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Abstract

For the quantized Yang-Mills 3 + 1 dimensional problem we introduce the Wilson loop, prove
an extension of Elitzur’s theorem and shown quark confinement for sufficiently small values of the

bare coupling constant, provided the existence of the mass gap.
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1 Introduction

Gauge fields, termed Yang-Mills fields as well, are utilized in particle physics to describe carriers of
a fundamental interaction (cf. [EoMO02]). As a matter of fact, the electromagnetic field associated to
photons in the electrodynamic theory, the field of vector bosons, mediating the weak interaction in the
Weinberg-Salam electro-weak theory, and finally, the gluon field, the carrier of the strong interaction,
are described by means of Yang-Mills fields. The gravitational field can be interpreted as a Yang-Mills
field, too (see [DP75]).

H. Weyl (1917) was the first one to propose the idea of a connection as a field, which he utilized in
his attempt to describe the electromagnetic field with a connection. In 1954, C.N. Yang and R.L. Mills
(cf. [MY54]) postulated that the space of intrinsic degrees of freedom of elementary particles varies
with the considered point of the space-time manifold, and that the intrinsic spaces corresponding to

different points are not canonically isomorphic.

Reformulated in differential geometrical terms, the postulate of Yang and Mills says that the space of
intrinsic degrees of freedom of elementary particles is a vector bundle over the space-time manifold, for
which no canonical trivialization exists, and the physical fields corresponding to particles are represented
by sections of this vector bundle. The differential evolution equation of a field is described by a
connection in the vector bundle, which can be defined as a trivialization of the bundle along the
curves in the base, the space-time manifold. Such a connection with a fixed holonomy group, describing
a physical field, is usually called a Yang-Mills field. The equations for a free Yang-Mills field can be
deduced from a variational principle, and turn out to be a natural non-linear generalization of Maxwell’s

equations (cf.[Br03]).



Gauge Theory | Fundamental Forces | Structure Group

Quantum Electrodynamics Electromagnetism U(1)

(QED)

Electroweak Theory Electromagnetism SU(2) x U(1)

(Glashow-Salam-Weinberg) and weak force

Quantum Chromodynamics Strong force SU(3)

(QCD) and electromagnetism

Standard Model Strong, weak forces SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1)
and electromagnetism

Georgi-Glashow Grand Strong, weak forces SU(5)

Unified Theory (GUT1) and electromagnetism

Fritzsch-Georgi-Minkowski Strong, weak forces SO(10)

Grand Unified Theory (GUT2) | and electromagnetism

Grand Unified Strong, weak forces SU(8)

Theory (GUT3) and electromagnetism

Grand Unified Strong, weak forces 0(16)

Theory (GUT4) and electromagnetism

Table 1: Gauge Theories

Field theory does not give the complete picture. Since the early part of the 20th century, it has been
understood that the description of nature at the subatomic scale requires quantum mechanics, where
classical observables correspond to typically non commuting self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert space,
and classic notions as “the trajectory of a particle” do not apply. Since fields interact with particles, it
became clear by the late 1920s that an internally coherent account of nature must incorporate quantum
concepts for fields as well as for particles. Under this approach components of fields at different points

in space-time become non-commuting operators.

The most important Quantum Field Theories describing elementary particle physics are gauge the-
ories formulated in terms of a principal fibre bundle over the Minkowskian space-time with particular

choices of the structure group. They are depicted in Table 1.

As shown in [JWO04], in order for Quantum Chromodynamics to completely explain the observed

world of strong interactions, the theory must imply:

e Mass gap: There must exist some positive constant n such that the excitation of the vacuum
state has energy at least 1. This would explain why the nuclear force is strong but short-ranged,
by providing the mathematical evidence that the corresponding exchange particle, the gluon, has

non vanishing rest mass.

e Quark confinement: The physical particle states corresponding to proton, neutron and pion

must be SU(3)-invariant. This would explain why individual quarks are never observed.



e Chiral symmetry breaking: In the limit for vanishing quark-bare masses the vacuum is in-
variant under a certain subgroup of the full symmetry group acting on the quark fields. This is

required in order to account for the “current algebra” theory of soft pions.

The Seventh CMI-Millenium prize problem is the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1. For any compact simple Lie group G there exists a nontrivial Yang-Mills theory on
the Minkowskian R!3, whose quantization satisfies Wightman axiomatic properties of Constructive

Quantum Field Theory and has a mass gap n > 0.

The conjecture is explained in [JWO04], commented in [Do04] and in [Fa05], and proved in [Fa24]
upon approval by the mathematical physics community. In this paper we will therefore consider it as
unproven. Conjecture 1.1 holds for a bare coupling constant g € [0, go[. The main contributions of this
paper are a generalization of Elitzur’s theorem and the proof of quark containment for the quantum

Yang-Mills gauge invariant model on the Minkowskian R"3 provided the mass gap.

So far, the most successful quantum field theory in four dimensions has been on the lattice, see
[Dil3, Dil3Bis, Dil4] for a very readable overview of Balaban’s monumental work, see [Ba84, Ba84Bis,
Bag&h, BagsBis, Bag5Tris, BaghQuater, Ba&7, Bady, Bag8Bis, Bagy, Ba89Bis|. The next step would be
to pass to a double continuum limit of this model, the adiabatic and the ultraviolet limit, showing that
the continuum limit satisfies Osterwalder-Schrader or Wightman’s axioms. This program has turned

out to be very difficult so far, see [Se82] for an alternative (unfinished) approach.

Beside the mass gap problem, the second big question is quark confinement. Quarks are the con-
stituents of different elementary particles, like protons and neutrons, and puzzling are never observed
freely in nature. The problem of quark confinement has been studied extensively by physicists, who do

not seem to have found a satisfactory theoretical explanation accepted by everyone [Grell].

In lattice gauge theory Wilson [Wi74] showed that quark confinement is equivalent what is now
known as Wilson’s area law. Later, Osterwalder and Seiler [OS78] proved that the area law is always
fulfilled for sufficiently large coupling constant. But, in order for quark confinement to be true, the
area law must hold for all values of the bare coupling constant arbitrarily near to a critical value, that
is for very small ones if this critical value is zero, as it is believed for many theories of interest. As
a counterexample, Guth [Gu80] and Frohlich and Spencer [F'S82] proved that four-dimensional U(1)

lattice gauge theory is not confining for small values of the coupling constant.

Showing that the area law holds In lattice gauge theory at weak coupling remains a mainly open
problem in dimension grater than two ([OS78] and [BDI74]). The area law has been shown to hold

at weak coupling is the seldom example of the three-dimensional U(1) lattice gauge theory [GMNS2].



The most interesting QCD case of four-dimensional SU(3) theory is still unsolved. Other important
progresses in the mathematical study of confinement comprise the following works: Frohlich [Fro79],
Durhuus and Frohlich [DF80], Borgs and Seiler [BS83], Brydges and Federbush [BF&0] on the connected

problem of Debye screening.

Finally, Chatterjee gave in his notable paper [Ch21] a rigorous meaning to the unbroken center
symmetry condition for a lattice gauge theory to be confining, which has been believed by physicists
since the work of 't Hooft [tI178]. Moreover, he proved that if the center of the gauge group is nontrivial,
and correlations decay exponentially under arbitrary boundary conditions, then center symmetry does
not break, and therefore the theory is confining.

We are therefore lead to the following

Conjecture 1.2. The nontrivial Yang-Mills theory on the Minkowskian R"3 postulated in Conjecture

1.1 has quark confinement.

If Conjecture 1.1 holds true for any bare coupling constant g € [0, go[, so does Conjecture 1.2.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the classical Yang-Mills equations and their
Hamiltonian formulation for the Minkowskian R!®. Section 3 summarizes the main results in [Fa24]
where the quantization of the Yang-Mills Equations is carried out and the axioms of Constructive
Quantum Field Theory, the Osterwalder-Schrader’s ones and hence the Wightman’s ones are verified,
and the existence of a positive mass gap proven. The existence of a rigorous the quantum model for
3+ 1 D Yang-Mills theory and its mass gap is presented as conjecture. Gauge invariance is treated
as well. Section 4 is the main part of this work and introduces the Wilson loop, the cluster theorem,

generalizes Elitzur’s theorem and proves the quark containement. Section 5 concludes.

2 Yang-Mills Connections: Classical Theory

2.1 Definitions

A Yang-Mills connection is a connection in a principal fibre bundle over a (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold

whose curvature satisfies the harmonicity condition, i.e. the Yang-Mills equation.

Definition 2.1 (Yang-Mills Connection). Let P be a principal G-fibre bundle over a pseudorie-
mannian m-dimensional manifold (M, h), and let V' be the complex vector bundle associated with P
and CX | induced by the representation p : G — GL(C¥), where K := dim(G). A connection on the
principal fibre bundle P is a Lie-algebra g valued 1-form w on P, such that the following properties
hold:



(i) Let A € g and A* the vector field on P defined by

azi= L1 pexp(ea)). M
Then, w(A)) = A.
(ii) For g € G let

Ady : G — G,h— Ady(h) := Lyo Ry-1(h) = ghg™"

d _
adg:g— g, 4— Ad,(4) := pn (gexp(tA)g h
t:=0

be the adjoint isomorphism and the adjoint representation, respectively.

Then, Rjw = adg-1w.

The connection w on P defines a connection V for the vector bundle V', i.e. an operator acting on

the space of cross sections of V. The vector bundle connection V can be extended to an operator

d:T(ANP(M)YRV) - T(AP(M)R® V), by the formula
d¥(n®v):=dp®v + (—1)’n® V. (3)
The operator 6V : (AT (M) R V) — DI(AP(M)® V), defined as the formal adjoint to d, is equal to
6V = (1P dV«, (4)

where * denotes the Hodge-star operator on the pseudoriemannian manifold M.

A connection w in a principal fibre bundle P is called a Yang-Mills field if the curvature F :=

dw + w A w, considered as a 2-form with values in the Lie algebra g, satisfies the Yang-Mills equations
SVF =0, (5)
or, equivalently,
SVRY =0, (6)

where RV(X,Y) := VxVy — VyVx — Vix,y] denotes the curvature of the vector bundle V', and is a

2-form with values in V.

Remark 2.1 (Local Representations of Connections on Vector and Principle Fibre Bundles).

The local section o : U € M — P is defines the local representation of the connection given on the



open U ¢ M by A :=woo : U — g a Liealgebra g valued 1-form on U, the fields A;(z) :=
Ax)e; = Zszl Ak (2)t), define by means of the tangential map T,p : g — L(C¥) of the representation
p: G — GL(CX), with fields of endomorphisms T.pAy, ..., T.pA,, € L(V,) for the bundle V. Given a
basis of the Lie-algebra g denoted by {t1,...,tx}, the endomorphisms {ws := T.p.ts}s—1,  r in L(CK)

have matrix representations with respect to a local basis {vs(7)}s=1,.. x denoted by [ws]{y, (z)}. Since

p is a representation, T,p has maximal rank and the endomorphisms are linearly independent. Given
a local basis {e;(z)}j=1,.. m for z € U < M, the Christoffel symbols of the connection V are locally

defined by the equation
K
Vej Vs = Z F§7svr7 (7)
r=1

holding true on U, and they ,satisfy the equalities
K
5= > [wa] AY. ®)
a=1

Given a local vector field v = Zﬁil ffvs in V]y and a local vector field e in T M|y, the connection V

has a local representation
K

Vev = Z(dfs(e).vs + fPw(e).vs), (9)

s=1

where w is an element of T*U|y &) L(V|y), i.e. an endomorphism valued 1—form satisfying

K
w(e;)vs = Z I svp. (10)
r=1
Remark 2.2. The curvature 2-form reads in local coordinates as

K M K K
F= > > Ffitedu A da; =% Py (ajAfaiA;? > c;bA;.lAg?) trda; A dry, (11)

1<i<j<M k=1 ij=1k=1 ab=1

where C' = [C¢ ,]a.b,c=1,..,k are the structure constants of the Lie-algebra g corresponding to the basis

.....

{t1,...,tx}, which means that for any a,b
K
[tasts] = D] CE yte. (12)
c=1

2.2 Hamiltonian Formulation for the Minkowski Space

The Hamilton function describes the dynamics of a physical system in classical mechanics by means

of Hamilton’s equations. Therefore, we have to reformulate the Yang-Mills equations in Hamiltonian



mechanical terms. We focus our attention on the Minskowski R* with the pseudoriemannian structure
of special relativity h = daz® ® d2® — dz' ® dat — dz? ® da? — dz® ® da®. The coordinate z° represents

the time ¢, while 2!, 22, 2> are the space coordinates.

We introduce Einstein’s summation notation, and adopt the convention that indices for coordinate
variables from the greek alphabet vary over {0,1,2,3}, and those from the latin alphabet vary over
the space indices {1,2,3}. For a generic field F' = [Fa]a=0,1,2,3 let F := [F;]i=1,2,3 denote the “space”

component. The color indices lie in {1,..., K}. Let

+1 (7 is even)
e®P =3 1 (ris odd) (13)

0 (two indices are equal),

and any other choice of lower and upper indices, be the Levi-Civita symbol, defined by mean of the

) 1 2 3\
permutation 7 := in &3.
a b c

Remark 2.3. If the Lie-group G is simple, then the Lie-Algebra is simple, and the structure constants
can be written as

Cab = 9ap; (14)

for a positive constant g called (bare) coupling constant, (see fi. [We05] Chapter 15, Appendix A). The

components of the curvature then read
1
Ff,u = 5(5uAﬁ - 5;“‘“5 - ga’;,bAzAg)' (15)

We will consider only simple Lie groups. As we will see, it is essential for the existence of a mass gap

for the group G to be non-abelian.

We need to introduce an appropriate gauge for the connections we are considering.

Definition 2.2 (Coulomb Gauge). A connection A over the Minkowski space satisfies the Coulomb
gauge if and only if
Ag=0 and J;A7 =0 (16)

foralla=1,...,K and j = 1,2,3.

Definition 2.3 (Transverse Projector). Let F be the Fourier transform on functions in L?(R3, R).



The transverse projector T : L?(R3?, R3) — L*(R3,R?) is defined as

o= 7 ([0 - 222 7w ) (a7)

pl?

and the vector field v decomposes into a sum of a transversal (v-) and a longitudinal (v!l) component:

v; = vf‘ 4ol vZ-J‘ = (Tw),, vy =v; — (Tv);. (18)

7

Remark 2.4. The Coulomb gauge condition for the space part of a connection A is equivalent to the
vanishing of its longitudinal component:

A;zll (t,)) =0 (19)

foralli =1,2,3,alla =1,... K and any t € R. The time part Ay of the connection A vanishes by

definition of Coulomb gauge.

Proposition 2.1. For a simple Lie-group as structure group let A be a connection over the Minkowskian
R* satisfying the Coulomb gauge, and assume that A%(t,-) € C*(R3,R) n L*(R* R) for alli =1,2,3,
alla=1,...K and any t € R. The operator L on the real Hilbert space L*(R3, RX) defined as

L=L(A;2) = [L*"(A;2)] i= [0P AR 4 ge®AC (¢, 1) ] (20)

is essentially self adjoint and elliptic for any time parameter t € R. Its spectrum lies on the real line,
and decomposes into discrete specy(L) and continuous spectrum spec.(L). If 0 is an eigenvalue, then it

has finite multiplicity, i.e. ker(L) is always finite dimensional .

The modified Green’s function G = G(A;z,y) = [G**(A;x,y)] € S'(R3, REXE) for the operator L

1s the distributional solution to the equation

P2 (A 2)Pl (Asy), (21)

M=

L (A;2)GY (A 2,y) = §“5(x — y) —

n=1

where {tn(A; )}, is an o.n. L2-basis of N-dimensional ker(L). In equation (21) z is seen as variable,
while y is considered as a parameter. This modified Green’s function can be written as a Riemann-

Stielties integral: For any ¢ € S(R®, R¥) n L2(R3, RK)

1
oA

G(A:z,)(p) = f d(Bxg) (@), (22)

where (E)\)er is the resolution of the identity corresponding to L.



Remark 2.5. In [Br03] and [Pe78] the modified Green’s function is constructed assuming that the

operator L has a discrete spectral resolution (¢, (Aj;-), \n)ns=0 as

CAszy) = Y svalAn)vh(Asy) (23)
n:A,#0

In particular, we have the symmetry property
G(Asz,y)' = G(Asy, ) (24)

for all z,y, A for which the expression is well defined. Since the discontinuity points of the spectral
resolution (E))xer are the eigenvalues, i. e. the elements of spec,(L) (cf. [Ri85], Chapter 9), the

solution (22) extends (23) to the general case.

After this preparation we can turn to the Hamiltonian formulation of Yang-Mills’ equations, following

the results in [Br03] and [Pe78].

Theorem 2.2. . For a simple Lie group as structure group and for canonical variables satisfying the

Coulomb gauge condition, the Yang-Mills equations for the Minkowskian R* can be written as Hamilton

equations
dE oH
dqat T~ T oA (A7 E)
(25)
dA o0H
G = taEAE)

for the following choices:

e Position variable: A = [A%(t,x)]q=1,.. K also termed potentials ,
i=1,2,3

ER3)

o Momentum variable: E = [E®(t,x)]q=1.... .k, whose entries are termed chromoelectric fields,
i=1,2,3

e Hamilton function: defined as a function of A and E as

H=H(AE):= %JRS Pz (B (t,2)* + B (t,2)* + fo(t,2))Afo(t, z) + 2p°(t, x) A§(t, z)) , (26)

where B = [BY], whose entries are termed chromomagnetic fields, is the matriz valued-function

defined as

1 .
B o= Ll (0,48 — 00 + g ALAY). )

K2

10



and p = [p*(t,x)], termed charge density, is the vector valued function defined as
@ i= ge®be B AS (28)
p N gE 1 1

and where

fet ) = *J Py G (Asz,y)p°(ty) = =GP (Asz, ) (p (L, )
R (29)

Aj(t,z) = J d’y G*(Asz,y)Af (L y) = GV (A, ) (AS(L,))
R3
for the modified Green’s function G(A;x,y) for the operator L(A;x).
We consider position A and momentum variable E as elements of S(R?, CX*3) depending on the time

parameter t, so that the RHSs of equations (29) are well defined distributions applied to test functions.

Remark 2.6. As shown in [Pe78] the ambiguities discussed by Gribov in [Gr78] concerning the gauge
fixing (see also [5178] and [[He97]) can be traced precisely to the existence of zero eigenfunctions of the

operator L.

Corollary 2.3. The Hamilton function (26) for the Yang-Mills equations can be written as

H=H]+H]]+V, (30)
where
1 3 a 2
Hr =~ d’x E{(t, )
2 Jrs
2 2
Hpp = Q_J 3z [f d*y aiGa’b(A;%y)ab’c’dAg(t,y)Eg(t,y)] (31)
2 Jrs RS
1 1 a a a.b,c c a a a,b,c c
V=16 s BB elFeP (0,48 — 0p AL + ge@PC ALAG) (0, AL — 0, A + ge®bC AL A)] (1, ).

3 Quantization of Yang-Mills Equations and Positive Mass Gap

There are several methods of designing a quantum theory for non-Abelian gauge fields. The Hamilto-
nian formulation is the approach used in the original work by Yang-Mills ([MY54]), which was later
abandoned in favour of an alternative method based on Feynman path integrals ([FP67]). When it

became clear that the Faddeev-Popov method must be incomplete beyond perturbation theory, Hamil-

11



tonian formulation enjoyed a partial renaissance. More recent, didactically accessible, examples of the

Hamiltonian approach in the physical literature can be found in [Sch08].

In the first section of this chapter we summarize the construction a quantized Yang-Mills theory in
dimension 3 + 1 carried out in [Fa24], in the second we treat invariance, and in the third we show the

mass gap, the spectral lower bound for the Hamilton operator.

3.1 Quantization

In the Yang-Mills 3 + 1 dimensional set up, in order to account for functionals on transversal fields
as required by the Coulomb gauge, we introduce the configuration space S| (R*, CX*3) and the path
space S (R?, CK*3). These are the duals in the sense of nuclear spaces of the test functions satisfying

the transversal condition:

L (R?,C*3 dz) := {A e L*(R?, C"% d*z)| All = 0},
SJ_(R3,CKX3) = S(R3,CKX3) A Li(R3,CKX3,d3CC) (32)

SL(RYCF¥) = {fe SR, CH"?)| f(t,-) e L (R?, C" "3 d%z) for all t e R}

Note that we do not need to bother about the time component of the connection, because it vanishes

in the Coulomb gauge. The tempered distributions are defined

SL(R?, CH*%) = {A: S (R?,CF*3) — C"*? linear and continuous} (33)
33
STR*, CHF*3) = {A: S (R?,CF**) — CF*? linear and continuous},

and A € 8| (R*, CK*3) is called regular if there exists a = a(t,z) € L} (R?*, C**3) such that for all
pe SJ_(R4, CK><3)

AW = [ a0 0(0), (34
R4
where the dot denotes the pointwise multiplication.

We define the Hilbert space £ := L?(S| (R*, C%*3) du) and the physical Hilbert space as H :=
L%(S) (R3, CE*3) dv) for appropriate probability measures p and v.
Following [Fa24] we introduce the Hamilton operator originated by the quantization of the Hamiltonian
formulation of Yang-Mills equations. This operator is the infinitesimal generator of a time inhomoge-
neous It6’s diffusion, whose probability density solves the heat kernel equation. A probability measure
on the tempered distributions is constructed by means of this Itd’s process as integrator and utilizing

the Feynman-Ka¢ formula. The Osterwalder-Schrader axioms hold true such that the Hamilton oper-

12



ator is selfadjoint on the probability space of the time zero tempered distributions. Equivalently, the

Wightman axioms are satisfied.

Conjecture 3.1 (4D-YM-Measure Properties). The classic Hamiltonian system described in Corol-
lary 26 can be quantized as follows.

A probability measure u on the space of generalized fields satysfying the Coulomb gauge S’ (R*, CK*3)
can be constructed in such manner that there exists a go € [0, 1[, so that for any bare coupling constant

g € [0, go[ the generating functional

S9(p) = e dpt(A), (35)

fsi(R47ch3)
for p € S| (R*, CK*3) satisfies the Osterwalder-Schadrer axioms (0S0)-(0S4) and hence the Wightman
axioms (W1)-(W8) as in [GJ&7]. Note that S9(¢) and A(p) are K x 3 complex matrices, and that the

exponential is meant componentwise.

The operator HY, defined by means of the reconstruction theorem of quantum mechanics, is self-
adjoint, has a domain in the Hilbert space L?(S| (R? CK*3) dv9), has fundamental state Qf =

QU (A(s,2)), i.e. HIQF = 0, and satisfies the Feynman-Kac-Nelson formula

(Qg, Bye~(s2=s0)H B o—(sa=s2)H* . BNQg>g - J 1Y Bi.(A(sk, ) du (A), (36)
Si(R4,CK><3)

where the scalar product (-,-)? on &} (R3, CX*3) is defined as

(T,0) f T(A)B(A)d(A), (37)

S’ (R3,CKx3)

the functionals (B = By (A))g=1,.. n are in L*(S (R?, CE*3) C,dv9), and (sg)k=1,...n is a partition

of the interval [7,T] defined as sj, := 7+ kI™ for 7:= —% and T := +£.

The Hamiltonian HY is a non-negative operator HY on L?(S' (R?, CK*3) C,dv9). If the coupling

constant g vanishes, both measures p° and v° are Gaussian, otherwise not. The domain of definition is
D(HY) := {V e L*(S|(R*,R""?),C,dv9) | HV € L*(S| (R*, R**?), C,dv") } . (38)
Moreover, the operator H? can be decomposed on D(HY) n L*(L? (R?, RE*3), C,dv?) as

HY=Hr+H}, +V9 -V, (39)

13



where

5 2
| ot T
R3 6Az (t7 y)

VY= J &z |RY" (t, )
R3

for A e Li(R3, CE>3 d3z2), where Vy is a real constant which can be chosen so that the ground state
Q] satisfies

HIOY = 0. (41)

A proof of Conjecture 3.1 can be found in [Fa24].

3.2 Gauge Invariance

The construction of the Hamiltonian in Subsection 3.1 is gauge invariant. As a matter of fact, if we
repeat the construction for a principal fibre bundle subject to a gauge transformation preserving the
Coulomb gauge, we obtain an Hamiltonian which is unitary equivalent with the original one and has,

in particular, the same spectrum.

Definition 3.1 (Gauge Transformation). Let P be a principal fibre bundle over a manifold M
and 7 : P — M be the projection. An automorphism of P is a diffeomorphism f : P — P such that
f(ph) = f(p)hforall h e G, p e P. A gauge transformation of P is an automorphism f : P — P such
that 7(p) = 7(f(p)) for all p € P. In other words f induces a well defined diffeomorphism f : M — M

given by f(n(p)) = n(f(p)).

Following section 3.3 of [B105] we notice that the Lagrangian density on the principal fibre bundle
P on which we define the Yang-Mills connection is a G-invariant functional on the space of 1-jets
of maps from P to the fibre of the vector bundle V associated with P induced by the representation
p: G — GL(C?*K). Hence, the position variable A occurring in the Lagrangian density and its Legendre
transform, the Hamiltonian density takes value in C3%, which is the fibre of the complex vector bundle
V. We want to analyze how the position variable behaves if the principal fibre bundle is subject to a

gauge transformation.

14



Proposition 3.1. Let f be a gauge transformation of the principal fiber bundle P and w a connection.

Then, w’ := (f~1)*w is a connection on P. They have the local representation on 7~ 1(U)

wp = adg(p)-1 0T A+ C*0
wg = ad¢(py-1 © ¥ Al 4 0,

and

Al = adg o (A — ¢*0), (43)

where:

e m: P — M is the projection of the principal fibre bundle P onto its base space M,
e U c M is an open subset of the base space,

o : 7 1 (U) - UxG is a local trivialization of n=1(U) < P, that is a G-equivariant diffeomorphism

such that the following diagram commutes

U U) -Ux G (44)
\Lﬂ' pry
U

This means that ¥ (p) = (m(p),{(p)), where ¢ : 7Y (U) — G is a fibrewise diffeomorphism satisfy-
ing C(ph) = ((p)h for all h e G.

o the trivialization map ¥(f(p)) = (7(p),C(f(p))) let us define ¢ : 7Y (U) — G by é(p) :=

C(f(p)C(p)~t, whence ¢p(p) = d(m(p)) for a well defined function ¢ in virtue of the equivari-
ance of ¥ and f.

e The Maurer-Cartan form is the g-valued 1-form defined by 0y, := (Lp-1)4 : TG — T.G = g.

o A and A are g-valued 1-forms on M introduced in Remark 2.1.

Proof. These are collected results from Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.22 in [Baul].

Remark 3.1. For matrix groups equation (43) becomes

Al =¢Ap™! —dog™! (45)
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For the Yang-Mills construction we denote the K x 3 matrices of the local representation of A and
its gauge transformation A/ by A and A/, which is in line with the notation utilized so far for the

position variable and introduced in Theorem 2.2.

Theorem 3.2. Let f be a gauge transform preserving the Coulomb gauge for the Yang-Mills construc-
tion and let H9 and H9/ be the Hamilton operators for the quantized Yang-Mills equation with coupling
constant g, before and after the gauge transform, as shown in Conjecture 3.1. Let U be the operator on

L2(S (R3,CK*3), dv9) induced by the gauge transform as
UT(A) := U(AT). (46)
Then, U is a unitary operator in L*(S' (R3, CK>*3), dv9) and HY and H9/ are unitary equivalent:
H% =UHIU. (47)

Proof. First, we remark that U maps L*(S| (R? CK*3) dv9) onto itself, because it preserves the

Coulomb gauge. Next, we prove that U is unitary. For all ¥, ® € L*(S (R?, CK*3) dv9)

(UV,U®)Y = L/ o T(ANHDANdvI(A) =

oAl

= U(A)P(A) | ——
JSi(R?’,R) (a)2( )‘5A

=1

dvi(A) = (48)

= (U, ®)?

The change of variable is given by equation (43) which is affine in A because the adjoint representation

is linear in A, which means (adg)s = ad, for all g € G. Moreover, since

the Jacobi determinant reads
det ((adg)s) = det (ady) = det ((Lg)s1grar (R,-1)x) = det (1gsx) = 1. (50)

Note that the change of variable respects the fibre of the vector bundle V', and hence the change of
variable formula for the integral is the one of finite dimensional analysis.

Next, we prove the unitary equivalence of the Hamilton operators before and after the gauge transform.
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Their definitions read

H9=H<A ! 5)

"1 0A
Y (51)
g =g (A =
< " 6Af)
For appropriate ¥, ® € L*(S' (R3, CK*3),dv9) we have
(H9T 0, ®) =
= f H (Af, li) T(A)D(A)dvI(A) =
Si(R3,R) 2 5Aj
14 oAl (52)
= H(A -— |U'WAU'®A) || dA)=
me (At5g ) vtea o) S| ara)
=1
= (HU ', U 1®),
leading to
H% = UHIU! (53)
on the corresponding domains.
O

We can therefore conclude that the spectrum of the Hamilton operator for the quantized Yang-Mills

problem is gauge invariant.

3.3 Mass gap

Conjecture 3.2. For any bare coupling constant g € [0, go[ the spectrum of the Hamiltonian HY

contains 0 as a simple eigenvalue for the vacuum eigenstate, and satisfies
spec(HY) < {0} u [n?, +o0], for a n? >0, (54)

and n9 = O(g>™*V) for any n € Ny. In particular, there is a mass gap only if g > 0, and the group G

must be non-abelian.

A proof of Conjecture 3.2 can be found in [Fa24]. Conjectures 3.1 and 3.2 are a formalization of

Conjecture 1.1.
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4 Quark Confinement

4.1 Wilson Loop

Definition 4.1. Let v be a closed loop in the Minkowski space, P the path-ordering operator, exp the

exponential map from the Lie algebra g to its Lie group G, p : G — GL(CX) a faithful representation

of G and x := trop a faithful character of G, where tr is he trace on £(C¥). The Wilson loop is defined

for any A € &) (R*, CK*3) as

WIv](A) := li%ler P exp zﬁ;Aa(J8 # 1,)dx ||,
8!

(55)

where 1, is the indicator function for the set of points on the curve 7, # the convolution and J. €

S(R* RY) a mollifier such that S’ — lim._, ¢ J. = d.

It is straightforward to prove that

Proposition 4.1. For regular fields A = a(t,z) € L?

loc

(R*, CE*3) the Wilson loop reads

o dx®
WIv](A) := x | Pexp zﬁ;aa(ac (s))gds

¥

Proposition 4.2. The Wilson loop is gauge invariant, i.e.
WhHJ(AT) = W[y](A)
for all gauge transforms f and all A € S (R*,CK*3).
Proof. Tt suffices to show it for regular fields.
(AT N
WhHAT) = x [Pexp ( + fad (@h(s) s | | =
5 ¥

=y |Pexp z%aa(a:a(s))ddx—:ds = W[v](A).

18



4.2 Generalization of Elitzur’s Theorem

We prove an extension of Elitzur theorem which has been known to hold so far to hold for Quantum

Yang-Mills theories on the lattice. For the rationale see [Ma23].

Theorem 4.3. Let us consider the quantum Yang-Mills theory introduced in Subsection 3.1. The only
operators that can have non-vanishing expectation values are those which are invariant under local gauge
transformation. More ezactly, let O = O(A) be an operator on L*(S (R3,CE>*3), dv9) and f a gauge
transform. Then, the operator O and its gauge transform Of = Of(A) := O(AT) are unitary equivalent,
because

of =vout, (59)

where UW(A) := U(AT) is a unitary operator induced by the gauge transform f. Moreover, if for all
gauge transforms f

(o) =(0), (60)

then it must be that
(07) =(0) = 0. (61)

Proof. The proof of equation (59) is the same as the corresponding proof in Theorem 3.2, where we
have seen that that U maps L%(S' (R3, CK*3), dv9) onto itself, because it preserves the Coulomb gauge
and that U is unitary. Next, for appropriate ¥, ® € L*(S (R?, CX*3), dv9) we have

(07w, ®)7 — J O(AT)U(A)B(A)dvI(A) —
S (R3,R)
_ oAS ! (62)
=J OAU (AU P(A) || dv?(A)=(OU T, U®)Y = (UOU T, d)9,
S’ (R3,R) oA
=1
Finally, for all gauge transform f
(07) = (0790, Q)7 = (0Q0,2)? = (0), (63)

which can hold true only if <Of> = (0) = 0. The proof is completed.
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4.3 Cluster Theorem

Theorem 4.4 (Fredenhagen, [['185]). Let H be a Hilbert space, H a selfadjoint operator in H with
spec(H) < {0} U [n, +oo[ for n > 0, Qq the unique normalized eigenvector of H with eigenvalue 0, and
let C1, Cy be bounded operators in H such that

[exp(iHt)Cy exp(—iHt),Ca] =0 (64)
for |t| < T, for a given T > 0. Then

[(0, C1C200) — (0, C1€20)(Q0, C20)| < exp(—nT) {|CF Q0| CoQ0[C120||C5 0|1} . (65)

4.4 Confinement

Following [Ch21] we introduce

Definition 4.2 (Confinement Property). A quantum Yang-Mills Theory satisfies the confinement
property if and only if for any R > 0

. 1
tim sup  log | (W[y.r]) | < ~V/(R) (66)
T—+0

for some V such that V(R) — +o as R — +o0, where g r is any rectangular loop with side lengths

R and T.

Remark 4.1. Why does Property 4.2 imply confinement of quarks? Let us consider a rectangular
loop, where the sides of length R represent the lines joining the quark-antiquark pair at times 0 and
T, and the sides of length T represent the trajectories o f the quark and the antiquark in the time
direction. If V(R) denotes the potential energy of a static quark-antiquark pair separated by distance
R, then quantum field theoretic calculations ([Wi74]) indicate that Wilson’s loop W ~ exp(—V(R)T)
for R fixed and T' — +00. So, if property 4.2 holds, then V(R) grows to infinity as distance R between
the quark and the antiquark grows. By the conservation of energy, this implies that the pair will not

be able to separate beyond a certain distance.

Theorem 4.5. The Quantum Yang-Mills theory in Conjectures 3.1 and 3.2 satisfies for g €]0, go[ the

confinement property. In particular, the group G must be non-abelian.

In other words for weak coupling constant

Conjecture 1.1: mass gap existence = Conjecture 1.2: quark confinement. ‘ (67)
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Lemma 4.6. For regular fields under the Coulomb gauge we have

p| Pexp zgﬁAadxa — C1 (A0, ))Co(A(T ), (68)

YR, T

where

C1(A) = p (exp <ZR f ' AL (sR.0. O)ds)) Co(A) = p (eXp (+1R f Ay (R, 0, 0)d5)> (69)

0 0

are bounded multiplication operators on H = L*(S (R?, CE>*3) £(CK), dv) satisfying C1Ca = C2C =
1.
For any field under the Coulomb gauge A € S (R3, CKX*3) equation (68) holds true with

Cl (A) :

i o (o (< [ Aot - or0.0)as)
cx(a) = i p (o0 (408 AaGoct~ R.0.00)a5) ).

where (¢c)es0 < S1(R3, CE*3) such that ' —lim. oy p. = 015*3,

Proof. Tt suffices to prove it for regular fields. For arbitrary fields it follows from a density argument.

Let us decompose the rectangular loop as sum of its sides:

YR,T = 711%,T + 712?,,T + 712%,T + 713?,,T + ’7;1?,,T' (71)
with the parametrizations
Y [0,1] - R s — (0,sR,0,0)
Yo [0,1] - RY s — (sT, R,0,0)
(72)
Yo+ [0,1] = RY s = (T, (=s + 1)R,0,0)
’7;1%,T [07 1] - R47 S = ((_S +1)T,0,0, O)'
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using the Coulomb gauge and the parametrizations we obtain

. . J
Pexp | ¥ Aqdz® | =Pexp |2 ¥ Ajdz? | =Pexp |1 ¥ Aj(xj(s))d—ds =

YR, T YR, T TR, T

= Pexp (—zR J: [41(0,sR,0,0) — Ay (T, (—s + 1)R,0,0)] ds) =

1
= Pexp (—zRf [41(0,sR,0,0) — A1 (T, sR,0,0)] ds) ,
0

and hence

ol Pexp | 35 Andz® | | = 1 (A0, ) Ca(A(T, )).

YR, T

Lemma 4.7. The expectation of the Wilson loop reads

Womrlay=[

Proof. By means of (36), see also [Fa24] for details, we can infer

(Qo, Cl GXp(fTHg)CQQ())g = J\S/ (R4 CKX;:,) Cl (A(O, ))CQ (A(T, ))d,LLg(A) =

j C1(A) exp(~TH?)C(A)dv? (A),
S/ (R3,CKx3)

and hence,

<p Pexp |2 fﬁ Andz® > J p | Pexp ﬁ;Adxj dp?(A) =
/ (R4,CKx3)

YR, T YR, T

j Cr(A(0, ) Ca(A(T, ))dps? (A) =
S R4 CKXS)

J C1(A) exp(=THI)Cy(A)dvI(A) =
R3 CKXS)
= (Qo, C1 exp(=TH?)0290)? € L(CK).

Taking the trace on both sides leads to (75), and the proof is completed.

22
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Proof of Theorem 4.5. Let us define

Cy :=exp (—THY)Cs. (78)

We obtain for he commutator:

[exp(i HIt)Cy exp(—iHt), Ca] = exp(iHIt)Cy exp(—iHt)Cy — Cy exp(iHt)Cy exp(—iHIt) =

= exp(iHIt)Cyexp (—(T +1t)HI) Cy — exp ((—T + t)HY) C2Cy exp (—itHY) =

=1

(79)
= exp(iHIt) C1Cq exp (—(T + 1t)HY) — exp (=T + 1t)H?) C2Cy exp (—itHY) =
=1 =1
= exp(—THY) — exp(—THY) =0,
because by (40) HY and Cy commute.
By Theorem 4.3 the expectations of C; and Cs vanish:
(C1) = (R0,C12)7 =0 (C2) = (o, C20)? = 0. (80)

By Theorem 3.2 there exists a positive mass gap 19 > 0 for g > 0. By Theorem 4.4 we therefore obtain

| (20, C1 exp(~=TH?)C200)° | = |(, C1C200)?| < exp(—17T) {|CF 0l [Co0 I 1% [1CF 0]}

(81)
We note that |C§Q| and [|C1€0] do not depend on T and that
[C200]* = (0, C5 C200)? = J C3 (A(T,))C2(A(T, -))dp? (A)
S’ (R4,CK*3)
(82)
1C5Q0[? = (€20, C2C5Q0)? = J Co(A(T, )O3 (A(T,-))dpu? (A),
Si(R‘l,CKXg)
Therefore,
~ 1 —
€9 = tim p (o0 (=i [ (A~ A)(Tpelc— (5T 0.0))as ) ) ()
e—0+ S/L(R470K><3) 0 (83)

1
G302 = 1 p(exp (—zR [ - ane, soa<-—(sR,o,o»)ds))de)
e—0+ S/ (R4,CKx3) 0
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Hence,
|Ca2]? = |C5 Q0] =

= i, 5, (Roxx) (GXP (2R Ll S(AN(T, ¢-(- — (sR, 0, 0)))ds>) dpd(A) = (84)

1
= lim p (exp (+12RJ (A1) (vke (- — (T, sR, 0, O)))ds>> duf (A),
e—0+ S/ (R4,CK%3) 0

where (kc)e=o © S1 (R*CE*3) such that &' — lim. o4 ke = 6153,

By the proof the Osterwalder-Schrader regularity axiom (OS1) in Corollary 4.19 in [Fa24], there is

some constant ¢ > 0 such that

p (exp (+13(A1)(9)) du? (A)| < exp (clolf 1) ) (55)

Jsi(R4,ch3)

for all p € S (R*CE>*3). If supp(¢) == R*, by the Sobolev embedding theorem we have

leolla-1re) < lelor e (86)

Therefore, for all € > 0

| p (exp (+13(A) (KT R)) dpt (A)| < exp (I3 g ) (87)
S’ (R*,CKx3)
where .
KhE = 22RJ (ke(- — (T, sR,0,0)))ds. (88)
0

Note that for all £ > 0 we have X' =« B = R? for a compact B.

We have

1
”CZ#R(L,I)‘ = 2RJ ke(t —T,x1 — sR,x2,23)ds = 0
0 . (89)
J (KR (t,2)| dtda® = QRJ J dtdz’k.(t — T,z1 — sR, x9,23)ds — 2R (¢ — 07),
R4 0o JrR4

and we conclude that

[Ca20]? = |C5 ] < exp(4cR?), (90)

and, analogously,

[C190]? = [C30|? < exp(4cR?). (91)
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Inequality (81) becomes
| (Q0,C1 exp(—THY)C2)? | < exp(—n?T) exp(4cR?). (92)
Let us consider a 8 €]0, +o0[. By solving the quadratic inequality
—n9T + 4cR* < —BTR (93)

with respect to R we see that

_ 272 g
o p BT+«/ﬁ81; L 16009T (04)

implies (93). Hence, we obtain
| (Qo, Cl GXp(fTHg)OQQo)g | < eXp(fﬂTR), (95)
and therefore, by Lemma 4.7
|(Wvr.7])| = [tr [(Q0, C1 exp(=TH?)C2Q0)?]| < 3K exp(—STR). (96)
The confinement property in Definition 4.2 is satisfied because
. 1 . 1
lim sup T log | (W[vr,r]) | <limsup T log(3K exp(—STR)) < —fR, (97)

T—+w T—+0w0

and the proof is completed.

Remark 4.2. Note that the proof of quark confinement is independent of the choice of the representa-
tion p of the non-commutative group G. This is in line with Seiler’s observation in [Se82] page 6 that

“it is curious that the (formal) continuum theory does not have this dependence".

5 Conclusion
For the quantized Yang-Mills 3 + 1 dimensional problem we have introduced the Wilson loop, proved

an extension of Elitzur’s theorem and shown quark confinement for sufficiently small values of the bare

coupling constant, provided the existence of the mass gap.
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