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Abstract. We show how to prove and to understand the formula for the

“Pontryagin” index P for SU(N) gauge fields on the Hypertorus T%, seen as a

four-dimensional euclidean box with twisted boundary conditions. These

twists are defined as gauge invariant integers modulo N and labelled by n,,
(=~—n,,). In terms of these we can write (veZ)

1 ~ N—-1\ n, A,

P= WITI‘(GM\,G#\;)(/Z‘LX =v+ <T> . —%L

Furthermore we settle the last link in the proof of the existence of zero action

solutions with all possible twists satisfying n”f’” =k(n)=0(mod N) {or arbit-

rary N.

1. Introduction

A long standing problem is proving quark confinement in QCD [1]. To simplify
the picture a first step in this direction would be to show confinement of static
quarks. In this way the problem reduces to an understanding of the behaviour of
electric flux strings in quarkless QCD, thus working in pure SU(N) gauge theories,
where up to present energies N=3. Usually this boils down to studying the
behaviour of the vacuum expectation value of the Wilson loop operator [1, 2]

But some time ago ‘t Hooft [3] introduced another elegant method for studying
flux strings. By putting the gauge fields on a four dimensional euclidean box, one
can imitate a quark source on one side and an antiquark source on the other side
of the box by introducing socalled twisted boundary conditions. These boundary
conditions force electric flux into the box, just as gauge invariance forces an
electric flux string in-between a quark and antiquark source. Similarly one can
introduce magnetic flux in the box, and the great strength of the method is its
electric-magnetic duality properties.

Essential is that all fields transform trivially under the centre Z, of SU(N).
Effectively the gauge group is thus SU(N)/Zy and the twists are labelled by six
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integers n,,=—n,, (u=1, 2, 3 or 4) defined modulo N. Here n,, describes a
winding number in the (g, v)-plane, as an element of the first homotopy group
n,(SU(N)/Zy)=Zy. The gauge fields are in fact connections for a SU(N)/Z, —
principal fiber bundle on the hypertorus T*. This will be discussed in Sect. 2.

The topology of the gauge fields is not completely specified by the twist, but
there is also the “2nd Chern class’ related to instanton type configurations and
given by (the coupling constant ¢ is put equal to 1):

1 ~
P= @jdﬂc Tr(G,,G,.), (1.1)

G, =%6,,4sG,; (the dual of G,,). (1.2)

In Sect. 3 we shall explain why P (or actually 2N P) should really be called the
Ist Pontryagin index. ‘tHooft {4] used invariance arguments to show the
following identity:
=V+ (

K(n) n % uvaﬁnqﬁnuv N (14)

This will be proved in Sect. 3, Where we will resolve the interpretation of this
formula, especially what happens if we add a multiple of N to n,,.

For finding solutions to the euclidean equations of motion the importance of P
comes from the Schwarz-inequality for the action S(4):

S(4)=%[Tr(G,,G,)d,x=8n*|P|. (1.5)

)K(n), (1.3)

uwyv~uy
Recently ‘t Hooft [5] constructed a very special type of solutions with minimal
nontrivial action.

In Sect.4 we complete his proof for the existence of orthogonal twist
(r(n) =0(mod N)) zero action configurations for arbitrary N.

In an appendix we prove a formula for the 1st Pontryagin (2nd Chern) index
for a general four dimensional compact(ifiable) manifold in terms of the transition
functions only.

Our primary aim in this paper is a precise understanding of the twist-
dependence for the Pontryagin number. For this we need an explicit realization of
the topological structure of the fiber bundles over T*, yielding at the same time a
classification of SU(N)/Z, bundles over T*. Classification of fiber bundles is well
known to mathematicians, however even for this problem it is a non trivial
exercise, using K-theory, as demonstrated by C. Nash in his preprint entitled:
“Gauge potentials and bundles over the 4-torus” (St. Patrick’s college, January
1982). We thank him for correspondence on this subject.

2. The Structure of the Gauge Fields on the Hypertorus

From the requirement of periodicity for gauge invariant quantities we have [5]:
(4, is the gauge potential in the fundamental representation)
4,x,=a,)=[Q2]14,(x,=0)
=Q A(x,=0Q, ' —iQ,0,Q.". @1
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The euclidean box is defined by 0=x,=<a,, u=1,2,3,4. When the argument of a
function on the box is put equal to x,, we mean that x, is fixed and the other
coordinates are arbitrary. [£2,] is the action of a SU(N) gauge transformation Q,,
independent of x,. All other fields y satisfy the same formal periodic boundary
condition y(x,=a,})=[2,Jy(x,=0).

As long as all these fields transform trivially under the centre Z of SU(N) we
have from the consistency of writing (x,=a,, x,=a,) in two ways in terms of
y(x,=0, x,=0) [through y(x,=a,, x,=0) and p(x,=0, x,=a,)]:

Z,,=92,x,=a)2(x,=0)Q, '(x,=0)2, (x,=a,), (2.2)

where Z,, is an element of the centre Zy of SU(N). We write Z,,€ Zy in terms of
the twist integers n,,€ Z(modN):

Z,,=exp(2nin,,/N). (2.3)

Clearly n,,=—n,,, they are independent of the coordinates, and are gauge
invariant, since under an arbitrary gauge transformation Q(x) (v’ =[2]y) we have:

Q,=0(x,=a,)2,0 '(x,=0). (2.4)

The gauge functions are really defined modulo the centre of the gauge group,
so the gauge group is actually SU(N)/Zy. The multiple transition functions €,
then take their values in SU(N)/Z,. In this representation we have (2.2) with
Z,,=1 [the identity in SU(N)/Z,1, which becomes a multiple cocycle condition.
We borrowed the terminology from the theory of fiber bundles [6] and we will
explain how the above structure defines a SU(N)/Z,, principal fiber bundle on the
hypertorus T# parametrized by: 0 =x,Sa, p=1,2,3,4;with x,=0 identified with
X,=a,

g We will first discuss the case of the two dimensional torus T2 We need a
covering of T? with open sets U,, however it is more advantageous to reduce the
overlapping regions to a minimum area. This is done by taking the closure of U,
and reducing their size to a minimum, such that they still cover the manifold
completely. We will denote such a covering by {Us}. For T" the minimal number
of such sets is 2" and in Fig. 1 we specify the situation for T2 We can take d=¢
(6 and ¢ are defined in Fig. 1) but it should always be understood in the limit é e.

A fiber bundle is specified [6,7] by the transition functions Q;,=Q;" on
U;nU; (in our case UNUY), such that:

AD(x)=[Q,(x)]AP(x), xeUinUS. (2.5)

And consistency requires these transition functions to satisfy the cocycle
condition:
Q)2 (x)=Q,(x), xeUnUinUj. (2.6)

J

In Fig. 1 the relevant transition functions for T? are indicated. Gauge transfor-
mations are specified by:
AP =[g]4D. 2.7)

So
‘Q;jzgigijgj_ '
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It is now easy to see that when we take the limit e—0, 6—0:

AP, = a,)=[ho, 14 =Tho,90, 190, I AT
= [hOug(;ul]AaO)(xu:O)' (28)

So we have the following expression for the multiple transition functions £, in
terms of the ordinary transition functions:

Q,=hy, 90, - (2.9

Using the cocycle conditions (2.6) many times and the fact that h, 3, h,3, 913, 923
are independent of the coordinates in the limit ¢—0, d—0, one derives the
consistency condition (2.2) with Z,,=1. On the other hand it is not difficult to
show that given Q, satisfying the consistency condition one can construct a fiber
bundle structure in the above sense.

The gauge freedom in (2.7) now reduces to g, =%, g, independent of x,, such
that:

Go,=Ax,=0g0,9, "

/ . (2.10)
by, =Qx,=ahg,g, "

This gives with (2.9) the transformation property (2.4). Generalization of the above
to T* is obvious (also the validity for general T" and gauge group G with centre Zg
is obvious). We thus proved that 't Hooft’s method of introducing SU(N) gauge
fields on the hypertorus transforming trivially under the centre Zy defines a
SU(N)/Z, principal fiber bundle structure on the hypertorus with connection A,
(in local coordinates). This puts the theory in the right mathematical framework.
We would however like to stress that this framework is discussed for the sake of
completeness. The essential ingredient is the ansatz (2.9) and the accompanying
gauge freedom (2.10), which can be made for SU(N)/Zy, as well as SU(N) multiple
transition functions and without the assumption of an underlying bundle
structure.
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We can use the freedom in choosing either g, or A, to construct a closed loop
in SU(N)/Z . With the aid of the consistency condition one easily checks that the
following choice does the job:

doulx,=0)=1,  go,lx,=a)=0(x,=0), (uv). (211

The loop along the boundary of T? [the solid line in Fig. 1, where (1, 2) is identified
with (u,v)] is mapped into a closed loop in SU(N)/Z,. Its homotopy type as an
element of n,(SU(N)/Zy) is precisely n,,, since we can pull up the loop to SU(N)
but then it jumps by an element of the centre Z,. Having the same definition for
go, and hg, as SU(N) functions this jump occurs at (a,a,) and is exactly
Z,,=exp(2nin,,/N). (The correspondence of n,, with the homotopy type follows
most trivially from the construction of SU(N) as the universal covering group of
SU(N)/Zy [81)

3. The Pontryagin Number on T*

The formula (1.1) is the usual form for (minus) the 2nd Chern number for a SU(N)
gauge theory!. However we saw that in general the gauge theory on 7% does not
define a SU(N)-principal fiber bundle structure and thus P need not be an integer.
It is nevertheless integer, when there is no twist, since in Sect. 2 we showed that in
that case we had a suitable fiber bundle structure. Note that this is consistent with
(1.3).

By putting N cubes next to each other in the u-direction each twist in the (g, v)-
plane vanishes. From this one can derive that PN? is integer. Together with
invariance arguments concerning the dependence of P on n,, the explicit
calculation of P for a sample of configurations led ‘t Hooft [9] to a formula like
(1.3).

Let us first put the terminology right. When n,,+0 we have transition
functions in SU(N)/Z, but these are not elements of GL(k, €) for any k, necessary
[10] for using Chern classes. However the adjoint representation of SU(N) is a
faithful representation of SU(N)/Z,. So provided we transform the gauge
potentials to the adjoint representation, we can chose transition functions in
SO(N?*—1)CGL(N?—1,R) and P, [equals (1.1) but with the gauge fields in the
adjoint reprexentation] is just the integer 1st Pontryagin number.

If V;i=1,...,N’>~1 are the generators of SU(N), Tr(V;V)=26,;, and L, the
.. ) . . |4
generatorsof theadjointrepresentation, wecan writead (4,) = —iA4L,if A, = A 5‘1
from this one easily finds [11]:
Tr(L2
po— W) o oNper. 3.1)

= Te(,/2)

With (1.3) this would imply that P,, misses the odd integers. This missing is
obvious since the adjoint representation does not cover the whole of
GL(N?—1,R).

1 See the appendix for a proper definition
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We will work alternatively in SU(N) or its adjoint representation, whichever is
the most suitable. Translation from one to the other is straightforward.

The Pontryagin index is determined by the topology of the fiber bundle only,
which is specified by the transition functions [6]. Therefore it should be a function
of these transition functions only, which is generally proved by construction in the
appendix. For T* we have:

Lemma (3.1).
4 N2 Zjd Gu nwvaf Tr((Qua )(anaQu )(Quaﬁgu-l))
8 Q2 Zj‘d Suv nvaf ((‘vilaagv)x”:au(guaﬁg;: 1)x‘,zo)
with . .
fdyo,= fdxzfdx3§dx4, §dyS1,= jdx3jdx4

etc.

Proof. In the appendix it is shown how to extract this formula from the general
case. Here we show it by a direct calculation.

P=c 2fd‘chr(G

uv uv)

1
=—-16n2Ejd3oﬂ[K#(xﬂ:au)~Ku(xu=0)]
i
with
2
_28waﬂ (AvaaAﬂ— 3—iAvAaAB). (3.2)

Inserting the boundary condition (2.1) we find:
1 1 _
P:W2§d3aﬂeumﬁ {ETr((QlﬁvQ# (2,02, )(2,0,2. 1)
I

+0,Tr G (Q;laaQu)Aﬂ(xuzm)}. (3.3)

We use the consistency condition (2.2) to calculate
Q7 (x,=0)(2, 10,2, x,=0),

which can be used together with the boundary condition (2.1) to show that:

1
[Tr (f (2,10, -0, 45x,=0,x,= av))
i

v =a

—Tr (1,(9; 10,2, = 0 Aglx, =%, = 0))}
4

— o] =Tr((Q710,02,),, =0 (Q,052, 1y, = 0)— ().

Xp=au

Inserting this in (3.3) completes the proof. [
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From this lemma one can easily compute P when the multiple transition
functions are mutually commuting. By a suitable global gauge transformation they
can be simultaneously diagonalized. Here P is gauge invariant so it is certainly
invariant under a global transformation. The above configuration, which will be
called abelian, can be chosen in H=U(1)"' the maximal abelian (Cartan)
subalgebra of SU(N) generated by:

=diag(1,1,..,1, ~N+4,0,...,0),
(The first N — a entries are 1)

Te(T)=0, Tr(T,T,)=(N—a+1)(N—a)d,,. (3.4
Write

2mi
Q,=exp (Wf:j;)’ (3.5)

then the topology is specified by n{%) a=1,2...N~1, n{)eZ, n{)eNZ, a+1, and
n,,=n(modN). Note that now n‘“’ are genuine mtegers "and one cannot
transform or deform within H conflguratlons with different n(“) but equal n,, into
each other. The winding numbers are given by:

[fie,=a,) = £ix, =01 = [fx, = a,) — fi(x, =0T =ng. (3.6)

Lemma (3.2). For an abelian configuration as above with winding numbers n'®,
a=12...N—1 we find:

1 -1
P Z YN - a+N)(N a) (n@) = (NT> K(n)+Z.
Proof. Insert (3.5) into the formula of Lemma (3.1) to find:
Tr(T*T?)
2N?
n? n) (N—a+1)(N—a) zN at+ 1) (N—a)
Cwab Ty 2N? ~ N?

P= Z jdZSuvgyvaﬂ(aaf;a)xu:au(aﬂff)xv=0
v

r(n).

Together with 1) =6,,n,,+ NI, I9eZ we find

uv> fuv

a=

N-1 o (N=
= ol =

We would like to stress that one cannot reach all possible values of P, with an
abelian set of multiple transition functions. For example, for n,,=0(mod N) we
have Pe2Z.

We will now make use of the gauge invariance of P by making suitable choices
of g,, and hy,, as defined in Sect. 2. This enables us to comprehend the topological
structure of the fiber bundle and in the general case to compute P in terms of

N— N-1
Pz( ~ )K(n+ Z (N—=a+1)(N—a)x(l®)

Jutn+z. 0
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topological invariants. (An application of this principle was the interpretation of
n,, as winding numbers in Sect. 2.)

Theorem (3.1). Given arbitrary multiple transition functions Q,, we can choose h,
and g,, as follows:

hy,=U(x,=a,)o,, go,=Ulx,=0), (3.7)
T 1 Xy,
W, =exp (N;V’;T T1) , (3.8)

where U is a gauge function on the boundary of the four-dimensional box.

Proof. First take any Q, n,, and try to specify g,, and h,, on the skeleton of the
boundary of the four-dimensional box (the skeleton is defined to be the edges of
the 8 cubes specified by x,=0, and x,=a,, p=1, 2, 3, and 4). Where ever more
than one gauge function is specified on this skeleton, we demand them to be equal.

Let us first use the gauge freedom (2.4) to bring Q, in a suitable form. It is not

difficult to see [using that SU(N) is (simply) connected and n, (SU(N))=0] that
one can choose a gauge transformation €(x), such that:

Qx=0)=1, (3.9)
Qx,=a, x,=0;VvEu)=0Q,/(0).
This proves that we can restrict ourselves to:
QO)=1, p=1,234. (3.10)

Note that w, is already in this form.

With (2.9) the functions g,, and hy, on the skeleton are specified by giving g,
on the edges of the cube x,=0. Here we work for a moment in the adjoint
representation avoiding jumps with elements of Zy, now hidden in the homotopy
type of each square on the skeleton (compare Sect. 2).

If we want to specify U in terms of g,, and h,, we should have the conditions:

hOu(xv = av) = hOv('xu = ap) ’
hOu(xv-——O):gOv(xﬂzaﬂ), (3.11)
gOu(xv :0) = gOv(xu = O) .

If we demand the following condition to be met:
gOu(xv:av):Qv('xu:O)gOu(xv:O)ﬂ (312)

the first two conditions in (3.11) are superficial and can be derived from (2.9), (2.2),
(3.12) and the last condition in (3.11). Choosing g,,(x, =x, =0)=1 now completely
fixes g,, on the skeleton, which is indicated in Fig. 2. It is an easy but tedious
exercise to show that at the corners of the cube all definitions of g, represent the

same value. For this one uses the consistency condition and the gauge choice
(3.10).
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£24(xy=%,=0)
1
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901.()('1:)(3:”
! _
| = o
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e | ] Fig. 2. The choice of g,, on the skeleto
G J————-—% N of the boundary of the four-dimensiona
1 P X, box. It is understood that
P £2,Ix3=%,20) g%, =a,)=0Q,(x,=0)g,,(x,=0).
7%y 2, (xg=x, =0) We only display g,, and take for

convenience a,=1

We now choose E[,u and g,, in terms of w, as above and introduce szu, Gow Qu
by “dividing out” the abelian twist carrying configuration

w “hOugOp. s
B =houhg! (3.13)
A=1

gOu::gOugOu H Qu hougou “

Here szu and g, are defined in terms of SA)M as above, but since the homotopy type

of each square in the (4, v) plane for the Q, and w, configuration is equal to n,,, the
same homotopy type for the €, configuration is cancelled exactly.
S0 hy,» §o, are genuine SU(N) functions specifying U:
Ux,=0)=4g,,,
B =0)=0o, (3.14)

Ux,=a)=h,,

as a continuous function on the skeleton.

We can extend U(x,=x,=0) restricted to the edges of the cube x,=0
continuously to the square x, = x, =0, for all six possible combinations fixing U on
all sides of the cubes x,=0 [and x,=q, by using (3.12) and (2.9)]. Finally, since

,(SU(N))=0, we can contmuously extend U inside the cubes x,=0; (2.9) then
fixes U inside the cubes x,=a,.

Putting things together we have, restricted to the skeleton:
Gou=Ulx, =030,  ho,=Ulx,=ahg,. (3.15)

These cannot be extended to the whole of the cubes x, =0, respectively x,=a,,
because of the nontrivial homotopies. However

Q,=ho, 9o, = Ulx,=a)o,U(x,=0)""

makes the choice (3.7) possible.
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Fig. 3. The singularity structure of A(x,=0)

We can however make a maximal continuous extension A of o, and ho . Lo the
cubes such that

Alx,=0)=g,, and Ax,=a)=hy,. (3.16)

We necessarily have line singularities restricted in their topology by (2.9), (3.11),
and (3.12). A possible choice is depicted in Fig. 3. We can do the same for g,, and
hy, defining A. If we choose the position of the line singularities the same as for A,
(3 15) tells us that A4~* has a removable singular structure. [

U is a gauge function on the boundary of the four-dimensional hypercube
(which is homotopic to §°) so the homotopy type of U is an element of
n3(SU(N))=Z specified by v(U). Given Q, we can have different choices of U
belonging to different continuous extensions of U from the skeleton to the
boundary of the four-dimensional box. But by construction they can be con-
tinuously deformed into each other. So v is a unique function of Q,, which
topology is thus completely specified by n,, and v. The gauge invariance of v is
obvious from the transformation property of U [using (2.4)]

U'=QU. (3.17)

And it is easy to see that any two configurations of , with the same n,, and v are
gauge equivalent. Thus P should be a unique function of v and n,,,.

Since P is invariant under continuous deformations of the transition functions
we have:

P(Q,)=P(w,)+P(Q,)
(N—1)

= N K(I’l) +v, (318)

where we used Lemma (3.2) and the fact that:
1 - - - =a
wWU)= T2 Y1 d36,8,,,,[Tr((U0, U~ ) (U3, U ) (Us,U 1) Iy (319
i

In the appendix we will prove that P(f)u):v(U) as a simple application of the
general formula.

Now we also understand what happens if we add a multiple of N to n,,
(vielding n,,). We will have different @, in Theorem (3.1) in constructing U'".
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However by applying the theorem to w, itsell we have g;,=V(x,=0)g,,,

ho, = V(x,=a,)h,, [compare (3.15)] and consequently we can continuously de-

form UVinto U’, so v(U")=w(U) +v(V). On the other hand applying (3.18) to w;, we
N-1 . (N—1

have ( I )K(n)—( N )ic(n)+v(V).

So both expressions for P(Q2,) are equal. However the abelian contribution
differs by an integer which is precisely the homotopy type of the gauge
transformation (defined on the boundary of the box only) transforming w, into w,.
This is necessarily a nonabelian configuration.

4. Orthogonal Twist, Zero Action Configurations

Let us assume the existence of selfdual solutions for all possible topologies. This
then implies that there are solutions with different electric and magnetic fluxes but
equal action. The behaviour of x(n) is responsible for this. It boils down to having
n,, *Fn,,(modN) and w(n)=x(n') (mod N).

A striking consequence is then the existence of zero action solutions with
nontrivial topology, discovered on the lattice by Groeneveld [16] a.o., and called
twist eating configurations by them.

Zero action implies P=0 so these zero action configurations necessarily have
k(n)=0(mod N). Since zero action implies G,, =0 there is a gauge such that 4, =0.
In this gauge the multiple transition functions £, are constant. We call the twist
n,, satisfying x(n)=0(mod N) orthogonal, so we proved [5]:

Theorem (4.1). There exist zero action, orthogonal twist solutions iff there are
Q,eSU(N) such that * [Q,,Q,]=exp(2nin,,/N). [

With the remarks following Theorem 3.1 it is not hard to show uniqueness up
to constant gauge transformations! In the box we thus have leading perturbative
contributions to the ground state energies in a certain (e, m) sector.

Ambjern and Flyvbjerg [ 14] first showed the existence of zero classical energy
solutions in the continuum with arbitrary magnetic flux (m) by constructing
[Q;, Q;]=exp(2rie, ;my/N), which is in fact in the form of the above theorem for
time independent configurations. From the mathematical point of view it is the
interplay between the multiconnectedness of the hypertorus and the topology of
SU(N)/Z, which causes this behaviour [14]. From this formal point of view zero
energy solutions on general three spaces and for general gauge groups are studied
in Ref 15. This boils down to the search for zero action solutions in three
dimensional euclidean gauge theories.

Recently 't Hooft [5] proved the existence of £, as in Theorem (5.1) for N not
divisible by a prime squared. We will combine his ideas and those of Ref. 14 to
complete the proof for general N. The essential part is proving the result for
N =p° eecN (p will denote a prime). Let us first review the case where e=1.

Let P, QeSU(N) be such that [5, 14]:

[P,Q]=e*™ N, 4.1)

2 [Q,9,]1=0,00,"0", the group commutator

poevaey
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Then defining

Q,=P%Q% s, t, integers,

) (4.2)
[Q,,Q ]=exp(2nmi(s,t,—s,t,)/N),
the problem is reduced to finding s, and ¢, such that
A =s,t,—st,, n,=h,(modN). 4.3)

This automatically demands orthogonal twist, because x(i1)=0. Now one can
transform by an SL(4,7Z) transformation [here we do not need to restrict to
SL(4, Zy)In,, to the standard form:

ny,=ni;=n5,=0. (4.4)
Let {X,,} be an element of SL(4,Z) [or SL(4,Z,)], then:
n, XX ey
S, X Sy X ot 4.5)

K(n)—(detX)w(n) =r(n).

So k(n)=r 1,3 =0modN), if N is prime this implies either #},=0(modN) or
ny, =0(mod N) for which one can solve (4.3) easily [5].

It is not hard to see that in general a necessary condition for the solvability of
(4.3) is the condition (for convenience we uniquely label 0<n,, <N if u<v) that the
greatest common divisor (g.c.d.) of n,, and N [notation: g.cd. (n,, N)J equals 1.
This is because (4.3) would imply the existence of [,,€Z such that k(n+ NI)=0 or

K(n)

solvability of T—i_i " uﬂ'N’C(l) 0. Tt is also sufficient because taking

Ai=n+IN we can solve for s, and ¢, by bringing # in the form (4.4) and using
k() =0 as above (now as a genuine equation over Z, and not Zy).

It remains to prove solvability of x(n+ Nl)=0 for x(n)=0(modN) if g.c.d.
(n,,, N)=1 or more general:

Lemma (4.1). If g.cd. (n,,N)=1 we can find I, ,eZ, and qeZ such that
k(m)=r(n+N)+Ngq, 0Sk(n+NI)<N, and 0=n,, <N, Vu<v.

Proof.
Kk(n+ N+ Ng—~x(n)=iNn, L, +iN?1, ] +Ng=0.

uviuy uvtuy
Put m;=¢,3n;, a;=&,l,, ki=ny, b;=1,; so to solve:
(m-b)+(k-a)+ N(a-b)+¢=0.

Transformlng to the standard form (4.4) we have gcd. (n,,N)=1 iff gecd.
(13, M) 45 M5y, NY=1 [since we use SL(4,Z) transformations only]. So to solve:

myb, +Kyay + kya, + N(a| b + a,b), +ad3bs)+q=0,
choosing a3 =1, b} =0, by =b— a,b’, this boils down to solving:

bym)y + d, K, + dyky + DN +g=0
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for fixed m), k},k,, N. The solvability follows from the elementary algebraic
relation (a consequence of Euler’s remainder theorem):

Y(gZ)y=ged(g)Z. O (4.6)

We thus have the following simple corollary:

Corollary. When g.cd. (n,,, N)=10=n,, <N,u<v) and x(n)=0(modN) we can
find Q, as in (4.2), satisfying the condition in Theorem (4.1). [

Before proving the existence of Q, for the case N = p® we want to show that this
is sufficient to deal with the case of general N, We follow the method of Ref. 14,
splitting general N in its prime factors: N = H pi we have (@ is the direct sum, ®
is the tensor product):

=@ Zy,, Ni=pf,

4.7
SU(N)D@SU(Ni). .7

We thus decompose n,, and correspondingly 2, as follows:
Ny = Z(Npi" ei)nm R ngi,e ZNi , (48)

Q=R AeSUN).
From the decomposition of £, and the assumed existence of QY belonging to nf)

we have:
,]= [@ A, 901 Q XY, Q= [] exp(2min{)/N )

=exp(2ni(}. Np; “n))/N)=exp(2nin,,/N).

There is however one vital thing we forgot to prove. For the existence of
QPeSU(N,) we need x(n()) =0(mod N). Let us write N=N,N,, gcd. (N, N,)=1
then we can uniquely decompose n,,€Zyinto n,,=N,nl)+ N n2), neZ, , from
this we have

k(n)= N3x(n'V) + N2x(n?) (mod N)=0(mod N).

This necessarily implies x(n®)=0(modN}), as one can easily deduce from the
general solution of x(n”). Splitting the N,’s up further we can deduce the general
case,

We now finish the proof of the existence of zero action solutions for arbitrary
orthogonal twist and N by the following theorem:

Theorem (4.2). If N equals a prime to some positive power e(N =p¢), we can find
Q,eSU(N) such that

[Q,,Q]=exp(2rin,,/N)
for all n, € Zy satisfying x(n)=0(mod N).
Proof. We can write g.c.d. (n,)=r" p’, ged. (r,p)=1, feN. Let us first reduce the
case 2f >e to 2f <e. We have both x(n)=k-p°® (x(n)=0(mod N)) and x(n)=1-p>/

(gcd. (n,)=r-p’), so k contains p>/~° as a factor. Furthermore f<e so we can
define n,,=n,p" /79 and N'=Np~?/79=p>"/ and it is easy to deduce
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k(n')=0(mod N') and g.c.d. (n;w)zr-pe"f. So f'=e—f and ¢'=2(e— f). When we
can solve for Q,eSU(N') we choose Q,=Q (®@1,)" V. Thus we can assume
2f<e from now on.

There is a pair (i, vo) o<V such that 71, , p~/ is relative prime to p. We split
n,€Zy in nez, (i=1,2) (with N,=p*/, N,=p/) according to
n N n(”—i-N n(z) w1th

uv ()
(1) _ S __Lpe—2f— __ (1) (2) _ (2) _
np.ovo - nuom kp U VoLo n’ﬂovo nvo!to ke ZNz

and

(1) — 2)

uv —nuvp - > niw) =0
for the other pairs (i, v). Now

K(n)
m ~
K1) = |52 — ™)

and we can choose k such that x(n")=0(mod N,). We can apply the corollary to
find QVeSU(N,). Furthermore s’ =kJ, t(z)—éu gives Q?eSU(N,) as in
4.2). Puttmg things together Q, Q(1)®Q(2)GSU(N) yields the desired com-
mutation relations. [J

The existence of 2, as in Theorem (4.1) for each N are not only important for
zero action solutions, 't Hooft [5] also used them extensively in constructing
solutions with general twist, and in particular self dual solutions with minimal
nontrivial action.

5. Conclusions

We showed that ’t Hooft’s method for introducing gauge fields on the four-
dimensional box is equivalent to a principal fiber bundle on T#=5"' x §* x §' x §1,
with structure group SU(N)/Z,. It is the invariance of the fields in the box under
Z, which gave us the rich topological structure we found. Equivalently we can
take as structure group the adjoint of SU(N). Then the topological structure
associated with Zy is hidden in winding numbers.

One has a Pontryagin number expressible in the topological invariants of the
bundle. A new feature is that one can have configurations with equal Pontryagin
number but different topology. Intimately related with this is the existence of twist
eating configurations for arbitrary N and orthogonal twist as we proved in detail.
The explicit dependence of the Pontryagin number on the magnetic flux m is such
that one recovers the equivalent of Witten’s result [4, 13]; switching on the
#-parameter [12] gives a f-dependent electric flux. When we can do dynamics in
the box it is possible to study things like oblique confinement, introduced by
’t Hooft [13] in the continuum theory, in the box.

It is hoped that our complete understanding of the topology of gauge fields on
the hypertorus will be helpful in constructing explicit solutions of the euclidean
equations of motion. We would like to be able to restrict ourselves to (anti-)self
dual solutions. The solutions 't Hooft [ 5] constructed are only self dual if the ratio
of the a, satisfy certain conditions. It is thus conjectured that if this is not the case
the solutions are unstable.
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“b Fig. 4. A generic choice of sets Uj satisfying the conditions in

the appendix. We suppressed two dimensions

Once we have the classical solutions one can do semiclassical computations of
e.g. the relevant free energies, and hope that the weak coupling results can be
pushed far enough to be relevant for QCD.

Appendix

Here we prove a general theorem for the 1st Pontryagin or 2nd Chern class of a
4-dimensional compact manifold without boundary (generalization to other
manifolds is obvious). We apply the result to a proof of Lemma (3.1) and
P(Q,)=v(U) [compare (3.18) and (3.19)].

Notation. Let M be a compact manifold of real dimension 4 without a boundary
and {U,} a covering of M with open sets.

We choose {U5} a set of closed sets with U$ C U, which still cover M, but satisfy
the following properties: UinU{=dU{ndU and

UinUSn U =(UinUS)NAUS,

consequently these are 3 respectively 2-dimensional submanifolds. (See Fig. 4 for a
generic situation.) Furthermore our convention is such that [U;inUf]; denotes
UinU¢ with the orientation of oU; and [UinUSnUg]; denotes UinUSnU; with
the orlentatlon of dLUINU, A Iocal section of the connection 1- form on U, is
denoted by w; (=iddx{)), "and Q,=dw;+w; Aw, is the curvature 2-form on U
Here A is the wedge product of p-forms. The wedge product for n equal p-forms is
written as (p-form)". Finally o, transforms under a change of coordinate patch,
with transition functions g;; defined on U;nU , according to

— 1 —1
W;=g;; Ot i dgij'

Lemma (A.1).
— [Tr@AQ=LY [ Tr(g;dg;"))
M i,j [UinUSh
4L [ Trlgy dg,) N(dg095")

i, j, k (U AU A URL

7 USAUS,
+ Z j Tr((gi; 1dgij) /\((dgjk)g;kl))zgnzp(gij)'
i<j<k [UinUnULlL
Proof.
jTrQ/\Q ZjTrQ/\Q) Zde

1 Uj P Us

1Y | K-K),

i, WUinUSk
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%4// %/ W /\W/\‘

ue
)
Sty = = f k) = -fikji) = Jijki)= =S tikjh = Jikij)
S uinuin Uy = fLijk)

We suppressed one dimension

Fig. 5. Constructing the right sign in the expression for L.

where
Tr(2,AQ)=dK; and K,=Tr(w,Adw;+50,Ao,Aw).
A straightforward calculation gives, using w;=g;; w,g;;+9g;; 'dg;;:
K;—K;=3Tr((g;dg;; V) +dL;;,  Ly=Tr(w;Adg;)g;")-
Combining these results we find:
—ITr@A9=3Y. ] Trlgdg; M +zL [ Ly

i,j [UinUSY: i,j oUinUSL,

Z j L= Z f L;;

i,j olUINUSk k [USAUnUR:
_ 1
= Zg{j Lij+ j Lji+ j Lik+ .f Lki+ j ij+ j ij}
Lk Uik (jik) (ikj) (kij) (ke ji) (ki)
1 —1
= Y & | (Ly—Li—Ly+Ly—L+Ly=% Y. | Ly
i, j, ko {ijk) i, j,k (ijk)

(See Fig. 5, for convenience we defined (ijk)=[U;nUSNU],)
Expressing ; and o, In o; and using the cocycle condition g;,g ; =g;, to show
that

Adg; g —2dgi)gn " = 94(dge g Vi — 9:(dg )9 g7t
one finds that the w; dependence drops out and we are left with:
Ly=Tr(g;; (dg;) NMdg)gy) + Trlg (dg z) Ndg g5 )
Eiijk+ijki’ I:ijkETr(gi;l(dgij)/\(dgjk)gﬁcl)-

So
é Z Ly % { j Lij+ j i’jki}
i J, k (ijk) i jk Wijk) (ki)
:% Z j Tr(gi;l(dgij)/\(dgjk)g;kl)- O

i Jok (k)
The 1st Pontryagin Number is defined for a real vector bundle with transition
functions ¢;;,e GL(N,R) by [10]:
Tr(Q A QY

— (A1)

P1(9):]§4
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We have furthermore Q= % G,,dx, Adx, (in local coordinates) which puts (A.1) in

the form (1.3). Since we will always have an O(N) vector bundle [10], Q"= —Q and
Lemma (A.1) gives P,(€) in terms of transition functions only.

The 2nd Chern number is defined for a complex vector bundle with transition
functions g;;€ GL(N, €) by [10]'

CoAQ)= g 3‘ (Tr(QAQ)—Tr(Q) ATr (). (A.2)

For SU(N) vector bundles Tr(Q2)=0 and we have C,(€2)= — P, as defined in (1.3} in
terms of G,, Since we claimed a general formula for C,(€2) in terms of the
transition functions only we have to deal with the last term in (A.2):

Lemma (A.2).
~[T@ATH@= X [ Trlgy da) ATr((dg g ) =570l

i< j<k (UsnUjnULL

Proof. We can use the same technique as in Lemma (A.1), we now have
Tr(Q)=dTr(w) so

Tr(QINTr(Q)=dK;, K,=Tr(w)ANdTr(w,),
K,—K;=dL;, L;=Tr(w)ATr(g;"dg;),
where we used that d Tr(g;; 'dg;;)=0. Again define
Lijk:Lij—Lji‘Lik+Lki"ij+ij-
The cocycle condition this time implies
Tr(gi; Idgij) + Tr(Q;k 1dgjk) —Tr(gy 'dgy)=0
and also guarantees here absence of w, dependence. We find:
- Tr(gu 1dglj) /\ Tr(gjkldgjk) Tr( t; 1dglk) /\ Tr(glzlldgk])
_L L;kJa k_Tr(glj ldglj)/\Tr(ngldg]k)
So as in Lemma (A.1) we have:
—[Tr@ATr@=%Y | K=K,
M i,j WinUSk
:% Z ( f Lijk+ f Likj)' O
i, .k \(ijk) (ikj)
Theorem (A.1). (i) The first Pontryagin number for an O(N) vector bundle with
transition function g;;€ O(N) on a four-dimensional manifold is given by: P (Q)
= P(g,;), defined in Lemma (A.1).
(i) The second Chern number for a complex vector bundle with transition
Sunctions g;;€ GL(N, ) on a four-dimensional manifold is given by: C,(2)=0Q(g;)
— P(g;;), Q defined as in Lemma (A.2). (]

Let us now use this theorem for proving Lemma (3.1). For T* we take:

Uj={esx,Sa,—¢& u=1,23,4},
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and for u=1,2,3,4
Ui={lx|See<x,Za,—&; Vw+u},

taking ¢—0, with transition functions h,, and g,, as defined in Sect. 2. We do not
need the explicit form of the other sets U since the relevant intersections can be
described by the above alone.

It is obvious that we can read off from Fig, 1 the different contributions to
P(g;;) (in the limit -0, 6—0. In this figure U§ should be labelled different, but
there will be no confusion in the following). It is easy to see that we have for T*:

1 _
247'5 e j‘U ] Tr((gljdglj ) 24 2 Z j‘ "o Tr((hOMdhOu ) (gOMngul)S)'(A'3)
i<j Ia Hoxp=

The second term in P(g;;) needs somewhat more discussion. We will treat the case
where xe UinU§ has fixed x; and x, and we can read off the contributions from
Fig. 1:

Tr(hg'dhg, A (dh,)hish)

X2=4az

+Tr(h(;21dh02 A (dgzs)ggsl)
)=

+Tr(gedge, Ndg; )97

+Tr(gozldgoz (dhzs)hzs —(12). (A4

Xyp=a

It is conjectured that in general one can eliminate hj,, g,3, hy3, g, by using
(modZ,):

hys=ho(xy=a,)hq,(x,=a)h,s,

hy3=002 (x; =a)ho,(x,=0)g, 5,
13=0o1 (13 =0)gg,(x; =0)g,3,

g3 =hg(x,=0)go,(x,=a,)h,,.

We will only specialize to the situations mentioned in the beginning. First we
compute P(f) ) as defined in Theorem 3.1, see (3.18). By a gauge transformation we
can choose g, = U(x,=0), hy,= Ul(x,=a,). Equation (A.5) implies thus h13 hy,
=¢g,3=¢,; and (A. 4) is identical zero. So P(Q ) equals the contribution in (A.3).
Comparing with (3.19) we find P(Q )=v(U).

In proving Lemma (3.1) we choose Jo.=1, hy,=Q,. Using (A.5) we can
eliminate h;5, g¢y3, M3 ¢g,; in the following steps. Put into (A4)
hiy=hy,(x;=0)g,; and h,;=hy,(x,=0)g,, to find for the second term in P(g;;):

Tr((Q; 1(’1(22)x1 =a A (QldQ; 1)x2=0)
(2,00, = a,)2,(x, =) 1@, (x, = )2, (6, = 0) A gy 5dg ) — (152).

Furthermore we have ¢,;=g,, and using the consistency condition (2.2) the
second term cancels the same term with 1 and 2 interchanged. Combining (A.3)
with the above result generalized from the (1, 2) to the (g, v) contribution, correctly
taking care of the orientations, we find the expression of Lemma (3.1).

While completing this work we found that M. Liischer [17] derived a formula
of the type in Lemma (3.1) in a completely different context.
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