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ABSTRACT

An Einstein manifold in four dimensions has some configuration of SU(2)+ Yang-Mills instan-

tons and SU(2)− anti-instantons associated with it. This fact is based on the fundamental theo-

rems that the four-dimensional Lorentz group Spin(4) is a direct product of two groups SU(2)±

and the vector space of two-forms decomposes into the space of self-dual and anti-self-dual two-

forms. It explains why the four-dimensional spacetime is special for the stability of Einstein man-

ifolds. We now consider whether such a stability of four-dimensional Einstein manifolds can be

lifted to a five-dimensional Einstein manifold. The higher-dimensional embedding of four-manifolds

from the viewpoint of gauge theory is similar to the grand unification of Standard Model since the

group SO(4) ∼= Spin(4)/Z2 = SU(2)+ ⊗ SU(2)−/Z2 must be embedded into the simple group

SO(5) = Sp(2)/Z2. Our group-theoretic approach reveals the anatomy of Riemannian manifolds

quite similar to the quark model of hadrons in which two independent Yang-Mills instantons repre-

sent a substructure of Einstein manifolds.
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1 Introduction

The hadrons we know all fall into multiplets that reflect underlying internal symmetries. To express

this fact in a simple and concrete way, it was hypothesized that hadrons are composed of more el-

ementary constituents with basic symmetries, called quarks. The SU(3) multiplet structure of the

hadrons (baryons and mesons) strongly hinted at the existence of a substructure [1, 2]. According to

the quark model [3], all hadrons are made up of quarks and anti-quarks, bound together in different

ways. Even in the absence of knowledge about the potential which binds quarks and anti-quarks, the

model was very predictive. The triple tensor product of the fundamental representation 3 of the SU(3)

flavor symmetry leads to octets and a decuplet of baryons, 3⊗ 3⊗ 3 = 1⊕ 8⊕ 8⊕ 10, in addition

to a singlet. This classification works also for mesons, 3 ⊗ 3 = 1⊕ 8. This quark model eventually

led to the introduction of color degrees of freedom and the construction of quantum chromodynamics

[4, 5].

A special feature, which permeates four-dimensional geometry, is the fact that Spin(4) splits into

a product of two groups:

Spin(4) = SU(2)+ × SU(2)−. (1.1)

The group Spin(4) is a double cover of the four-dimensional Euclidean Lorentz group SO(4), i.e.

SO(4) ∼= SU(2)+ ×SU(2)−/Z2. The splitting of Spin(4) is isomorphically related to the decompo-

sition of the 2-forms on a four-manifold. Using the Hodge ∗-operator acting on exterior 2-forms, one

can split 2-forms into self-dual and anti-self-dual 2-forms. The splitting can be applied to the curva-

ture form of any bundle with connection over an oriented four-manifold. The canonical splitting of the

vector spaces leads to the irreducible decomposition of Riemann curvature tensor R ∈ C∞(g ⊗ Ω2)

as [6]

R = R(++) ⊕ R(+−) ⊕ R(−+) ⊕ R(−−) (1.2)

where the subscript (±±) refers to the splitting of the vector spaces g ≡ so(4) = su(2)+ ⊕ su(2)−

and Ω2 ≡ Λ2T ∗M = Ω2
+ ⊕ Ω2

−. This splitting of the vector spaces occupies a central position for the

Donaldson theory of four-manifolds and has been well-known in mathematical literatures (see, for

example, Chaps. 1.G & 1.H in [7] and Sects. 1.1 & 2.1 in [8]).

Imposing the Einstein equations, Rµν = λgµν , leads to the condition R(+−) = RT
(−+) = 0 (6.32 in

[7] and Lemma in [9]). In this case, the Riemann curvature tensor satisfies the self-duality equations,

∗R(±±) = R(±±)∗ = ±R(±±), where the Hodge ∗-operator ∗R acts on the first two indices [ab] of

the curvature tensor Rabcd and R∗ acts on the last two indices [cd]. Therefore, an Einstein manifold

consists of SU(2)+ instantons and SU(2)− anti-instantons defined over itself [9, 10]. The instantons

in SU(2)+ group live in a different representation space from the anti-instantons in SU(2)− group be-

cause these are two independent factors for the product group (1.1). This means that R(++) and R(−−)

correspond to two independent components defined by self-dual and anti-self-dual spin connections,

respectively, acting on the chiral and anti-chiral spin bundles. This special feature of four-dimensional

gravity has been originated from the splitting of the product group (1.1).
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A four-dimensional Einstein manifold has the irreducible decomposition defined by the curvature

tensor R = R(++) ⊕ R(−−) which brings about two independent gravitational components. How-

ever, such division into two independent instanton sectors explains the stability of Einstein manifolds.

It turns out [11] that the topological invariants carried by an Einstein manifold are determined by

the configuration of SU(2)+ instantons and SU(2)− anti-instantons, as will be reviewed in Sec. 2.

Therefore, an Einstein manifold has a substructure like hadrons. An interesting physics arises if

the four-dimensional gravity is regarded as being obtained from a five-dimensional gravity through

the Kaluza-Klein compactification [12]. The Riemann curvature tensor in five dimensions takes val-

ues in the Lie algebra of the Lorentz group SO(5). The group SO(5) is a simple group unlike the

four-dimensional Lorentz group SO(4) = SU(2)+ × SU(2)−/Z2. Since the group SO(4) must be

embedded into the simple group SO(5) = Sp(2)/Z2 in the five-dimensional gravity, we expect that

two independent components caused by the separation of Riemann curvature tensors will be com-

bined into a single gravitation force in five dimensions. Moreover, the electromagnetism and a scalar

field obtained from a five-dimensional metric through the Kaluza-Klein reduction should also appear

in the same multiplet in an irreducible representation (irrep) of the Lorentz group SO(5).

This unification scheme is similar to the grand unification of Standard Model since the group

SO(4) ∼= SU(2)+ ⊗ SU(2)−/Z2 must be embedded into the simple group SO(5) = Sp(2)/Z2 al-

though the Kaluza-Klein theory is reduced from a five-dimensional gravity. The Standard Model has

a product gauge group SU(3)× SU(2)× U(1) to describe the electroweak and strong forces. In the

grand unified theory (GUT), the product gauge group in Standard Model is embedded into a single

gauge group, for example, SU(5) or SO(10) (see, e.g., Chaps. 18 & 24 in [13]). The leptons and

quarks in the GUT appear in the same multiplet in a larger symmetry. The unification of forces with

a larger simple group typically opens a new decay channel of proton into leptons and so introduces

a novel instability of a stable particle in Standard Model. We will see how two instanton sectors of

four-dimensional Einstein manifolds are similarly combined into a five-dimensional Einstein man-

ifold. The embedding of SU(2)+ instantons and SU(2)− anti-instantons into a five-dimensional

Einstein manifold may similarly develop a novel instability like the proton decay in the GUT. A spec-

ulative reason for this assumption is that there is no natural topological invariant such as the Euler

characteristic or the Hirzebruch signature in five dimensions [7, 14] that guarantees the stability of

five-dimensional Einstein manifolds.

The motivation for the present work lies in providing a fresh point of view for the topological

structure of Einstein manifolds using the group properties of SO(4) ∼= SU(2)+ ⊗ SU(2)−/Z2 and

SO(5) = Sp(2)/Z2. We hope it will provide a deeper insight into the nature of the stability of Rie-

mannian manifolds. We will mostly refer to the perturbative stability of Einstein manifolds regarding

to the second variation of the Einstein-Hilbert action with a fixed volume at a background Einstein

metric (see Chaps. 4 & 12 in [7]). But a nonperturbative instability may be induced by instanton

transitions. We will not try to exhaust all the details but initiate a work along this direction.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we briefly review how the decomposition of
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Riemann curvature tensor (1.2) is derived from the splitting of the vector spaces g ≡ so(4) =

su(2)+ ⊕ su(2)− and Ω2 ≡ Λ2T ∗M = Ω2
+ ⊕Ω2

−. We also discuss how topological invariants of Ein-

stein manifolds such as the Euler characteristic and the Hirzebruch signature are determined by the

configuration of SU(2)+ instantons and SU(2)− anti-instantons to illuminate a substructure of Ein-

stein manifolds. In section 3, we consider a five-dimensional Einstein manifold and its Kaluza-Klein

reduction. We expand the five-dimensional Riemann curvature tensor in the basis of sp(2) ∼= so(5)

Lie algebra which generalizes the decomposition (1.2) to five dimensions. After the Kaluza-Klein

reduction, the Lorentz symmetry SO(5) is spontaneously broken to SO(4) × U(1) where U(1) is

originated from the isometries of the Kaluza-Klein circle [12]. According to the symmetry break-

ing pattern, we further decompose the five-dimensional Riemann curvature tensor in the basis of

so(4) ∼= su(2)+ ⊕ su(2)− Lie algebra. This decomposition is useful to see how U(1) gauge fields

and a scalar field deform the instanton structure of four-dimensional Einstein manifolds and to under-

stand how these deformed geometries are nicely combined into a five-dimensional Einstein manifold.

In section 4, we consider particular cases to consolidate that all these deformations can be organized

into a single five-dimensional Einstein manifold once the fifth dimension is opened so that the Lorentz

symmetry is enhanced to SO(5). In section 5, we discuss some important issues and generalization

to non-compact Einstein manifolds that we have not addressed in this paper, and speculate a possible

origin of novel instabilities of Einstein manifolds in five dimensions.

In Appendix A, we provide some details about the Lie algebras so(4) ∼= su(2)+ ⊕ su(2)− and

sp(2) ∼= so(5). The geometric details of five-dimensional gravity and Kaluza-Klein gravity, especially

in the vielbein formalism, appear in Appendix B. Appendix C contains the group structure analysis of

Riemann curvature tensors and the decomposition of Ricci tensors and Ricci scalar in the so(4) Lie

algebra basis.

2 Einstein manifolds as Yang-Mills instantons

It is known [15, 16] that Einstein manifolds are stable at least perturbatively. It is a bit mysterious,

recalling that gravity is also described within the framework of field theory. One way to understand the

stability is to notice that an Einstein manifold carries nontrivial topological invariants such as the Euler

characteristic χ and Hirzebruch signature τ [14]. The gauge theory formulation of gravity reveals a

beautiful aspect of the stability. It turns out [9, 10] that an Einstein manifold in four dimensions has a

configuration of SU(2)+ Yang-Mills instantons and SU(2)− anti-instantons. Two kinds of instantons

are independent of each other because they belong to different gauge groups.1 Furthermore, instantons

can be superposed to make multi-instantons. In principle, it is possible to have a tower of Einstein

manifolds by superposing SU(2) instantons in each gauge group. The multi-Taub-NUT spaces [17]

1This reasoning may not be complete because a new instability may be developed through the interaction between

instantons. Moreover, T4 and S1 × S3 (which is not an Einstein manifold) have trivial topological invariants. However,

the stability of these product manifolds may be guaranteed by a lower-dimensional topology.
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could serve as an example of such tower (with only one type of instantons used). Of course, a compact

manifold has subtle global obstructions for gluing multi-instantons (see Chap. 7 in [8]). Let us briefly

recapitulate this aspect of the stability.

Consider an Einstein manifold (M, g). The metric on M takes the form

ds24 = gµν(x)dx
µdxν = ea ⊗ ea. (2.1)

Using the metric, one can determine the spin connections ωa
b = ωa

bµdx
µ and curvature tensors

Ra
b =

1
2
Ra

bµνdx
µ ∧ dxν by solving the structure equations [14, 18]

T a = dea + ωa
b ∧ eb = 0, (2.2)

Ra
b = dωa

b + ωa
c ∧ ωc

b. (2.3)

An underlying idea is that gravity can be formulated as a gauge theory of Lorentz group where

spin connections play a role of gauge fields and Riemann curvature tensors correspond to their field

strengths [19]. Another important point is that Riemann curvature tensors Ra
b are spin(4)-valued

two-forms in Ω2(M) = Λ2T ∗M . These facts are combined with the well-known theorems (see Chap.

13 in [7] and Chaps. 1 & 2 in [8]):

Self-duality. On an orientable Riemannian four-manifold, the 2-forms decompose into the space

of self-dual and anti-self-dual 2-forms,

Ω2 = Ω2
+ ⊕ Ω2

− (2.4)

defined by the ±1 eigenspaces of the Hodge star operator ∗ : Ω2 → Ω2.

Lie group isomorphism. There is a global isomorphism between the four-dimensional Lorentz

group and classical Lie group, i.e., SO(4) = SU(2)+⊗SU(2)−/Z2 or Spin(4) = SU(2)+⊗SU(2)−.

It also leads to the splitting of the Lie algebra

so(4) = su+(2)⊕ su−(2). (2.5)

A central point is that these two decompositions are deeply related to each other due to the canon-

ical vector space isomorphism between the Clifford algebra Cl(4) in four-dimensions and the exterior

algebra Ω∗M =
⊕4

k=0Λ
kT ∗M over a four-dimensional Riemannian manifold M (see Chap. 2 in

[20]). For the isomorphism between the vector spaces, the chiral operator γ5 = −γ1γ2γ3γ4 in the

Clifford algebra corresponds to the Hodge-dual operator ∗ : Ωk → Ω4−k in the exterior algebra.

Indeed the splitting of vector spaces is induced by the existence of the projection operators

P± =
1

2
(1± ∗), P± =

1

2
(1± γ5) (2.6)

acting on the vector space Ω2 and the so(4) generators Jab =
1
4
[γa, γb], respectively. (See Appendix A

for the explicit matrix representations of so(4) Lie algebra.) Therefore, the splitting of the two vector

spaces in Eqs. (2.4) and (2.5) is isomorphic each other.
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Thus one can apply these decompositions to spin connections and curvature tensors [9, 10, 21].

The first decomposition is that the spin connections can be split into a pair of SU(2)+ and SU(2)−

gauge fields according to the Lie algebra splitting (2.5):

ωab = A(+)iηiab + A(−)iηiab (2.7)

where ηiab and ηiab are the ’t Hooft symbols satisfying the self-duality relation

ηiab =
1

2
εabcdη

i
cd, ηiab = −1

2
εabcdη

i
cd. (2.8)

Note that the index i = (1, 2, 3) refers to the su(2)± Lie algebra index. Appendix A contains the

explicit representation of so(4) Lie algebra and the ’t Hooft symbols. Accordingly the Riemann

curvature tensors are also decomposed into a pair of SU(2)+ and SU(2)− field strengths:

Rab = F (+)iηiab + F (−)iηiab, (2.9)

where SU(2)± field strengths are two-forms on M defined by

F (±)i =
1

2
F

(±)i
cd ec ∧ dd

= dA(±)i − εijkA(±)j ∧ A(±)k. (2.10)

The second decomposition (2.4) is that the six-dimensional vector space of two-forms canoni-

cally splits into the sum of three-dimensional vector spaces of self-dual and anti-self-dual two-forms.

Canonical bases of self-dual and anti-self-dual two forms are given by

ζ i+ =
1

2
ηiabe

a ∧ eb, ζ i− =
1

2
η̄iabe

a ∧ eb. (2.11)

Using these bases, one can decompose the SU(2)± field strengths in Eq. (2.10) as

F (+)i = f ij

(++)ζ
j
+ + f ij

(+−)ζ
j
−, F (−)i = f ij

(−+)ζ
j
+ + f ij

(−−)ζ
j
−, (2.12)

where the canonical bases in (2.11) satisfy the Hodge-duality equation

∗ ζ i± = ±ζ i±. (2.13)

Combining the two decompositions (2.9) and (2.12) leads to an irreducible decomposition of general

Riemann curvature tensor [6, 7, 9, 10]

Rabcd = f ij

(++)η
i
abη

j
cd + f ij

(+−)η
i
abη̄

j
cd + f ij

(−+)η̄
i
abη

j
cd + f ij

(−−)η̄
i
abη̄

j
cd. (2.14)

The torsion-free condition (2.2) leads to an integrability condition, the so-called first Bianchi identity

Rabcd +Racdb +Radbc = 0. (2.15)
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From the first Bianchi identity (2.15), one can derive the symmetry property

Rabcd = Rcdab. (2.16)

Eq. (2.16), being totally 15 conditions, imposes the symmetry property

f ij

(++) = f ji

(++), f ij

(−−) = f ji

(−−), f ij

(+−) = f ji

(−+). (2.17)

The first Bianchi identity (2.15), being totally 16 conditions, imposes an additional constraint

f ij

(++)δ
ij = f ij

(−−)δ
ij (2.18)

that is equivalently written as

εabcdRabcd = 0. (2.19)

If (M, g) is an Einstein manifold satisfying the equations Rµν = λgµν with λ a cosmological

constant, one can show (6.32 in [7] and [9, 10]) that

f ij

(+−) = 0 = f ij

(−+). (2.20)

In this case, the Riemann curvature tensor (2.9) is a direct sum of self-dual SU(2)+ field strengths

and anti-self-dual SU(2)− field strengths taking the form

F (+)i = f ij

(++)ζ
j
+, F (−)i = f ij

(−−)ζ
j
−. (2.21)

This means that SU(2)± field strengths describing an Einstein manifold correspond to Yang-Mills

instantons obeying the self-duality equations explicitly written as

F (±)i
µν = ±1

2

εαβρσ√
g
gµαgνβF

(±)i
ρσ (2.22)

where F (±)i = 1
2
F

(±)i
µν dxµ ∧ dxν = 1

2
F

(±)i
ab ea ∧ eb. Therefore, an Einstein manifold (M, g) has a

configuration consisting of SU(2)+ Yang-Mills instantons and SU(2)− anti-instantons [9].

Since Einstein manifolds encode a topological information in the form of Yang-Mills instantons,

it is natural to expect that the topological invariants of an Einstein manifold (M, g) will be determined

by the configuration of SU(2)± Yang-Mills instantons. For a general closed Riemannian manifold

M , the Euler characteristic χ(M) and the Hirzebruch signature τ(M) are defined by [7, 14]

χ(M) =
1

32π2

∫

M

εabcdRab ∧Rcd, (2.23)

τ(M) =
1

24π2

∫

M

Rab ∧ Rab. (2.24)
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The topological invariants can be expressed in terms of SU(2)± gauge fields using the decompositions

(2.9) and (2.12)

χ(M) =
1

4π2

∫

M

(
F (+)i ∧ F (+)i − F (−)i ∧ F (−)i

)
,

=
1

2π2

∫

M

(
(f ij

(++))
2 + (f ij

(−−))
2 − 2(f ij

(+−))
2
)√

gd4x, (2.25)

τ(M) =
1

6π2

∫

M

(
F (+)i ∧ F (+)i + F (+)i ∧ F (+)i

)
,

=
1

3π2

∫

M

(
(f ij

(++))
2 − (f ij

(−−))
2
)√

gd4x, (2.26)

where we used the volume element

ζ i± ∧ ζj± = ±2δij
√
gd4x, ζ i± ∧ ζj∓ = 0.

An Einstein manifold has curvature tensors given by (2.21) with the coefficients satisfying (2.18). In

this case, the Euler characteristic χ(M) is given by the sum of self-dual and anti-self-dual instantons

whereas the Hirzebruch signature τ(M) is their difference. The above expression immediately verifies

the famous inequalities for the topological invariants. The first inequality is χ(M) ≥ 0 with equality

only if f ij

(++) = f ij

(−−) = 0, i.e., M is flat (6.32 in [7] and Sect. 10.4 in [14]). The second inequality is

the Hitchin-Thorpe inequality [22] stating that

χ(M)± 3

2
τ(M) =

1

π2

∫

M

(
f ij

(±±)

)2√
gd4x ≥ 0 (2.27)

where the equality holds only if f ij

(++) = 0 or f ij

(−−) = 0, i.e., M is half-flat (a gravitational instanton).

The instanton number for SU(2)± gauge fields is defined by2

I(±) = ± 1

4π2

∫

M

F (±)i ∧ F (±)i. (2.28)

Then the topological invariants are determined by SU(2)± instantons

χ(M) =
(
I(+) + I(−)

)
≥ 0, τ(M) =

2

3

(
I(+) − I(−)

)
. (2.29)

Let χ(M) = m ∈ Z≥0 and τ(M) = n ∈ Z. We can invert Eq. (2.29) as

I(±) =
1

4
(2m± 3n) . (2.30)

2This definition has considered the fact [21] that SU(2)± gauge fields from spin connections in (2.7) are related to

Yang-Mills gauge fields by Ai
G = − 1

2A
i
YM and F i

G = − 1
2F

i
YM and SU(2) generators in gravity and gauge theory are

related by T i
G = −2τ iYM . Note that the 4 × 4 matrices T i

G = ηiab or ηiab correspond to the spin s = 3
2 representation of

SU(2) Lie algebra as shown in Eqs. (A.7) and (A.8) while the 2 × 2 Pauli matrices τ i = 2iτ iYM in SU(2) gauge fields

are the spin s = 1
2 representation.
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Figure 1: Topological numbers of closed Einstein manifolds

Note that our sign convention in Eq. (2.28) is I(±) ≥ 0, so the relation (2.30) is consistent with the

inequality (2.27). The above relations show how the topology of Einstein manifolds is characterized

by the configuration of SU(2)+ instantons and SU(2)− anti-instantons. One can also deduce that

χ(M) + τ(M) = m+ n = 2(1 − b1 + b+2 ) ∈ 2Z where bi = dimH i(M,R) is the i-th Betti number

(Chap. 6.D in [7] and Sect. 10.4 in [14]). This means that the set (m,n) of topological numbers

forms an even integer lattice, i.e., m+n ∈ 2Z. Some examples of four-dimensional compact Einstein

manifolds are shown up in Fig. 1 where the structure of the inverted triangle for an allowed region is

due to the inequalities m ≥ 0 and m ≥ 3
2
|n|. In the list in Fig. 1, S1 × S3 is not an Einstein manifold

since it does not admit Einstein metrics [22] and Page is an inhomogeneous Einstein metric on the

product of the nontrivial S2 bundle over S2 [23].

The Figure 1 clearly shows the “reflection” symmetry [11]. The “reflection” symmetry can be

realized by considering two compact Einstein manifolds (M, g) and (M̃, g̃) obeying the following

relation

I(+)(M) = I(−)(M̃), I(−)(M) = I(+)(M̃). (2.31)

Under the above transformation (2.31), the topological invariants are related as

χ(M) = χ(M̃), τ(M) = −τ(M̃ ). (2.32)

Thus the reflection symmetry corresponds to the interchange of instantons and anti-instantons which

is achieved by a change of the manifold’s orientation. This map indicates that a four-manifold with

τ(M) = 0 is self-mirror.
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We take the Lie algebra generators of SO(4) as

Jij ≡ εijkJk, Ji4 ≡ Ni, (2.33)

where i, j, k = 1, 2, 3 and

Ji =
i

2
(τ i ⊗ 12) =

i

2

(
τ i 0

0 τ i

)
, Ni =

i

2
(τ i ⊗ τ 3) =

i

2

(
τ i 0

0 −τ i

)
. (2.34)

They satisfy the commutation relations

[Ji, Jj ] = −εijkJk, [Ni, Nj] = −εijkJk, [Ji, Nj] = −εijkNk. (2.35)

In this representation, the generators in the Cartan subalgebra are −iJ3 and −iN3. An irreducible

representation (irrep) of SO(4) is labeled by the highest weight defined by these operators [24],

which is denoted by a state ∣∣∣p
2
,
q

2

〉
, p ≥ |q| (2.36)

where p and q are both even integers or both odd integers. The isomorphism Spin(4) ∼= SU(2)+ ⊗
SU(2)− can be realized by taking

J
(+)
i ≡ 1

2
(Ji +Ni), J

(−)
i ≡ 1

2
(Ji −Ni), (2.37)

because they separately obey the su(2) ∼= so(3) commutation relations

[J
(±)
i , J

(±)
j ] = −εijkJ (±)

k , [J
(±)
i , J

(∓)
j ] = 0. (2.38)

For each SU(2)± factor, one may take a spin-j± representation such that J
(±)
i J

(±)
i = −j±(j± + 1).

We choose j+ ≥ j−. An SO(4) irrep in this basis is then labeled by a pair of integers or half integers

(j+, j−), i.e., the angular momenta associated with the su(2)+ and su(2)− subalgebras. We denote

the highest weight state as

|j+, j−〉 . (2.39)

The two representations are related by putting p = 2(j++ j−) and q = 2(j+− j−) (Sect. 19.13, [24]).

The irrep of the direct product D(j+)⊗D(j−) is decomposed as

[p
2
,
q

2

]
→
[p
2

]
⊕
[p
2
− 1
]
⊕ · · · ⊕

[ |q|
2

]
(2.40)

under the restriction SO(4) → SO(3).

We note that the separation of instantons such as Eq. (2.21) is caused by the splitting of the

Lie algebra (2.5). Considering the fact that the instanton action S = 8π2|I(±)| is determined by the

instanton number itself, it may be reasonable to identity the instanton numbers I(±) with the labels
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characterizing some irreps of SU(2)±. Now we identify the labels (j+, j−) in the representation (2.39)

with the instanton numbers in (2.30) as follows:

j+ = 2I(+) =
1

2
(2m+ 3n) ≥ 0, j− = 2I(−) =

1

2
(2m− 3n) ≥ 0. (2.41)

This identification automatically satisfies the Hitchin-Thorpe inequality (2.27). However, in order

to satisfy the condition that the set (m,n) of topological numbers forms an even integer lattice, i.e.,

m + n ∈ 2Z, it is necessary to choose (j+, j−) such that both are integers or half integers and

5j+ + j− ∈ 12Z. This identification leads to the identification p = 2(j+ + j−) = 4m = 4χ ≥ 0 and

q = 2(j+ − j−) = 6n = 6τ in the representation (2.36). The condition, m + n ∈ 2Z, corresponds

to the requirement that both p and q are even and 3p + 2q ∈ 24Z. The reflection symmetry (2.31)

corresponds to the interchange of the representations, (j+ ↔ j−), under which (p, q) → (p,−q).
This is the reason why it is enough to consider only the case, j+ ≥ j−, i.e. q ≥ 0. Note that the

representations D(j+)⊗D(j−) and D(j−)⊗D(j+) for j+ 6= j− correspond to distinct representations

in SO(4). It may be pointed out that the identification (2.41) does not explain the Hitchin-Thorpe

inequality (2.27) because we have chosen the representations (j+, j−) such that they obey the relation

j+ = 2I(+) and j− = 2I(−). Nevertheless, it is very encouraging that it is always possible to choose

the SO(4) representations so that such a relation is satisfied.

The four-dimensional Lorentz group Spin(4) is the spin group in dimension 4, the double cover

of SO(4), that is a product group since Spin(4) = SU(2)+ × SU(2)− and its Lie algebra becomes a

direct sum of two su(2)± Lie algebras. The splitting of the Lie algebra in Eq. (2.5) is related to the

decomposition of the 2-forms on a four-manifold in Eq. (2.4). The canonical splitting of the vector

spaces occupies a central position for the instanton structure of Einstein manifolds. However, one

may think of the four-dimensional gravity as being obtained through the Kaluza-Klein reduction of a

five-dimensional gravity. Then one can consider the four-dimensional Einstein manifolds as obtained

from a five-dimensional gravitational solution. The five-dimensional Lorentz group is SO(5) which

is a simple group. Since SO(4) ⊂ SO(5), it will be interesting to see how the instanton configuration

of Einstein manifolds fits into a multiplet in the irrep of SO(5). We will discuss this issue in the next

section.

3 Representation of Riemannian manifolds

As we have observed in Sec. 2, the separation of Riemann curvature tensors has been originated from

the splitting of the Lie algebra vector space (2.5). Since the vector space so(4) is isomorphic to the

vector space of two-forms Ω2, the same kind of splitting must also arise in the vector space Ω2. Eq.

(2.4) precisely shows such splitting of the vector space Ω2. The gravitational force is represented by

Riemann curvature tensors, and Einstein manifolds are described by two independent components of
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Riemann tensors (i.e., self-dual and anti-self-dual gravitational instantons).3 However, an interesting

physics arises if we consider the four-dimensional gravity as being obtained from a five-dimensional

gravity through the Kaluza-Klein compactification [12]. Then the five-dimensional Lorentz group is

SO(5) that is a simple group unlike the group SO(4) = SU(2)+ × SU(2)−/Z2. Moreover, there is

no concept of self-duality for two-forms in five dimensions so that the vector space Ω2 is no more

decomposed. Therefore, neither the Lie algebra of SO(5) nor the vector space of two-forms Ω2 is

splitted in five dimensions. This implies that the self-dual and anti-self-dual components in SU(2)±

factors must be combined in five dimensions since the group SO(4) = SU(2)+ × SU(2)−/Z2 has

to be embedded into the simple group SO(5). In other words, SU(2)+ instantons and SU(2)− anti-

instantons in four-dimensional Einstein manifolds must appear in the same multiplet of the Lorentz

group SO(5). Therefore the five-dimensional Kaluza-Klein theory unifies two independent sectors of

curvature tensors as well as the electromagnetic force into a single gravitational force.

This scheme is similar to the grand unification of Standard Model although the Kaluza-Klein

theory is defined in five-dimensional space. The Standard Model has a product gauge group SU(3)×
SU(2)× U(1) to describe the electroweak and strong forces. In the GUT, the Standard Model gauge

group is embedded into a single gauge group, for example, SU(5) or SO(10). Then the leptons

and quarks appear in the same multiplet in a larger symmetry [13]. Now we will see how four-

dimensional Riemannian manifolds are similarly combined into a five-dimensional Einstein manifold.

Furthermore, we will see that SU(2)+ instantons and SU(2)− anti-instantons play a role of quarks

and anti-quarks from the point of view of a five-dimensional Einstein manifold. In order to analyze

the anatomy of Riemannian manifolds, we will greatly use the group isomorphism [2]

SO(5) ∼= Sp(2)/Z2. (3.1)

We provide more details about the Lie algebras so(4) = su(2)+ ⊕ su(2)− and so(5) ∼= sp(2) in

Appendix A.

Let N be a five-dimensional Riemannian manifold whose metric is given by

ds2 = GMN(X)dXMdXN . (3.2)

Introduce at each spacetime point on N a local basis of orthonormal tangent vectors EA = EM
A ∂M ∈

Γ(TN) and its dual basis EA = EA
MdX

M ∈ Γ(T ∗N) defined by a natural pairing 〈EA, EB〉 = δAB
where A,B = 1, · · · , 5;M,N = 1, · · · , 5. In terms of the non-coordinate basis in Γ(T ∗N), the

metric (3.2) can be written as

ds2 = GMN(X)dXMdXN = δABE
A ⊗EB. (3.3)

3It is not the case for the Lorentzian signature because the local Lorentz group SO(3, 1) is a simple group although it is

not compact. Furthermore, it does not mean that there are two independent gravitational forces because the gravitational

force is transmitted by metrics (not connections) and the metric does not decompose in any sense into a sum of two

independent parts. The self-dual and anti-self-dual components of spin connections are described by the same metric.
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Let us consider Einstein manifolds (N,G) described by the Einstein-Hilbert action

S5 = − 1

16πG5

∫
(R− 3Λ)

√
Gd5X (3.4)

where Λ and G5 are a cosmological constant and the gravitational constant in five dimensions, respec-

tively. The equations of motion derived from the action (3.4) are

RMN = ΛGMN . (3.5)

A solution to Eq. (3.5) constitutes five-dimensional Einstein manifolds (N,G). Now we consider

the Kaluza-Klein compactification of five-dimensional Einstein manifolds by assuming that the five-

dimensional space N is a cylinder M × S
1 with 0 ≤ x5 ≤ L = 2πR5 [12]. We split five-dimensional

coordinates as XM = (xµ, x5), µ = 1, · · · , 4, according to the cylinder geometry. Then the five-

dimensional metric tensor in (3.2) also splits into four-dimensional fields, gµν(x), Aµ(x) and φ(x).

We have imposed the “cylinder condition” that the fields should not depend on the fifth coordinate x5.

We take the Kaluza-Klein ansatz for the five-dimensional metric in the form

ds2 = GMN(X)dXMdXN

= e−
1

3
φ
(
gµνdx

µdxν + eφ(dx5 + κAµdx
µ)2
)

(3.6)

where κ2 = 16πG4 and G4 =
G5

L
is the four-dimensional gravitational constant. It may be instructive

to write the five-dimensional metric in the matrix form

GMN = e−
1

3
φ

(
gµν + κ2eφAµAν κeφAµ

κeφAν eφ

)
. (3.7)

The geometric details of the five-dimensional gravity and the Kaluza-Klein theory appear in Appendix

B.

Using the result (B.21), one can write down the five-dimensional Einstein-Hilbert action (3.4) for

the Kaluza-Klein ansatz (3.6). First note that the five-dimensional volume form is
√
Gd5X = E1 ∧

· · · ∧E5 = e−
1

3
φ√gd4xdx5. Since the four-dimensional fields do not depend on the circle coordinate

x5, one can integrate out the fifth coordinate that gives rise to the redefinition of the gravitational

constant G4 = G5

L
. Moreover, one can ignore the Laplacian term in (B.21) because it becomes a

boundary term. Finally, the Einstein-Hilbert action (3.4) reduces to the four-dimensional action

S =

∫ (
− 1

16πG4

(
(4)R− 3e

− κ√
3
Φ
Λ
)
+

1

4
e
√
3κΦgµρgνσFµνFρσ +

1

2
gµν∂µΦ∂νΦ

)√
gd4x, (3.8)

where we have rescaled the scalar field

Φ ≡ 1√
3κ
φ (3.9)

such that the scalar field has the usual kinetic term with canonical mass dimension. The Ricci

scalar (4)R with the left-hand superscript (4) is determined only by the four-dimensional metric
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ds24 = gµν(x)dx
µdxν . Note that Λ no longer behaves like a cosmological constant in four dimen-

sions except the case of a constant scalar field.

Let us consider the symmetries of the Kaluza-Klein geometry with the metric (3.6) where the

components of the gravitational field along the circle transmute into the electromagnetic field. The

effective field theory of five-dimensional gravity around a solution of the form N = M × S
1 is four-

dimensional gravity coupled to electromagnetism and a dilaton field. The five-dimensional Lorentz

transformations that would mix the remaining four-dimensional gravitational excitations with electro-

magnetic excitations are not symmetries of the metric. The symmetries of the Kaluza-Klein vacuum

(3.6) are the four-dimensional Lorentz symmetries, acting on M , and a U(1) group acting on the

circle S1 [25, 12]. These symmetries are realized as local or gauge symmetries in the apparent four-

dimensional world because the whole theory started with the Einstein-Hilbert action (3.4) which is

generally covariant. Therefore the spontaneous symmetry breaking by the Kaluza-Klein ground state

(3.6) arises via a two step procedure with the symmetry breaking from SO(5) to SO(4) followed by

the symmetry enhancement to SO(4)×U(1) in terms of the isometry of the Kaluza-Klein circle. The

remaining symmetry is denoted as

SO(5) → SO(4)× U(1), (3.10)

although the U(1) factor is not a subgroup of SO(5) since it acts on the circle coordinate as

xµ 7→ xµ, x5 7→ x5 + f(x). (3.11)

Under this transformation, we have

gµν 7→ gµν , φ 7→ φ, Aµ 7→ Aµ −
1

κ
∂µf, (3.12)

so that the one-form A = Aµdx
µ transforms like an Abelian gauge field.

The equations of motion for the four-dimensional fields can be derived from the action (3.8):

(4)Rµν −
1

2
gµν
(
(4)R− 3e

− κ√
3
Φ
Λ
)
= 8πG4Tµν , (3.13)

Dµ

(
e
√
3κΦF µν

)
= 0, (3.14)

∆Φ =

√
3κ

4
e
√
3κΦFµνF

µν −
√
3

κ
e
− κ√

3
Φ
Λ, (3.15)

where the energy-momentum tensor Tµν is given by

Tµν = e
√
3κΦgρσFµρFνσ + ∂µΦ∂νΦ− gµν

(1
4
e
√
3κΦFρσF

ρσ +
1

2
gρσ∂ρΦ∂σΦ

)
. (3.16)

Indeed one can check using the results in Eqs. (B.18)-(B.21) and R = 5Λ that the above equations

of motion are exactly the same as Eq. (3.5) for a five-dimensional Einstein manifold. Therefore, the

general five-dimensional metric (3.6) describes a five-dimensional Einstein manifold as long as the
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four-dimensional fields, gµν(x), Aµ(x) and Φ(x), satisfy the above equations of motion. It will be

interesting to see how the other fields such as Aµ(x) and Φ(x) deform the instanton structure of four-

dimensional Einstein manifolds and understand how these deformed geometries are nicely unified

into a five-dimensional Einstein manifold.

In order to understand such a structure of a five-dimensional Einstein manifold, it would be use-

ful to have the decomposition of five-dimensional Riemann curvature tensors similar to the four-

dimensional decomposition (2.14). The generators of so(5) Lorentz algebra are defined by

JAB =
1

4
[γA, γB] (3.17)

and they satisfy the Lorentz algebra

[JAB, JCD] = −(δACJBD − δADJBC − δBCJAD + δBDJAC). (3.18)

See Appendix A for the representation of the five-dimensional gamma matrices. The 10 generators in

Eq. (3.17) consist of JAB = (Jab, J5a) where the generators Jab satisfy the four-dimensional Lorentz

algebra so(4) ⊂ so(5) and J5a are additional generators given by

Jab =
1

4
[γa, γb] =

i

2

(
ηiabτ

i 0

0 η̄iabτ
i

)
,

J5a =
1

4
[γ5, γa] =

1

2

(
0 σa

−σ̄a 0

)
. (3.19)

Let us denote the generators in Eq. (3.19) as

Jij ≡ εijkT
k, Ji4 ≡ T 3+i,

Ji5 ≡ −T 6+i, J45 ≡ −T 10, (3.20)

which take the block matrix form:

T i =
i

2
(τ i ⊗ 12) =

i

2

(
τ i 0

0 τ i

)
, T 3+i =

i

2
(τ i ⊗ τ 3) =

i

2

(
τ i 0

0 −τ i

)
,

T 6+i =
i

2
(τ i ⊗ τ 1) =

i

2

(
0 τ i

τ i 0

)
, T 10 =

i

2
(12 ⊗ τ 2) =

1

2

(
0 12

−12 0

)
. (3.21)

It can be shown (see Appendix A) that the 4× 4 matrices TA, A = 1, · · · , 10, in (3.21) constitute the

Lie algebra generators of sp(2). Therefore we establish the Lie algebra isomorphism sp(2) ∼= so(5).

Since the universal covering group of SO(5) is Sp(2), we get the group isomorphism (3.1).

Since the vector spaces generated by JAB and TA are isomorphic each other, there exists a linear

relation between them:

JAB = ψA

ABT
A, TA =

1

2
ψA

ABJAB, (3.22)
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where

ψA

AB = −Tr(JABT
A). (3.23)

The psi-symbol in (3.23) is the analogue of the four-dimensional ’t Hooft symbols in (A.6) which ex-

plicitly presents the Lie algebra isomorphism so(5) ∼= sp(2). Indeed the matrix expression (TA)AB ≡
ψA

AB provides the five-dimensional representation of sp(2) Lie algebra as was shown in (A.36). The

Riemann curvature tensor R = 1
2
RABJAB ∈ C∞(g ⊗ Ω2) carries two kinds of indices living in

different vector spaces:

RAB =
1

2
RABMNdX

M ∧ dXN =
1

2
RABCDE

C ∧ ED (3.24)

where the indices (A,B) live in the vector space of g = so(5) Lie algebra while (C,D) live in the

vector space of two-forms Ω2 = Λ2T ∗N . But these two vector spaces are isomorphic each other and

their isomorphism is encoded in the symmetry property of curvature tensors,

RABCD = RCDAB. (3.25)

The symmetry property (3.25) can be derived from the first Bianchi identity

RABCD +RACDB +RADBC = 0 (3.26)

which is the integrability condition for the torsion two-forms in (B.1) [14, 18]. Thus we can expand

the curvature tensors RABCD in the sp(2) basis for both indices using the psi-symbol (3.23) as

RABCD = RABψ
A

ABψ
B

CD (3.27)

where the expansion coefficients are symmetric, i.e.,

RAB = RBA =
1

4
RABCDψ

A

ABψ
B

CD (3.28)

due to the property (3.25). The Bianchi identity (3.26) which is totally 50 conditions imposes five

additional conditions

dABCRAB = 0 (3.29)

in addition to the 45 conditions from Eq. (3.28), where the structure constants dABC are defined in

(A.26). The constraints (3.29) can be derived from Eq. (3.27) by contracting 1
4
JABJCD on both sides

and applying the products (A.27) and (A.28). Then it results in two identities

RABδ
AB =

1

2
R, (3.30)

dABERAB =
1

4
εABCDERABCD = 0, (3.31)

where R is the Ricci scalar and Eq. (3.31) must vanish due to the Bianchi identity (3.26). It may also

be checked by counting the number of independent Riemann curvature tensors. In five dimensions,
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the number of independent Riemann curvature tensors obeying the Bianchi identity (3.26) is 50. The

number of sp(2) curvature tensors obeying Eq. (3.28) is 55 = 100 − 45 and then imposing the five

constraints (3.29) leads to 50 independent components. See Appendix C for the group structure of

Riemann curvature tensor.

The sp(2) ∼= so(5) generators in (3.21) satisfy the commutation relations

[T i, T j] = [T 3+i, T 3+j] = [T 6+i, T 6+j ] = −εijkT k,

[T i, T 3+j ] = −εijkT 3+k, [T i, T 6+j] = −εijkT 6+k, [T 3+i, T 6+j] = −δijT 10, (3.32)

[T i, T 10] = 0, [T 3+i, T 10] = T 6+i, [T 6+i, T 10] = −T 3+i.

Note that T 3 = i
2
(τ 3 ⊗ 12) and T 6 = i

2
(τ 3 ⊗ τ 3) are diagonal matrices. Therefore they constitute the

set of the Cartan subalgebra for sp(2) ∼= so(5)

h = {H1 = −iT 3, H2 = −iT 6}. (3.33)

They correspond to H1 = −iJ3 and H2 = −iN3, respectively, according to the notation (2.33). Thus

this representation contains the highest weight state (2.36). The remaining generators are chosen to

satisfy the eigenvalue equations [13, 24]

[H i, Eα] = αiEα (3.34)

where i = 1, 2. The two-dimensional vector ~α = (α1, α2) is called a root andEα is the corresponding

ladder operator. We choose the ladder operators as follows:

A± =
1

2

(
T 1 ± iT 2 + (T 4 ± iT 5)

)
, B± =

1

2

(
T 1 ± iT 2 − (T 4 ± iT 5)

)
,

C± = T 7 ± iT 8, D± = T 9 ± iT 10. (3.35)

It may be useful to show the explicit matrix representation of the Cartan-Weyl basis

H1 =
1

2

(
τ 3 0

0 τ 3

)
, H2 =

1

2

(
τ 3 0

0 −τ 3

)
, A± =

1

2

(
τ± 0

0 0

)
, B± =

1

2

(
0 0

0 τ±

)
,

C± =
1

2

(
0 τ±

τ± 0

)
, D± =

i

2

(
0 ±12 + τ 3

∓12 + τ 3 0

)
, (3.36)

where τ± = i(τ 1 ± iτ 2). Then the commutation relations in Eq. (3.32) can be written in the Cartan-

Weyl basis as

[H1, A±] = ±A±, [H2, A±] = 0,

[H1, B±] = 0, [H2, B±] = ±B±, (3.37)

[H1, C±] = ±C±, [H2, C±] = ±C±,

[H1, D±] = ±D±, [H2, D±] = ∓D±.
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Figure 2: Root diagram of so(5) ∼= sp(2) for the Cartan subalgebra (3.33).

Therefore we identify the root vectors derived from the ladder generators

~αA± = ±(1, 0), ~αB± = ±(0, 1), ~αC± = ±(1, 1), ~αD± = ±(1,−1), (3.38)

where the first (second) entry of root vectors is the eigenvalue of adH1 (adH2). The corresponding

root diagram is shown in Fig. 2. The simple roots are denoted by

~α = (0, 1), ~β = (1,−1). (3.39)

One may choose a different combination of the Cartan subalgebra

h = {H1 = − i√
2
(T 3 + T 6), H2 = − i√

2
(T 3 − T 6)} (3.40)

whose matrix form is given by

H1 =
1√
2

(
τ 3 0

0 0

)
, H2 =

1√
2

(
0 0

0 τ 3

)
. (3.41)

They correspond to H1 = −
√
2iJ

(+)
3 and H2 = −

√
2iJ

(−)
3 , respectively, according to the notation

(2.37). Thus this representation contains the highest weight state (2.39). Then the commutation

relations in Eq. (3.32) can be written in the Cartan-Weyl basis as

[H1, A±] = ±
√
2A±, [H2, A±] = 0,

[H1, B±] = 0, [H2, B±] = ±
√
2B±, (3.42)

[H1, C±] = ± 1√
2
C±, [H2, C±] = ± 1√

2
C±,

[H1, D±] = ± 1√
2
D±, [H2, D±] = ∓ 1√

2
D±.
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Figure 3: The root diagram of sp(2) ∼= so(5) for the Cartan subalgebra (3.40) where the actual roots

must read as |α1, α2〉 =
√
2|β1, β2〉.

The corresponding root diagram is shown in Fig. 3. The simple roots may be chosen as

~α =
√
2(0, 1), ~β =

1√
2
(1,−1). (3.43)

Our normalization for simple roots is that the square length of the longest roots is set equal to 2.

As we have indicated in Eq. (3.24), the Riemann curvature tensors are two-forms in Ω2 = Λ2T ∗N

taking values in the vector space of g = so(5) ∼= sp(2) Lie algebra. According to the remaining

symmetry (3.10), let us decompose the Lie algebra g = so(5) = {TA|A = 1, · · · , 10} as

g = so(4)⊕ k = su(2)+ ⊕ su(2)− ⊕ k (3.44)

where k contains the generators J5a in the coset space SO(5)/SO(4) ∼= S
4. Since g ∼= Λ2T ∗N as

vector spaces, Eq. (3.27) gives us the expansion of the curvature tensor in the basis of g. In the

basis (3.20), {TA|A = 1, · · · , 6} corresponds to Jab, so so(4) ⊂ so(5) Lie algebra and {T 6+a : a =

1, · · · , 4} corresponds to the coset generators J5a in k. As is well-known, Eq. (3.32) shows that the

coset space SO(5)/SO(4) ∼= S4 is reductive ([so(4), k] ⊂ k) and symmetric ([k, k] ⊂ so(4)). One can

explicitly determine nonzero components of the psi-symbols defined by Eq. (3.23) using Eq. (A.27):

ψi
ab = εiab4, ψ3+i

ab = δiaδ4b − δibδ4a, ψ6+a
5b = δab. (3.45)

Therefore, the ’t Hooft symbols in (A.6) are related to the psi-symbols by

ηiab = ψi
ab + ψ3+i

ab , η̄iab = ψi
ab − ψ3+i

ab . (3.46)

Then the above combination implies that

T i + T 3+i =
1

2
(ψi

ab + ψ3+i
ab )Jab =

1

2
ηiabJab ∈ su(2)+,

T i − T 3+i =
1

2
(ψi

ab − ψ3+i
ab )Jab =

1

2
η̄iabJab ∈ su(2)−, (3.47)
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where we used the definition (3.22). The coset generators are given by

T 6+a = ψ6+a
5b J5b = J5a ∈ k. (3.48)

Thus the Cartan-Weyl basis for the root diagram in Fig. 3 can be classified as follows:

(H1, A±) ∈ su(2)+, (H2, B±) ∈ su(2)−, (C±, D±) ∈ k. (3.49)

The decomposition of four-dimensional Einstein manifolds implies that SU(2)+ Yang-Mills instan-

tons live in the vector space su(2)+ and SU(2)− Yang-Mills anti-instantons live in the vector space

su(2)−. The root diagram in Fig. 3 shows how each component in the five-dimensional Riemann

curvature tensors RABCD deforms the instanton structure of four-dimensional Einstein manifolds.

Hence it is useful to decompose the five-dimensional Riemann curvature tensors in Eq. (3.27)

according to the Lie algebra decomposition (3.44). First the Riemann curvature tensors in (B.14) are

decomposed as

Rabcd = f
ij

(++)η
i
abη

j
cd + f

ij

(+−)η
i
abη̄

j
cd + f

ij

(−+)η̄
i
abη

j
cd + f

ij

(−−)η̄
i
abη̄

j
cd, (3.50)

where

f
ij

(++) ≡
1

4

(
Ri,j +R3+i,j +Ri,3+j +R3+i,3+j

)
,

f
ij

(+−) ≡
1

4

(
Ri,j +R3+i,j −Ri,3+j −R3+i,3+j

)
,

f
ij

(−+) ≡
1

4

(
Ri,j −R3+i,j +Ri,3+j −R3+i,3+j

)
,

f
ij

(−−) ≡
1

4

(
Ri,j −R3+i,j −Ri,3+j +R3+i,3+j

)
. (3.51)

Explicitly, they are given by

f
ij

(++) = e
1

3
φ

{
f ij

(++) − κ2eφ
(3
4
f (+)if (+)j − 1

8
(f (+)kf (+)k − f (−)kf (−)k)δij

)

+
1

24

(
∆φ− 1

6
(∂aφ)

2
)
δij
}
,

f
ij

(+−) = e
1

3
φ

{
f ij

(+−) −
3

4
κ2eφf (+)if (−)j +

1

24

(
Da∂bφ+

1

6
∂aφ∂bφ

)
ηiacη̄

j
bc

}
, (3.52)

f
ij

(−−) = e
1

3
φ

{
f ij

(−−) − κ2eφ
(3
4
f (−)if (−)j +

1

8
(f (+)kf (+)k − f (−)kf (−)k)δij

)

+
1

24

(
∆φ− 1

6
(∂aφ)

2
)
δij
}
,

where f ij

(∗∗) are the expansion coefficients of the four-dimensional Riemann curvature tensors (2.14)

and we have introduced a similar decomposition for U(1) field strengths

Fab = f (+)iηiab + f (−)iη̄iab. (3.53)
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Note that

f
ij

(++) = f
ji

(++), f
ij

(−−) = f
ji

(−−), f
ij

(+−) = f
ji

(−+) (3.54)

due to the symmetry property (3.25) and the Bianchi identity (3.26) further requires

f
ij

(++)δ
ij = f

ij

(−−)δ
ij . (3.55)

It is easy to check Eq. (3.55) using the above results.4 Using the decomposition (3.53), it is straight-

forward to calculate the U(1) instanton density

ρU(1) =
1

64π2
εabcdFabFcd

=
1

8π2
(f (+)kf (+)k − f (−)kf (−)k). (3.56)

Using Eq. (3.45), the expansion (3.27) for the Riemann tensors R5abc can be written as

R5abc = R6+a,Bψ
B

bc

≡ F
(+)i
5a ηibc + F

(−)i
5a η̄ibc, (3.57)

where F
(±)i
5a = 1

2

(
R6+a,i ±R6+a,3+i

)
are given by

F
(+)i
5a =

κ

12
e

5

6
φ
(
6D(+)

a f (+)i + 7f (+)i∂aφ− 2εijkf (+)jηkab∂bφ+ f (−)jηiacη̄
j
bc∂bφ

)
,

F
(−)i
5a =

κ

12
e

5

6
φ
(
6D(−)

a f (−)i + 7f (−)i∂aφ− 2εijkf (−)j η̄kab∂bφ+ f (+)j η̄iacη
j
bc∂bφ

)
, (3.58)

and

D(±)
a f (±)i = ∂af

(±)i − 2εijkA(±)j
a f (±)k. (3.59)

The expansion components F
(±)i
5a are not completely independent due to the constraints (3.29). It is

straightforward to read off the constraints using the Table 1 in Appendix A that gives 4 relations from

the first four rows, so totally 20 = 24− 4 independent components remain. The last line in the Table

1 gives rise to the constraint (3.55). Finally, we have

R5a5b = R6+a,6+b ≡ Rab

= e
1

3
φ

{
κ2

4
eφ
((
f (+)if (+)i + f (−)if (−)i

)
δab + 2f (+)if (−)jηiacη̄

j
bc

)

−2

9
∂aφ∂bφ+

1

18
∂cφ∂cφδab −

1

3
Da∂bφ

}
, (3.60)

where Rab = Rba, so totally 10 components. Thus we recover the 50 = 20 + 20 + 10 components of

Riemann curvature tensors in five dimensions.

4It can also be derived from Eq. (3.31) by using the algebraic properties of the ’t Hooft symbols in Appendix A:

1

4
εabcd5Rabcd =

1

2

(
f
ij

(++)η
i
abη

j
ab − f

ij

(+−)η
i
abη̄

j
ab + f

ij

(−+)η̄
i
abη

j
ab − f

ij

(−−)η̄
i
abη̄

j
ab

)

= 2
(
f
ij

(++)δ
ij − f

ij

(−−)δ
ij
)
= 0.
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Figure 4: The block weight diagrams of the fundamental representations of sp(2) ∼= so(5).

4 Five-dimensional Einstein Manifolds

It was shown in (A.36) that ψA

AB defined in (3.23) provide the five-dimensional representation of

sp(2) ∼= so(5) Lie algebra. It is the irrep of sp(2) corresponding to the highest weight ̟2 = (0, 1)

on the right-hand side in Fig. 4. It is well-known [13] that a simple Lie algebra of rank r possesses

r inequivalent fundamental irreps. The two fundamental weights for the Lie algebra sp(2) ∼= so(5)

are shown up in Fig. 4. The four-dimensional representation, corresponding to the highest weight

̟1 = (1, 0) on the left-hand side in Fig. 4, is the spinor representation of so(5) and the defining

representation of sp(2). In contrast, ̟2 = (0, 1) is the highest weight of a five-dimensional repre-

sentation of sp(2) ∼= so(5) Lie algebra. It is easy to find the defining representation of so(5) that

is given by Eq. (A.37). There must exist a five-dimensional representation of sp(2) defined by the

fundamental weight ̟2 = (0, 1). That is precisely provided by the psi-symbol (3.23).

Therefore the expansion (3.27) corresponds to the generalization of the four-dimensional de-

composition (2.14) to the five-dimensional case. The five-dimensional curvature tensors are not

decomposed into some irreducible blocks because the Lorentz group SO(5) = Sp(2)/Z2 is a sim-

ple group, unlike the four-dimensional case. The Riemann curvature tensor belongs to the irrep of

SO(5) = Sp(2)/Z2 given by

RABCD ∈
(
50 =

)
. (4.1)

Thus the five-dimensional Einstein manifold satisfying the equations of motion (3.5) should take

elements in the irrep (4.1). The expansion (3.27) shows how these elements are organized according

to the root structure in Fig. 2 or Fig. 3. After the Kaluza-Klein compactification, the symmetry is

reduced to SO(4) × U(1). Then the Riemann curvature tensors in (4.1) are decomposed according

to the remaining symmetry (3.10) or more precisely Eq. (3.44). This decomposition appears in Eqs.

(3.50), (3.57) and (3.60). In particular, the components f ij

(±±) of four-dimensional Einstein manifolds

appear in the curvature tensor (3.50). The instanton structure of Einstein manifolds is deformed by

the excitations of U(1) gauge fields and a scalar field. However, these deformations in the curvature
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tensor (3.50) are only done in the root directions A± and B±, corresponding to the x-axis and the

y-axis, respectively, in the root diagram of Fig. 2 or Fig. 3. Therefore, if the mixed components

f
ij

(+−) = f
ji

(−+) in the deformed curvature tensor Rabcd identically vanish, the instanton structure is still

maintained despite the presence of U(1) gauge fields and a scalar field, i.e.,

F
(±)i
ab = ±1

2
εabcdF

(±)i
cd , (4.2)

where F
(+)i
ab ≡ 1

4
Rabcdη

i
cd and F

(−)i
ab ≡ 1

4
Rabcdη̄

i
cd. But generic excitations of four-dimensional fields

break the instanton structure of four-dimensional Einstein manifolds. Consequently, once the fifth

dimension is opened so that the Lorentz symmetry is enhanced to SO(5), all these deformations have

to be organized into a single five-dimensional Einstein manifold. So it may be interesting to look at

some particular cases.

First, consider the case with φ = constant. A caveat is that the condition φ = constant implies

the unwanted result, 1
4
FµνF

µν = Λ
κ2 e

− 4

3
φ, from Eq. (3.15). In order to avoid this conclusion, one can

proceed in the reverse order by putting the condition φ = constant in the action (3.8) or the ansatz

(3.6) and varying the action afterwards [12]. The constant scalar field can simply be removed by a

field redefinition and defining a four-dimensional cosmological constant λ ≡ 3
2
e
− κ√

3
Φ
Λ. If we turn

off the U(1) gauge field, i.e. Aµ = 0, we recover the four-dimensional Einstein manifolds discussed

in Sec. 2. We know well the instanton structure of four-manifolds in this case. So let us turn on the

U(1) gauge field. Note that the Einstein equation (3.13) can be equivalently written as

Rab −
1

2
δabR + λe

1

3
φδab = 0. (4.3)

Using the result (C.3), it is straightforward to reduce Eq. (4.3) as the form [9, 10]

f ij

(++)δ
ij = f ij

(−−)δ
ij =

λ

2
, f ij

(+−) = 16πG4f
(+)if (−)j . (4.4)

Since the Maxwell’s equations are coming from the components of the Ricci tensor Ra5 = R5bab, we

can read off the expansion for the Maxwell’s equations in the sp(2) ∼= so(5) basis from Eq. (3.57):

ηiabD
(+)
b f (+)i + η̄iabD

(−)
b f (−)i = 0 (4.5)

where the covariant derivatives are defined by Eq. (3.59).

The structure in Eq. (4.4) clearly shows that turning on U(1) gauge fields introduces a mixing of

SU(2)+ and SU(2)− sectors since the mixed part f ij

(+−) no longer vanishes. Although the Riemann

curvature tensor in this case does not satisfy the self-duality equation like Eq. (4.2), the mixed part

f ij

(+−) does not disturb the conformal and instanton structures of four-manifolds since the Weyl tensor

does not depend on the mixed part f ij

(+−) = f ji

(−+) [9]. A bit mysterious aspect is that there is no

effect in the four-dimensional Einstein equations (4.4) if only self-dual (i.e., f (−)i = 0) or anti-self-

dual (i.e., f (+)i = 0) U(1) gauge fields are turned on. This structure is due to the fact that the
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energy-momentum tensor in Eq. (C.4) identically vanishes for self-dual or anti-self-dual gauge fields.

So one may conclude that the Einstein structure is infinitely degenerate in the sense that one can

add arbitrary self-dual or anti-self-dual U(1) gauge fields without spoiling the Einstein condition of a

four-manifold. But the five-dimensional Einstein manifold secretly notices the existence of such U(1)

instantons because the four-dimensional Maxwell’s equations (4.5) correspond to Ra5 = 0 as shown

by Eq. (B.19) and they are nontrivial.5

The deformed instanton structure defined by Eq. (4.2) does not allow a similar frigidity as long

as U(1) gauge fields and a scalar field are active. For simplicity, let us consider the case where

only the scalar field is turned on but U(1) gauge fields are completely turned off. Among the field

configurations obeying the condition f
ij

(+−) = 0 which is equal to the equations

f ij

(+−) = − 1

24

(
Da∂bφ+

1

6
∂aφ∂bφ

)
ηiacη̄

j
bc (4.6)

with the covariant derivativeDa∂bφ = ∂a∂bφ−ωcba∂cφ, the instanton Eq. (4.2) would not be affected

by the scalar field if it satisfied the equation

∆φ =
1

6
(∂aφ)

2. (4.7)

But Eq. (4.7) cannot be satisfied for a nontrivial physical scalar field because the left-hand side upon

integration with a proper boundary (or asymptotic) condition becomes negative while the right-hand

side is positive-definite. This implies that the instantons in four-dimensional Einstein manifolds are all

connected by activating the four-dimensional fields in the metric (3.7). Then it will be possible to bind

SU(2)+ instantons and SU(2)− anti-instantons into a single multiplet of the five-dimensional Lorentz

group SO(5) = Sp(2)/Z2. The unification of two independent instantons in a four-dimensional Ein-

stein manifold would be clear when looking at the root diagram in Fig. 2 or Fig. 3. In four dimensions,

one can move only along the x-direction or the y-direction which lies in the representation of su(2)+

or su(2)−, respectively, in Eq. (3.49). These two classes cannot be mixed because the correspond-

ing root vectors are orthogonal to each other. But, in five dimensions, one can now move along the

diagonal directions which correspond to the coset elements in Eq. (3.49). Thus it will be possible

to connect two kinds of instantons by exciting four-dimensional fields coupled with so(5) ∼= sp(2)

root vectors. It will be left for future work to explicitly analyze the unification of four-dimensional

Einstein manifolds in five dimensions.

5This kind of absurd insensitivity holds true even when we consider a four-dimensional gravity coupled to SU(2)

Yang-Mills gauge theory [9]. The Einstein equations in this case are simply replaced by f
ij

(+−) = 16πG4Tr
(
f (+)if (−)j

)

where the trace is performed for the SU(2) gauge group. If SU(2) gauge fields are Yang-Mills instantons whose equa-

tions are exactly the same as Eq. (2.22), f
ij

(+−) again identically vanishes. Therefore, the Einstein structure is infinitely

degenerate even for the presence of Yang-Mills instantons. It is quite strange considering that the instanton equation of

Yang-Mills gauge fields is exactly the same as that of an Einstein manifold. But a higher-dimensional Einstein manifold

secretly notices the existence of such Yang-Mills instantons as the five-dimensional case because the four-dimensional

Yang-Mills equations are obtained by the Kaluza-Klein compactification of a higher-dimensional gravity [26].
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5 Discussion

There is a mysterious transition between Euclidean spaces and Minkowski (Lorentzian) spaces. They

are simply related by an analytic continuation x0 = −ix4, but it results in dramatic changes of

physics. In the Euclidean space, physical forces have the self-dual structure defined by Eq. (2.4).

The eigenspace of the self-dual structure is called instantons. The 2-forms are important in Rie-

mannian geometry because of their relation with the curvature tensor, and this decomposition has a

profound influence on the underlying geometry of four dimensions [6]. And this separation is deeply

related to the splitting of the Euclidean Lorentz group (1.1). This correspondence is natural from the

viewpoint of the Clifford isomorphism [20] since the 2-forms Ω2 in the exterior algebra is isomorphi-

cally related to the Lorentz generators Jab =
1
4
[γa, γb] in the Clifford algebra. After the Wick rotation

x0 = −ix4, the physical forces no longer have the self-dual structure because the Hodge ∗-operator

satisfies ∗2 = −1. Instead a novel structure emerges in the Minkowski (Lorentzian) space, the so-

called causal structure. A vector or more generally tensors have the causal structure depending on

their signature; timelike if ‖x‖2 < 0, spacelike if ‖x‖2 > 0 and lightlike if ‖x‖2 = 0. The causal

structure in Euclidean spaces is trivial because always ‖x‖2 > 0 unless x = 0. Moreover, the Lorentz

group SO(3, 1) becomes a simple group although it is a non-compact group. The physical forces are

no longer separated but they exert their influences according to the causality. We wonder what the

relationship between these two structures is. A five-dimensional Lorentzian manifold may provide

some clue for the question since time-independent solutions can be classified by the four-dimensional

self-dual structure and SO(4) ⊂ SO(4, 1).

Our formalism can also be applied to non-compact Riemannian manifolds with boundary. How-

ever, in this case, it is necessary to include boundary terms to discuss the topological invariants

such as the Euler characteristic χ(M) and the Hirzebruch signature τ(M) [14, 27, 28, 29]. These

boundary terms introduce a mixing between SU(2)+ gauge fields and SU(2)− gauge fields in the

topological invariants because the Lorentz symmetry SO(4) ∼= SU(2)+ ⊗ SU(2)−/Z2 is reduced

to SO(3) ∼= SU(2)/Z2 on the boundary [21]. The boundary symmetry SU(2) corresponds to the

diagonal element of SU(2)+⊗SU(2)−. Thus the nice splitting between SU(2)+ and SU(2)− factors

is lost. Furthermore, all known examples, at least, for gravitational instantons, imply [27, 28, 29] that

χ(M) = |τ(M)|+ 1. The reduction of the toplogical invariants is due to the reduction of the Lorentz

symmetry at the boundary. The topologically inequivalent sector of instanton solutions is defined by

the homotopy class of a map from a three sphere at asymptotic infinity to the gauge group G

f : S3 → G (5.1)

and the topological charge is given by an element of the homotopy group π3(G) [18]. Since the spin

connection (2.7) can be viewed as gauge fields in G = SO(4), the topological sector of the SO(4)

gauge fields is given by the homotopy class π3(SO(4)) = π3(SU(2)+ × SU(2)−) = Z ⊕ Z. Con-

sequently, there are two independent topological charges, χ(M) and τ(M). But, if a non-compact

Riemannian manifold has a boundary, the Lorentz symmetry SO(4) is reduced to SO(3) due to the
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boundary and the homotopy class has to be defined by the remaining symmetry, i.e. π3(SO(3)) = Z.

This implies that the Euler characteristic χ(M) and the Hirzebruch signature τ(M) are no longer in-

dependent but there must be some relation between them. The relation χ(M) = |τ(M)|+1 represents

such a relationship. It will be interesting to understand such a boundary effect from the Kaluza-Klein

theory. In particular, it is an interesting problem to include boundary terms in the action (3.4) and

understand a role of U(1) gauge fields and a scalar field at the boundary.

The proton is a stable particle because it cannot decay to light leptons due to the baryon number

conservation. However, in the GUT, a large simple group such as SU(5) or SO(10) contains quarks

and leptons in the same multiplet. Therefore it is possible for the proton to decay into a lepton (a

positron and two gamma ray photons) although its half-life is extremely long. A similar instability

of Einstein manifolds may appear in a five-dimensional gravity. In five dimensions, the Lorentz

group is SO(5) ⊃ SO(4) which is a simple group. Therefore SU(2)+ instantons and SU(2)− anti-

instantons must be embedded in the same multiplet of SO(5). The reason for the stability of a four-

dimensional Einstein manifold is that instantons and anti-instantons belong to different gauge groups

as we intentionally indicated. However, in five dimensions, they belong to an irrep of the same simple

group. Then it is impossible to prevent these instantons from decaying each other. The topological

consideration also supports this conjecture. In five dimensions, the Euler characteristic identically

vanishes, χ = 0. It is a simple consequence of Poincaré duality that manifolds with an odd dimension

have vanishing Euler characteristic. The Hirzebruch signature can also be defined only in multiples

of 4 dimensions. The homotopy consideration f : S4 → G similar to (5.1) also supports this kind

of triviality because π4(SO(5)) = Z2 (see Table 4.1 in [18]). Thus there is no natural topological

invariant to support the stability of a five-dimensional Einstein manifold. If the fifth dimension is

compactified with a sufficiently small radius, the Lorentz symmetry (3.10) is reduced to SO(4)×U(1).
Then Einstein manifolds may recover their stability in four dimensions. But this kind of instability in

five dimensions may have appeared in early universe and the universe would have stabilized in four

dimensions through some similar mechanism in [30]. It would be great if one could explain in this

way why our universe have chosen the four-dimensional spacetime.

The standard Kaluza-Klein vacuum, M × S1, is known to be unstable [31, 32, 33, 34]. The

instanton that mediates the decay is the five-dimensional Euclidean Schwarzschild solution

ds2 =
dr2

1− R2

r2

+ r2dΩ2
3 +

(
1− R2

r2

)
dχ2 (5.2)

where dΩ2
3 is the metric on the unit three-sphere and χ is the coordinate on the Kaluza-Klein circle.

The five-dimensional solution (5.2) is a bounce which describes the decay of the Kaluza-Klein vac-

uum and is a topology changing process. In four dimensions, the Euclidean Schwarzschild solution

[17] is Ricci-flat and it consists of an SU(2)+ instanton and an SU(2)− anti-instanton. The solution

is semi-classically stable since it carries nontrivial topological invariants, χ(M) = 1 + 1 = 2 and

τ(M) = 0 [14, 21]. However, if the four-dimensional Schwarzschild solution is lifted to the five-

dimensional solution (5.2), it was shown in [31] that a nonperturbative instability of the ground state
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is developed. Therefore, it will be interesting to investigate the nature of instability in [31, 32, 33, 34]

from the perspective we have discussed above. Any progress in this direction will be reported.
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A SO(4) ∼= SU(2)+ ⊗ SU(2)−/Z2 and SO(5) = Sp(2)/Z2

The defining representation of the Lie algebra so(n) is

so(n) = {M |M ∈ gl(n,R) such thatMT = −M}.

We take six generators of the Lie algebra so(4) as

(Xi)ab = −εiab4, (Yi)ab = −(δaiδb4 − δbiδa4), (A.1)

where i = 1, 2, 3; a, b = 1, · · · , 4 and the Levi-Civita tensor is normalized as ε1234 = 1. Two sets

(Xi, Yi) satisfy the commutation relations

[Xi, Xj] = εijkXk, [Yi, Yj] = εijkXk, [Xi, Yj] = εijkYk

where εijk = εijk4. It is convenient to define a new set of generators as

τ±i = −1

2
(Xi ± Yi). (A.2)

Then τ±i satisfy so(3) or su(2) Lie algebra, separately,

[τ±i , τ
±
j ] = −εijkτ±k , [τ±i , τ

∓
j ] = 0. (A.3)

Hence the Lie algebra so(4) is a direct sum of two independent so(3) or su(2) Lie algebras:

so(4) ∼= so(3)+ ⊕ so(3)− ∼= su(2)+ ⊕ su(2)−. (A.4)

Since the direct sum of Lie algebras corresponds to the direct product of Lie groups and the universal

covering group of SO(3) is SU(2), we get the group isomorphism [24]

SO(4) ∼= SU(2)+ ⊗ SU(2)−/Z2. (A.5)
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One can identify the components of two families of 4× 4 matrices τ±i from Eq. (A.1):

2[τ i+]ab ≡ ηiab = εiab4 + (δiaδ4b − δibδ4a),

2[τ i−]ab ≡ ηiab = εiab4 − (δiaδ4b − δibδ4a). (A.6)

Explicitly, they are given by [10, 21]

τ 1+ =
1

2




0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0

0 −1 0 0

−1 0 0 0



, τ 2+ =

1

2




0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 1

1 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0



, τ 3+ =

1

2




0 1 0 0

−1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1

0 0 −1 0



, (A.7)

τ 1− =
1

2




0 0 0 −1

0 0 1 0

0 −1 0 0

1 0 0 0



, τ 2− =

1

2




0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 −1

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0



, τ 3− =

1

2




0 1 0 0

−1 0 0 0

0 0 0 −1

0 0 1 0



. (A.8)

The matrices in (A.6) provide two independent spin s = 3
2

representations of su(2) Lie algebra. The

so-called ’t Hooft symbols defined by Eq. (A.6) satisfy the following relations [10, 21]

η
(±)i
ab = ±1

2
εab

cdη
(±)i
cd , (A.9)

η
(±)i
ab η

(±)i
cd = δacδbd − δadδbc ± εabcd, (A.10)

εabcdη
(±)i
de = ∓(δecη

(±)i
ab + δeaη

(±)i
bc − δebη

(±)i
ac ), (A.11)

η
(±)i
ab η

(∓)j
ab = 0, (A.12)

η(±)i
ac η

(±)j
bc = δijδab + εijkη

(±)k
ab , (A.13)

η(±)i
ac η

(∓)j
bc = η

(±)i
bc η(∓)j

ac , (A.14)

εijkη
(±)j
ab η

(±)k
cd = δacη

(±)i
bd − δadη

(±)i
bc − δbcη

(±)i
ad + δbdη

(±)i
ac , (A.15)

where η
(+)i
ab ≡ ηiab and η

(−)i
ab ≡ ηiab.

Now we consider the so(5)Lie algebra. The five-dimensional gamma matrices γA = (γa, γ5), A =

1, · · · , 5, are given by

γa =

(
0 σa

σ̄a 0

)
, γ5 = −γ1γ2γ3γ4 =

(
12 0

0 −12

)
, (A.16)

where σa = (iτ i, 12) and σ̄a = (−iτ i, 12) = (σa)† with τ i the Pauli matrices. They satisfy the Dirac

algebra

{γA, γB} = 2δAB. (A.17)
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Then the Lorentz generators of so(5) Lie algebra are defined by

JAB =
1

4
[γA, γB]. (A.18)

One can see that the four-dimensional Lorentz algebra generated by Jab obeys the chiral representation

(see Eq. (3.19)) whose generators are given by

J
(±)
ab =

1

2
(1± γ5)Jab (A.19)

and

J
(+)
ab =

i

2
ηiabτ

i ∈ su(2)+, J
(−)
ab =

i

2
η̄iabτ

i ∈ su(2)−. (A.20)

The ’t Hooft symbols in Eq. (A.6) are obtained by

ηiab = −iT r(J (+)
ab τ

i), η̄iab = −iT r(J (−)
ab τ

i). (A.21)

The chiral generators in Eq. (A.19) independently satisfy the four-dimensional Lorentz algebra that

verifies the Lie algebra isomorphism (A.4).

It is easy to check the Lie algebra isomorphism sp(2) ∼= so(5) using the identification (3.20). The

matrices TA in (3.21) are anti-Hermitian, i.e., (TA)† = −TA and obey the relation

(TA)TJ + JTA = 0 (A.22)

where J = i(τ 2 ⊗ 12) = i

(
τ 2 0

0 τ 2

)
is the symplectic matrix. The relation (A.22) implies that the

4× 4 matrices TA in (3.21) are the Lie algebra generators of sp(2). Indeed they satisfy the sp(2) Lie

algebra

[TA, T B] = −fABCTC (A.23)

where fABC are totally antisymmetric structure constants. Their nonzero components are listed below

f ijk = f (3+i)(3+j)k = f (6+i)(6+j)k = εijk, f (3+i)(6+j)10 = δij (A.24)

that can be read off from Eq. (3.32). Thus we establish the Lie algebra isomorphism sp(2) ∼= so(5).

The so(5) generators in (A.18) also obey the anti-commutation relation

{JAB, JCD} = −1

2
(δACδBD − δADδBC)14 −

1

2
εABCDEγE. (A.25)

The corresponding anti-commutation relations for the sp(2) generators in (3.21) read as

{TA, T B} = −1

2
δAB14 −

1

2
dABC T̃C , (A.26)

where T̃C do not belong to the set of sp(2) generators. Indeed they are given by T̃A = γA and

correspond to the second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (A.25). The non-vanishing components

of dABC are listed in Table 1. Then one can deduce the product of so(5) and sp(2) generators
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−(1, 10, 1) (5, 9, 1) −(6, 8, 1)

−(2, 10, 2) −(4, 9, 2) (6, 7, 2)

−(3, 10, 3) (4, 8, 3) −(5, 7, 3)

(1, 7, 4) (2, 8, 4) (3, 9, 4)

(1, 4, 5) (2, 5, 5) (3, 6, 5)

Table 1: ±(A,B, C) ≡ ±dABC = 1.

JABJCD = −1

4
(δACδBD − δADδBC)14 −

1

2
(δACJBD − δADJBC − δBCJAD + δBDJAC)

−1

4
εABCDEγE, (A.27)

TAT B = −1

4
δAB14 −

1

2
fABCTC − 1

4
dABC T̃C . (A.28)

Using the linear relation (3.22), let us write the products in Eqs. (A.27) and (A.28) as the form

(I) JABJCD = ψA

ABψ
B

CDT
AT B, (A.29)

(II) TAT B =
1

4
ψA

ABψ
B

CDJABJCD. (A.30)

Applying the relations in Eqs. (A.27) and (A.28) on both sides in the products (I) and (II) leads to

useful algebraic relations for the psi-symbols (3.23). From the product (I), we get

ψA

ABψ
A

CD = δACδBD − δADδBC , (A.31)

fABCψB

ABψ
C

CD = δACψ
A

BD − δADψ
A

BC − δBCψ
A

AD + δBDψ
A

AC , (A.32)

where Tr(γET
A) = Tr(T̃CTA) = 0 were used. Similarly, from the product (II), we get

ψA

ABψ
B

AB = 2δAB, (A.33)

fABCψC

AB = ψA

ACψ
B

BC − ψA

BCψ
B

AC , (A.34)

where Tr(γEJAB) = Tr(T̃CJAB) = 0 were used. The above relations are analogous to those in

Eqs. (A.9)-(A.15). Actually those identities have been derived by applying a similar technique to Eq.

(A.20). If we define 5× 5 matrices by

(TA)AB ≡ ψA

AB, (A.35)

Eq. (A.34) reduces to the commutation relations

[TA, T B] = −fABCTC, (A.36)
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while Eq. (A.33) gives us the trace Tr(TAT B) = −2δAB. Therefore the generators in (A.35) pro-

vide the five-dimensional representation of sp(2) Lie algebra which is isomorphic to the defining

representation of so(5) Lie algebra with generators given by

(JAB)CD = δACδBD − δADδBC . (A.37)

The relation (A.31) corresponds to the Fierz identity for the sp(2) Lie algebra generators in (A.35)

and the identity (A.32) can be transformed into Eq. (A.34) by using the trace (A.33) or vice versa by

using the Fierz identity (A.31).

B Kaluza-Klein gravity

On a five-dimensional Riemannian manifoldN , the spin connectionΩ = 1
2
ΩABJ

AB = 1
2
ΩABMJ

ABdXM

constitutes an SO(5) gauge field with respect to the local SO(5) rotations

Ω → Ω′ = ΛΩΛ−1 + ΛdΛ−1

where Λ = exp(1
2
λAB(X)JAB) ∈ SO(5) and JAB are so(5) Lorentz generators in (A.18). Then the

covariant derivatives for the vectors EA and EA are defined by

DMEA = ∂MEA − ΩB
AMEB,

DME
A = ∂ME

A + ΩA
BME

B.

The connection one-forms ΩA
B = ΩA

BMdX
M satisfy the Cartan’s structure equations [14, 18]

TA = dEA + ΩA
B ∧ EB, (B.1)

RA
B = dΩA

B + ΩA
C ∧ ΩC

B, (B.2)

where TA are the torsion two-forms and RA
B are the curvature two-forms. We impose the torsion-

free condition, TA
MN = DME

A
N − DNE

A
M = 0, to recover the standard content of general relativity

which determines ΩM as

ΩABC = ΩABMEM
C =

1

2
(fBCA + fCAB − fABC) (B.3)

where fABC are the structure functions defined by

[EA, EB] = −fAB
CEC (B.4)

or its dual equations

dEA =
1

2
fBC

AEB ∧ EC . (B.5)
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In order to formulate gravity as a gauge theory of local Lorentz symmetry, it is necessary to

introduce a local basis for the Kaluza-Klein geometry (3.6):

EA = (Ea, E5) = (e−
1

6
φea, e

1

3
φe5) (B.6)

where

ds24 = ea ⊗ ea = gµν(x)dx
µdxν (B.7)

and

e5 = dx5 + κAµ(x)dx
µ. (B.8)

By solving the torsion-free condition TA = 0 in Eq. (B.1), one can determine the spin connections as

Ωab = ωab −
1

6
e

1

6
φ(∂bφE

a − ∂aφE
b)− κ

2
e

2

3
φFabE

5, (B.9)

Ωa5 = −1

3
e

1

6
φ∂aφE

5 − κ

2
e

2

3
φFabE

b, (B.10)

where ωab is the four-dimensional spin connection for the local frames in (B.7) and ∂a ≡ ea =

eµa(x)∂µ ∈ Γ(TM) are orthonormal tangent vectors dual to the covectors ea, i.e. 〈ea, eb〉 = δab . In

particular, the exterior derivative acting on M × S1 is defined by d = dxµ∂µ = ea∂a since we have

assumed the cylinder condition (i.e., no dependence on x5).

After a little algebra, the curvature two-forms for the Kaluza-Klein geometry (3.6) can be deter-

mined by the structure equation (B.2):

Rab = (4)Rab −
κ2

4
eφ(FabFcd + FacFbd)e

c ∧ ed − κ

2
eφDcFabe

c ∧ e5

−κ
4
eφ(2Fab∂cφ− Fbc∂aφ+ Fac∂bφ)e

c ∧ e5

+
κ

12
eφ(Fac∂cφe

b ∧ e5 − Fbc∂cφe
a ∧ e5)

+
1

36
(∂bφ∂cφe

a ∧ ec − ∂aφ∂cφe
b ∧ ec − ∂cφ∂cφe

a ∧ eb)

+
1

6
(Dc∂aφe

c ∧ eb −Dc∂bφe
c ∧ ea), (B.11)

R5a =
κ2

4
e

3

2
φFabFbce

c ∧ e5 + κ

2
e

1

2
φDcFabe

c ∧ eb

+
κ

4
e

1

2
φ(Fbc∂aφ− Fab∂cφ)e

b ∧ ec − κ

12
e

1

2
φFbc∂bφe

a ∧ ec

+
1

9
e

1

2
φ(2∂aφ∂bφ+ 3Db∂aφ)e

b ∧ e5 − 1

18
e

1

2
φ∂bφ∂bφe

a ∧ e5. (B.12)

Here (4)Rab is the curvature two-form determined by the four-dimensional metric (B.7) and the co-

variant derivatives are defined by

Da∂bφ = ∂a∂bφ− ωcba∂cφ,

DcFab = ∂cFab − ωdacFdb − ωdbcFad.
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Note that the derivations ∂a ≡ ea do not commute but they satisfy the structure equation similar to

Eq. (B.4),

[∂a, ∂b] = −fab
c∂c. (B.13)

The curvature two-forms above have the following expansion in the basis (ec ∧ ed, ec ∧ e5)

Rab =
1

2
e−

1

3
φRabcde

c ∧ ed + e
1

6
φRabc5e

c ∧ e5,

R5a =
1

2
e−

1

3
φR5abce

b ∧ ec + e
1

6
φR5a5be

5 ∧ eb.

Therefore one can read off the components of Riemann curvature tensors from Eqs. (B.11) and (B.12):

Rabcd = e
1

3
φ

{
(4)Rabcd −

κ2

4
eφ(2FabFcd + FacFbd − FadFbc)

+
1

36

(
∂aφ∂cφδbd − ∂aφ∂dφδbc − ∂bφ∂cφδad + ∂bφ∂dφδac − ∂eφ∂eφ(δacδbd − δadδbc)

)

+
1

6
(Dc∂aφδbd −Dd∂aφδbc −Dc∂bφδad +Dd∂bφδac)

}
, (B.14)

Rabc5 = −1

2
κe

5

6
φ

{
Fab∂cφ− 1

2
Fbc∂aφ+

1

2
Fac∂bφ− 1

6
(Fadδbc − Fbdδac)∂dφ+DcFab

}
, (B.15)

R5a5b = e
1

3
φ

{
κ2

4
eφFacFbc −

2

9
∂aφ∂bφ+

1

18
∂cφ∂cφδab −

1

3
Db∂aφ

}
. (B.16)

Note that

Da∂bφ−Db∂aφ = (−fabc + ωcab − ωcba)∂cφ = 0, (B.17)

because fabc = ωcab − ωcba. Therefore, R5a5b = R5b5a as it should be.

Now it is easy to determine the Ricci tensors and the Ricci scalar using the above results:

Rab = Rcacb +R5a5b

= e
1

3
φ
(
(4)Rab −

κ2

2
eφFacFbc −

1

6
∂aφ∂bφ+

1

6
Dc∂cφδab

)
, (B.18)

Ra5 = Rbab5

=
κ

2
e

5

6
φ(Fab∂bφ+DbFab), (B.19)

R55 = Ra5a5

= e
1

3
φ
(κ2
4
eφFabFab −

1

3
Da∂aφ

)
, (B.20)

R = Rabδ
ab +R55

= e
1

3
φ
(
(4)R− κ2

4
eφFabFab −

1

6
∂aφ∂aφ+

1

3
Da∂aφ

)
, (B.21)
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where (4)Rab = (4)Rcacb and (4)R = (4)Raa are the Ricci tensors and the Ricci scalar, respectively,

determined by the four-dimensional geometry (B.7) and the Laplacian operator is defined by

∆φ ≡ Da∂aφ =
1√
g
∂µ(

√
ggµν∂νφ). (B.22)

C Representation of Ricci tensors

The Riemann curvature tensors in (3.24), under the group SO(5), correspond to the tensor product

RABCD ∈ 10⊗ 10 = ⊗ . (C.1)

The Clebsch-Gordan decomposition of this tensor product is given by

RABCD ∈ 10⊗ 10 = ⊗ =
(
50 =

)
⊕
(
45 =

)
⊕
(
5 =

)
. (C.2)

The last two representations, 45 ⊕ 5, are removed by the first Bianchi identity (3.26). In particular,

the last one 5 corresponds to the five constraints (3.29). The Clebsch-Gordan decomposition (C.2)

can be further decomposed according to the symmetry breaking pattern (3.10) or more precisely Eq.

(3.44), as was shown in Sec. 3. It is straightforward to determine the decomposition of the Ricci

tensors and Ricci scalar in Eqs. (B.18) and (B.21) using the result (3.50):

Rab = e
1

3
φ

{
(f ij

(++)δ
ij + f ij

(−−)δ
ij)δab + 2f ij

(+−)η
i
acη̄

j
bc −

1

6
(∂aφ∂bφ−∆φδab)

−κ
2

2
eφ
(
(f (+)if (+)i + f (−)if (−)i)δab + 2f (+)if (−)jηiacη̄

j
bc

)}
, (C.3)

R = e
1

3
φ

{
4(f ij

(++)δ
ij + f ij

(−−)δ
ij)− 1

6
(∂aφ∂aφ− 2∆φ)− κ2eφ(f (+)if (+)i + f (−)if (−)i)

}
.

The energy-momentum tensor in Eq. (3.16) takes the form [10]

Tab = e
√
3κΦFacFbc + ∂aΦ∂bΦ− δab

(1
4
e
√
3κΦFcdFcd +

1

2
(∂cΦ)

2
)

= 2e
√
3κΦf (+)if (−)jηiacη̄

j
bc + ∂aΦ∂bΦ− 1

2
δab(∂cΦ)

2. (C.4)

33



References

[1] M. Gell-Mann, Symmetries of Baryons and Mesons, Phys. Rev. 125 (1962) 1067.

[2] R. E. Behrends, J. Dreitlein, C. Fronsdal, and B. W. Lee, Simple Groups and Strong Interaction

Symmetries, Rev. Mod. Phys. 34 (1962) 584.

[3] M. Gell-Mann, A schematic model of baryons and mesons, Phys. Lett. 8 (1964) 214.

[4] M. Y. Han and Y. Nambu, Three-Triplet Model with Double SU(3) Symmetry, Phys. Rev. 139

(1965) B1006.

[5] H. Fritzsch, M. Gell-Mann and H. Leutwyler, Advantages of the color octet gluon picture, Phys.

Lett. 47B (1973) 365.

[6] M. F. Atiyah, N. Hitchin and I. M. Singer, Self-duality in four-dimensional Riemannian geome-

try, Proc. Roy. Soc. London A 362 (1978) 425.

[7] A. L. Besse, Einstein Manifolds, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, (1987).

[8] S. K. Donaldson and P. B. Kronheimer, The Geometry of Four-Manifolds, Oxford Univ. Press,

Oxford, (1990).

[9] J. J. Oh and H. S. Yang, Einstein Manifolds As Yang-Mills Instantons, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 28

(2013) 1350097 [arXiv:1101.5185].

[10] J. Lee, J. J. Oh and H. S. Yang, An efficient representation of Euclidean gravity I, J. High Energy

Phys. 12 (2011) 025 [arXiv:1109.6644].

[11] H. S. Yang, Riemannian Manifolds and Gauge Theory, PoS (CORFU2011) 063.

[12] Modern Kaluza-Klein Theories edited by T. Appelquist, A. Chodos and P. G. O. Freund,

Addison-Wesley, (1987).

[13] H. Georgi, Lie Algebras in Particle Physics: From Isospin to Unified Theories, 2nd ed., Ad-

vanced Book Program, (1999).

[14] T. Eguchi, P. B. Gilkey and A. J. Hanson, Gravitation, gauge theories and differential geometry,

Phys. Rep. 66 (1980) 213.

[15] L. Andersson and V. Moncrief, Einstein spaces as attractors for the Einstein flow, J. Diff. Geom.

89 (2011) 1 [arXiv:0908.0784].
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