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We consider SU(N) Yang–Mills theory on R2,1 × S1, where S1 is a spatial circle. In the infrared limit of 
a small-circle radius the Yang–Mills action reduces to the action of a sigma model on R2,1 whose target 
space is a 2(N − 1)-dimensional torus modulo the Weyl-group action. We argue that there is freedom 
in the choice of the framing of the gauge bundles, which leads to more general options. In particular, 
we show that this low-energy limit can give rise to a target space SU(N)×SU(N)/ZN . The latter is the 
direct product of SU(N) and its Langlands dual SU(N)/ZN , and it contains the above-mentioned torus as 
its maximal Abelian subgroup. An analogous result is obtained for any non-Abelian gauge group.
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1. Introduction and summary

Pure Yang–Mills or QCD-like theories in four spacetime dimen-
sions are strongly coupled in the infrared limit. It is known that 
one can partially overcome this difficulty by compactifying Yang–
Mills theory on a circle S1

R with small radius R (see e.g. [1,2] and 
references therein). In the adiabatic limit, when the metric on S1

R
is scaled down, the d = 4 SU(N) Yang–Mills action can be reduced 
(already on the classical level) to the action of a d = 3 sigma model 
whose target space is T ×T ∨/W . Here, T = U(1)N−1 is the Cartan 
torus in SU(N) corresponding to Wilson loops around S1

R , and T ∨
is the Cartan torus in the Langlands dual SU(N)/ZN . The torus T ∨
parametrizes the dual (magnetic) photons on R2.1 and corresponds 
to ’t Hooft loops around S1

R [3,4]. Finally, W is the Weyl group, 
which for SU(N) is the finite permutation group SN .

The above-mentioned action on R2,1 may be augmented by 
an effective potential for the sigma-model scalar fields, which ap-
pears from an additional centre-stabilizing term breaking SU(N) 
to U(1)N−1 and from quantum loop corrections, as discussed e.g. 
in [5,6]. In our paper we focus on the derivation of kinetic terms 
in the low-energy limit of pure Yang–Mills theory. Therefore, for 
the time being, we ignore a possible symmetry-breaking potential.
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The main message of the paper is that there is important free-
dom in the choice of the framing1 of the gauge bundle, and that 
this leads to the option of enlarging the sigma-model target space 
from T ×T ∨/W to a non-Abelian group, up to the maximal space 
M = SU(N)×SU(N)/ZN . In other words, we shall show how the 
classical Yang–Mills model on R2,1 × S1

R can be reduced to a 
sigma model on R2,1 with non-Abelian target space M or a sub-
group thereof including the torus T ×T ∨ ∼= U(1)2(N−1) . For a gen-
eral gauge group G with weight lattice �w , the sigma-model target 
space will be M = G×G∨ , where G∨ denotes the Langlands dual 
group, whose weight lattice �∨

w is dual to �w . Thus, the target-
space geometry M of our sigma models obtained from Yang–Mills 
theory on R2,1 × S1

R in the small-R limit essentially depends on 
conditions imposed on the gauge potential A and the gauge trans-
formations along S1

R .
The Yang–Mills reduction to the Abelian sigma model on R2,1

(where M is toroidal) points at an Abelian confinement mech-
anism based on Dirac monopoles, Abelian vortices and the dual 
Meissner effect. The Abelian dual superconductor approach has 
various limitations, like any other confinement mechanism (see 
e.g. [1,10]). For this reason there have been efforts to extend 
the dual superconductor mechanism to models with non-Abelian 

1 A bundle over a manifold M is called framed over a submanifold N ⊂ M if its 
fibres over N are fixed. Framed bundles are often used in discussions of instantons 
and monopoles as well as on manifolds with boundaries, marked points, punctures 
etc. (see e.g. [7–9]).
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monopoles and non-Abelian vortices (see e.g. [1,10,11] and ref-
erences therein). The suggestion of this paper aims in the same 
direction.

2. Action functional

Space R2,1 × S1
R . We consider Yang–Mills theory on the direct 

product manifold R2,1 × S1
R with coordinates (xμ) = (xa, x3), where 

xa ∈ R
2,1 and x3 ∈ [0, 2π ], in which the metric reads

ds2
R = g R

μν dxμdxν = ηab dxadxb + R2(dx3)2 , (2.1)

where (ηab) = diag(−1, 1, 1) with a, b = 0, 1, 2, and the angular 
coordinate obeys x3 ∼ x3 + 2π . The dimensionful coordinate x̃3 =
Rx3 ∼ x̃3 + 2π R parametrizes the circle S1

R of radius R .
As Yang–Mills structure group we consider mainly G = SU(N), 

however an arbitrary semisimple compact Lie group G will also be 
discussed. Let Ii with i = 1, . . . , N2 −1 be a basis of the Lie algebra 
su(N) realized as N×N matrices (fundamental representation). We 
use the normalization condition

tr Ii I j = − 1
2δi j . (2.2)

For generators Ii in the adjoint representation of G we will use the 
same normalization (2.2) but with i = 1, . . . , dimG .

Gauge fields. Let us consider the principal SU(N)-bundle P over 
R

2,1 × S1
R and the associated complex vector bundle E →R

2,1 × S1
R

with fibres V = C
N . Let A be a gauge potential (a connection on 

P and E) with values in su(N), so that

F = dA+A∧A = 1
2Fμν dxμ ∧ dxν with

Fμν = ∂μAν − ∂νAμ + [Aμ,Aν ] (2.3)

is the su(N)-valued gauge field (curvature of A). On R2,1 × S1
R we 

have the obvious splitting

A = Aμ dxμ = Aa dxa +A3 dx3 ,

F = 1
2Fμν dxμ ∧ dxν = 1

2Fab dxa ∧ dxb +Fa3 dxa ∧ dx3 . (2.4)

For unit radius R = 1, indices of Fμν are raised by the non-
deformed inverse metric tensor (gμν) = (ηab, 1). On the deformed 
space R2,1 × S1

R , however, we must raise them with the metric 
(2.1), and thus the contravariant field components are

Fab
R = gac

R gbd
R Fcd = ηacηbdFcd = Fab and

Fa3
R = gac

R g33
R Fc3 = ηac R−2Fc3 = R−2Fa3 . (2.5)

Action. We consider the standard Yang–Mills action functional

S = − 1

2e2

∫

R2,1×S1

d4x
√

|det g R | trFμνFμν
R

= − 1

2e2 R

∫

R2,1×S1

d4x tr
(

R2 FabFab + 2Fa3Fa3) , (2.6)

where e is the gauge coupling constant. Here we used (2.5) as well 
as det(g R

μν) = −R2. We do not consider the topological θ -term 
since finally it will only change the metric on the moduli space.
3. Adiabatic approach

“Slow” and “fast” variables. The adiabatic approach to differential 
equations, based on the introduction of “slow” and “fast” variables, 
exists for more than 90 years and is used in many areas of physics. 
Briefly, if “slow” variables parametrize a space X and “fast” vari-
ables parametrize a space Y (of dimensions p and q, respectively) 
then on the direct product manifold Z = X × Y one should con-
sider a metric

gε = g X + ε2 gY , (3.1)

where g X is a metric on X , gY is a metric on Y and ε ∈ [0, ∞) is a 
real parameter. The adiabatic limit refers to the geometric process 
of shrinking a metric in some directions while leaving it fixed in 
the others, g X in the case (3.1). That is, one studies differential 
equations on Z = X × Y with the metric (3.1) and the small-ε limit 
in these equations. More generally, the adiabatic method applies 
to a fibration Z → X or if X is a calibrated submanifold of Z (see 
e.g. [12]).

Slow soliton dynamics. In the simplest case X = R with g X = −1
(time axis) one looks at solutions of differential equations on Y
(“static” solutions) and then switches on a “slow” dependence on 
time. By using this approach, Manton has shown [13] that, in 
the “slow-motion limit”, monopole dynamics in Minkowski space 
R

3,1 = R
0,1 × R

3,0 = X × Y can be described by geodesics in the 
moduli space Mn

Y of static n-monopole solutions. In other words, 
it was shown [13,7,14] that the Yang–Mills–Higgs model on R3,1

for slow motion reduces to a sigma model in one dimension whose 
target space is the n-monopole moduli space Mn

Y of solutions to 
the Yang–Mills–Higgs equations on Y =R

3.
On three-dimensional manifolds Y with a boundary ∂Y , in-

stead of monopoles one may consider nontrivial flat connections 
and the slow dynamics of Chern–Simons “solitons”; this was done 
in [15,16]. The adiabatic approach was also extended to vortices 
in 1 + 2 dimensions, to Seiberg–Witten equations in d = 4 Eu-
clidean dimensions, and to instantons viewed as moving solitons 
in d = q+1 ≥ 5 dimensions (see e.g. [14,17–19] for reviews and 
references).

Sigma models on the space X of slow variables. As far as we know, 
the adiabatic reduction of (super-)Yang–Mills theory in p+q ≥ 4
dimensions with q ≥ 2 to sigma models in p ≥ 2 dimensions 
has been investigated for the first time in the physics literature 
in [20–22] and in the mathematical literature in [9,23,24]. The 
case q = 1 with Y = S1 was studied in [3,4], where N = 2 and 
N = 4 supersymmetric gauge theories on R2,1 × S1

R were reduced 
to sigma models on R2,1.

General scheme of adiabatic reduction. For Yang–Mills equations 
on a (p+q)-dimensional manifold X × Y with a metric (3.1), adia-
batic reduction implies the following sequential steps:
1) One classifies the Yang–Mills solutions on Y not depending on 
the coordinates on X and describes the moduli space MY of such 
solutions. For q = 1 one should consider flat connections on Y .
2) One assumes that the gauge potential A = AX +AY has AX �=
0 and that A depends on the coordinates xa of X only via the 
moduli-space MY coordinates Xi , i.e. by allowing for Xi = Xi(xa)

in A(Xi).
3) One substitutes A = AX +AY into the Yang–Mills action func-
tional on X × Y with the metric (3.1) and performs its small-ε
limit. Then one shows that Yang–Mills theory on X × Y reduces to 
a sigma model describing maps from X into the moduli space MY . 
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For p = 3 and q = 1, the target space is enhanced to MX × MY , 
where MX denotes the moduli space of dual gauge fields on X , to 
be discussed later.

We emphasize that the geometry of the moduli space MY de-
pends essentially on the details of the bundles and connections in-
volved. For instance, for flat connections on two-dimensional man-
ifolds, the geometry of the moduli space MY depends on a bound-
ary (if any) of Y , on the number of marked points and punctures, 
on what kind of bundles is considered (irreducible or reducible, 
framed or unframed, with holomorphic or parabolic structure, etc.) 
and so on (see e.g. [8,9,25–27]). As far as we know, for Y = S1

only reducible bundles with tori as moduli spaces were considered 
(see e.g. [3,4,2,6]). However, the case of flat connections on two-
dimensional spaces Y mentioned above shows that one can have 
more than one possibility, that more general cases may be consid-
ered. This is what we want to discuss below.

4. Connections on S1 and their holonomy

G-bundles over S1. Let G be a semisimple compact Lie group,2 g

its Lie algebra, P = S1 × G → S1 be a trivial principal G-bundle 
over Y = S1 and AS1 a connection one-form on P . It will be 
convenient to parametrize the unit circle S1 by exp(2π iϕ) ∈ S1

with ϕ = x3/2π ∈ [0, 1]. The connection AS1 belongs to the space 
NS1 := �1(S1, g) of one-forms on S1 with values in g.3 The loop 
group LG = C∞(S1, G) of gauge transformations in P acts on NS1

by the formula

f ∈ LG : AS1 �→ A f
S1 = f −1AS1 f + f −1d̆ f with

d̆ = dx3∂3 = dϕ∂ϕ . (4.1)

Note that f (ϕ+1) = f (ϕ) for f (ϕ) ∈ LG (periodicity).

Holonomy map. For any ϕ ∈ [0, 1] we introduce the map

hϕ : NS1 
 AS1 �→ hϕ(AS1) ∈ G (4.2)

which is defined as the unique solution to the differential equa-
tion [27]

h−1
ϕ (AS1) d̆hϕ(AS1) = AS1 with h0(AS1) = Id . (4.3)

For this map we have the invariance condition

hϕ(A f
S1) = f −1(1)hϕ(AS1) f (ϕ) , (4.4)

where A f
S1 is given in (4.1). The map (4.2) assigns to any A

S1 ∈
N

S1 a section (ϕ, hϕ) ∈ S1 × G of the G-bundle P = S1 × G over 
S1. Note that hϕ is not periodic in ϕ , i.e. h0 �= h1, since hϕ defines 
a line segment in the group G which covers S1 in the base of 
fibration P → S1. In fact, h1 is the holonomy of A

S1 defining a 
Wilson loop around S1.

Recall that the based loop group �G ⊂ LG = �G � G is defined 
as the kernel of the evaluation map LG → G, f (ϕ) �→ f (1), and 
therefore �G = LG/G . At the endpoint ϕ = 1 we get the holonomy 
map

h1 : NS1 → G , (4.5)

2 Here we consider instead of SU(N) a semisimple compact Lie group G since this 
does not change the discussion.

3 We identify g and its standard dual g∗ using the Killing–Cartan form on g
which is proportional to (2.2) for g = su(N).
where hϕ is defined by (4.3). From (4.3) and (4.4) one sees that 
the action of �G on N

S1 is free,4

h1(A f
S1) = h1(AS1) ⇔ A f

S1(1) = AS1(1) for f ∈ �G ,

(4.6)

and the holonomy map (4.5) is injective on the quotient of N
S1 =

�1(S1, g) by �G . Thus, (4.5) is the projection in the principal 
�G-bundle over G , and N

S1 is the total space of this bundle [27].

Abelianization. Consider now the holonomy element h1(AS1 ) ∈ G
which parametrizes a flat connection A

S1 . From (4.4) we see that 
under gauge transformations f ∈ LG it is transformed as

h1(A f
S1) = f −1(1)h1(AS1) f (1) , (4.7)

i.e. only global gauge transformations defined by constant matri-
ces f (1) ∈ G act on h1(AS1 ). It is known that by a suitable choice 
of f (1) ∈ G one can transform any element h1(A

S1 ) ∈ G to an ele-
ment in T /W ⊂ G , where T is a maximal torus (Cartan torus) in G
and W is the Weyl group of G . The moduli space of A

S1 is defined 
as the quotient of N

S1 under the action of the group LG of gauge 
transformations. In this case, the gauge orbits are parametrized by 
the orbifold T /W . This is usually meant by “Abelianization”.

Although the reduction of the group G to its maximal Abelian 
subgroup is quite popular, many papers claim that it is not natural 
and not even obligatory (see e.g. [1,10,11] and references therein). 
We join these arguments by suggesting to control Abelianization 
through the framing of bundles.5

Framed bundles and moduli of A
S1 . Recall that a bundle E over a 

manifold Y is called framed over a point p ∈ Y if its fibre E p over 
this point is fixed and therefore cannot be transformed by gauge 
transformations. This means that matrices f of gauge transforma-
tions at this point are restricted to the identity, f (p) = Id, i.e. the 
group G of gauge transformations in the bundle E reduces to 
the subgroup G0 which keeps E p unchanged. Framing a principal 
G-bundle P over Y at a point p ∈ Y is achieved by simply fixing a 
point hp in the fibre G p over p. For instantons on Y = R

4, bundles 
are framed at infinity in R4, which forbids global gauge trans-
formations and renders the instanton moduli space hyper-Kähler. 
Similarly, for monopoles on R3, bundles are framed at infinity in 
R

3, which prevents global Abelian gauge transformations gener-
ated by the Cartan torus T in the gauge group G . Only after this 
framing one obtains a hyper-Kähler structure on the moduli space 
of monopoles. In both cases of instantons and monopoles, the use 
of unframed bundles is not natural since the hyper-Kähler struc-
ture on their moduli spaces is important for various calculations 
and theoretical predictions. In the same spirit, we suggest to frame 
our G-bundles over S1 at the point ϕ = 1 on S1. Then (4.1)–(4.7)
imply that after framing one cannot transform via (4.7) the holon-
omy element h1(AS1 ) to the Cartan subgroup T ⊂ G , since global 
gauge transformations are no longer allowed. The admissible gauge 
transformations now belong to the based loop group �G , and the 
moduli space M

S1 of flat connections A
S1 on P → S1 is therefore 

the entire group manifold G .

Dependence on R . The radius R of the circle S1
R is a free external 

parameter. Hence, one can in principle introduce a dependence on 
R in the coordinates Xi on M

S1
∼= G in such a way that for R < R0

4 Recall that f (1) = Id for f ∈ �G .
5 It is possible to make the reduction from G to T ⊂ G dependent on extra con-

ditions or parameters (see below).
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the group G is reduced to some closed subgroup H ⊂ G (contrac-
tion) containing T and for R ≥ R0 one has the whole group G . Here 
R0 is some fixed scale parameter. By engineering a suitable depen-
dence Xi = Xi(R), scenarios may be envisioned which are more 
refined than those in the literature for gauge models compactified 
on S1

R .

5. Sigma-model effective action

In this final section we consider a gauge group G having in 
mind G = SU(N) with generators Ii and trace (2.2). However, one 
can easily generalize all formulæ to a compact semisimple Lie 
group G by introducing a proper trace normalized as (2.2). Then 
in A = Ai I i and F = F i I i one can take Ii as generators of SU(N) 
or as generators of G . Thus, we discuss the generic case and keep 
G = SU(N) as an illustration.

Dependence on xa ∈ R
2,1. In Section 4 we have executed step 

(1) of the adiabatic approach algorithm and described the moduli 
space M

S1 of connections A
S1 on S1

R . Now we return to Yang–

Mills theory on R2,1 × S1
R as discussed in Section 2 and assume, 

according to step (2), that the gauge potential A = A
R2,1 + A

S1

depends on xa ∈ R
2,1 only via the coordinates Xi on the moduli 

space M
S1 , i.e.

Xi = Xi(xa) and Aμ = Aμ(Xi(xa), x3) . (5.1)

These moduli parameters X = {Xi} define a map6

X : R
2,1 → G (5.2)

from R2,1 to the moduli space M
S1

∼= G .

Infinitesimal change of A3. For any fixed xa ∈R
2,1, the part A

S1 =
A

S1 (Xi(xa), x3) of the gauge potential A belongs to the space N
S1 , 

which is fibred (see (4.5)) over the moduli space G parametrized 
by coordinates Xi . We introduce the tangent bundle TN

S1 of N
S1

as a fibration

h1∗ : TNS1 → T G (5.3)

with fibres TA
S1

�G ∼= �g at any point A
S1 ∈ G . For any given 

point A
S1 ∈ G we have TA

S1
G ∼= g and therefore

TA
S1
NS1 = h∗

1TA
S1

G ⊕ TA
S1

�G ∼= g⊕ �g . (5.4)

Note that xa is an “external” parameter for A
S1 in (5.3) and (5.4), 

and the derivatives

∂aAS1 = ∂ Xi

∂xa
∂iAS1 with ∂i = ∂

∂ Xi
(5.5)

belong to the space TA
S1
N

S1 for any xa ∈ R
2,1. According to (5.4), 

one can decompose the derivatives (5.5) into two parts,

∂aA3 = (∂a Xi)ξi3 + D3(εi∂a Xi) , (5.6)

where

ξi3 ≡ δiA3 (5.7)

belongs to TA
S1

G ∼= g and εi belongs to TA
S1

�G ∼= �g, i =
1, . . . , dimG . These εi are arbitrary g-valued gauge parameters, and

6 Not to be confused with the space X .
εa := εi∂a Xi (5.8)

are their pull-back to R2,1.
It is natural to fix εi by requiring

D3ξi3 = 0 ⇔ D2
3εi = D3∂iA3 (5.9)

so that ξi3 are orthogonal to infinitesimal gauge transformations of 
A

S1 generated by εi . Note that these g-valued gauge parameters εi

define a connection εidXi on the moduli space M
S1 (cf. [20,22]), 

and εa from (5.8) define a connection εadxa on a G-bundle over 
R

2,1 pulled back from the connection εidXi on M
S1 .

“Electric” part of effective action. We discussed in detail the 
A

S1 -part of the connection A = A
R2,1 + A

S1 on R2,1 × S1
R . On 

the other hand, the components Aa for A
R2,1 = Aadxa are yet 

not fixed. It is natural to identify them with the sum of εa from 
(5.8) [22] and arbitrary g-valued functions χa = χ i

a(X j)ξi3 which 
belong to the kernel of D3 due to (5.9),

Aa = χa + εa ⇒
Fa3 = ∂aA3 − D3Aa = (∂a Xi)ξi3 ∈ TA

S1
G ∼= g . (5.10)

Both Aadxa and (χa +εa)dxa can be considered as gauge potentials 
on R2,1 with values in the loop algebra Lg = g ⊕ �g. Substituting 
(5.10) into (2.6), we obtain the term

− 1

e2 R

∫

R2,1×S1

d4x ηab trFa3Fb3 = 1

e2 R

∫

R2,1

d3x ηab gi j ∂a Xi∂b X j ,

(5.11)

where

gij = −
∫

S1

dx3 tr(δiA3 δ jA3) (5.12)

is a metric on the group G in the holonomic basis. Thus, this part 
of the action (2.6) reduces to the action of a sigma model on R2,1

with target M
S1

∼= G .

“Magnetic” part of effective action. Concerning the first term in 
the action (2.6), the logic is as follows [3,4,6]. If the components 
Fab are nonsingular for R → 0 then this term is negligible for 
small R in comparison with the term (5.11), so it can be dis-
carded. On the other hand, if we allow RFab to remain finite for 
R → 0, then for the Abelian case M

S1
∼= T /W one can dualize to a 

“magnetic” photon [3,4,6]. In particular, the dual Abelian potential 
Ã= Ãμdxμ on R2,1 × S1 is subject to

1

e
Fab = e

R
εc

ab ∂cÃ3 , (5.13)

where the moduli space of Ã3 (the component of Ã along S1) is 
parametrized by a dual torus T ∨ , which is a maximal torus in the 
Langlands dual group G∨ . Substituting (5.13) into the action (2.6)
one generates the term

e2

R

∫

R2,1

d3x ηab g̃αβ ∂a X̃α∂b X̃β , (5.14)

where X̃α, α = 1, . . . , r, are coordinates on T ∨ ⊂ G∨ and g̃αβ is a 
metric on T ∨ . Of course, in this Abelian case in (5.11) one should 
keep only Xα ∈ T .
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The action (5.14) can be generalized to the non-Abelian case. 
For this, let us admit a dual gauge potential Ã = Ãadxa + Ã3dx3

taking values in the dual Lie algebra LieG∨ and the corresponding 
dual gauge field

F̃ = 1
2 F̃μνdxμ ∧ dxν with

F̃μν = ∂μÃν − ∂νÃμ + [Ãμ, Ãν ] , (5.15)

where F̃μν = F̃ i
μν Ĩ i with generators Ĩ i of G∨ . Then to Ã3 and F̃a3

one can apply the same logic as to A3 and Fa3. We conclude that 
the moduli space of Ã3 living on S1 is the dual Lie group G∨ and

F̃a3 = (∂a X̃ i)δiÃ3 , (5.16)

where X̃ i are local coordinates on G∨ . The duality between Fμν

and F̃μν on R2,1 × S1 is given by

1

e
F i

μν = e

2

√
|det g R | εμνλσ F̃ iλσ

R , (5.17)

where gμν
R from (2.5) is used for raising indices of F̃ i

μν . It follows 
from (5.17) that

1

e
F i

ab = e

R
εc

abF̃
i
c3 . (5.18)

Using (5.16) and (5.18), we obtain

− 1

2e2 R

∫

R2,1×S1

d4x R2 trFabFab

= 1

4e2 R

∫

R2,1×S1

d4x R2 δklFk
abF

lab

= e2

R

∫

R2,1

d3xηab g̃i j∂a X̃ i∂b X̃ j , (5.19)

where

g̃i j = 1

2

∫

S1

dx3 δkl (δiÃk
3 δ jÃl

3) (5.20)

is a metric on the group G∨ in the holonomic basis. Thus, for small 
radius R of the circle S1

R the Yang–Mills action on R2,1 × S1
R can 

be reduced to the effective action of a sigma model on R2,1 with 
target G×G∨ ,

Seff = 1

R

∫

R2,1

d3x
( 1

e2
ηab gi j∂a Xi∂b X j + e2ηab g̃i j∂a X̃ i∂b X̃ j

)
.

(5.21)

For G = SU(N), this is the group SU(N)×SU(N)/ZN . For the 
Abelian case this action agrees with those considered in the lit-
erature.

Acknowledgements

We thank Aleksey Cherman and Mohamed Anber for com-
ments. This work was partially supported by the Deutsche Fors-
chungsgemeinschaft grant LE 838/13. It is based upon work from 
COST Action MP1405 QSPACE, supported by COST (European Coop-
eration in Science and Technology).

References

[1] J. Greensite, An introduction to the confinement problem, Lect. Notes Phys. 821 
(2011) 1.

[2] K. Aitken, A. Cherman, E. Poppitz, L.G. Yaffe, QCD on a small circle, Phys. Rev. 
D 96 (2017) 096022, arXiv:1707.08971 [hep -th].

[3] N. Seiberg, E. Witten, Gauge dynamics and compactification to three dimen-
sions, in: Saclay 1996, The Mathematical Beauty of Physics, pp. 333–366, 
arXiv:hep -th /9607163.

[4] N. Seiberg, Notes on theories with 16 supercharges, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 67 
(1998) 158, arXiv:hep -th /9705117.

[5] M. Unsal, L.G. Yaffe, Center-stabilized Yang–Mills theory: Confinement and 
large N volume independence, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 065035, arXiv:0803 .0344
[hep -th].

[6] M.M. Anber, E. Poppitz, On the global structure of deformed Yang–Mills theory 
and QCD(adj) on R3 ×S

1, J. High Energy Phys. 10 (2015) 051, arXiv:1508 .00910
[hep -th].

[7] M.F. Atiyah, N.J. Hitchin, The Geometry and Dynamics of Magnetic Monopoles, 
Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1988.

[8] S. Elitzur, G.W. Moore, A. Schwimmer, N. Seiberg, Remarks on the canonical 
quantization of the Chern–Simons–Witten theory, Nucl. Phys. B 326 (1989) 108.

[9] S.K. Donaldson, Boundary value problems for Yang–Mills fields, J. Geom. Phys. 
8 (1992) 89.

[10] K.I. Kondo, S. Kato, A. Shibata, T. Shinohara, Quark confinement: dual super-
conductor picture based on a non-Abelian Stokes theorem and reformulations 
of Yang–Mills theory, Phys. Rep. 579 (2015) 1, arXiv:1409 .1599 [hep -th].

[11] K. Konishi, Confinement, non-Abelian monopoles, and 2D CP(N − 1) model on 
the worldsheet of finite-length strings, EPJ Web Conf. 137 (2017) 03010, arXiv:
1611.04006 [hep -th].

[12] G. Tian, Gauge theory and calibrated geometry, Ann. Math. 151 (2000) 193, 
arXiv:math /0010015 [math -dg].

[13] N.S. Manton, A remark on the scattering of BPS monopoles, Phys. Lett. B 110 
(1982) 54.

[14] N.S. Manton, P. Sutcliffe, Topological Solitons, Cambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge, 2004.

[15] O. Lechtenfeld, A.D. Popov, Yang–Mills moduli space in the adiabatic limit, 
J. Phys. A 48 (2015) 425401, arXiv:1505 .05448 [hep -th].

[16] A. Seraj, D. Van den Bleeken, Strolling along gauge theory vacua, J. High Energy 
Phys. 08 (2017) 127, arXiv:1707.00006 [hep -th].

[17] A.G. Sergeev, Adiabatic limit in the Ginzburg–Landau and Seiberg–Witten equa-
tions, Proc. Steklov Inst. Math. 289 (2015) 227.

[18] A. Deser, O. Lechtenfeld, A.D. Popov, Sigma-model limit of Yang–Mills instan-
tons in higher dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B 894 (2015) 361, arXiv:1412 .4258
[hep -th].

[19] T.A. Ivanova, Scattering of instantons, monopoles and vortices in higher dimen-
sions, Int. J. Geom. Methods Mod. Phys. 13 (2016) 1650032, arXiv:1510 .07826
[hep -th].

[20] J.A. Harvey, A. Strominger, String theory and the Donaldson polynomial, Com-
mun. Math. Phys. 151 (1993) 221, arXiv:hep -th /9108020.

[21] J.A. Harvey, G.W. Moore, A. Strominger, Reducing S-duality to T-duality, Phys. 
Rev. D 52 (1995) 7161, arXiv:hep -th /9501022.

[22] M. Bershadsky, A. Johansen, V. Sadov, C. Vafa, Topological reduction of 4d SYM 
to 2d sigma models, Nucl. Phys. B 448 (1995) 166, arXiv:hep -th /9501096.

[23] S. Dostoglou, D.A. Salamon, Self-dual instantons and holomorphic curves, Ann. 
Math. 139 (1994) 581.

[24] S.K. Donaldson, R.P. Thomas, Gauge theory in higher dimensions, in: The Geo-
metric Universe, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1998.

[25] V.B. Mehta, C.S. Seshadri, Moduli of vector bundles on curves with parabolic 
structures, Math. Ann. 248 (1980) 205.

[26] G.D. Daskalopoulos, R.A. Wentworth, Geometric quantization for the moduli 
space of vector bundles with parabolic structure, in: Geometry, Topology and 
Physics, Campinas, 1996, de Gruyter, Berlin, 1997, p. 119.

[27] A. Alekseev, A. Malkin, E. Meinrenken, Lie group valued moment maps, J. Differ. 
Geom. 48 (1998) 445.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib31s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib31s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib32s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib32s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib33s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib33s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib33s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib34s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib34s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3561s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3561s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3561s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib35s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib35s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib35s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib36s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib36s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib37s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib37s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib38s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib38s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib39s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib39s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib39s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3130s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3130s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3130s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3131s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3131s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3132s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3132s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3133s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3133s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3134s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3134s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3135s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3135s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3136s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3136s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3137s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3137s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3137s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3138s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3138s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3138s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3139s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3139s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3230s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3230s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3231s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3231s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3232s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3232s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3233s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3233s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3234s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3234s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3235s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3235s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3235s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3236s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(18)30297-1/bib3236s1

	Non-Abelian sigma models from Yang-Mills theory compactiﬁed on a circle
	1 Introduction and summary
	2 Action functional
	3 Adiabatic approach
	4 Connections on S1 and their holonomy
	5 Sigma-model effective action
	Acknowledgements
	References


