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The monopoles play important roles in physics. In this work we discuss the new monopoles in non-
Abelian gauge theories, the standard model, the Georgi-Glashow model, and QCD. The standard
model has two totally different types of monopoles, the Cho-Maison type monopoles which have the
weak boson dressing and the electromagnetically neutral magnetic monopoles (the naked one and
the one with the W boson dressing) which carries the neutral magnetic charge 4π/ē. The Georgi-
Glashow model has a new monopole, the Wu-Yang monopole which has the W boson dressing, in
addition to the well known ’tHooft-Polyakov monopole. And QCD has a new monopole, the Wu-
Yang monopole which has the chromon dressing. We show how to construct the new monopoles
and clarify the origin of the topology of the new monopoles. The new monopoles could have deep
implications not just in high energy physics but also in low energy physics.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The standard model which unifies the electromagnetic
and weak interactions has become one of the most suc-
cessful theories in high energy physics [1]. With the
recent discovery of Higgs particle at LHC, it has been
widely regarded that the theory has passed the “final”
test [2]. This has urged people to go “beyond” the stan-
dard model.

But this view might be premature, because the stan-
dard model may still have unexplored territories. First of
all, it is yet to pass another important test, the topologi-
cal test. By now it is well known that the standard model
has the electroweak (Cho-Maison) monopole as the elec-
troweak generalization of the Dirac monopole [3, 4]. And
this is within, not beyond, the standard model. This
means that the true final test of the standard model
should come from the topological test of the theory, in
particular the discovery of the electroweak monopole.

After Dirac predicted the existence of the monopole,
the monopole has become an obsession [5, 6]. But the
Dirac monopole, in the course of the electroweak uni-
fication of the weak and electromagnetic interactions,
changes to the electroweak monopole. So, the monopole
which should exist in the real world may not be the Dirac
monopole but this one. This has triggered new studies on
the electroweak monopole [7–17]. If detected, it will be-
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come the first magnetically charged topological elemen-
tary particle in the history of physics. For this reason
MoEDAL and ATLAS at LHC and other experiments
are actively searching for the monopole [18, 19].

The Cho-Maison monopole is well known to have the
following properties [3]. First, the magnetic charge is
not 2π/e but 4π/e, twice that of the Dirac monopole.
So this is a Schwinger type monopole. This is because
the period of the electromagnetic U(1) subgroup of the
standard model becomes 4π, not 2π. Second, the mass
of the monopole is estimated to be of the order of sev-
eral TeV. This is because the mass basically comes from
the same Higgs mechanism which makes the W boson
massive, except that here the coupling is magnetic (i.e.,
4π/e). Third, in spite of this, the size of the monopole is
set by the W boson mass. This is because the monopole
solution has the weak boson dressing which shows that
the size is fixed by the W boson mass. Finally, it ex-
ists within (not beyond) the standard model as the elec-
troweak generalization of the Dirac monopole.

Because of these unique characteristics of the elec-
troweak monopole MoEDAL could detect the monopole
without much difficulty, if LHC could produce it. How-
ever, the 14 TeV LHC may have no chance to produce
the monopole if the mass becomes larger than 7 TeV.
This is problematic, because in this case we may have to
try to detect the remnant monopoles at present universe
produced in the early universe.

But the detection of this electroweak monopole may
not be the only the topological test of the standard
model. This is because the standard model could also
have new type of electroweak monopoles, in particular
the electromagnetically neutral monopoles which have

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

08
23

4v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 9

 D
ec

 2
02

5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.08234v1


2

the neutral magnetic charge 4π/ē, where ē is the neu-
tral charge [20]. This tells that the standard model has
a new type of monopole, in addition to the Cho-Maison
type monopole. This is totally unexpected, which cer-
tainly deserves a detailed discussion.

The purpose of this paper is to discuss the new
monopoles in non-Abelian gauge theories in more de-
tail, and compare them with the known monopoles. In
the standard model we discuss two neutral magnetic
monopoles, the naked one and the one with the W boson
dressing, which have the neutral magnetic charge 4π/ē,
and the Cho-Maison monopole which has only the W bo-
son dressing. In Georgi-Glashow model we have a new
monopole, the Wu-Yang monopole which has only the
W boson dressing. Moreover, we show that the ’tHooft-
Polyakov monopole is nothing but the Wu-Yang monopole
dressed by the Higgs and W bosons which make the en-
ergy finite. Moreover, in QCD we have the Wu-Yang
monopole which has the chromon dressing. We show how
to construct such monopoles and discuss the topology of
the new monopoles. Moreover, we argue that the mass of
the neutral monopole in the standard model could be as
low as 3.28 TeV, much lower than the mass of the Cho-
Maison monopole. This could change the experimental
detection of the electroweak monopole at LHC completely.

Among these the neutral magnetic monopole in the
standard model is a totally new species of monopole, the
existence of which has never been discussed in physics
before. The reason for the existence of the neutral mag-
netic monopole stems from the existence of the neutral
charge ē (as well as the well known electric charge e)
in the standard model. However, this provides us only
a theoretical possibility for the neutral monopole. The
fact that the theory actually accommodates the neutral
monopole is totally unexpected, and surprising.

The existence of the other new monopoles, (the Cho-
Maison monopole which has only the W boson dressing
in the standard model, the Wu-Yang monopole which
has the W boson dressing in Georgi-Glashow model, and
the Wu-Yang monopole which has the chromon dress-
ing in QCD) comes from the existence of the Wu-Yang
monopole which has the chromon dressing in QCD. To
understand this notice that these new monopoles have a
common feature, the same W boson dressing. This is be-
cause they come from the Wu-Yang monopole which has
the chromon dressing in QCD. And this chromon dress-
ing is described by the W boson dressing in the standard
model and Georgi-Glashow model.

All these new monopoles are certainly very interesting
from the theoretical point of view. But the monopoles
which could exist in nature and thus actually be detected
experimentally are those electroweak monopoles. In this
respect it becomes important to estimate the mass of
the new electroweak monopoles, in particular the neutral
monopole in the standard model. A simple and quick
way to estimate this mass is to adopt the argument pro-

posed by Zeldovich and Kholopov [21]. In this case one
might predict the mass of the neutral monopole to be
near 1/ᾱ times the W boson mass, around 3.28 TeV,
where ᾱ = 4π/ē2 is the fine structure constant of the
neutral interaction. This is interesting, because this sug-
gests that the neutral monopole mass could be smaller
than the Cho-Maison monopole mass.

Our result tells many things. First, so far the elec-
troweak monopole in the standard model has been only
the Cho-Maison monopoles, the naked one and the one
dressed by the Higgs and W bosons. But now, we actu-
ally have two different types of electroweak monopoles,
the Cho-Maison type monopoles and the neutral type
monopoles. And there are three Cho-Maison monopoles,
the naked one, the one dressed by the W boson, and the
one dressed by Higgs and W bosons. Moreover, there
are two neutral monopoles, the naked one and the one
dressed by the W boson.

Second, our result could change the topological test
of the standard model completely. This is because now
we have more topological objects in the standard model.
Moreover, here we have the possibility that the neutral
monopole mass could be smaller than the Cho-Maison
monopole mass, around 3.28 TeV. If this is true, the
present 14 TeV LHC could produce them in pairs, and in
principle ATLAS and CMS could detect this. This im-
plies that the first topological test of the standard model
could come from the detection of the neutral monopole,
not the Cho-Maison monopole.

The existence of the new monopoles in the stan-
dard model may also play important roles in low en-
ergy physics, because it has been pointed out that the
standard model could also have important applications
in condensed matter physics. For example, it could be
interpreted as the non-Abelian Ginzburg-Landau theory
of two-gap ferromagnetic superconductivity. This is be-
cause the Higgs doublet could be viewed to describe the
spin doublet Cooper pair in the two gap ferromagnetic
superconductors [22–24]. In this view the hypercharge
U(1) gauge interaction describes the electromagnetic in-
teraction acting on the charged spin doublet Cooper pair,
and the weak SU(2) gauge interaction describes the non-
Abelian magnon interaction acting on the spin of the
doublet Cooper pair.

Moreover, it could also be interpreted as a non-
Abelian gauge theory of the magnon electron spintronics.
This is because the Higgs doublet could also be inter-
preted as the charged spinon in the electron spintronics.
So, with the hypercharge U(1) interaction as the electro-
magnetic interaction acting on the electron and the weak
SU(2) interaction as the non-Abelian magnon gauge in-
teraction acting on the electron spin, one could interpret
it as a theory of the electron magnon spintronics [24–26].
This strongly implies that the new topological objects in
the standard model could also play important roles in the
low energy physics.
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The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we
discuss the Abelian decomposition of the standard model
to clarify the hidden structure of the theory. In Sec-
tion III we review the Cho-Maison monopole to com-
pare this with the new monopoles in the theory. In Sec-
tion IV we show how to construct the new monopoles
in the standard model, the neutral magnetic monopoles
and the Cho-Maison monopole which has only the W bo-
son dressing, and clarify the topological origin of the new
monopoles. In Section V we discuss the new monopole
different from the ’tHooft-Polyakov monopole in Georgi-
Glashow model, the Wu-Yang monopole which has the
W boson dressing. In Section VI we discuss the new
monopole in QCD, the Wu-Yang monopole which has the
chromon dressing. Finally in the last section we discuss
the physical implications of the new monopoles.

II. ABELIAN DECOMPOSITION OF THE
STANDARD MODEL

Before we discuss the new monopoles we briefly re-
view the Abelian decomposition of the standard model
to clarify the hidden structures of the standard model.
Consider the (bosonic sector of) Weinberg-Salam model,

L = −|Dµϕ|2 −
λ

2

(
|ϕ|2 − µ2

λ

)2 − 1

4
F⃗ 2
µν − 1

4
G2

µν ,

Dµϕ =
(
∂µ − i

g

2
σ⃗ · A⃗µ − i

g′

2
Bµ

)
ϕ

= Dµϕ− i
g′

2
Bµϕ, (1)

where ϕ is the Higgs doublet, A⃗µ, F⃗µν and Bµ, Gµν are
the gauge fields of SU(2) and hypercharge U(1), and Dµ

is the covariant derivative of the weak SU(2). Expressing
ϕ by the scalar Higgs boson ρ and unit doublet ξ by

ϕ =
1√
2
ρ ξ, (ξ†ξ = 1), (2)

we have

L = −1

2
(∂µρ)

2 − ρ2

2
|Dµξ|2 −

λ

8

(
ρ2 − ρ20

)2
−1

4
F⃗ 2
µν − 1

4
G2

µν , (3)

where ρ0 =
√
2µ2/λ is the vacuum value of the Higgs

field. Notice that the hypercharge U(1) coupling of ξ
makes the theory a gauge theory of CP 1 field [3].

Let (n̂1, n̂2, n̂3) be an arbitrary orthonormal basis of
SU(2). Choosing n̂ = n̂3 to be the Abelian direction, we

have the Abelian decomposition of A⃗µ to the restricted

part Âµ and the valence part W⃗µ [27–32],

A⃗µ = Âµ + W⃗µ,

Âµ = Ãµ + C̃µ, W⃗µ = W 1
µ n̂1 +W 2

µ n̂2,

Ãµ = Aµn̂, C̃µ = −1

g
n̂× ∂µn̂,

F⃗µν = F̂µν + D̂µW⃗ν − D̂νW⃗µ + gW⃗µ × W⃗ν ,

D̂µ = ∂µ + gÂµ×,

F̂µν = ∂µÂν − ∂νÂµ + gÂµ × Âν = F ′
µν n̂,

F ′
µν = Fµν +Hµν = ∂µA

′
ν − ∂νA

′
µ,

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ,

Hµν = −1

g
n̂ · (∂µn̂× ∂ν n̂) = ∂µCν − ∂νCµ,

A′
µ = Aµ + Cµ, Cµ ≃ −1

g
n̂1 · ∂µn̂2. (4)

Notice that Cµ is determined up to the U(1) gauge trans-
formation which leaves n̂ invariant.

Moreover, since n̂ is arbitrary, we can choose n̂ =
−ξ†σ⃗ξ. With this we have

Cµ ≃ −2i

g
ξ†∂µξ,

Dµξ =
[
− i

g

2
(A′

µn̂+ W⃗µ) · σ⃗ − g′

2
Bµ

]
ξ,

|Dµξ|2 =
1

4
(−gA′

µ + g′Bµ)
2 +

g2

4
W⃗ 2

µ . (5)

With this we can remove the unit doublet ξ from the
Weinberg Lagrangian and “abelianize” it,

L = −1

2
(∂µρ)

2 − λ

8

(
ρ2 − ρ20

)2
−1

4
F ′
µν

2 − 1

4
Gµν

2 − 1

2

∣∣D′
µWν −D′

νWµ

∣∣2
−ρ2

8

[
(−gA′

µ + g′Bµ)
2 + 2g2W ∗

µWµ

]
+igF ′

µνW
∗
µWν +

g2

4
(W ∗

µWν −W ∗
νWµ)

2,

D′
µ = ∂µ + igA′

µ, Wµ =
1√
2
(W 1

µ + iW 2
µ). (6)

From this we have the following equation of motion,

∂2
µρ−

ρ

4

(
(gA′

µ − g′Bµ)
2 + 2g2W ∗

µWµ

)
=

λ

2
(ρ2 − ρ20)ρ,

D′
µ

(
D′

µWν −D′
νWµ

)
=

g2

4
ρ2Wν

+igF ′
µνWµ + g2

(
W ∗

µWν −W ∗
νWµ

)
Wµ,

∂µF
′
µν = j(w)

ν ,

∂µGµν = j(h)ν , (7)
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where

j(w)
ν = ig

[
∂µ(W

∗
µWν −W ∗

νWµ) +W ∗
µ(D

′
µWν −D′

νWµ)

−Wµ(D
′
µWν −D′

νWµ)
∗ − i

4
(gA′

ν − g′Bν)ρ
2
]
,

j(h)ν = −g′

4
(gA′

ν − g′Bν)ρ
2. (8)

Notice that the last two equations of (7) tells that the

theory has two conserved currents, the weak current j
(w)
µ

of A′
µ and the hypercharge current j

(y)
µ of Bµ.

To express (6) in terms of physical fields we define

A
(em)
µ and Zµ by(

A
(em)
µ

Zµ

)
=

1√
g2 + g′2

(
g g′

−g′ g

)(
Bµ

A′
µ

)
=

(
cos θw sin θw
− sin θw cos θw

)(
Bµ

A′
µ

)
. (9)

Now, with the identity (5) we can express (6) by

L = −1

2
(∂µρ)

2 − λ

8

(
ρ2 − ρ20

)2 − 1

4
F (em)
µν

2

−1

2

∣∣(D(em)
µ + iēZµ)Wν − (D(em)

ν + iēZν)Wµ

∣∣2
−1

4
Z2
µν − ρ2

4

(
g2W ∗

µWµ +
g2 + g′2

2
Z2
µ

)
+i(eF (em)

µν + ēZµν)W
∗
µWν +

g2

4
(W ∗

µWν −W ∗
νWµ)

2,

D(em)
µ = ∂µ + ieA(em)

µ ,

e =
gg′√

g2 + g′2
, ē =

g2√
g2 + g′2

. (10)

where ē is the neutral charge. Notice that e/ē = g′/g.
Experimentally we have ē ≃ 1.83 e, so that the weak
coupling is stronger than the electromagnetic coupling.

We emphasize that this is not the standard model in
the unitary gauge. This is a gauge independent expres-
sion of the standard model. Moreover, this confirms that
Wµ has both electric and neutral charge, so that W boson
is doubly charged.

From (10) we obtain the following equations of motion

∂2ρ−
(e2 + ē2

2
W ∗

µWµ +
(e2 + ē2)2

4ē2
Z2
µ

)
ρ

=
λ

2

(
ρ2 − ρ20

)
ρ,(

D(em)
µ + iēZµ

)[
(D(em)

µ + iēZµ)Wν

−(D(em)
ν + iēZν)Wµ

]
=

(e2 + ē2)

4
ρ2Wν

+iWµ

(
eF (em)

µν + ēZµν

)
+(e2 + ē2)Wµ(W

∗
µWν −W ∗

νWµ),

∂µF
(em)
µν = J (e)

ν ,

∂µZµν = J (n)
ν , (11)

where J
(e)
ν and J

(n)
ν are the electromagnetic and neutral

currents given by

J (e)
ν = ie

{
∂µ(W

∗
µWν −W ∗

νWµ)

+W ∗
µ

[
(D(em)

µ + iēZµ)Wν − (D(em)
ν + iēZν)Wµ

]
−Wµ

[
(D(em)

µ + iēZµ)Wν − (D(em)
ν + iēZν)Wµ

]∗}
,

J (n)
ν = iē

{
∂µ(W

∗
µWν −WµW

∗
ν )

+W ∗
µ

[
(D(em)

µ + iēZµ)Wν − (D(em)
ν + iēZν)Wµ

]
−Wµ

[
(D(em)

µ + iēZµ)Wν − (D(em)
ν + iēZν)Wµ

]∗}
+
(e2 + ē2)2

4ē2
ρ2Zν . (12)

This should be compared with the equations of motion
(7) and (8) obtained from (6). The two sets of currents
in (8) and (12) are related by(

J
(em)
µ

J
(n)
µ

)
=

1√
g2 + g′2

(
g g′

−g′ g

)(
j
(h)
µ

j
(w)
µ

)
. (13)

This mixing will play an important role in the following
in the standard model.

The above exercise teaches us three important lessons.
First, it has been widely believed that the Higgs mech-
anism comes from a spontaneous symmetry breaking.
This interpretation is so natural that it has become a
folklore. But the above analysis tells that actually we do
not need any symmetry breaking, spontaneous or not,
to have the Higgs mechanism. To see this notice that
(10) is mathematically identical to (1), so that it retains
the full non-Abelian SU(2) × U(1) gauge symmetry of
(1). And here the W and Z bosons acquire mass from
the non-vanishing vacuum value of the Higgs scalar ρ0,
which does not break any symmetry. This means that we
have the Higgs mechanism without any symmetry break-
ing. In fact, in (10) we have no Higgs doublet which can
break the SU(2) × U(1) symmetry. This confirms that
we do not need any spontaneous symmetry breaking to
have the Higgs mechanism [8, 13, 14].

Second, it tells that the standard model has two con-
served currents which mix together. The existence of two
conserved current, of course, has been well known. But
the existence of two sets of currents, the weak and hy-

percharge currents j
(w)
µ and j

(h)
µ and the electromagnetic

and neutral currents J
(e)
µ and J

(n)
µ which are related by

the mixing (13) has not been well appreciated. This mix-
ing of two sets of currents plays a very important role in
the electron spintronics [25, 26].

The third lesson is the monopole topology of the stan-
dard model. It has been widely asserted that the Higgs
doublet in the standard model has no π2(S

2) monopole
topology, so that the theory cannot have the monopole
[33–35]. But this is not true, because the Higgs doublet
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can be viewed as a CP 1 field which has the S2 topology
and thus accommodates the π2(S

2) monopole topology
[3]. Moreover, it has the Diracian (i.e., Abelian) π1(S

1)
hypercharge monopole topology. This shows that the
theory has two independent monopole topology, π1(S

1)
and π2(S

2).

Furthermore, we can express the standard model
without the Higgs doublet. This must be obvious in (3)
and (6), where the two monopole topology appears as
two Diracian π1(S

1) monopole topology. This is because
in this Abelian decomposition of the standard model, the
non-Abelian π2(S

2) monopole topology transforms to an
Abelian π1(S

1) monopole topology, so that we have two
different Abelian monopole topology. This strongly im-
plies that the theory could accommodate two different
types of monopoles. This turns out to be true, as we will
see in the following.

III. CHO-MAISON MONOPOLE: A REVIEW

Before we discuss the new neutral monopole we briefly
review the well known electroweak monopole in the stan-
dard model, to compare this with the new monopole. For
this we start from the monopole ansatz in the spherical
coordinates (t, r, θ, φ) [3, 4]

ϕ =
1√
2
ρ(r) ξ, ξ = i

 sin
θ

2
exp(−iφ)

− cos
θ

2

 ,

Âµ = −1

g
r̂ × ∂µr̂,

W⃗µ =
f(r)

g
r̂ × ∂µr̂ =

f(r)

g

(
− sin θ∂µφ θ̂ + ∂µθ φ̂

)
,

θ̂ =

 cos θ cosφ
cos θ sinφ
− sin θ

 , φ̂ =

 − sinφ
cosφ
0

 ,

Bµ = − 1

g′
(1− cos θ)∂µφ. (14)

Notice that here r̂ = −ξ†σ⃗ξ, and Âµ describes the Wu-
Yang monopole.

Under the gauge transformation

ξ → Uξ =

(
0
1

)
,

U = i

 cos
θ

2
sin

θ

2
e−iφ

− sin
θ

2
eiφ cos

θ

2

 , (15)

we have

r̂ = −ξ†σ⃗ξ → ê =

 0
0
1

 ,

θ̂ → ê′1 =

 cosφ
sinφ
0

 , φ̂ → ê′2 =

 − sinφ
cosφ
0

 ,

Moreover, with(
ê1
ê2

)
=

(
cosφ − sinφ
sinφ cosφ

)(
ê′1
ê′2

)
, (16)

we have

ê1 =

 1
0
0

 , ê2 =

 0
1
0

 , (17)

so that

ϕ → 1√
2
ρ(r)

(
0
1

)
,

Âµ → Cµ ê, Cµ ≃ −1

g
θ̂ · ∂µφ̂ = −1

g
(1− cos θ)∂µφ,

W⃗µ → f(r)

g

(
− sin θ∂µφ ê1 + ∂µθ ê2

)
. (18)

So we can express the ansatz (14) by

ϕ =
1√
2
ρ(r)

(
0
1

)
,

Âµ = Cµ ê, W⃗µ =
f(r)

g

(
− sin θ∂µφ ê1 + ∂µθ ê2

)
,

Bµ = − 1

g′
(1− cos θ)∂µφ. (19)

In terms of physical fields the ansatz becomes

ρ = ρ(r), Wµ =
i

g

f√
2
(∂µθ + i sin θ∂µφ),

A(em)
µ = −1

e
(1− cos θ) ∂µφ, Zµ = 0. (20)

This clearly shows that the ansatz is for the electroweak
monopole.

We can use the equations of motion (11) to derive the
equation for the Cho-Maison monopole. The ansatz (20)
automatically satisfies the last two equations of (11), and
reduces the first two equations to the following equations,

ρ̈+
2

r
ρ̇− f2

2r2
ρ =

λ

2

(
ρ2 − ρ20

)
ρ,

f̈ − f2 − 1

r2
f =

g2

4
ρ2 f. (21)

This has the naked Cho-Maison monopole solution

f = 0, ρ = ρ0 =
√

2µ2/λ,

A(em)
µ = −1

e
(1− cos θ)∂µφ, Zµ = 0, (22)
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which has the magnetic charge 4π/e (not 2π/e). This
tells that the standard model has the Schwinger (not
Dirac) monopole [3].

Moreover, with the boundary condition

ρ(0) = 0, ρ(∞) = ρ0,

f(0) = 1, f(∞) = 0, (23)

we can integrate (21) and have the electroweak monopole
carrying the magnetic charge qm = 4π/e, with a non-
trivial Higgs and W boson dressing. The monopole so-
lution is shown in Fig. 1 in black curves. This confirms
that the standard model has the Cho-Maison monopole
which can be viewed as the Schwinger monopole dressed
by the Higgs and W bosons [3, 8]. The mathematical
existence proof of the monopole is provided by Yang [4],
and the stability of the monopole is proved by Gervalle
and Volkov [17].

It is well known that we can also construct the anti-
monopole solution. Moreover, we can generalize it a
dyon solution which has an extra electric charge, and
to anti-dyon solution [8, 13]. Also, we can couple the
monopole solution to gravity and have the gravitating
electroweak monopole and/or Reissner-Nordstrom type
magnetic blackhole [13, 36].

The Cho-Maison monopole solution shown in Fig. 1
in black curves has the following energy [3, 8, 13],

E = E0 + Eρ + EW + EρW ,

E0 =
g2

2g′2
M

∫ ∞

0

dr

r2
,

Eρ = M

∫ ∞

0

2r2
[( ρ̇

ρ0

)2
+

λ

g2
(
(
ρ

ρ0
)2 − 1

)2]
dr,

EW = M

∫ ∞

0

[
ḟ2 +

(f2 − 1)2

2r2

]
dr,

EρW = M

∫ ∞

0

f2(
ρ

ρ0
)2dr,

M =
4π

g2
MW . (24)

There are two points to be emphasized here. First, the
boundary condition (23) guarantees that Eρ, EW , and
EρW are finite for the Cho-Maison monopole. But E0

becomes infinite, so that it has infinite energy. This is
because Bµ in (14) has the monopole point singularity
at the origin. This means that we can not estimate the
monopole mass classically. But this is common in clas-
sical solutions, which does not harm the solution. The
second point is that the energy scale is fixed by M . This
will become important in the following when we estimate
the mass of the Cho-Maison monopole.

There have been many efforts to predict the monopole
mass. Zeldovich and Kholopov first predicted the mass
to be around 11 TeV, 1/α times the W boson mass, argu-
ing that the monopole mass comes from the same Higgs

mechanism which makes the W boson massive, except
that here the coupling is 4π/e [21]. After this there have
been other predictions, notably based on the scaling ar-
gument and the charge screening mechanism, and the
general consensus now is that the mass could be around
4 to 11 TeV [8, 9, 11, 13, 21].

IV. NEW MONOPOLES IN STANDARD
MODEL

So far the known electroweak monopoles have been
the above Cho-Maison monopoles, the naked Cho-Maison
monopole and the one dressed by the Higgs and W
bosons. Now, we are ready to show that the standard
model has three more interesting electroweak monopoles,
two electromagnetically neutral monopoles which carries
the neutral magnetic charge 4π/ē and the Cho-Maison
monopole which has only the W boson dressing. We dis-
cuss the neutral magnetic monopoles first.

Choose the ansatz

ϕ = 0,

Âµ = −1

g
r̂ × ∂µr̂, W⃗µ =

1

g
f(r) r̂ × ∂µr̂,

Bµ =
g′

g2
(1− cos θ)∂µφ. (25)

In terms of the physical fields, this is expressed by

ρ = 0,

Wµ =
i

g

f√
2
(∂µθ + i sin θ∂µφ),

A(em)
µ = 0, Zµ = −1

ē
(1− cos θ)∂µφ. (26)

This should be compared with the Cho-Maison monopole
ansatz (20). The difference is that here we have no elec-

tromagnetic monopole A
(em)
µ . In stead we have the neu-

tral monopole given by Zµ. This clearly tells that the
ansatz is for the neutral monopole.

With this we have the equation of motion from (11),

f̈ − f2 − 1

r2
f = 0. (27)

Notice that, unlike the equation for the Cho-Maison
monopole (21), we have no equation for the Higgs field
here. Obviously (27) has the trivial solution f = 0, which
describes the naked neutral monopole which carries the
magnetic charge 4π/ē.

Now, just as in the Cho-Maison monopole we might
like to find the monopole solution of the above equation
with the boundary condition

f(0) = 1, f(∞) = 0, (28)
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FIG. 1. The new monopole solutions in the standard model.
The W boson profile of the neutral magnetic monopole is
shown in red curve, which should be compared with the W
and Higgs boson profiles of the Cho-Maison monopole shown
in black curves. Notice that the same red curve also describes
the W boson profile of the new Cho-Maison monopole which
has only the W boson dressing.

But this turns out to be impossible. Mathematically
there is no such solution which satisfies the above bound-
ary condition [37]. Fortunately we can integrate the
equation with the following boundary condition

f(0) = 0, f(∞) = 1, (29)

and obtain the neutral magnetic monopole solution which
has the W boson dressing. This is shown in Fig. 1 in
red curves. Since this weak monopole is the monopole
described by the Z boson, we might call this “the Z
monopole”.

One might think that the monopole solution is un-
stable, because it sits on the unstable extremum of the
Higgs potential at ρ = 0. This is a misunderstanding
of the ansatz (26). Here ρ = 0 means no Higgs field,
so that the monopole solution has nothing to do with
the Higgs potential. This must be clear from the ansatz
(25). Moreover, obviously the monopole has the topolog-
ical stability.

The neutral monopole has the energy

E = EZ + EW ,

EZ =
g′2

2g2
M

∫ ∞

0

dr

r2
,

EW = M

∫ ∞

0

[
ḟ2 +

(f2 − 1)2

2r2

]
dr, (30)

Notice that EZ becomes infinite because Zµ has the
monopole singularity at the origin. But here EW also be-
comes divergent near the origin, because of the boundary
condition (29). So, just like the Cho-Maison monopole,
the neutral monopole also has an infinite energy classi-
cally. Here again one might think that the non-vanishing
Higgs vacuum ρ0 generate an infinite energy,

Eρ0
=

2λ

g2
M

∫ ∞

0

r2dr. (31)

But since the monopole has no Higgs field, it has no
energy coming from the Higgs vaccum.

Near the origin the solution has the following behav-
ior,

f(r) ≃ r1/2

(
A cos

(√3

2
ln r
)
+B sin

(√3

2
ln r
))

+O
(
r1/2

)
, (32)

where A and B are the integration constants. This ex-
plains the interesting behavior of the W boson profile
near the origin shown in red curve in Fig. 1. But asymp-
totically it behaves as

f(r) ≃ 1− C

r
+O

(
1

r2

)
, (33)

where C is another integration constant. This tells that,
unlike the well known Cho-Maison monopole which has
the Higgs and W boson dressing, the size of the the neu-
tral monopole is not fixed by the W boson mass.

Is there any way to estimate the mass of the neu-
tral monopole in the standard model? Just as we could
estimate the mass of the infinite energy Cho-Maison
monopole, there are various ways to do that. For exam-
ple, we could apply the logic proposed by Zeldovich and
Kholopov to estimate the mass of the neutral monopole.
In this case we can estimate the mass to be roughly 1/ᾱ
times bigger than the W boson mass, where ᾱ = ē2/4π
is the fine structure constant of the neutral charge. With
ē ≃ 1.83 × e, we have ᾱ ≃ 3.35 × α. This implies that
the neutral monopole mass could be around 3.23 TeV,
which is much smaller than the mass of the Cho-Maison
monopole.

Of course this is a rough order estimate, so that we
certainly need more reliable estimates. There are other
ways to estimate the neutral monopole mass, notably
the scaling argument and the charge screening argument.
But an important point here is that the neutral monopole
mass could be similar to, or even smaller than, the mass
of the Cho-Maison monopole.

Next, we discuss another new monopole solution, the
Cho-Maison monopole which has only the W boson dress-
ing. To do this, notice that when ρ = 0, the Cho-
Maison monopole equation (21) reduces to (27). Obvi-
ously we can integrate this with the boundary condition
(29), and obtain a new Cho-Maison monopole with mag-
netic charge 4π/e which has only the W boson dressing.
This means that we have a new Cho-Maison monopole
whose W boson profile is identical to the W boson pro-
file of the neutral magnetic monopole. So the monopole
solution shown in Fig. 1 in red curves can also be inter-
preted to describe the Cho-Maison monopole which has
the W boson dressing.
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The energy of this monopole is given by

E = E0 + EW ,

E0 =
g2

2g′2
M

∫ ∞

0

dr

r2
,

EW = M

∫ ∞

0

[
ḟ2 +

(f2 − 1)2

2r2

]
dr. (34)

Notice that, unlike (24) both E0 and EW become diver-
gent here, because the boundary condition (29) makes
EW divergent near the origin. Clearly this energy is dif-
ferent from the energy of the neutral monopole shown
in (30). This tells that, in spite of the fact that the W
boson profile of this monopole is the same as that of the
neutral monopole, they have different energy.

One might wonder if the naked Cho-Maison monopole
can have only the Higgs dressing. To see this, notice
that with f = 0 the second equation of (21) is trivially
satisfied. So we can try to find a solution which has only
the Higgs dressing integrating the first equation of (21)
with the boundary condition

ρ(0) = 0, ρ(∞) = ρ0. (35)

But this does not lead to a meaningful solution, which
means that such solution does not exist.

This tells that the standard model has two types
of monopoles, the Cho-Maison type electromagnetic
monopoles which carry the magnetic charge 4π/e and
the neutral type monopoles which carry the magnetic
charge 4π/ē. There are three Cho-Maison monopoles, the
naked Cho-Maison monopole, the Cho-Maison monopole
dressed by the Higgs and W bosons, and the Cho-Maison
monopole dressed only by the W boson. And there
are two neutral monopoles, the naked one and the one
dressed by W boson. So far we have missed the neutral
monopoles and the Cho-Maison monopole which has the
W boson dressing.

The existence of two types of monopoles, the Cho-
Maison type monopole and the neutral type magnetic
monopole stems from the existence of two conserved
charge, the electromagnetic e and the neutral ē. On
the other hand this does not guarantee the existence of
two types of monopoles in the standard model. So, the
fact that the standard model actually accommodates two
types of monopoles is really unexpected, and surprising.

The topological origin of the two types of monopoles
must be clear. The standard model has two types of
monopole topology, the π2(S

2) monopole topology of
the weak SU(2) and the π1(S

1) monopole topology of
the hyperchasrge U(1). After the Abelian decomposi-
tion of SU(2), the π2(S

2) monopole topology changes to
the π1(S

1) monopole topology of the U(1) subgroup of
SU(2), so that the theory has two monopole topology,
the π1(S

1) monopole topology of the weak U(1) and the
π1(S

1) monopole topology of the hyparcharge U(1). This

must be clear from (7). Obviously they are independent.
And a linear combinations of these two monopole topol-
ogy describes the monopole topology of the Cho-Maison
monopole and the neutral monopole.

Before we move on, we argue that the two monopoles,
the Cho-Maison monopole which has the W boson dress-
ing and the neutral monopole which has the same W
boson dressing, come from another set of two monopoles
in the standard model, the weak monopole of the SU(2)
weak interaction and the hypercharge monopole of the
hypercharge U(1) interaction. To show this, we show
the existence of the weak monopole and the hypercharge
monopole in the standard model first.

Let us choose the following ansatz,

ϕ = 0, Âµ = −1

g
r̂ × ∂µr̂,

W⃗µ =
f(r)

g
r̂ × ∂µr̂, Bµ = 0, (36)

which can be written by

ρ = 0, A′
µ = −1

g
(1− cos θ) ∂µφ,

Wµ =
i

g

f√
2
(∂µθ + i sin θ∂µφ), Bµ = 0. (37)

This shows that the ansatz is for the SU(2) weak
monopole.

From the ansatz, we have the following equation of
motion

f̈ − f2 − 1

r2
f = 0, (38)

which is identical to (27). Integrating this with the
boundary condition (29), we have the weak monopole
which has the same W boson dressing as the neutral
monopole with the W boson dressing. This confirms that
the standard model has the weak monopole which has the
W boson dressing.

Now we discuss the hypercharge monopole. For this
we choose the ansatz

ϕ = 0, Âµ = 0, W⃗µ = 0,

Bµ = − 1

g′
(1− cos θ)∂µφ. (39)

We can easily show that this is another solution of the
standard model. This shows that the ansatz is for the
hypercharge monopole. And we can easily show that
this automatically becomes a solution, the hypercharge
monopole, of the standard model.

One might like to think that these monopoles are an-
other set of new monopoles in the standard model. But
we believe that they are not the new monopoles but a dif-
ferent realization of the two monopoles we discussed be-
fore, the Cho-Maison monopole which has the W boson
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dressing and the neutral monopole which has the same
W boson dressing. To see this, notice that the ansatz

A
(em)
µ and Zµ in (20) and (26) are the linear combina-

tion of A′
µ and Bµ in the ansatz (37) and (39). Moreover,

the currents of two potentials are related by the mixing
(13), so that the W boson dressing comes from the same
source, the W boson ansatz in (37). This is why the two
monopoles have the same W boson dressing.

This tells that we can indeed interpret the weak
monopole and the hypercharge monopole as a different
realization of the Cho-Maison monopole with the W bo-
son dressing and the neutral monopole with the same W
boson dressing. Clearly this interpretation would have
been impossible without the existence of the mixing (13)
between the currents of two potentials A′

µ and Bµ.

Before we leave this section we have the following re-
mark. Apparently, the Cho-Maison monopole equation
(21) has another solution [20] given by

ρ = 0, f = ∓1. (40)

or

ρ = 0, A(em)
µ = −1

e
(1− cos θ)∂µφ,

Wµ = ∓ i

g

1√
2
(∂µθ + i sin θ∂µφ), Zµ = 0. (41)

This is the naked Cho-Maison monopole (22) which has
an extra Wµ part which has exactly the form of the
Wu-Yang monopole potential [27, 28, 38]. So one might
wonder if this solution could be interpreted as the naked
Cho-Maison monopole which has an extra Wu-Yang type
monopole coming from the W boson. But this may not
be a correct interpretation, because the Wu-Yang type
potential of the W boson in (41) does not become a solu-
tion by itself, without the naked Cho-Maison monopole.
To see this, we choose the ansatz which describes the
Wu-Yang type potential made of the W boson,

ϕ = 0, Âµ = 0,

W⃗µ =
1

g

(
− sin θ∂µφ ê1 + ∂µθ ê2

)
,

Bµ = 0. (42)

In terms of physical fields the ansatz becomes

ρ = 0, Wµ =
i

g

f√
2
(∂µθ + i sin θ∂µφ),

A(em)
µ = 0, Zµ = 0. (43)

However, this does not become a solution of the equation
of motion (11).

Moreover, according to (24) the energy of the solu-
tion (41) is given by the energy of the naked Cho-Maison
monopole. This tells that the Wu-Yang type potential
made of the W boson in (41) does not generate any ex-
tra energy. This suggests that (41) describes the naked

Cho-Maison monopole, so that it may not be viewed a
new solution from the physical point of view.

Our analysis in this section strongly implies the exis-
tence of a new neutral topological monopole which could
have mass around 3.28 TeV. And this is within the stan-
dard model. This could change our understanding of the
standard model drastically.

As we have mentioned, the standard model has yet
to pass the final test, the topological test. But it has
generally believed that this topological test should come
from the experimental confirmation of the Cho-Maison
monopole. The problem with this is that it is not clear
that the present 14 TeV LHC could produce it or not,
since the mass has been guessed to be 4 to 10 TeV [8–
14]. However, if the new neutral monopole has the mass
around 3.28 TeV, energetically there is no problem for
the present LHC to produce this monopole. And in this
case ATLAS and/or CMS could in principle detect it. If
so, the first topological test of the standard model could
come from the detection of this monopole, not the Cho-
Maison monopole.

V. NEW MONOPOLE IN GEORGI-GLASHOW
MODEL

It is instructive to compare the above monopoles in
the standard model to the ’tHooft-Polyakov monopole
in Georgi-Glashow model. Consider the Georgi-Glashow
Lagrangian

LGG = −1

2
(DµΦ⃗)

2 − λ

4

(
Φ⃗2 − µ2

λ

)2 − 1

4
F⃗ 2
µν , (44)

where Φ⃗ is the Higgs triplet. With

Φ⃗ = ρ n̂, A⃗µ = Âµ + W⃗µ, (45)

we have the Abelian decomposition of the Georgi-
Glashow Lagrangian

LGG = −1

2
(∂µρ)

2 − λ

4

(
ρ2 − µ2

λ

)2 − 1

4
F̂ 2
µν

−1

4
(D̂µW⃗ν − D̂νW⃗µ)

2 − g2

2
ρ2(W⃗µ)

2

−g

2
F̂µν · (W⃗µ × W⃗ν)−

g2

4
(W⃗µ × W⃗ν)

2

= −1

2
(∂µρ)

2 − λ

4

(
ρ2 − ρ20

)2 − 1

4
F ′2

µν

−1

2
|D′

µWν −D′
νWµ|2 − g2ρ2W ∗

µWµ

+igF ′
µνW

∗
µWν +

g2

4
(W ∗

µWν −W ∗
νWµ)

2, (46)

where

D̂µ = ∂µ + gÂµ×, D′
µ = ∂µ + igA′

µ,

ρ0 =
√

µ2/λ. (47)
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This clearly shows that the theory can be viewed as a
Abelian gauge theory which has the charged vector field
Wµ as a source.

To compare the Georgi-Glashow Lagrangian with the
Weinberg Lagrangian of the standard model, notice that
when we switch off the hypercharge gauge interaction,
the Weinberg Lagrangian (6) reduces to

L = −1

2
(∂µρ)

2 − λ

8

(
ρ2 − ρ20

)2 − 1

4
F ′
µν

2 − g2

8
ρ2A′2

µ

−1

2

∣∣D′
µWν −D′

νWµ

∣∣2 + g2

4
W ∗

µWµ

+igF ′
µνW

∗
µWν +

g2

4

(
W ∗

µWν −W ∗
νWµ

)2
. (48)

This is almost identical to the above Georgi-Glashow La-
grangian (46), except that in (48) the Abelian potential
A′

µ of SU(2) has the extra interaction with the Higgs
scalar which generates the mass to A′

µ.

From the Lagrangian (46) we have the equation of
motion

∂2ρ− 2g2ρ W ∗
µWµ = λ

(
ρ2 − ρ20

)
ρ,

D′
µ(D

′
µWν −D′

νWµ) = g2ρ2Wν + igF ′
µνWµ

−g2(W ∗
µWν −W ∗

νWµ)Wµ,

∂µF
′
µν = ig∂µ(W

∗
µWν −W ∗

νWµ) + ig
[
W ∗

µ(D
′
µWν

−D′
νWµ) + (D′

µWν −D′
νWµ)

∗Wµ

]
. (49)

Notice that here A′
µ and Wµ have two independent equa-

tions of motion.

To discuss the ’tHooft-Polyakov monopole we choose
the ansatz,

Φ⃗ = ρ(r) r̂, Âµ = −1

g
r̂ × ∂µr̂,

W⃗µ =
1

g
f(r) r̂ × ∂µr̂, (50)

or equivalently

ρ = ρ(r), A′
µ = −1

g
(1− cos θ)∂µφ,

Wµ =
i

g

f(r)√
2
(∂µθ + i sin θ∂µφ). (51)

This should be compared to the ansatz (20). Clearly

they become identical when we identify A′
µ as A

(em)
µ in

the absence of Zµ.

With the ansatz we have the following equation for
the monopole

ρ̈+
2

r
ρ̇− 2

f2

r2
ρ = λ

(
ρ2 − ρ20

)
ρ,

f̈ − f2 − 1

r2
f = g2ρ2f, (52)

Again, this should be compared to the equation of mo-
tion (21) for the Cho-Maison monopole. They are almost
identical.

Obviously, (52) has the solution

ρ = ρ0, f = 0, (53)

or

ρ = ρ0, Âµ = −1

g
r̂ × ∂µr̂, W⃗µ = 0. (54)

This is precisely the Wu-Yang monopole [27, 28, 38, 39].
This confirms that the Georgi-Glashow model has the
Wu-Yang monopole as a solution. But notice that this
has an infinite energy.

We can make the energy finite with the W boson
dressing, integrating (52) with the boundary condition

ρ(0) = 0, ρ(∞) = ρ̄0,

f(0) = 1, f(∞) = 0, (55)

and obtain the ’tHooft-Polyakov monopole which has a
finite energy. The solution is shown in Fig. 2 in black
curves.

The energy of the ’tHooft-Polyakov monopole is given
by

E = Eρ + EW + EρW ,

Eρ = 4π

∫ ∞

0

[r2
2
ρ̇2 +

r2λ

4
(ρ2 − ρ20)

2
]
dr,

EW =
4π

g2

∫ ∞

0

[
ḟ2 +

(f2 − 1)2

2r2

]
dr,

EρW = 4π

∫ ∞

0

f2ρ2dr, (56)

Notice that the boundary condition f(0) = 1 is crucial
to make the solutions regular at the origin and make
the energy finite. This shows that the tHooft-Polyakov
monopole is nothing but the Wu-Yang monopole which
has the Higgs and W boson dressing which makes the
energy finite.

Moreover, in the Bogomol’nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield
(BPS) limit λ = 0, the equation (52) reduces to the fol-
lowing equation

ρ̇± f2 − 1

gr2
= 0, ḟ ± gρf = 0. (57)

This has the analytic solution

ρ = ρ0 coth(gρ0r)−
1

gr
, f =

gρ0r

sinh(gρ0r)
, (58)

which describes the analytic Prasad-Sommerfield
monopole [40]. And we can generalize the ’tHooft-
Polyakov monopole to the dyon and anti-dyon.
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FIG. 2. The new monopole solutions in Georgi-Glashow
model. The black curves represent the well known ’tHooft-
Polyakov monopole, and the blue curve represents the Wu-
Yang monopole which has the W boson dressing.

Now, we show that the Georgi-Glashow model (just
like the standard model) has another interesting new
monopole solution. To see this, notice that (52) has an-
other solution given by

ρ = 0, f = −1, (59)

or

ρ = 0, Âµ = −1

g
r̂ × ∂µr̂,

W⃗µ = −1

g
r̂ × ∂µr̂, (60)

Moreover, when ρ = 0, the ’tHooft-Polyakov monopole
equation (52) reduces to

f̈ − f2 − 1

r2
f = 0. (61)

This is identical to the equation (27) we have discussed
above in the standard model.

This tells that we now have a new monopole solu-
tion in Georgi-Glashow model. Indeed, integrating (61)
with the boundary condition (29) we obtain the Wu-Yang
monopole which has only the W boson dressing. This is
shown in Fig. 2 in blue curves. This tells that the Georgi-
Glashow model also admits a new type of monopole so-
lution.

The energy of the new monopole is given by

E =
4π

g2

∫ ∞

0

[
ḟ2 +

(f2 − 1)2

2r2

]
dr, (62)

which contains the infinite energy of the singularity of the
Wu-Yang monopole at the origin. Notice that here again
ρ = 0 of the solution means no Higgs field, so that we do
not have to worry about the stability of the solution or
the Higgs vacuum energy.

The existence of the new monopole in Georgi-Glashow
model, the Wu-Yang monopole dressed by the W boson,
is also completely unexpected.

VI. CHROMONIC MONOPOLE IN QCD

So far we have shown the existence of new types
monopoles in the standard model and Georgi-Glashow
model. This is not accidental. The non-Abelian gauge
theories have similar non-Abelian structure which allows
this. To show this we now discuss a new monopole solu-
tion in QCD.

It has been well known that QCD has the Wu-Yang
monopole [38, 39]. We can generalize this to obtain a new
Wu-Yang monopole which has the chromon dressing. To
understand this we make the Abelian decomposition of
the SU(2) QCD,

A⃗µ = Âµ + X⃗µ,

Âµ = Aµ n̂− 1

g
n̂× ∂µ n̂, (Aµ = n̂ · A⃗µ),

X⃗µ = X1
µ n̂1 +X2

µ n̂2, (63)

and express the QCD Lagrangian by

LQCD = −1

4
F⃗ 2
µν

= LRCD − 1

4
(D̂µX⃗ν − D̂νX⃗µ)

2

−g

2
F̂µν · (X⃗µ × X⃗ν)−

g2

4
(X⃗µ × X⃗ν)

2

= −1

4
(Fµν +Hµν +Xµν)

2 − 1

4
(D̂µX⃗ν − D̂νX⃗µ)

2,

LRCD = −1

4
F̂ 2
µν ,

Hµν = −1

g
n̂ · (∂µn̂× ∂ν n̂) = ∂µCν − ∂νCµ,

Xµν = gn̂ · (X⃗µ × X⃗ν). (64)

This tells that the QCD can be viewed as the restricted
QCD (RCD) made of the restricted potential Âµ which

has the chromon X⃗µ as the colored source.

The Lagrangian (64) gives us the following equation
of motion for SU(2) QCD,

∂µ(Fµν +Hµν)

= −gn̂ ·
[
X⃗µ × (D̂µX⃗ν − D̂νX⃗µ) + ∂µ(X⃗µ × X⃗ν)

]
,

D̂µ(D̂µX⃗ν − D̂νX⃗µ)

= g(Fµν +Hµν +Xµν) n̂× X⃗µ. (65)

This should be compared with the well-known QCD
equation of motion

DµF⃗µν = 0. (66)

Remarkably, (65) decomposes the QCD equation (66) to
two separate equations, the one for the nuron Aµ and the

one for the chromon X⃗µ.
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FIG. 3. The new monopole solution in QCD, the Wu-Yang
monopole which has the chromon dressing. The black curve
represents the chromon profile, and the red curve represents
the chromon profile f in log scale.

Notice that the first equation of (65) for the nuron
is very much like the Maxwell’s equation in QED. And
the second equation for the chromon confirms that it be-
comes a colored source of the restricted potential Âµ.
This strongly implies that the nuron Aµ plays the role of

“the photon” in QCD, but the chromon X⃗µ plays the role
of the colored source of QCD which could be interpreted
as the constituent gluon [27, 28].

To obtain a new monopole solution, we choose the
ansatz

Âµ = −1

g
r̂ × ∂µr̂, X⃗µ = −1

g
f(r)r̂ × ∂µr̂, (67)

and have the following equation from (65)

f̈ − f2 − 1

r2
f = 0. (68)

Obviously this has the solution

f = 0. (69)

or

Âµ = −1

g
r̂ × ∂µr̂, X⃗µ = 0. (70)

This, of course, is precisely the Wu-Yang monopole [27,
28, 38, 39].

We can easily show that this Wu-Yang monopole is
nothing but the Dirac monopole embedded in QCD. To
show this, notice that under the gauge transformation

r̂ → ê = Ur̂ =

 sin θ cosφ
sin θ sinφ

cos θ

 , (71)

we have

Âµ = −1

g
r̂ × ∂µr̂ → Cµ ê, X⃗µ → 0,

Cµ ≃ −1

g
θ̂ · ∂µφ̂ = −1

g
(1− cos θ)∂µφ,

θ̂ =

 cos θ cosφ
cos θ sinφ
− sin θ

 , φ̂ =

 − sinφ
cosφ
0

 . (72)

This is precisely the Dirac monopole trivially embedded
in QCD. This confirms that the Wu-Yang monopole is
nothing but the Dirac monopole embedded in the SU(2)
QCD.

We can generalize this Wu-Yang monopole solution.
Solving (68) wlth the boundary condition

f(0) = 0, f(∞) = 1, (73)

we obtain a new monopole solution in QCD, the Wu-
Yang monopole which has the chromon dressing. This
is shown in Fig. 3. The energy of the new monopole is
given by

E =
4π

g2

∫ ∞

0

[
ḟ2 +

(f2 − 1)2

2r2

]
dr, (74)

which becomes infinite.

VII. DISCUSSION

In this paper we have discussed the new monopole
solutions in the standard model, the Georgi-Glashow
model, and QCD. So far, it has been thought that there
is only one type of electroweak monopole in the standard
model, the Cho-Maison monopole. But in this paper we
have shown that there are actually two types electroweak
monopoles, the Cho-Maison type monopoles which have
the magnetic charge 4π/e and the neutral type magnetic
monopoles which have the magnetic charge 4π/ē. We
have shown that there are three different Cho-Maison
monopoles, the naked one, the one which has the Higgs
and W boson dressing, and the one which has only the
W boson dressing. Moreover, we have shown that there
are two neutral monopoles, the naked one and the one
which has the W boson dressing.

The existence of two types of monopoles stems from
the fact that the standard model has two conserved
charges, the electric charge e and the neutral charge
ē. This, of course, does not guarantee the existence of
two types of monopoles in the standard model. So the
fact that the theory actually accommodates two types of
monopoles is really remarkable.

We have also shown that the two types of monopoles
in the standard model, the Cho-Maison monopole and
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the neutral monopole, can also be represented by two
sets of new monopoles, the weak monopole of (36) and
the hypercharge monopole of (39). This comes from the
fact that the two monopoles come from two U(1) gauge
groups, the weak U(1) subgroup of SU(2) and the hyper-
charge U(1) of the standard model. This must be clear
from the Lagrangian (6).

In the Georgi-Glashow model, we have shown
that there are three monopoles, the naked Wu-Yang
monopole, the Wu-Yang monopole which has the Higgs
andW boson dressing, and the Wu-Yang monopole which
has only the W boson dressing. And we have shown that
the well known ’tHooft-Polyakov monopole is nothing but
the Wu-Yang monopole which has the Higgs and W bo-
son dressing, which regularizes the point singularity of
the monopole and makes the energy finite.

In QCD we have shown that there are two monopoles,
the naked Wu-Yang monopole and the Wu-Yang
monopole which has the chromon dressing.

The new monopoles among these are the two neutral
magnetic monopoles (the naked one and the one with the
W boson dressing) and the Cho-Maison monopole which
have the W boson dressing in the standard model, the
Wu-Yang monopole which has the W boson dressing in
the Georgi-Glashow model, and the Wu-Yang monopole
which has the chromon dressing in QCD. So far, these
monopoles have escaped our attention.

The new monopoles are all very interesting, but
the most unexpected ones are the neutral magnetic
monopoles in the standard model. Clearly they are a
totally new type of monopoles whose existence has never
been suggested in physics before.

All new monopoles have a common denominator, the
same W boson and/or the chromon profile given by the
equation (68). This is because all of them stem from
the chromonic monopole in QCD, the pure SU(2) gauge
interaction which exists in all three theories. So the
chromonic monopole in QCD becomes the backbone of
all these new monopoles. This is remarkable.

The standard model has really remarkable features.
Obviously it is one of the most successful theory in high
energy physics. And now we know that it has many in-
teresting monopoles. This is almost surreal. What is
the reason that the standard model has such interesting
monopoles? This appears mysterious.

The reason is that the standard model has two
monopole topology, the SU(2) monopole topology π2(S

2)
and the hypercharge U(1) monopole topology π1(S

1).
And after the Abelian decomposition they transform to
two π1(S

1) monopole topology, the π1(S
1) monopole

topology of the weak U(1) subgroup of SU(2) and the
π1(S

1) monopole topology of the hypercharge U(1). And
a combination of the two monopole topology provides the
monopole topology of the new solutions.

In fact, the weak U(1) monopole topology describes
the topology of the weak monopole which has the W bo-
son dressing, and the U(1) hypercharge monopole topol-
ogy describes the hypercharge monopole. And the elec-
tromagnetic and neutral combinations of these two topol-
ogy describe the topology of the Cho-Maison monopole
and the neutral monopole. So, we can explain the
monopole topology of all these solutions with the two
monopole topology of the standard model. This tells
that it is not mysterious that the standard model has
these new monopoles.

One might ask if these new monopoles are stable.
Obviously they have the topological stability. But one
might like to know if they are also dynamically stable.
It has been proved that the Cho-Maison monopole is dy-
namically stable [17]. It would be interesting to see if
one can also prove the dynamical stability of the neutral
monopole in the standard model.

The importance of the standard model may not be
limited to high energy physics. It has been argued that
it could also play important roles in condensed matter
physics. This is because it could be viewed as the non-
Abelian Ginzburg-Landau theory of two-gap ferromag-
netic superconductivity [22–24].

Moreover, the standard model could also describe the
magnon electron spintronics. This is because the Higgs
doublet could be interpreted as the charged spinon which
describes the electron in electron spintronics. So, with
the hypercharge U(1) as the electromagnetic U(1) and
the non-Abelian SU(2) as the magnon gauge interaction
which acts on the electron spin, we could view the theory
as the theory of the electron magnon spintronics [24–26].

Our result in this paper shows that it gives us an-
other surprise that it could also accommodate two types
of different monopoles. This strongly implies that the
above mew monopoles in the standard model could also
play important roles in low energy physics. This suggests
that the theory may still have hidden territories yet to
be explored.

Finally we emphasize that the Abelian decomposition
of the non-Abelian gauge theory has played the central
role for us to find these new monopole solutions [27–32].
Without this it would have been almost impossible to find
them. Moreover, the Abelian decomposition allowed us
to clarify the topological structure of the standard model
which justifies the existence of the new monopoles.

The details of the monopoles and new aspects of the
standard model will be discussed in a separate paper [41].
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