arXiv:hep-th/0610046 v1 4 Oct 2006

Nature of the deconfining phase transition in the 2+1-dimensional SU(N) Georgi-Glashow model

P. Lecheminant^1, Laboratoire de Physique Théorique et Modélisation, CNRS UMR 8089, Université de Cergy-Pontoise, Site de Saint-Martin, 2 avenue Adolphe Chauvin, 95302 Cergy-Pontoise Cedex, France

The nature of the deconfining phase transition in the 2+1-dimensional SU(N) Georgi- Glashow model is investigated. Within the dimensional-reduction hypothesis, the properties of the transition are described by a two-dimensional vectorial Coulomb gas models of electric and magnetic charges. The resulting critical properties are governed by a generalized SU(N) sine-Gordon model with self-dual symmetry. We show that this model displays a massless flow to an infrared fixed point which corresponds to the Z_N parafermions conformal field theory. This result, in turn, supports the conjecture of Kogan, Tekin, and Kovner that the deconfining transition in the 2+1-dimensional SU(N) Georgi-Glashow model belongs to the Z_N universality class.

1 Introduction

The 2+1 dimensional Georgi Glashow (GG) model has attracted a lot of interest in the past since it is a much simpler theory than QCD but still retains some common interesting features like the existence of a confinement phase. The confinement phase of the GG model appears in the weak-coupling limit and can be investigated analytically. In particular, it has been shown by Polyakov [1] that the resulting phase is a Coulomb plasma of monopoles and antimonopoles and the photon acquires a mass from the Debye screening by monopoles. The resulting phase is a confinement phase since a probe charge inserted in the vacuum will be screened by monopoles [2]. The finite-temperature effect is an important issue since confining gauge theories generally become deconfined at high temperatures [3]. The nature of the confinement-deconfinement phase transition in the 2+1 dimensional GG model has been analysed in detail [4, 5, 6, 2]. In particular, as first stressed by the authors of Ref. [5], the massive W^± gauge bosons play a crucial role for the deconfinement transition. This phase transition stems from the competition between the monopoles and W^± gauge bosons which act as U(1) vortices. Within the dimensional-reduction hypothesis, it has been shown that this competition results in an Ising critical behavior [5, 6].

The deconfinement transition in the SU(N)-generalization of the GG model has also been investigated similarly [7]. As it will be briefly reviewed in Section 2, within the dimensionalreduction hypothesis, the low-energy Hamiltonian density, which governs the resulting phase

1Philippe.Lecheminant@ptm.u-cergy.fr

transition, takes the form of a generalized two-dimensional sine-Gordon model:

H_N = 1 2 [( ∂_x⃗Φ )_2 + ( ∂_x ⃗Θ )_2] − g ∑ ⃗αϵΔ_+ [ cos (√ 4π⃗α · ⃗Φ ) + cos (√ 4π⃗α · ⃗Θ ) ] , (1)

where the summation over ⃗α is taken over the positive roots of SU(N) normalized to unity (⃗α^2 = 1), and denotes the normal ordering symbol. The bosonic vector field ⃗Φ = (Φ_1, . . . , Φ_{N −1}) is made of N −1 free boson fields with chiral components Φ_{aR,L}: Φ_a = Φ_{aL} +Φ_{aR}, (a = 1, .., N −1). The dual vector field ⃗Θ = (Θ_1, . . . , Θ_{N −1}) is defined by: Θ_a = Φ_{aL} − Φ_{aR}. Model (1) is a generalization of the sine-Gordon for the boson vector field ⃗Φ with an additional pertubation depending on the dual field ⃗Θ. This field theory has been introduced in Ref. [8] for exploring critical properties of vectorial Coulomb gas models of electric and magnetic charges. The interacting part of model (1) is a strongly relevant perturbation with scaling dimension one and its special structure makes it invariant under the Gaussian duality symmetry: ⃗Φ ↔ ⃗Θ, i.e. the exchange of electric and magnetic charges in the Coulomb gas context. In what follows, such model will be referred to as the SU(N) self-dual sine-Gordon (SDSG) model. This selfduality symmetry opens a possibility for the existence of a critical point in the infrared (IR) limit which governs the deconfinement transition in the 2+1 dimensional SU(N) GG model. From the renormalization group (RG) point of view, the SU(N) SDSG model (1) will then be characterized by a massless flow from the ultraviolet (UV) fixed point with central charge c_{U V} = N −1 to a conformally invariant IR fixed point with a smaller central charge c_{IR} < N −1 according to the c-theorem [9]. The perturbative study of model (1) has been done in Refs. [8, 10] and a fixed point has been found whose nature is beyond the scope of these investigations. In Ref. [7] in connection to the deconfinement transition in the 2+1 dimensional SU(N) GG model, it has been conjected that the IR fixed point belongs to the Z_N parafermions universality class which is a conformally invariant theory (CFT) with central charge c = 2(N − 1)/(N + 2) [11]. In the following, we shall prove this conjecture in the general N case and show that the SU(N) SDSG model (1) with g > 0 displays a massless flow to a Z_N parafermionic fixed point.

The letter is organized as follows. In the next section, we briefly review the connection between the SU(N) SDSG model (1) and the phase transition in the SU(N) GG model. In Section 3, the emergence of the Z_2 criticality in Eq. (1) for N = 2 is reviewed for completeness and to fix the notations. We present then a proof of the conjecture for the first non-trivial case i.e. N = 3 in Section 4. Finally, we consider the general N case in the last section.

2 Deconfinement transition in the SU(N) GG model

The SU(N) GG model describes a SU(N) gauge theory which interacts with a Higgs field transforming in the adjoint representation. Its Lagrangian density in the Euclidean reads as follows: L_N = 1 2 Tr ( F^2_{μν} ) + Tr ( (D_μΦ)^2 ) + V (Φ) , (2) with F_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ + g [A_μ, A_ν ], D_μΦ = ∂_μΦ + g [A_μ, Φ], A_μ = A^A_μ T^A and Φ = Φ^AT^A (A = 1, 2, . . . , N^2 − 1), T^A being the generators of the Lie algebra of SU(N) normalized as: Tr(T^AT^B) = δ^{AB}/2. In Eq. (2), the Higgs potential is supposed to be such that the SU(N) gauge symmetry is spontaneously broken down to U(1)^{N −1}. In addition to the Higgs field, the perturbative spectrum consists of N − 1 massless photons and N(N − 1) massive gauge bosons in correspondence with the ladder operator E_{⃗α} of the Cartan-Weyl basis of SU(N) (⃗α being the roots of SU(N) normalized to one) [7]. In this basis, the Higgs vacuum-expectation value is diagonal: ⟨Φ⟩ = ⃗h · ⃗H, ⃗H being the Cartan generators of SU(N). The W bosons have the mass: m_W ≡ m_{⃗α} = g|⃗h · ⃗α|, and carry the U(1)^{N −1} (electric) charge: ⃗e_{⃗α} = g ⃗α. In the weak-coupling regime, which is defined by m_W ∼ m_H ≫ g^2, the massive-gauge bosons and the Higgs field decouple at low-energy and a massless free gauge theory remains. However, non-perturbative configurations (monopoles or instantons) give a mass m_γ to these photons. Indeed, as is well known, model (2) admits stable classical solutions with finite action (Π_2(SU(N)/U(1)^{N −1}) = Z_N for N > 2). The magnetic field of these monopoles is: B^μ = ⃗g · ⃗Hx^μ/4πr^3, where the magnetic charge (⃗g) satisfies the condition [12]: ⃗g = 4π ∑_{N −1} a=1 n_a ⃗β^∗_a/g, ⃗β^∗_a being the dual simple roots (⃗β^∗_a = ⃗β_a/|⃗β_a| = ⃗β_a, ⃗β_a being the simple roots of SU(N)) and n_a are integers.

The weak-coupling phase corresponds to a confined phase and a deconfinement transition should occur at sufficiently high temperature. The central question is the universality class of this transition in the general N case. In the regime m_γ ≪ T ≪ m_W, one can adopt the dimensional-reduction hypothesis for exploring the phase transition since the size of the compactified direction (T^{−1}) is much smaller than the average distance between the monopoles. The monopoles form thus a two-dimensional Coulomb gas with vectorial magnetic charges. The contribution of the massive gauge bosons is crucial for the physics of the deconfinement as first stressed in Refs. [5, 7]. In the following, we shall neglect the contribution of the Higgs field for investigating the deconfinement transition (see Ref. [13] for the influence of a Higgs-boson mass). The partition function, which describes the two-dimensional vectorial Coulomb gas of monopoles and massive gauge bosons, reads then as follows: Z = ∞∑ M,N =0 1 M!N! M∏ i=1 N∏ j=1 ∑ ⃗α_i ∑ ⃗α_j ζ_{⃗αi}ζ̃_{⃗αj} ∫ d^2⃗x_id^2⃗y_j exp ( −S ( ⃗x_i, ⃗g_{⃗αi} ; ⃗y_j , ⃗e_{⃗αj} )) , (3)

where S ( ⃗x_i, ⃗g_{⃗αi} ; ⃗y_j, ⃗e_{⃗αj} ) is the effective action of M monopoles located at ⃗x_i with magnetic charges ⃗g_{⃗αi} , fugacity ζ_{⃗αi} and N W bosons at positions ⃗y_j with electric charges ⃗e_{⃗αj} , fugacity ζ̃_{⃗αj} . This effective action has been carefully derived in Ref. [7] but can also be found in a phenomenological manner as in the SU(2) case [6]. It separates into three different parts: the actions of two-dimensional Coulomb gas for the monopoles and W bosons with an UV cut-off T^{−1} and an interaction between them which takes the form of an Aharonov-Bohm phase factor: S = − T 2π ∑ i<j ⃗g_{⃗αi} · ⃗g_{⃗αj} ln (T |⃗x_i − ⃗x_j |)

− 1 2πT ∑ i<j ⃗e_{⃗αi} · ⃗e_{⃗αj} ln (T |⃗y_i − ⃗y_j |) − i 2π M∑ i=1 N∑ j=1 ⃗g_{⃗αi} · ⃗e_{⃗αj} θ (⃗x_i − ⃗y_j ) , (4) with the neutral condition: ∑ i ⃗e_{⃗αi} = ∑ j ⃗g_{⃗αj} = ⃗0, and θ (⃗x_i − ⃗y_j ) is the angle between the vector connecting the monopole at ⃗x_i and the W boson at ⃗y_j and a chosen spatial direction. We then introduce a free massless bosonic vector field ⃗Φ = (Φ_1, . . . , Φ_{N −1}) and its dual field ⃗Θ = (Θ_1, . . . , Θ_{N −1}) to express partition function (3) in terms of these bosonic fields: Z ∼ ∞∑ M,N =0 1 M!N! M∏ i=1 N∏ j=1 ∑ ⃗α_i ∑ ⃗α_j ζ_{⃗αi}ζ̃_{⃗αj} ∫ d^2⃗x_id^2⃗y_j ⟨_M∏ i=1 exp ( i √ T⃗g_{⃗αi} · ⃗Φ (⃗x_i) )^N∏ j=1 exp ( iT^{−1/2}⃗e_{⃗αj} · ⃗Θ (⃗y_j ) ) ⟩ . (5)

The effective Hamiltonian density, which describes the deconfinement-confinement transition of the SU(N) GG model (2), can then be deduced by performing the summations in Eq. (5):

H_{eff} = 1 2 [( ∂_x ⃗Φ )_2 + ( ∂_x ⃗Θ )_2]

− ∑ ⃗αϵΔ_+ [ ζ_{⃗α} cos ( 4π √ T g ⃗α · ⃗Φ ) + ζ̃_{⃗α} cos ( g √ T ⃗α · ⃗Θ )] , (6)

where the summation is taken over the positive roots of SU(N) and the fugacities have been rescaled. This low-energy effective theory has been first derived in Ref. [7] by means of a similar Coulomb-gas analysis and also by using the magnetic Z_N symmetry which is spontaneously broken in the confinement phase [14]. Model (6) is a generalization of the sine-Gordon model for multi-boson fields and describes the competition between monopoles and vortices in this SU(N) GG model. The one-loop RG equations for this model have been investigated in Refs. [8, 10] and they are quite complex in general. However, as in Ref. [7], we shall consider here a simpler case, which is stable under the RG flow, where all monopole fugacities are equal ζ_{⃗α} = ζ and similarly for the vortex fugacities: ζ̃_{⃗α} = ζ̃. A non-trivial stable IR fixed point has been found perturbatively within this manifold [8, 10] which should govern the deconfinement transition in the SU(N) GG model (2) [7]. The low-energy physics of the resulting model can be deduced qualitatively by simple scaling arguments. The scaling dimensions of the two vertex operators in Eq. (6) are: Δ = T 4π/g^2 and Δ̃ = g^2/T 4π, i.e. ΔΔ̃ = 1. When T < g^2/8π, one has Δ < 1/2 and Δ̃ > 2: the perturbation depending on the dual vector field is irrelevant whereas the monopole term is a strongly relevant perturbation. The low-energy theory reduces to a sine- Gordon model for the ⃗Φ field and a mass-gap is induced. It corresponds to the confinement phase where the massive W gauge bosons can be neglected. At high-temperature T > g^2/2π, the monopole term is now irrelevant Δ > 2 and model (6) reduces again to a sine-Gordon model but for the dual vector field ⃗Θ with a relevant perturbation (Δ̃ < 1/2). A mass-gap is still present but it corresponds to the deconfined phase with the unbinding of the W gauge bosons. The transition between these two phases takes place in the regime: g^2/8π < T < g^2/2π where both pertubations of Eq. (6) are relevant. On general grounds, the transition is expected to appear along the self-dual line where model (6) is invariant under the duality transformation ⃗Φ ↔ ⃗Θ, i.e. the symmetry between electric and magnetic charges. This self-dual symmetry is realized when ζ = ζ̃ and T = g^2/4π. In this case, the confinement-deconfinement transition is thus governed by the SU(N) SDSG model (1). In Ref. [7], it has been conjectured that this phase transition belongs to the Z_N universality class corresponding to the Z_N parafermionic CFT [11]. We now turn to the proof of this conjecture.

3 Ising criticality

We start with the simplest case, i.e. N = 2, where the SU(2) SDSG model takes the form:

H_2 = 1 2 [ (∂_xΦ)^2 + (∂_xΘ)^2 ] − g [ cos (√ 4π Φ ) + cos (√ 4π Θ ) ] . (7)

This model is well known (see e.g. Ref. [15]) and can be exactly diagonalized even in a more general case when the two cosine terms in Eq. (7) have independent amplitudes. Assuming that the boson field Φ is compactified with radius R = 1/ √ 4π or R = 1/ √ π, i.e. the Dirac point (see the book [16] for a review) in our notation, the model can be refermionized by introducing two Majorana fermions fields ξ^{1,2}. This procedure is nothing but the standard bosonization of two Ising models [17, 18, 19]. The bosonization rules are given by

ξ^1_R + iξ^2_R = 1 √ π : exp ( i √ 4πΦ_R ) :, ξ^1_L + iξ^2_L = 1 √ π : exp ( −i √ 4πΦ_L ) :, (8)

where Φ_{R,L} are the chiral components of the Bose field: Φ_L = (Φ + Θ)/2 and Φ_R = (Φ − Θ)/2. They satisfy [Φ_R, Φ_L] = i/4 to insure the anticommutation relation between right and left fermions. One can easily check that the bosonic representation (8) is consistent with the defining operator product expansion (OPE) for the Majorana fields:

ξ^a_L (z) ξ^b_L (w) ∼ δ^{ab} 2π (z − w) , (9)

with a similar OPE for the right Majorana fermion. The self-dual Hamiltonian (7) can then be expressed in terms of these Majorana fermions:

H_2 = − i 2 2∑ a=1 (ξ^a_R∂_xξ^a_R − ξ^a_L∂_xξ^a_L) − imξ^2_Rξ^2_L, (10)

with m = 2πg. The Hamiltonian of the SU(2) SDSG model separates thus into two commuting pieces. One of the decoupled degrees of freedom corresponds to an effective off-critical Ising model described by the massive Majorana fermion ξ^2_{R,L}, whereas the second Majorana field ξ^1_{R,L} remains massless. The Gaussian self-dual symmetry Φ ↔ Θ coincides to the Kramers-Wannier (KW) duality symmetry of the Ising model associated to the Majorana fermion ξ^1: no mass term iξ^1_Rξ^1_L, which is odd under the KW duality, can appear in the effective Hamiltonian. The existence of this massless Majorana mode signals the Z_2 (Ising) criticality of the SU(2) SDSG model (7) and the Ising nature of the deconfining transition in the SU(2) GG model [5, 6].

4 Z_3 criticality

We now turn to the N = 3 case which is much more complex than the previous case. In this section, we shall argue that the SU(3) SDSG model displays in the IR limit a Z_3 critical behavior with central charge c = 4/5. To this end, let us first rewrite model (1) explicitely in terms of the two bosonic fields using the roots of SU(3):

H_3 = 1 2 [( ∂_x⃗Φ )_2 + ( ∂_x ⃗Θ )_2] − g [ cos (√ 4πΦ_s ) + cos (√ πΦ_s ) cos (√ 3πΦ_f ) + cos (√ 4πΘ_s ) + cos (√ πΘ_s ) cos (√ 3πΘ_f ) ] , (11)

where ⃗Φ = (Φ_s, Φ_f ) and ⃗Θ = (Θ_s, Θ_f ) for N = 3. In the following, we shall assume that Φ_s (respectively Φ_f ) is a bosonic field compactified with radius R_s = 1/ √ π (respectively R_f = √ 3/π). As in Section 3, at this free-fermion point for the bosonic field Φ_s, one can refermionize model (11) by introducing two Majorana fermions ξ^{1,2} using Eq. (8). We need also the refermionization of the vertex operators cos( √ πΦ_s) and cos( √ πΘ_s) with scaling dimension 1/4. They can be expressed in terms of the Ising order (σ_{1,2}) and disorder (μ_{1,2}) parameters of the two underlying Ising models [18, 19]: cos( √ πΦ_s) ∼ μ_1μ_2 and cos( √ πΘ_s) ∼ σ_1μ_2. Model (11) can then be recasted in terms of this Ising^2 CFT and the free massless bosonic field Φ_f :

H_3 = 1 2 [ (∂_xΦ_f )^2 + (∂_xΘ_f )^2 ] − i 2 2∑ a=1 (ξ^a_R∂_xξ^a_R − ξ^a_L∂_xξ^a_L) − imξ^2_Rξ^2_L − g [ μ_1μ_2 cos (√ 3πΦ_f ) + σ_1μ_2 cos (√ 3πΘ_f ) ] , (12)

with m = 2πg. Clearly due to the mass term in Eq. (12), the Ising model, corresponding to the fermion ξ^2, is out of criticality and since m > 0 (g > 0) it belongs to its high-temperature phase in our convention (m ∼ T − T_c). In this case, the Ising disorder operator condenses: ⟨μ_2⟩ ≠ 0. One can formally integrate out over this massive degrees of freedom and rewrite model (12) in this low-energy limit (E ≪ m):

H_3 = 1 2 [ (∂_xΦ_f )^2 + (∂_xΘ_f )^2 ] − i 2 ( ξ^1_R∂_xξ^1_R − ξ^1_L∂_xξ^1_L ) −λ [ μ_1 cos (√ 3πΦ_f ) + σ_1 cos (√ 3πΘ_f ) ] , (13)

where λ is a non-universal constant that results from the integration of the massive degrees of freedom. The effective Hamiltonian (13) describes a critical Ising model and a free massless boson field that interact with a strongly relevant perturbation with scaling dimension 7/8.

The next step of the approach is to switch on a different basis to determine the main effect of the relevant perturbation of Eq. (13). To this end, it is important to observe that the free massless bosonic field Φ_f has a very special radius R_f = √ 3/π in the classification of the CFT with central charge c = 1. At this radius, it displays a CFT with an extended symmetry: a N = 2 (respectively N = 1) superconformal field theory (SCFT) whether the bosonic field Φ_f is compactified along a circle (respectively an orbifold) [20]. The conformal symmetry of the

UV fixed point of model (13), i.e. Ising × [c = 1 SCFT], with central charge c = 3/2 can also be described in terms of the product of TIM × Potts CFTs, where the TIM and Potts refers respectively to the tricritical Ising and three-state Potts CFTs. The precise conformal embedding has been derived by the authors of Ref. [21] and the result depends on the nature of the compactification of the bosonic field Φ_f :

Ising × (c = 1 N = 1 SCFT) = P [M_4 × M_5] (14) Ising × (c = 1 N = 2 SCFT) = P [(c = 7/10 N = 1 SCFT) × Z_3] , (15)

where M_p denotes the minimal model series with central charge c_p = 1−6/p(p+1) i.e. the TIM and Potts CFTs for p = 4 and p = 5 respectively [16]. The c = 7/10 N = 1 SCFT is known to be equivalent to the TIM CFT [22]. In Eqs. (14,15), a projection P is crucial to realize the equivalence as demonstrated in Ref. [21]. For instance, if we denote the primary fields of the M_p CFT as Φ^{(p)}_{r,s} (1 ≤ r ≤ p − 1, 1 ≤ s ≤ p) then the projection P , for the equivalence of Eq. (14), restricts the operators to the subset: {Φ^{(4)}_{r,s} Φ^{(5)}_{s,q} } [21]. By looking at the dimensions of the fields in this subset and OPEs consistency, we find that the original perturbation with scaling dimension 7/8 of Eq. (13) identifies to the submagnetic operator σ^′ of the TIM CFT with scaling dimension 7/8:

σ^′ ∼ μ_1 cos (√ 3πΦ_f ) + σ_1 cos (√ 3πΘ_f ) . (16)

With all these results, we can now express the low-energy effective Hamiltonian (13) in the new basis:

H_3 = H^{Z3}_0 + H^{TIM}_0 − λσ^′ , (17)

where H^{Z3}_0 (respectively H^{TIM}_0 ) denotes the Hamiltonian of the three-state Potts (respectively TIM) CFT. The deformation of the TIM CFT by the subleading magnetization σ^′ (i.e. Φ^{TIM}_{2,1} ) is known to be an integrable massive field theory [23]. Therefore, we deduce that the SU(3) SDSG model flows in the far IR limit towards a fixed point with central charge c = 4/5 corresponding to the Z_3 universality class. In this respect, we observe that the original Gaussian self-duality ⃗Φ ↔ ⃗Θ of model (11) coincides with the KW symmetry of the three-state Potts model. In addition, it might be interesting to see the emergence of this Potts criticality from another point of view. Indeed, it is possible to rewrite model (12) before the integration of the massive Majorana fermion ξ^2 in the Z_3 × TIM basis using the identification (16):

H_3 = − i 2 ( ξ^2_R∂_xξ^2_R − ξ^2_L∂_xξ^2_L ) + H^{Z3}_0 + H^{TIM}_0 − imξ^2_Rξ^2_L − gμ_2σ^′ . (18)

The Ising and TIM CFTs can be combined to form another CFT with extended symmetry [21, 24]: a W_3 CFT with Z_3 symmetry which has been introduced by Fateev and Zamolodchikov [25]. More precisely, the P (Ising × TIM) CFT corresponds to the Z^{[5]}_3 CFT with central charge c = 6/5 [21]. Some character decompositions have been found in Ref. [24] and we have:

χ^{Ising}_{1/16} χ^{TIM}_{7/16} = χ^{Ising}_0 χ^{TIM}_{3/2} + χ^{Ising}_{1/2} χ^{TIM}_0 = χ^{W3}_{1/2}, (19) where χ^{CFT}_h is the character of the conformal tower with holomorphic weight h of the underlying CFT. We have checked numerically the identities (19) with Mathematica. The primary fields of the Z^{[5]}_3 CFT can be noted as Φ^{W3}_{(λ,λ}′_), where λ and λ^′ are dominant weights of SU(3) algebra i.e. λ =

∑_2

i=1(l_i − 1)λ_i, λ^′ =

∑_2

i=1(l^′_i − 1)λ_i (λ_i being the fundamental weights of SU(3) and l_i, l^′_i are positive). The Z^{[5]}_3 primary field with scaling dimension one is Φ^{W3}_{(λ1+λ2,0)} which transform in the adjoint and trivial representations of SU(3). The relation (19) leads us to expect that model (18) can be written in the following compact form:

H_3 = H^{Z3}_0 + H^{W3}_0 − λΦ^{W3}_{(λ1 +λ2,0)}, (20)

where H^{W3}_0 is the Hamiltonian of the Z^{[5]}_3 CFT. It is interesting to note that some integrable deformations of the W_3 CFT have been found in Ref. [26]. In particular, a Z^{[5]}_3 CFT perturbed by a primary field which transform in the adjoint and trivial representations of SU(3) is a massive integrable field theory. Therefore, we conclude again that the SU(3) SDSG model flows towards the Z_3 fixed point in the IR limit within this approach. In this respect, we deduce that the deconfining transition in the SU(3) GG model belongs to the Z_3 universality class in full agreement with the conjecture of Kogan et al. [7].

5 The general case

We now consider the general N case namely that the SU(N) SDSG flow towards the Z_N fixed point in the IR limit. In this respect, let us introduce N copies of the SU(2)_1 Wess- Zumino-Novikov-Witten (WZNW) CFT and consider the following Hamiltonian density: H = 2π 3 N∑ a=1 ( ⃗J^2_{aR} + ⃗J^2_{aL} ) − g 2 ∑ a<b (Trg_aTrg_b − Tr (g_a⃗σ) · Tr (g_b⃗σ)) , (21)

where ⃗J_{aR,L} are the chiral SU(2)_1 current of the ath WZNW CFT (a = 1, . . . , N) and ⃗σ are the Pauli matrices. These currents satisfy the SU(2)_1 current algebra defined by [19]: J^α_{aL} (z) J^β_{bL} (ω) ∼ δ^{αβ}δ_{ab} 8π^2 (z − ω)^2 + iδ_{ab}ϵ^{αβγ}J^γ_{aL} (ω) 2π (z − ω) , (22)

with α, β, γ = x, y, z and a similar OPE for the right current. The interacting part of model (21), that we denote H_{int}, is a strongly relevant perturbation with scaling dimension one which is made of the WZNW field g_a. This primary field transforms in the fundamental representation of SU(2) and is defined by the following OPEs [16]: J^α_{aL} (z) g_b (ω, ω̄) ∼ − δ_{ab} 2π (z − ω) σ^α 2 g_b (ω, ω̄) J^α_{aR} (z̄) g_b (ω, ω̄) ∼ δ_{ab} 2π (z̄ − ω̄) g_b (ω, ω̄) σ^α 2 . (23)

It might be interesting to note that model (21) appears in the context of coupled electronic chains [27]. The next step of the approach is to consider the following conformal embedding to analyse the main effect of H_{int}:

SU(2)_1 × SU(2)_1 × .. × SU(2)_1 → SU(2)_N × G_N , (24)

where SU(2)_N is the level-N SU(2) WZNW CFT with central charge c_N = 3N/(N + 2) and G_N is a discrete CFT with central charge c_{GN} = N(N − 1)/(N + 2). The latter central charge coincides with the sum of the central charge of the N − 1 first minimal models: c_{GN} = N (N − 1) (N + 2) = N +1∑ m=2 ( 1 − 6 m (m + 1) ) , (25)

which leads us to expect that G_N should be related to the product M_3 × M_4 × . . . × M_{N +1}. The precise identification requires a projection P: G_N ∼ P (M_3 × M_4 . . . × M_{N +1}), which has been found in Ref. [21]. In fact, this projection restricts the product of the primary fields of M_3 × M_4 × . . . × M_{N +1} to the subset:

{Φ^{(3)}_{r3,s3} Φ^{(4)}_{s3,s4} Φ^{(5)}_{s4 ,s5} . . . Φ^{(N )}_{sN −1 ,sN} Φ^{(N +1)}_{sN ,sN +1} }, (26)

with 1 ≤ r_p ≤ p − 1 and 1 ≤ s_p ≤ p. This quantum equivalence can be proved by a recursive approach [28]. We would like to express H_{int} in the new basis i.e. SU(2)_N × G_N . To this end, we introduce the SU(2)_N chiral currents ⃗I_{R,L} which are the sum of the SU(2)_1 currents: ⃗I_{R,L} = ∑^N_{a=1} ⃗J_{aR,L}. The key point of the analysis is that H_{int} does not depend on the SU(2)_N CFT but expresses only in terms of the fields of G_N . To show this, it is sufficient to determine the OPE between the SU(2)_N currents and H_{int} and it should be zero. This calculation can be done by using the defining OPEs (23) and we find:

I^α_L (z) (Trg_aTrg_b − Tr (g_a⃗σ) · Tr (g_b⃗σ)) (ω, ω̄) ∼ 0 I^α_R (z̄) (Trg_aTrg_b − Tr (g_a⃗σ) · Tr (g_b⃗σ)) (ω, ω̄) ∼ 0, (27)

so that H_{int} depends only on the fields of G_N . We found an operator ∏_N m=3 Φ^{(m)}_{m−2,m−1}Φ^{(N +1)}_{N −1,N +1} in the G_N ∼ P (M_3 × M_4 . . . × M_{N +1}) CFT which couples all minimal models involved with scaling dimension one: Δ = N∑ m=3 3 2m (m + 1) + N + 4 2 (N + 1)

= 1. (28)

Therefore, due to the special structure of H_{int}, a mass gap in the G_N sector will be opened and model (21) displays a massless flow from the UV fixed with central charge c_{UV} = N to an IR fixed point with SU(2)_N criticality: c_{IR} = 3N/(N + 2).

The connection with the SU(N) SDSG model can then be made by exploiting the fact that the SU(2)_1 CFT has a free-field representation in terms of a massless bosonic field compactified on a circle at the self-dual radius: R = 1/ √ 2π [19, 16]. For the N copies of the SU(2)_1 theory of the original model (21), we thus introduce the bosonic field φ_a (a = 1, 2, . . . , N) with its chiral components φ_{aR,L}. A faithfull representation of the OPEs (23) for the WZNW tensor field g_a is given by [19]:

g_a = 1 √ 2 ( e^{−i√2πφa} i e^{−i√2πϑa} i e^{i√2πϑa} e^{i√2πφa} ) , (29)

from which we deduce the bosonic representation of model (21): H = 1 2 N∑ a=1 [ (∂_xφ_{aR})^2 + (∂_xφ_{aL})^2 ]

− g ∑ a<b ( cos( √ 2π(φ_a − φ_b)) + cos( √ 2π(ϑ_a − ϑ_b)) ) . (30)

We then perform a canonical transformation on the Bose fields to simplify Eq. (30). To this end, we introduce a bosonic field Φ_{cR,L} and N − 1 other bosonic fields Φ_{lR,L} (l = 1, . . . , N − 1) as follows:

Φ_{cR(L)} = 1 √ N (φ_1 + . . . + φ_N )_{R(L)}

Φ_{lR(L)} = 1 √ l(l + 1)

(φ_1 + . . . + φ_l − lφ_{l+1})_{R(L)} . (31)

In this new basis, Hamiltonian (30) reads: H = 1 2 [ (∂_xΦ_c)^2 + (∂_xΘ_c)^2 ] + 1 2 [( ∂_x⃗Φ )_2 + ( ∂_x ⃗Θ )_2] − g ∑ ⃗αϵΔ_+ [ cos (√ 4π⃗α · ⃗Φ ) + cos (√ 4π⃗α · ⃗Θ ) ] , (32)

where the summation over ⃗α is taken over the positive roots of SU(N), ⃗Φ = (Φ_1, . . . , Φ_{N −1}), and ⃗Θ = (Θ_1, . . . , Θ_{N −1}). We thus observe that the initial model (21) separates into two commuting pieces: H = H^0_c + H_N , a free-massless boson Hamiltonian H^0_c for the field Φ_c and the SU(N) SDSG model. Since we know that model (21) admits a massless flow onto the SU(2)_N fixed point, we deduce that the SU(N) SDSG model flows in the IR limit to a conformally invariant fixed point with central charge c_{IR} = 2(N − 1)/(N + 2). The massless free-bosonic field Φ_c, which decouples from the interaction of Eq. (32), is compactified with radius R_c = √ N/2π and describes an extended U(1)_N rational c = 1 CFT [29]. Moreover, the Z_N parafermionic CFT is known to be equivalent to the coset: Z_N ∼ SU(2)_N /U(1)_N [11, 16] so that we conclude that the SU(N) SDSG model admits a massless flow onto the Z_N CFT. The original Gaussian self-duality ⃗Φ ↔ ⃗Θ coincides with the KW self-duality symmetry of the Z_N parafermionic model. Finally, the massless flow found here implies that the confinement-deconfinement phase transition of the 2+1 dimensional SU(N) GG model (2) should belong to the Z_N universality class. In this respect, this result demonstrates the conjecture presented in Ref. [7]. Other implications of the quantum equivalence approach (24) will be discussed elsewhere [28].

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank H. Saleur, E. Boulat, K. Totsuka, P. Azaria, A. A. Nersesyan, E. Orignac, and A. M. Tsvelik for helpful discussions. The author is also grateful to the Abdus Salam ICTP for hospitality when this work was initiated.

References

[1] A. M. Polyakov, Nucl. Phys. B 120 (1977) 429.

[2] For reviews on the GG model, the reader may consult: I. I. Kogan and A. Kovner, in At the frontier of particle physics, Vol. 4, Ed. M. Shifman, World Scientific (2002); arXiv: hepth/0205026; D. Antonov and M. C. Diamantini, in Ian Kogan memorial volume “From fields to strings: Circumnavigating theoretical physics”, Eds. M. Shifman, A. Vainshtein, and J. Wheater, World Scientific (2005); arXiv: hep-th/0406272.

[3] B. Svetitsky and L. G. Yaffe, Nucl. Phys. B 210 (1982) 423. [4] N. O. Agasyan and K. Zarembo, Phys. Rev. D 57 (1998) 2475. [5] G. V. Dunne, I. I. Kogan, A. Kovner, and B. Tekin, JHEP 01 (2001) 032. [6] Y. V. Kovchegov and D. T. Son, JHEP 01 (2003) 050. [7] I. I. Kogan, B. Tekin, and A. Kovner, JHEP 05 (2001) 062. [8] D. Boyanovsky and R. Holman, Nucl. Phys. B 358 (1991) 619. [9] A. B. Zamolodchikov, JETP Lett. 43 (1986) 730. [10] G. Sierra and E. H. Kim, J. Phys A: Math. Gen. 36 (2003) L37. [11] A. B. Zamolodchikov and. V. A. Fateev, Sov. Phys. JETP 62 (1985) 215. [12] F. Englert and P. Windey, Phys. Rev. D 14 (1976) 2728; P. Goddard, J. Nuyts, and D.

Olive, Nucl. Phys. B 125 (1977) 1.

[13] D. Antonov, Phys. Lett. B (2002) 535 236; Mod. Phys. Lett. A 17 (2002) 851. [14] A. Kovner, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 17 (2002) 2113.

[15] M. C. Ogilvie, Ann. Phys. 136 (1981) 273; P. Lecheminant, A. O. Gogolin, and A. A.

Nersesyan, Nucl. Phys. B 639 (2002) 502.

[16] P. Di Francesco, P. Mathieu, and D. Sénéchal, Conformal Field Theory, (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1997).

[17] J. B. Zuber and C. Itzykson, Phys. Rev. D 15 (1977) 2875; B. Schroer and T. T. Truong, Nucl. Phys. B 144 (1978) 80.

[18] D. Boyanovsky, Phys. Rev. B 39 (1989) 6744.

[19] A. O. Gogolin, A. A. Nersesyan, and A. M. Tsvelik, Bosonization and Strongly Correlated Systems, (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1998).

[20] G. Waterson, Phys. Lett. B171 (1986) 77; S. K. Yang, Nucl. Phys. B 285, (1987) 183, 639; S. K. Yang and H. B. Zheng, ibid. 285 (1987) 410; E. B. Kiritsis, Phys. Rev. D 36 (1987) 3048; J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 21 (1988) 297.

[21] C. Crnkovic, R. Paunov, G. M. Sotkov, and M. Stanishkov, Nucl. Phys. B 336 (1990) 637.

[22] D. Friedan, Z. Qiu, and S. Shenker, Phys. Lett. B 151 (1985) 37; Z. Qiu, Nucl. Phys. B 270 (1986) 235.

[23] M. Lässig, G. Mussardo, and J. L. Cardy, Nucl. Phys. B 348 (1991) 591; F. Colomo, A.

Koubek, and G. Mussardo, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 7 (1992) 5281. [24] I. Affleck, M. Oshikawa, and H. Saleur, Nucl. Phys. B 594 (2001) 535. [25] V. A. Fateev and A. B. Zamolodchikov, Nucl. Phys. B 280 (1987) 644. [26] H. J. de Vega and V. A. Fateev, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 6 (1991) 3221. [27] S. T. Carr and A. M. Tsvelik, Phys. Rev. B 65 (2002) 195121; F. H. L. Essler and A. M.

Tsvelik, ibid. 71 (2005) 195116. [28] P. Lecheminant, unpublished.

[29] R. Dijkgraaf, C. Vafa, E. Verlinde, and H. Verlinde, Commun. Math. Phys. 123 (1989) 485.