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The structure of center vortices is studied in SU(4) Yang-Mills theory for the first time to illu-
minate the interplay between elementary (center charge ±1) and doubly charged vortices. Unlike
in SU(3), where charge +2 vortices are simply elementary vortices with reversed orientations in
spacetime, these possibilities are physically distinct in SU(4). Visualizations of the vortex structure
in three-dimensional slices reveal the various ways in which doubly charged objects manifest, as the
convergence and matching of elementary vortices or as isolated doubly charged loops. An algorithm
is described to classify every doubly charged chain as one of these three types. A collection of
vortex statistics is considered to quantify the vortex structure. Many of these pertain to the novel
doubly charged objects, including their relative proportions and chain lengths, which are analyzed
to highlight the differences between each chain type. Three different lattice spacings are employed
to investigate the approach to the continuum limit. Vortex matching chains are found to be shorter
on average but also more prevalent than vortex convergences, ascribed to their interpretation as ex-
tended center monopoles. In addition, the lengths of both vortex convergences and vortex matchings
are observed to follow an exponential distribution, allowing the introduction of a constant proba-
bility for a doubly charged chain to split into two elementary vortices as it propagates. Combined,
these findings provide a characterization of the vortices that comprise center vortex structures in
SU(4) Yang-Mills theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past five decades, it has become increasingly
clear that a quantum vacuum dominated by topological
objects such as center vortices is essential to understand-
ing the confinement mechanism in 4D SU(N) Yang-Mills
(YM) theory [1–31]. These physical objects are part of
a complex landscape that may have a large spectrum
of possibilities. Further progress requires mapping this
landscape across various scenarios, connecting it with po-
tential effective descriptions, and establishing links with
different observables. In this way, a coherent unified pic-
ture of confinement can start to take shape.

Early seminal works laid the foundations for under-
standing the key role of center vortices in confinement
[1–5]. One of the methods that made their detection
possible is based on a two-step process. Initially, the
Monte Carlo configurations are transformed to physi-
cally equivalent ones in the direct maximal center gauge
(DMC), where the link variables are as close as possible
to center elements. Next, center-projected variables are
used to detect plaquettes with nontrivial center charge,
which are pierced by the center-vortex guiding centers.
In SU(2) and SU(3), this procedure showed that center-
vortex worldsurfaces percolate the full four-dimensional
spacetime at low temperatures [6, 9, 15].

When compared with SU(2), a new possibility emerges
in SU(3), with center-vortex worldsurfaces able to be
matched in groups of three. This property was studied
and characterized with or without dynamical quarks by
following them over spacetime slices [21, 30–34]. In pure
SU(3) YM at zero temperature, a network of connected
percolating center-vortex lines forming a primary clus-
ter and secondary loops that grow and “merge” with the

primary cluster were observed [30, 33]. The matchings
are due to center-charge conservation modulo 3, which
allows for three charge +1 vortex lines to end (or start)
at a common point. This can also be thought of as a
pair of charge +1 vortices that converge and fuse into a
charge +2 vortex, as this gives an elementary percolating
vortex: +2 = −1 (mod 3).

In the context of SU(4) gauge theory, the physical in-
equivalence between elementary and doubly charged cen-
ter vortices adds another layer of complexity. Four charge
+1 center-vortex lines could match at a common point
(center monopole) or through an extended object: an
intermediate doubly charged vortex line. Also, a pair
of charge +1 vortices could converge to form a doubly
charged line and then split. At the commencement of
this study, there was no knowledge about whether this
intermediate component is favored or not. Similarly, no
a priori information about the behavior of elementary
and doubly charged secondary loops exists.

Center vortices have also been studied and discussed
with methods based on the maximal Abelian gauge
(MAG) that can additionally detect the presence of
monopoles on them, with nontrivial Cartan flux [35–
38]. The chains formed when monopoles are present, also
known as nonoriented center vortices, contribute to the
topological charge [39]. Furthermore, when mixed with
oriented center vortices, these chains can explain the for-
mation of the confining flux tube and its properties at
asymptotically large distances between quarks [40–42].

The main objective of this work is to determine the
general structure of center-vortex networks in SU(4) lat-
tice YM theory and reveal details about the different
components observed. As these studies will be based on
the DMC gauge, the network will be formed by all pos-
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sible oriented and nonoriented center vortices, with no
information about the Cartan flux orientations that dis-
tinguish them. The main focus will be on elucidating how
vortex convergences (VC), vortex matchings (VM) and
doubly charged loops (L2) are realized. To achieve this,
high-resolution simulations on fine lattices, accompanied
by a detailed statistical analysis, will be implemented.
This characterization will provide novel features of the
SU(4) network as compared to SU(3), which will help to
confirm or refine effective proposals for the confinement
mechanism in SU(N) pure YM theory.

This paper is structured as follows. We start by sum-
marizing the center vortex model and the procedure for
identifying vortices in Sec. II. Visualizations of SU(4) vor-
tex structures and the algorithm employed to identify
their various components are presented in Sec. III. Sec-
tion IV contains our quantitative analysis of vortex statis-
tics, including extrapolations to the continuum limit. Fi-
nally, we conclude our primary findings in Sec. V. Sup-
plemental material providing interactive models and em-
bedded animations of SU(4) center vortex structures is
located at the end of this document. Instructions on
interacting with this content is given therein, and the
figures are referenced in the main text as Fig. S-x.

II. CENTER VORTICES

Center vortices [1–5] are regions of the gauge field that
carry magnetic flux quantized according to the center of
SU(N),

ZN =

{
exp

(
2πi

N
n

)
I
∣∣∣∣ n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1

}
. (1)

Physical vortices in the ground-state fields of SU(N)
Yang-Mills theory have a finite thickness. In contrast, on
the lattice “thin” center vortices are extracted through
a well-known gauge-fixing procedure that seeks to bring
each link variable Uµ(x) as close as possible to an ele-
ment of ZN . These thin vortices form closed surfaces
in four-dimensional Euclidean spacetime, and thus one-
dimensional structures in a three-dimensional slice of the
four-dimensional spacetime.

The gauge fixing is typically performed by finding the
gauge transformation Ω(x) to maximize the below func-
tional, which corresponds to implementing the “direct”
maximal center gauge [43],

R =
∑
x, µ

∣∣TrUΩ
µ (x)

∣∣2 . (2)

The links are subsequently projected onto the center,

UΩ
µ (x) −→ Zµ(x) = exp

(
2πi

N
nµ(x)

)
I ∈ ZN , (3)

with nµ(x) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1} identified as the center
phase nearest to arg TrUµ(x) for each link. Finally, the

TABLE I. The simulation details for our ensembles, including
the β value, lattice spacing a in terms of the string tension and
in physical units, and the number of spatial Ns and temporal
Nt lattice sites. The physical lattice spacing is obtained using
for the string tension

√
σ ≃ 465MeV [50–53]

β a (σ−1/2) a (fm) Ns Nt

10.900 0.239 0.101 20 40
11.428 0.149 0.063 32 64
12.100 0.103 0.044 48 96

locations of vortices are identified by nontrivial plaque-
ttes in the center-projected field,

Pµν(x) =
∏
□

Zµ(x) = exp

(
2πi

N
mµν(x)

)
I (4)

with mµν(x) ̸= 0. The value of mµν(x) is referred to as
the center charge of the vortex, and we say the plaquette
is pierced by a vortex.
Due to a Bianchi identity satisfied by the vortex

fields [16, 32], the center charge is conserved such that
the vortex topology constitutes closed arrays of sheets
in four dimensions, or closed networks of lines in three-
dimensional slices of the lattice. Although this procedure
is gauge dependent, numerical evidence strongly suggests
that the projected vortex locations correspond to the
physical guiding centers of thick vortices in the original
field configurations [9, 21, 43, 44]. This allows one to in-
vestigate the significance of center vortices through the
vortex-only field Zµ(x).
Our simulations are performed using a pseudo-heat-

bath [45] algorithm with the standard Wilson action [46],

SW = β
∑

x, µ<ν

[
1− 1

N
ReTrPµν(x)

]
, (5)

where β = 2N/g2 and g is the bare gauge coupling. The
Cabibbo-Marinari algorithm [47] is applied by iterating
over the N(N − 1)/2 = 6 (for N = 4) diagonal SU(2)
subgroups twice per local update.
100 configurations are generated at three different val-

ues of β to investigate the lattice-spacing dependence of
our calculations, with the lattice dimensions varied to
keep the physical volume approximately constant. The
scale is set using string tension data and the interpolat-
ing formula from Refs. [48, 49]. Simulation details are
provided in Table I.
When simulating at fine lattice spacings, one must be

careful to avoid any topological locking, which is known
to worsen as both β and N increase. As such, to ensure
our finest lattice is not afflicted by any non-ergodicity
in the Markov chain, we instead choose to thermalize
100 independent hot starts with 10,000 thermalization
sweeps employed for each. We can therefore be confident
our configurations are representative of the ensemble.
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FIG. 1. The typical visualization convention for center vor-
tices in SU(3). An m = +1 vortex segment (left) is rep-
resented by a jet in the available orthogonal dimension, with
the direction given by the right-hand rule. An m = −1 vortex
segment (right) is rendered by a jet in the opposite direction.

III. VISUALIZATIONS

Our first point of consideration is the qualitative struc-
ture of SU(4) center vortex matter. This is examined
by extending visualization techniques previously estab-
lished in Ref. [33]. To construct a three-dimensional vi-
sualization, we slice through a given dimension of the
four-dimensional lattice by holding the associated coor-
dinate fixed. This leaves one orthogonal direction in the
three-dimensional slice available to identify each nontriv-
ial plaquette in the center-projected field. A vortex seg-
ment is then rendered as an arrow existing on the dual
lattice and piercing the nontrivial plaquette.

Prior work has visualized exclusively SU(3) center vor-
tex structures [30, 31, 33, 34]. In this case, there are
two distinct nontrivial center elements corresponding to
m = ±1. The orientation of an m = +1 vortex is deter-
mined by applying the right-hand rule. Since the flow of
m = −1 center charge is indistinguishable from an oppo-
site flow of m = +1 center charge, we display an m = −1
vortex as a jet pointing in the opposite direction from
the right-hand rule. In other words, the visualizations
exclusively show the flow of m = +1 center charge. This
convention is demonstrated in Fig. 1.

This process is complicated in SU(4) by the addition
of physically inequivalent doubly charged (m = +2) vor-
tices, for which there are several distinct scenarios that
must be accounted for to build a comprehensive picture
of SU(4) vortex geometry. Basic examples for two of
these possibilities are illustrated in Fig. 2. In the first
one, two elementary vortices converge to form a single
doubly charged chain, from which two elementary vor-
tices emerge at the other end. We label this a “vortex
convergence” (VC) chain. In the second case, both pairs
of elementary vortices converge at their respective ends
of the chain, which we call a “vortex matching” (VM)
chain. This is allowed due to the equivalence between
m = +2 and m = −2 center charges. A VM chain could
also feature the pairs of elementary vortices emerging at
the chain’s ends, instead of converging. Naturally, the
third possibility not shown in Fig. 2 is that the doubly

FIG. 2. Basic examples of doubly charged vortex chains in
SU(4). A vortex convergence chain (left) sees two elementary
vortices converge at one end of the chain and emerge at the
other. A vortex matching chain (right) features both elemen-
tary pairs converging, or both emerging, at their respective
ends of the chain. The double-sided arrow representing the
doubly charged chain embodies the equivalence between a vor-
tex charge of m = +2 and m = −2.

charged chain does not connect to any elementary vor-
tices, forming an isolated “loop of charge 2” (L2).
We will now describe a numerical algorithm to unam-

biguously identify a doubly charged vortex chain as one
of these three classifications.

1. Select a random doubly charged vortex segment
and mark it as visited. Initialize a zero-size array
touch for later use.

2. Identify all unvisited doubly charged vortex seg-
ments that touch the selected segment. Recursively
visit each of these in turn, until no more unvisited
doubly charged segments can be found. At this
point, we must be at an end of the chain.

3. Count the number of elementary vortices that
touch one end of the doubly charged vortex line.
For each, record if it is the tip or base of the ele-
mentary vortex that touches.

4. Append the difference ntip − nbase to touch if it is
nonzero.

5. Repeat Steps 3 and 4 for the other end of the doubly
charged vortex.

6. From the information contained in the touch array,
the doubly charged chain is classified according to
the following logic:

(a) If touch is still zero-size, then it is a loop, i.e.
an L2 chain.

(b) Else, if all elements of touch have the same
sign, it is a VM chain.

(c) Else, it is a VC chain.

7. Restart from Step 1 until every doubly charged vor-
tex has been visited. This results in the classifica-
tion of all such chains.
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FIG. 3. Rare edge cases that must be accounted for in the
classification of doubly charged vortex chains. Four elemen-
tary vortex segments can touch one end of the chain (left),
with two of these attributed to forming the doubly charged
chain and the remaining two constituting part of an elemen-
tary vortex line. Similarly, an L2 chain can feature points at
which an elementary vortex line touches the chain (right).

Analyzing the two ends of the doubly charged vortex sep-
arately (in Steps 3 through 5) is crucial to allow for chains
of length one, in which case the elementary vortices at
both ends of the chain touch a single vortex segment.
Furthermore, the process of calculating the difference
ntip − nbase and considering this only when nonzero is
necessary to account for several edge cases that would
otherwise be incorrectly classified. Examples of these are
provided in Fig. 3.

The left figure shows a doubly charged chain with four
elementary vortex segments touching at one end. Three
of these are incoming and one is outgoing. As such, this
can be resolved as two elementary vortices converging to
form the doubly charged chain and a continuous elemen-
tary vortex line that happens to touch the same point.
Upon examining the other end, the chain is unambigu-
ously resolved to be VC, with the mismatch in incoming
and outgoing elementary vortices accounted for by the
difference ntip − nbase, as described.
On the right, an elementary vortex line touches an L2

chain at two points. Given that the elementary vortices
never combine to form the doubly charged chain, we can
be assured it is L2 rather than another type. This will
have ntip−nbase = 0 at both touching points and as such
will be disregarded, leading to the correct classification.

One hypothetical scenario not accounted for by the
above prescription is the intersection of two doubly
charged chains. According to the classification proce-
dure, this would be identified as a single chain. In prin-
ciple, there would be ambiguity in how the intersection
is resolved into two chains. However, no such instance
was encountered in our configurations, meaning we can
be confident in the outlined algorithm.

With that covered, the rendering color scheme for the
visualizations is as follows: VC chains are in green, VM
chains are in red, and L2 chains are in yellow/orange. El-
ementary vortices that are part of the percolating cluster

will be colored dark blue, or light blue if in a secondary
cluster.

We now present visualizations for each lattice spacing.
Given the vortex sheet percolates all four dimensions at
low temperatures, the observed three-dimensional struc-
ture is insensitive to the choice of dimension sliced over.
We choose to show “spatial slices,” obtained from fixing
one of the three spatial (x-y-z) coordinates. This is to
take advantage of the larger associated three-dimensional
volume, which incorporates the long time dimension. A
typical spatial slice is displayed for each lattice spacing
throughout Figs. 4–6.

The visualizations reveal a percolating cluster that
dominates the structure, with only a handful of smaller
secondary clusters scattered throughout the lattice. This
is in line with prior SU(3) visualzations at low temper-
atures [30, 33]. The presence of doubly charged chains
connecting the elementary-vortex components is mani-
fest. Their total length in the network is seen to be sig-
nificantly smaller than that of the elementary vortices,
and at a glance there appears to be approximately equal
proportions of vortex convergence and vortex matching
chains. This will be investigated in detail in Sec. IVA.

Before producing the visualizations, it was unclear
whether the doubly charged vortex chains, in particu-
lar vortex convergences, would survive in the contin-
uum limit. One could imagine that with a finer reso-
lution, what appears as a vortex convergence chain with
a coarser lattice spacing is resolved as two adjacent el-
ementary vortex lines. Our finest lattice visualized in
Fig. 6 would suggest this is not the case, still featuring
an abundance of VC chains. In particular, this implies
they are physical objects.

The visualizations also provide an alternative interpre-
tation of vortex matching chains demonstrated in Fig. 7,
which shows a zoom of three consecutive slices from our
medium lattice spacing on a particular region. The first
frame reveals a four-way center monopole in which four
elementary vortices are matched at a point, allowed due
to the conservation of center charge modulo N in SU(N)
Yang-Mills theory. These are analogues of the three-way
center monopoles/branching points that exist in SU(3).
The subsequent two frames show the center monopole
giving rise to an intermediate VM chain. This elicits VM
chains as “extended center monopoles,” in the sense that
they can always be thought of as a monopole where the
four emanating lines coalesce in pairs over some extent.

Interactive graphics of the slices displayed in Figs. 4–
6 are provided in the supplemental material throughout
Figs. S-1–S-3. We invite the reader to explore these mod-
els and the numerous examples of each type of doubly
charged object that they provide.

In addition, the supplementary animations reveal the
complex four-dimensional nature of the vortex sheet. It
is instructive to compare the animations corresponding
to our coarsest and finest lattices, of which the latter ap-
pears considerably smoother owing to the smaller physi-
cal distance between consecutive frames/slices. To an ex-
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FIG. 4. SU(4) center vortex structure in spatial slices at β = 10.900, corresponding to a
√
σ ≃ 0.239. The three-dimensional

volume is 20× 20× 40. Single arrows illustrate the direct flow of charge +1 vortices. Double-arrow vortex convergence (green,
light gray) and vortex matching (red, dark gray) chains are found throughout the percolating cluster. Several elementary-vortex
secondary clusters (light blue, light gray) are also present in the volume.

tent, this allows the doubly charged chains to be tracked
over the animation. Careful inspection of the two finer
animations (Figs. S-2 and S-3) also reveals how some sec-
ondary clusters separate from and merge with the per-
colating cluster. This indicates that they lie in the same
connected surface in four dimensions, only appearing as
disconnected loops in three-dimensional slices due to the
surface’s curvature. This idea was also discussed and il-
lustrated in Ref. [31].

IV. VORTEX CHAIN ANALYSIS

In this section, we analyze a selection of vortex statis-
tics to quantify the behavior qualitatively identified
through the visualizations. Our first focus is on the
various types of doubly charged chains. We start by
considering the proportions of doubly charged vortices,
both in comparison to elementary vortices and the rel-
ative proportions amongst the different types of chains.
Thereafter, we utilize the chain-identification algorithm
described in Sec. III to analyze the lengths of doubly
charged chains and how these scale with the lattice
spacing. Initially, their average lengths are studied in
Sec. IVB, before a deep dive into the inherent distribu-
tion of lengths is undertaken in Sec. IVC.

All statistical quantities are computed with 100 boot-
strap ensembles, with errors calculated as the standard
deviation of the bootstrap estimates.

A. Proportions

We start by investigating the proportions of total
lengths occupied by elementary and doubly charged vor-
tices in the network. These are calculated in terms of the
number of dual links visited in each case, or simply as

p1(2) =
# of plaquettes with m = ±1 (m = 2)

# of pierced plaquettes
. (6)

The values provided in Table II quantitatively verify that
the vortex matter is dominated by elementary vortices
(m = ±1), and that doubly charged vortices contribute
only ≈ 10–15% of all pierced plaquettes. The proportion
p1 is equally split between vortices with m = +1 and
m = −1. This is to be anticipated as there is no preferred
orientation for the flow of center charge.
It is interesting to observe a soft shift in the relative

proportions of elementary and doubly charged vortices
as the lattice spacing is reduced, in favor of the doubly
charged portion. This is perhaps counter-intuitive under
the assumption that doubly charged vortices could be
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FIG. 5. SU(4) center vortex structure in spatial slices at β = 11.428, corresponding to a
√
σ ≃ 0.149. The three-dimensional

volume is 32× 32× 64. Illustrated as in Fig. 4. An L2 chain can be found in the upper middle of this slice.

FIG. 6. SU(4) center vortex structure in spatial slices at β = 12.100, corresponding to a
√
σ ≃ 0.103. The three-dimensional

volume is 48× 48× 96. Illustrated as in Fig. 4. Here we see the persistence of both VC and VM doubly charged chains as the
lattice spacing is decreased.
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FIG. 7. Three consecutive slices from our medium lattice (β =
11.428) showing the evolution of vortex structure. We see a
four-way center monopole (top) giving rise to an intermediate
vortex matching chain (middle/bottom). VM chains can
therefore be viewed as “extended center monopoles.”

TABLE II. The various proportions discussed in text, in-
cluding the total length proportion of elementary and dou-
bly charged vortices (p1 and p2, respectively) and the relative
proportions amongst the various doubly charged chain types
(pVC, pVM and pL2).

a (σ−1/2) p1 p2 pVC pVM pL2 (×10−2)
0.239 0.873(1) 0.127(1) 0.461(2) 0.537(2) 0.159(11)
0.149 0.867(1) 0.133(1) 0.460(1) 0.539(1) 0.067(4)
0.103 0.856(1) 0.144(1) 0.466(1) 0.533(1) 0.042(2)

separated into two elementary vortices with a finer reso-
lution, which would effect the opposite shift. Therefore,
this finding corroborates that doubly charged vortices are
physical objects that persist in the continuum limit.

In addition, despite the mild increase in proportion of
doubly charged objects on the finer lattice, it seems rea-
sonable to claim that elementary and doubly charged vor-

tices remain inequivalent in the continuum with a strong
preference for elementary vortices. This is intuitive as the
creation of a doubly charged vortex requires additional
action compared to an elementary vortex (as governed by
the real part of the plaquette), leading to a suppression
of the former relative to the latter.
It is also instructive to compare relative proportions

amongst the various types of doubly charged chains iden-
tified by the algorithm in Sec. III. That is, of all such
chains, we compute the fraction that are vortex conver-
gence (pVC), vortex matching (pVM) or an isolated dou-
bly charged loop (pL2). These are also provided in Ta-
ble II. Clearly, L2 chains contribute a negligible amount
towards the quantity of doubly charged vortex matter.
The findings reveal a slight tendency for VM chains to

be formed over VC, with an approximately 54:46 split.
This discrepancy is slightly smaller on the finer lattice,
though still statistically highly significant. The origin for
this preference can be understood as due to the different
robustness properties implied by center charge conser-
vation, which must be satisfied locally. Consider four
elementary vortex lines crossing a given closed surface,
and suppose this persists over a sequence of time slices.
If all the vortices enter the enclosed volume V, then they
will remain correlated along the slices. The flux along a
single vortex line cannot change from +1 to −1. That is,
inside V, the four lines will always be connected with the
presence of at least a VM chain or a center monopole,
which can nucleate a VM chain in a subsequent slice but
cannot split into two parts. This would suggest that VM
objects are persistent, unable to be separated due to a
“tie” inside the chain that binds the pairs of elementary
vortices together. Thus, VM objects can disappear, but
through a process involving a four-way center monopole
or a VM chain with opposite orientation.
On the other hand, when two elementary vortices enter

V and two vortices leave, they are not necessarily corre-
lated inside. If a vortex convergence chain is formed, it
can disappear more easily by simply bifurcating into the
pair of elementary vortex lines that formed the VC chain.
Hence, after taking into account all three-dimensional
slices, one would expect a modest preference for VM ob-
jects owing to their relative persistence across slices.

B. Chain lengths

Another measure made available through the chain-
identification algorithm is the lengths of the individual
chains, which can be deduced by keeping track of the
number of doubly charged dual links visited in each iter-
ation of the algorithm. In this section, we will consider
simply the average lengths of each doubly charged chain
type. These values are provided both in lattice and phys-
ical units in Table III.

Looking first at secondary loops of charge 2, we find
the average lengths for each spacing is slightly above four
lattice units. This is primarily determined by the fact
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TABLE III. The average chain lengths for each type of doubly
charged chain, in both lattice units (indicated by the hat) and
in physical units (expressed in terms of the string tension).
The average L2 chain length is dominated by 1 × 1 loops,
and as such is provided only in lattice units. VM chains are
seen to be on average shorter than VC, and both decrease
slightly with the lattice spacing. The continuum (a = 0) val-
ues, obtained via a linear extrapolation with a2 as described
in text, are also provided. The discrepancy between VC and
VM chains is seen to persist in the continuum limit.

a (σ−1/2) ℓ̂VC ℓ̂VM ℓ̂L2 ℓVC (σ−1/2) ℓVM (σ−1/2)
0.239 3.69(2) 3.40(2) 4.26(5) 0.881(5) 0.811(4)
0.149 5.42(3) 4.97(3) 4.53(16) 0.809(5) 0.741(5)
0.103 7.54(4) 7.08(4) 4.71(22) 0.775(4) 0.728(4)
0 – – – 0.754(4) 0.706(4)

that most L2 chains are simple 1×1 doubly charged vor-
tex loops visiting four dual links (such as seen in Fig. 3),
the minimum amount to form a closed loop. The aver-
age length does increase slightly as the lattice spacing is
reduced, indicating the presence of larger L2 chains that
would be comparable in physical units across the three
lattices. However, with the principal contribution being
1 × 1 loops in each case, discretization effects are likely
to be dominant.

Turning to vortex convergence and matching chains,
we find that VM objects are on average a little shorter
than VC across all lattice spacings. That is, VM chains
tend to be shorter but are also more prevalent. Regarding
the lattice-spacing dependence, one might ideally expect
the physical chain lengths to remain invariant in reduc-
ing the spacing. This would imply the lengths in lattice
units scale up, which is predominantly the observed be-
havior. Still, the physical lengths are found to exhibit a
soft dependence on the lattice spacing, decreasing lightly
as a → 0.

In reality, since the basic plaquette action used to gen-
erate the ensembles has O(a2) errors, we would antic-
ipate physical quantities to depend linearly on a2 pro-
vided higher-order terms are negligible. This motivates
plotting the physical lengths as a function of a2 and inves-
tigating whether a linear extrapolation can be performed
to the continuum limit. This is presented in Fig. 8.

We find that the physical lengths are approximately
linear with a2, and as such fits are overlaid that allow an
extrapolation to the continuum limit. These are seen to
describe the data well, passing through all points within
statistical uncertainty even if at the edge of the bounds.
This is corroborated quantitatively by the χ2/d.o.f. val-
ues for the fits, which are 1.39 for VC and 1.70 for VM;
these are both ∼ O(1). In addition to statistical uncer-
tainty, the variation around the linear trend line could
also be due to next-to-leading-order errors. The values
extracted at a = 0 are provided in Table III. These ex-
trapolations suggest the physical lengths remain finite in
the continuum limit.

Looking at the extrapolated continuum values, we find
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FIG. 8. The average chain lengths for VC and VM objects as
a function of a2, with linear extrapolations to the continuum
limit. The fits are seen to capture the data trend, with re-
duced χ2 values of χ2/d.o.f. = 1.39 for VC and 1.70 for VM.
The difference between VC and VM chain lengths is seen to
persist in the continuum limit (at a = 0).

that the difference between VC and VM chain lengths
does persist in the continuum limit. The distinction is
smaller compared against our coarsest lattice, though is
still statistically strongly significant. This importantly
indicates the tendency for vortex matching chains to be
shorter is unlikely to be a lattice artifact. The differ-
ence in VM and VC chain lengths may be related to the
reason VM chains are more prevalent than VC. As pre-
viously described, small VC chains can easily dissociate
into two elementary vortices, making small VC chains
rare. In contrast, short VM objects, as extended center
monopoles, are more persistent. Thus, when averaging
over all three-dimensional slices, this could result in the
observed smaller average VM chain length.

C. Splitting probabilities

In addition to the average chain lengths, we now pro-
ceed to scrutinize the intrinsic distribution of doubly
charged chain lengths. This will reveal more subtle differ-
ences between VC and VM chains not apparent through
the bulk quantities already considered. For this, we cre-
ate histograms of the calculated chain lengths such that
the vertical axis provides the probability for a given chain
length to occur. These are produced separately for VC
and VM objects, and are presented at each lattice spacing
on a logarithmic scale in Fig. 9.
The histograms for both types of doubly charged

chains are seen to be predominantly linear, which due
to the logarithmic scale implies the chain lengths are ex-
ponentially distributed. The primary exception to this
categorization is a pronounced preference for specifically
VM chains to have a length of one. As this is applica-
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FIG. 9. The distributions of chain lengths on a logarithmic scale for VC (left) and VM (right) chains at each lattice spacing
under consideration: a

√
σ ≃ 0.239 (top), 0.149 (middle) and 0.103 (bottom). All histograms are seen to be predominantly

linear, implying the chain lengths are exponentially distributed. We note the exception of a length of one for VM chains,
which is strongly preferred. The exponential fits for chain lengths > 10 described in text are also overlaid. These fits are more
accurate for VM chains, revealing that the probabilities for short VC chain lengths tend to underestimate the linear trend.
This is in accord with our discussion of average chain lengths and the idea that short VC chains are relatively easy to break
into two elementary vortices.



10

ble only to VM objects, this is certainly a factor as to
why VM chains tend to be shorter than VC. That said,
given Fig. 9 shows the length in lattice units, the fact
that this clustering at a length of one exists irrespective
of the lattice spacing indicates it is likely a lattice artifact
that will vanish in the continuum limit. This could be
related to the observation that the difference in average
chain lengths does diminish slightly in approaching the
continuum, as seen in Fig. 8.

The exponential distributions followed by both types
of doubly charged objects are similar to an adjacent find-
ing in SU(3), in which the chain lengths between branch-
ing points (the three-way center monopoles) were also
observed to be exponentially distributed, barring a clus-
tering at short separations (chain lengths ≤ 3) [30, 34].
This signified that a vortex line has a constant proba-
bility of branching as it propagates through spacetime,
with this probability extracted from exponential fits to
the distribution.

Analogously, a probability can be inferred from the
distributions here in Fig. 9. This is interpreted as the
probability for a doubly charged chain to “split” back into
two elementary vortices at a given point along the chain.
As such, we expect this probability to have an inverse
relation to the chain lengths—the greater the “splitting
probability,” the shorter the chains will tend to be. To
investigate this, exponential fits of the form

P (n) = ζ e−βn (7)

are performed to the VC and VM chain-length distribu-
tions. Under a constant probability q to split at each step
along a chain, the probability to split at the nth step is

P (n) = (1− q)n−1 q , (8)

such that q can be obtained from β in the exponential fit
by equating Eqs. (7) and (8),

P (n) = (1− q)n−1 q = ζ e−βn . (9)

Taking the log and gathering the n-dependent terms,

q = 1− e−β . (10)

These fits are carried out exclusively for chain lengths
n > 10, as a close inspection of the distributions for VC
chains reveals that the probabilities at short chain lengths
tend to underestimate the linear trendline. This restric-
tion is then also applied to VM chains for consistency.
The fits are overlaid on the histograms in Fig. 9.

We see that the exponential fits describe the data well
over the fitted range, though are visibly superior for vor-
tex matching chains. Indeed, aside from a chain length
of one, the VM fits accurately capture the entire data
set, whereas the VC fits suffer from a deficiency at short
lengths that is especially apparent on the finer lattices.

The calculated probabilities are provided in Table IV.
As with all previous quantities, these are obtained

TABLE IV. The dimensionless probabilities (q) and physical
rates per unit length (λ) for VC and VM chains to split into
two elementary vortices at a point along the chain. The prob-
abilities/rates are marginally larger for VM chains, constitut-
ing a contributing factor to the smaller VM chain lengths,
though this distinction is only statistically significant on our
finest lattice. Similar to the average chain lengths, the physi-
cal splitting rates have a mild lattice-spacing dependence that
admits a linear continuum extrapolation with a2. The result-
ing a = 0 values still possess the larger rate for VM objects,
solidifying this as a physical discrepancy.

a (σ−1/2) qVC qVM λVC (σ1/2) λVM (σ1/2)
0.239 0.2631(47) 0.2654(48) 1.102(20) 1.112(20)
0.149 0.1832(19) 0.1854(17) 1.228(13) 1.243(11)
0.103 0.1295(8) 0.1315(8) 1.259(7) 1.278(8)
0 – – 1.296(10) 1.317(10)

through implementing the exponential fits on 100 boot-
strap ensembles. The resulting uncertainties are particu-
larly large on the coarser ensembles and lessen as the lat-
tice is made finer, with the larger lattice volumes inducing
improved statistics for the fits. We find a higher split-
ting probability for VM chains compared to VC, though
the two values are only distinguishable within statistical
uncertainty on our finest lattice. Nevertheless, it seems
likely this is a genuine difference that factors into the
shorter average VM chain length.
Moreover, the probabilities decrease rapidly with the

lattice spacing. This is unsurprising given that it is the
physical chain lengths that are approximately scale in-
variant. As the average chain length in lattice units di-
verges, the dimensionless splitting probability necessarily
decays to zero in turn. Consequently, a more interesting
comparison across different lattice spacings is obtained
by computing a physical splitting rate (i.e. probability
per unit length) as λ = q/a. Looking at these values in
Table IV, we see a gentle increase as the lattice spacing
is reduced. This is the parallel observation to the slight
decrease in average chain length with the lattice spacing,
and again motivates performing linear extrapolations in
a2 to the continuum limit. These are shown in Fig. 10.
We see that the simple linear fits accurately describe

the data, with χ2/d.o.f. values in this case of 0.368 for VC
and 0.252 for VM. These are considerably smaller than
for the average chain lengths, which can be primarily at-
tributed to the larger statistical uncertainties, especially
on the coarsest lattice. As before, we read off the values
at a = 0; these are supplied in Table IV.
Crucially, the statistically significant discrepancy be-

tween VC and VM splitting rates does survive the con-
tinuum limit, suggesting this is a physical difference.
Namely, there is a greater probability for VM chains
to split as they propagate through spacetime over VC.
As described, this is inherently connected to the shorter
average VM chain length. Combined, these findings il-
lustrate the fascinating differences between the various
aspects of center vortex geometry in SU(4).
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FIG. 10. The physical splitting rates for VC and VM ob-
jects as a function of a2, with linear extrapolations to the
continuum limit. The fits are seen to capture the data trend,
with reduced χ2 values of χ2/d.o.f. = 0.368 for VC and 0.252
for VM. These are affected by the larger uncertainties. The
greater splitting probability for VM chains elucidated by our
finest lattice is seen to persist in the continuum limit (at
a = 0).

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have studied the geometry of cen-
ter vortices in the ground-state fields of SU(4) Yang-
Mills theory, with a focus on the newly identified physi-
cally distinct doubly charged vortices compared to SU(3).
We have utilized three different lattice spacings down to
a ≃ 0.044 fm as a means to investigate the scaling of var-
ious vortex quantities and their properties in taking the
continuum limit.

Initially, visualizations of the center vortex structure
revealed that vortex matter is dominated by elementary
center vortices and also displayed the different types of
doubly charged objects that comprise the network. These
include “vortex convergences” (VC), which look like two
elementary vortex lines that have temporarily merged
together to form a doubly charged chain, and “vortex
matchings” (VM) that see both ends of the chain formed
by convergent (or emergent) elementary vortices. A close
inspection of the visualizations revealed that VM chains
can be interpreted as extended center monopoles, in the
sense that they can be thought of as monopoles where the
four emanating lines coalesce in pairs over some extent.
The third possibility is a secondary cluster that consists
entirely of doubly charged vortex loops (L2).

An algorithm was developed to classify every doubly
charged chain in three-dimensional slices of the lattice as
one of these three types, paving the way to a comprehen-
sive quantitative analysis. Investigating the relative pro-
portions of each type of charged object showed that VC
and VM chains are not created equally, with VM objects

slightly favored on all three lattice spacings. This was
attributed to the persistence of short VM chains across
multiple three-dimensional slices. Due to center charge
conservation, a VM chain can shorten down to the limit
of a center monopole, which may nucleate a VM chain
in a subsequent slice but cannot split into two separate
parts. This is in contrast to short VC objects that can
easily dissolve into their constituent elementary vortex
lines, conserving charge. In addition, L2 objects were
found to be rare and primarily encompassed simple 1×1
doubly charged vortex loops.

Thereafter, a detailed study into the lengths of dou-
bly charged chains was conducted, beginning with their
average lengths. This revealed that VM chains tend to
be shorter than VC, again possibly due to the persis-
tence of small VM objects affecting their average lengths
in the bulk. Furthermore, a soft lattice-spacing depen-
dence of their physical lengths was observed, motivating
an extrapolation to the continuum limit. Linear fits in
a2 were performed and found to adequately describe the
data within statistical uncertainty. Extracting the val-
ues at a = 0 corroborated that the discrepancy between
VC and VM chain lengths is physical, persisting in the
continuum.

Finally, the intrinsic distributions of chain lengths were
examined and observed to be strongly exponential at
large chain lengths for both VC and VM objects. This
is barring a preference for VM chains to have a length
of one lattice unit regardless of the spacing, certainly
a contributing factor to the shorter average VM chain
length. The exponential distribution admits the defini-
tion of a constant “splitting probability” for a doubly
charged chain to split into two elementary vortices at a
given point along the chain, extracted by performing ex-
ponential fits to the distributions. This was found to be
larger for VM chains and verified to survive the contin-
uum limit, once again congruent with their shorter av-
erage length. The differences are milder than those ob-
served in the relative number of VC and VM chains and
in their average lengths, reaching statistical significance
only on our finest lattice.

In the future, it would be beneficial to map out the ar-
eas formed by doubly charged vortices in the full four di-
mensions, as opposed to lines in three-dimensional slices.
In particular, it will be interesting to understand the de-
tailed nature of the various aspects of the vortex sheet in
SU(4). The algorithm needed for such an analysis would
no doubt be more sophisticated to account for the com-
plex behavior of the vortex sheet in four dimensions.

The numerical study presented herein also lays the
groundwork for effective descriptions of the SU(N) Yang-
Mills vacuum in terms of oriented and nonoriented center
vortices, which is the subject of ongoing work. Under-
standing the interplay between elementary and doubly
charged vortices, along with their various properties, is
crucial for the development of such a model, in particular
with regard to the characterization of the various types
of doubly charged objects.
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This supplementary document provides interactive 3D models and animations of the centre vortex
structure over three-dimensional slices of the lattice, expanding on the static images in the main
text. The animations are produced using the animate package in LATEX. To interact with the models
and animations, readers must open this document in Adobe Acrobat Reader.

“Multimedia & 3D” must be enabled in Acrobat Reader for the interactive models to be available,
and enabling “double-sided rendering” is also necessary for proper rendering. To activate the models,
simply click on the image. To rotate the model, click and hold the left mouse button and move the
mouse. Use the scroll wheel or shift-click to zoom. Preset views of the model focused on faces of
the three-dimensional volume can be accessed by right clicking and using the “Views” menu.

The controls for the animations are located below their thumbnails. From left to right, these are:
stop and go to first frame, step backwards one frame, play backwards, play forwards, step forwards
one frame, and stop and go to last frame. Simply click on the desired control to interact with the
animation. After clicking either play button, they will be replaced with a pause button which can
subsequently be used to stop the animation.
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FIG. S-1. Interactive graphic (top) and animation (bottom) of the SU(4) centre vortex structure in spatial slices of the lattice
at a

√
σ ≃ 0.239. The three-dimensional volume is 20× 20× 40.



////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////
//
// (C) 2012--today, Alexander Grahn
//
// 3Dmenu.js
//
// version 20140923
//
////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////
//
// 3D JavaScript used by media9.sty
//
// Extended functionality of the (right click) context menu of 3D annotations.
//
//  1.) Adds the following items to the 3D context menu:
//
//   * `Generate Default View'
//
//      Finds good default camera settings, returned as options for use with
//      the \includemedia command.
//
//   * `Get Current View'
//
//      Determines camera, cross section and part settings of the current view,
//      returned as `VIEW' section that can be copied into a views file of
//      additional views. The views file is inserted using the `3Dviews' option
//      of \includemedia.
//
//   * `Cross Section'
//
//      Toggle switch to add or remove a cross section into or from the current
//      view. The cross section can be moved in the x, y, z directions using x,
//      y, z and X, Y, Z keys on the keyboard, be tilted against and spun
//      around the upright Z axis using the Up/Down and Left/Right arrow keys
//      and caled using the s and S keys.
//
//  2.) Enables manipulation of position and orientation of indiviual parts and
//      groups of parts in the 3D scene. Parts which have been selected with the
//      mouse can be scaled moved around and rotated like the cross section as
//      described above. To spin the parts around their local up-axis, keep
//      Control key pressed while using the Up/Down and Left/Right arrow keys.
//
// This work may be distributed and/or modified under the
// conditions of the LaTeX Project Public License.
// 
// The latest version of this license is in
//   http://mirrors.ctan.org/macros/latex/base/lppl.txt
// 
// This work has the LPPL maintenance status `maintained'.
// 
// The Current Maintainer of this work is A. Grahn.
//
// The code borrows heavily from Bernd Gaertners `Miniball' software,
// originally written in C++, for computing the smallest enclosing ball of a
// set of points; see: http://www.inf.ethz.ch/personal/gaertner/miniball.html
//
////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////
//host.console.show();

//constructor for doubly linked list
function List(){
  this.first_node=null;
  this.last_node=new Node(undefined);
}
List.prototype.push_back=function(x){
  var new_node=new Node(x);
  if(this.first_node==null){
    this.first_node=new_node;
    new_node.prev=null;
  }else{
    new_node.prev=this.last_node.prev;
    new_node.prev.next=new_node;
  }
  new_node.next=this.last_node;
  this.last_node.prev=new_node;
};
List.prototype.move_to_front=function(it){
  var node=it.get();
  if(node.next!=null && node.prev!=null){
    node.next.prev=node.prev;
    node.prev.next=node.next;
    node.prev=null;
    node.next=this.first_node;
    this.first_node.prev=node;
    this.first_node=node;
  }
};
List.prototype.begin=function(){
  var i=new Iterator();
  i.target=this.first_node;
  return(i);
};
List.prototype.end=function(){
  var i=new Iterator();
  i.target=this.last_node;
  return(i);
};
function Iterator(it){
  if( it!=undefined ){
    this.target=it.target;
  }else {
    this.target=null;
  }
}
Iterator.prototype.set=function(it){this.target=it.target;};
Iterator.prototype.get=function(){return(this.target);};
Iterator.prototype.deref=function(){return(this.target.data);};
Iterator.prototype.incr=function(){
  if(this.target.next!=null) this.target=this.target.next;
};
//constructor for node objects that populate the linked list
function Node(x){
  this.prev=null;
  this.next=null;
  this.data=x;
}
function sqr(r){return(r*r);}//helper function

//Miniball algorithm by B. Gaertner
function Basis(){
  this.m=0;
  this.q0=new Array(3);
  this.z=new Array(4);
  this.f=new Array(4);
  this.v=new Array(new Array(3), new Array(3), new Array(3), new Array(3));
  this.a=new Array(new Array(3), new Array(3), new Array(3), new Array(3));
  this.c=new Array(new Array(3), new Array(3), new Array(3), new Array(3));
  this.sqr_r=new Array(4);
  this.current_c=this.c[0];
  this.current_sqr_r=0;
  this.reset();
}
Basis.prototype.center=function(){return(this.current_c);};
Basis.prototype.size=function(){return(this.m);};
Basis.prototype.pop=function(){--this.m;};
Basis.prototype.excess=function(p){
  var e=-this.current_sqr_r;
  for(var k=0;k<3;++k){
    e+=sqr(p[k]-this.current_c[k]);
  }
  return(e);
};
Basis.prototype.reset=function(){
  this.m=0;
  for(var j=0;j<3;++j){
    this.c[0][j]=0;
  }
  this.current_c=this.c[0];
  this.current_sqr_r=-1;
};
Basis.prototype.push=function(p){
  var i, j;
  var eps=1e-32;
  if(this.m==0){
    for(i=0;i<3;++i){
      this.q0[i]=p[i];
    }
    for(i=0;i<3;++i){
      this.c[0][i]=this.q0[i];
    }
    this.sqr_r[0]=0;
  }else {
    for(i=0;i<3;++i){
      this.v[this.m][i]=p[i]-this.q0[i];
    }
    for(i=1;i<this.m;++i){
      this.a[this.m][i]=0;
      for(j=0;j<3;++j){
        this.a[this.m][i]+=this.v[i][j]*this.v[this.m][j];
      }
      this.a[this.m][i]*=(2/this.z[i]);
    }
    for(i=1;i<this.m;++i){
      for(j=0;j<3;++j){
        this.v[this.m][j]-=this.a[this.m][i]*this.v[i][j];
      }
    }
    this.z[this.m]=0;
    for(j=0;j<3;++j){
      this.z[this.m]+=sqr(this.v[this.m][j]);
    }
    this.z[this.m]*=2;
    if(this.z[this.m]<eps*this.current_sqr_r) return(false);
    var e=-this.sqr_r[this.m-1];
    for(i=0;i<3;++i){
      e+=sqr(p[i]-this.c[this.m-1][i]);
    }
    this.f[this.m]=e/this.z[this.m];
    for(i=0;i<3;++i){
      this.c[this.m][i]=this.c[this.m-1][i]+this.f[this.m]*this.v[this.m][i];
    }
    this.sqr_r[this.m]=this.sqr_r[this.m-1]+e*this.f[this.m]/2;
  }
  this.current_c=this.c[this.m];
  this.current_sqr_r=this.sqr_r[this.m];
  ++this.m;
  return(true);
};
function Miniball(){
  this.L=new List();
  this.B=new Basis();
  this.support_end=new Iterator();
}
Miniball.prototype.mtf_mb=function(it){
  var i=new Iterator(it);
  this.support_end.set(this.L.begin());
  if((this.B.size())==4) return;
  for(var k=new Iterator(this.L.begin());k.get()!=i.get();){
    var j=new Iterator(k);
    k.incr();
    if(this.B.excess(j.deref()) > 0){
      if(this.B.push(j.deref())){
        this.mtf_mb(j);
        this.B.pop();
        if(this.support_end.get()==j.get())
          this.support_end.incr();
        this.L.move_to_front(j);
      }
    }
  }
};
Miniball.prototype.check_in=function(b){
  this.L.push_back(b);
};
Miniball.prototype.build=function(){
  this.B.reset();
  this.support_end.set(this.L.begin());
  this.mtf_mb(this.L.end());
};
Miniball.prototype.center=function(){
  return(this.B.center());
};
Miniball.prototype.radius=function(){
  return(Math.sqrt(this.B.current_sqr_r));
};

//functions called by menu items
function calc3Dopts () {
  //create Miniball object
  var mb=new Miniball();
  //auxiliary vector
  var corner=new Vector3();
  //iterate over all visible mesh nodes in the scene
  for(i=0;i<scene.meshes.count;i++){
    var mesh=scene.meshes.getByIndex(i);
    if(!mesh.visible) continue;
    //local to parent transformation matrix
    var trans=mesh.transform;
    //build local to world transformation matrix by recursively
    //multiplying the parent's transf. matrix on the right
    var parent=mesh.parent;
    while(parent.transform){
      trans=trans.multiply(parent.transform);
      parent=parent.parent;
    }
    //get the bbox of the mesh (local coordinates)
    var bbox=mesh.computeBoundingBox();
    //transform the local bounding box corner coordinates to
    //world coordinates for bounding sphere determination
    //BBox.min
    corner.set(bbox.min);
    corner.set(trans.transformPosition(corner));
    mb.check_in(new Array(corner.x, corner.y, corner.z));
    //BBox.max
    corner.set(bbox.max);
    corner.set(trans.transformPosition(corner));
    mb.check_in(new Array(corner.x, corner.y, corner.z));
    //remaining six BBox corners
    corner.set(bbox.min.x, bbox.max.y, bbox.max.z);
    corner.set(trans.transformPosition(corner));
    mb.check_in(new Array(corner.x, corner.y, corner.z));
    corner.set(bbox.min.x, bbox.min.y, bbox.max.z);
    corner.set(trans.transformPosition(corner));
    mb.check_in(new Array(corner.x, corner.y, corner.z));
    corner.set(bbox.min.x, bbox.max.y, bbox.min.z);
    corner.set(trans.transformPosition(corner));
    mb.check_in(new Array(corner.x, corner.y, corner.z));
    corner.set(bbox.max.x, bbox.min.y, bbox.min.z);
    corner.set(trans.transformPosition(corner));
    mb.check_in(new Array(corner.x, corner.y, corner.z));
    corner.set(bbox.max.x, bbox.min.y, bbox.max.z);
    corner.set(trans.transformPosition(corner));
    mb.check_in(new Array(corner.x, corner.y, corner.z));
    corner.set(bbox.max.x, bbox.max.y, bbox.min.z);
    corner.set(trans.transformPosition(corner));
    mb.check_in(new Array(corner.x, corner.y, corner.z));
  }
  //compute the smallest enclosing bounding sphere
  mb.build();
  //
  //current camera settings
  //
  var camera=scene.cameras.getByIndex(0);
  var res=''; //initialize result string
  //aperture angle of the virtual camera (perspective projection) *or*
  //orthographic scale (orthographic projection)
  if(camera.projectionType==camera.TYPE_PERSPECTIVE){
    var aac=camera.fov*180/Math.PI;
    if(host.util.printf('%.4f', aac)!=30)
      res+=host.util.printf('\n3Daac=%s,', aac);
  }else{
      camera.viewPlaneSize=2.*mb.radius();
      res+=host.util.printf('\n3Dortho=%s,', 1./camera.viewPlaneSize);
  }
  //camera roll
  var roll = camera.roll*180/Math.PI;
  if(host.util.printf('%.4f', roll)!=0)
    res+=host.util.printf('\n3Droll=%s,',roll);
  //target to camera vector
  var c2c=new Vector3();
  c2c.set(camera.position);
  c2c.subtractInPlace(camera.targetPosition);
  c2c.normalize();
  if(!(c2c.x==0 && c2c.y==-1 && c2c.z==0))
    res+=host.util.printf('\n3Dc2c=%s %s %s,', c2c.x, c2c.y, c2c.z);
  //
  //new camera settings
  //
  //bounding sphere centre --> new camera target
  var coo=new Vector3();
  coo.set((mb.center())[0], (mb.center())[1], (mb.center())[2]);
  if(coo.length)
    res+=host.util.printf('\n3Dcoo=%s %s %s,', coo.x, coo.y, coo.z);
  //radius of orbit
  if(camera.projectionType==camera.TYPE_PERSPECTIVE){
    var roo=mb.radius()/ Math.sin(aac * Math.PI/ 360.);
  }else{
    //orthographic projection
    var roo=mb.radius();
  }
  res+=host.util.printf('\n3Droo=%s,', roo);
  //update camera settings in the viewer
  var currol=camera.roll;
  camera.targetPosition.set(coo);
  camera.position.set(coo.add(c2c.scale(roo)));
  camera.roll=currol;
  //determine background colour
  rgb=scene.background.getColor();
  if(!(rgb.r==1 && rgb.g==1 && rgb.b==1))
    res+=host.util.printf('\n3Dbg=%s %s %s,', rgb.r, rgb.g, rgb.b);
  //determine lighting scheme
  switch(scene.lightScheme){
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_FILE:
      curlights='Artwork';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_NONE:
      curlights='None';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_WHITE:
      curlights='White';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_DAY:
      curlights='Day';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_NIGHT:
      curlights='Night';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_BRIGHT:
      curlights='Hard';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_RGB:
      curlights='Primary';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_BLUE:
      curlights='Blue';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_RED:
      curlights='Red';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_CUBE:
      curlights='Cube';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_CAD:
      curlights='CAD';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_HEADLAMP:
      curlights='Headlamp';break;
  }
  if(curlights!='Artwork')
    res+=host.util.printf('\n3Dlights=%s,', curlights);
  //determine global render mode
  switch(scene.renderMode){
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_BOUNDING_BOX:
      currender='BoundingBox';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_TRANSPARENT_BOUNDING_BOX:
      currender='TransparentBoundingBox';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_TRANSPARENT_BOUNDING_BOX_OUTLINE:
      currender='TransparentBoundingBoxOutline';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_VERTICES:
      currender='Vertices';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_SHADED_VERTICES:
      currender='ShadedVertices';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_WIREFRAME:
      currender='Wireframe';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_SHADED_WIREFRAME:
      currender='ShadedWireframe';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_SOLID:
      currender='Solid';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_TRANSPARENT:
      currender='Transparent';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_SOLID_WIREFRAME:
      currender='SolidWireframe';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_TRANSPARENT_WIREFRAME:
      currender='TransparentWireframe';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_ILLUSTRATION:
      currender='Illustration';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_SOLID_OUTLINE:
      currender='SolidOutline';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_SHADED_ILLUSTRATION:
      currender='ShadedIllustration';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_HIDDEN_WIREFRAME:
      currender='HiddenWireframe';break;
  }
  if(currender!='Solid')
    res+=host.util.printf('\n3Drender=%s,', currender);
  //write result string to the console
  host.console.show();
//  host.console.clear();
  host.console.println('%%\n%% Copy and paste the following text to the\n'+
    '%% option list of \\includemedia!\n%%' + res + '\n');
}

function get3Dview () {
  var camera=scene.cameras.getByIndex(0);
  var coo=camera.targetPosition;
  var c2c=camera.position.subtract(coo);
  var roo=c2c.length;
  c2c.normalize();
  var res='VIEW%=insert optional name here\n';
  if(!(coo.x==0 && coo.y==0 && coo.z==0))
    res+=host.util.printf('  COO=%s %s %s\n', coo.x, coo.y, coo.z);
  if(!(c2c.x==0 && c2c.y==-1 && c2c.z==0))
    res+=host.util.printf('  C2C=%s %s %s\n', c2c.x, c2c.y, c2c.z);
  if(roo > 1e-9)
    res+=host.util.printf('  ROO=%s\n', roo);
  var roll = camera.roll*180/Math.PI;
  if(host.util.printf('%.4f', roll)!=0)
    res+=host.util.printf('  ROLL=%s\n', roll);
  if(camera.projectionType==camera.TYPE_PERSPECTIVE){
    var aac=camera.fov * 180/Math.PI;
    if(host.util.printf('%.4f', aac)!=30)
      res+=host.util.printf('  AAC=%s\n', aac);
  }else{
    if(host.util.printf('%.4f', camera.viewPlaneSize)!=1)
      res+=host.util.printf('  ORTHO=%s\n', 1./camera.viewPlaneSize);
  }
  rgb=scene.background.getColor();
  if(!(rgb.r==1 && rgb.g==1 && rgb.b==1))
    res+=host.util.printf('  BGCOLOR=%s %s %s\n', rgb.r, rgb.g, rgb.b);
  switch(scene.lightScheme){
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_FILE:
      curlights='Artwork';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_NONE:
      curlights='None';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_WHITE:
      curlights='White';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_DAY:
      curlights='Day';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_NIGHT:
      curlights='Night';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_BRIGHT:
      curlights='Hard';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_RGB:
      curlights='Primary';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_BLUE:
      curlights='Blue';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_RED:
      curlights='Red';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_CUBE:
      curlights='Cube';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_CAD:
      curlights='CAD';break;
    case scene.LIGHT_MODE_HEADLAMP:
      curlights='Headlamp';break;
  }
  if(curlights!='Artwork')
    res+='  LIGHTS='+curlights+'\n';
  switch(scene.renderMode){
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_BOUNDING_BOX:
      defaultrender='BoundingBox';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_TRANSPARENT_BOUNDING_BOX:
      defaultrender='TransparentBoundingBox';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_TRANSPARENT_BOUNDING_BOX_OUTLINE:
      defaultrender='TransparentBoundingBoxOutline';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_VERTICES:
      defaultrender='Vertices';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_SHADED_VERTICES:
      defaultrender='ShadedVertices';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_WIREFRAME:
      defaultrender='Wireframe';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_SHADED_WIREFRAME:
      defaultrender='ShadedWireframe';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_SOLID:
      defaultrender='Solid';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_TRANSPARENT:
      defaultrender='Transparent';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_SOLID_WIREFRAME:
      defaultrender='SolidWireframe';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_TRANSPARENT_WIREFRAME:
      defaultrender='TransparentWireframe';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_ILLUSTRATION:
      defaultrender='Illustration';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_SOLID_OUTLINE:
      defaultrender='SolidOutline';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_SHADED_ILLUSTRATION:
      defaultrender='ShadedIllustration';break;
    case scene.RENDER_MODE_HIDDEN_WIREFRAME:
      defaultrender='HiddenWireframe';break;
  }
  if(defaultrender!='Solid')
    res+='  RENDERMODE='+defaultrender+'\n';

  //detect existing Clipping Plane (3D Cross Section)
  var clip=null;
  if(
    clip=scene.nodes.getByName('$$$$$$')||
    clip=scene.nodes.getByName('Clipping Plane')
  );
  for(var i=0;i<scene.nodes.count;i++){
    var nd=scene.nodes.getByIndex(i);
    if(nd==clip||nd.name=='') continue;
    var ndUTFName='';
    for (var j=0; j<nd.name.length; j++) {
      var theUnicode = nd.name.charCodeAt(j).toString(16);
      while (theUnicode.length<4) theUnicode = '0' + theUnicode;
      ndUTFName += theUnicode;
    }
    var end=nd.name.lastIndexOf('.');
    if(end>0) var ndUserName=nd.name.substr(0,end);
    else var ndUserName=nd.name;
    respart='  PART='+ndUserName+'\n';
    respart+='    UTF16NAME='+ndUTFName+'\n';
    defaultvals=true;
    if(!nd.visible){
      respart+='    VISIBLE=false\n';
      defaultvals=false;
    }
    if(nd.opacity<1.0){
      respart+='    OPACITY='+nd.opacity+'\n';
      defaultvals=false;
    }
    if(nd.constructor.name=='Mesh'){
      currender=defaultrender;
      switch(nd.renderMode){
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_BOUNDING_BOX:
          currender='BoundingBox';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_TRANSPARENT_BOUNDING_BOX:
          currender='TransparentBoundingBox';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_TRANSPARENT_BOUNDING_BOX_OUTLINE:
          currender='TransparentBoundingBoxOutline';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_VERTICES:
          currender='Vertices';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_SHADED_VERTICES:
          currender='ShadedVertices';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_WIREFRAME:
          currender='Wireframe';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_SHADED_WIREFRAME:
          currender='ShadedWireframe';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_SOLID:
          currender='Solid';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_TRANSPARENT:
          currender='Transparent';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_SOLID_WIREFRAME:
          currender='SolidWireframe';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_TRANSPARENT_WIREFRAME:
          currender='TransparentWireframe';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_ILLUSTRATION:
          currender='Illustration';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_SOLID_OUTLINE:
          currender='SolidOutline';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_SHADED_ILLUSTRATION:
          currender='ShadedIllustration';break;
        case scene.RENDER_MODE_HIDDEN_WIREFRAME:
          currender='HiddenWireframe';break;
        //case scene.RENDER_MODE_DEFAULT:
        //  currender='Default';break;
      }
      if(currender!=defaultrender){
        respart+='    RENDERMODE='+currender+'\n';
        defaultvals=false;
      }
    }
    if(origtrans[nd.name]&&!nd.transform.isEqual(origtrans[nd.name])){
      var lvec=nd.transform.transformDirection(new Vector3(1,0,0));
      var uvec=nd.transform.transformDirection(new Vector3(0,1,0));
      var vvec=nd.transform.transformDirection(new Vector3(0,0,1));
      respart+='    TRANSFORM='
               +lvec.x+' '+lvec.y+' '+lvec.z+' '
               +uvec.x+' '+uvec.y+' '+uvec.z+' '
               +vvec.x+' '+vvec.y+' '+vvec.z+' '
               +nd.transform.translation.x+' '
               +nd.transform.translation.y+' '
               +nd.transform.translation.z+'\n';
      defaultvals=false;
    }
    respart+='  END\n';
    if(!defaultvals) res+=respart;
  }
  if(clip){
    var centre=clip.transform.translation;
    var normal=clip.transform.transformDirection(new Vector3(0,0,1));
    res+='  CROSSSECT\n';
    if(!(centre.x==0 && centre.y==0 && centre.z==0))
      res+=host.util.printf(
        '    CENTER=%s %s %s\n', centre.x, centre.y, centre.z);
    if(!(normal.x==1 && normal.y==0 && normal.z==0))
      res+=host.util.printf(
        '    NORMAL=%s %s %s\n', normal.x, normal.y, normal.z);
    res+=host.util.printf(
      '    VISIBLE=%s\n', clip.visible);
    res+=host.util.printf(
      '    PLANECOLOR=%s %s %s\n', clip.material.emissiveColor.r,
             clip.material.emissiveColor.g, clip.material.emissiveColor.b);
    res+=host.util.printf(
      '    OPACITY=%s\n', clip.opacity);
    res+=host.util.printf(
      '    INTERSECTIONCOLOR=%s %s %s\n',
        clip.wireframeColor.r, clip.wireframeColor.g, clip.wireframeColor.b);
    res+='  END\n';
//    for(var propt in clip){
//      console.println(propt+':'+clip[propt]);
//    }
  }
  res+='END\n';
  host.console.show();
//  host.console.clear();
  host.console.println('%%\n%% Add the following VIEW section to a file of\n'+
    '%% predefined views (See option "3Dviews"!).\n%%\n' +
    '%% The view may be given a name after VIEW=...\n' +
    '%% (Remove \'%\' in front of \'=\'.)\n%%');
  host.console.println(res + '\n');
}

//add items to 3D context menu
runtime.addCustomMenuItem("dfltview", "Generate Default View", "default", 0);
runtime.addCustomMenuItem("currview", "Get Current View", "default", 0);
runtime.addCustomMenuItem("csection", "Cross Section", "checked", 0);

//menu event handlers
menuEventHandler = new MenuEventHandler();
menuEventHandler.onEvent = function(e) {
  switch(e.menuItemName){
    case "dfltview": calc3Dopts(); break;
    case "currview": get3Dview(); break;
    case "csection":
      addremoveClipPlane(e.menuItemChecked);
      break;
  }
};
runtime.addEventHandler(menuEventHandler);

//global variable taking reference to currently selected node;
var target=null;
selectionEventHandler=new SelectionEventHandler();
selectionEventHandler.onEvent=function(e){
  if(e.selected&&e.node.name!=''){
    target=e.node;
  }else{
    target=null;
  }
}
runtime.addEventHandler(selectionEventHandler);

cameraEventHandler=new CameraEventHandler();
cameraEventHandler.onEvent=function(e){
  var clip=null;
  runtime.removeCustomMenuItem("csection");
  runtime.addCustomMenuItem("csection", "Cross Section", "checked", 0);
  if(clip=scene.nodes.getByName('$$$$$$')|| //predefined
    scene.nodes.getByName('Clipping Plane')){ //added via context menu
    runtime.removeCustomMenuItem("csection");
    runtime.addCustomMenuItem("csection", "Cross Section", "checked", 1);
  }
  if(clip){//plane in predefined views must be rotated by 90 deg around normal
    clip.transform.rotateAboutLineInPlace(
      Math.PI/2,clip.transform.translation,
      clip.transform.transformDirection(new Vector3(0,0,1))
    );
  }
  for(var i=0; i<rot4x4.length; i++){rot4x4[i].setIdentity()}
  target=null;
}
runtime.addEventHandler(cameraEventHandler);

var rot4x4=new Array(); //keeps track of spin and tilt axes transformations
//key event handler for scaling moving, spinning and tilting objects
keyEventHandler=new KeyEventHandler();
keyEventHandler.onEvent=function(e){
  var backtrans=new Matrix4x4();
  var trgt=null;
  if(target) {
    trgt=target;
    var backtrans=new Matrix4x4();
    var trans=trgt.transform;
    var parent=trgt.parent;
    while(parent.transform){
      //build local to world transformation matrix
      trans.multiplyInPlace(parent.transform);
      //also build world to local back-transformation matrix
      backtrans.multiplyInPlace(parent.transform.inverse.transpose);
      parent=parent.parent;
    }
    backtrans.transposeInPlace();
  }else{
    if(
      trgt=scene.nodes.getByName('$$$$$$')||
      trgt=scene.nodes.getByName('Clipping Plane')
    ) var trans=trgt.transform;
  }
  if(!trgt) return;

  var tname=trgt.name;
  if(typeof(rot4x4[tname])=='undefined') rot4x4[tname]=new Matrix4x4();
  if(target)
    var tiltAxis=rot4x4[tname].transformDirection(new Vector3(0,1,0));
  else  
    var tiltAxis=trans.transformDirection(new Vector3(0,1,0));
  var spinAxis=rot4x4[tname].transformDirection(new Vector3(0,0,1));

  //get the centre of the mesh
  if(target&&trgt.constructor.name=='Mesh'){
    var centre=trans.transformPosition(trgt.computeBoundingBox().center);
  }else{ //part group (Node3 parent node, clipping plane)
    var centre=new Vector3(trans.translation);
  }
  switch(e.characterCode){
    case 30://tilt up
      rot4x4[tname].rotateAboutLineInPlace(
          -Math.PI/900,rot4x4[tname].translation,tiltAxis);
      trans.rotateAboutLineInPlace(-Math.PI/900,centre,tiltAxis);
      break;
    case 31://tilt down
      rot4x4[tname].rotateAboutLineInPlace(
          Math.PI/900,rot4x4[tname].translation,tiltAxis);
      trans.rotateAboutLineInPlace(Math.PI/900,centre,tiltAxis);
      break;
    case 28://spin right
      if(e.ctrlKeyDown&&target){
        trans.rotateAboutLineInPlace(-Math.PI/900,centre,spinAxis);
      }else{
        rot4x4[tname].rotateAboutLineInPlace(
            -Math.PI/900,rot4x4[tname].translation,new Vector3(0,0,1));
        trans.rotateAboutLineInPlace(-Math.PI/900,centre,new Vector3(0,0,1));
      }
      break;
    case 29://spin left
      if(e.ctrlKeyDown&&target){
        trans.rotateAboutLineInPlace(Math.PI/900,centre,spinAxis);
      }else{
        rot4x4[tname].rotateAboutLineInPlace(
            Math.PI/900,rot4x4[tname].translation,new Vector3(0,0,1));
        trans.rotateAboutLineInPlace(Math.PI/900,centre,new Vector3(0,0,1));
      }
      break;
    case 120: //x
      translateTarget(trans, new Vector3(1,0,0), e);
      break;
    case 121: //y
      translateTarget(trans, new Vector3(0,1,0), e);
      break;
    case 122: //z
      translateTarget(trans, new Vector3(0,0,1), e);
      break;
    case 88: //shift + x
      translateTarget(trans, new Vector3(-1,0,0), e);
      break;
    case 89: //shift + y
      translateTarget(trans, new Vector3(0,-1,0), e);
      break;
    case 90: //shift + z
      translateTarget(trans, new Vector3(0,0,-1), e);
      break;
    case 115: //s
      trans.translateInPlace(centre.scale(-1));
      trans.scaleInPlace(1.01);
      trans.translateInPlace(centre.scale(1));
      break;
    case 83: //shift + s
      trans.translateInPlace(centre.scale(-1));
      trans.scaleInPlace(1/1.01);
      trans.translateInPlace(centre.scale(1));
      break;
  }
  trans.multiplyInPlace(backtrans);
}
runtime.addEventHandler(keyEventHandler);

//translates object by amount calculated from Canvas size
function translateTarget(t, d, e){
  var cam=scene.cameras.getByIndex(0);
  if(cam.projectionType==cam.TYPE_PERSPECTIVE){
    var scale=Math.tan(cam.fov/2)
              *cam.targetPosition.subtract(cam.position).length
              /Math.min(e.canvasPixelWidth,e.canvasPixelHeight);
  }else{
    var scale=cam.viewPlaneSize/2
              /Math.min(e.canvasPixelWidth,e.canvasPixelHeight);
  }
  t.translateInPlace(d.scale(scale));
}

function addremoveClipPlane(chk) {
  var curTrans=getCurTrans();
  var clip=scene.createClippingPlane();
  if(chk){
    //add Clipping Plane and place its center either into the camera target
    //position or into the centre of the currently selected mesh node
    var centre=new Vector3();
    if(target){
      var trans=target.transform;
      var parent=target.parent;
      while(parent.transform){
        trans=trans.multiply(parent.transform);
        parent=parent.parent;
      }
      if(target.constructor.name=='Mesh'){
        var centre=trans.transformPosition(target.computeBoundingBox().center);
      }else{
        var centre=new Vector3(trans.translation);
      }
      target=null;
    }else{
      centre.set(scene.cameras.getByIndex(0).targetPosition);
    }
    clip.transform.setView(
      new Vector3(0,0,0), new Vector3(1,0,0), new Vector3(0,1,0));
    clip.transform.translateInPlace(centre);
  }else{
    if(
      scene.nodes.getByName('$$$$$$')||
      scene.nodes.getByName('Clipping Plane')
    ){
      clip.remove();clip=null;
    }
  }
  restoreTrans(curTrans);
  return clip;
}

//function to store current transformation matrix of all nodes in the scene
function getCurTrans() {
  var tA=new Array();
  for(var i=0; i<scene.nodes.count; i++){
    var nd=scene.nodes.getByIndex(i);
    if(nd.name=='') continue;
    tA[nd.name]=new Matrix4x4(nd.transform);
  }
  return tA;
}

//function to restore transformation matrices given as arg
function restoreTrans(tA) {
  for(var i=0; i<scene.nodes.count; i++){
    var nd=scene.nodes.getByIndex(i);
    if(tA[nd.name]) nd.transform.set(tA[nd.name]);
  }
}

//store original transformation matrix of all mesh nodes in the scene
var origtrans=getCurTrans();

//set initial state of "Cross Section" menu entry
cameraEventHandler.onEvent(1);

//host.console.clear();
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FIG. S-2. Interactive graphic (top) and animation (bottom) of the SU(4) centre vortex structure in spatial slices of the lattice
at a

√
σ ≃ 0.149. The three-dimensional volume is 32× 32× 64.
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FIG. S-3. Interactive graphic (top) and animation (bottom) of the SU(4) centre vortex structure in spatial slices of the lattice
at a

√
σ ≃ 0.103. The three-dimensional volume is 48× 48× 96.
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