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Abstract. We study for T* the class of solutions to the SU(N) Yang-Mills
equations with constant field strength. The fluctuation spectrum is explicitly
calculated in terms of generalized Riemann theta functions. We show that if
these solutions are stable, they are necessarily (anti)-selfdual, in which case we
verify the index theorem.

1. Introduction

Euclidean solutions to the classical equations of motion (instantons), play an
important role in the nonperturbative analysis of gauge theories. For §* the most
general solution is known now (ADHM construction [17]) using advanced
mathematical results. It was hoped that they could be used to understand
confinement, however Coleman’s argument shows that instantons have no effect
on the Wilson loop, which is used to measure the static quark-antiquark potential
[3].

For the torus this argument is no longer valid, because twisted boundary
conditions [2] force electric and magnetic flux through the box. Nevertheless one
will encounter as always severe infrared problems. Physical quantities are
expressed in terms of the running coupling constant, which for small box size L is
proportional to (—InL)~ 2. So if L increases, the running coupling constant
increases and perturbation theory breaks down, not only in the perturbative but
also in the instanton sectors. Including instantons however can give an earlier
signal for the crossover. Moreover the analysis of Liischer [4] shows that the
energy of the ground state is independent of the electric flux e (the central sectors)
to all orders in perturbation theory. Confinement would be signalled by an energy
difference, between the ground state levels in each central sector, proportional to
L. Since “twisted” instantons lift the degeneracy they might be crucial to detect this
behaviour. This work is intended as a first step in that direction.

We will concentrate on gauge fields with constant curvature. Such soltuions
were already considered some time ago by ‘t Hooft [5] for SU(N) on T* with
twisted boundary conditions. Only if the sides of the box representing T* satisfy
certain relations, these solutions are (anti)-selfdual. For small groups and arbitrary
compact manifolds [including SU(2) (SO(3)) bundles over T*] stable extrema of
the action are (anti)-selfdual [6]. It is therefore no surprise that in SU(2) an explicit
calculation shows that constant solutions which are stable are (anti)-selfdual (the
reverse is obvious).
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For constant gauge fields on R* this was already established by Leutwyler [7].
The boundary condition is given by requiring the action to differ by a finite
amount from that of the constant background field. There is an infinite degeneracy
in the fluctuation spectrum, which can be understood by the lack of control over
the topology of the field configurations. On the hypercube (T*) this problem is
resolved, but complicated boundary conditions is the price we have to pay. For the
boundary conditions that we choose (which are of the abelian type), the Riemann
O-functions provide a natural (from the mathematical point of view) solution to this
problem. In the case of SU(2) each set of boundary conditions admitting constant
solutions is gauge equivalent to an abelian set (Appendix B), but for SU(N), N > 2,
this is no longer true.

Constant field strength configurations also played an important role in the
Copenhagen vacuum picture [8]. One starts from a constant chromomagnetic
field in the z-direction. This is certainly not selfdual and thus unstable (unlike in the
abelian case). Including the unstable mode yields an effective Higgs type potential.
In analogy with the abelian Higgs model one minimizes the potential by assuming
the formation of a lattice structure orthogonal to the z-direction, with size of the

order of the inverse of the effective Higgs mass (=]/2g|B|, B the background
chromomagnetic field strength). The reason for considering this type of vacuum is
that, when including (“static”) quantum fluctuations and minimizing with respect
to the background magnetic field, the energy is smaller than that of the
perturbative vacuum. Furthermore phenomenology indicates <0|B%0> >0, and
the bag model gives similar results.

It has been shown by Ambjern and Olesen [8] that their lattice structure is
equivalent to imposing twisted boundary conditions on the unit cell in the x, y
direction. In essence one considers gauge fields over the 2-torus T2, the unstable
mode is then given by the f-function on T? (up to an exponential factor). It is
therefore not really surprising that our analysis on T* is also based on -functions.
Whereas the classical 8-function on the 2-torus (due to Jacobi) is well known, its
generalization to a 2n-torus (due to Riemann) is not.

This article will mainly concentrate on giving the necessary technical details.

As for the 2-dimensional case, there is a specific complex structure on T in
which the f-functions are most easily expressed. This suggests looking for the most
general (anti) selfdual solutions on T*. It is amusing to note that for CP, on T?, the
exact instanton solutions are expressed in terms of the Weierstrass g-function [9a],
which has a simple relation to the -function [9b]. Also the solution of Giirsey and
Tze [10] is based on elliptic functions (the generalization of the Weierstrass
{-function to quaternions). It seems to be a candidate for an instanton on T* with
unit Chern number. However, one simply checks that the gauge invariant quantity
Tr(F2,) is not periodic and it can therefore not yield a solution on T*. Explicitly
their solution is of the form: (¢* the Pauli matrices, # the ’t Hooft # symbol [11]):

A,u= _%aaﬁauvavlng > (11)
with
1 1 1 2x-q) x*> 4(x- q)z}
=— B T A R 1.2
=t EL {(x—q)2 g ¢ T q° (1.2)
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where L is the lattice (minus the origin) spanned by g,=w,,»’, with n€ Z* and
detw=0. ¢ is pseudo periodic: g(x+q)=o(x)+x-a,+b,, but

Tr(F2,)=—001Ing, (1.3)

with [J the four-dimensional Laplacian, is not periodic.

The organization of the rest of the paper is as follows. In Sect. 2 we will set up
the notations and the fluctuation equations. We will use SU(N) gauge fields with
twisted boundary conditions, which is equivalent to SO(N? — 1) fiber bundles over
T* [12]. In Sect. 3 we will give the fluctuation spectrum. Self duality and stability
of the solutions will be treated in Sect. 4, together with the index theorem. Section 5
gives a discussion of the results and an outlook for further research. Technicalities
on the f-functions are collected in an appendix.

2. The Solutions and Their Fluctuations

We will first review how to put gauge fields on the hypertorus. These gauge fields
will be in the fundamental representation of SU(N) and are hermitian. The
curvature or field strength is given by

Gy=0,4,—0,4,+i[A,A,]. @2.1)

The 4-torus will be labelled by a 4-dimensional hypercube {x e R*0<x,<a,},
with the standard metric of IR*. It is not really essential that the hypercube is
rectangular, but for physical applications [2] it is more convenient. From a
mathematical point of view it is more appropriate to view T* as R* modulo some
4-dimensional lattice L. So with

L={xeR*x=n,a";neZ*, (2.2)

we have T*=1R*/L. Here a’) is a vector in the p-direction with length a,, they form
the Z-basis of the lattice L.

To define gauge fields on T*, we take gauge potentials on R* and demand that
all gauge invariant quantities which can be formed out of them are periodic over L.
This implies that the vector potential satisfies:

Ay (x+a®) =[Q,(x)]4,(x) = 2,(x)A(x)R,(x) "' —iR,(x)0,2, *(x). (2.3)

In the terminology of fiber bundles over the torus, 2,(x) is the elementary cocycle
E,.(x) and in general we have

Aj(x+n,a")=E,(x)4,(x), 2.9
where the cocycles have to satisfy the cocycle condition:
Ep (%)= E,(x+m,a®)E, (x). @.5)

This clearly implies E,(x +m)E, (x)=E,(x+n)E,(x), and one easily shows that
given the elementary coycles E,, this identity is satisfies if E,(x) is defined
inductively by (2.5) and if:

Ee(,,)(x + a(v))Ee(v)(X) = Ee(v)(x + a(“))Ee(,,)(x) . (26)
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Since [Z2,]=[Q,], for Z an element of the centre of SU(N), identity (2.6) implies:
Q(x+aMQ(x)=Z,, 2 (x+a")Q,(x). 2.7

Z,,is an element of the centre of SU(N) defining the twist of the bundle [2, 12]. Itis
a topological invariant, which is conveniently labelled by the twist tensor n,,:

Z,,=exp(—2mnin,,/N), 2.8)

n is an antisymmetric 4 x 4 matrix with entries in Z (mod N). Together with the
Pontryagin index P, this specifies the topology of the fiber bundle:

-1 N—1
" 1672

where G is the dual of G: G~”v=%£mﬂ G, Pf(n) is the Pfaffian of the twist tensor:

P,=—-2NC,, C, Tj Tr(G,,G,)dyx=v+ Pf(n), (2.9

Pf(n) =41, = § 1,108 pivap » (2.10)

and v is an integer, the “instanton number,” see [12] for details. P, is always an
even integer; C, is also integer if there is no twist (Z,,=1 or equivalently n,,
=0modN).

We will restrict ourselves here to pure abelian boundary conditions; to be
specific [12]: .

Qu(x)=exp(—%zMT>, @2.11)
with T the generator in SU(N) which “contains” the centre of SU(N):
T =diag(l,...,1,1—N). 2.12)
N-1

For these configurations v=0, or C,= TPf(n). An obvious solution to the
Yang-Mills equations of motion:
D,G%,=0,G%, +i[A4%,G%1=0, (2.13)

upy upy
satisfying the boundary conditions (2.3), (2.11) is:

T M,X 2n n
A= — v GO =___"»m T i
" N; aa, * N a,a, T @14
One of the reasons which enables us to explicitly compute the fluctuations around
these solutions, is that they are sections of certain well-defined U(1) line bundles
over T*.
For this purpose we expand A4, as follows:

(N—1)2 N-1
A,=A0+ ¥ BT+ ¥ |/2Re(ciZ,), (2.15)
a=1 a=1
where b is real, ¢ is complex, T, for a=1 up to (N —1)*—1 are the generators of

SUN—1) embedded in SU(N) in the upper left corner, Tiy_,
=(Q2N(N—1))"Y2T and (Z,),; =060~ The generators T, supplemented with
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Tin-1y2+2a+1=5(Z,+2,) and TZN_1)2+2‘,=%(Z,,—Z:), form the algebra of

SU(N) with normalization Tr(T,T,)=13,,. Using the commutation relations:
[TL2]=NZ,, [TX/1=-N2;, [TT]=0, (2.16)
one finds that the boundary conditions on A4, are satisfied if and only if:

ba(x+a?)=bi(x), cix+a¥)=exp < -7y %) ax. (.17

v

So obviously b is a section of a trivial U(1) line-bundle and c a section of a non-
trivial U(1) bundle with its first Chern class in 1 —1 relation with n. Again we can
define for this bundle a cocycle e,(x):

c(x+n,a*)=e,(x)c(x),
ee(m(X)=CXp<—TEiZ%> , (2.18)

en + m(x) = en(x + mua(u))em(x) .

Explicitly we have:

ex(x)= eXp<—mZ “a‘” > k),
ey (2.19)

a(k) = exp(m Z k,n,, )

We are now in a position to formulate the fluctuation equation, by expanding
the action around the solution (2.14):

S=%[d,xTr(G2) =2 dyx{Tr(G?
_Tr(0A,D?SA,—6A4,D,D A, +2i6A,[GO,, 54,])
+2i Tr(5AuDv[5A#, 0A,]) +§TI‘ ((l[éAu, (3Av])2)} R (2.20)

where A4,=A4%+064, and D,=0,+i[ A}, -]. Furthermore we introduce as usual
background gauge fixing, D,64,=0, so that in general the action including the
Faddeev-Popov fields is given by [11]:

S=[dx{3Tr(G),)* +3Tr(6A,M%3A4,)+Tr(p™* M) +0(3A4%)}, (2.21)
with

M4%=—-6,D;—-2i[G),,-], M,=—D;3. (2.22)
If we substitute for 64, the expression in (2.15) and expand the ghost fields
according to:
(N—1)2

v= X v'T+ z 1/(¢“2 +{g* Nz N (2.23)



402 P. van Baal

with the appropriate boundary conditions:
Y x+na?)=pi(x), ¢(x+ n#a(“)) =e,(X)¢*(x), (2.24)
then the action takes the form:

S=So+ ] d4x{%bZ(M 00""8 )b+ CZ*(M WO — ATFR)6 b + ™ (M o6 )"

+ 9% (M0)9° +0((04,)%)} (2.25)
with
2 —
So=1[d,xTr(G2) = ETiNV—L) F,2V,
= My -
va B a,4a, ’ v ul:Il P

(2.26)

1 2
M0= <?5#> s
1 2
M,= (;@-—anxv) .

Before we will construct the spectrum of these operators, let us briefly discuss
the generalization for an arbitrary gauge group H. For convenience we will restrict
ourselves to a simple and simply connected group [like SU(N)]. Generalization to
semi-simple, multiple connected groups and details can be found with the help of
Goddard et al. [13] and Humphreys [14] (see also [20]). One can always choose
the following basis of the Lie-algebra of H:

Ty, T, E,®, .. Ep,®, 2.27)
where r is the rank of H (for SUN),r=N—1,s=4N(N—1),E_,=E], T*=T)and
[T;, Ea] =O‘iEaz ’ [T;’ T]] =0 . (228)

The a'? are called the roots and they span an r-dimensional space, whose metric is
given by the Killing form x(X, Y) =Tr, (X Y) restricted to the maximal torus (or
Cartan subalgebra, spanned by Ty, ..., T))

One can choose normalizations such that this metric is J;;:

Trad(’I;’T})=2N TI‘(’I:'I})=5U, Z(xiaj=5ij. (2.29)

The abelian boundary conditions are now

k
"g"“ T) (2.30)

v

Q,(x)=exp < —miy

and the cocycle conditions imply
exp(2nink,T,) € Z(H) . (2.31)
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Using (2.28) one easily finds that this is true if and only if:
exp(2minf,op)=1 or n, -aeZ (2.32)

for all roots . So for each u,v ;}‘\; is a weight for the “dual” of H [13], which is

nothing but the Dirac quantization condition [Eq. (2.31) is the condition for the
“single valuedness”]. The solutions of the Yang-Mills equations of motion are:

k

k
A9=—F g Go=2E T (233)

v a,a, a,a,

Expanding around these solutions to implement the boundary conditions on the
fluctuations we find:

1
Au=A2+bZT;c+ ——‘CZEa, b(x+a(“))=b(x),

V2

c(x+a%¥) =exp ( —niz%“”) (). (2.34)
And (2.32) again implies that we have sections of line bundles with a first Chern-
index « - n,,. Furthermore we have

P,=2Y Pf(nt) =23 Pf(a- n,,), (2.35)
k a

which is again twice an integer.

3. The Fluctuation Spectrum

We will introduce suitable complex coordinates, in which the fluctuation
equations obtain an especially simple form. This is also suggested by Leutwyler’s
[7] analysis, but the amazing thing is that the boundary conditions are compatible
with this choice and the whole analysis becomes canonical if one realizes that F
[see (2.26)] introduces a positive definite hermitian form H. To be specific we first
introduce coordinates:

x=8x, Se0@4), 3.1
which brings F in the standard form:
fi 0
5 0 0/
SFS'=F= 70 , fi=2f,=20. 3.2)
—f, 0
0 —f;

The complex coordinates will be chosen according to
L
Z(X)=(Z1a22)=ﬁ(xl—lxsaxz_wﬁt)» (3.3)

and the positive definite hermitian form will be given by

H(z, w)=2(z, fiW, + 2, f,W,) =w'hz, (3.4
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with h=2diag(f,, f>)!. If we furthermore define:

1 . PR .
(Aszzz)= _(A1+iA3a A2+iA4)> (35)
%
‘ 1
(321, 5zz)= ——(821+i3;€3, 6552"'1.0534), (3.6)
/2
10 i
a=(a,a,); ak=?a_z-k‘7hktzl, (3.7)
we find [see (2.26)]
M,={a,a’}, (3.3)

¢t (M,0,,—4miF , )cs = (c5,)* (M0, — 2mhy)cs, +(c8 ) * (M, 00 4 21hy)cs, .(3.9)
Clearly the operators a, and af are annihilation and creation operators, since:
[ay, a}] = mhyy =27fidyq - (3.10)
Therefore the spectrum of M,, is given by?

_ (@)@

mylm,!

2
An=2m 3 QmtDfio tm Xo> (3.11)

where y, is the ground state, uniquely determined by

’ 1/ 0 T
aX0=7<a+5hklzl> X0=0, (3.12)
and the boundary conditions. Explicitly
- 1"-—H(z,z)
Xo=e > " f(2), (3.13)

where f(z) is any holomorphic function, such that y, satisfies the boundary

conditions. ) i
Let us define unit vectors e{* and e, with the properties % = (e®))* and e
=8y €5 =0. Explicitly with respect to the X basis in (3.1) we have

1 . a
8 — ﬁ(l’o’ —1i, 0)=[é(z‘)]*, 82 — _1715(0’ 1,0, _l')z[é(n)]*' (3‘14)

Then the spectrum of M,4,,—4niF ,, is also easily determined:

2'r;,k = )“m - 47'5](;; s Xn_t, k= Xme(Zk)

l;,k=1m+4n‘f]‘(, X':,k=Xme(Ek)- (3.15)

1 If one prefers to work with H(z, w)=z'hw one should replace (3.3) by z=(%; +i%;, X,

+i%,)/)/2

2 For the time being we assume f,+0, so H non-degenerate
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For Leutwyler’s analysis [7] the boundary conditions are that y is square
integrabel, but this means that f(z) in (3.13) can be any holomorphic function,
whence the infinite degeneracy. In our case f has to satisfy the boundary
conditions f(z+q)=u,(z)f(z), with u,(z) the appropriate cocycle. In order for
(3.13) to admit a non-trivial solution the coycle u, must necessarily be a
holomorphic function. That this turns out to be the case is not really a surprise
since the spectrum of a bounded hermitian operator can never be empty. Thus we
look for holomorphic sections on a complex torus: T*=C?/L. The canonical
objects for these are the (Riemann) 6-functions. For the theory of O-functions we
refer to Igusa [15], whose notations we will roughly follow.

The crucial thing for the complex structure on €?/L with hermitian form H to
admit 6-functions as holomorphic sections is that

E(z, w)=ImH(z, w) (3.16)

restricted to the lattice L= {k,{®|k € Z*, (" =z(a™)} takes values in the integers.
With respect to the real basis one can simply express the hermitian form explicitly:

H(z(x), 2(9)) = XulF |0y +ix,F 1y, (3.17)

where |F|=(—F?)"/2. To prove this, first express things in the % basis of Eq. (3.1),
where (— F?)'2 =diag(f,, f», f1» f). So E is nothing but F and E/L=n:

E(C(“), C(V)) =n,,, (W= z(a(")) . (3.18)
The elementary cocycle of (2.18) can also be expressed in terms of E and z:
equo(X) =exp(—miE(", 2(x))). (3.19)

The boundary condition for y, is therefore
Xo(z+n,0") =exp(—miE(n, (™, z))a(n)yo(z) . (3.20)

Note that, as it should be, y,, as defined in (3.11) satisfies the same boundary
conditions. For this one uses the property

a'(z+q)e,(z)=e,(z)a’(z),qg € L. (3.21)

To make the holomorphic structure visible we finally write down the boundary
conditions on f(z):

f(z+4)=a(g)exp (g H(q. q)+H(z, q)) e

=uy2) f(z), qelL, (3.22)
where a(q) is defined in (2.19). It satisfies:
oa(q+7)=a(q)our) exp(niE(q, 1)) . (3.23)

The holomorphic cocycle u, is also called an automorphy factor. Any « defined on
L satisfying (3.23) and having values in U(1) is called a second degree character
strongly associated with E. Then all functions defined by (3.22) are called
0-functions of type (H, a); they form a complex linear space L(H, o) of dimension
|Pf(n)|, see [15, Chap. II] for details, some of which are collected in the appendix.
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We assumed that H is non-degenerate (f3, f, = 0); this is not really necessary. If
f>=0, f1+0,(3.11) still generates part of the spectrum (m, = 0), especially the m =0
modes are still given by f-functions. The dimension of L(H, ) is in this case the
greatest common divisor of the entries of n [g.c.d. (n,,)], see the appendix for
details. There is one f-function in L(H, &) which has an especially simple form (for
H non-degenerate):

fold)= %, «(@) exp(H(z, 9- 7 He, q)). (324

We will call it the intrinsic 6-function [16]. That the analysis of the spectrum of M,
isindeed canonical can be found in [ 17] and references therein, where the spectrum
of the Laplace-Beltrami operator (M, up to a constant) is constructed.

Let us finally collect our results to give explicitly the eigenfunctions and
eigenvalues for the operators in (2.22):

M 3A=134; 64 =1/§Re¢ Mp=Ayp
¢ P A
fi=0 eWg@-a) 5 2np ﬂ> e 3 (27!1),‘)2
u e\ a,
e(:k)¢(m,r, b) 2 5
et gimr ) 2n< §1 @2m;+1) fi— 2fk> Fmr) om ‘;1 Cm+1)f,
B 2 ) (3.25)
ie(ik)¢(M,r,b) 27'(( —Zl 2m + I)fz + 2ﬁ() ¢(m.r‘b+N— b 2n ‘—21 (2m;+ l)f;

fi =0 e(u)¢(p, ) <

> P ¥ <37f&>2
v\ Y

—0. 1, %0 =gOna
f2=0, fi*0 ¢ A= —2nf,

A<Oonly  ie®0gOra

where a, b, ¢, k, m, p, and r have the range:
=1,...,(N=1D? b=1,...(N=1); c=1,...,(N*-1);
k=1,2; meN?;, pelZ?
ry=0...(e;—1); r,=0...(e,—1).

We used the following definitions for the normalized eigenfunctions (X, =2, _y
fora>N-—1)
¢(p,a)= L e2mipuxulan 7; ,

¢(m,r,a) = —(af)m‘(a;)mz sza s
[/myim,!
(3.26)

1 .
eﬁ,")=5”v; Cflz‘)=—2(S1ﬂ—‘lS3”),

(22)
e V=

ﬁ(SZM - iS4u) .
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The y, form an orthogonal basis for ay =0 (3.12) and are defined in the appendix
(A.23).

The generalization to the solutions in (2.33) is straightforward and will
therefore not be worked out in detail.

4. Stability and Selfduality

Using the results of the previous section we find 2(N—1)|Pf(n)| negative
eigenvalues (A=2n(f,— f1)) ifand only if f; # f, (by construction we choose f; = f,
>0). The duality equation is invariant under ()(4) transformations S. If detS= — 1
self and antiselfdual configurations are interchanged. Thus the constant field
strength solution is (anti) selfdual iff f; = f,. (In the % coordinates the solution is
always antiselfdual). We can conclude from this that the constant solutions are
stable if and only if they are (anti)-selfdual. If f; & f,, the number of negative (and
zero) modes is consistent with the lower bound derived by Taubes, Theorem 3.8
[23]. Selfduality imposes for a given twist tensor n,, constraints on the sides a, of
the euclidean box which parametrizes the torus (or equivalently the a, determine
the scale of the coordinates). But there is also a constraint on n,,, itself to admit an
(anti)-selfdual solution. It is necessary and sufficient that sign(n,,) is self or anti-
selfdual. If n,,+0 for all u=v, a, is fixed up to an overall scale (no summation):

1/2
— MouMup

navnvﬂ

@.1)

v

where u, v, o, B are all different. In general the number of undetermined scales is one
more than the number of zeros in (n,4, 1,4, n34). These are similar conditions as
found by ’t Hooft [5]. His boundary conditions are however more complicated for
N +2. But we are confident that a similar analysis can be performed. One needs a
generalization of the 6-function, where the bicharacters a(k) take their values in
SU(N).

We will now use the symmetries of the solution to describe the degeneracies.
With (2.14), (3.2), and (3.5) the solution in complex coordinates is given by:

A0 = ’—N”- faT. (4.2)

The connection 1-form A=A,dx, is given by A=A, dz;+ A;dz;. The solution is
therefore obviously invariant under 1) the unitary coordinate transformation
z— Uz which leaves h invariant, and 2) the global gauge transformations which
commute with the holonomy group of (4.2)3. These gauge transformations form
the group generated by T, for a=1...(N — 1)* with covering U(N — 1). The unitary
transformations leaving hinvariant form the group U(1) x U(1) for f; #+ f, and U(2)
for f; = f,. In the real £ coordinates the group U(2) is SO(4)nSP(2). Explicitly it is
generated by

10=0,01,, 1,=0,R0,,

T,=—1,80,, 13=—0,803,

4.3)

3 The holonomy group of 4,, is given by P exp (i { Aﬂdx,‘>, where ¢ runs over all closed loops,
with a fixed base point, see [18, 20] ¢
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where the tensor product ® is such that F= —ifo,®a,. 7, and 7, generate the
subgroup U(1) x U(1). The fluctuations have to be representations of these groups,
which explains most of the degeneracies in the eigenvalues.

Assuming from now on selfduality (f;=f,=f) we find the following
eigenvalues (1) and degeneracies (u):

MA Mgh
A u A u
f#0 4nf |kl 4N—1)lk- Pfin)| 4nflkl;k+0  (N—1)|k-Pfn)| (4.4)
<21[p 2 27p, \? ’
2 ——“> 4N-1)° (" (N=1)?
n\ G u a,
/=0 z(zvzi) vt -1) z(z—;"i) (N*-1)

where ke Z and pe Z* and k=k+ 5, .
From now on we will only concentrate on the zero-modes. Explicitly they are
given by [see (3.25), (3.26)]

MA Mgh

f+0 J/2Re(e™y,3,)
1/5 Im(e®y,5,) y-ieT, 4.5)
V- 1/2e(u)'1;

f=0 V_”Ze(")ﬂ V_I/Z'I;

where k=1,2; a=1...(N=1)*; b=1...(N—1); c=1...(N*~1); r;=0...(e; — 1);
r,=0...(e;—1)and p=1,2,3 or 4.

Before we discuss which modes are physical we work out the index of the
appropriate operator to check the index theorem, which has been calculated in the
literature for arbitrary base manifold and gauge group [18, 19]. If T is the
following operator (in the selfdual sector):

T:04,-(—38,,D0A45+Dp,04,,D,04,), (4.6)

and if f,, is an anti-selfdual 2-form with values in the Lie algebra and g also takes
values in this algebra, we can define the inner products:

(6A,64)=Tr [ (3AI64™),
T @7
((f,9),(f'g))=Tr 7{ GfRL"™+4g).

With respect to these inner products we can find the adjoint of T:

TT(f;g)_)_(Dufuv-'_Dvg) (48)
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After some calculations one finds
T'T=M,, 4.9)
and
TT'(f,9)=(—=D, —D*g)=My(f.9). (4.10)
On T*#, g and f satisfy the same boundary conditions as 4. So we find:
index T = dim ker T— dim ker T'=dim ker 7' T—dim ker TT"
=dimkerM ,—4dimkerM,,
and with the results from Eq. (4.5) this implies:
index T=4(N—1) |Pf(n)|, 4.12)

which is exactly the number of non-constant zero modes. This corresponds with the
general result for T* [18], which easily extends to the twisted case too:

index T=4N|C,| =2|P,|. (4.13)

4.11)

To see which modes are physical we first consider the topologically trivial case
with zero twist (n,,=0) and periodic boundary conditions. There we can easily
write down the most general solution [4]:

1 .. N
Ay=—diagol, ), ¥ 0P=0, (4.14)
" i=1
where two solutions 4 and A4’ of this form are gauge equivalent (allowing periodic
gauge transformations only) if and only if for all u and i

0,9 = P (mod2r), (4.15)

with ¢ some N-permutation. All solutions are gauge equivalent to the above ones.
Wilson loops which wind around the torus should be left invariant under gauge
transformations; we therefore allow for periodic gauge transformations only*. For
almost all solutions (4.14), i.e. ¢+ ¢(mod2n) for all i+ j, M, has 4(N —1) and
Mg, has (N—1) zero modes. Those of M, are to be treated as collective
coordinates. Those of M, are a consequence of the constant gauge transforma-
tions which leave 4 invariant; they are deleted from the spectrum of M, (see
[18] for details, a factor (volume H )~ ! enters the path integral, where H , is the
group which leaves A4 invariant).

In the topologically nontrivial case with non-zero twist we do not know the
most general solution, but we can at least exhibit the most general abelian solution:

i3 1 .. N
A,=— NmevT—i— a—dlag((pf}), s o), i; p"=0, (4.16)

i

where again two solutions are gauge equivalent if and only if for all y and i:

@9 = p@(mod2r). (4.17)

4 Equivalently, allowed gauge transformations () have to satisfy Q,(x)
=Q(x+a")Q,(x)Q(x) ~* mod Zy, therefore leaving the boundary conditions invariant
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However in this case the permutation ¢ should leave N fixed®. This constraint on ¢
comes from the fact that the allowed gauge transformations have to be periodic
and leave T fixed. We leave it to the reader to show that also for the solutions in Eq.
(4.16) the fluctuation spectrum can be found explicitly. In particular for almost all
solutions (4.16), [i.e. ¢+ @Y(mod2r) for all i+ ], M, has 4N —1) (|Pf(n)|+1)
and M, has (N —1) zero-modes. The non-constant zero-modes of M 4 are again
given by -functions, this time with shifted arguments and modified bicharacters a.

Let us digress to the case of SU(2). We want to determine the number of
parameters for an (anti)-selfdual solution if our abelian solution is not (anti)-
selfdual. The number of zero-modes in M , cannot be smaller than the index of T. If
it is larger, dim ker M, is necessarily non-zero. So let us investigate solutions v
[with values in the algebra of SU(2)] of D,y =0 (if there are nontrivial solutions the
kernel of M, is not zero). This obviously implies [D,, D, ]y =0 or equivalently:

[Gu»w]=0. (4.18)
We find therefore in SU(2),

G(¥) = f()p(x), (4.19)

where f,,(x) is an (anti)-selfdual 2-form with real values. The condition that G,
satisfies the Bianchi identity and the Yang-Mills equations of motion imply

0, =0, 0, ,=0. (4.20)
So f,, is the field strength of an abelian gauge field b,,
fuw=0,b,—0,b,. 4.21)
Obviously the nonabelian gauge potential
A,=b,yp (4.22)

gives rise to (4.19). The general form of 4, is therefore a gauge transformation Q of
(4.22) which leaves (4.19) fixed, so QypQ~'=1v. This implies that Q3,Q~" is
proportional to y and thus it only changes b, by an abelian gauge transformation
and A, is still of the form (4.22). Finally we have to implement the boundary
conditions with [see (2.11)]

Q,=exp (‘T’Uz%aa). (4.23)
We find:
nn
(b (x+aP)—b,(x)p(x)= 3 71‘;—’1 o3. (4.24)

5  Wilson loops winding around T* have to be invariant. See also footnote 4. The appropriate
Wilson loop winding once around the torus in the ® direction is now

Tr (Pexp (i ¢ Audx,,> Qv(x))
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|

- S/(Zste)2

Y —>
1 Il
1 2

Fig. 1. The action S as a function of y. The dotted line is the abelian and the full line the antiselfdual
solution

This is only possible if (x) is a multiple of o3, but then A, is necessarily of the
abelian form [see (4.16)]

(1)
n @
Au=<—§wav+ ﬁ)o’:,. (425)
Since we considered the case that this solution is not (anti)-selfdual, we conclude
that the number of zero modes for M ,, with A (anti)-selfdual is 4(N — 1) |Pf(n)| and
M, has no zero-modes.

There is a nice intuitive picture which explains the enlargement of the (anti)-

. . . n .
selfdual solution manifold for (anti)-selfdual F,,= %‘V. For convenience fix 7,4
a,a,
=N,y =e, N, =N, =Ny3=HN,,=0and put y=a,as/a,a, which is variable. For an
anti-selfdual solution we must have y=1. The action of the abelian solution in
(4.25) is:

S,=2n%(y+y~Y). (4.26)

This is depicted in Fig. 1. The unstable solution for y+ 1, joins together with the
anti-selfdual solution solution at y=1. At this point the solution manifold is
obviously enlarged. As we computed there are 4(N — 1) extra zero-modes. In [18]
one can find that the contribution to the path-integral, in so far as it depends on the

coupling constant is
—47%|Pf(n
g Pexp <———~|2 ( )|> , 4.27)

where  o(F)=h,(F)—ho(F)—(h;(0)—hy(0)), with h;=dimkerM, and h,

=dimker M. So o(F) =4|Pf(n)| if F is (anti)-selfdual and o(F)=4|Pf(n)| -3 if F is
not. Thus tunneling through (anti)-selfdual solutions in the case that conditions
(4.1) are not fulfilled is suppressed by a factor g°.
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5. Discussion

We considered on T* abelian solutions of the Yang-Mills equations of motion,
satisfying abelian boundary conditions. In Appendix B we prove that this saturates
all possibilities for SU(2) (up to a gauge), but for SU(N), N >2, t’ Hooft’s analysis
[5] shows that abelian solutions exist which do not satisfy abelian boundary
conditions.

Our computations suggest that the (anti)-selfdual solutions which contain an
abelian sector dominate the path integral. Perhaps it is sufficient only to consider
these situations. Furthermore in this case the valley in the action functional,
describing the local minimum, is widest near the abelian solutions of the form 4,

= NF %, T It is then feasible that one only needs to expand around these
solutions. For this situation one can already check that the correct renormaliza-
tion group behaviour is obtained, by explicitly using the results of Eq. (4.4). Also
the quasi-classical expansions for M, and M, given in [21] can be used.

However, since the “instantons”® on T* (after transforming to the A0=0
gauge) do not in general represent tunneling between vacuum states, it is not
guaranteed that the “instantons” we suspect to dominate the path integral
interpolate between states with nonzero overlap with the vacuum states. In that
case one is computing energy splits between excited states.

Alternatively one can try to find all euclidean solutions explicitly interpolating
between Liischer’s vacuum configurations. This seems as difficult as constructing
the general “instantons” on T*. The subject is presently under investigation.

Finally we hope that our work is also of mathematical interest. It is suggested
that f-functions are the natural objects to construct the “instantons.” Since
f-functions are algebraic objects on a torus, an algebraic construction, somewhat
similar to §* (see [22] for a review), might be possible. Unlike S*, we have on T* a
“preferred” complex structure. One can even view our abelian solution in the
holomorphic gauge A, =inf;z; as canonically associated with the metric on the
U(1)-line bundle, admitting the 6-functions f as sections. The norm n is given by:

H(z z)

n(f@)=1f(2le (5.1)
and the connection in the holomorphic gauge is then found by

™ T
i4 = —Z—H(z,z)_a_e—-EH(z,z)‘

e (52)

Appendix A

We will discuss the necessary details to prove the following formula [remember
that L(H, o) is the linear space of f-functions of type (H, o), and not the line bundle
determined by (H, «)],

dimg L(H, o) =|Pf(n)|, (A1)

6 Instantons between quotation marks, since we include twist
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and to construct explicitly an orthonormal basis for L(H, ). For the time being we

assume that H is nondegenerate. An obvious generalization of the intrinsic theta
function f, (3.24) is:

fa)= X og)exp (nH(z+t, q—0)— 5 Hg, )+ 7 H(. t)) ,

A2
E(t,q)eZ VqelL. (A-2)
Explicitly the condition for ¢ is:
n.t,eZ. (A3)
Equivalently one can define f, through:
-ZH@,0-nHE, D
fz)=e 2 foz+1). (A4)

Therefore ¢ is only defined modulo L. Clearly, ¢ satisfying (A.3) form a lattice L,
which contains L. If (A.1) is correct, then not all these -functions can be
independent, since L,/L has det(n)=Pf(n)? points. In the following we will show
how to single out the appropriate set.

But first we will discuss the classical #-functions which will yield a canonical
orthonormal base for L(H,«). We remind the reader of the fact that »n can be
brought in the Frobenius standard form by an SL(4, Z) transformation T [15, p.
717:

0 e; 0
n=Tn'T, n'= 0 e (A.5)
_el O @
0 —62
e;=gcd.(n,), e2=ﬂeell.
1

Let the Z-basis of the lattice L with respects to which n is of this form be ¢®), i.e.
E(EW, EMy=n),, or equivalently ¥ =T,,(®, and choose a C-basis according to

5(3) 5(4)
z=2,"—+%,~—=U"%. (A.6)
€; )

Using Im H(z, w) = E(z, w) and E(¢®, E®) =0, we find that A= U*hU is real and
symmetric, so we can define the symmetric C-bilinear form

S(z,w)= —zhw. (A7)

Next we introduce the mixed quadratic form,

Q(z,w)=H(z,w)+S(z,w), (A.8)
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and transform the f-function f of type (H,«) to the 6-function 8 of type (Q, «):

0(z) = exp (g S(z, z)> 1), (A9)
6z +)=i,20(): qeL,

(A.10)
ii,(z) =exp (12‘— (4, 9)+70(, q)) x(q).

It is obvious that the transformation between (H,«) and (Q,«) is 1—1. It is
introduced because of the property:

0(z, &%) =0(z, %) =0, (A.11)

or that Q(z, w) vanishes for W; real. So for g € L of the form p;&® +p,&@, ii(z)
=0u(q), and 6 is almost periodic in the real direction. To work this out in more
detail, we introduce the so-called characters m and [ of a:

a(q) =exp(niB(q, ) B(q) » (A.12)

where exp(niB(q, ¢)) is a bicharacter as in (2.19) but with respect to the Frobenius
bases (™) of L; if we denote the components by 4,(q=4,5"),

2
B(g,9)= _gl e+ > - (A.13)

B(q) is now obviously linear in q and this defines the characters of a:

2
B(q)=exp (Zni kgl (MG 2— lqu)) . (A.14)

For o given by (2.19) m and [ can always be chosen 0 or 3. With these definitions one
easily verifies that the holomorphic function’:

0(z) exp(—2mim - e~ 12) (A.15)

is periodic for Z real, with periods (e,, ;). Therefore 6 has the following unique
Fourier expansion:

0(z)= Y c(r)expRmui(r+m)-e 12). (A.16)
reZ?
We still have to satisfy (A.10) for g=p, &0 +p,E@,
0(z+p)=0(z) exp(—2mi(p - (z+ 1) +3p - D)), (A.17)
where we used the following identity:
Q(EW, &My =Q(&EM, EW) 4 2iE(E™, M) . (A.18)

e; 0 ~ ~ .
7 e= ,m-Z=myZ;+m,2,
0 e,
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Using (A.11) this implies Q(z, q) = —2ip - z. On the other hand E(¢9, E9)=0 (i, j
=1, 2) implies that
1, =2iQ(EY, £9) (A.19)
is symmetric. 7 as defined above is called the period matrix, and one easily verifies
that
. 2 é(i +2)
=3 17—, (A.20)
j=1 e i

and that Im~ is positive definite,
Imt=h"". (A.21)
Substituting (A.16) in (A.17) gives a relation between the Fourier coefficients,

c(r+ep)=expmuip-tp+(F+m)-e tp+p-D)c(r),

A.22
e (A.22)
and so we find:
0(z)= dn6.(2),
@)=, Z,, 0 (A.23)

02)= X exp(ni[p+e "(m+7)] - t[p+e” (m+r)]+2ni(p+e” (m+r))-(Z+1).
peZ?

By construction we verified (A.1) since |Pf(n)| =|e,e,|, but furthermore the 6,
form an orthogonal set of -functions each with the same length, where the inner
product is defined through

01,0,>= TL d4x01(2)0,(2) exp(—Re(Q(z, 2))), (A.24)

or if we write things in terms of the original U(1) sections,
T
X=exp ( 590 Z)) 0(2), (A.25)

it is the standard inner product {yx,x,>= | d4xy,(2)y2(z). For the proof of
T4

<9r9 0s> = 5rs<90’ 00> = 5rs ” 00 ” 2 (A26)

we refer the reader to the literature [15, p. 80]. The canonical basis for the zero-
modes of M, is therefore given by the orthonormal set:

x,=exp<— 506, z)) 6.2)/106 1,

(A.27)
r=(ry,ry)), reZ, O0=r;<le],

which is still true if H is degenerate (e, =0), e, is called the reduced Pfaffian [15]3.

8 In (A.6) replace e, by 1, then following the analysis one finds (A.23) with all 2 comp. vectors
replaced by their first component. So 6,(z) is independent of Z,
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There is one disadvantage concerning the above construction and that is its
complexity. The intrinsic §-functions (A.2) are on the other hand in general not
orthogonal®:

(o o = 1dax f(2) f(2)e ™D =exp(—niE(t, 5)) f;-(0)/ f1fas  (A28)

so they all have the same norm, but cannot all be orthogonal. Let us at least
constitute a basis for L(H, &), using these intrinsic f-functions. First we have

£S(z, z)

flD)=e 2777 X c,0,z). (A.29)
Using (A.4) we find

- ;Q(t, 1) —nQ(z,t)— %su, 2)

fiH=e > ¢ 0.(z+1). (A.30)
A set of |Pf(n)] distinct ¢ € L,/L, such that Q(-,¢)=0 is given by
5(3) 5(4)
t=t,— +t,~—; O0=t;<le), t,eZ. (A.31)
) €2
With (A.23) this implies:
fey=e T e etrimin e g () (A32)
And so
¢y =exp2ri(m+r) - e~ Pc,,, (A.33)

f,(z) form a basis for L(H, o) iff the square metric c,, in (A.29) is nonsingular. Or

detc=exp (ni S m(e,— 1)) [Te, TI (e2miker— g2riller)
k r

e1>k>120

(QZnik/ez _ eZnil/ez) + 0 . (A34)
le2l >k>120
So ¢,,+0 Vris necessary and sufficient. We leave this to the reader to verify [16,
Sect. 4].
Note that {f,, £,>=3|c,/? 0,]I*> independent of t, consistent with (A.28).
Using (A.4) only, a somewhat simpler version of (A.28) can be established:

o foo=e™ECN S fo) - (A.35)
Also with (A4) we have f,_(0)=e 2 " Vfy(t—s). So knowledge of fy(t)
enables us to find with the Gramm-Schmidt procedure an orthonormal basis,
using (A.28).

We will end this appendix by mentioning a simple consequence of (A.28): All f
orthogonal to f, have to vanish in z=0, and therefore on the whole of L.

9 (A2B)is found by explicitly working out the double sums, and using periodicity of the
integrand
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Appendix B

In this appendix we will answer two questions about SU(N)/Z fiber bundles over
T,

(i) Given a solution of the Yang-Mills equation (D,G,,=0) with constant
curvature, is there a gauge in which the boundary conditions are of the abelian
type?

(ii) For which values of the twist tensor n,, and Pontryagin-index P is there a
gauge in which the boundary conditions are of the abelian type?

Let us first consider SU(2) and neglect the boundary conditions. In that case it
was shown by Leutwyler [7] that all constant curvature solutions are of the
abelian type up to a gauge

A,=—-3G,x,; G, =nF,0;. (B.1)
Now we impose the boundary conditions and write
i
Q. (x)=exp <E% quﬂvavo3> w,(x). (B.2)
From Eq. (2.3) one deduces
D,w,=0. (B.3)
With a similar observation as in (4.18) we find
(D,D;—D,D o, =i[G,;, ©,]=0. (B.4)

So w, commutes with ¢;. Combining with (B.3) this implies that w, is a constant
gauge function of the form:

o,(x)=exp(ip,03); @, constant. (B.5)
Finally we transform w, to the identity by the gauge transformation
Q(x)=exp ( _ iy XuPu o3> , (B.6)
u a,u
under which 4, changes into
n %
Au=——§Fﬂvva3+ a—#O':;, (B.7)

u

which is exactly the general abelian solution for SU(2) [see (4.14) and (4.16)]. Note
that the cocycle condition forces F,, to be of the form n,,/a,a,.

For SU(N) (N >2) we assume the constant curvature solution to be abelian
[for SU(2) this is automatically satisfied. Whether thisis also true for SU(N), N > 2,
is not relevant for the point we want to make],

[G Gis1=0. (B.8)

uv>

In a suitable gauge we have
A= —3G,x,, (B.9)
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with boundary conditions

Qv(x)=exp( > x,G,a ) (B.10)

Again o, is a constant gauge function satisfying
[w,,G,;,1=0. (B.11)
Imposing the cocycle condition gives
exp(ia,G,a,) [0,, w,]=exp(2nin,,/N). (B.12)

There is a gauge transformation which brings w, to the identity for all v, if and only
if [w,, w,]= 1. The possibility to have [w,, w,]+ 1 enabled 't Hooft to construct a
constant curvature solution with Chern index 1/N [5]. So our first question can
only be answered by yes for SU(2). Note that for [w,, w,]=1 the generalization

following Eq. (2.27) is applicable with 4,=Ap+ — ! —diag(e(...00M); X oP=0
[compare (2.33)] as a general solution. o

The second question will be considered for SU(2) only (see [12, Lemma 3.2],
also for N>2). The abelian boundary conditions (4.23) uniquely fix C, to be
1Pf(n). Therefore if n=0mod2 (no twist) C, is always even. There is no constant
curvature solution with odd Chern index. For unit Chern index there seems even
to be an obstruction for the existence of any solution satisfying the duality
equations on T, [24]. For C, even, there certainly are (anti)-selfdual solutions
however. Finally if the twist is non-zero (n 40 mod?2) it is not hard to see that each
value of C, compatible with the given twist can be reached. So to answer the
second question: Only boundary conditions yielding n,,=2m,, and P, =4(2k+1),
with arbitrary m and k, are not gauge equivalent to abelian boundary conditions.
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