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ABSTRACT

Einstein manifolds in four dimensions are composed of SU(2), Yang-Mills instantons and SU (2) _
anti-instantons. This fact is based on the fundamental theorems that the four-dimensional Lorentz
group SO(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. A central point is that the splitting of the Lie
algebra so(4) = su(2); @ su(2)_ is isomorphic to the decomposition of the two-form vector space.
We now consider whether such an inevitable division of four-dimensional Einstein manifolds can be
unified into a five-dimensional Einstein manifold. This unification scheme of four-manifolds is similar
to the grand unification of Standard Model since the product group SO(4) = SU(2)+ ® SU(2)_/Zs
must be embedded into the simple group SO(5) = Sp(2)/Zs. Our group-theoretic approach reveals
the anatomy of Riemannian manifolds quite similar to the quark model of hadrons in which two in-
dependent Yang-Mills instantons represent 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 [/, 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 =16 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
[4.15].
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)+ x 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)4 x SU(2)_/Zs,. 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 @ Q?)
as [6]

R=Ry)®R4_y® Ry D R (1.2)

where the subscript (£+) refers to the splitting of the vector spaces g = so(4) = su(2)y & su(2)_
and O = A°T*M = Q2 ® Q2. 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 [7, [8]].
Imposing the Einstein equations, 12, = Ag,,, leads to the condition R(_) = R{_ + = 02491
In this case, the Riemann curvature tensor satisfies the self-duality equations, *R4+4) = Ry4y% =
+R (1), where the Hodge *-operator xR acts on the first two indices [ab] of the curvature tensor
Rapeq and Rx acts on the last two indices [cd]. Therefore, an Einstein manifold consists of SU(2)
instantons and SU(2)_ anti-instantons [9} [10]. The instantons in SU(2) group live in a different
representation space from the anti-instantons in SU(2)_ group because these are two independent
factors for the product group (LI). This means that R,y and R _) correspond to two indepen-
dent gravitational forces although they are defined in four-dimensional Euclidean space. This special
feature of four-dimensional gravity has been originated from the splitting of the product group (I.I)).
A four-dimensional Einstein manifold has the irreducible decomposition defined by the curvature
tensor R = R4y ® R _)y which brings about two independent gravitational forces. However,



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 values
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); x SU(2)_-/Zs. Since the product group SO(4) must
be embedded into the simple group SO(5) = Sp(2)/Zs in the five-dimensional gravity, we expect
that two independent gravitational forces caused by the separation of Riemann curvature tensors will
be unified 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 product
group SO(4) = SU(2)+ ® SU(2)— /Z, must be embedded into the simple group SO(5) = Sp(2)/Z,
although the Kaluza-Klein theory is reduced from a five-dimensional gravity. The Standard Model
has a product gauge group SU(3) x SU(2) x 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) [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 four-dimensional Riemannian manifolds are similarly
unified into a five-dimensional Einstein manifold. 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 speculative reason for this assumption is that there is no natural
topological invariant such as the Euler characteristic or the Hirzebruch signature in five dimensions
[7,114] 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)-/Zy and
SO(5) = Sp(2)/Z,. We hope it will provide a deeper insight into the nature of the stability of Rie-
mannian manifolds. 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
Riemann curvature tensor is derived from the splitting of the vector spaces g = so(4) =
su(2)4 @ su(2)- and Q* = A*T*M = Q2 & Q2. 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 (I.2)) to five dimensions. After the Kaluza-Klein re-
duction, the Lorentz symmetry SO(5) is spontaneously broken to SO(4) x U(1) [12]]. According to
the symmetry breaking 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 understand how these deformed geometries are nicely unified 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
some generalization to non-compact Einstein manifolds that we have not addressed in this paper, and
speculate a possible origin of a novel instability of Einstein manifolds in five dimensions.

In Appendix A, we provide 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 x and Hirzebruch signature 7 [14]. The gauge theory formulation of gravity
reveals a beautiful aspect of the stability. It turns out [9,10] that Einstein manifolds in four dimensions
are composed 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 Furthermore, instantons
can be superposed to make multi-instantons. In principle, it is possible to have a tower of Einstein
manifolds by superposing Yang-Mills instantons in each gauge group. Of course, a compact manifold
has subtle global obstructions for gluing multi-instantons [8]]. Let us briefly recapitulate this aspect of
the stability.
Consider an Einstein manifold (//, g). The metric on M takes the form

dsi = g (x)datdz” = e @ e”. (2.1)

Using the metric, one can determine the spin connections w®, = w,dz" and curvature tensors

!This reasoning may not be complete because a new instability may be developed through the interaction between
instantons. Moreover, T4 and S! x S? (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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Ry =3

QRGde:c“ A dz” by solving the structure equations [[14} [17]]

T = de® + w% A e’ =0, (2.2)
R = dw®, + w A W, (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 [18]. Another important point is that Riemann curvature tensors R“, are spin(4)-valued
two-forms in Q%(M) = A*T™* M. These facts are combined with the well-known theorems [7, &]:

Self-duality. On an orientable Riemannian four-manifold, the 2-forms decompose into the space
of self-dual and anti-self-dual 2-forms,

=0 a0 (2.4)

defined by the £1 eigenspaces of the Hodge star operator x : Q2 — Q2.

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)_/Zs or Spin(4) = SU(2) . @SU(2)_.
It also leads to the splitting of the Lie algebra

so(4) = suy(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 CI(4) in four-dimensions and the exterior
algebra Q*M = @i:o A*T™* M over a four-dimensional Riemannian manifold M [19]. For the iso-
morphism between the vector spaces, the chiral operator 75 = —7;727y374 in the Clifford algebra
corresponds to the Hodge-dual operator * : QF — Q%% in the exterior algebra. Indeed the splitting
of vector spaces is induced by the existence of the projection operators

1 1
Po=g(l4x),  Po=g(lm) (2.6)

acting on the vector space €2? and the so(4) generators J,;, = 1[7,, 73], respectively. (See Appendix A
for the explicit matrix representations of so(4) Lie algebra.) Therefore, the splitting of the two vector
spaces in Egs. (2.4) and (2.3) is isomorphic each other.

Thus one can apply these decompositions to spin connections and curvature tensors [9, [10, 20].
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 (2.3)):

Wap = Al 4 AR (2.7)

where 1, and 77, are the "t Hooft symbols satisfying the self-duality relation

i 1 i i 1 i
Nab = §5abcd77cd> Nap = _§5abcd77cd' (2.8)



Note that the index ¢ = (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:

Ray = F®igl, 4 PO 2.9)
where SU (2) field strengths are two-forms on M defined by
R Ry
F&I = ti(di) e A d?. (2.10)

The second decomposition 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

. 1 . . 1_,
Ch= Sl A€’ (L= Sl A 2.11)

Using these bases, one can decompose the SU(2).. field strengths in Eq. (2.10) as
FO = i+ [l ¢, PO = (2.12)
where the canonical bases in (2.11)) satisfy the Hodge-duality equation
* (L =+(L. (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]

Rabea = (gt + it yniaToa + T oy Tasoa + 1l (2.14)
The torsion-free condition (2.2)) leads to an integrability condition, the so-called first Bianchi identity
Raped + Racay + Radve = 0. (2.15)
From the first Bianchi identity (2.13)), one can derive the symmetry property
Raped = Redab- (2.16)
Eq. (2.16), being totally 15 conditions, imposes the symmetry property
=1y =110 A= (2.17)
The first Bianchi identity (2.13)), being totally 16 conditions, imposes an additional constraint
(07 = [ _\6Y (2.18)

5



that is equivalently written as
e Ropea = 0. (2.19)

If (M, g) is an Einstein manifold satisfying the equations R,, = Ag,, with A a cosmological
constant, one can show [7, 9, [10] that

fho,=0=f2,. (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

= fio¢h  FO = (221

This means that SU(2). field strengths describing an Einstein manifold correspond to Yang-Mills
instantons obeying the self-duality equations explicitly written as

()i _ 4~ (£)i
RS NG Jua9vsF oy (2.22)
where ) = 1F Vot A da” = Fa(b Yiea A ¢b. Therefore, an Einstein manifold (M, g) consists 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 y (M) and the Hirzebruch signature 7(/) are defined by [7} [14]

1
x(M) = 53 / 4Ry A Reg, (2.23)
M
1
(M) = m/ Ray A Ry (2.24)
M

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

2.9) and

1 . ) . )
X(M) = g [ (PO PO O ),
M
1
= o | (U8 + U2 —2078 ) v, @2.25)
(M) = # (FCEA P4 A PO
M

- 371r2/ ((f(++) —(fii_))2> Vad'r, (2.26)

where we used the volume element
¢t AL = 4267 [gd'x, CLNE =0,

6



An Einstein manifold has curvature tensors given by (2.21) with the coefficients satisfying (2.18)). In
this case, the Euler characteristic x(/) is given by the sum of self-dual and anti-self-dual instantons
whereas the Hirzebruch signature 7(/) is their difference. The above expression immediately verifies
the famous inequalities for the topological invariants. The first inequality is x (M) > 0 with equality
only if f(li H = (“_ o= 0, i.e., M is flat [/, [14]. The second inequality is the Hitchin-Thorpe
inequality [21] stating that

3 1 i 2
Xwﬂi§ﬂM):;?/(ﬂLﬁ\@#xzo 2.27)
M
where the equality holds only if f(li H= 0 or f(”_ o= 0,1.e., M is half-flat (a gravitational instanton).

The instanton number for SU(2) . gauge fields is defined b
1 . .
I®) = + F&EIA P& (2.28)
M

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

2
X(M)=(IP+19) >0,  7(M)= g([(+) — 1)), (2.29)
Let x(M) =m € Z>o and 7(M) = n € Z. We can invert Eq. (2.29) as
1
% = 1 (2m + 3n). (2.30)

Note that our sign convention in Eq. @.28) is /*) > 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
X(M)+7(M)=m+n=2(1—>b, +b]) € 2Z where b; = dimH*(M, R) is the i-th Betti number
[7, [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.
where the structure of the inverted triangle for an allowed region is due to the inequalities m > 0 and
m > 3|n|. In the list in Fig. [l S* x S? is not an Einstein manifold since it does not admit Einstein
metrics [21]] and Page is an inhomogeneous Einstein metric on the product of the nontrivial S? bundle
over S? [22].

The Figure [l clearly shows the “reflection” symmetry [11]]. The “reflection” symmetry can be
realized by considering two compact Einstein manifolds (M, g) and (M ,g) obeying the following
relation

DM =IO,  I1OM) = ID(M). 2.31)

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

X(M) =x(M),  7(M)=—1(M). (2.32)

2This definition has considered the fact [20] that the SU(2)~. gauge fields from spin connections in ([2.7) are related to

Yang-Mills gauge fields by AL, = —2 A}, and Fl, = —1F}, .
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Figure 1: Topological numbers of closed Einstein manifolds

Thus the reflection symmetry corresponds to the interchange of instantons and anti-instantons. This
map indicates that a four-manifold with 7(A/) = 0 is self-mirror.
We take the Lie algebra generators of SO(4) as

Jij = 5iijk7 Jia = Ny, (2.33)

where 7, j,k = 1,2,3 and

i . i ™ 0 i, . i1 0
Ji=—(7"® 1) = = , N=—-(r@r)=— . 34
2(7’® 2) 2<O 7-Z>’ 2(T®T) 2<O _7-Z> (2.34)

They satisfy the commutation relations
[J;, Jj] = —€"% [N;, Nj] = —€% ., [J;, Nj] = —€9* Ny (2.35)

In this representation, the generators in the Cartan subalgebra are —i.JJ;3 and —i/N3. An irreducible
representation (irrep) of SO(4) is labeled by the highest weight defined by these operators [23]],
which is denoted by a state

P €> > 2.36
LDy, szl 236)
where p and ¢ are both even integers or both odd integers. The isomorphism Spin(4) = SU(2); ®
SU(2)_ can be realized by taking

J(+)

%

(2

(J; — N;), (2.37)

N —
N —



because they separately obey the su(2) = so(3) commutation relations
[J(i)’ J(i)] _ _gijkjlii)’ [‘]i(:t)’ J]GF)] —0. (2.38)

For each SU(2). factor, one may take a spin-j. representation such that Ji(i)Ji(i) = —js(jr +1).
We choose j, > j_. An SO(4) irrep in this basis is then labeled by a pair of integers or half integers
(j+,7-), i.e., the angular momenta associated with the su(2), and su(2)_ subalgebras. We denote
the highest weight state as

s d-) (2.39)

The two representations are related by putting p = 2(jy + j_) and ¢ = 2(j+ — j_) [23]. The irrep of
the direct product D(j, ) ® D(j_) is decomposed as

54~ Blel-ie-e[d]
under the restriction SO(4) — SO(3).

We note that the separation of instantons such as Eq. is caused by the splitting of the
Lie algebra (Z.3). Considering the fact that the instanton action S = 872|I*)| is determined by the
instanton number itself, it may be reasonable to identity the instanton numbers /*) with the labels
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:

1 1
jo =211 = 5(2m+38n) >0, jo= 217 = 5(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
5jy + j_ € 127Z. This identification leads to the identification p = 2(j, + j_) = 4m = 4x > 0 and
q = 2(j4 — j—) = 6n = 67 in the representation (2.36). The condition, m + n € 2Z, corresponds
to the requirement that both p and ¢ are even and 3p + 2q € 24Z. The reflection symmetry
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. ¢ > 0. Note that the
representations D(j, ) @D(j_) and D(j_)@D(j, ) for j. # 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
jr = 21" and j_ = 21(7). 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 SO(4) is a product group since SO(4) = SU(2) xSU(2)_/Zs

and its Lie algebra becomes a direct sum of two su(2)+ Lie algebras. The splitting of the Lie algebra
in Eq. (2.9) 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 Ein-
stein 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) C 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 is related to the split-
ting of the Lie algebra vector space (2.5)). Since the vector space so(4) is isomorphic to the vec-
tor space of two-forms €2, the same kind of splitting must also arise in the vector space 2. Eq.
precisely shows such splitting of the vector space Q2. Since the Riemann curvature tensor
describes a gravitational force (though we are considering Euclidean gravity), there are two indepen-
dent (i.e., self-dual and anti-self-dual) forces, at least, for Einstein manifolds that do not communi-
cate each otherH 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 product group
SO(4) = SU(2)4+ x SU(2)_/Zs. Moreover, there is no concept of self-duality for two-forms in five
dimensions so that the vector space ©? is no more decomposed. Therefore, neither the Lie algebra
of SO(5) nor the vector space Q)? is splitted in five dimensions. This implies that the self-dual and
anti-self-dual forces in four dimensions must be unified into a single gravitational force in five dimen-
sions since the product group SO(4) = SU(2), x SU(2)_/Zs 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 in a representation of the Lorentz group SO(5).
Therefore the five-dimensional Kaluza-Klein theory unifies two independent gravitational forces 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) x
SU(2) x 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 unified 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

30f course, it 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.
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Riemannian manifolds, we will greatly use the group isomorphism [2]]
SO(5) = Sp(2)/Zs. (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

ds® = Gy (X)dXMdx™. (3.2)

Introduce at each spacetime point on N a local basis of orthonormal tangent vectors £4 = £410y, €
['(TN) and its dual basis E4 = E3,dX* € T'(T*N) defined by a natural pairing (E4,Ep) = 04
where A/B = 1,---,5;M,N = 1,--- 5. In terms of the non-coordinate basis in I'(7*N), the
metric can be written as

ds? = Gyn(X)dXMdXN = 6, E* @ EP. (3.3)

Let us consider Einstein manifolds (V, G) described by the Einstein-Hilbert action

— 1 _ )
S5 = — 1o e / (R—3MVGIPX (3.4)

where A and G5 are a cosmological constant and the gravitational constant in five dimensions, respec-
tively. The equations of motion derived from the action are

Ryn = AGyn. (3.5)

The set of solutions for Eq. (3.3) 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 x S! with 0 < 25 < L = 27 R; [12]. We split five-
dimensional coordinates as X = (z*,2%), 4 = 1,--- ,4 according to the cylinder geometry. Then
the five-dimensional metric tensor in (3.2) also splits into four-dimensional fields, g, (z), A,(x)
and ¢(x). We have imposed the “cylinder condition” that the fields should not depend on the fifth
coordinate z°. We take the Kaluza-Klein ansatz for the five-dimensional metric in the form

ds* = Gun(X)axMax®
= ¢ 30 (gudatde’ + e?(dz® + kA, dz")?) (3.6)

where k% = 167G, and G4 = % is the four-dimensional gravitational constant. It may be instructive
to write the five-dimensional metric in the matrix form

(3.7

209 ¢
A ( G+ K2PAL A, KePA, )

ke A, e?
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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 for
the Kaluza-Klein ansatz (3.6). First note that the five-dimensional volume form is vVGd°X = E' A
o ANEP = e_%¢\/§d49:dx5. Since the four-dimensional fields do not depend on the circle coordinate

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

constant Gy = % Moreover, one can ignore the Laplacian term in because it becomes a

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

1 _w 1 1
S = / ( e (DR —3e"v3%A) + Ze\/g”‘q)g”pg”FwFpg + 5g*“’é),;lx‘),,cb) Vadtz, (3.8)

where we have rescaled the scalar field
= L (3.9
3K
such that the scalar field has the usual kinetic term with canonical mass dimension. The Ricci
scalar R with the left-hand superscript ) is determined only by the four-dimensional metric
dsi = g (x)datdz”. Note that A 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 x S! 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. Therefore the five-dimensional local Lorentz

symmetry of the Kaluza-Klein vacuum (3.6) is spontaneously broken [12]],
SO(5) = SO(4) x U(1), (3.10)
where U(1) acts on the circle coordinate as
xt — at, 2% = 2® + f(x). (3.11)
Under this transformation, we have
G = G O — o, Ay A, — %@f, (3.12)

so that the one-form A = A, dx* transforms like an Abelian gauge field.
The equations of motion for the four-dimensional fields can be derived from the action (3.8):

1 .

Ry — 59 (VR - 3e Vi®A) = 871G T, (3.13)

D, <e‘/§“‘1’FW> —0, (3.14)

AD = @eﬁ“‘i’FwFW _ ﬁe‘%%, (3.15)
K
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where the energy-momentum tensor 7}, is given by
1 1
T, =97 F F,. +0,80,8 — g,, <Ze‘/§“q’FmF”” +5 97 0,90,0). (3.16)

Indeed one can check using the results in Eqs. (B.18)-(B.2I) and R = 5A that the above equations
of motion are exactly the same as Eq. (3.3)) for a five-dimensional Einstein manifold. Therefore, the
general five-dimensional metric (3.6) describes a five-dimensional Einstein manifold as long as the
four-dimensional fields, g,,(z), A,(x) and ®(z), satisfy the above equations of motion. It will be
interesting to see how the other fields such as A, (x) and ®(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

1

Jap = Z['YA»'YB] (3.17)

and they satisfy the Lorentz algebra

[Jap, Jop] = —(0acIBp — dapJBe — OBcJap + 0D JAC). (3.18)

See Appendix A for the representation of the five-dimensional gamma matrices. The 10 generators in
Eq. 3.17) consist of Jap = (Ju, J5,) Where the generators J,;, satisfy the four-dimensional Lorentz
algebra so(4) C so(5) and Jj, are additional generators given by

1 i [ im0
Jay = as =3 ¢ S ’

1 1 0 o°
Jsu = 57l = = . 3.19
5 4[757] 2<_0a O) ( )
Let us denote the generators in Eq. (3.19) as
JZ" = 5ijka> JZ’4ET3+i,
Jis = =T Js = =T, (3.20)

which take the block matrix form:

G if 0 i if T 0
Tt — Z (% 1,) = — T3+z:_ i 3\



It can be shown (see Appendix A) that the 4 x 4 matrices 7%, A = 1,--- , 10, in (3.2I) 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 (G.1)).

Since the vector spaces generated by J 45 and T* are isomorphic each other, there exists a linear
relation between them:

1
Jap = i, Th= §w§BJAB, (3.22)

where
Vhp = —Tr(JagTh). (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) 2 sp(2). Indeed the matrix expression (T4) 45 =
1% 5 provides the five-dimensional representation of sp(2) Lie algebra as was shown in (A.36). The
Riemann curvature tensor R = %RABJ A € C(g ® Q?) carries two kinds of indices living in
different vector spaces:

1 1
Rup = 5RABWOZXM ANdXN = 5RABCDEC A EP (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 in 22 = A?T*N. But these two vector spaces are isomorphic each other

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

Rapcp = Repas- (3.25)

The symmetry property (3.23) can be derived from the first Bianchi identity

Rapep + Racps + Rappe =0 (3.26)

which is the integrability condition for the torsion two-forms in (B.I) [14}17]]. Thus we can expand
the curvature tensors R 4pcp in the sp(2) basis for both indices using the psi-symbol (3.23) as

Rapep = %AwﬁﬁB wgp (3.27)

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

1
Rap = Rpa = ZRABCDwﬁisz}%D (3.28)

due to the property (3.23). The Bianchi identity (3.26) which is totally 50 conditions imposes five
additional conditions
d*PCRup =0 (3.29)

in addition to the 45 conditions from Eq. (3.28)). The constraints (3.29) can be derived from Eq. (3.27)
by contracting +.J45Jcp on both sides and applying the products (A27) and (A:28). Then it results

14



in two identities

1
Rupot = §R, (3.30)
1
dABE%AB = ZgABCDERABCD =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,
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, T = [T+, T3] = 70+, T6+] = —iikph,
(7, T3] = —glb3th [0 T0H) = —gukpStk 73+ 70H] = _§UT10 (3.32)
[T, T =0, [T%7 7" =76 [1% 17 = T3+,

Note that 7% = (7® ® 1,) and 7% = (7® ® 7°) are diagonal matrices. Therefore they constitute the
o(5

-
set of the Cartan subalgebra for sp(2) = so(5)
h={H'=—iT* H?=—iT"}. (3.33)

They correspond to H! = —i.J3 and H? = —i N3, 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} 23]

[H' E°] = o' E (3.34)

where i = 1, 2. The two-dimensional vector @ = (a!, a?) is called a root and E“ is the corresponding
ladder operator. We choose the ladder operators as follows:

Ay = %(Tl +iT% + (T +iT°)), By = (T" +il° — (T* +iT%)),

N —

Cy=T"+iT® Dy =T°+iT". (3.35)

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

1({ 7 0 1({ 7 0 1({ 7 0 10 0
Hl:_ ) HZ:_ ) Ay =< ) By =~ )
2<o 7’3> 2<O—7‘3> * 2<0 0) - 2(0 T:t)

10 7* i 0 +15 + 77
Cp =~ . Di=1 , 3.36
* 2<Ti 0) * 2<¢1g+r3 0 (330



(-1,1) @=(0,1) (1L.1)

(—=1,0) (1,0)

(~1, 1) (0. 1) 3=(1,-1)

Figure 2: Root diagram of so(5) = sp(2) for the Cartan subalgebra (3.33)).

where 7% = i(7! 4 i72). Then the commutation relations in Eq. (3.32) can be written in the Cartan-
Weyl basis as

HY A, =+A., [H?* A=0,
H' B.] =0, [H? B.] = +B., (3.37)
H'.Cy)=+Cy, [H? C4)==+Cy,
H1>D:|:]:j:D:|:> [H2>D:|:]::FD:I:-
Therefore we identify the root vectors derived from the ladder generators
da. =+£(1,0), dp, ==£(0,1), de,. ==£(1,1), dp, ==£(1,-1), (3.38)

where the first (second) entry of root vectors is the eigenvalue of ady: (ady2). The corresponding
root diagram is shown in Fig. 2l The simple roots are denoted by

a=(0,1), A=(1,-1). (3.39)
One may choose a different combination of the Cartan subalgebra

h={H'= —%(T?’ +T%), H*> = — ’ (T° —T%)} (3.40)

Sl -

whose matrix form is given by

1 (70 1 (0 0
H'= — H? = — . 3.41
\/§<o 0)’ \/§<0 7’3> 4D

They correspond to H' = —\/§iJ§+) and H? = —\/521]35_), respectively, according to the notation
(@.37). Thus this representation contains the highest weight state (2.39). Then the commutation
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j0.—1)

Figure 3: The root diagram of sp(2) = so(5) for the Cartan subalgebra (3.40) where the actual roots
must read as |, a) = V2|1, Ba).

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

[H', ALl = +V2A., [H? Ay =0,

[H', B.] =0, [H? Bi] = +V2B., (3.42)
[H', Cy] = i%Ci, [H? Cy] = i\%Ci,
[H', Di] = i\%Di, [H? D.] = :F%Di.
The corresponding root diagram is shown in Fig. 3l The simple roots may be chosen as
a=+20,1), f= %(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 Q2 = A2T*N
taking values in the vector space of g = so(5) = sp(2) Lie algebra. According to the symmetry
breaking structure in (3.10), let us decompose the Lie algebra g = so(5) = {T4|A =1,---,10} as

g=s0(4) @t =su(2); ®su(2)- Dt (3.44)

where € contains the generators J5, in the coset space SO(5)/SO(4) = S*. Since g = A?T*N as
vector spaces, Eq. (3.27) gives us the expansion of the curvature tensor in the basis of g. In the basis
B20), {T*|A = 1,---,6} corresponds to J, so the so(4) C so(5) Lie algebra and {7T%% : a =
1,---,4} corresponds to the coset generators Js, in €. As is well-known, Eq. (3.32) shows that the

17



coset space SO(5)/SO(4) = S* is reductive ([so(4), ] C €) and symmetric ([¢, €] C so(4)). One can
determine nonzero components of the psi-symbols defined by Eq. (3.23) using Eq. (A.27):

Zb — Ezab4 3+Z 6za54b 5ib54a’ 6+a 5ab‘ (345)
Therefore, the 't Hooft symbols in (A.6) are related to the psi-symbols by
Moy = Vo 00" Ty = Y — U (3.46)

Then the above combination implies that

) ) 1 .
T+ T = S + V) Ja = SMaTen € su(2)+,
. 1. . 1_.
T — T3 = 5(% — P T = §ﬁ;bJab € su(2)_, (3.47)

where we used the definition (3.22). The coset generators are given by
TOT = St Jg, = Js, € L. (3.48)
Thus the Cartan-Weyl basis for the root diagram in Fig. 3| can be classified as follows:
(H', AL) € su(2),, (H? B.) € su(2)_, (C+,Dy) €L (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 R 4gcp 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 . First the Riemann curvature tensors in are
decomposed as

Rabea = f(++ nabncd + f nabncd + f nabncd + f(__ nabncdu (3.50)

where

~—
TS
L
Il
N e i Y e S

flrny = 7 (Rig + Ravig + Rigas + Ragizey),
(R + Rapiy — Risy — Rapisrg),

(Rij — Rasiy + Rists — Rayizes),

~—n
TS
J’_
L3
I

(mi,j — R34 — Rz + m3+i,3+j)~ (3.51)

~—
TS’:
|
—
Il
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Explicitly, they are given by

f(++ = €3¢ {f(++) _ I<L e < f(+ Zf(+ (f(-i-)kf(—i-)k . f(—)kf(—)k)é:])

- 1 - 3 ) 1

7, _ ¢ ?, _ 22,0 p(+)i £(—)J R

i o= e { [y =Rt s 24(1) By + a¢ab¢)nacnbc}, (3.52)
- 1 - 3 ) 1 -

i el 2ge(3poip@i L pe )k (kg

f(]__) = € {f(i_) K-e <4f f 8(f+ f —f / )5]>

#3r(20- p@0?)1 ),

where f(li*) 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

Fap = [0 + f i (3.53)
Note that
oo =T T =R T =Fly (3.54)
due to the symmetry property (3.23) and the Bianchi identity (3.26)) further requires
Fl )0 = fL_07. (3.55)
It is easy to check Eq. (3.33)) using the above results. Using the decomposition (3.33)), it is straight-

forward to calculate the U(1) instanton density

abcd
puy = 647r2 FapFea

= <#”f — fOR R, (3.56)

72

Using Eq. (3.43), the expansion (3.27) for the Riemann tensors Rsq;. can be written as

R5abc = ER(i—l-a,IBﬁwllngc
= Fo)'n, +FS (3.57)

where F&" = 2(R6ta,i £ Retas+i) are given by

5

i KR 5 7 ?
Féj;) — _2 e <6D(+ f(+ + 7f(+ 8 ¢ 2e ]kf nsbabe + f( nacnbcab(b)

—_

K 54

R = el (6D fO 1 771 0,0 — 269 FV 00 + F L. 000), (3.58)

—_
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and
D& B — g fEE _ 9giik AR $(Hk (3.59)

The expansion components Iﬁ‘éf)’ are not completely independent due to the constraints CItis

straightforward to read off the constraints using the Table[llin Appendix A that gives 4 relations from
the first four lines, so totally 20 = 24 — 4 independent components remain. The last line in the Table
[I] gives rise to the constraint (3.33)). Finally, we have

Rsosp = %6+a,6+b =R
2
= 3% {Zefb <(f(+)2f(+)2 + f(—)lf(—)l)(;ab + 2f(+)2f(_)y77;c771])c)
—gﬁgb@gb%—i@qﬁ@qﬁ& —lDﬁqb (3.60)
9 a b 18 c cPVYab 3 ab P .

where R,;, = Ry, so totally 10 components. Thus we recover the 50 = 20 + 20 4+ 10 components of
Riemann curvature tensors in five dimensions.

4 Anatomy of Einstein Manifolds

It was shown in (A36) that ¢4 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 @y = (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. Ml The four-dimensional representation, corresponding to the highest weight
w; = (1,0) on the left-hand side in Fig. [ is either the spinor representation of so(5) or the defining
representation of sp(2). In contrast, ws = (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 oy = (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)/Z is a sim-
ple group, unlike the four-dimensional case. The Riemann curvature tensor belongs to the irrep of
SO(5) = Sp(2)/Z; given by

Rapep € (50 =H) . (4.1)
Thus the five-dimensional Einstein manifold satisfying the equations of motion (3.3) should take
elements in the irrep @.I)). The expansion (3.27) shows how these elements are organized according to

the root structure in Fig. 2 or Fig. Bl After the Kaluza-Klein compactification, the Lorentz symmetry
SO(5) = Sp(2)/Z, is spontaneously broken to SO(4) x U(1). Then the Riemann curvature tensors
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1.1 2.-1

Figure 4: The block weight diagrams of the fundamental representations of sp(2) = so(5).

in (@.I) are decomposed according to the symmetry breaking pattern (3.10) or more precisely Eq.
(3.44). This decomposition appears in Egs. (3.50), (3.37) and (3.60). In particular, the components
f(”i 4 of four-dimensional Einstein manifolds appear in the curvature tensor (3.30). 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 tensor (3.30) are only done in the root directions A,
and B, corresponding to the z-axis and the y-axis, respectively, in the root diagram of Fig. [2| or

Fig. Bl Therefore, if the mixed components fl('{r_) = le_ ) in the deformed curvature tensor R,p.q

+
identically vanish, the instanton structure is still maintained despite the presence of U(1) gauge fields

and a scalar field, i.e.,

g = i§eabcds£j;) : 4.2)

where Sg)l = iRadenid and S((lg)’ = iRadeﬁid. 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 ¢ = constant. A caveat is that the condition ¢ = constant implies
the unwanted result, iFWF’“’ = %e_%‘b, from Eq. (3.13)). In order to avoid this conclusion, one can
proceed in the reverse order by putting the condition ¢ = 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 A = %e_%(b/\. If we turn
off the U(1) gauge field, i.e. A, = 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

1 \
R, — §5abR + \e3®d,, = 0. (4.3)
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Using the result (C3), it is straightforward to reduce Eq. (@.3)) as the form [} [10]

G A y s

Fiha® = RT3 Ty = 167G 4
Since the Maxwell’s equations are coming from the components of the Ricci tensor R,5 = Rspap, We
can read off the expansion for the Maxwell’s equations in the sp(2) = so(5) basis from Eq. (3.37):

iy DS FH 4, DS O =0 (4.5)

where the covariant derivatives are defined by Eq. (3.39).

The structure in Eq. @.4) clearly shows that turning on U (1) gauge fields introduces a mixing of
SU(2)4 and SU(2)_ sectors since the mixed part f(’i_) 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(ii_) does not disturb the conformal and instanton structures of four-manifolds since the Weyl tensor
does not depend on the mixed part f(lfr_) = f(’i 1 [91. A bit mysterious aspect is that there is no
effect in the four-dimensional Einstein equations (&.4) if only self-dual (i.e., f(-)* = 0) or anti-self-
dual (i.e., f)" = 0) U(1) gauge fields are turned on. This structure is due to the fact that the
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 (4.3]) correspond to R,5 = 0 as shown
by Eq. (B.19) and they are nontrivialEl

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 fZ(i—) = 0 which is equal to the equations

. 1 1 o
18, = =57 (Dadho + 000,60 )l (4.6)
the instanton Eq. (4.2)) would not be affected by the scalar field if it satisfied the equation
1 2
Ap = 6(8“¢> : 4.7)

“This 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(ii_) = 167G4Tr ( fif (_)-7)
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(iii) 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 [24]].
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But Eq. (4.7) cannot be satisfied for a nontrivial physical scalar field because the left-hand side
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)/Zs,. The unification of two
independent instantons in a four-dimensional Einstein manifold would be clear when looking at the
root diagram in Fig. @ or Fig. Bl 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 corresponding root vectors are orthogonal 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.

5 Discussion

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

0 = —z*, but it results in dramatic changes of

are simply related by an analytic continuation x
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 Riemannian
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 of forces is deeply
related to the splitting of the Euclidean Lorentz group (LIJ). This correspondence is natural from the
viewpoint of the Clifford isomorphism [19] since the 2-forms Q22 in the exterior algebra is isomorphi-
cally related to the Lorentz generators J,;, = i[%, 7] in the Clifford algebra. After the Wick rotation

¥ = —iz*, the physical forces no longer have the self-dual structure because the Hodge *-operator

acts on the forces as %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 ||z||* < 0, spacelike if ||z||* > 0 and lightlike if ||z||> = 0. The causal
structure in Euclidean spaces is trivial because always ||z||> > 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) C 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 x(A/) and the Hirzebruch signature 7(M) [14} 25, 26, 27]. These
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boundary terms introduce a mixing between SU(2), gauge fields and SU(2)_ gauge fields in the
decomposition because the Lorentz symmetry SO(4) = SU(2). ® SU(2)_/Z, is reduced to
SO(3) = SU(2)/Zsy on the boundary [20]. The boundary symmetry SU(2) corresponds to the diag-
onal 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 [25] 26, [27] that
X(M) = |7(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:$*=aG (5.1)

and the topological charge is given by an element of the homotopy group m3(G) [17]. Since the spin
connection 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 m3(SO(4)) = m3(SU(2)+ x SU(2)-) = Z & Z. Con-
sequently, there are two independent topological charges, x(M) and 7(M). But, if a non-compact
Riemannian manifold has a boundary, the Lorentz symmetry SO(4) is reduced to SO(3) due to the
boundary and the homotopy class has to be defined by the remaining symmetry, i.e. m3(SO(3)) = Z.
This implies that the Euler characteristic x (M) and the Hirzebruch signature 7(A/) are no longer in-
dependent but there must be some relation between them. The relation x (M) = |7(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) D 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, y = 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 : S* — G similar to (5.1) also
supports this kind of triviality because m,(SO(5)) = Zy [17]. 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) xU(1).
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Then Einstein manifolds may recover their stability in four dimensions. 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 [28]. It would be great if one could explain why our
universe have chosen the four-dimensional spacetime in this way.

The standard Kaluza-Klein vacuum, M x S', is known to be unstable [29] 30, 31]]. The instanton

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

dr?

2 _
ds* = =
2

2 1002 5 2
+ r=dQ; + 1—7,—2 dx (5.2)

where d3 is the metric on the unit three-sphere and Y 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
[32] 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, y(M) = 1+ 1 = 2 and
T7(M) = 0 [14, 20]. However, if the four-dimensional Schwarzschild solution is lifted to the five-
dimensional solution (3.2), it was shown in [29] that a nonperturbative instability of the ground state
is developed. Therefore, it will be interesting to investigate the nature of instability in [29} 30, 31]
from the perspective we have discussed above. Any progress in this direction will be reported.
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A SO4) ~ SU(?2), ® SU(2)_/Z and SO(5) = Sp(2)/Zs
The defining representation of the Lie algebra so(n) is

so(n) = {M|M € gl(n,R) suchthat M* = —M}.
We take six generators of the Lie algebra so(4) as

(Xi)ab = —Ejabd, ()/;)ab = _(5ai5b4 - 5bi6a4)7 (Al)

where © = 1,2,3; a,b = 1,---,4 and the Levi-Civita tensor is normalized as €234 = 1. Two sets
(X, Y;) satisfy the commutation relations

[Xian] = €k Xk, [Yz’>Yj] = €4k Xk, [Xz‘,Yj] = €k Yk
where €;;, = €;jx4. It is convenient to define a new set of generators as

1
T = —5(Xi £ Y)). (A.2)

Then 7;* satisfy so(3) or su(2) Lie algebra, separately,
(75,757 = —eiwTi (7.5, 77] = 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) = s0(3)y @ so(3)_ = su(2)y P su(2)_. (A4)

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 [23]

SO(4) = SU((2)+ ® SU(2)_/Zs. (A.5)
One can identify the components of two families of 4 x 4 matrices 7;~ from Eq. :

2[Ti]ab = 77;17 — Eiab4 + (5ia54b o 52’1)54{1)’

2[Ti]ab = ﬁfzb _ 8iab4 _ (52’(1541) o 5ib54a)‘ (A6)
Explicitly, they are given by [10, 20]
0O 0 01 0O 0 -1 0 0 1 0
110 0 10 110 0 0 1 -1 0 0
’7'1 = = ) 7_2 =3 ) 7-3 =5 ’ AT
210 -10 0 o201 00 0 210 0 1
-1 0 00 0 —1 0 0 -1 0
0 0 —1 00 -1 0 0O 1.0 O
110 1 0 110 0 —1 -1 00 O
== , == , =C . (A.8)
210 -1 0 211 0 2 00 -1
1 0 0 0 1 01 0



The matrices in (A.6) provide two independent spin s = 3 representations of su(2) Lie algebra. The
so-called "t Hooft symbols defined by Eq. (A.6) satisfy the following relations [10, 20]

G = i%eab“nﬁj’i, (A.9)
m(f) md = 0acObd — OadObe I Eabeds (A.10)
Eapeaie) = F(Oeenily) + Seantyy)’ — e, (A.11)
%" mﬁb) =0, (A.12)
N = 616, + ey, (A.13)
B = i, (A.14)
e " = Gaey) — Gaanyy — Obenlg” + Opan ), (A.15)

= = 7, and 7751;” = Tty

Now we consider the so(5) Lie algebra. The five-dimensional gamma matrices y4 = (Va,75), 4 =

where 7,

1,---,5, are given by

o 0 o _ o 12 0 (A 16)
Yo = 5a 0 | V5 = 1727374 = 0 -1, )’ .

where 0 = (it?,1,) and 6 = (—i7,1,) = (¢®)! with 7¢ the Pauli matrices. They satisfy the Dirac
algebra
{va,78} = 20a5. (A.17)

Then the Lorentz generators of so(5) Lie algebra are defined by

1

Jap = Zm, V8] (A.18)

One can see that the four-dimensional Lorentz algebra generated by J,;, obeys the chiral representation
(see Eq. (3.19)) whose generators are given by

1
IS = 5(1 + v5) Ja (A.19)

and

Lairt e su(2). (A.20)

e L
ab 2

2
The ’t Hooft symbols in Eq. (A.6]) are obtained by

NoyT € su(2)4, Jc(Lb_) =

nly = —iTr(JSD7), i, = —iTr(J5) 7). (A.21)

a

The chiral generators in Eq. (A.19) independently satisfy the four-dimensional Lorentz algebra that
verifies the Lie algebra isomorphism (A.4).
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It is easy to check the Lie algebra isomorphism sp(2) = so(5) using the identification (3.20). The
matrices 7 in are anti-Hermitian, i.e., (T*)" = —T" and obey the relation

(TY' T +JT* =0 (A.22)

2
where J =i(72 ®@ 15) =1 ( 7;)

0
) ) is the symplectic matrix. The relation (A.22)) implies that the
-
4 x 4 matrices T* in (3.21)) are the Lie algebra generators of sp(2). Indeed they satisfy the sp(2) Lie
algebra

T4, 77 = — fA561° (A.23)
where fABC are totally antisymmetric structure constants. Their nonzero components are listed below

fijk _ f(3+i)(3+j)k _ f(6+i)(6+j)k _ ik f(3+i)(6+j)10 _ 5 (A.24)

Y

>~

that can be read off from Eq. (3.32). Therefore we establish the Lie algebra isomorphism sp(2)

so(5).
The so(5) generators in (A.I8) also obey the anti-commutation relation
1 1
{Jas, Jep} = _5(5AC(5BD — 04pdpc)ls — 5€ABCDETE- (A.25)

The corresponding anti-commutation relations for the sp(2) generators in (3.21)) read as
1 1 ~
{T* T%} = —55%14 - 5az*“B‘CTC, (A.26)
where 7€ do not belong to the set of sp(2) generators. Indeed they are given by TA = v and

correspond to the second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (A.23). The non-vanishing components
of d*BC are listed in Table[Il Then one can deduce the product of so(5) and sp(2) generators

JABJCD = -

1
4
1

—(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) = +d*B¢ = 1.

——~EABCDEYE,

1
TAT® = —15‘“314 —

4

L aBCHC
- TC _
5/

1

1 ~
_dA]BCTC )
4

28

(5AC(SBD - 5AD5BC)14 - 5(5ACJBD - 5AD<]BC - 5BC<]AD + 5BDJAC)

(A.27)

(A.28)



Using the linear relation (3.22)), let us write the products in Egs. (A.27) and (A.28) as the form
(1) JapJop = VaptepT TP, (A.29)
1
(11) TAT® = ZwﬁBqﬁ%DJABJCD- (A.30)

Applying the relations in Eqs. (A.27) and (A.28)) on both sides in the products (/) and (I7) leads to
useful algebraic relations for the psi-symbols (3.23)). From the product (7), we get

Vaplep = 6acdpp — Sapdpc, (A.31)
FAEUApYep = dactp — dap¥sc — dpc¥ip + dp¥ic, (A.32)
where Tr(ygT*) = Tr(TCT*) = 0 were used. Similarly, from the product (11), we get
Viptiap = 20°%, (A.33)
FA5hs = VicYBe — YBctac (A.34)

where Tr(ypJap) = TT(TVCJ 4B) = 0 were used. The above relations are analogous to those in
Egs. (A.9)- . Actually those identities have been derived by applying a similar technique to Eq.
(A.20Q). If we define 5 x 5 matrices by

(T*)aB = Vi, (A.35)
Eq. (A.34) reduces to the commutation relations
[T, T%] = — fA5°T, (A.36)

while Eq. (A33) gives us the trace Tr(T4T®) = —25*E. Therefore the generators in (A.33) 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)cp = 0acdBp — 6apdBC- (A.37)

The relation (A.31)) corresponds to the Fierz identity for the sp(2) Lie algebra generators in (A.33)
and the identity (A.32)) can be transformed into Eq. by using the trace (A.33) or vice versa by
using the Fierz identity (A.3T).

B Kaluza-Klein gravity

On a five-dimensional Riemannian manifold /V, the spin connection ) = %Q apJAB = %Q amJABdXM
constitutes an SO(5) gauge field with respect to the local SO(5) rotations

Q= =A0A + AdA?
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where A = exp(3Aap(X)J*P) € SO(5) and J4# are so(5) Lorentz generators in (A.I8). Then the
covariant derivatives for the vectors 4 and E are defined by

Dy&a = 0m€a — QO anés,

DyE* = 0y EY + Q4 gy BV

The connection one-forms Q45 = Q4 gy d XM satisfy the Cartan’s structure equations [14} 17]]

T4 = dEY+ QY5 NEB, (B.1)
RAB = dQAB+QAc/\QCB, (B.2)

where T4 are the torsion two-forms and R“ g are the curvature two-forms. We impose the torsion-
free condition, T5;y = Dy Ea — DyE4L = 0, to recover the standard content of general relativity
which determines 2;; as

1

Qapc = Qapu& = §(fBCA + foap — fasc) (B.3)

where fapc are the structure functions defined by

[€4,E8] = —fap“Ec (B.4)

or its dual equations
1
dE4 = 3 fecEB A EC. (B.5)

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 = (E* E°) = (e %", e3%) (B.6)
where
ds] = " @ e* = g, (v)dxtdx” (B.7)
and
e’ = da’ + kA, (z)da". (B.8)

By solving the torsion-free condition 74 = 0 in Eq. (B.I)), one can determine the spin connections as

1

Qv = wap = oS (OOE" — Du0E") = Sei*Fip (B.9)
1.

Qs = —seh 0,08 — SAE, B, (8.10)

where w,;, is the four-dimensional spin connection for the local frames in (B.7) and 9, = ¢, =
e/!(x)0, € I'(I'M) are orthonormal tangent vectors dual to the covectors e, i.e. (e?,¢,) = ;. In

30



particular, the exterior derivative acting on M x S' is defined by d = da*9, = €0, since we have
assumed the cylinder condition (i.e., no dependence on z°).

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

2
Ry = (4)Rab - %6¢(Fachd + Fachd)ec A ed - g€¢DcFabec Ae’

_ge¢(2Fabac¢ - Fbcaa¢ + Facab¢)ec A 65

+%e¢(Facac¢eb A €° — Fp0.0¢" A €°)

+3—16(8bq58cq5e“ A €€ — 0,00.0€° A €€ — D.pD.pe® N eb)

1

+6(D08a¢ec A€’ — D.Oypet A %), (B.11)
2

Rs, = %e%‘z’Fabecec Aed+ ge%‘z’DcFabec Ael

K 14 b c Ko 14 a c

—|—162 (Fbcaaé— Fab86¢)e Ne” — 562 Fbcab¢6 Ne
1 1

+§e%¢(28a¢8b¢ + 3Dy0,0)e” A €® — 1—865‘1’8@8@6“ Ae’. (B.12)

Here W R, is the curvature two-form determined by the four-dimensional metric and the co-
variant derivatives are defined by

Daab¢ - aaabqZ5 - wcbaac¢>

DcFab = acF’ab - wdachb - decFad-

Note that the derivations J, = ¢, do not commute but they satisfy the structure equation similar to

Eq. (B.4),
[Oas O] = —fap“Oe. (B.13)

The curvature two-forms above have the following expansion in the basis (e¢ A 4, e A €?)

1 1
Rab = 56_%¢Rab0dec A 6d + egquachec A 657
1 _l¢ b c l(ﬁ 5 b
Ry, = 56 3P Regpee N €°+ e6% Rgaspe” A e,
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Therefore one can read off the components of Riemann curvature tensors from Egs. and (B.12):

2
Rapeg = €3° {(4)Rabcd - %6¢(2Fachd + FocFva — FoaFye)

1
35 (00000001 — 0u00u000 = 0,00.000a + 0u00uc — 000 6(Dacdha = daadic) )

1
+6(Dcaa¢5bd - Ddaa¢5bc - Dcab¢5ad + Dd8b¢5ac>} ) (B14)
1 s, 1 1 1
Rach - _5"{66 Fabac¢ - §Fbcaa¢ + §Facab¢ - E(Fadabc - Fjbd(sac)adqS + DcFab P (BIS)
1 K2 2 1 1
R5a5b = 63¢ _e(z)Fachc - _8a¢ab¢ + _8c¢ac¢5ab - _Dbaa¢ . (B16)
4 9 18 3
Note that
Daab¢ - Dbaa¢ - (_fabc + Weab — wcba)ac¢ = Oa (B17)

because fupe = Weah — Weba- Lherefore, Rsqs, = Rsps, as it should be.
Now it is easy to determine the Ricci tensors and the Ricci scalar using the above results:

Rab = Rcacb + R5a5b

2 1 1
=8ORy — e FuuFho = 0,000 + S Ddetbn ). (B.18)
Ra5 = Rbab5
— Zel(Fudho + DyF), (B.19)
R55 = Ra5a5
1 /{2 1
= it FuFy = 3Du00). (B.20)
R = Ru0™+ Rss
1 4 I<L2 1 1
= 6§¢<( )R - Z€¢FabFab - 60a¢aa¢ + gDaaaQS)’ (B.21)
where () Ry = (4) R.. and WR = R,, are the Ricci tensors and the Ricci scalar, respectively,

determined by the four-dimensional geometry and the Laplacian operator is defined by

A¢ = D0y = %a“(@gﬂ"am). (B.22)

C Representation of Ricci tensors
The Riemann curvature tensors in , under the group SO(5), correspond to the tensor product
Ragcp € 10®10:H®H. (Cl)
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The Clebsch-Gordan decomposition of this tensor product is given by

RABCDew@lo:H@H:(50:5})%(45:?)@@:@). (C2)

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 Egs. (B.I8)) and using the result (3.30):

Ry = €3 {(fz'i+)6” + F 6V 0ab + 2f (e — (8a¢0b¢ — A¢ba)
e (OO f O 2f D nécﬁz’,c)} , (€3)
R= el {4<ffi+>6"j + £l y07) = %(aaasaacb —200) — K2 (FOI T + f(‘)”'f("")} -
The energy-momentum tensor in Eq. (3.16)) takes the form [10]
Ty = " Fuolie+ 0,008 — 6y (30 FuaFa + L (0.2)°)

2eV3n® f(+)i f(= ini gl + 0,29,® — %5@(66@)2. (C.4)
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