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Aspects of Confinement: a Brief Review
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Abstract. A brief and biased overview of the phenomenon of confineme@CD is presented in
three parts: (1) the definition of confinement, (2) propsrté confinement, (3) ideas of confine-
ment. The second part chiefly consists of a brief review oémedattice computations related to
confinement while the third summarizes some of the curresitinal approaches to understanding
confinement. These include the Dyson-Schwinger formalisiraindau gauge, Hamiltonian QCD
in Coulomb gauge, and the vortex picture of confinement.

DEFINITIONS OF CONFINEMENT

Confinementis the poster boy of nonperturbative physicgdod reason: itis associated
with a linear potential with a string tension,
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which is nonperturbative in the coupling.

Although this statement has intuitive appeal, one must befglain defining confine-
ment. For example, it is often loosely defined as the absehfreedquarks in nature.
But it is conceivable, and even possible, that there existdaured scalar particle which
can form bound states with quarks. The resultant particteddvthen carry flavour and
fractional electric charge[1], which is likely not the inteof the definition.

Similarly, requiring that all observable particles be aolsinglets encompasses gauge
theories in both the confinement and the Higgs phases. Tiee #$o manifests colour
singlet states because colour charge is completely sateene

One may hope to improve the situation by focussing on theaggdehysical proper-
ties of confinement. For example, the appearance of a logglarear potential between
quarks is a reasonable requirement. Of course, the probdeenifithat string breaking
will occur once the potential energy approaches the quarkcpaation threshold. The
conventional way out of this difficulty is to consider the Wdo separate two quarks as
the quark masses approach infinity. Thus one is led to thegearposition of defining
quark confinement in a limit which removes quarks from thethe

Centre Vortices

It is traditional to implement the last definition in lattigauge theory with the aid of
the Wilson loop:
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(WL) = / DUgtr[llui]e_S“M (1)

whereC is a large planar loop and the pure gauge action is given by

Su=g3 3 (1~ Orive]). @

Here the gluonic degrees of freedom are represented by larkables U, =
exp(igT2A% (x)) where ¢ represents a link on a spacetime lattice which starts at
the pointx and points in thgi direction and the lattice spacing has been set to unity. The
sum in the action is over plaquettdy, which are the smallest closed loops permitted
on the latticeUp is a product of link variables around a plaquette and is thiadtiae
implementation of the two-forms of gauge theories. It is sueaments of the Wilson
loop which have provided the most compelling demonstratiohthe confinement
phenomenon.
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FIGURE 1. (left) Wilson Loop Measurements of Various Static Quarkeptibls[2]. (right) Casimir
Scaling of Confinement[9].

The lattice definition of QCD and confinement makes it esplgceasy to see the
significance of the centre group of SU(3). The centre is ddfasethe set of all elements
of the gauge group which commute with all other elementsd&mily these are given by
the set{z=exp(2rm/N¢).# } wheren=0,...,N; — 1. This set forms the groufy.. Itis
clear that multiplying all temporal link variables on a peutar time slice by an element
of the group U (to,X) — zU (tp,X) does not change the value of a plaquette, implying
that QCD is invariant under globd), transformations.

We now consider a Wilson loop which extends in the temporailatiion for the entire
length of the lattice (and, because of the imposition of lafauy conditions, encircles
the lattice), called a Polyakov line. If one makes the tramaftion discussed above it
is clear that the Polyakov line picks up a phaB&(x) — zPL(x). Since the theory is
invariant under such a transformation one must have e{fPefx)) = 0 if the vacuum



of QCD shares the symmetry of the action(&L(x)) # 0O if the theory is in thezy,
broken phase.

The connection with confinement arises once it is realized the Polyakov line
measures the free energy of a static quark at the positidPL(x)) = exp(—ET) where
T is the temporal extent of the lattice. But the free energynafalated confined quark
is infinite, thusQCD must be in the unbrokemZsymmetry phase if it is confining

It is useful to note thaZy, transformations are an example of “singular gauge trans-
formations” (which arenot gauge transformations!), namely they may be generated by
performing a gauge transformation which is periodic moduf, phase factor:

Ut (t,x) = g(t,x)Ue(t,)g" (t+1,) 3)

with g(T + 1,x) = z'g(1,x). For example the symmetry transformatiof(to, x) —
zU (to,x) may be achieved by setting(t,x) = 1 fort <tp andg(t,x) = z* for t >
to. Singular gauge transformations are of central intereshéostudy of confinement
because the structures associated with them are oftenlgtesttio cause confinement.
We shall return to this in section Il below.

Kugo-Ojima Criteria

The final definition of confinement to be considered here was ifivestigated by
Kugo and Ojima shortly after the invention of QCID[3]. Thetarding assumption was
that only BRST singlets may be allowed as physical statesrificement is to hold. A
sufficient condition for this is that the ghost propagatocamdau gauge is enhanced in
the infrared:
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with u(0) = —1. This may be related to the gluon propagator via Dyson-Sulev
equations and implies that there is an infrared suppressiahe transverse gluon

correlator:
Z(k?) ne

Duv(k) = @ (5;1\/ - 7) (5)

with Z(k?) /k? — 0 ask — 0[4].
It is interesting to note that these criteria are consisteitih results derived by
Zwanziger in noncovariant gauges[6].

PROPERTIES OF CONFINEMENT

At present the only reliable method for determining projesrof confinement is with
lattice computations. Indeed, the detection of confinen@ith the Wilson loop) was
one of the first lattice computations and it continues as thedard bearer of lattice
gauge theory.



Recent investigations have revealed much beyond the gtai® interaction. Perhaps
the most famous examples are plots of action or field dengnigiwclearly show the
formation of tubes of gluonic flux forming between the colsource and sink[7]. Of
course, such tubes fit in very well with the naive notion ogén quark confinement.
More interesting is recent investigations of thenamicof flux tubes, as represented by
the higher surfaces in Figl 1(left). These may be intergrateadiabatic energy surfaces
describing hybrid mesons.

Another type of flux tube investigation places small kinkdANfison loops to study
the spin-dependence of the long range confining force[8.réBults are consistent with
the supposition that confinement is of a Lorentz scalar eafitiis important to note,
however, that mapping the lattice results to this type adrattion is an effective, low
energy approximation only).

Casimir Scaling

Figure[l(right) shows in a compelling way the propertyQasimir scalingof con-
finement. The figure was obtained by measuring the Wilson foppources in various
representations of SU(3). The interaction between colaplets is the lowest surface
in the figure and forms the template for the others. In the &igame sees higher sur-
faces with sources in the 8, 6, 4,510, 27, 24, and Ibrepresentations. The curves are
obtained by multiplying a fit to the lowest (fundamental es@ntation) surface by the
quadratic Casimir%;2 = (RIT3T?R) divided by%;2. The quadratic Casimir is given by
(p?+ g%+ pa)/3+ p+ q where(p,q) is the Dynkin index of the representation. The
agreement is remarkable and is a strong indication thatdleicstructure of confine-
ment may be written as

/LﬁTatp...LﬁTatp
where the ellipsis represents Lorentz and spatial depeeden

String Behaviour

In pre-QCD days strings were invoked as a fundamental theb@CD. With the
advent of QCD, strings have survived as an effective desenipf flux tubes. In
particular one expects that

(i) transverse flux tube profiles should be logarithmicaliyedyent with the tube
length (due to string ‘roughening’);

(i) the ground state potential should exhibit a universaléscher term’—1/(12R);

(iii) the string excitation spectrum should be that of bas@tring modesrt/R.

Juge, Kuti, and Morningstar have carried out a detailedyaisbf the relationship of
the hybrid surfaces of Figl 1(left) to string excitatioai@[IThey have found that surface
excitations only havet/R splittings for very large source separation (roughly 4 ferm
or greater); see Figufé 2(left). Furthermore, there is asower region at about 1 fermi
where the surfaces move from a perturbative behaviour#&ckenized by the ‘gluelump’
spectrum) to a string-like behaviour.

Point (ii) has been examined with a new algorithm by Lueseimer Weisz[11]; their
main results are shown in Figuk 2(right). One sees thatxpeated behaviour of the
confinement potential is achieved at a source separati@ughty 1/2 fm or less. String-
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FIGURE 2. (left) Hybrid Surface Energy Differences.¢ds roughly 1 fermi[10]. (right) The Luescher
Termin 4-d ¢71/12) and 3-d £ 17/24)|11].

like behaviour at such short distances may be called preags@nd is very difficult to
understand in light of the conclusion of Juge, Kuti, and Miogstar. It appears that the
existence of a Ar interaction with the expected Luescher coefficient is naessarily
indicative of string dynamics.

Baryonic Flux Tubes

Finally, investigations of the static baryon interactiavé begun. The chief point of
interest is whether the expected flux tubes form into a ‘Y'#har a A’ shape (ie., is the
effective baryonic quark interaction two-body or threep®). This may be addressed
by carefully examining the baryonic energy under a varidtyjwark configurations.
Figure[3 shows the flux tube which arises in one such configurgtvhich seems to
be an interpolation of Y and). Current results are mixed, with some groups claiming
support for the two-body hypothesis [13] and some for thegHrody hypothesis[i14].
Finally, a strong operator dependence in the flux tube psofikss been observed[15],
which clearly needs to be settled before definitive conolusican be reached.

FIGURE 3. The Baryonic Flux Tube. The distance between the tube jonethd a quark is approxi-
mately 1/2 fm[12].



IDEAS OF CONFINEMENT

The final portion of this report deals with analytic attemfmsdescribe confinement.
Unfortunately, there is a great deal of prejudice concerthmns issue, with many people
believing that any such attempts cannot succeed. This ia mgeful point of view to

take and is, in fact, at odds with generations of successéslihtheory, many-body
physics, and condensed matter physics:

nonperturbative does not mean intractable!

A trivial example is provided by elementary calculus. As isliviknown the function

1 . . .
f(X) = e x has a zero radius of convergence and hence no sensiblertgaitun theory’.
However, if a sufficiently clever theorist were able to derikie ‘Dyson-Schwinger’ dif-
ferential equatiorf’(x) = x—lz f(x), almost anyone could then derive any desired property
of f.

More substantial examples are provided by the Gell-Mannue8kner resolution to
the infrared divergence problem in the degenerate elegasnthe Galitskii method for
dealing with strong short range repulsive interactionsud@ar physics, and Laughlin’s
explanation of the fractional quantum Hall effect.

The pointis this: QCD is described by a Lagrangian and teeedll of the properties
of QCD are carried by its diagrams. To make progress nompatively one must find
an infinite set of diagrams to ‘sum’ which capture the mayodat the physics one is
interested in. It would be a completely new occurrence irspsyif this approach should
not work for confinement, requiring the introduction of a cept such as ‘intrinsic
incomputability’ (with commensurate implications foretipts at deriving the ‘theory
of everything’).

In the following a very brief summary of Dyson-Schwinger a@deen’s function
approaches to confinement are presented. | shall also sera# salient features of the
vortex picture of confinement. Space constraints forbidudising many other popular
ideas of confinement such as the dual superconductor piche®ns, and monopoles.

The Dyson-Schwinger Formalism

There has been much progress in the Dyson-Schwinger apptoaonfinement in
recent years. The idea is to truncate the infinite series @oByschwinger equations
(which are equivalent to the field theory) in such a way thatlgading infrared be-
haviour of the ghost and gluon propagators may be reliabisaeted. This endeavour
is assisted by appealing to known properties of nonpertiwbgertices, either through
Slavnov-Taylor identities, the application of BRST symriest, or properties of spe-
cial gauges (in particular, the ghost-gluon vertex is nobrenalized in Landau gauge).
It has been found that including the ghost propagator in theoked set of D-S equa-
tions is important. One may then solve for the infrared be&havof the ghost and
gluon propagators under various approximations or soleetiupled integral equations
numerically[16].



A convincing demonstration of confinement results. Analytiork finds that the
infrared propagators behave as

k2 2K
Z(k)—><;) k=0 (6)

and oK
G(k)—><p> k= 0. 7)

with k =~ 0.6. This value is very stable under modification of the truiocegt or An-
satze. Equatiorid 6 aiil 7 demonstrate that the Kugo-Ojinfaneoment criteria are met.
Furthermore, numerical solutions are in remarkable agee¢mwith lattice results[5],
indicating the utility of the truncations made.

Green’s Function Approach in Coulomb Gauge

It has been 25 years since Gribov first noted that the impwosiif Coulomb gauge in
non-Abelian theories is beset with ambiguities[17]. Theoayuity arises because more
than one solution to the gauge constraint A = 0 may exist. Gribov showed that the
condition for this to occur was that nontrivial solutionstt@ equatioril-D = 0 had
to exist. HereD is the covariant derivative in adjoint representation.b@vi proposed
to resolve the ambiguity by restricting the gauge configarastto those with a positive
definite value of dét]-D), called the Gribov region. He also noted that such a comstrai
imposes a boundary in field space, and this boundary cant éfffe@gluon dispersion
relation, causing confinement.

Much progress has occurred since Gribov framed his congxtlt is now known that
the Gribov region does not resolve the Gribov ambiguitheat smaller region called
the fundamental modular region (FMR) is required. Furtlreemthe FMR is contained
in the Gribov region, the FMR incloses the origin, it is coxavand its boundary
sometimes coincides with the boundary of the Gribov rediéh[ Topological field
configurations are realized through the imposition of neiarboundary conditions at
the boundary of the FMR. Finally, Zwanziger has argued thgsal matrix elements
draw their support solely from the intersection of the Gvilamd fundamental modular
boundaries[19].

It is suggestive that the operatdr- D appears in the instantaneous portion of the
interaction in the QCD Hamiltonian in Coulomb gauge[21]:

Voou = [ dxy 7 1o (xal ST o) (@)

where_¢ = det(- D) is the Faddeev-Popov determinant and the colour densityés g
by p? = — faC°AP(x) . ES(x). If vacuum field configurations are dominated by those
near the boundary of the Gribov region there will be a stravigared enhancement of

the instantaneous interaction, which may cause confinerfaig old observation has
recently received support from several lattice compuneijp2, 23].



It is known that the non-Abelian Coulomb interaction is ramalization group in-
variant and that it generates the complete running cougfn@CD|24]. Furthermore,
quarks decouple from transverse gluons in the static lindttherefore this interaction
must generate confinement. Indeed, Zwanziger has recémyrsthat the non-Abelian
Coulomb interaction provides an upper bound to the Wilsop lateraction[20] and has
conjectured that this bound is saturated (numerical egielé@mfavour of this conjecture
is provided in Ref.\[22]).

It is clear that the instantaneous interaction is an impoeiement of QCD. Recently
an analytical attempt to understand this operator has beele in the Greens function
approach[25]. The central idea was to compute the kernelapyg in EqLB by summing
all diagrams which contribute at leading order in the irdd{26]. The resulting Dyson
equation was solved with the gluon propagator equation dlwhvas obtained with
the aid of a Gaussian Ansatz for the pure gauge vacuum). Ncahaolution of the
coupled nonlinear integral equations yielded a nontriyiabnic quasiparticle dispersion
relation and a linearly confining instantaneous interadtiaremarkable agreement with
lattice Wilson loop results[25]. These results are in agrest with the Kugo-Ojima
confinement criteria, namely the inverse Faddeev-Poporatgrgwhich is the Coulomb
gauge analogue of the ghost propagator) is infrared endaibe infrared behaviour of
the transverse gluon propagator is more problematic, batribw understood to arise
from strong modifications of the vacuum Ansatz near the Grimmundary[2/7].

\ortices

Singular gauge transformations generate local objectseatgnterest. For example,
zero-dimensional gauge dislocations are associated w#fantons, one-dimensional
with monopoles, and two-dimensional with vortices. A varie a sheet (in 4-d) of in-
finite field strength which is associated witlZg, singular gauge transformation (see
Ref. [28] for more details). It has been postulated thativest drive confinement[29]
because they are localized field configurations which pateahe lattice. The argument
is quite general and relies on the fact that localized fiesdriiutions contribute inde-
pendently to the expectation value of the Wilson loop omeraind hence yield an area
law interaction.

There are many other attractive features of the vortex cemfent picture, for exam-
ple, deconfinement may be viewed as a vortex de-percolatiasegtransition[31] and
the vortex density has been shown to scale in maximal ceatrgeg thereby establish-
ing their physical nature[32]. Lastly, it has recently bestrown that monopoles may
be understood in terms of vortex self intersections, thenetbooducing topological field
configurations into the discussion[33].

This compelling picture is strongly supported by latticengmutations permitted by
recent advances in lattice gauge fixing algorithms. In paldr figurel#t shows that the
Wilson loop string tension is maintained if one projectsoordrtex gauge configurations
(upper green lineandthat linear confinement disappears if vortices are remadesce(
red line).



3F T T T T T T T -

— fit to vortex rem
o vortex rem, b=2.3
vortex rem, b=2.4
o vortex rem, b=2.5
— fitto full
fit to vortex only

FIGURE 4. The SU(2) Wilson Loop Potential with and without Vortice&]2

CONCLUSIONS

Great strides have been made recently in the effort to utatefsconfinement. New
lattice algorithms allow a detailed study of the importandadifferent model gauge
configurations and of the onset of string-like behaviourux tubes. Multiquark states
are also beginning to be probed. At the same time, analytiegthods are rapidly
approaching the time when quantitatively accurate contjpuis of nonperturbative
phenomena are possible. And we are already seeing congideimonstrations of the
general features of confinement.

Of course much remains to be done. The analytical formaliseed to examine
the robustness of the assumed truncations and the effed¢tpaology and boundary
conditions. At the same time, these approaches can cheaoamgare with a new breed
of fixed-gauge lattice results. There are many open issub ilattice approach a well.
For example, too many models of the QCD vacuum seem to be gepgday the lattice
and one needs to find some commonality among the differenbamézms and gauges.
It is hoped and likely that issues such as the nature of barylux tubes, the infrared
behaviour of the Landau gauge gluon propagator, the onstinginess in flux tubes
(isit at 1/2 or 4 fermi?), and the nature of the non-AbeliamlBmb interaction will all
be resolved in the short term.
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