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Abstract. In this talk, relying on experience with various latticediltechniques, we argue that the
semiclassical structure of finite temperature gauge fied$ f< T; is dominated by calorons with
non-trivial holonomy. By simulating a dilute gas of calosomith identical holonomy, superposed
in the algebraic gauge, we are able to reproduce the conforogerties belowl; up to distances

r = O(4fm) >> p (the caloron size). We compute Polyakov loop correlatons@lbas space-like
Wilson loops for the fundamental and adjoint representafidfve model parameters, including the
holonomy, can be inferred from lattice results as functiofithe temperature.
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Instanton or caloron models of QCD successfully describeyman-perturbative fea-
tures of hadron physics, in particular chiral symmetry kiegrand theJa(1) anomaly
(for reviews seel [1,2]). However, they fail to describe coafhent unless they are
endowed with long-range correlations. This is the case ristantons in the regular
gauge|[3] and has been discussed also at this conferencen4ttractive alternative,
at least for non-zero temperature is based on new caloron solutions with non-trivial
holonomy [5, 6/ 7} 8], worked out in various aspects by Kraad wan Baal. At this
symposium we were happy to listen to a review talk [9] by Rieran Baal after his
recovery.

The new caloron solutions - we call them KvBLL calorons - habaracteristic
properties which distinguish them from the old BPST instast[10] or Harrington-
Shepard (HS) calorons [11]. Like the latter, the new calsrare (anti)selfdual with
integer topological charge and periodic in Euclidean timthwhe period ¥T. The
difference is a non-trivial asymptotic behaviourAf{x) such that the Polyakov loop
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can take arbitrary fixed values’. ¢ Z(N;) at spatial infinity. Each single KvBLL
(anti)caloron consists o monopole constituents localized at positions where the
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Polyakov loopP(X) has degenerated eigenvalues. Baf(2) this means thak(X) =
%trP(X’) takes opposite valuekl at the positions of the two monopoles. The profile of
the Polyakov loop field inside a KvBLL solution is the mostrsifgcant feature of the
new calorons irrespective whether the constituents otdimten quarks’ are separated
or not. If the constituents are far from each other the calalissociates int®\. static
non-Abelian monopoles. The topological charge of eithenduthen depends on the
eigenvalue differences a¥.. The zero modes of the Dirac operator are localized only
at one of the constituents. When the fermionic boundary itiemds smoothly changed
the zero mode jumps from one constituent to another [12$¢hare separated.

First we used the cooling method applying it to p&td(2) andSU(3) lattice Monte
Carlo gauge fields. We demonstrated that the lumps of toprlbgharge observed in
the plateau configurations have to be interpreted in termsviLL calorons [13,
14]. Closer to the deconfinement transition or for a smaligreat ratio we found an
increasing frequency of dissociated monopole paiSux2).

More recently we have studied Monte Carlo lattice fields wh#n4d smearing method
at different temperatures [15]. We found many clusters pblogical charge and clas-
sified them with respect to their Abelian monopole contemtiliie maximally Abelian
gauge). Two limiting cases suggest an interpretation imsesf KvBLL constituents or
calorons: (i) clusters containing a monopole loop windinguad the lattice in the time
direction, taken as candidates for a single constitueit¢l(isters containing a closed
monopole loop, taken as candidates for undissociatedar@oFor these cases we have
estimated the topological charge of the clust®yyster and the Polyakov loop averaged
over the positions of time-like Abelian monopoles,PL >¢uster IN the confinement
phase i.e.for maximally non-trivial holonomy - we would expect hatfteger topolog-
ical charges for isolated monopoles and integer chargeufbcdlorons. The averaged
Polyakov loop should be close t61 for isolated monopoles and near zero for calorons
according to the “dipole” profile of the Polyakov loop insitie KvBLL caloron. What
is really observed is seen in the scatter plots in {Qgustes < PL >cluster)-plane of
Fig.[d. Each entry corresponds to one of the selected cluatetidates, and the scat-
ter plot is clustering into classes with the expected sigmest In the deconfined phase
(not shown), for holonomies closer to the trivial one we vebekpect to find disbal-
anced constituents, one with small action and a complemeate with large action.
Apart from few full calorons accounting for the topologicdiarge of the configura-
tions, we found many “single-constituent” clusters withtgt Abelian monopole loops
but small topological charge, whereas constituents wipblimgical charges close tbl
were completely missing. We conclude that the model piovfitevBLL calorons may
fail in the deconfinement phase.

One can also study the topological content without coolingneearing techniques by
applying purely fermionic methods to equilibrium fields.cBunvestigations have also
provided indications for the presence of KvBLL monopolesttnents|[16| 17].

What are the consequences if HS calorons are replaced by IKeBes as building
blocks in a random caloron gas model at finite Such a model, so far realized in the
SU(2) casel|[18], requires to start the superposition in the seaalgebraic gauge for
which A4(x) decreases sufficiently fast. A non-periodic gauge transétion is applied
in order to render the gauge field periodic. This restrict®usiperpositions of calorons
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FIGURE 1. Scatter plots of topological charge versus averaged PoWtmlop for topological clusters
of lattice fields produced with the Wilson action @it= 2.3,2.4 and lattice size 24x 6 (confinement).
Triangles (circles) denote full caloron (isolated statiermapole) candidates.

TABLE 1. Model parametersi(T), w(T), p(T), the lattice grid sizeNs x N, and the
number of generated configurations # for selected temperaaluesT /T;. Furthermore,
the measured average Polyakov IcojL| > (together with the input valueog2riw)) and
the action surplus factgr= <—=%.— are given.

~ Ncaloron Snst

| T/Tc | N8xN; || ni(MeV] | 4w | pifm] | # || cos2mw) | <Li>| v |

080 | 32%x10| 198 |1.00| 037 | 777|| 0.00 | 0.13(1) | 1.61(1)
1.00 | 38x8 198 | 1.00| 037 || 526 0.00 | 0.14(1) | 1.69(1)
1.20 | 38x8 174 | 051| 031 || 160| 0.70 | 059(1) | 1.18(1)

with identical holonomy. The positions of the calorons dnesen randomly, the sizes
p (i.e. the distancesl = mp?/B between the constituents) are sampled Tor T,
according to/[19]

D(p,T) =A(T) - pP>. exp(—g(nTp)z), b= 11N;/3=22/3. 2)

For T < T; temperature independence is postulated but keeping thpresgion afl.
fixed (seel[20, 21]). For a statistically uncorrelated aaogas the actual densityT)
can be inferred from lattice computations of the topologstesceptibility. The average
size was fixed by comparison between model and lattice eefuitthe spatial string
tension in units of the critical temperature which then agrout to bel; ~ 178MeV.
The holonomyZ2., = exp(2niwts) was identified with the (renormalized) Polyakov
loop. More details and references can be found in [18]. Faresparameter sets see
Table1.

On a lattice grid we have computed spatial Wilson loops a$ agPolyakov loop
correlators, both within fundamental and adjoint représtgons. The spatial string
tension is seen to drop &, because the mechanism responsible for the observedeise ar
not the monopoles that are part of the calorons and suppres$e> T.. This problem
corresponds to our observation, in the smeared confignsateEported above, of many
monopoles with low accompanying topological charge. Tkelte for the free energy of
a static quark-antiquark pair are shown in Eig. 2. We cavoh linear rise for distances
up toO(4fm) in the confinement phase, whereas it becomes screened Bbdve free
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FIGURE 2. Colour averaged free energy versus distaReg various temperatures for the fundamental

(left) and adjoint (right) representations.

energy of adjoint charge pairs is screened in both phases.

We conclude that a semiclassical model for finite-tempees®l(2) fields should
start from calorons with generic holonomy. Such a modelgwurt to describe confine-
ment with parameters which are rather close to standardritest model assumptions.
Keeping all parameters fixed, merely changing the holonammiw = 1/4 tow =0
or 1/2, removes the linear rise completely|[18]. This undersctine réle of non-trivial
holonomy and the corresponding long-range nature of theraalfields.
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