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O RMEIICEHRT 2 771 ThH 5,

ZNETICZDIET QCD & AR ENR
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DeGrand *° Toussaint 12 & > TIEF L TER
Z 417z Abelian monopole % {#i - 73 Tl
[4]. POHEISERG 2 R % X 9 BffR
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o> TIR2 ) 2 L, DF b A7 —EfiffHo R
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ZHEULREEZ OND, ARIRERICE VT
string tension (FRE LA IR (%D,
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AOMH E SN B HEB M EofiEic B vy
T, spatial string tension & FEEN % &ED3Y
OTHRVHROMEE LTES 2 LRSI
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Abelian 7 — P ® link 28 u,(s) 1&
SU(2) 77— % Non-Abelian @ link Z %2>
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(5)
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JEHE D string tension o THIUL, 225
] Ny, &R Ny O link 228006, Wil-
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Table 1: #4&TH A X TD simulation /%7
A =% Ngmea \&. smearing ODHEHAE, o
\& smearing DY 7% /8F7 A =5 Neop g 137
B Npge 137 5 07 — V28D ML,

lattice size | Nomea | @ Neong | Nrgt
243 x 2 10 0.3 | 150000 | 5000
243 x 4 30 0.3 | 45000 | 5000
243 % 6 40 0.3 | 65000 | 5000
243 x 8 60 0.4 | 48000 | 5000
243 x 8 50 0.4 6400 5000
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pseudo potential & Abehan pseudo potential
ETAYTAVTICEOTRDINR T A—=F %
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b, FfkD 2 L 2R L T 5, & pseudo po-
tential Zi/N 2 FEICE>TH(3) T74v b
L T8 59172 Non-Abelian spatial string ten-
sion D7 4y T4 ¥ 785 X—%% Table 2 IZ,
Abelian spatial string tension D 7 4 v T 4 ¥
785 X —% % Table 3 2Rk T 5,

Table 2: Non-Abelian pseudo potential D 7
AT AV TINGA=F,

Nt R’ UQZ,A (R) fit range x?/n.d.f
24 5 0.0083(1) 4-8 0.0293
8 3 0.0148(1) 4-7 0.8350
6 3 00230(2) 47 0.9110
42 00427(1) 49 1.0787
2 3 0.1257(1) 2-9 0.9661

Table 3: Abelian pseudo potential O 7 4 v
TAVINGRA—=H,

Nt R’ Uép(R) fit range x?/n.d.f
24 4 0.0082(15) 48 0.1058
8 2 0.0145(3) 4-8 0.6944
6 3 0.0238(13) 4-10 1.0591
4 2 0.0433(8) 4-10 1.0240
2 2 0.1260(2) 2.8 0.9966
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Table 4: 02, & oll4 DL,
lattice size T/T. o4, /ol"
25 x24 0 0.99(18)
243 x 8 2 1.02(2)

243 x 6  2.67  0.97(2)

243 x 4 4 0.97(5)

(2)

243 x 2 8 1.00(2
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RIZ, spatial string tension D A
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Vs = cg*(T)T (15)
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(15) Ziiti 7§ EMREL T, 74y MITK DT
5N 7R % Table 5 ICEEET %,

Table 5: X (15) 2 HV 774y 747D
!(‘:lgl:%o

C AT/Tc
0.362(7)  0.083(8)
0.371(13)  0.073(13)

Non-Abelian
Abelian

Table 5 & D, Non-Abelian spatial string
tension & Abelian spatial sting tension @ 7
4T A4V IINTG A= o, Ap (FFEDHIPH
NT—EL T3 Z EHARILS, DED,
Non-Abelian spatial string tension & FIBRIZ,
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B. D% D&Mk Z 220 S H 72 KD spatial
string tension DIMEHRFIEE R L T 5%, &3
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Fig. 5: reweighting ¥ % f\ > CEt# L 72 Non-
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spatial string tension O EMWK G123
(15) 27z T EAREL T, 74y MIZK DS
5 N7 fG W% Table 5 IZEE#T 5,

Table 6: X (15) 274y F4 v 7D
il R

C AT/TC

Non-Abelian  0.357(18)  0.094(20)
Abelian  0.367(25)  0.079(27)

2o H & b, Non-Abelian &
Abelian @ spatial string tension 2* 555
N7 e, Ap EHITHEDHBT—HLTE
D, T > 2T, OHPATF UE KA 2 Ko
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12, EEAH O spatial string tension IZEH L T
Abelian dominance 235372 L T2 3%,

KIT reweighting ¥ % H > 7z force O ¥
22 W, Hifiii £ CRBRIC, force I2XF %
monopole DT —FIZIFERANPKEL, ¥
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PRI 779 % 2 & 72 < monopole dominance
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FEH

AR SU(2) 7 — P Bl B 1) 5 IFE
B ED—D2TdH % spatial string tension
WIZHEH L, Z24UIX9 % Abelian % monopole
o DEE 27—V EESRMF RS TICHE
L7z, MIElX, Wilson fEF. B =2.74, ¥+
F 4 2 243 % N,(N; = 24,8,6,4,2) % i\ 7
Monte Carlo simulation 12 & D EfT L7z, 7 —
PAE e TH % Non-Abelian spatial string
tension ., DARGIC Bali 512X >THR6NT
BOH., SEW8F X —4% T, spatial string
tension DRBEIKAFNECIE T IR D 22
ZERER I T3 (18],

spatial string tension IZX§ % Abelian
monopole 2> 5 D& 512 DT b T fEik
etk 2 R 2 729 reweighting ¥ % T
B = 2.75-2.79 O#HiH T spatial string ten-
sion 8 X U force ZWE L 72, 46 N7 fiR
X, BTD/RF X —=FFHITE T, Abelian
spatial sting tension I3 Non-Abelian spatial
string tension Dfi%z X < HEL L, KD
#eFE: 72 <. Abelian dominance H33Z L T
W3 ZEEMER L 72, ¥ 7. monopole D spa-
tial string tension ~DZFHAZ DV T, 4[|
DFHETIEREN T TR AL 74y T4V 7
WK DEZ/RS Z EDITERD >, force
ZWETZILICED, RODREWEIAT
Non-Abelian force & monopole force 23—3X
TOMT RS LR, T4 spatial
string tension IZXF L T, monopole 7» & DFF
E0EBEREEEZ R L 0w EE2RLT
W3,



X 51T, spatial string tension DR LKA
M2FANL T LIZX D, Non-Abelian & & O
Abelian & b2 T > 2T, DFEIE T dimensional
reduction (Z & % 3 XouA &G & PRI
BDIRBIEDE—HL T3 2 EHERI N, W
TNOFERD ., T4 E TIE MA gauge [EES
L GBI ORMErD SNTEY, 7—
PR %X 712 Abelian % monopole D
HFL2WEL DI ZRIBHHDTDI ETH
%, Sl o Rk, 7F— Y REESREMI
& 53 magnetic monopole 23JEEA UiA D AHIZ
BULTHIEEHMRZH-> T 2 AlREMEZ R
BRLTWw3, 2070, FHLADHLE I N
20 % =0 IN—F 277 A2 THNLMD
JEBEN 72 IOV T D, monopole DEH-%
WD TR ICBth S B ITREME 2 R0,
CZICERE T 2 INAIE, SR [24] TR
LT3,
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