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In a num ericalexperim ent,werem ovecentervorticesfrom

an ensem ble oflattice SU (2) gauge con�gurations. This re-

m ovaladds short-range disorder. Nevertheless, we observe

long-range order in the m odi�ed ensem ble: con�nem ent is

lost and chiral sym m etry is restored (together with trivial

topology),provingthatcentervorticesareresponsibleforboth

phenom ena.Asforthe Abelian m onopoles,they survive but

their percolation properties are lost. These statem ents hold

regardlessofthe G ribov copy chosen forcenterprojection.

PACS num bers:11.15.Ha,12.38.Aw,12.38.G c,11.30.Rd

The essentialnon-perturbativepropertiesofQ CD are

con�nem entand chiralsym m etry breaking. Ithasbeen

observedthroughnum ericallatticesim ulationsthatthese

two propertiespersistin thequenched theory (wherethe

feedback ofquarks on gluons is ignored)untilthe tem -

peratureisraised toacriticalvalueTc � 220M eV ,where

con�nem entislost;chiralsym m etry appearstobesim ul-

taneously restored [1]. The disorder which leads to the

area law forthe W ilson loop thusseem sto be som ehow

tied to the existence of a chiralcondensate. E�ective

m echanism shave been proposed to explain con�nem ent

or chiralsym m etry breaking. But a successfule�ective

m odelshould providea com m on explanation forboth.

Two e�ective descriptions ofQ CD have been receiv-

ing a lot ofattention: one considers instantons as the

e�ective degreesoffreedom ,the otherchrom o-m agnetic

m onopoles.Instantonsarenaturalcandidatesto explain

chiralsym m etry breaking,because each instanton isas-

sociated with a zero m ode oftheDiracoperator[2],and

therem ustbean accum ulation ofzero eigenvaluesto ob-

tain a quark condensate atlow tem perature [3]. Above

Tc,thevanishingofthequark condensateisaccom panied

by a qualitative change in the instanton ensem ble (see,

e.g.,[4]).O n theotherhand,itisunlikelythatinstantons

play a signi�cantrolein con�nem ent(see[5]fora recent

discussion).An attractivem echanism forcon�nem entis

dualsuperconductivity ofthe Q CD vacuum [6]. Con-

siderable evidence forthisdualM eissnere�ecthasbeen

accum ulated on thelattice,including a disorderparam e-

terdem onstrating the condensation ofchrom o-m agnetic

m onopolesbelow Tc [7].Thiscondensation hasbeen ob-

served directly after gauge-�xing to \M axim alAbelian

G auge" [8], and the idea of \Abelian dom inance" has

em erged,according to which theAbelian degreesoffree-

dom ofthe Yang-M ills �eld encode allits long-distance

properties. Indeed, chiralsym m etry breaking and its

restoration havebeen observed in theAbelian sector[9].

TheAbelian dom inancescenariohassom e
awshowever:

it does not explain the breaking ofthe adjoint string;

and the Abelian string tension di�ers slightly from the

Yang-M illsone [10].M oreover,degreesoffreedom m ore

elem entary than the Abelian m onopoles, em bedded in

them and solely responsible for the physics assigned to

them ,cannotbe ruled out.

The idea ofcenter vortices,which initially failed due

to their m isidenti�cation [11],has been successfully re-

vived, �rst as an em bedded m odel inside the Abelian

sector[12],then withoutreferenceto Abelian projection

[13]. Centervorticesare exposed by gauge-�xing: after

a gaugetransform ation which bringseach lattice link as

closeaspossibleto a centerelem entofthe gaugegroup,

vortices consist of defects in the projected gauge �eld

form ed from those center elem ents alone. The idea of

centerdom inanceisagain thatthecenterdegreesoffree-

dom (d.o.f.) encodeallthelong-distancephysics.Thisis

aesthetically attractivebecause the d.o.f.are decim ated

even m orethan in the Abelian projection.Furtherm ore,

the density ofcentervorticesseem sto be a well-de�ned

continuum quantity;thecenterstring tension appearsto

m ore orlessm atch the originalone;and an explanation

forthe behaviourofthe adjointpotentialhasbeen pro-

posed [14]. However,chiralsym m etry hasnotyetbeen

studied in thiscontext.

An additionalproblem with Abelian and centerdom i-

nance isthatthe relevantd.o.f.are identi�ed only after

gauge-�xing. G auge-�xing non-Abelian �elds is notori-

ouslyam biguous,anddi�erentG ribovcopiesproducedif-

ferentAbelian m onopolesorcentervortices,whoseprop-

ertieslike the string tension di�erslightly. Forthisrea-

son,we are a priorisuspiciousofe�ective m odelswhich

involve gauge-�xing, and so we designed a sim ple nu-

m ericalexperim enttodisprovethecenter-dom inancesce-

nario.Forsim plicity,weconsiderthegaugegroup SU (2),

with centerZ2.O urstarting pointisan ensem bleoflat-

tice gauge �elds representative of the continuum . W e

identify center vortices in this ensem ble,and construct

from itam odi�edensem blewhereallcentervorticeshave

been rem oved by 
ipping the sign ofa subsetofSU (2)

gaugelinks.Asexpected,thisoperation introducesa lot

ofdisorderin the gauge �eld. Nonetheless,these disor-

dered gauge �elds now have a trivial,vortex-free center

projection,and so according to thecredo ofcenterdom i-

nancethey should notcon�ne.In otherwords,ourintro-
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duction ofshort-rangedisordershould atthe sam e tim e

bring long-range order. To our surprise,this is indeed

what happens. O n this vortex-free ensem ble, con�ne-

m entislost.Em boldened by this�nding,onem ay ask if

thespectralpropertiesoftheDiracoperatorarenotalso

dom inated by the centercom ponentsofthe gauge �eld.

In thatcase,ourm odi�ed ensem bleshould show no sign

ofchiralsym m etry breaking,since its centerprojection

isthetrivial(perturbative)vacuum .Indeed,thisiswhat

weobserve:rem ovalofcentervorticescausesboth lossof

con�nem entand restoration ofchiralsym m etry.

The next intriguing question regards the fate of

Abelian m onopolesascentervorticesarerem oved.They

do not disappear; on the contrary,the introduction of

short-range disorder increases their num ber. However,

weobservethecom pletedisappearanceofm onopolecur-

rent loops winding around the periodic lattice: we can

thusidentify theseasthefundam entalobjectsassociated

with con�nem entin theAbelian sector,apparently in
u-

enced by the underlying centerdegreesoffreedom .

Finally, we investigated the e�ect of G ribov copies

which caused our initialskepticism . W e repeated our

experim enton thesam eSU (2)ensem ble,butintroduced

a system atictolerancein thegaugecondition to besatis-

�ed beforeidentifying thecentervorticesto berem oved.

Although the location and num berofcentervorticeswe

rem oved varied appreciably,the m odi�ed SU (2)ensem -

ble wasalwaysnon-con�ning and chirally sym m etric.

Thenum ericalexperim ent{W estartfrom an ensem ble

ofSU (2) lattice gauge �elds obtained by M onte Carlo

using thestandard W ilson plaquetteaction.W ewantto

generatea m odi�ed ensem ble,freeofcentervortices,and

com parethestaticpotentialand thechiralcondensateon

the originaland m odi�ed ensem bles.

To identify center vortices,we gauge-�x the original

con�gurations in order to bring each SU (2) gauge link

U�(x) as close as possible to an elem ent ofthe center

Z2 = f+ 1;� 1g.W ethereforetry toiterativelym axim ize

Q (fU�g)�
X

x;�

(TrU�(x))
2
; (1)

as in [13],where this gauge is called the \direct m axi-

m alcentergauge." Thegauge-�xed SU (2)links,denoted

U G F
� (x),arethen projected to Z2 elem entsZ�(x)using

Z�(x)= sign[TrU G F

� (x)]: (2)

Plaquettesin theZ2-projected theory with value� 1rep-

resentdefectsoftheZ2 gauge�eld called P-vortices[12].

Num erical evidence has been presented [12,13] show-

ing that plaquette-like P-vorticessignalthe presence of

m acroscopic,physicalexcitations,called centervortices,

in the unprojected originalSU (2)con�guration.

Considerthen them odi�ed SU (2)con�guration m ade

ofgaugelinksU 0

�(x)constructed as

U
0

�(x)� Z�(x)U�(x): (3)

The gauge transform ation which m axim izes Q (fU�g)

in (1) also gives the sam e m axim um to Q (fU 0

�g), so

that the m odi�ed gauge-�xed links U 0G F
� (x) are sim ply

Z�(x)U
G F
� (x).Therefore,we instantly know the center

projection Z 0

�(x)ofU
0

�(x):

Z
0

�(x)= sign[TrU 0G F

� (x)]= sign[TrZ�(x)U
G F

� (x)]

=
�

sign[TrU G F

� (x)]
�2
= + 1 : (4)

Every con�guration in our m odi�ed ensem ble thus

projects onto the trivialZ2 vacuum : allcenter vortices

havebeen rem oved.

O urensem bleconsistsofabout1000 SU (2)con�gura-

tions,on a 164 latticeat� = 2:4.To m axim izeQ (fU�g)

(Eq.1)weuse standard overrelaxation,stopping when

� �
X

x;�

�(TrU �(x))
2
< 10� 6 (5)

from onegauge-�xing sweep to the next.
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FIG .1. Norm alized plaquette distribution on the original

and m odi�ed ensem bles (SU (2), � = 2:40). Center-vortex

rem ovalincreasesshort-range disorder.

In Fig.1 we show the distribution ofSU (2)plaquette

valueson the originaland m odi�ed ensem bles. Itisap-

parentthatunderthe sign 
ip Eq.(3),m any SU (2)pla-

quettesacquire a negative value. Rem ovalofthe center

vorticesincreasesthe action:the m odi�ed ensem ble has

m oreshort-rangedisorder.
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FIG .2. Creutz ratioson the originaland m odi�ed ensem -

bles.The dashed band isthe string tension resultof[15].
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Results { In Fig.2 we present our results for the

Creutz ratios �(R;R) � � ln[hW (R;R)ihW (R � 1;R �

1)i=hW (R;R � 1)i2] constructed from the averages

hW (R;T)i ofR by T W ilson loops on the originaland

m odi�ed ensem bles. For large R,�(R;R) tends to the

string tension �.Itisclearthaton the m odi�ed ensem -

ble the Creutzratiosdecreaseand tend to zero.In spite

ofthe increased short-range disorder,long-range order

hasbeen created and con�nem enthasbeen lost.

Thisiseven clearerifonelooksdirectly attheW ilson

loop values. In Fig.3 we show � lnhW (R;T)iasa func-

tion ofT. For a �xed R,points at successively larger

T form a line whose asym ptotic slope is the value of

the static potentialV (R). The lines corresponding to

them odi�ed ensem bleareparallel,indicating thatV (R)

doesnotgrow with R:the string tension hasvanished.

FIG .3. W ilson loop valueshW (R ;T)ion the originaland

m odi�ed ensem bles. Note the parallellines for successive R

in thelatter:upon center-vortex rem oval,con�nem entislost.

Fig.4 illustrates our study ofchiralsym m etry on the

originaland m odi�ed ensem bles. Asiswell-known,chi-

ralsym m etry breaking cannot occur on a �nite lattice.

Therefore,we m easure h�  i(m q)= hTr(=D + m q)
� 1ifor

a range ofquark m assesm q where �nite-size e�ectsare

sm all,and extrapolateto m q ! 0.In theoriginalensem -

ble,h�  iclearly extrapolatesto a non-zero value which

signals chiralsym m etry breaking. In the m odi�ed en-

sem ble,the extrapolated value iszero within errors:the

rem ovalofcentervorticesrestoreschiralsym m etry. W e

expectthen theinstanton contentoftheYang-M ills�eld

to bem odi�ed also.To check this,weuseim proved cool-

ing[16]tom easurethetopologicalchargeofthem odi�ed

�eld:thestrikingresultisthattherem ovalofcentervor-

ticesalwaysleadsto the trivialtopologicalsector.

W e therefore have clear num ericalevidence for \cen-

terdom inance":ifthecenter-projected �eld isthetrivial

vacuum with alllinksequalto 1,asin the m odi�ed en-

sem ble,then theYang-M ills�eld showsthelong-distance

propertiesofthetrivialvacuum ,i.e.,no con�nem ent,no

quark condensate and no topology. The long-distance

properties of the Yang-M ills �eld appear to be deter-

m ined by itscenterprojection.

FIG .4. Q uark condensate h�  i(m q) on the originaland

m odi�ed ensem bles. The dashed line corresponds to \poor"

center-vortex identi�cation (see text). In all cases, cen-

ter-vortex rem ovalrestoreschiralsym m etry.

O n theotherhand,a largenum berofstudiesnow sup-

port the alternative scenario of \Abelian dom inance."

W euseourapproach ofcenter-vortex rem ovalto directly

assessthe relationship between these two scenarios.

In a �rst experim ent,we construct the Abelian pro-

jection ofour originalSU (2) ensem ble by gauge-�xing

to M axim alAbelian G auge in the usualway [8],then

identify and rem ovecentervorticesfrom theAbelian sec-

tor.W hiletheoriginalAbelian-projectedensem bleshows

con�nem ent, with a string tension sim ilar to the non-

Abelian one,the m odi�ed Abelian-projected con�gura-

tionsdo notcon�ne.Therefore,we�nd no contradiction

between \Abelian dom inance" and \centerdom inance."

The lattersim ply appearsm ore fundam entalbecause of

the greaterreduction ofthe num berofd.o.f.

In a second experim ent,welook atclustersofAbelian

m onopolecurrents,whosepercolation hasbeen identi�ed

asthesignalforcon�nem ent[17],obtained from theorig-

inaland m odi�ed ensem bles.W e�nd thattherem ovalof

centervorticeschangesthedistribution ofm onopoleclus-

tersizesin acrucialway(seeFig.5):whereasin theorig-

inalensem ble,each con�guration containstypically one

very large,percolating m onopole clusterand m any very

sm allones,the m odi�ed ensem blegivesa m orehom oge-

neous size distribution,with a handfuloflarge clusters

percon�guration.Theselargeclustersarethe rem nants

ofthevery largeone,broken into piecesby thevortex re-

m oval.Som eofthem stillpercolate,even though con�ne-

m enthasdisappeared.Therefore,weareled to associate

con�nem entwith am orespeci�cfeatureofthem onopole

clusters:m onopolecurrentloopswhich wind around the

periodic lattice. Such loopscan be found frequently on

the original,con�ning ensem ble,butneveron the m od-

i�ed,non-con�ning one. W e conclude that: (i)con�ne-

m entm anifests itselfin the Abelian sectorby the pres-
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enceofm onopolecurrentloopswith non-trivialtopology;

(ii) center-vortex rem oval,which destroys con�nem ent,

always�nds the \weak links" ofthese non-trivialloops

and breaksthem into trivialpieces.
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FIG .5. Size distribution ofm onopole clusterson the orig-

inaland m odi�ed ensem bles.

Now let us consider the issue of gauge-�xing am bi-

guities,which was the reason for our initialskepticism

about the center-vortex idea. These am biguities com e

from the structure ofQ (Eq.1),which has m any local

m axim a,any ofwhich can be selected by a localitera-

tive m axim ization algorithm . Each localm axim um ,or

G ribov copy,willhave its own set ofP-vortices,di�er-

ing in num berand location.Theproposalof[12]isthat,

no m atterwhich G ribov copy onechooses,P-vorticesare

the tracesofphysicalcentervorticesand areroughly lo-

cated at their center. This argum ent m ay account for

P-vortices di�ering in location but not in num ber. To

study thisquestion in m ore detail,we m agni�ed the ef-

fectofgauge-�xingam biguities,by stoppingouriterative

algorithm early,assoon as� (Eq.5)< 102.Thuswenot

only explore a di�erentbasin ofattraction ofQ ,butwe

do noteven stop ata localm axim um .O nee�ectofthis

partialgauge-�xingisexpected:thedensity ofP-vortices

increases from � � 5:504% to � 7:414% , i.e. shows

an increase �� � 1:91% . The string tension we m ea-

surein the Z2-projected ensem ble increasesaccordingly:

whereas the Z2 string tension after \com plete" gauge-

�xing (�a2 � 0:075)isa little largerthan butcom pati-

ble with the non-Abelian string tension (0:0708� 0:011

from [15], see Fig.2), it jum ps to � 0:12 after partial

gauge-�xing. W hat is rem arkable is that this increase

�� � 0:045issim ilarto thatobtained by placing thesur-

plus�� ofP-vorticesatrandom ,uncorrelated locations:

�� � � ln(1� 2��). This does not prove,but m akes it

plausible,thatthecenterprojection alwayscapturesthe

core degreesoffreedom relevantforlong-distance prop-

erties,plusa varying am ountofunrelated noise.Indeed,

it has been argued that gauge-�xing is not even neces-

sary forcenterprojection [18].In ourdescription,center-

gauge-�xing acts as an UV noise-�ltering device, with

di�erent G ribov copies letting through di�erent noise

com ponents. Further evidence for this is obtained by

rem oving from the originalSU (2) ensem ble the center

vortices identi�ed after partialgauge-�xing only. Just

asfor\com plete" gauge-�xing,we observe thatcon�ne-

m entislost,chiralsym m etry restored,and thetopology

trivial.Theonly di�erenceisthatthem odi�ed ensem ble

now hasm uch m oreshort-rangedisorder.

In conclusion,we have shown thatrem ovalofcenter-

vorticesfrom an SU (2)Yang-M ills ensem ble causesthe

lossofcon�nem entand the restoration ofchiralsym m e-

try.Centervorticesappearase�ectivedegreesoffreedom

in term sofwhich bothphenom enacan besuccessfully de-

scribed.Itwould bedesirable,ofcourse,to form ulatean

e�ectiveaction forthe center-projected theory.Ref.[19]

considersan extension oftheNam bu-G oto action,where

the fundam entald.o.f. are 2-dim ensionalrandom sur-

faces dualto the P-vortices. Ref.[20]instead proposes

to considercenterm onopolesand theirworld-lines. W e

suggestidentifying a \m inim um spanning tree" ofnega-

tiveZ2 linksresponsiblefortheP-vortices:perhapsonly

a subsetofthem form the essentiald.o.f. governing the

long-distanceproperties.

Finally,our vortex-rem ovalprocedure can be used to

study propertiesofnon-con�ning non-Abelian �eldsand

e�ects of center-sym m etry breaking. For instance, re-

m oving tim e-like center disorder only would be sim ilar

to raising the tem perature aboveTc.
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