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Abstract. Let E be a manifold on which a compact Lie group S acts simply (all
orbits of the same type); E can be written locally as M x S/I, M being the
manifold of orbits (space-time) and I a typical isotropy group for the S action.
We study the geometrical structure given by an S-invariant metric and an
S-invariant Yang Mills field on E with gauge group R. We show that there is a
one to one correspondence between such structures and quadruplets
(Vs AL, Bl hyp) of fields defined solely on My, is a metric on M, h, are scalar
fields characterizing the geometry of the orbits (internal spaces), ¢; are other
scalar fields (Higgs fields) characterizing the S invariance of the Lie(R)-valued
Yang Mills field and A% is a Yang Mills field for the gauge group
NI x Z(A(I)), N(I) being the normalizer of I in S, A is a homomorphism of I
into R associated to the S action, and Z(A(I)) is the centralizer of A(I) in R. We
express the Einstein-Yang-Mills Lagrangian of E in terms of the component
fields on M. Examples and model building recipes are given.

I. Introduction

I.1. Several Descriptions for the Same Geometrical Structure

Symmetry properties of gravity (metric structure) and Yang-Mills fields (connec-
tions) have been often studied separately, both by physicists and mathematicians.
These two kinds of geometrical structures are however deeply inter-related and
several techniques of “dimensional reduction” allow us to cast a new light on the
subject. Let us suppose that we live in an extended universe U endowed with a
metric g(U) invariant under a group G (description 1), then, in many cases, we can
also describe the same situation by saying that we live in an universe E
(dimE <dim U) endowed with a metric g(E) and a Yang-Mills field A(E), both
invariant under a subgroup of G (description 2). We can finally describe the same
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situation by saying that we live in a universe M (space-time,
dimM <dimE <dimU) endowed with a metric g(M), a new Yang-Mills field
A(M), a few scalar fields and no symmetries left (description 3). The study of the
link between descriptions 2 and 3 is the aim of this paper. The method that we shall
use is the following: a general result [1], which we recall in Sect. 2, allows us to
obtain the link between descriptions 1 and 2 as well as the link between
descriptions 1 and 3, we will therefore obtain the desired results by comparing the
above two relations. Particular examples of the general situation have been
studied in [2, 3] providing interesting phenomenological models; the interpret-
ation of Higgs fields as Yang-Mills fields has been emphasized in [4-7] where some
properties of symmetric Yang-Mills fields are also studied. The construction given
in the present paper is a natural application of the methods developed in [1] and
may be thought of as an alternative to that of [8], where a direct analyzis of the link
between the descriptions 2 and 3 is made (see also [9]).

1.2. The Mathematical Framework

Symmetries can be studied globally (group actions) or locally (vector fields); here
we study symmetric configurations of coupled Yang-Mills and Einstein fields in
the most general case and we perform this analysis both from the local and global
point of view. The natural mathematical framework used to study global aspects is
provided by the theory of fiber bundles and we will use freely the corresponding
terminology. In plain terms, let us only say that a fiber bundle is a geometrical
object which can be thought of as a collection of “fibers” glued together and
parametrized by a manifold called the “basis”; besides, often there is a well defined
action of a group G on the fibers (the “structural group”)-one can think of the base
as being space-time and of the typical fiber as being the internal space (there is an
internal space above every space-time point). Properties of connections are
discussed in the mathematical literature in terms of the connection form (which is a
Lie algebra valued one-form on the bundle space) but physicists prefer to use
Yang-Mills fields (which are Lie algebra valued one-forms on the basis); Yang-
Mills fields can only be defined (locally) via the choice of a (local) gauge (“section”
of the bundle). In the following we will express the results in these two languages.

1.3. Structure of the Paper

In Sect. 2, we show how to construct invariant metrics on fiber bundles and recall
the Reduction Theorem [1]. In Sect. 3, we define and study symmetries of bundles
and connections. In Sect. 4, we analyze the geometrical structure for a space E
endowed with an S-invariant metric and a S-invariant, Lie(R)-valued Yang-Mills
field; we obtain a generalized reduction theorem and a “dimensionally reduced”
Einstein-Yang-Mills action. In Sect. 5, we discuss examples, model building
recipes and give comments and a summary of our results. The reader who only
wants to get the main ideas of the present paper may read only the summary
section (5.1) as well as Tables 1, 2 (Sect. 4.2). Whenever we give a physical
interpretation to our results, the signature of space-time is + + + —, see also
Sect. 5.4.
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2. Invariant Metrics on Fiber Bundles

2.1. Invariant Metrics on Principal Bundles

Let us first recall a result which is well known both in physical and in the
mathematical folklore (see e.g. [10-12]; consider a G-invariant metric g(P) on a
principal bundle P of base M and structure group G, then this metric can be
reinterpreted in terms of objects defined on M : a metric g(M) =(y,,) on M, a gauge

field A(M)=(A7,(X)), a=1,2,...,n=dim¥, valued in ¥ =Lie(G), and n(n; 1) _

component scalar field h=(h,z(x)) which, for a fixed x, determines a right-
invariant metric in the copy of G above x. Reciprocally, the data consisting of these
three objects allow us to reconstruct back a unique G-invariant metric on the
bundle. For example, if we believe that the “real world” can be described by a space
which is a “local product” of space-time M and the color group SU(3)—the internal
space — then an SU(3)-invariant metric on this 4 + 8 = 12-dimensional space P
splits into a gravity field on M, a color field, and scalar fields k,4(x) characterizing

the “shape” of the internal SU(3) space above xe M | notice that there is a

8 D . .
—;—9 =36-parameter family of right invariant metrics on SU(B)}

The scalar curvature 7, associated to a G-invariant metric on P is constant
along the fibers and can be written entirely in terms of the fields on M*

T (P)=1(M) +1(G) —Gh,s F ., F**
—5h*h°(D h,,D*hgs+ Db, D*h.s)
—V(h** D" h,y),

D,hyy=0,hyg+ Co ALy + ChL AR,

ay/iu

2.1.1)

where C}; are the structure constants for G.

7,(M) is the scalar curvature of M, and 7,(G) is the scalar curvature of the copy
of G over x, which can be interpreted as (minus) the potential term for the scalar
fields?

(%) = —h*ECLCL +5hPP . CLyCly + CE,CL) . 2.12)

If one assumes that G [SU(3) in our example] takes, at each point x € M, its most
symmetric standard shape (the G x G-invariant Killing metric), then D 1, =0, and
we recover the usual Einstein-Yang-Mills action; in that case t; is just a
(cosmological) constant.

Let us end this subparagraph with a mathematical application: construction of
all possible SU(2)-invariant metrics on the seven sphere S”. First we realize that S”
can be written as an SU(2) bundle over $* (the Hopf fibration), therefore a direct
use of the above theorem tells us that in order to construct a general SU(2)-

I The factor in the kinetic energy term of scalars is —% and not —4 as erroneously printed in [1]
2 The last term in (2.1.2) vanishes for all unimodular groups and will be omitted in the rest of
this paper
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invariant metric on S one must choose 1) an arbitrary metric on §%, 2) an arbitrary
Yang-Mills field defined on S* with values in Lie (SU(2)), and 3) an arbitrary
SU(2)-invariant metric on each copy of SU(2) above the points of $* (there is a
6-parameter family of such metrics).

Remark 2.1.1. The last term of the Eq. (2.1.1) gives no contribution to the field
equation if one takes for the Lagrangian L~ 1)/ |g(M)|; however, it has to be taken
into account if the volume density is taken to be |/|g(P).

2.2. Invariant Metrics on Bundles with Homogeneous Fibers

What we will need in the following is actually a generalization of the previous
theorem to the case when the internal space is not a group G but, more generally, a
homogeneous space G/H.> Such a generalization was obtained in [1], where the
following result (which we call the Reduction Theorem) was proved.

Reduction Theorem. Consider a right action of G on a local product bundle
E~M x (G/H) with base M, whose fibers are homogeneous spaces isomorphic to
G/H. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence between G-invariant metrics on E
and triples (y,,,, AZ, hyg), where v, is a metric on the base M, Af: is a Yang-Mills
potential with gauge group N(H)|H, N(H) being the normalizer of H in G, and the
scalar fields h,g(x) describe a G-invariant metric in the copy of G/H above x.

Let us recall that the normalizer N(H) of H in G is the biggest subgroup of G in
which H is invariant; we have H={ae G:aH =Ha}. The tangent space at the
origin of G/H (indices a, 3, ...) is isomorphic to %/ and is usually not a Lie
algebra, but it contains as a subspace the Lie algebra of N(H)/H (we use &, 3, ... for
the indices of this subspace). The scalar curvature of E endowed with such a
G-invariant metric, can be, here again, expressed entirely in terms of M-based
fields, and we get [1] an expression similar to Eq. (2.1.1)

U(E)=1(M) + 1(G/H) —hy;F2 F*P

—3h*W?(D h,, D*hys+ D hyyD h,s) — V(B D*hy) (2.2.1)
where
D, hyp=0,hyy+ CosAlhsy+ CosAlh,s
and

tou=—h*GCLCl,+5h"" h,, Cl,Cl, + Cg,,cf,_y) . (2.2.2)

The index y in (2.2.2) runs through the Lie subalgebra s C & of the stability group:
A =Lie(H).

Example 1.1f we take as a model a space E which is a local product of space-time M
and the 16-dimensional complex Stiefel manifold SU(5)/SU(3), then an SU(5)-
invariant metric on this 20-dimensional space E can be constructed out of a gravity
field on M, a Yang-Mills field with gauge group SU(2) x U(1), and a scalar field

3 Throughout this paper G/H denotes the space of right cosets {Ha : ae G}. This is opposite to
the usual convention



Symmetries of Einstein-Yang-Mills Fields 83

h,s(x) characterizing the shape of the internal SU(5)/SU(3) homogeneous space
sitting above x € M. Notice that the Lie algebra of the normalizer of SU(3)in SU (5)
is indeed the Lie algebra of SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1).

7 7

Example 2. We take as a model the 11-dimensional space E = %JW, which is

constructed as follows: by using the right action pe S7, ge SU(2) pge S” of SU(2)
on S7, we define the following diagonal right action of SU(2) on
S7x87:(p,p)eS" xS, geSUQ) (pg,p'g)e S’ xS’, and define E as the coset
space obtained via the diagonal action; of course we use the fact that S” is indeed a
SU(2) bundle over S* (Hopf fibration). Let us now show that E can also be written
as a non-trivial S” bundle over $*; indeed if we define a left action of SU(2) on S7 by
gp=pg ' we can construct an associated bundle {class(p, p")|p, p’€ S’}, where

class(p,p)={(pg, g~ 'p)|geSUQ)} ={(pg, P'9)lgeSU2)} .

This associated bundle therefore coincides with E but now it has base S* and
typical fiber S7. Now the group G=Sp(2) acts transitively on S’
(S”=G/H =Sp(2)/Sp(1)), the normalizer of Sp(1) in Sp(2) being Sp(1) x SU(2);
then G=Sp(2) acts also on E, there is only one stratum, all the orbits are of the
same type (S7) and the manifold of orbits is S*. The most general Sp(2) invariant
metric on E can be constructed out of a gravity field (metric) on S*, a Yang Mills
field A% defined on S*, valued in SU(2) and a scalar field h,p(x) characterizing the
Sp(2)-invariant metric of the copy of S7 above x e S* (there is a 7-dimensional
manifold of such metrics [1]). This example could be generalized to the study of

. . . G/H x G/H
G-invariant metrics on spaces of the type E= ———————
over G/N with typical fiber G/H. N(H)H

Other examples are given in [1]. Notice that when G/H is an isotropy
irreducible space [i.e. when Ad(H) acts on %/# real irreducibly], then N(H)/H is
discrete. In such a case the Yang-Mills potential is trivial. More material on the
subject can be found in [13, 14].

considered as bundles

3. Symmetries of a Principal Bundle

In this section we will introduce the principal concepts and notation used
throughout the rest of the paper.

3.1. Symmetries of Yang-Mills Fields

Let (U, &, E, R) be a principal bundle with base E, projection x, and Lie structure
group R acting on U from the right. Let S be a Lie group acting on U from the left
by bundle automorphisms, i.e.

s(ur)=(suyr, VseS, TreR,

see Fig. 1. We shall assume that the action of S on U is effective, i.e. su=u,Vue U
implies s=e. The action of S on U induces an action of S on E: sn(u) = n(su). This
induced action on E need not be effective — thus we allow for pure gauge
transformations also called vertical automorphisms (cf. [15-17]).
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We will also use the right action of S on U and on E defined by

us=s *u, wuelU, seS,
ys=s~ 'y, yeE, seS.

When a possibility of confusion can arise, we shall write L, and R, for the left and
right action respectively.

/ s{ur)=(sulr

ur r

/ = v
u
u, Uy,
1 L
y=mt(u) n(sul=sy E

Fig. 1

Denote by £ the Lie algebra of R, and let, for each ve %, Z, denote the
fundamental vector field on U generated by v:

2= fuexp@)], .

Recall that a 1-form w, defined on U and with values in 4, is a 1-form of a principal
connection if w(Z,)=v, and R*w=Ad(r) ', re R. The group S, introduced
above, is said to be a symmetry group of  if, for all se S,

Rrfo=0. (3.1.1)

The content of the above equation was discussed in many papers and we refer the
reader to the existing literature [6, 7, 18-21]. The brief discussion we give below
has the purpose of introducing notation and concepts we will use later on.

Global description of a gauge field involves a principal connection 1-form .
Locally a gauge field is described by an #-valued 1-form on E rather than on U.
Leto: E-U be alocal cross-section (gauge), then A% —the Yang-Mills potential in
the gauge ¢ — is defined by A°=d*w.

Let S be a symmetry group of w, and let us see what can be said about the local
representative A%. Of course the cross-section ¢ will not be, in general, invariant
under S. Its noninvariance is described by a compensating function r=r(s; y)
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taking values in the gauge group R, defined by (see Fig. 2):

a(ys)=[o(y)s]r (3.1.2)

{ alylr

/ alysl=laly)slr
/ aly)

aly)s

Fig. 2

Because of noninvariance of the gauge o, also the Yang-Mills potential A% will not
be invariant; indeed, using (3.1.1) we find

R*A°=(R; 'oa°R)*w=(or)*w=A"=r"'Ar+r" dr. (3.1.3)

Therefore R¥A° differs from A° by a gauge transformation.

Let & be the Lie algebra of the symmetry group S. With ¢ € & let t—exp(t&) be
the 1-parameter subgroup generated by £. Denote by Z, the fundamental vector
field generated by ¢:

2= 5 vexp (@)=

With s =s(z) differentiate (3.1.3) with respect to t at t =0. From the very definitions
of Lie and covariant derivatives, we obtain L, A”=DA"({), where

) = 7P 9: Mms.

For a fixed ye E, A°(-;y) is a linear map from & to £. It will play an important
role later on. Let us analyze it a little bit closer. Choose y € E and denote by I the
stability group of y,I={se S:sy=y}. Choose uen'(y), and let, for every sel,
A,(s) be the unique element of R satisfying

su=ul,(s) (3.1.4)

(see Fig. 3). Then A,: I—R is a homomorphism of Lie groups. Comparing (3.1.2)
and (3.1.4) we find

ra(S; y) = ia(y)(s) ’ sel s
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and thus s—r°(s; y), when restricted to sel, is a group homomorphism. Let
# =Lie(I) be the Lie algebra of I. It follows then that A° restricted to £ € .# is a Lie
algebra homomorphism, which coincides with the derivative 4, of Z,.,,. We thus
see that A7 restricted to .# depends only on the action of S on U, and not on the
connection. What does depend on w is the restriction of A7 to a complement, say
2, of # in &. Write ¥ = # + 2 with Ad(I)? C 2 (reductive decomposition), and
define ¢°(-;y) to be the restriction of A% to Z. The field ¢ defined in this way will
be later on interpreted as the Higgs field resulting from dimensional reduction of
the Yang-Mills field.

$ su=uhs)

Fig. 3

3.2. Several Bundle Structures of the Principle Bundle U

As before, consider a principal bundle (U, E, , R) with base E and structure Lie
group R, and let S be a Lie group acting on U by bundle automorphisms. We want
to discuss now in more detail the structure arising from such an action. We will
assume that both R and S are compact although, with proper care, our discussion
could be carried through for non-compact groups admitting biinvariant, nonde-
generate metric, with essentially the same results.

We recall from the previous subparagraph that there is an induced action of S
on the base E. For every yeE denote by S, the stability group of y:S,
={se S:sy=y}. There are then two natural equivalence relations in E. One is:
y~y, if S, and S, are conjugate; the other, stronger one, is: y~y"iff S, =S,.. The
equivalence classes [y]={y" € E: y’~y} are called strata. In general E will be an
union of several strata and, since S is compact, one of them will be open and dense
(see[22, 23]). Let us restrict our further discussion to one of these strata: Or, better,
let us assume that E consists of a single stratum only*. Thus S, and S, are
conjugate for all y,y’ e E. Consider now the second equivalence relation. The
equivalence class [[y]]={)y" € E: y'~y} is conveniently called the substratum of y
[24]. We choose, once and for all, one of these substrata, call it P, and denote by U
the stability group common to all the points of P: P={yeE:Sy=1I}. Pis a

4 E is then called simple S-space and the action of S on E is called simple
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P.S,=l

S/l

S, #I

X M
Fig. 4. Notice that E=[y] and P=[[y]]. P is a subbundle of E. The Killing vectors Z,, {€ &,
introduced in Sect. 3.1 are vertical in E, those corresponding to ¢ € Lie(N(I)) are, at the points of
P, tangent to the submanifold P

submanifold of E, and E can be thought of as a collection of orbits of type S/I, the
collection being parametrized by a manifold M — the manifold of orbits. In other
words E is a fiber bundle of base M and fiber S/I — see Fig. 4. It is important to
realize that P is a subbundle of E, it is a principal bundle with the same base M and
structure group K = N(I)/I, N(I) being the normalizer of I in S (see [ 22, 23, also 1]).
For our further discussion it is important to notice that the direct product
group G=S x R acts on U via the following right action:
G=SxR3(s,r):u—s" 'ur.
With the terminology introduced above we will assume that this action is simple,
i.e. that U consists of a single stratum. To fix a substratum Q of U let us choose

ue U such that n(u) € P [see Fig. 4] and let H= G, be the stability group of this u.
We take for the substratum Q C U the substratum characterized by H:

Q={ueU:s 'ur=uiff (s,r)e H}.
Since Q =[[u]] and n(u) € P, it follows that 7(Q) C P. As before U is a fiber bundle
with (the same as E) base M and fiber G/H, and (Q, M, N(H)/H) is a principal
bundle. The space U can therefore be fibrated in several ways® and Fig. 5 below

summarizes the results.

In Sect. (3.1) we already introduced the group homomorphisms 4,: S, —R.
Let us observe that A, remains constant while u varies in Q. Indeed, by the very
definitions we have G, = {(s, 4,(s)) : s € S,)}. When u runs through Q, then G,=H
and S, =1 are both constant, and thus A=/, is constant too. Thus we have

H={(i,A(i)):iel}=diag(l, A(I))CG.

The stability group H is isomorphic to I, but it is not equal to Ix{e}. Because of
this fact the normalizer of H in G=S x R is not isomorphic to N(I) x R. Let us see
what is the relation between N(H) and N(I). By using the definitions we find

se N(I) and
N(H .
(&r)eNH) < {r}t(i)r‘ = sis ) Viel.

5 Other fibrations are also possible but we will not need them here, see [22]
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R G/H
U U
ue a = su 1N(Hi/H
1 I
i |
! |
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|
1
- u |
7 |
S
’ 1 |
/ | |
1 | |
// ! !
7/ I I
// { ! S/l
2 : !
X 1
e
Fig. 5 M Y "

Consider the centralizer Z of the image A(I) of I in R:
Z={reR:ri(iy~'=Ai),Viel}.

By the embedding Z—Z x {e}, Z can be considered as a subgroup of N(H)|H, and
one easily gets the following important result [§].

Proposition 3.2.1. Z is an invariant subgroup of N(H)|H, and N(H)|H is locally
isomorphic to (N(I)|I) x Z, N(I) being the normalizer of I in S.

3.3. Lie Algebra Decomposition and the Vielbein

We introduce the Lie algebra &, #, A'(I), A of S, I, N(I), K=N(I)|I, and
decompose the Lie algebra & of S as follows (cf. [1,8]):

P
—
y;ﬂ:ﬂf—kﬁ, PxF|I, H=NI)S,
(

H={,e?:[{,I]=0}, [J,4]=0,
(A, xjcx, [/, Zijce, [J,2]C2,
and let us introduce the Lie algebra bases T,, T;, T,, T, T;in ., A", 2, Z, and #
respectively — see Fig. 6.

The homomorphism A:I—R introduced in 3.2 induces the homomorphism
A F >R of Lie algebras, and we define the matrix elements 4} of 1’ by

V(T)=1T,.
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s R
J Ta
A ’ TT
" T T,
T | o2
¢

Fig. 6. Decompositions of the Lie algebras ¥ and #. & denotes the Lie algebra of the centralizer Z
of A(I)

The Lie algebra ¢ of the direct product group G=S x R can be decomposed in two
ways
L4 P
——— ——

GeF A+ N+ L+ R=H+H + L +R,
H={E+1(): e sy =diag(F, N (F)CS +R

where

is the Lie algebra of the stability group H. It is the second decomposition which is
used in the reduction theorem for G/H. To apply this theorem we have to
introduce a new basis in ¥, with tilda, adapted to the second, reductive,

decomposition:
T =T, +(T)(# N
3 ) ( )((9))}, =T, (9/#)

=T, @. T,=T, ().

It is important to notice that the Lie algebra of N(H)|H is composed of /" and &
(see Proposition 3.2.1, also [8])

Lie(N(H)H)=X4"+ % . (3.3.2)
We shall use the index 4= (4, 1) to label generators of this algebra. Thus
Ti=T;=(T, T)).

(3.3.1)

The structure constants of the adapted (non-product) basis in ¥ =% + %, which
differ from those of the product (non-tilda) basis, are the following ones
Con=—Cily.
Ciy=Chdidh— ClLiL, (3.3.3)
Cli=2kcy;.
Observe that
Cl;=Ci;=0. (3.3.4)

Let now gy be a G-invariant metric on U. In particular, being S-invariant, g
induces a metric g on E (Sect. 2.2), and gy is S-invariant. Thus g induces a metric
gy on M. We recall that M = E/S = U/G, therefore g,, can be also induced directly
from gy. For our purpose it will be enough to assume that g, restricted to the fibers
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of the principal bundle U—E, induces a fixed biinvariant metric k on R. We will
call it the Killing metric.

Letubea pointin Q, y—its projection in P, and let x be the projection of yon M
(see Fig. 5). We introduce the following vector fields:

0, — a holomorphic moving frame (vierbein) around x e M,

e, — the horizontal, i.e. orthogonal to the fibers of E— M, lift of J,,

e, — fundamental fields e,=Z_in E,

ey =(e,,e,) — the vielbein around y,

E, - fundamental fields E,=Z_in U,

E,; — fundamental fields E;=Z in U,

E,=(E, E;) — vertical vielbein around u in U,

E ;=(E,, E;) — vertical vielbein around u in Q,

E, — the horizontal, i.e. orthogonal to the fibers of U—E, lift of e,.

The components of the fields appearing in the following discussion will refer to
the vielbeins introduced above. In particular we will use the following notation
(some of the formulas will be explained later):

u

AB _

9as=9u(E 4, Eg)=(9up, 9ui- 9i))» 9" =(the inverse of g,p),
hun=3g(Epr, Ex)=(hy,, hyg),  hMYN=(the inverse of hyy),
hyp=gr(esep)=gu(E, Ep),  h**=(the inverse of h,),
Y =9u(0,,0,)=gxle,, e,)=h,,, y*’=(theinverse of y,,).

(3.3.5)

Let w be the principal connection form on U induced by g, (considered as
R-invariant, see Sect. 2.1).
We define the fields ¢; by
(E,(w) = — ¢, (W)T;. (3.3.6)

Then one easily finds the following relations
E,= Ea - ¢111El
Gap=hap+ Oitlki;, g =h",
9uj= — ¢zizkij > gai = haﬂ@; >
g =K+ g,
where k;; are the components of the Killing metric of R. The G=S§ x R-invariance

of the metric g, implies that ¢=(g}), considered as a linear map from 2 to %,
satisfies the constraint of Ad(H)-invariance

doAd(i)=Ad(A(i)-¢, iel, (3.3.8)

(3.3.7)

ij ijo

or, infinitesimally, b k70 ad gk
Copty = 24a85Ci; -
In particular ¢, =0if i+ and ¢i =0 if = d, which means that ¢(#")C % and that
NL)nZ ={0}.
We also have
C;ﬂhv(;-l-cgéh/;y:(), (339)

which expresses the I-invariance of h,.
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4. Reduction of the Einstein Yang-Mills Action

4.1. Outline of the Method

As was already explained in the introduction, our aim is to investigate dimensional
reduction of S-invariant Einstein-Yang-Mills fields in a multidimensional uni-
verse. Thus we start with an S-invariant metric g, on E, and an S-invariant
principal connection w on U. We also fix a biinvariant metric k;; on the initial
gauge group R. The logic followed in this section is summarized by the Tables 1
and 2.

Table 1 stresses the equivalence between three possible descriptions of the same
geometrical structure (we called them Description 1, 2, and 3 in our introduction).
The links between any two boxes of this chart are provided by the use of the
Reduction Theorem (recalled in Sect. 2). The main goal of our work is to connect
Description 2 and 3 (Link No. 1), and this will be done via Description 1.

Table 2 summarizes the formulae associated to the links L1, L2, L3, L4, L5 of
Table 1 via the use of the Reduction Theorem; all these relations are of course
obtained and analyzed in the subsequent paragraphs. We introduce the following
notations: YM (base, group) denotes the lagrangian for a Yang-Mills field defined
on the space “base,” valued in the Lie-algebra of “group”; KE (base, fiber) denotes
the kinetic energy term containing “base derivatives” [Egs. (3.1) and (3.4)] of the
metric on the space “fiber”; finally, the scalar curvature of a space F is denoted by
15 or 7(F).

4.2. The Link No. 2

We start with Description 2: a multidimensional Universe E furnished with an
S-invariant metric g(E) = (h,,y) and an S-invariant Yang-Mills field A} with values
in the Lie algebra # of R; the S-invariance was discussed in Sect. 3.1. The Einstein-
Yang-Mills Lagrangian is given by the expression

EYM (E) = «(E) — 4k; i WV Fiyy Fiyp, (4.2.1)

where t(E) is the scalar curvature of E for the metric hyy, and Fiy is the Yang-
Mills field strength associated to A}. Provided that we add to this expression a
constant 7(R) with value equal to the scalar curvature of the group R (endowed
with the Killing metric) we can use the Reduction Theorem of Sect.2.1 to
construct, out of these three pieces, an R-invariant metric g(U) on U considered as
an R-principal bundle over E. This metric g(U) will be actually S x R-invariant
because we started with the ingredients which were themselves S-invariant (here
one also exploits biinvariance of the Killing metric k). The scalar curvature of U,
associated to this metric g(U) is

o(U),=1(E),+(R)+ YM(E, M),, (4.2.2)
where
YM(E, R)y= _%kithOhNPFwa(J’)FéP(y) >

u being any point in the R-fiber of U over y. This geometrical structure, described
in terms of the space U, constitutes what we called Description 1 in our
introduction.
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IR

L4
L1

—

-
« § invariant metric h,y on E. |

« S invariant Yang Mills field 4} on E
valued in Lie (R).

«Killing metric k;; on R.

*§ invariant metric h,z on S/I parametrized by xe M.
*Yang Mills field 4% on M valued in Lie(N(I)/I).

« Metric y,, on M.

| | *Metric y,, on M.

*Yang Mills field (Afj, AE) on M valued in the Lie algebra of

o

N(H)/H ~N(I)/I x Z(A(I))

* G invariant metric g5 on G/H parametrized by xe M

L3

Description 2

o
- =
2
- . L5 |E
*R invariant metric k;; on R 3]
[
* § invariant metric h,; on S/I (parametrized by xe M). A
« S invariant Yang Mills field ¢; on S/I, valued in Lie (R) I
and parametrized by xe M; the Higgs field.
L |
-

and N(I)=normalizer of I in S,

the S action on U,

S/I  Z(AI)) =centralizer of A(I) in G=Sx R

I =typical stabilizer of the S action on E,

AM(I)=homomorphic image of I in R characterizing
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Table 2

L2: 1y =15+ 1R+ YM(E,R),
L3: 1y =1p0+ 1+ YMM, N(I)[I) + KE(M, §/1),
L4: 1wy =100+ 76m+ YM(M, N(H)|H) + KE(M, G/H),
LS: tgm =T+ T+ YM(S/L R).
Also
YM(M, N(H)[H) = YM(M, N(D)|I) + YM(M, Z(A(I)) + 4 cf. Egs. (4.4.2)-4.4.5),
YM(S/I, R) = — V(4 ¢) cf. Eqs. (4.5.3) and (4.5.4),
KE(M, G/H)=KE(M, S/I) + KE(@) cf. Eqs. (4.3.5) and (4.4.6)

4.3. The Link No. 3

This link is a standard application of the Reduction Theorem of Sect. 2.2 to a
S-invariant metric g(E) on E. For the scalar curvature of E, endowed with this
metric, we get [see (2.2.1) and (2.2.2)]:

(E)=t(M)+t(S/I) + YM(M, N(D|I)+ KE(M, S/I), 4.3.1)
where, with the notation given in Sect. 3.3,
R(M)=R(y,,), (4.3.2)
R(S/D)=—h=(GCyCL, +3h"'h,, ClyCly + CZ/;Cffy) , (4.3.3)
YM(M, N(DII) = ~has "y FinFiiy (4.3.4)
KE(M, S/I)= —5h**h"*(D h,,D*hgs+ D, h,;D"h.s)
—V(h**D*h,yp) . 4.3.5)

4.4. The Link No. 4

As explained in Sect. 3.2, U is also a G/H bundle over M (recall that, since
U ~E x R, the manifold M of G=S x R-orbits in U is the same as the manifold of
S-orbits in E); here again we can use the Reduction Theorem. The G-invariant
metric g(U) on U can be expressed as being built out of the following three pieces: a
metric g(M) (7,v) on M (usually interpreted as space-time metric), a Yang-Mills
field A valued in Lie (N(H)/H)=4"+ % [see (3.3.2)], and a scalar field h gz(x)
which can be interpreted as a G-invariant metric in the internal space U,~G/H
above x € M. The scalar curvature t(U) of U can now be written entirely in terms of
M-based quantities:

1,(U)=1,(M)+1(G/H)+ YM(M, N(H)|H)+KE(M, G/H), (4.4.1)
where
©(G/H)= —g*"* GC5Chc +%gBBlgCC’éiBC~(zi}B’ + C5C50),
YM(M, N(H)H) = —3"“9" g asF i Fii
KE(M, G/H)= _%yungBgCD(ﬁugAcﬁvgBu + 5ugAB]5v gcp)s
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and
5ugAB =0,94p+ CﬁéAﬁgDB + Cgc‘A,(ngD .
These formulae may be understood as referring to a certain local cross-section
g:M>x-0(x)eQCU.

The tildas refer to the reductive basis in 4 (3.3.1). To reduce further the above
expressions we apply the relations (3.3.3) and (3.3.7) with the result

YM(M, N(H)|H)=YM(M, K) + YM(M, Z)+ 4, (4.4.2)
where
YM(M, K)= —3y"y* hys F3 FE,,, (4.4.3)
YM(M, Z)= — by"y" kyFL Fl.,. (4.4.4)
and
A=~y kgl Fi ($EL, —2E}). (4.4.5)
We also get KE(M, G/H)=KE(M, S/I)+ KE(¢), where
KE(¢)= —3h**y"*k;;D ,4.D. ¢}, (4.4.6)
with
D,di=0,4+ ClsAld+ ChuAld:. (447

Notice that when K =N(I)/I [respectively Z=Z(A(I))] is discrete, then the 2¢
(respectively 3™) term of (4.4.7) vanishes as well as (4.4.5). We omit the result one
gets for ©(G/H) since it will be derived in a different way in the discussion of the
Link No. 5 below.

4.5. The Link No. 5

The term 1,(G/H) in (4.4.1) is the scalar curvature of the fiber U, of the bundle
(U, M, G/H). It is easy to see that the projection n: U—E makes U,~G/H into a
principal bundle with base E,~S/I and structure group R (Fig. 7):

R

U,zG/H

E,2S/I
Fig.7
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The metric g,z [see (3.3.5)] is S x R-invariant on U, and therefore, a fortiori,
R-invariant. Therefore we can apply the Reduction Theorem in its principal
bundle version (Sect. 2.1): g 45 can be expressed entirely in terms of an (S-invariant)
metric h,z on E,, an (S-invariant) Yang-Mills field ¢} on E,, valued in £, and the

metric k;; on R (the Killing metric). The explicit expression of g 45 in terms of its

building blocks has been already given in (3.3.7). Applying the Reduction Theorem
of Sect. 2.1, we also get

1(G/H)=1(S/I)+(R)+ YM(S/I, R), (4.5.1)

where t(R) and t(S/I) already appeared in (4.2.2) and (4.3.1) respectively. Let us
discuss now the Yang-Mills term. Since S acts transitively on the base E,~S/I of
our bundle, we are in the situation of the Wang Theorem (see e.g. [25]), and we
could simply refer to the literature. However, it is both instructive and convenient
to obtain the desired expression directly. Denoting by w=(w}) and F =(F},) the
connection and curvature form of the induced Yang-Mills field, from the very
definition of the curvature we get

Foy=D(E,, Eg) = E,0(Ep) — Eya(E,) — o([E,, Eg]) +[o(E,), o(Ep)],
while the S-invariance of w implies
0=(Lg,w) (Ep) = E,0(Ep) — ([Ey, Eg]) -
Combining the two formulae we get
Fop=([E, Ep]) +[(E,y), 0(Ep)] . (452
Now
O([E,. Ey]) = 0(ClyE, + ClyE,) = Clyoo(E,) + Clya(E,).

and we can use the formula (3.3.6) as well as the fact that Ey+)f'ZEi vanishes on Q
[see (3.3.1)], to get )

o([E,, Eg])=— (CZ/}(ZS; + Cgﬁ/@Ti )
and consequently
‘iﬂ = - (C2ﬂ¢lj + Cgﬂ}viy - C;k¢{z¢§) . (453)
The Yang-Mills term of (4.5.1) gives therefore the potential energy for the Higgs
field ¢:
—V(#)=YM(S/I, R)= —5h* h*’'k;;F' ;Fl.,. (4.5.4)
with F., given by (4.5.3).

4.6. The Link No. 1
By simple collecting of the results obtained so far we find the following theorem.

Einstein-Yang-Mills Reduction Theorem. There is one-to-one correspondence
between pairs (g(E), A(E)) of S-symmetric Einstein- Yang-Mills systems on E and the



96 R. Coquereaux and A. Jadczyk

quadruples (g(M), A(M), ¢, h) of fields on M. The Einstein-Yang-Mills Lagran-
gian EYM(E) of E, when expressed in terms of the component fields on M reads

EYM(E) = () + YM(A}, A%) + KE(h,,) + KE($) — V() —V($), (4.6.1)

where
©(y) is the scalar curvature of the metric g(M)=(y,,),
YM(A4,, 45)=YM(M, N(H)/H) is given by (4.4.2)-(4.4.5),
KE(h,z) =KE(M, S/I) is given by (4.3.5),
KE(¢!)=KE(¢) is given by (4.4.6), (4.4.7),
V(h)=1(S/I) is given by (4.3.3),
V(¢) is given by (4.5.4).

As a by-product we also get the reduction formulae for the Yang-Mills term
alone:

YM(E, R)=YMM, Z(M(I)) + KE(#) + 4 — V(¢), (4.6.2)

where, however, the terms KE(#) and 4 depend on the connection 42 in the
(P, M, K) bundle too.

One has to remember that the scalar fields ¢} and h,, satisfy the algebraic
constraints (3.3.8) and (3.3.9).

Remark 4.6.1. The expressions (4.6.1) and (4.6.2) can be still multiplied by
[deth,4|'/?, compare Remark 2.1.1.

5. Examples, Comments, and Summary

5.1. Summary of the Results

Space-time is, in this paper, identified with the manifold M of orbits of a compact
group S (global symmetry group) acting on a manifold E (extended space-time,
multidimensional universe). Thus each space-time point xe M has internal
structure of a homogeneous space S/I. I is the isotropy group characterizing the
orbit of S over x.

Let g(E), A(E) be an Einstein-Yang-Mills system in E, consisting of a (pseudo)
Riemannian metric g(E) and a Yang-Mills field A(E) on E with gauge group R. We
show how such a system can be interpreted in terms of fields on M, when a
constraint of S-symmetry is imposed. It is proved that there is a one-to-one
correspondence between S-invariant Einstein-Yang-Mills systems (g(E), A(E))
and quadruples (g(M), A(M), ¢, h), where g(M) is a metric on M, A(M) is a Yang-
Mills field on M with the effective gauge group N(H)/H described below, while ¢
and h are scalar fields. g(M) and h originate from g(E), ¢ originates from A(E),
while A(M) takes its origin from both g(E) and A(E).

The effective gauge group is the quotient N(H)/H, where N(H) is the
normalizer of H in G=S x R, and HCG is defined as H=diag(IxA(I)),A:I—-R
being the group homomorphism determined by the action of symmetry group S on
the gauge field (see below). Locally N(H)/H is isomorphic to the product
(N(I)/I) x Z, where N(I) is the normalizer of I in S, and Z is the centralizer of A(I)
in R.
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The homomorphism A: I— R, where I is the stability subgroup of S at ye E, is
defined by the action of S on the principal R-bundle U over E on which the initial
gauge field A(E)lives. Let u € U be such that n(u) = y. Then for each s € I, su=ul(s).

The derivative A': # > % of Ais a homomorphism of Lie algebras. A" and ¢ are
parts of the map A: %> defined as follows: every £€.% is an infinitesimal
symmetry of Ap. Thus the Lie derivative L:.Ap is an infinitesimal gauge
transformation — there exists a function A,:{—>A/()eZ# such that L.Ay
=DA(&). For Ee 1, A(E)=A'(£). On the other hand write & =.# + # with £ such
that Ad(I)?CZ. Then ¢(&;x)=A4,(¢) for x=n(y). Thus ¢(x) is a linear map
d(x): P—>AR. 1t is constrained to satisfy

$oAd(s)=Ad(As)op, sel.

The field h, originating from g, describes an S-invariant metric on the
homogeneous space S/I at x; algebraically h=(h,;) is an Ad(I)-invariant scalar
product on £.

The Einstein-Yang-Mills lagrangian for (gg, Ag) on E when represented in
terms of (g(M), A(M), ¢, h) is given in Eq. (4.6.1). The field ¢ splits into two parts
¢ and ¢, where A is the space of I-singlets in # and ¥ is a complement of ¢ in
&. The fields h and ¢, interact with A(M) by the minimal interaction while ¢,
interacts also directly with the Yang-Mills strength. The potential energy term for
¢4 and ¢ is quartic.

The results improve those of [19-21] — the new ingredient is the part N(I)/I of
the gauge group (with Lie algebra isomorphic to 2#") which may be present if S/I is
not isotropy irreducible.

5.2. The Space of Higgs Fields ¢

Let us first remember that we have a linear map A from =S+ A + ¥ =5+ P
into #=Lie(R) and that A has to coincide on the subalgebra .# of . with the
algebra homomorphism A’ which characterizes the S action. The Higgs field ¢ was
defined as the restriction of A to the complement Z of . in #; it is also convenient
tosplitgin ¢ =@ + ¢ &, where ¢, = (¢) maps A into Z C# and ¢, maps £ into a
complement W of Z in Z (see also Sect. 3.3). Schematically:

= A+ 52 + &

q% by @J

%4 /"t’(f) w
NG ,
92——/{,([) + CA)+A(DCA D)+ W,

where A/(2/(I)) is the normalizer of 2'(I) in #, C(A'(I)) the center of A’(I), and W’ a
supplementary subspace.
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It is easy to show that, under the action of the group N(H), the map A
transforms as follows: let (g,0)e N(H)CS x R and s€.%. Then

A()eR—9 ' A(osc YoeR. (3.2.1)
Moreover [see (3.3.8)], A satisfies the constraint
A(isi~ D)= AD)A()AG) ' for iel. (5.2.2)

From this we can deduce the transformation properties of ¢, and ¢, under the
gauge group N(H)/H whose Lie algebra is Z + .#"; in particular:

— K acts on ¢, via the coadjoint representation, and Z via the adjoint — this can
also be seen from the fact that ¢ =(¢%) has lower indices in 2#" and upper indices in
% . There are no constraints on ¢, coming from (5.2.2),

— K and Z act as above on the space of ¢ , fields, however now ¢, has to satisfy
the constraint ¢ ,(isi~*) = A(i)¢ »(s)A() ! foriel se &.

The representation of the gauge group on the space of ¢ fields is usually
reducible; in order to find which irreducible representations appear, it is
convenient to decompose & into irreducible representations of the product I - K
by looking at the branching rule for adS into I- K and to decompose W’ into
irreducible representations of A(I) - Z by looking at the branching rule for ad R into
MDZ.

5.3. Extrema of Potentials

a) The potential V(¢) for the Higgs field can be written as the norm of the Yang-
Mills strength F, for a connection ¢, on G/H considered as a R-principal bundle
over S/I (see Sect. 4.5); V(¢) is therefore automatically invariant under R and in
particular under the subgroup Z.

Therefore the zeros of V(¢), which are at the same time absolute minima, are
those maps ¢ which extend A to Lie algebra homomorphisms; this observation was
already made in [21]. Then it is not too difficult to prove [using (5.2.1)] that the
“unbroken” gauge group (the stability group of ¢) has Lie algebra isomorphic to
Z+ A, where ¥,C% is the commutant (centralizer) of A(¥) in %, and
A =Lie(N(I)/I).

b) The potential V(h)= —1(S/I) for the scalar fields h,(x) is more difficult to
analyze. First, the scalar curvature t(S/I) for the metric h = (h,;) is not necessarily
of a fixed sign (for example, it is not necessarily positive even if S/I is compact and
h,s is positive definite). Next, it is well known that the saddle points of the

functional h— | ©(S/I;h)d vol(h) when h varies in the space of all metrics with
S/
fixed volume elc/:ment, coincide with Einstein metrics on S/I [29]. In many cases,
however, saddle points of 75,(h) when h varies in the space of S-invariant metrics
(with fixed volume) coincide also with S invariant Einstein metrics on S/I. Notice
that these saddle points are usually neither minima nor maxima. The potential
V(h) is clearly invariant under the whole group of diffeomorphisms of the
differentiable structure of S/I; it is in particular invariant under the group
N(I)/I x S. All the metrics we are considering (all the fields h,,) are, by assumption,
S-invariant; their full isometry group can of course be bigger; if h); is a saddle point
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of V(h) and if the isometry group of h° is included in N(I)/I x S [it will then be of
the kind F x S, with F C N(I)/I] we will say that the N(I)/I piece of the gauge group
is “broken” to F.

5.4. Normalization and Units

a) Sign Conventions. If M is interpreted as a four dimensional space-time with
signature — + + +, then, the Einstein lagrangian with cosmological term is

(t(M)—2A). For positivity reasons, the signature of the “internal” metric on

162K
S/I has to be spacelike, i.e., of positive sign with the above convention. Notice that
the cosmological “constant” is in our case a function of x € M; however, if we
expand the internal metric h,; around some background hg; we obtain indeed a
constant [coming from the t(S/I) term] to be identified with the cosmological
term; however, if 1%(S/I)=1(S/I; h°) is a positive scalar curvature, then A will be
negative and vice versa.

If we choose the signature + — — — on M, the “physical” conclusions are of
course the same, but one has to remember that in order to be spacelike, the
signature of the “internal” metric h,; has to be taken negative; the scalar curvature
of a standard 2-sphere §2, for example, would therefore also be negative. In what
follows, we assume that our choice for M is — + + +, therefore h,; (and k;;) are
positive definite.

b) Dimensions. When computing the Einstein-Yang-Mills action on E~M x S/I
for a symmetric configuration of the metric and of the Yang-Mills field, we have to
integrate over the “internal” space S/I. The integration itself is quite trivial
(because of the symmetry under the S group) and we obtain, at each point x e M,
the volume V(x) of the “internal” space. This quantity ¥(x) needs not be a constant
unless we impose this new constraint. Let us however assume that, in the following,
V=V(x) is constant; if this is not the case we will just have to multiply the final
four-dimensional lagrangian by a real valued function on M [compare Remarks
(2.1.1) and (4.6.1)]. We start with the following dimensionless Einstein-Yang-Mills
action:

11 -
A= i[lmK — _24F}WNFMNk hMMhNN}dvol(E),

where K and §? are a priori independent quantities. Let us then make the following
changes (in that order):
1) Set h,;=R?h,, R being some (length) scale.

2) Set V=R"V, V being the volume of S/I for the metric .

3) Define I 61 =R"V/162K.
4) Define 1/g>=R"*2V/16zK and 1/g%=R"V/3>.

1 1 . ~
5) Rescale the fields A% = — A%, AL = — AF, fi=——¢i, and I.= —l},.
g Y gr " RgR¢ " Rg

R
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We find

1 S IOURO
Azzﬁ {16nK Wt Jgk e S g P by

L oo 1 U
= g FuFu ™y ki Z(R29§)¢2¢1§FZVF,€'V«?“” P ki
1 e S o
— SRIEFLFL = oo FTID, D4 D, D)
1 7i 7 o ¢ 1~aa’~ !
- EDM¢aDﬂl¢ﬁﬁ Bkij'y“” - Zh hﬂﬁ kl]
! v A 1 y 7 i 2
Tr Cup?',+ R Ciphy + 9rCixtdy

1 o~ 1 .~ .
: l:R‘ Clpdy + R Cg'/wg' + QRCfd‘ﬁ:u‘%J} l/'}jd‘tX ,
where .
Y= ldet(Vuv)I and Ts= 'CS/I(h) >

and where

Duﬁaﬂzauhaﬂ+gscgigzﬁéﬂ+gRCg€Zzﬁa69 (541)

D,#,= 0,8, +9sCa; 4,05+ grCii AL
The previous action is still dimensionless but now, all quantities have standard
dimensions: let [L] be some length, then

ty~L72, Eg~L0,  A~A~LTY, PR SF N2,
hy~HE~L°,  Fi~nT~L7', R*~K~L2.

Notice that all coupling constants can be expressed in terms of the independent
quantities K, R, and gg; K is the Newton constant K=16x 10"°®cm? R is a
fundamental length (in cm) and gy is a dimensionless constant; the relation

l6zK . . . :
gi= an indicates that if g? <1 then R>10723cm. If we expand the “internal”

metric ﬁa,; around some fixed background ﬁg,;, we obtain a constant g to

1
Y 16nKR?
be identified with the cosmological term 6K’ thatis A= —13,/2R*. Here, we do

not get any contribution from the Higgs mechanism for ¢’ since the potential is
zero at the minimum (see Sect. 5.3).

c) Normalization of Generators. Notice that in a conventional theory, one
introduces usually different coupling constants for the simple components of the
gauge group; also, one makes use of the Killing metric associated to each simple
component. Finally the covariant derivatives, acting for example on the Higgs field
which belongs to some representation g of the gauge group, are written by using a
representation of the generators with some standard normalization. In our case,
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however, the simple components of N(I)/I [or of Z(A(I))] are coupled to the Higgs
fields via the same g, (or g); also, the covariant derivative acting on the Higgs field
is written by using the structure constants of S — or G —[see Eq. (5.4.1)]. In order to
make contact with a conventional theory, one has therefore to specify the
representation content for the Higgs fields and to rescale our generators (or the
fields) according to some conventional normalization.

One obtains different coupling constants for the simple components of Z(A(I))
[or of N(I)/I] but their ratios (mixing angles) become entirely computable
quantities.

5.5. Model Building

One can distinguish two classes of models: those where the group N(I)/I is discrete
and those where this is not the case; all models studied so far in the literature
belong to the first category [2, 3, 5, 30]. One has just to choose an extended space-
time E which can be written locally as M x S/I; when the pair (S, I) (symmetric or
not) is an isotropy irreducible space, the group N(I)/I is indeed discrete and we are
in the first situation; notice that Tables 1 and 2 of [1] can be helpful to provide
examples where N(I)/I is not discrete. In any case, this choice being made, one has
to choose a group R containing a subgroup isomorphic with I (or I divided by a
normal subgroup of I), this allows one to define the group homomorphism A:
—A(I)CR. As already stressed, this map A does not characterize the “geometry”
but rather the action of S on the local product E x R. If we now choose a Lie(R)
valued, S invariant Yang-Mills field on E and a S invariant metric on E, the
dimensionally reduced Einstein-Yang-Mills field lagrangian will in particular
contain a Lie (Z(A(I)) + Lie(N(I)/I) valued Yang-Mills field on M. In general one
chooses the group R big enough, in such a way that the centralizer Z(A(I)) of A(I) is
not discrete, but one could of course find an extreme situation where Z(A(I)) is
discrete and where N(I)/1 is the only piece left! (see example below). The Higgs field
will now belong to some representation of the final gauge group Z(A(1)) x N(I)/1,
and this representation can be found through the technique explained in Sect. 5.2.
If one is now interested in possible “symmetry breaking,” one should use the
comments of Sect. 5.3; in particular, if one wants to be in a situation such that the
potential V(¢)=0, then, rather than choosing 4, one can directly construct a global
homomorphism A from § into R by choosing a group R containing a subgroup
isomorphic with S (or divided by a normal subgroup). The final work is of course to
restore the dimensionfull constants (using Sect. 5.4) and to analyze the physical
spectrum of the model. Let us now analyze several examples:

1) $=SO(3) [respectively SU(2)], I =SO(2)=U(1), R=SU(3). These models
have already been studied in [3]. S/I is the two sphere S*. The homomorphism A
maps I=S0(2)=U(1) onto a U(1) subgroup of SU(3). From the one hand, the
centralizer of the image is Z=SU(2)x U(1)/Z,, from the other hand, the
normalizer N(I) of SO(2) in SO(3) [respectively SU(2)] is SO(2) x Z, [respec-
tively SO(2)], therefore N(I)/I=Z, (respectively [e]) is discrete. The Lie algebra
of the final gauge group emerging from the reduction of the Einstein-Yang-Mills
system is Lie(SU(2) x U(1)); in this case the Einstein part of the Lagrangian on
M x S* does not bring anything new (but for a factor Z,); also the h, field is
quite trivial since S? admits only one — up to scale — SO(3) [respectively SU(2)]
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invariant metric: h,4(x) is therefore a real valued function h(x) and is even a
constant if we keep fixed the volume of S/I; then KE(h)=0 and V(h) is just a
(cosmological) constant. The branching rules for the adjoint representation of
SO(3) or SU(2) into U(1) and of the adjoint of SU(3) into SU(2) are

0 +1 -1 0 0 [+1 -1
3x1 +[ 1+1 ] and 8—>3+1+[ 2+ 2 ], where the upper subscript refers to
the U(1) eigenvalues; these eigenvalues can be obtained by writing 3x3=8+1
and by specifying the eigenvalues of the U(1) generator (hypercharge) in the
fundamental representation (3) of SU(3), a conventional choice is

+1 -1
diag(2/3; —1/3, —1/3). The most general ¢’ field would map the [1 + 1]
-1

+1
subspace of Lie(SU(2)) into the [2 + 2] subspace of Lie(SU(3)); however we
can further specify the model by considering only those ¢ fields which map 1
+1 -1

into 2 and whose restriction to 1 is just zero. This last choice allows us to
make contact with the phenomenology of the Weinberg Salam model where ¢ is
a doublet of SU(2) with hypercharge + 1. Notice that here there is no direct
coupling of ¢ to the field strength [Eq. (4.4.5)], ¢ is zero since N(I)/I is discrete.
Absolute minima V(¢)=0 for the Higgs potential are associated with the
existence of algebra homomorphism A from Lie(S) into Lie(R) — see Sect. 5.3.
The group SU(3) has two maximal subgroups (defined up to conjugacy)

SUR)yxU(1)
= Z,
maximal simple subalgebras that we call Lie(SU(2)) and Lie(SO(3)) although
they are isomorphic. The homomorphism A from I=U(1)CS=SU(2) into
Lie(SU(3)) can be extended in two possible ways: either we set A (Lie(S))
=Lie(SU(2)) or we set A(Lie(S)) =Lie(SO(3)). Only in the first case the stabilizer
of the minimum (the “unbroken” gauge group), ie. the centralizer of
A(Lie(SU(2))) in Lie(SU(3)), is not zero, we get Lie(U(1)); indeed the centralizer
of SU(2) in SU(3) is U(1) whereas the centralizer of SO(3) in SU(3) is discrete
[(SU(3)/SO(3) is an irreducible symmetric space]. Notice that there is a
difference between the two cases because an algebra homomorphism cannot
necessarily be lifted to a group homomorphism: there are homomorphisms
SO(3)->S0O(3), SU(2)-»SU(2), and SU(2)—»>SO(3) but no homomorphism SO(3)
—SU(2). One can now compute mixing angles [3].

2) S=U(2,H)=Sp(2)—2 by 2 unitary matrices over the quaternions H.
I=U(1,H)=Sp(1)=SU(2); R=SU(5). The “internal” space S/I is the seven
sphere S7. The maximal subgroup of SU(5) are SU(4)x U(1), SU3)xSU(2)
x U(1) and Sp(2) (in this section we no longer mention the discrete Z , factors). We
choose 1 as a homomorphism from SU(2) onto an SU(2) subgroup of SU(5). From
the one hand, the centralizer of the image is SU(3) x U(1), from the other hand, the
normalizer N(I) of I =Sp(1)in Sp(2)is Sp(1) x Sp(1) =SU(2) x SU(2), as is clear by
representing Sp(2) by 2 x 2 matrices over the quaternions; therefore we get in this
case a non-discrete Lie group N(I)/I =SU(2). The full gauge group emerging from
the reduction of the Einstein-Yang-Mills system is therefore SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1).
Besides the SU(2), the Einstein part of the lagrangian on M x S” brings us also a
non-trivial h,, field; indeed, the space of Sp(2) invariant metrics on S’ has

and SO(3); correspondingly, the Lie algebra of SU(3) has two
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dimension d=7 (one decomposes the tangent space at the origin of S’ into
Ad(Sp(1)) real-irreducible representations: 7=(1+1+1)+4 and construct an

. . - . 3
Ad(Sp(1)) invariant bilinear symmetric form, therefore d = el +1=7, see also
2
[1], Sect. 4.1).
Let us now consider the Higgs field ¢; the branching rule for the adjoint
representation of Sp(2) into Sp(1)=SU(2) and of SU(S) mto SU(3) x SU(2) are

-5/3
[10]-[3]+[1+1+1]+[2+2] and 24—»(8 +(1, 3)+(3 2) +(3,2)+(1, 1) where
the upper subscript refers to the eigenvalue of the U(1) generator Y. These
eigenvalues are obtained by specifying (arbitrarily) Y=(2/3,2/3,2/3, —1, —1) in
the fundamental representation 5 of SU(5) — as in the conventional SU(5) model of
Georgi — Glashow — and writing 5 x 5=24+4 1. The most general Higgs field ¢,
would map the [1+1+1]+[2+2] subspace of Lie(Sp(2)) into the (3,2)+(3,2)
+(1,1) subspace of Lie(SU(5)); however we can further specify the model by
imposing that the restriction of ¢ to 1+ 1+ 1+ 2 vanishes; in such a way we obtain
an SU(3) triplet of Higgs with hypercharge 5/3. In this theory we obtain a
Weinberg angle equal to the one found in the conventional SU(5) model but the
analogy stops there: we can find a homomorphism A of S=Sp(2) onto A(S)
=Sp(2)CSU(4)CSU(5), the centralizer of A(S) in SU(S) is then U(1), the SU(3)
group is “broken” and the N(I)/I = SU(2) piece of the gauge group stays unbroken;
this example is therefore for illustration only but cannot be used in phenome-
nology. Notice finally that, with the above assignment for the Higgs field, there is
no direct coupling between the Higgs field and F}, % or F! v this would not be true if
we suppose that ¢a 1S not zero.
3) Let us conclude this section by just giving an example where N(I)/I is not
discrete but where Z(A(I)) is discrete: S=SO(5), I=SO(3), and R=SO(4).

(1 ) _S0(2)=U(1), but if

S/I=Vs_, is the Stiefel manifold of 2-planes in R®> and ——
A(1)=S0(3)CcSO@4), then Z(A(I)) is discrete. Notice that

SO(5) , o7 _ Spl2)

52750(3) ~Sp(1)
although SO(5) — respectively SO(3) — is isomorphic with Sp(2) — respectively
Z
Sp(1) 2
Z2 '
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