishing abelian chromo-
magnetic field (Fia # 0) [13, 14, 40]. In order to probe the low-energy theory, which one of
these should one use is a matter of energetics and dynamics. In particular, in theories which
are abelianized by the Polyakov loop acting as an adjoint Higgs field, the case (Fia # 0)
may be favorable. We will encounter both in the following.

In compactification of the theories on R down to R4~! x S, the holonomy of the gauge
field in the compact direction P3 = ¢'$93 acts as a compact scalar adjoint Higgs field from
the perspective of the long distance theory. Depending on the form of the Pj, this can
lead to abelianization SU(N) — U(1)V~! or not. Thus, with further compactification of
RI1 x S1 to eg. R x T? x S, the dynamical behavior of Polyakov loop and the way 't

Hooft flux is implemented (F2 L 0) are not independent questions.

Depending on the boundary conditions, we can have a Polyakov loop P3; which is
proportional to identity, or we can have Ps proportional to the clock matrix C'. For example,
on R3 x S' in the small S! regime where V (P3) is perturbatively calculable, we can have

Pébr. — wklN, w = GIW, (28)

Pybr — w?CyN = w*?Diag (l,w,wz, - ,wal) , a=0,1for N € (2Z+1,27).(2.9)

The first one of these options takes place in pure thermal Yang-Mills at high-temperature
[41], and the latter takes place in QCD(adj) with massless or light fermions endowed with
periodic boundary conditions [42]. The latter can also be achieved by a double-trace
deformation [3] or even with heavy adjoint fermions if L3 is small enough[43, 44].

Assume we start with Lp2 — oo as in (2.2), and consider the center-unbroken config-
uration (2.9). Since we want to study Yang-Mills theory, (2.9) can be accomplished either
with double-trace deformation or by introducing a heavy adjoint fermion with periodic
boundary conditions, and considering the small Lg limit. A deformation potential which

satisfies center-stability on R x Térge X Sslmall is?
[N/2] 9 1
YM
AS(Py) = —2x S = 2x / S g gl (PP (2.10)
My n>1 3
where Sf_l\foop is the one-loop effective action for the Polyakov line in pure Yang-Mills

theory [41]. Notice that deformation is perturbative in 't Hooft coupling A = ¢?N as
it compensates the one-loop effect, but unsuppressed in the large N counting. It can

"We do not typically associate a chromomagnetic field with the ’t Hooft flux. However, it is possible to
do so. In unbroken SU(N) gauge theories, this will also give an ni2 flux sector, but with higher energy.
However, if we know theory is abelianized (say by an adjoint Higgs mechanism), then a lower energy
configuration is often achieved by turning on Fia # 0. We thank Erich Poppitz for this explanation.

2The deformed theory, S4YM = §¥M 4 AS satisfies adiabatic continuity (absence of phase transitions)
between the small R® x S and R* theories. In the large-N limit, one can prove by using loop equations
that the deformed small R® x S' theory is equivalent to the theory on R* theory [3].



be produced dynamically at one loop by integrating out heavy adjoint fermions. The

deformation (2.10) ensures that the minimum of VE\{éOp+AV is located at (2.9), Pi o C.

Now, assume we turn on an ni2 = 1 't Hooft flux on Térge. As mentioned above, there
are two possible scenarios: Constant non-abelian transition matrices gy = C, go = S which
is associated with Fjs = 0, or abelian transition matrices leading to Fjo # 0. These two

options have different energy costs.
Chromo-magnetic fluxes consistent with nis = 1 satisfy [45]3

() 1 2T
2 gLLy

H®  H® = Diag(0,...,0,1,0,...,0) — —1y, (2.11)

where H® is the ™ Cartan generator. Such a configuration has a classical energy, given

by
1\ 2 L o 2 1
Eoonfiat = 1 tr | (FOY | = =2 (Z2) (1-=). 2.12
flat 2/T2X51 r[( 12) 2L1Ls \ g N (2.12)

Since this configuration has a tachyonic instability, it was dismissed as a possible ground
state [45]. However, if the theory abelianizes by a potential for the gauge holonomies, the
tachyonic mode can and does disappear.? It becomes energetically favorable to work with
such abelian backgrounds as argued in [40]. Notice that for large-T2, the chromo-magnetic
field dilutes as 1/Area(T?), and the classical total energy tends to zero asymptotically.
Hence, as long as T? is large enough, the ground states robustly lives in these chromo-
magnetic flux sectors (which also carry nis = 1).

In the presence of the 't Hooft flux with non-abelian transition matrices and Fjo = 0,
the Polyakov loops around the nontrivial cycles of T? are given by

Py(x2) = 91(962)77eif0L1 a(wre2)de — g
Py(z1) = g2(x1) 'PeifoLQ a(z1,w2)des _ (2.13)

Since the classical field is gauge equivalent to a = 0, the Polyakov loops are the same
as the transition functions. The flatness condition (Fj2 = 0) requires P;P3 = P3P, and

3We thank A. Gonzalez-Arroyo and M. Garcia-Perez for discussions concerning their work [45].
4 More precisely, the theory with an abelian chromo-magnetic background field has a tachyonic in-
stability on R*, originally realized by Nielsen-Olesen [46] for gluonic fields. For a magnetic background

field B = By(o3/2) in SU(2) gauge theory, the mode decomposition of the field yields the frequencies
w,%z’n = (QBO (n+ % + S3) + kg , which is tachyonic for S3 = —1, n = 0 where k. is continuous momenta.
However, on R xT? x S*, with By = %

modified to wj, ,,(6:;) = (QBO (n+5+S3)+ 72 (2mks + (0: — 0j))2) where in the center-symmetric holonomy
3

and with non-trivial holonomy in the S" direction, this formula is

background, minimal value of 6;; ~ QW’T Thus, as long as center-symmetry is stable, for sufficiently large-
(L72)?, the tachyonic instability disappears. This is the working assumption in [40]. However, as (Lp2)
gets smaller, at some point, the tachyonic (Nielsen-Olesen) instability will kick in. This is indicated by the
red line in Fig. 1. This is however, not a phase transition, as the theory is formulated in finite-volume. But
there is a rather dramatic rearrangement of states. We do not explore this cross-over further in this paper.
See §.3.3 for comparision of the two-sides of the crossover.



Py P3; = P3Ps, and for a flat gauge field, we must have
Py=e2™m/N1 i =0,1,...,N—1. (2.14)

For this configuration there is no classical energy, but the double trace deformation (or
loop correction) leads to an energy that scales with the size of T2, given by

LiLy 1
L2 N2, (2.15)

AFE
flat X L% L3

In other words, in terms of the energy cost of the two configurations on T3 = (T?)15 x (S1)3,
we obtain a classical energy cost for the non-flat gauge field and a one-loop energy cost for
flat gauge field:

N [/ L2 1 LiLs\ 1
AEyon_ — 3 ) — AFE N? — 2.16
non—flat X \ <L1L2> L37 flat X ( L% > LS ) ( )

where A\ = ¢2N is 't Hooft coupling. This implies that on large-T? x S', it is energetically
preferable to turn on a 't Hooft flux n12 = 1 by turning on a chromo-magnetic field. Even
though a background chromo-magnetic field costs classical energy, and the cost of the flat
background arises from the 1-loop effect, the background with Fio # 0 is favored for large

L1 > energetically.
This implies that on Térge X Sslman x R, the theory is in an abelianized regime due to

non-trivial gauge holonomy (2.9). Therefore, the dynamics at distances larger than inverse
1= 4

W-boson mass (myy is described as an abelianized gauge theory

SU(N) — U)N"! Py as adjoint Higgs field. (2.17)

Despite the fact that tr(PF) = 0 for k # 0 (mod N), the zero form part of the center-
symmetry ZE(\)I] is broken at the perturbative level on (2.2) in an interesting way. The order
parameter that realizes this breaking is tr( Py Fs), the Polyakov loop with the insertion of

F12. This operator acquires a non-vanishing expectation value. In particular,

LiLo i i
( = ) tr <P3F1(2)> —wi, i=1,...,N. (2.18)

We denote these N classical vacua by |v;), associated with the weights of the defining
representation following (2.11), and refer to them as magnetic flurz vacua

magnetic flux vacua:  {|v;),i=1,...,N} (2.19)

The theory admits monopole-instantons (which should be viewed as fractional instantons)
interpolating between the perturbative vacua

Wit1) = |vi), (2.20)

The change in the chromo-magnetic flux through tunneling process is characterized by the
magnetic flux of a monopole-instanton.

Qmag =V — Vi1 = Oy, 1=1,...,N. (2.21)



The non-zero transition amplitudes
(ile THM |y, 1) = K™ St/NHO/N (2.22)

(0]

between the perturbative vacua leads to the restoration of (Zy' )3 center-symmetry non-
perturbatively.

On R x (SY)gman x (TQ)IMge with Lg1 < A~Y if Ly is asymptotically large, the local
dynamics must be essentially the same as the theory on R? x S'. The effect of the
Hooft flux insertion via the abelian chromomagnetic flux (2.11) has a relatively small effect
on local dynamics. The monopoles and bions due to SU(N) — U(1)N~! are present in
the system and their proliferation leads to non-perturbative effects. If T2 is very large,
then, the proliferation of the monopole-instantons is mathematically equivalent to the
grand canonical ensemble of a magnetic Coulomb gas in 3d. The magnetic Coulomb gas is
most easily described by using abelian duality, mapping N — 1 photons into N — 1 scalars
xdo = Lgfq—gF. The monopole operator is easier to express in the dual language than the
original description, and they are given by:

St
N
Now, we can write the effective field theory action associated with the magnetic Coulomb
gas (See [3] for details):

M;(z) = Ke Imelro@d/N ;=1 N), S, = (2.23)

9 N
g 2 0
Ssq = do|* -2 cos|la; o+ — | . 2.24
= [, st 2 o (o ) .21
This description is valid at energies lower than W-boson mass, my = L%%N The inverse
of my also indicates the length scale associated with monopole size, ry, = L237Jrv . It is also

useful to recall that the dual photon field o has periodicity determined by weight lattice,
o~ 0o+ 2rpi, pi € Ly

RN—I
€ . 2.25
7S 2T, (225)
This system generates a non-perturbative mass gap for the dual photon
mp:m%npsin%, p=1...,N—1,
Moy np = A(ANL3)%/6 = ¢}, (2.26)

where A is the strong scale of 4d Yang-Mills theory, and ¢p is the magnetic Debye length.
The small parameter ¢ = (ANL3) < 1 controls the semi-classical expansion on R3 x S*.
Note that with our definition of m. np, Mp—1 ~ My np/N at larger values of N.

2.2 Separation of scales and transition from 3d to 1d EFT

It is useful to consider the physics of the effective field theory (EFT) on R x T2, go X5, .

small
in two different regimes. First of all, because of the existence of the flux nio = 1 through



T2, the N —1 photons also acquire classical masses (even smaller than the non-perturbative
mass at sufficiently large T2, but getting larger as T2 gets smaller), so the classically flat
o directions get lifted. We will describe how this occurs shortly. The lightest of these dual
photons masses is

27
Mclass = m, eclass =
T

because of the 't Hooft flux (2.27)
Mclass

and the corresponding length scale is f..ss. Therefore, the origin of the mass gap in the
theory changes from non-perturbative to classical as one changes Ly2. It is given by

Mgap ~ MaxX (Melags, Mp—1) = Max (]\222’ ngD> (2.28)
As long as L2 > {p (or Lp2 > ig—}g), the 3d effective field theory (2.24) is a good
description of the physics of this system. The dynamics and non-perturbative aspects of
the theory are identical to the theory on R3x (S')gman. However, in the regime L2 < £p, as
we consider the long distance physics in the non-compact R direction, the non-perturbative
mass-gap my ~ ¢~35m is not relevant. Yet monopoles are still present. At large distances,
we must construct a 1D EFT which captures the effects of these monopoles. Thus, we have
two regimes:

Lgi < Ly2 <¢p  1d EFT. (2.30)

3D EFT: As long as T? is sufficiently large so that (2.29) is satisfied one can use the
EFT (2.24) in order to determine the non-perturbative dynamics. In particular, the theta
dependence of the vacuum energy density can be extracted from this description. For
this purpose we have to find critical points of the potential in (2.24), which are possible
sets of mean fields for the o field. There are IV constant critical points for o field in its
fundamental domain (2.25). They can be most easily found by using o = Z@]\L _11 oip;. The
potential can then be written as

V(o)) = —Cn(e9 4 ...+ eloN-1 emilorteton-1) 4 ¢ ey, (2.31)

The extrema are given by

ov
3 =0 = ogi=—(o1+...+0on_1) Wi mod 27 . (2.32)
o
The N critical points can be expressed as
27 RN-1
gp— 2.
op = Hrke IS T’ (2.33)

where p = ZZ]\L Il w; is the Weyl vector. These critical points are shown in Fig. 2 for N = 3.
Since a;.p = 1,5 = 1,..., N, the vacuum energy densities of these N branches are given
by

En(0) = —2NKe %1/N ¢cos (W) . (2.34)

~10 -
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Figure 2. For SU(3) gauge theory, the region bordered by the weight vectors py, po is the funda-
mental cell of the weight lattice, and it is also the fundamental domain of o /27 (2.25). The red
marked points denote the meta-stable vacua of the NV = 3 theory along the Weyl vector p according
to (2.33). These are the mean-fields (critical points) of the monopole-EFT and as one dials #-angle,
each one will become a genuine ground state at some value of §. We show that these are also the
metastable vacua of the quantum mechanical limit of the theory, providing adiabatic continuity
between the two regimes.

Which £ is the true vacuum changes depending on #, and the 6 dependence of the vacuum
energy is given by Eground (f) = miny Ex(0).

2.3 Quantum mechanical limit as a deformed TQFT

1D EFT, Hamiltonian in terms of magnetic (or electric) flux basis: In order to
study the theory at distances larger than L2 in the non-compact R direction we have to
work with the quantum mechanical reduction. However, because to Abelian 't Hooft flux,
this is not a naive dimensional reduction. The theory remembers many interesting aspects
of the QFT on a large T2

In particular, the N-fold perturbative degeneracy of the flux vacua given in (2.12)
remains at all orders in perturbation theory in quantum mechanics. In addition to that,
monopole effects survive since we are still in the regime governed by SU(N) — U(1)N~!
and the characteristic size of monopoles Lg1 < Lp2. The degeneracy of the flux vacua
is lifted non-perturbatively due to monopole-instanton tunneling events. In particular,
tunneling between flux vacua due to monopoles can be described as:

= 1) =5 [u) =2 Jug) = L ) = (2.35)

In the quantum mechanical description the easiest way to proceed to determine the spec-
trum is to use the tight-binding approximation. The problem is similar to a particle on a
circle with N degenerate harmonic minima. The tight-binding Hamiltonian is

N N
H= Zw|1/i><ui] — ZKemeﬂe/N |vi) (vit1] + hee., (2.36)
i=1 i=1
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where the second term describes nearest neighbors hopping between adjacent flux vacua
(2.35), and the first term is the perturbative vacuum energy for the states |v;). We can
easily diagonalize the Hamiltonian (2.36) via a discrete Fourier transform:

iy = —— iwm (2.37)
N \/N =1 Z ‘

and obtain

H =" ei(0)[k) (k| (2.38)
0

=

£
I

where 4,(0) is given in (2.34). We can interpret the states |k) as the electric fluz states,
and describe the low energy limit of quantum mechanics in terms of either magnetic or
electric basis:

Magnetic flux states :  |v;) <= |k} : Electric flux states (2.39)

The string tensions for charge ¢ in the the regime —7 < § < 7 are given by T, = ¢,4(0) —
£4(0).

In fact, we can deduce an alternative form of the 1D EFT which is more insightful, and
which also has a non-trivial relation with the center-vortex EFT in d = 2 dimensions. In
the regime Ly2 < £p the non-perturbative mass of the dual photon is not relevant, because
the classical mass induced by twisted boundary conditions dominates. The existence of a

classical mass is a well-known fact in the twisted Eguchi-Kawai reduction construction
2

NLT;Q :

at the classical level, the system acquires IV discrete isolated minima. This implies that

[47, 48], and lowest mass of the photon is given by w = Furthermore, note that
due to the twisted boundary conditions (or chromo-magnetic flux), the zero mode of the
o field (which is an N — 1 dimensional torus, 7"V=1) must be lifted. What are the discrete
configurations of the dual photon (let us call these o)) that survive under the twisted
boundary conditions?

Realizing that the degeneracy of the N-metastable vacua is lifted as e (6) because of the
tunnelings, we can reach the same conclusion from the compactification of the underlying
monopole-EFT in the regime L2 < £p. The monopole-induced potential at the discrete
set {070} must coincide with the theta dependence of the quantum mechanical spectrum.
i.e. we must have

N
0 0 + 2rk
Z Cm €OS (ai -0+ ) o e 91N cos <> (2.40)
i=1 N o=00. N
This requires
2 .
;oo = Wk’ Vi=1,...,N (2.41)
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which has a unique solution:

P
ook = Nﬂpk, k=01,...N—1 (2.42)

Therefore, the quantum mechanical limit on Lp2 < ¢p implies that the classical config-
urations of o that survive under n13 = 1 flux are given by (2.42). Remarkably, these
are also critical points (mean fields) of the monopole-EFT in the full 3d limit. Thus, we
showed that the vacua in 3d EFT and the vacua in the 1d quantum mechanical EFT are
adiabatically connected.

How can we incorporate these into a 1d effective theory starting with the 3d monopole
theory? We first note that for Ly < L2 < £p, at distances 7 > L2, the gauge structure
is further reduced down to Zy. We can view this as a second step in two-stage adjoint
Higgs mechanism:

Ps5 adjoint Higgs N—1 niz2=1flux
SU(N) =, N relie, g, (2.43)
—1_NL3 e — T ~~—
E<(mw)™!=57 3d EFT E< 2#2 1d EFT

The appropriate dimensional reduction of the 3d EFT into the quantum mechanical regime
which takes into account the classical mass for the dual photon and its classical N-fold
degenerate structure (under nio = 1 choice) is:

g9 2 2 . 21
S1a = L1Lo RSTL?) |dro|* +w min a—ﬁpk

2 N )
) —2Cm;cos (aa-a'Jr N) .
(2.44)

This immediately implies that at distances 7 > L2 the partition function localizes to the
classical vacua (2.42) that arise from the flux.’

For general N, if we make the ansatz

o= pyp (2.45)

the 1d action reduces to

2 2
g°p 2 2 . 2
Siq = (LD 4, min | — “X &
1a = (L1 2)/R8772L3 (! ol +w in |

2 0
> — 2¢nN cos (L,O + N> . (2.46)

This is exactly the dimensional reduction of the infrared description of the charge- N abelian
Higgs model (A.7). Although it is not usually written in this dual language, it is also
instanton gas representation of a quantum mechanical system on S' with N harmonic

® Here, note that we only kept the lowest mass (or Fourier) mode of the o field. Although this mode is not
parametrically separated from the higher modes, since we consider a (deformed) TQFT limit of the theory,
this does not cause a harm. However, in calculating the long distance interaction between monopoles,
this approximation only retains the leading exponential interaction between monopoles and drops further
exponentially suppressed terms. If we wish to calculate both short and long distance interaction between
monopoles and the interpolation between the two regime, we need to reinstate all the Fourier modes. We
will show this procedure in detail in an appendix.
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vacua.® An equivalent way of writing (2.46) in the low energy limit is as a dimensional
reduction of the deformed TQFT (3.10)

iN da 0
Sld = E /dt(p E -2 (CleLQN) cos <90 + N) ’ (2‘47)

where ae = § a is the holonomy of the connection a.

Eq.(2.44) is the action we obtain when compactifying the theory to quantum mechanics
with hierarchy Lg1 < L2 < A~'. In the next section, we will again consider a quantum
mechanical compactification, but with the opposite hierarchy Ly < Lgi < A™!. Re-
markably, this leads to the action given in (2.46), but the interpretation of states and the
tunneling events are different.

We can easily evaluate the partition function and its 6 dependence either by using
(2.44) or (2.47). Integrating over the variable o localizes to the N-vacua, leading to

N-—1
20~ [ Doesn = Y sutonn) = 3 htaiins (), g

00,k k=0

reproducing the same fractional theta dependence as in the R? x Sslmall limit.

2.4 Monopole interaction in the QM limit

It is interesting to note that the monopole operator is unchanged in the QM limit. The
interaction between monopoles on R x Tfarge x SL . orin the R3 x St limit is the 1/r
Coulomb interaction in 3d. However, the interaction of the monopoles in the quantum me-
chanical limit is not the Coulomb interaction in 1d. This arises since the dual photon field
is gapped in perturbation theory. Inspecting the correlation functions in the perturbative

vacua on R3 x S! and in Lg1 < Ly2 < A~! regimes,

(Mi(2)M;(0)) ree, 30 = (' (@els o (0))
(M (T)M;(0)) free, 10 = (177 Telas o)y (2.49)

6In 3d and R® x S*, one usually represents the low energy limit of Polyakov model or deformed Yang-Mills
theory as a dual field theory in terms of the dual photon and monopole-instanton operators. This is also
true in 2d theories, such as the Abelian Higgs model. However, in quantum mechanics, although it is easy
to calculate the interactions between instantons, we do not usually write a dual quantum mechanics action
(in terms of dual variables) which captures low-energy observables and interactions between instantons. In
fact, (2.46) is the dual statistical field theory for a quantum mechanical system on S' with N-harmonic
vacua, such as V(q) = — cos(Ngq), and ¢ and ¢ are dual coordinates.
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we find that the interactions between monopoles in the 3d and 1d EFTs 7 are given by

1
Vi) =A;——
(IB) ]47r]:c\
Ajj dp €P7T Aij ™
— = = —e vIT 2.
Vi) (L1)2/27rp2+w2 (Ll)Qwe (2:50)
where the prefactors
9\ 2
Aij = L3 (;) Qg - Qg (2.51)

arises from the charges of monopoles (with the normalization of kinetic term).

In other words, the monopole-monopole interaction in the quantum mechanical limit

has the form g%e‘“"T

|, which is identical to the result in the quantum mechanical double-
well potential. It is important to note that the interaction does not become V(7) g%\ﬂ,
the standard 1d Coulomb potential, as it would be the case if the o field were to remain
classically or perturbatively gapless. The fact that the interaction becomes short-ranged
as we pass from QFT to QM is quite remarkable. This type of effect tells us that the
long-range interaction between monopoles can transmute to short-range interactions under
certain conditions. We will see that this phenomenon will help us greatly to construct a

robust link between monopoles in 3d and center-vortices in 2d.

3 Semi-classics on R x 72 x St . with ’t Hooft flux through 72

smal arge

As it is clear from (2.16) that the energy costs of having a non-flat field strength to im-
plement n1s = 1 unit of 't Hooft flux is proportional to AEyon_flat ~ (N/A)(L3/Ly2)?,
while the cost of implementing it with a flat field strength is proportional to AFEg, =
N2(Lg2/L3)?. Therefore, if Ly2 < W, we have to use non-abelian transition ma-
trices with a flat field strength to probe the vacuum of the theory. We believe that this
crossover is very likely related to Nielsen-Olesen instability as mentioned in Footnote.4,

but we postpone this study to future work.

Assume that Ls — oo is very large. Then, our setting is

My =R*xT?= lim Rx (St)s;x T? . (3.1)
L3—00 —_
large short

The short symmetric torus has size L1 = Ly < A~! and the large (S')3 has size Lg > L.
The semi-classical analysis below is an overview of necessary ingredients from [7].

"The formula in 1d is valid at distances 7 > N L2 /2w, in EFT. To get a formula which interpolates
between 3d interaction and 1d interaction, we have to incorporate Kaluza-Klein modes of twisted reduction.
See the footnote underneath (4.18) for the expression that interpolates between the 3d short distance regime
and the 2d one.
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3.1 Overview of R? x T2 .: 2d EFT is a deformed TQFT

small*

Introduce n12 = 1 unit of 't Hooft flux along 72. Based on the general analysis of [32], we
can choose the transition functions to be g = 5 and go = C shift and clock matrices. By
the relation between Polyakov loop and transition amplitude (2.13), this implies that the
gauge holonomies (Polyakov loops) in the 1,2 directions are given by

P=S PR=C (3.2)

Therefore, the theory on R? x T2 may be viewed as a 2d Yang-Mills theory coupled to two
adjoint Higgs fields, P; and P, [7]. In fact, from the twisted Eguchi-Kawai reduction, we
know that the twisted boundary conditions can be replaced by periodic boundary condi-
tions, but with a modified gauge action [47, 48]. In our context, for small R? x T2, this
translates to the “classical potential”

tr| PPy — wP P2, w=e€N . (3.3)
The perturbative analysis implies that, similar to the charge N abelian Higgs model in
which the U(1) gauge group is reduced to Zy by the Higgs mechanism, the long distance
gauge structure is reduced to Zy gauge theory,

P1,P5 adjoint Higgs

SU(N) Zy . (3.4)

One can think of this result as an adjoint Higgs regime induced by P; which reduces the
SU(N) gauge structure to U(1)V~1, followed by a Higgs mechanism triggered by P, which
further reduces U(1)N~! down to Zy,

P adjoint Higgs N—1 P2 adjoint Higgs
_— _—

SU(N) U(Q) Zn (3.5)

However, since we are using a symmetric torus, the two Higgs mechanisms occur at the
same energy (length) scale. There is no advantage gained here by viewing the adjoint
Higgs mechanism as a two-step process. However, in the next section, we will consider an
asymmetric torus. There, this perspective bears some fruits.

Because of the adjoint Higgs mechanism (3.4), the long distance theory may be de-
scribed by a 2D gauge theory with gauge group Zy. Moreover, the twisted boundary
conditions force all the gluons to acquire tree-level masses. We quickly recall how this
happens since we will use the result in the next section too. We can express the gauge
fields as

0= aP g, Iy =wPRROPSE p=(pp) € (Za)P\ {0}, (36)

where Jp, is a suitable Lie algebra basis, similar to what is used in the perturbative analysis
of the twisted Eguchi-Kawai model [47]. Denoting the Fourier components of a(P) by a(P¥),
where k € (Z)?, it is easy to show that all modes acquire non-zero masses given by

M2, = (]?]7;)2 <(N/€1 +p1)* + (Nky +P2)2>- (3.7)
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Therefore, gluons do not have any zero modes, and the lowest gluon mass is 27 /NL [47].
The spectrum is sketched in Fig. 3 (left). What does this imply for the symmetry realiza-
tions?

Recall that in the R? x T? compactification, the 1-form symmetry of the 4d theory
decompose into 1-form and O-form symmetries in 2d as

on 2 2
(ZW)4q 22T (2W)00 x 2 < (2. (3.8)

Although the 0-form symmetries remain unbroken to all orders in perturbation theory, the
1-form part of the center symmetry is spontaneously broken, and the effective 2d theory
is perturbatively a topological Zy gauge theory. The main question is, similar to the
Polyakov model where in perturbation theory one lacks linear confinement, whether this
infrared limit is stable or unstable.

Indeed, the proliferation of center-vortices leads to linear confinement. The center-
vortices in 2d proliferate because they are fractional instantons with topological charge
1/N and action S;/N [22-24], hence their density in the vacuum of the theory on R? is
proportional to e~5/N. Furthermore, center vortices have a non-trivial mutual statistics
with the Wilson loops. Let € R? be the location of the center of the center-vortex, and
C' be the boundary of a disk D. Then, Wilson loop Wx(C') in the SU(N) representation
R obeys

Wr(C) =

ko if xeD,
{“ Sl (3.9)

1 if ¢ D,
where k is the N-ality of R. The center vortex plays two different roles. The first is as a
symmetry generator. In particular, it is the generator of the 1-form center symmetry [38].

The second is a dynamical role, their proliferation in 2d set-up is capable of disordering
the Wilson loops, as a result of the phase factors entering the relation (3.9).%

The counterpart of the EFT in 2d for the center-vortex theory is a topological BF-
theory deformed by local topological operators [30, 31].

N
Soq =5« + AS = Z/ pda — 2@},/ d*x cos(p +0/N). (3.10)
2T M M

Here, ¢ is a compact scalar field (¢ ~ ¢+27) and a is a U(1) gauge field. The deformation
AS describes the proliferation of center-vortices. The parameter ¢, ~ e~ SU/N+0/N g the

complex fugacity of the center-vortex gas.

The partition function localizes to the N critical points, and is given by

o2k + 9)

N-—1
Z(0) = | DpDa e = ~ekAMm = -2y = 3.11
0)= [ DeDac I ccos( - (3.11)

8In d > 2 dimensions, most of the arguments in favor of center vortex mechanism are based on numerical
studies [49-56]. However, it is recently proven that proliferation of center-vortices is a necessary, but not a
sufficient condition for confinement in d > 2 [30]. In d = 2, it is sufficient.
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The non-degeneracy of the N-energy levels implies confinement. To see this, we need to
evaluate the expectation value of the Wilson loop. One finds

(WA(C)) ~ exp{—(ero+q — €ho)A}- (3.12)

where kg is the ground state for a given range of the 8 angle, and A is the area enclosed
by C. For § € (—m, 7], we find the string tension associated with the charge ¢ Wilson loop
is T, = €4 — €o.

32 RxT2 xSt

So far, we considered R? x T2

hall Now we compactify an extra circle, and consider the

compactification of the theory on R x T2 . x (S1)3. We assume
Lps =11 =Ly < L3 (3.13)

With this assumption, we can work with flat gauge fields to explore low energy properties.
Let us first describe the classical vacua. As before, we denote the holonomy of gauge field
along long (S')3 as P3. The classical vacua are described by configurations of P3 that
commutes with P = S and P, = C. Since C' and S can be used to form all generators of
the Lie algebra of su(/N'), P3 must be proportional to identity matrix ¢®1. Since det P3 = 1,
possible values of Py = e2™™/N1 m =0,1,...,N — 1.

[P3,C] = [P3,5] =0, detP3=1 —  Ppy=e¥mN (3.14)
Let us denote these classical vacua by |m), obeying
P3|m) = e2™™/N ) (3.15)

Therefore, perturbatively, (ZE(\J,])g center symmetry is spontaneously broken.

If one ignores tunneling, one obtains a quantum mechanical system with N vacua. The
Hamiltonian at this order is just a constant (it can be set to H = 0.) Tunneling events lift
the degeneracy of the vacua as in (2.36)

N N
H=> wm){m| - Ke > Nim)m 41|+ h.c.. (3.16)

m=1

The effective action in this regime is the compactification of the deformed TQFT (3.10),
and is given by

. N
S1d4 —Z /dtnp i 2(¢yLaN)cos(¢+60/N), (3.17)
which is identical to (2.47). Note, however, that the states entering (3.16) and (2.36) look

quite different. In the next subsection, we discuss the two regimes leading to QM more
carefully.
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3.3 Two hierarchies leading to QM, dramatic reordering (same EFT)

In the previous sections we considered two regimes in which the theory on small R x 73
with nis = 1 reduces to quantum mechanics. We studied R x T2 x S, with both T2 and
S' small (smaller than the Yang-Mills length scale A~1), but with opposite hierarchies of
their sizes, L2 < Lg1 vs. Lg1 < Lp2. Below we list the physical properties we obtained
in these limits, including the Polyakov loop Ps, the field strength Fio, the perturbative
vacua, tunnelings events, tunneling amplitudes, and the electric flux states and energies.
The mapping between these two semi-classical domains is also examined in [13]. The
matching of mixed anomalies with the semi-classical analysis is examined in [7, 14]. With
this analysis, we mainly point out that both QM regimes are described by a Zx topological
theory deformed by fractional instanton operator. The summary of these two regimes is
shown in the following tables.

Regime Holonomy Field strength | Pert. vacua States

Lo € L2 K AL P = ei%ml Fio=0 tl"(Pg) o'e Ci%rm |m>

Ly < Lt K A1 Ps=C Fio = 37211{22 tI‘(PgFlg) X ei%i |Vz>
Tunnelings Tunneling amp. vevs E-flux states Energies
m) — [m+1) | Exp[-872/(g°N)] | (tr(P3))=0 |9) o< 22 W™ m) | ex(6)
Vi) = vis1) | Exp[=87°/(¢°N)] | (tr(P3F12))=0 | ) o< 3, w”|vi) | ex(6)

In these constructions, the action of center-transformation Uc can be used to generate the
sum over tunneling amplitudes, tr[e™?# (U ¢)"] between |m) — [m+n). One can construct
the partition function in the electric-flux k£ state by projection, or equivalently, by the
Fourier transform Z;, = 27]:[;01 wtre=PH (U™,

Despite the dramatic change of the Polyakov loop and the field strengths as M} is dialed
from Lg1 < Ly2 to L2 < Lg1 there is no phase transition, but a dramatic reordering of
vacua in quantum mechanics. As explained in Footnote.4, we believe that this dramatic
reordering is related to Nielsen-Olesen instability [46]. For example, for SU(2) gauge theory,
the frequencies in mode decomposition of gluon field with spin S3 = +1 are [13]:

47
L1Loy

1
w£37n753(912) = ( (n + % + 53) + 7(27#{}3 + («912))2), n e NO, ks € Z (3.18)
3

L

which has a mode that can become tachyonic (n = 0,53 = —1). Mainly, in the Ls < L2
regime with non-trivial holonomy 65 = , w,%g’n’ s, > 0, the would-be tachyonic mode is
lifted to positive values and absent, and Fi2 # 0 background is stable. In the L2 < Lg1
regime, with Fjs # 0 background, w237n:0753:_1(012) < 0 is possible, and there is an
instability. Thus, 't Hooft flux must be implemented without using chromomagnetic field.
This is consistent with two different implementation of the nis = 1 ’t Hooft flux in our
work.
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We indicated this cross-over between the two description in Fig.1 as a red rearrange-
ment line. T he nature of the center-vortices in these two regimes are different. In par-
ticular, the one in the |m) basis, are tunneling events between trivial holonomy vacua
tr(Ps) o N, Only at the core of the center-vortex, the holonomy becomes non-trivial.
The ones in the |v;) basis are tunneling events between nontrivial holonomy vacua, only
at the core of the center-vortex, two eigenvalues of the holonomy becomes degenerate.
A proper understanding of this Nielsen-Olesen cross-over between the two center-vortex
regime is an open question. Incidentally, we believe that all the center-vortex discussions
prior to [40] seems to be the fractional instantons in the |m) basis.

Both quantum mechanical limits are described in the deep infrared by a deformed QFT
in 1d. This is consistent with the idea that in the diagram Fig. 1, the R? x T2 regime is
adiabatically connected to the R? x S! regime.

4 Two-scale adjoint Higgs mechanism and monopole-vortex continuity:
From 3d to 2d

In this section, we give a rederivation of Hayashi-Tanizaki construction on R? x S x !
interpolating directly from 3d to 2d [39] by using the tools from §.2.3. The new result in this
section is the 2d EFT (4.12) in terms of dual photon variables. Its dimensional reduction
to 1d is (2.44), our result in quantum mechanical limit, showing agreement between the
two formalism.

It would be useful if one can recast the adjoint Higgs mechanism to generate a para-
metric scale separation between the scale for abelianization SU(N) — U(1)V~! and
the scale at which U(1)¥~! — Zy. Then, one can use the fields of effective field theory
based on the U(1)¥~! gauge structure to reach the Zy gauge theory.

In the infinite volume field theory on RY, this is rather standard. We can have two
adjoint scalars (®1, ®3) with a potential favoring a non-commuting minimum, such as the
clock and shift matrices, and arrange a scale separation. This will lead to an abelian theory
at some high energy scale E; and Zy gauge theory at some lower energy scale Es.

®; adjoint Higgs N—1 ®2adjoint Higgs
S —

SU(N) U(1)

scale F scale Fa

ZN7 EQ << E1 (41)

The physics on R¢ at low-energies F < E, will be described by Zy gauge theory, interme-
diate scales F5 < E < E; can be described as a U(1)V¥~! theory, and high energy E > E;
can be described in terms of the original SU (V) degrees of freedom. All of this takes place
on RY,

In our set-ups, very often, a Polyakov loop plays the role of an adjoint Higgs field. If
the Polyakov loop is non-trivial, in the sense that it has non-degenerate eigenvalues in the
weak coupling domain (for example P = C, where C' is the clock matrix), then it will lead
to abelianization. This happens in QCD(adj), and in deformed Yang-Mills and QCD. The
difference between this and the adjoint Higgs mechanism that takes place on R? is that
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on R4 x S with the Polyakov loop acting as a Higgs field, the long distance theory is
defined on R?~1, despite the fact that microscopic theory lives in R9.

Therefore, if we can construct a two-stage adjoint Higgs mechanism with non-commuting
Polyakov loops P3 and P, then we can achieve the following hierarchical structure

P3 adjoint Higgs _1 P>adjoint Higgs
SU(N) 2 B )Nt 2B R 7y . Ly < L. (4.2)
scale L3 N—— scale Lo ~—
3d EFT 2d EFT

This asymmetry changes the mass spectrum for the gluonic degrees of freedom (3.7) into

M2 — 2 2<k +p3>2+ 2 2<k +p2>2 (4.3)
pk=\1;) \®" TN Ly) \?"N '
In the limit Ly — 0o we osberve that (N —1) gluons remain gapless in perturbation theory,
and the W-bosons come in N-fold degenerate multiplets, as shown in Fig. 3. At large Lo
21

and in the presence of an nog = 1 't Hooft flux, gapless gluons acquire a tiny mass Ni;

and the degeneracy among gluons, is lifted as described by (4.3).
In particular, the perturbative gaplessness of N —1 photons is now lifted even classically
(instead of non-perturbatively by monopoles) into

2 27 2 p22
M=) (et ) (4.4)

due to nog flux. Here, ko is Kaluza-Klein label, and po is the (fractional) momentum label.

How does this translate to the dual photon description? To answer this question, we
first have to recall that the 1-form symmetry of the Yang-Mills theory on R* decomposes
in the theory on R3 x S' as

on R3xS1

(ZW)44 (ZW)3q x 2T . (4.5)

where ZE(\),} is the zero form part of the center-symmetry. Ref. [57] pointed out that the

gauge invariant definition of the photon field is F},,, ; = l]i 61 wiltr(PLF,,) and dual photon
is doj o< *F),, ;. Since ZE(\],} : P3 — wPs, this symmetry cyclically rotates the dual photons
as 0j — 041, where we denote the photon in an N-component notation o = (o1,...,0N).

The eigenstates of ZE(\),} symmetry are same as mass eigenstates of the dual photon in [3]

- 1 ;
op = i Zj:w”’aj . (4.6)

In this eigenbasis of ZE?,] symmetry, the 't Hooft twisted boundary condition translates into

op(xo,x1, 22 + Lo) = ei%pﬁp(xo,xhxg) ) (4.7)

Hence, the mode decomposition for the ¢, field can be written as (changing p to py for
convenience)

~ - i27 (L +Q
Opo (T0, 1, T2) = Z T ks (:Uo,xl)elL2( 2 N)xz, (4.8)
koc€Z
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NL N W bosons

N — 1 massless photon

<

Figure 3. (Left) Spectrum of gluons in the presence of a two-stage adjoint Higgs mechanism
based on non-commuting clock and shift matrices. No massless modes survive. (Right) Spectrum
of gluons for a one-stage adjoint Higgs mechanism with the clock matrix acting as a Higgs field.
N — 1 massless gluons remain. In the Ly — oo limit, the levels in the spectrum on the left become
degenerate and we obtain the spectrum on the right.

producing the same spectrum as in (4.4) from a 2d QFT perspective.

Recall that on R3 x S' with center-stable Polyakov loop P, the long-distance regime is
described by the partition function of an (N — 1) component magnetic Coulomb gas whose
action is given in (2.24). As described in (2.26), this system has a non-perturbatively
induced mass gap mg, or inverse correlation length (magnetic Debye length) ¢p. It is
important to recall that mg is non-perturbatively small, or equivalently, {p is very large.
Therefore, as we compactify the theory further down to R? x (S1)s x (S1)3, there are two
distinct regimes of the theory because of the interplay between Lo and £p. These two limits
are

Ly>(p>1L; 3dEFT, (4.9)
(p>Ly>Ls 2dEFT. (4.10)

Since the 3d gauge theory is where the semi-classical monopole mechanism of confinement
takes place, and the 2d Z gauge theory is the starting point of the 2d center-vortex theory
of confinement, this provides an opportunity to adiabatically connect the two.

First, note that the (N — 1) dual photons always become massive. In the regime
Lo > fp the leading order contribution to the mass gap is generated non-perturbatively
and is due to monopole-instantons [3], and are given in (2.26). On the other hand, in
the case Lo < £p, the mass gap at leading order is a classical one, generated due to the
presence of the nog = 1 't Hooft flux. Thus, for any Lo > L3 we can write

2 1
Mphoton ™~ Max <NL2, ]%> ) (4.11)
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as the leading order mass gap in the theory, exactly as in our previous analysis (2.28).

Furthermore, as in the 3d to 1d reduction, due to the twisted boundary condition
on the o field in the Ly < fp regime, the N — 1 continuous moduli are lifted and N
discrete vacua o = QW“ pk survive as the classical vacua of the theory (2.42). Remarkably,
these are indeed the critical points of the magnetic Coulomb gas on R?, and the vacuum
structure of the theory remains unchanged as the origin of the mass gap changes from
non-perturbative monopole induced one to a classical boundary condition induced one.

For Lo > ¢p the theory is gapped and confining because of monopoles. For Ly < £p,
the theory is classically gapped due to ’t Hooft flux, and the long distance theory is a
Zy gauge theory. As we described above, this theory allows center-vortices, and effective
action has to be a deformed TQFT in 2d.

The central question is how the 3d effective action (2.44) based on monopoles turns
into to the deformed TQFT action in 2d? In particular, what is the precise relation between
monopoles and vortices? for large Lo vs. smaller Lo?

To answer these questions, we can proceed exactly in the same manner as we did
reducing 3d EFT to 1d QM in the presence of the 't Hooft flux. In the regime Lo < ¢p,
as shown in (4.11), dual photons have a classical mass, multiples of w = ]\?—22 due to the
't Hooft flux. We add the mass operator in the relevant vacuum (2.42). Dimensionally

reducing the EFT on R? down to R? x (S')y we obtain

2 _ o |2 N 0
Soq = Lo /R2 87792L3 <]d¢7|2 +w? min |0 — Npk" —20m Zcos <aa co+ N> .

"~ (4.12)

This is a remarkable formula that incorporates many interesting insights. In particular,
the theory based on variables of abelianized U(1)V~! gauge theory is equivalent, in the
long distance regime, to 2d deformed Zy TQFT. To see this, we note that at large w?, the
ground state is localized to one of the N gapped critical points o}, = 2W”kp, k=0,...,N—1
along the Weyl vector (2.33).” Hence, if we use the ansatz (2.45), as we did in the reduction
to quantum mechanics, this leads to a 2d field theory

9°p° ? 0
Soq = L2/ |de|? 4 w? mkin — 2¢m N cos (4,0 + N) . (4.13)

R 87T2L3
The first two terms in this EFT can be recast as a Zy TQFT in the deep infrared, and the
last term is just the center-vortex operator

N
Su=ar [ pda-2 [ @ costo +0/N), (414)
21 Iy M

2
Tk
YTN

where we identified (,,LoN = (, as the fugacity of the vortex gas. Note that with these
steps, the monopole operator becomes

. ] . * 0 sk 20
e*S]/Nelaa-O”Flﬁ — LQGfSI/Nelaa-a'kJrlN — L267S1/N61N+1F ’ (415)

9 About the omission of Kaluza-Klein tower of states, see Footnote.5.
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the center-vortex operator in 2d.

At low energies, the mass term forces a localization to the N-vacua. This localization
changes the monopole operators to center-vortex induced term according to (4.15) in the
2d language, and we obtain the 2d partition function

Zaa() = 3 et =5, (4.16)
k
of the semi-classical center-vortex theory in 2d.

4.1 Monopole interactions and flux fractionalization

How did the magnetic Coulomb gas in 3d turn into a dilute vortex gas in 2d? To answer this
question, we have to understand how monopoles can generate the effects of center-vortices.

Using (4.12) we can calculate the interaction between the monopole operators in this
regime. If we were to do a naive dimensional reduction of a 3d Coulomb gas down to 2d,
we would find that the +1/r interactions between magnetic objects become Flog(r) in 2d,
see, for example [58, 59]. However, this is not what we expect in our set-up, which can
be viewed as a twisted dimensional reduction. In our construction, we know that there
are center vortices in 2d, and that the interaction between them must be short ranged,
since all the degrees of freedom are gapped. This property is reminiscent to the distinction
between global and gauged vortices, where in our setup we have to obtain the counter-part
of gauged vortices, similar to gauged abelian Higgs model, see e.g. [60].

The compactification we are considering involves a 't Hooft flux, which renders dual
photons massive classically. We can inspect the correlation functions of the monopoles in
the perturbative vacuum on R? x (S1)y x (S1)3 in the regime (4.10), in which the long-
distance theory becomes 2d. We find

<M1(QS‘)M3 (O)>free, 2d = <eia,-~0'(x)eiaj-a(0)> . (4.17)

Assuming that |z| > % where z is the separation on R?, the interactions are given by

Ai]’ d2p eip.a: Aij 1
= L 1
V(SU) L2 / (27T)2p2 + w? L2 1t O(W|CC|)
1
Aij 1 (NLy\?2 — 21|
~ N 4.18
P () E el o). (118)

where we have used the asymptotic behavior of the modified Bessel function in the last

step.'® The important point is that the interaction became short-ranged on R2. This

implies that the magnetic flux does not spread on R?. It is localized in a range w™! = %

We can also work without assuming || > (NLg)/(27). In that case, we have to work with the full
3d Green function on R? x S with twisted boundary condition on S!. This requires modification of the
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W(C) = ¢ ¥

L .ﬂ'(ll' ;

Figure 4. (Left) A monopole centered at z3 in R? x (S')y ((S')3 not shown). Due to the ’t
Hooft flux no3 = 1 the monopole flux (which is spherically symmetric at short distances) collimates
into a tube of characteristic size r,. (Right) A Euclidean 2d observable on R? seed this flux as a
center-vortex due to its statistics with Wilson loop.

Microscopically, recall that monopole size is (my) ™! = ]\%3 To summarize,
NL
monopole core size on R? x (S1)y : = (mw) = 2—3
T
NL
center — vortex size on R? : = 2 (4.20)
0

We can inspect the flux emanating from a monopole centered at z3 in R? x (S1),.
We will assume that N is of order one.'’ The flux is spherically symmetric at distances
much smaller than Ly. If we consider a sufficiently large S? surrounding the monopole
we find that the flux fractionalizes into two tubes. v; units of magnetic flux pass through
the vicinity of the North Pole, and —v; 11 units of magnetic flux thread the vicinity of the
south pole, see Fig. 4. The total flux is a; = v; — v;41, which is equal to the monopole
charge.

Remarkably, a Euclidean observable on 2d slice R?, will see either v;,1 or v; units of
flux. The flux can be detected using a large Wilson loop in the fundamental representa-

integration as

/((2172?) p*+( Z Z/ 2p? + ( 2”e;::+"3 =2 / ;qs)z (4.19)

N) p3=1kz€Z q3€Z

accounting for the Kaluza-Klein modes and the fractional momentum modes arising from the twisted
compactification. In the last step, we combined the two sums into a single sum, where prime indicates the
absence of zero mode at finite NLy. Then, it becomes clear that in the limit NLy — oo or |z| < NLg,
we obtain 3d Coulomb interaction 1/(4w|z|), while at large distances we obtain an exponential fall-off
exp[— ()|l /(N L2)].

" The reason we do so here is related to subtleties arising in the large N limit. Notice that both the
microscopic size of a monopole as well the center-vortex size depends on IN. This is not an accident. Even
at small L3, Lo, if N is large enough, one can no longer use weak-coupling semi-classical methods. This is
intimately related to large-N volume independence or (twisted) Eguchi-Kawai reduction [42, 47, 61].
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tion (larger than NLy/27). Consider a Wilson loop on R?, W(C) = & tr eife. In the
abelianized theory, only the photons in the Cartan subalgebra survive and we can write it
as

1 : SUN)—=UL)N-1 1 N 1L
W(C):—trelf“ NZel§”j'“:NZelfD”j'f. (4.21)
j=1 j=1

where f = da and C = 0D. Since v;.vj = §;; — %, the flux f = 2my; (for zo > 23) or
[ =2mvi4 (for 2o < %) leads to

(4.22)

1220, (x) _ eii%ﬂ vortex € D,
1 vortex ¢ D.

where ©p(z) is the support function, which is equal to 1 for z € D and 0 otherwise.
In other words, Euclidean 2d observables see the flux emanating from the monopole as
a center-vortex. We refer to this phenomenon as flur fractionalization. The position of
the monopole in the compactified direction z5 can be interpreted as an internal moduli
parameter of the vortex. Both of these observations are quite fascinating.

When Lo is asymptotically large, then, the a monopole at position z € R? with flux
charge) 2ma; is detected by abelian Wilson loop with charge v; as
J

VVZ(C) _ eiuifa — ol Inf _ ei%ViOéjQD(.Z') _ ei%((sij — (51J+1)QD($) (4‘23)

where Qp(x) is the solid angle for the oriented surface D(0D = C) subtended at a point

x € R3. For an asymptotically large area A, filling a plane R?, the solid angle is equal to
half the solid angle of a sphere. If x is below C the solid angle is 27, hence

lim W;(C) = @i =0ii+1) 4.24

im Wi(C) (424)

Then, in the grand-canonical ensemble of monopoles, it is the sum over these phases that

generate the area law of confinement on R?. The main point is that in both the monopole

and center-vortex theory these phases are present, and both are sourced by monopoles, and
lead to the area law of confinement.

5 Outlook: Metamorphosis

By itself the BPST instanton on R* is a rather simple object. It is a self-dual field con-
figuration, with action localized in a lump with a smooth action density. The size of the
lump is a moduli parameter.

On (S1)3 x R?, where the S! is small and has a center-symmetric holonomy, the lump
fractionalizes into N monopole-instantons with action % and there are long-range inter-
actions between them. The proliferation of these N monopole-instantons generates a mass

gap (magnetic Debye length £p) as well as confinement and fractional theta dependence.
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These phenomena take place in a semi-classically calculable regime on S' x R3, which is
adiabatically connected to R*. More generally, in QCD-like theories with fermions, mag-
netic bions (magnetically charged monopole-antimonopole clusters) lead to confinement
and mass gap.

On (S1)3 x (S1) x R? with a 't Hooft flux nog = 1, and with Ly < Ly < £p, we find
that at large distances on R? monopoles transmute to 2d center-vortices. These vortices
have short-range interaction, and non-trivial mutual statistics with the Wilson loop due to
flux fractionalization. Hence, vortices lead to confinement and fractional theta dependence
in a semi-classically calculable regime on T2 x R2.

Upon further compactification of the center-vortex theory (or monopole EFT) to quan-
tum mechanics on small 7% x R, center-vortices become 1d instantons (with short range
interactions) interpolating between chromo-magnetic flux vacua. This leads to confinement
(as one can deduce from correlators of Polyakov loops) and fractional theta dependence.

Given that all these scenarios are based on the internal structure of the 4D instantons
when probed by semi-classical fluxes or Polyakov lines, it is natural to ask whether one can
extend these ideas more directly to the four-dimensional theory.
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A From charge-N 2d Abelian Higgs model to TQFT

Consider the charge-N Abelian Higgs model with Lagrangian
1 ) i0
L= @\fm!z + (9 + iNa )P + A(|2f* — v?)? - 512 (A1)

In the classical vacuum, ® = ve'€. In the following we set v = 1, and ignore the fluctuations
of the modulus. The kinetic term for the scalar field can be expressed as

046 + Nay | (A.2)

We can dualize this Lagrangian by introducing a vector field B,, and writing an auxiliary
Lagrangian

1 .
Loux = ZBZ + 1€uuBu(aV§ + Nay). (A.3)

Integrating out B first amounts to setting B, = 2i€,,(0,§ + Na,) and we recover the
original Lagrangian, (A.2). Instead, if we integrate out ¢ first, we obtain €,,0,B, = 0.
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Hence, we set B,, = %8,;@ where ¢ is a 27 periodic field. In terms of the dual variable ¢
the Lagrangian can be rewritten as

1
(47)?

L= %\da!z + |dop|* + %gpda — %fu. (A.4)
The dual theory has a U(1) gauge field, but there is no field which is charged under this
U(1). Therefore, the gauge field only enters via its field strength. It is known in the context
of the standard abelian Higgs model that the effect of the gauge field is to generate a mass
term for ¢ [62], and that the IR theory is gapped. However, in the charge-N > 2 Abelian
Higgs model the IR theory is not completely trivial. At this stage, we can proceed in two
different ways, leading to overlapping and complementary results.

In the low energy limit % < 1 or equivalently, e — oo, we can drop the gauge kinetic
term. The classical equation of motion for the gauge field a leads to the constraint dy = 0,
i.e. ¢ becomes non-dynamical. To all orders in perturbation theory, the effective 2d theory
at large distances is the topological Zy gauge theory (TQFT). The action of the Zy TQFT
can be expressed as [28, 29]

Sy = (Al pda, (A.5)

2 Sy
The fundamental question at this stage, then, is whether this infrared limit is stable or
unstable. We will see that with the inclusion of non-perturbative effects (instantons, which

are vortices in this set-up) is crucial in this context.

Before answering this question, we note that in the TQFT limit the theory no longer
contains the mass of the ¢ fluctuations. In order to establish the relation with the statistical
field theory that describes the vacuum of the model, it is useful to keep the fluctuating
massive scalars in the IR description.

We can keep the mass of the scalar ¢ using the following procedure. Since there is no
charged matter field in the dual description, the appearance of the gauge field is through
the field strength f = da. If we view the theory on R? as the decompactification limit of
the theory on some My, we can replace the integral over ¢ with an integral over f with the
inclusion of a sum over all flux sectors, i.e, [ Da — [Df > ;6 (v — 5 [ f). The latter
integral can further be replaced with [ Df Y nez ein [ f by using the Poisson resummation
formula. As a result, we can integrate out f at a finite value of e? to obtain

/Daexp [—222/]f12+2;]\7/<pf+2;9/f}

' 0
— [05 % e |- [1P4 50 [ (o4 25") 1
nez

1&Na/ , +9+2m12
—_— min R —
2 472 ne’z v N

= C exp , (A.6)
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where C' is a constant. Therefore, the dual Lagrangian to all orders in perturbation theory
takes the form

1 5 1e*N? 0+ 2mn\ >
- SE7 i Jr e A.
£= el + 5 it (‘H N ) ’ (A7)

i.e. @ is free massive scalar. Within the fundamental domain of ¢, the theory has N
minima. Setting § = 0 these minima are located at

2
gp*:%, n=0,1,...,N—1. (A.8)

The massive theory, (A.7), in the deep infrared, reduces to TQFT. Indeed, the minima
(A.8) are consistent with the TQFT action, for which the equation of motion of a yields
dy = 0, and the possible values of ¢ are given by the same set of discrete points.

The inclusion of vortices amounts to deforming (A.5) or (A.7) as

N
S = ;T/Mgoda—%V/Mcos(gp—i—Q/N) (A.9)

_ 1 2 1 2w 2n /
S = /M (47r)2|d90| + 5 ¢ 2(y Mcos(gp+0/N), (A.10)

2«
©

the 6 angle in the vortex term.

where the mass term m2 “p?” has to be understood as in (A.7) and we shifted ¢ to have

There is however, a disadvantage to working with the deformed TQFT. This EFT does
not account for the interaction between vortices, and treats them as non-interacting. This
is justified because the interaction deduced from (A.10) by inspecting the vortex-vortex
correlators is:

(@ eFeOhy = V@) —  V(2) ~ £Ko(mylz]) ~ £e Mol (A.11)

The TQFT limit corresponds to m, — oo, and the interactions does indeed disappear.
However, in our story, in order to explain how the long-range interaction between monopoles
transmutes to the short-range interaction among vortices, it is very important to keep track
of the interactions. More generally, it is useful to keep track of the interactions between
topological configurations when we map the Euclidean vacuum structure of a theory to
statistical field theory.

B An electrostatic analogy: Flux fractionalization

In the case of SU(N) gauge theory Hayashi and Tanizaki pointed out that the relation
between monopoles in a 't Hooft flux background and center-vortices can be mapped to
an electro-static problem [39]. Here, we detail the simplest realization of this to SU(2)
gauge theory in detail. The goal is to point out that the potential becomes short range,
exponentially decaying away from the chain. This is in agreement with our findings (4.18)
obtained by evaluating monopole-correlators in nis = 1 background.
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Figure 5. (Left) An alternating array of + charges. The potential evaluated at p,zo decays
exponentially for large p as e 730, (Right) The flux of a charged particle collimates into a tube
of thickness 2Ly /27. The fractionalized flux gives a contribution W (C') = €!™ to a Wilson loop on
R2, leading to area law of confinement on R2? x T2.

Consider an infinite line array of alternating charges, +, separated from each other by
the spacing Lo. We can compute the electrostatic potential (in cylindrical coordinates) at
position 5= (z¢, 1) and zo. Let us position & charges at (23 + 2Lok, (3 4+ 2La(k + 1)),

respectively, and shift the coordinates such that x% = 0 for convenience.!?

This is an interesting problem, because each type of charge array (£) individualy
produces a Flog p term at large distances. But of course, due to the alternating charges,
we expect V(p, x2) — 0 as p — oo. But the question is how does the potential decay exactly,
algebraically or exponentially? In the analysis in the bulk of the paper, we reduced the 3d
Coulomb gas EFT down to a deformed TQFT in 2d. This implies that the fall-off must
be exponential. We would like to see that the exponential decay of the potential emerges
from a sum of the type ), \78716;@\

The potential at some (p, z2) can be written as

1 1 1 1
Vipan) = 4> - .
= RO = A AT Epe

(B.1)

12Tn the microscopic theory, the + charge comes from the BPS monopole and — charge arises from KK
monopoles, both with Qr = % topological charge, and ¢ theta angle dependence. It is important to
note that — charge is not an anti-monopole. In the case of a general SU(N) group twisted boundary
condition imply the presence of a chain of monopoles ...aj1a2 ... a1z ...an ... repeating indefinitely,
each monopole with ¢'N theta dependence.
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Clearly, V (p, x2) is periodic with period 2Ly in the x9 direction, and V(p, z2) = V(p, —22).
Therefore, we can Fourier expand V' (p, z2) in the orthogonal eigenbasis {cos( QL’T mxa), m =

[0,00)} as
= 2m
V(p,x2) ZVm Ccos Emacg . (B.2)
=0

The Fourier coefficients V,,,(p) tells us how each mode behaves as a function of p, and can
be found via inverse transform

1 [Tl o2
Vin(p) = Y L dxo V (p, z2) cos <L2mm2>
1 +oo 1 21 )
=—(1-(-1)™ dzx cos mxs | . B.3
s (=07 [ — T <2L2 ) (B.3)

Remarkably, the Fourier coefficient of the zero mode m = 0 vanishes, as well as all even
modes, m € 2Z". We could have anticipated this easily because the potential at zy =
L3/2 + L3Z must vanish at any p by symmetry. For m € 2Z* + 1, we obtain the Fourier
coefficients

Vo) = 5 Ko (oo - (B.4)

This implies that the potential has the form

1 2 2
V(p,x2) = ols m; K <2L ) cos (2me2) (B.5)

At short distances, close to the cores of monopoles, this potential behaves as +1/r as it
should. At long distances, all the modes decay exponentially fast for p > 2L2. Even the

slowest decaying mode falls off as e Rzl . This is the same result as we obtained in (4.18)
from field theory.
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