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Abstract

Extra-dimensional components of gauge fields in higher-dimensional gauge the-
ories will play a role of the Higgs field and become tachyonic after Kaluza-Klein
compactifications on internal spaces with (topologically nontrivial) gauge field back-
grounds. Its condensation is then expected to break gauge symmetries sponta-
neously. But, contrary to the expectation, some models exhibit restoration of gauge
symmetries. In this paper, by considering all the massive Kaluza-Klein excitations
of gauge fields, we explicitly show that some of them indeed become massless at the
minimum of the Higgs potential and restore (a part of) the gauge symmetries which
are broken by gauge field backgrounds. We particularly consider compactifications
on S? with monopole-like fluxes and also on CP? with instanton and monopole-like
fluxes. In some cases, the gauge symmetry is fully restored, as argued in previous
literatures. In other cases, there is a stable vacuum with a partial restoration of the
gauge symmetry after Higgs condensation. Topological structure of the gauge field
configurations prevent the gauge symmetries to be restored.
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1 Introduction

The dynamics of gauge symmetry breaking is yet to be investigated, especially when it is
caused by the elementary Higgs scalar field with a non-trivial potential. The mechanism of
gauge symmetry breaking or the origin of the Higgs potential is highly required. Among
numerous proposals or models including radiative symmetry breaking mechanism (see
e.g., [1L 2, B, 4, 6, Bl [7]) and extra dimensions (see e.g., [8, [0} 10, 11} 12} 13} 14 15| 16 17,

18, 19, 20, 21, 22| 23] 24]), a possibility to understand the origin of Higgs potential in the
context of higher dimensional gauge theory has been widely investigated. In the present

paper, we revisit the gauge symmetry breaking by the coset space dimensional reductions
of higher-dimensional gauge theories with background gauge fluxes (see [25] for review,
and see e.g., [20] for dimensional reduction to non-coset spaces). The basic idea of this
construction appeared in [§] which realizes the bosonic part of the Weinberg-Salam model
from the six-dimensional Yang-Mills theory. In this construction, the Higgs potential of
the double-well type dynamically appears, and this class of models have been applied to
the gauge-Higgs unification models of the electroweak theory [20)].

Background gauge fluxes in compact spaces in higher-dimensional gauge theories are
originally introduced to stabilize the compact space [27] 28, 29] 30, [3T], B2] in the context of
the Einstein-Yang-Mills theory, and further developed in the studies of flux compactifica-
tions in string theories (for reviews, see [33],34,35] ). The well studied examples of compact
spaces are coset spaces G/H, such as S? =SU(2)/U(1) or CP? =SU(3)/(SU(2)xU(1)),
and (in)stability of such compactifications in the presence of gravity have been exten-
sively investigated. If tachyonic fields appear, the solution becomes unstable and their
condensations will generate a new vacuum solution. In particular, such tachyonic fields
can be utilized as candidates of the Higgs scalars, and understanding of the shape of
tachyon potential and the pattern of gauge symmetry breaking is an important issue to
be investigated.

In flux compactifications, the original gauge symmetry in higher-dimensions is explic-
itly broken by the background gauge fluxes in the compact spaces, and the Higgs vacuum
expectation value is expected to further break some part of the remaining gauge sym-
metries spontaneously in four-dimensional effective theory. In previous literatures, most
studies have been focussed on low lying states in the effective four-dimensional theories
after compactifications. Among an infinitely many fields, only massless fields are usually
taken into considerations in the effective theory, and all the other higher excited modes
are neglected. It is justified when we consider low-energy physics below the scale of the
compact spaces, but when we investigate the condensation of the tachyonic field, the mas-
sive modes will also play an important role since the mass scale in the Higgs potential is
typically the same as masses of Kaluza-Klein higher modes. Especially, when the Higgs
acquires vacuum expectation value, we need to take care of a possibility that some of the
massive Kaluza-Klein modes may become massless.

In this paper, we investigate dynamics of the Higgs condensation in several simple
models on coset spaces, such as S? =SU(2)/U(1) and CP?* =SU(3)/(SU(2)xU(1)), with
all the massive Kaluza-Klein modes included. We find that, although the Higgs vacuum
expectation value itself breaks a part of the remaining gauge symmetries and the corre-
sponding gauge bosons indeed become massive, some of the massive Kaluza-Klein modes
will become massless and gauge symmetries are recovered in the four-dimensional effective
theory. In fact, such a possibility was pointed out in [36] [37]. In this paper, we develop a
group-theoretic technique which enables us to clarify explicitly which Kaluza-Klein modes
become massless vectors after the Higgs condensation. In string theory, it is known that



similar gauge symmetry enhancement occurs for condensation of massless scalars, or mod-
uli. Non-supersymmetric string theories are discussed in this context recently in [38] and
references therein.

In section 2] we give a general formulation of the Kaluza-Klein reduction on coset
spaces G/H with a topologically non-trivial background gauge field configuration. In sec-
tion B we introduce the notion of “symmetric field” [39] which corresponds to the zero
mode, or a constant mode on the flat compact space without flux. Interestingly, some
of these symmetric fields may have non-trivial potentials with a negative mass squared
at the origin, and we call them symmetric Higgs fields. In section ] we investigate the
Higgs condensation in gauge field theories compactified on S2. We study three different
types of models, whose background monopole-like fluxes are different. We particularly
investigate patterns of gauge symmetry breaking when the symmetric Higgs fields have
vacuum expectation value. In section [ we generalize the analysis on S2 to CP? coset
models. In this case, since the coset space is SU(3)/(SU(2) x U(1)), both of instanton
and monopole-like background configurations can exist. In one of the examples we study,
all the gauge symmetries are restored by the Higgs condensation, which cancels the back-
ground gauge flux as was pointed out in [36] [37]. There exists another type of models,
in which a topologically nontrivial gauge field fluxes prevent the gauge symmetries to be
recovered, and a stable vacuum with a partial restoration of gauge symmetries is realized.
In the last section we summarize our results and conclude.

There are several Apendices which review various materials necessary for our inves-
tigations. In Appendix [Al we review the basics of coset space G/H, and describe G as
a principal H-bundle in Appendix [Bl In Appendix [C] we review the construction of the
background gauge field and the vielbein on G/ H which are provided by the Maurer-Cartan
1-form on G. In Appendix[D] we review a proof that the background gauge field satisfies
the equations of motion. In Appendix [E] concrete forms of the background gauge field
and the vielbein are given in the case of S? = SU(2)/U(1). In Appendix [F] we review a
construction of mode expansions on G/H by using the Peter-Weyl theorem for the mode
expansions on G. In Appendix[G] we explain eigenvalues of the Laplacian on mode func-
tions and mass formula of various fields on G/H. We also show that the symmetric Higgs
field has a negative mass squared and becomes tachyonic. In Appendix [H, we prove that
the symmetric Higgs field satisfies the condition of the symmetric field on G/H.

2 Kaluza-Klein reduction on coset spaces

2.1 Action in background gauge fields
We consider Yang-Mills theory on a (4 + d)-dimensional manifold R* x M with the action
1 1
S = /dv Tr [——FMNFMN} : dv = ——d"MX V-G, (2.1)
4 9ym

where M, N =0,1,--- ,3+d and G is a metric on R*x M. The overall normalization of
the action is chosen such that each matrix component of the gauge field A,s is canonically
normalized. Our convention for the field strength is

Fyn = VMAN—VNAM+i[AM,AN], (2.2)



where Vs is the covariant derivative with respect to the metric Gy .
We investigate this theory around a background gauge field Ay;. The gauge field Ay,
is then decomposed as Ay = Ay + aps. In the following, we often use the notation

DMCLN = VM(IN—FZ'[AM,(ZN]. (2.3)
We employ the background field gauge
DM(ZM = VMCLM + Z[AM, CLM] = 0. (2.4)

The corresponding gauge-fixing term is given by

Syt = /dvTr [—% (DMaM)Z}. (2.5)

By expanding aj; into Kaluza-Klein modes on M, we can obtain a four-dimensional gauge
theory coupled to various matter fields.

Let o# (u=0,--- ,3) be coordinates on R*, and let y* (o = 1,--- ,d) be coordinates
on M. Accordingly, the gauge field aps is decomposed into a, and ¢,. We assume that
the background gauge field A, is of the form

Ay = (0, A,), 9, Ay = 0. (2.6)

This means that we put an z*-independent gauge flux on M. Note that the extra-
dimensional components of the gauge field, ¢, provide a set of adjoint matters, transform-
ing homogeneously under the gauge transformations as they are defined by a difference of
two gauge fields A, and A,. We also set the background metric of R* x M as

Cun = {776” ha;’(y) } (2.7)

The total action S + Syt consists of the following three parts:
1 R P
ST = dv Tr _ZFWF ~ 3 (0%ay)

= /dv Tr [—% ((%a,,)2 —idya,la", a”] + i[aﬂ, a,,]ﬂ , (2.8)

/ dvTr [——F Fre — a“aMD%a}
= a5 D00 - § (Daa)’ + o). 9

where
Du¢o¢ = u(ﬁa + i[a;u ¢a]a (2'10)

and

1 o 1, -, 2
Sy = [dvTr [—ZFaﬁF 5—5(1) e

—_

= /d?} Tr |:—% (Fag + Da(bﬁ - Dﬁ(ba + i[¢aa¢5])2 - 5 (Da¢a)2 5
(2.11)



where F’ag is the background field strength of the gauge potential A,.

In the Kaluza-Klein reduction, the terms (2I1]) in S35 give the scalar potential V(¢)
after an integration on M. In particular, the mass terms of the scalars around ¢, = 0
come from the following terms

o |5 (Duda)’ = 36" Rasd® — 16%[Fap 7] (212

where R, is the Ricci tensor for h,g on M. Note that we have used the equations of
motion for A, in deriving (2.12). On the other hand, the mass terms of the vector fields
are provided from the terms,

Tr B (Dot + i, au])ﬂ . (2.13)

The second term gives additional contributions to mass at (¢,) # 0, whose effects we will
investigate in sections @ for M = S? and section [ for M = CP?. We show that some of
the massive Kaluza-Klein modes become massless by the second term.

2.2 Coset space G/H

In the following, we focus our attention on a compactification on a coset space. See e.g.
[40L 25] for more details.

We consider a coset space M = G/H where G and H are Lie groups with H C G. Let
us decompose generators of G as ({ta}, {tm}) where {t,} (e = 1,---dim H) are a set of
generators of H. Note that {t,,} (m=1,---,d = dim G — dim H) correspond to a basis
of the tangent space of G/H. We assume that the generators ¢, t,, satisfy the following
commutation relations

[taatb] = ifcatha [tmtm] = ifnamtna [tm7tn] - Z‘Jcarﬂmta- (2-14)

A coset space whose generators satisfy the commutation relations of this form is said to
be symmetric. In the following, we use a, b, ¢ for generators of H and m,n for generators
along G/H. The indices m, n also represent those of coordinates of the tangent space on
M = G/H. In this paper, we discuss two examples of symmetric coset spaces, namely
S% = SU(2)/U(1) and CP? = SU(3)/U(2). In these cases, t, are represented in terms
of block-diagonal matrices, while t,, are given in terms of block-off-diagonal matrices,
and their commutation relations are apparently of the form (ZI4]). Non-symmetric coset
spaces are discussed in [41].

2.3 Metric and background gauge field on G/H

For a given coset space G/H, there is a “natural” choice for the vielbein e/’ and the
background gauge field A,. Suppose we have a local embedding g : y* € G/H — g(y) €
G. Then the Maurer-Cartan 1-form g~'dg restricted on g(G/H) is written as a sum

g~ tdg = ie(y)ta + ic™ (y)tm, (2.15)

where €™ gives the natural choice of the vielbein on G/H while e* provides the gauge
field on the coset space. Indeed, A = e, transforms under ¢ — gh for h € H, which
is a gauge transformation as explained in Appendix[C as A — h™'Ah —ih~'dh. In the



following, we will consider gauge group Gy that includes H as H C Gy and define the
background gauge field on the coset space by

A=A, dy* = e (y)T,dy®, (2.16)

where T, are generators of the gauge group Gvy which are the corresponding embedding
of the generators t, of H into the Lie algebra gyy of Gynm. In this paper, we consider
various different embeddings of H into Gyy for G/H = 52 and CP2.

Interestingly, this background gauge field A, automatically satisfies the equations of
motion

D°F,5 = V%F,p+i[A% F,5] = 0 (2.17)
with respect to the vielbein e’ [42]. This can be checked as follows. First, the spin
connection w,", defined by de™ = —w™,, A €", is obtained from the relation

d(g~'dg) = —g~'dg N g dg (2.18)

or equivalently, from the relation (CI1)) as
wa"n = —fManea. (2.19)

Thus, the spin connection is written in terms of the component of the background gauge
field €2, and the covariant derivative Vo‘Fag with respect to the metric on G/H has the
same form as the second term in ([ZIT). Second, by using the equation (CI0), the field
strength of A, turns out to be

Fop = eqegf mnTa (2.20)

Thus, the gauge field strength is non-vanishing in the H subgroup of Gyn. Inserting these
expressions of ([2.19) and ([2.20) into (Z.I7), we find that it reduces to the Jacobi identity
for the structure constants and the background gauge field indeed satisfies the equations
of motion. See Appendix [Dl for more details.

2.4 Covariant derivative on G/H

Since the spin connection w,™,, and the background gauge field A, are given in terms of
the same quantity e, the covariant derivative of ¢,, := €%, ¢, can be written as

Da¢m = a(ﬁm - wanm(ﬁn + i[Aa7 ¢m] = a(ﬁm + Z‘egé (_ifnam¢n + [Taa ¢m]) . (221)

This shows that the field ¢,, can be regarded as a field on the flat R? which couples to
a gauge field e as a tensor product of two representations. Actually, the second com-
mutation relation in (2.I4]) implies that ¢,, form a representation R; of H on which the
generators are given by i f".,,. Therefore, ¢,, belongs to the tensor product representation
of R; and the adjoint representation of Gyy and can be decomposed into various irre-
ducible representations of H. This property plays an important role in the investigations
of mass spectrum of various fields with different spins and charges on G/H.

Besides the beautiful properties we have seen above, there are further advantages in
choosing a symmetric coset space G/H as the internal manifold M. Most importantly,
many properties of the complete set of functions on G/H are well-known and we can
explicitly perform the Kaluza-Klein reduction of any field on G/H [40]. For the coset
space S2, these functions are given by the monopole harmonics [43]. For a general coset
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space G/H, the Peter-Weyl theorem tells us that each mode functions in the complete set
on G/H is labeled by a representation of G. As mentioned above, the field ¢, on G/H
can be regarded as belonging to a particular representation of H. This information can be
incorporated by taking into account the irreducible decomposition of the representation
of G with respect to H. See Appendix [E] for more details.

By using the mode functions, the mass of each Kaluza-Klein mode in the four-dimensional
sense can be obtained explicitly [36, B1]. As the mode functions are labeled by the rep-
resentation of G and its decomposition with respect to H, the mass is given in terms of
group-theoretic quantities. Namely, it is given in terms the second Casimir invariants of
certain representations. We review it in Appendix [Gl which will be used in the proof of
the tachyonic behavior of the symmetric Higgs field observed in the following sections.

3 Symmetric Higgs fields

The Kaluza-Klein reduction of a higher-dimensional Yang-Mills theory on M contains
infinitely many fields. If one wants to employ this theory for phenomenological model
buildings, it is natural to truncate the theory so that the resulting theory contains only a
finite number of light fields. If M is a torus, for example, the lowest mass state is given
by a constant mode on M for a scalar field.

When M is a coset space, symmetric fields defined below will provide such lowest
mass states [25] on M = G/H. A field ¢,,, on G/H is called a symmetric field if its value
at y € G/H is related to the value at any other point y € G/H through a local gauge
transformation U(y, go) € H C Gym and a local Lorentz transformation A, (y,go) as

¢m(y,) = AanQSn(y)UT’ (3'1)

where gg is an isometry of G/H relating the points y,y’ [39]. It is a natural generalization
of a constant field on a flat space to a coset space. Restricting a higher dimensional
theory on symmetric fields on G/H corresponds to focussing on invariant functions under
an isometry of G/H up to local symmetry transformations. This criterion is based on
the expectation that the lowest energy field configuration is the most symmetric one,
and the coset space dimensional reduction retaining only symmetric fields is a natural
generalization of the ordinary dimensional reduction retaining only constant modes on a
flat torus. Non-constant modes, i.e., non-symmetric fields, correspond to massive fields
whose excitation typically costs some amount of energy.

In this paper, instead of restricting the higher dimensional Yang-Mills theory on G/H
to only the low lying states, we will keep all higher Kaluza-Klein modes and investigate
their important roles in restoration of gauge symmetries, which would be spontaneously
broken by condensation of a symmetric field. In particular, we show that some higher
excited states become massless under the condensation of a tachyonic symmetric field.

Let us consider a field ¢,, satisfying the condition

Dot = 0, Oubm = 0. (3.2)

This turns out to be a symmetric field. See Appendix [Hl for the proof. We call such a
field a symmetric Higgs field. The name comes from the fact that the field satisfying the
above conditions always has a negative mass squared (GI4]), as shown in Appendix [G]



and develops a vacuum expectation value (vev), which would lead to spontaneous gauge
symmetry breaking.

For the symmetric Higgs fields, the scalar potential of S3 in ([ZI1]) becomes simplified
as

V(6) = 7T (o +ilom, 6a])° (33)

where the background field strength (220 is
an = famnTa- (34)

It is nonvanishing only for T, € h C gym, where § is the Lie algebra of H.
Recalling the expression for the covariant derivative ([Z21]), we find that the defining
relations ([B.2]) of symmetric Higgs fields imply

[Ta7¢m] = ifnam(bn- (3.5)

Note that T, are generators of Gy, while [, are structure constants of the Lie algebra
g of G, not those of gyy. Comparing ([3.5]) with the second equation of ([2.I4]), we can see
that ¢, is expressed by the representation R; of H, possibly with a multiplicity. Thus we
can write ¢,, of a symmetric Higgs field as

m(z) = @s(x)T},, (3.6)

where T%, are generators of gy satisfying [T,, 175 = i f"am L. Note that T3 are different
generators for different s, as we will see in the following sections. To find the expres-
sion for a symmetric Higgs field, we decompose the adjoint representation of Gy into
irreducible representations of H. There could exist representations isomorphic to R; in
the decomposition. In the following sections, we will explicitly investigate this in various

examples.

4 Higgs condensation on S? = SU(2)/U(1)

In this section, we consider SU(3) Yang-Mills theory compactified on the coset space
S? = SU(2)/U(1). Thus, Gym = SU(3), G = SU(2) and H = U(1). We choose the

generators of su(2) such that the commutation relations are
[ts,ts] = +tu, [t4,t-] = 2ts. (4.1)

Then, the index m for the tangent space takes + and —. We denote the generator of u(1)
embedded into su(3) by T'. The background gauge field is only present in the subgroup
H = U(1), and the scalar potential (3.3]) becomes

V) = —gTr(Fe +iloe,0])’

_ éTr 2T — [6, ). (4.2)

In the following, we will show that different choices of T' give us different contents of
symmetric Higgs fields with different patterns of their condensation.

9



When the coset space is S2, the background gauge field A, and the zweibein ™ can
be explicitly written as reviewed in Appendix [El In fact, A, is given by the monopole
configuration on S? embedded into SU(3) gauge group. Details on these expressions,
in addition to the explicit formula for the covariant derivative D,,¢,, can be found in
Appendix[El We can use these explicit expressions, in particular, the monopole harmonics
[43] to investigate the spectrum in the Kaluza-Klein reduction. However it will turn out
that a more abstract formalism [40] reviewed in Appendix [F] is sufficient for the purpose
since various analytic calculations can be reduced to group-theoretic arguments on the
coset space. Such an abstract formalism is straightforwardly extended to more general
coset spaces, such as CP? = SU(3)/(SU(2) x U(1)) which will be discussed in the next
section.

4.1 Embedding of H =U(1) into Gyy =SU(3): Case 1

Our first choice of the embedding of the H = U(1) generator 7" in Gyy = SU(3) is

1 0 0
T ==|0-10]. (4.3)
0 0 O
The background flux £, ~ = —2iT breaks the gauge group SU(3) to its Cartan subgroup

U(1) x U(1).
Let us now find the symmetric Higgs field satisfying the relation (B3] for the U(1)
generator T'. We first define T-charges ¢;; of ¢+ ;; fields by

(T, 0+lij = Gij P+,ijs (4.4)

where i,5 = 1,2,3 are indices of 3 x 3 matrices, and no summation is taken. For the
choice (A3)) of T, the T-charges are given in the matrix notation as

0
qg= | -1

1
2
(4.5)

N= O =
O |
N[

1
2
Then, the condition (B3] for the symmetric Higgs field and the commutation relation (4.))
tell us that the (i,7) = (1,2) and (2,1) components of ¢4 ;; with T-charge +1 provide us
with the symmetric Higgs fields. Thus there is only one symmetric Higgs field (and its
complex conjugate) given by

0 ¢(x) 0 0 00
¢p() = |0 0 0, ¢-(r) = | ¢l(x) 0 0], (4.6)
0 0 0 0 0 0

where we have used ¢_ = (¢, ).
Inserting these expressions into the scalar potential (£.2]), we obtain the scalar potential
for the symmetric Higgs field ¢

(1—19])°. (4.7)

o |

Vig) =

Thus ¢ will acquire vev at |p| = 1. At the origin ¢ = 0, as mentioned before, the gauge
symmetry SU(3) is broken to U(1) x U(1) C SU(3) by the background gauge flux. When

10



the symmetric Higgs field acquires vev at |p| = 1, the gauge symmetry is expected to be
further broken to U(1) by the Higgs mechanism. Thus the expected symmetry breaking
pattern is as follows:

background flux Higgs vev

GYM = SU(3) U(l) X U(l) U(l) ? (4.8)

This is the usual argument for the gauge symmetry breaking in the context of the coset
space dimensional reduction in which only the low lying states are taken into considera-
tions. However, the conclusion of the gauge symmetry breaking is suspicious in view of
the higher dimensional gauge theory with the Kaluza-Klein reduction. The reason is the
following. Note that we have vanishing scalar potential V(J¢| = 1) = 0 at the the global
minimum of V(¢). Since the scalar potential originally comes from the terms (2ZI1]), the
vanishing scalar potential implies that the gauge field A, at the symmetric Higgs vev
|| = 1 must be a pure gauge, and we must conclude that the full gauge symmetry SU(3)
is recovered at the symmetric Higgs vacuum, instead of being broken to U(1).

In the rest of this section, in order to show the restoration of the gauge symmetry, we
will explicitly see that some of the originally massive Kaluza-Klein vector fields become
massless at vev |p| = 1, and eight massless vector fields emerge at the symmetric Higgs
vacuum. These massless vector fields are the gauge fields due to the general argument by
Weinberg [44].

Mass term of the vector field a, comes from the term (2.13), and a vector field is
massless in the presence of the symmetric Higgs vev if and only if

010
Diay(z,y) +i[Ty, au(z,y)] = 0, T, == | 0 0 0 (4.9)
0 0 O

is satisfied. Note that 7, Ty and T_ := (T})" form an su(2) subalgebra of su(3), and
a, is in the adjoint representation 8 of su(3). Thus, by the irreducible decomposition of
8 of su(3) into 3@ 2@ 2' & 1 of su(2), the condition ([@I]) can be decomposed into the
following four conditions. First, for the representation 3, we have

Ap,12 Ap,22 — Ap,11
[1] Massless Cond. for 3 D, Qp,11 — Gp22 = —1 2a,,21 . (4.10)
;21 0
For the representations 2 and 2’, we have
_ a a
[2] Massless Cond. for 2 D, [ s ] = — [ “623 ] (4.11)
.23

with the condition for their conjugate components a,, 31, a,,32 which is equivalent to

_ a 0
[2'] Massless Cond. for 2’ D_| P = , (4.12)
p,23 p,13
and finally,
[3] Massless Cond. for 1 Diayss = 0 (4.13)

for the singlet representation 1. A vector field satisfying one of these conditions become
massless at the global minimum of the Higgs potential V() at |p| = 1. These are a set
of first-order partial differential equations which can be written explicitly by using the

11



formulas in Appendix[E], and the number of massless vector fields can be found by solving
the above differential equations. In the following, instead of solving them explicitly, we
solve these conditions by reducing to a group-theoretic problem.

For this purpose, we need to understand the action of the covariant derivative Dy on
a, [40]. The action can be simplified by choosing a suitable complete set of functions on
52 which can be used to expand a,(z,y). Generally speaking, as explained in Appendix
[E] due to the Peter-Weyl theorem, a complete set of functions on a group manifold G is
given by the representation matrices p*(g)rs for all the representation R of G' and their
components I,J = 1,--- ,dim R. Then a complete set of functions on G/H is obtained
by imposing particular transformation laws under H, corresponding to the T-charge of
functions on G/H. Collecting all the representations of H, the complete set on G is
recovered.

In the case of S? = SU(2)/U(1), a complete set on S?, collecting all the charges of
H =1U(1), is given by

ffﬁm,(y) where j = 0, =, 1, =, -, —j < m,m < j. (4.14)

Each j corresponds to the spin j representation of SU(2). As explained in Appendix [E]
the function ffnm, has T-charge m of H = U(1). Thus, m = 0 gives the usual spherical
harmonics, while m # 0 modes are the monopole spherical harmonics with T-charge m,
which are relevant in the monopole background. ‘

A field x(y) on S? with the T-charge ¢ is then expanded in terms of fgm,(y) as

=) Z (4.15)

J om'==j

where the sum of j is taken over all values of the spin j whose magnetic quantum number
m’ can take ¢q. Explicitly, 7 in the sum must satisfy

-j < q <, j—aq € L (4.16)

From this expansion, we obtain 2j + 1 complex-valued fields, labeled by m’, with the
T-charge ¢ from each j.

In order to discuss the massless condition ([@.9) for vector fields, it is sufficient to know
the action of D on the mode functions f? (y). From (G3) in Appendix[G] this action
turns out to be given by

Dy fh(y) = —zz( D) L), (417)

n=-j

where Tj(Lj ) is the spin-j representation of ¢;. Note that it is valid irrespective of the
value of the symmetric Higgs field. Thus, the condition (3] for massless vector fields is

reduced to algebraic relations of the coefficients ¢’ . ., in the mode expansion
18172,

au,ilzg Z Z yi1i2,m q(zl i2),m (y) (418)

between the first and the second terms in (£9]). Here ¢(i1,1i2) is the T-charge of (iy,i2)-
component of a,. The first term in ([@3) is a multiplication of TJ(FJ) on the complete set
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fnm,(y) due to the covariant derivative D, while the second term is the adjoint action
of T'y due to the symmetric Higgs vev. If we can choose the expansion coefficients of a,
such that these two actions have the same effect, then we obtain a massless vector field.
Let us check whether this condition can be satisfied. First, we consider ([II]) of the
massless condition for representation 2, i.e., ¢ = +1/2. Thus, the representations of SU(2)
are restricted to be j = k + 1/2 for non-negative integers k. This can be written as

kt3 e

S (k‘+ ) k+ . g 1
Z Z ( ) 1 2 Z cﬁl,f*%?m’ (v) (4.19)
k?:Om/ k §7n k %
and
k+2 (k ) -
+5 41
Z Z ( ) ) fnm’2 (y) = 0, (420)
k=0m/=—k— 2 —5n

where we renamed the coefficients CL 13 , and ¢’ 11,23, m/ 38 cF +sand ¢ ck 1> respectively.  These

equations are satisfied if and only if cm, = c?n

that in our normalization and notation

, are the only non-zero coefficients. Note

<T§’) — (o )= 1, (4.21)

1_1
272

where o is the Pauli matrix. The same coefficients also solve (£I12]). Consequently, we
have shown that

au3(T,y) = Y C?ﬂ(x)f%% (), apos(y) = Y an/(x)fi

r—4 1 r—4 1
m/=t3 m'=t3

and their conjugates give us four massless vector fields.

Next, we consider (£I0]) for the massless condition for representation 3, i.e., ¢ = 0, £1.
Thus, the representations of SU(2) are restricted to be j = [ for non-negative integers .
The range of [ depends on the T-charges. The linear combinations

1
— Qu,12, E(%,n - au,22), ;21 (4.23)

as the independent fields are convenient for our purpose. Then, the condition (£I0) can
be written as

[e'S) l

DD (Tf))ln () = \fz Z & fom (U (4.24)
=1 m'=—1 ’ =0 m/——

00 l

> D Cw <Tﬂ))0n () = \fz Z & Ly (), (4.25)
=0 m'=—1 ’ I=1 m/=

[%S) l
> Co (T$)>71n (W) = 0. (4.26)
=1 m'=-1 ’
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These equations are satisfied if and only if c}n, = E}n, = /c\}n, are the only non-zero coeffi-
cients. Then, the following three combinations

—aup12 = Z C}nffll,m/(y)’ (427)
m'=—1,0,1
1
ﬁ(amll_amm) = > i), (4.28)
m'=—1,0,1
Gt = Y o), (4.29)
m/=—1,0,1

with the condition aL = ay, give us 3 massless vector fields. In fact, this can be easily

anticipated by rewriting ([AI0) as

—Op,12 —Qy,12

_ a

Dy %(a“,u —au2) | = —sz(L) %(aﬂ,ll —au22) | - (4.30)
Ap,21 ;21

Namely, these three components form the triplet of the su(2) subalgebra, as mentioned
before. Note that a, 11 — a, 22 has also a contribution from j = 0 which was massless
before the Higgs condensation. This becomes massive due to the Higgs mechanism.

Finally, let us consider the condition (4.I3)) for the massless condition for representation
1, i.e., ¢ = 0. Thus, the representation fil v of SU(2) is restricted to be j = [ for non-
negative integers [. The condition simply means that ay,,33 is independent of y, resulting
in one massless vector field. This is nothing but the U(1) gauge field which is unbroken
after the Higgs condensation.

In total, we have found eight massless vector fields which should correspond to the
SU(3) gauge field which is expected to appear at the symmetric Higgs vacuum. Therefore
we conclude that, contrary to the expectation in ([A.8]) within the analysis of the low lying
states, the symmetry breaking-restoration pattern is given by

(3) Lackeround fwx yyqy o yy(q) i vev, gyp(3) (4.31)

Gyy = SU
if all the Kaluza-Klein modes are taken into considerations. It should be noted that seven
massless vector fields out of eight ones come from the Kaluza-Klein modes which were
massive before the Higgs condensation. Indeed, all the massless vector fields before the
Higgs condensation come from j = 0 mode in the expansions, while seven massless fields
after the Higgs condensation come from the j = % and j = 1 modes. This phenomenon
happens because we keep all the Kaluza-Klein modes in the model, in contrast to the
simplest analysis of the coset space dimensional reduction in which only the low lying
modes are taken into account. Usually, the Kaluza-Klein modes are considered to be so
heavy that they are not considered in discussing the dynamics of light fields. However,
since our model has only a single mass scale given by the radius of the coset space, the
potential height and the Higgs vev are also of the same Kaluza-Klein mass scale. This
enables some of the massive Kaluza-Klein modes to become massless.

The investigation of the massless vector fields performed above is possible because the
vev of ¢ is exactly the right value so that the vev of ¢ is equal to the generator T,
including the overall normalization. We will observe in the following that this coincidence
persists for the other models discussed in this paper. It is very interesting to clarify
whether this is the general feature of the Kaluza-Klein reduction on coset spaces. If this
is the case, the masses of the fields at the symmetric Higgs vacuum would be possibly
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given in terms of group-theoretic quantities, as the mass formulas in Appendix[Glare valid
before the symmetric Higgs condensation.

4.2 Embedding of H =U(1) into Gyy =SU(3): Case 2

Our next choice of an embedding of U(1) charge T" into Gynm =SU(3) is

1 1
T =3 1 . (4.32)
-2
The corresponding background flux F; = —2iT breaks the gauge group Gyy = SU(3)

into SU(2) x U(1).
The T-charges for the components of ¢, defined in ([@4]) are given by

0 0
q = 0 O

1
1. (4.33)
~1 -1 0

Recall that the components of ¢4 with the T-charge +1 become the symmetric Higgs
fields, and there are two such components. Therefore, the symmetric Higgs fields are
given by

00 ¢ 0 0 0
bp = | 0 0 @ |, o_ = | 0 0 0. (4.34)
00 0 ol @b 0

The components p; and 9 form a doublet of the unbroken SU(2) gauge group.
The scalar potential for this symmetric Higgs doublet can be obtained by inserting
the above expressions into ([@2]). We obtain

Vo) = 7 (-l + 5, (435)

-

where |p|? := [p1]® + |¢2]?. At the minimum of the potential, they acquire the vev

p1 = 1, w2 = 0, (4.36)

up to a global SU(2) gauge transformation. This would break the gauge group SU(2)xU(1)
preserved by the background flux to U(1). Manton [§] applied this mechanism of the
gauge symmetry breaking to realization of the Weinberg-Salam model based on the six-
dimensional Yang-Mills theory. The expected symmetry breaking pattern within the low
lying states would be as follows:

background flux Higgs vev
_— —_—

Gym = SU(3) SU(2) x U(1) U(1) ? (4.37)
In order to perform the calculation of V(¢) while keeping the SU(2) x U(1) gauge
invariance, it is convenient to introduce 3 x 3 matrices 75 (s = 1,2) and write ¢ in (@34

as
oo =Y o (439

s=1,2
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The matrices T, defined by this relation satisfy

010 000 3 0 0 3
Tl = 0| 00 040t 100 4ok |0 4 0]+50,T, (439)
000 000 0 0 0

where o\, etc. are (¢, s)-components of the Pauli matrices.

Let us count the number of massless vector fields at the symmetric Higgs vacuum. We
notice that the vev of ¢ is
0 01
0 00 (4.40)
0 00

o+ =

which is the spin-3 representation of t; embedded into an su(2) subalgebra of su(3)
different from the one in the previous section. The massless conditions in this case can
be obtained from the previous ones by simply exchanging 2 and 3 in the matrix indices.

For example, we have
_ a 0
D_| P = . (4.41)
Ap,32 Ap,12

In this case, however, the T-charges of the components are different. The T-charges for

auare
0 0 1
g=10 0 1]. (4.42)
~1 -1 0

Therefore, a, 12 has the T-charge 0, while a, 32 has the T-charge —1. Their mode expan-
sions are given as

00 J
a1 = Z Zc’mfgm (4.43)

J=0m/=—j
00 J ' ‘

auzz = Y Y. @t (4.44)
j=lm'=—j

We find that D_ fé .y Vanishes only if j = 0. Since D_ a,,32 does not have a contribution
from the spin-0 rei)resentation, we conclude that the condition (£4I]) does not have a
solution.

We also have

—apu,13 —Qpu,13

_ 1 (1 1

Dy ﬁ(amll —apg3) | = _ZTn(L) ﬁ(au,ll —au33) |- (4.45)
Ap,31 Q.31

The T-charge assignment for a, turns out to be appropriate so that we can find the
following solution

1

—apas(@y) = Y e flav), (4.46)
m/'=—1
1 1
—(a ,11(55,11) —a ,33(33,9)) = Crln’fl,m/(y)? (4.47)
\/5 Iz H mgl 0
1
aps(x,y) = > (). (4.48)
m/'=—1
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They give us three massless vector fields.
The last condition B
D+aﬂ,22 =0 (449)

gives us one massless vector field.

In total, we have found four massless vector fields. Three of them were mas-
sive before the Higgs condensation. Since scalar potential (£30]) does not vanish at the
symmetric Higgs vacuum || = 1, there remains a non-trivial flux after the Higgs con-
densation which prevents the full SU(3) gauge symmetry from recovering. Probably, the
gauge group at the symmetric Higgs vacuum would be SU(2) x U(1), where the SU(2)
part is not the one preserved by F,_ but an “emergent” one. Therefore we may conclude
that, contrary to the expectation in (£37]) within the analysis of the low lying states, the
symmetry breaking-restoration pattern is given by

background flux Higgs vev
(3) g S gg

Gyy = SU U(2) x U(1) SU(2) x U(1). (4.50)
For confirmation of this pattern, a more detailed analysis will be necessary.

It is natural to ask whether the symmetric Higgs vacuum || = 1 is stable or not. In
the previous section, the stability is obvious since the vacuum attains the global minimum
of the scalar potential in every direction of the field space. For the case in this section,
it is possible that there still exists a Higgs field at the symmetric Higgs vacuum, and a
further condensation would occur.

At least, we can show that || = 1 is a classical solution of the full theory including all
Kaluza-Klein modes. In other words, we claim that the symmetric Higgs vacuum discussed
in this section has the same relevance as the trivial solution before the symmetric Higgs
condensation which has been discussed in the literature [31I]. To show this, we need to
confirm that the symmetric Higgs vev does not act as a source for other scalar fields
coming from the Kaluza-Klein expansion of ¢4. If there would exist terms in the scalar
potential of the form

Tr(Fod), Tr(p>®), (4.51)

where @ indicates scalar fields other that the symmetric Higgs fields, then the vev of ¢
would give a source term of @, so that & = 0 is not the classical solution. As mentioned
above, there could exist terms with ®2 which would indicate the presence of other Higgs
fields. Since this allows ® = 0 to be a classical solution, we ignore them in the following.

Recall that a symmetric Higgs field ¢ is a constant mode on S? and is singlet for the
H transformation, which are implied by the conditions ([B.2]). Then, ® is a non-constant
mode on S? or H-non-singlet. This implies that the terms of the second kind in (E51)
is absent. Indeed, if ® is a non-constant mode, then the integration of Tr(¢*®) over S,
performed in the Kaluza-Klein reduction, vanishes due to the orthogonality condition for
the mode functions f? ,. On the other hand, if ® is H-non-singlet, then Tr(p3®) simply
vanishes since the scalar potential is H-singlet. The terms of the first kind in ([{L35]]) are
also prohibited since the background flux F, _ is also constant on S? and H-singlet. The
latter is valid since F, _ is invariant under the U(1) gauge transformation, and is also
invariant under the local Lorentz transformation.
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4.3 Embedding of H =U(1) into Gyy =SU(3): Case 3

Our last choice for T is

1
T = 0 (4.52)
—1
The background flux F,_ = —2iT breaks the gauge group SU(3) to U(1) x U(1). The
T-charge of the components of ¢ is then
0 1 2
¢g=|-1 0 1 (4.53)
2 -1 0
Therefore, there are two symmetric Higgs fields which are given by
0 ¢ 0 ] 0 0 O
6r =10 0 wf|, o=l 00 (4.54)
00 0| 0 @b 0

This is our first example where two independent symmetric Higgs fields appear. In the
previous section, we also have two symmetric Higgs fields, but they form a doublet of
SU(2) gauge group.

The scalar potential for this case becomes

1 2 1 2 1 2

V(e) =3 (leaf* = 2)" + 3 (lp2l* = 1 ?)” + 3 (le2l* —2)".

The Higgs vacuum corresponds to 1 = o = v/2 up to U(1) x U(1) transformation. This

attains the global minimum of the scalar potential which implies that the original SU(3)

gauge symmetry should be recovered. Then at the minimum, the symmetric Higgs field
¢+ has the vev given by

(4.55)

V2 0
0 V2
0 0

0
¢y =TV = | 0 (4.56)
0

This is the spin-1 representation 7’ J(rl) of t4 embedded into su(3). Then the counting in
this case is also reduced to a group-theoretic calculation.
The massless condition (£9), in which T is replaced with T_(Fl), can be written as

B ap11  api12 Q13
Dy | au21 au2e au23
ap31 ap32 ap33
\/Eau,Ql \/i(au,22 - a,u,ll) \/E(au,Q?; - a,u,12)
= —i| V2au3 V2(au32 —au2) V2(auss — au92) (4.57)
0 —\/iau,:n —\/iau,:m
This can be rearranged into two sets of equations. One is
\/iau,m \/5%713
Qp,23 — Ay 12 Q23 — Ay 12
D L(a 11— 2a,,22 + a,,33) = —T? L(CL 11 — 2a,,22 + a,,33)
+ | v3\%, 1, 1, + 73\, K, s )
Qp21 — Gp,32 Qp,21 — Gy 32
\/ia,u,?;l \/5%,31
(4.58)
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where

02 0 0 0
00 +v6 0 0
™™ =100 0 V6 0 (4.59)
00 O 0 2
00 O 0 0
is the spin-2 representation of ¢,. The other is
~ ap,23 + ap12 1) ap,23 + ap12
D+ au,gg — au,n == —iT+ au,gg - au,n s (460)
TOp,21 — Ap32 021 — Ap,32

where TJ(:) is the spin-1 representation of ¢ given in Eq.([50). These two sets of equations
correspond to the irreducible decomposition of 8 of su(3) into 5@ 3 of an su(2) subgroup.

Recall that the T-charges for a,, are given also as (£.53]). Each linear combination in the
above equations consists of components with the same T-charge, as it should be. We find
that the spin-2 representation in the mode expansion gives the solution for the condition
(£5]]), and the spin-1 representation gives the solution for the condition ([AG0). They
give eight massless vector fields at the symmetric Higgs vacuum, and as expected, the
symmetry pattern is given by

background flux Higgs vev
_— —_—

Gy = SU(3) U(1) x U(1) SU(3). (4.61)

5 Higgs condensation on CP? = SU(3)/(SU(2) x U(1))

In this section, we consider Yang-Mills theories on R* x CP? with the gauge group SU(4).
Since CP? can be represented as a coset space G/H = SU(3)/(SU(2) x U(1)), we can
apply to this case techniques similar to those in the previous section.

The choice of the H = SU(2) x U(1) subgroup of G = SU(3) is specified by their

generators given as

1 . 0 1 1 0 0
ta = 5 @ 0 s t4 = g 0 1 0 . (51)
0 0 O 00 -2
where a = 1,2,3. We choose the other generators of su(3) as
0 01 000
t, =10 0 0], ty == | 0 0 1], ts = (ts)T, (5.2)
0 00 000

where s = z,w. According to this choice, the tangent space index m takes z,w, Z and w.
In the following, we always embed su(2) part, t1,to,t3, into gym = su(4) as



In the following, we will study two cases of embedding Ty charge of the u(1) generator,
t4, into su(4).
The scalar potential ([B.3]) becomes

V(p) = éTr |Flz + i, ¢g]|2 + éTr | Fua + i[¢w, ¢w]|2
T P i, 80+ 1T Fu + i, 0l (5.4

Recall that the background flux is given as

an = famnTaa (55)

where f%,,, are the structure constants of g = su(3), not of gym = su(4). In this case
we find F},, = 0 since the above choice of the generators for su(3) in (5.1 and (E.2) gives
fazw =0. _

Recall that the background gauge field A, is defined as

Ay = elT,. (5.6)
In the previous section, €2 gives a monopole configuration on S2. Similarly, on CP?, e
gives an instanton background. This can be deduced from the fact that e also gives the
spin connection on CP? as (ZI9), and that the second Chern number of CP? is non-zero

[A5]

In fact, this can be checked easily since the flux can be given expilcitly. We consider
fmn = famnta (57)

as a flux of the SU(2) x U(1) gauge field on CP?. We notice that

. (3 _ | 3 ; o ]
foz = —i <t3 + §t4> , Jww = —i <—t3 + §t4> , foe = —i (tl + Ztg) , fow = 0
(5.8)
satisfy ) B ) )
sz + fwﬂ) = -3 t4, fzw = 0, fg@ = 0. (59)

Note that f.z + fu is nonvanishing for the u(1) part, and there is no su(2) part. Since

the instanton equation

1
Fon = _Eemnlekh (510)

can be rewritten in terms of the complex coordinates as
FZZ+F’IU7IJ — O, sz — 07 FE’J} — 07 (511)

we find that the su(2) part of the flux f,,, satisfies these instanton equation. Thus the
su(2) field strength is given by an su(2) instanton configuration. But it does not always
mean that the SU(4) configuration has a nonzero instanton number, as we will see later.

In the following, we consider two embeddings of SU(2) x U(1) into SU(4), and inves-
tigate the corresponding Higgs condensations. We will see that the topological nature of
the background SU(4) flux plays an important role in the gauge symmetry pattern when
the symmetric Higgs acquires vev.
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5.1 Embedding of H=SU(2)xU(1) into Gyy=SU(4): Case 1

Since SU(2) part of H = SU(2) x U(1) is embedded into SU(4) as (5.3]), we choose an
embedding of U(1) C H part. Our first choice for Ty € u(1) is

10 0 O
1101 0 0
TT=73100 -2 0 (5.12)
00 0 O
The background flux F},,,, breaks the SU(4) gauge group to U(1) x U(1).
Recall that the condition (3.1 for the symmetric Higgs fields is
[Ta, ¢m] = Z'fnamgsn (513)

where T, are Lie algebra generators of H. In the previous section, this is a condition for
a charge assigned to the components of ¢,,. For the CP? case, T, form an su(2) x u(1)
subalgebra of su(4), and the adjoint representation adyyy, i.e., 15 representation of su(4),
can be decomposed into irreducible representations of su(2) x u(1) as

15 = 3032192: 92 102 101201 2@ (1) (5.14)
3 3 3 3

On the other hand, the same commutation relations are realized by the original su(3)
algebras,
[taatm] = ifnamtna (5'15)

and t,, forms a set of irreducible representations of su(2) x u(1):
Ri=2192_;. (516)

Then the symmetric Higgs fields ¢,, satisfying (5.13]) can be obtained by those represen-
tations of su(2) x u(1l) isomorphic to Ry in the irreducible decomposition of the adjoint
representation 15 of su(4). From the definitions of ¢, in (5.2]), we see that the symmetric
Higgs fields are given by

¢, = bw = ds = (o). (5.17)

o O O O
o O O O
o o of
o O O O
o O O O
o O O O
o o€ ©
o O O O

Note that their non-zero components must be the same in order to satisfy (5.13).
The scalar potential V(¢) is then given by

3 2
V() = 7 (1—lel)" (5.18)
Therefore, the symmetric Higgs field ¢ acquires vev at ¢ = 1 up to a gauge transformation.
This breaks the residual U(1) x U(1) gauge symmetry to U(1), and within the analysis of
the low lying modes in the coset space compactification, the symmetry breaking pattern

would be

background flux Higgs vev

GYM = SU(4) U(l) X U(l) U(l) ? (5.19)

We have found that the symmetric Higgs vacuum attains the global minimum of the
scalar potential. This implies the stability of the vacuum, and the restoration of gauge

21



symmetry when the Higgs acquires vev. In fact, this turns out to happen in more general
situations [46] [47]. This will become apparent when we reconsider the above calculations
as follows to elaborate the reason why || = 1 attains the global minimum of the potential

in the present setup. We have considered the embedding (3] and (512), which can be
generalized to the other generators as

T, = b (5.20)

o O O O

0 0 0

Then, T, and T,, form an su(3) subalgebra embedded into the 3 x 3 upper-left block of
su(4). The condition for the symmetric Higgs fields is given by (5.13]), and the condition
for the vanishing scalar potential in (B3]) is written as

[¢ma¢n] = Z.famn,-z—ja- (5.21)

Comparing these two conditions, we find that ¢,, = T, is a soution for both conditions
since they become nothing but a part of the commutation relations of su(3). This is the
reason why the symmetric Higgs vev ¢ = 1 attains the global minimum of the scalar
potential. Now, it is clear that this phenomenon always happens for a general coset space
G/H, if we choose an embedding of H into Gy, which is induced by an embedding
of G into Gyn. In fact, we have already observed this phenomenon in section [£1] for
G/H = S2.

At this point, one might be puzzled by the fact that the symmetric Higgs vacuum at-
tains the global minimum of the scalar potential, especially when one remembers that the
background gauge filed consists of an instanton configuration. On the one hand, the Higgs
condensation is nothing but a continuous deformation of the gauge field configuration on
CP2. On the other hand, the vanishing potential implies that the gauge field configuration
is just a pure gauge. This looks contradicting to the topologically non-trivial nature of the
instanton configuration. The resolution of this puzzle comes from the fact that the su(2)
instanton is embedded into su(4) with a u(1) flux, and the instanton number is cancelled
between the su(2) and u(1) parts. Indeed, we can calculate the instanton number of the
background gauge field A, for the su(4) gauge field explicitly, and find

1
§€mnleranFkl = Tr(_inFwﬂ) + FowFsg — FopFs )

= Tr (—Tng + %T4T4 —Ti1Ty — T2T2>
= 0. (5.22)

The (T4)? part is a contribution from the u(1), and we conclude that the gauge field con-
figuration before the Higgs condensation has zero instanton number. This is compatible
with the fact that the gauge field configuration at the symmetric Higgs vacuum is trivial.

Finally, let us check whether there are 15 massless vector fields at the symmetric Higgs
vacuum. The massless conditions in this case are

D.a, +i[T;,a,] = 0, Dyay +i[Ty,a,] = 0, (5.23)

where T, and T,, are defined in (5.20) with m = z and w, respectively. Since T, and T,
form an su(3) subalgebra of su(4), as mentioned above, it is convenient to decompose
these massless conditions according to the irreducible decomposition of 15 of su(4) to
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8 ®3® 3 d1 of the su(3) subalgebra. By rearranging the components auqj into the

corresponding vectors a&R) with R = 8,3,3,1, we obtain

> R) _ (R R » R) __ (R R
D.a® = —T® .o Dy = TP P, (5.24)

where TT%R) are generators in the representation R.

As reviewed in Appendix [F] each component of the vectors aflR) on CP? can be ex-
panded by the complete set of functions f ﬁ,(y) where R runs over all representations of
SU(3) and I, J are the indices for the representation R, that is, they run from 1 to dim R.
Recall that the representation R and one of the indices I are constrained by a condition
of what kind of representation of H we are investigating on the coset space G/H. In
the previous section, we used one index m of the mode functions fﬂn v (y) to indicate its
T-charges ¢, and j is constrained so that the representation contains the desired value of
m = ¢. Similarly, in this case, we use one index I of fF (y) to indicate its su(2) x u(1)
representation. Namely, if the irreducible decomposition of R has a representation r of
su(2) x u(1), then fZ(y) contributes to the expansion of a field in the representation r of
su(2) x u(1), where i runs from 1 to dimr. Therefore, the expansion of a field x;(y) in
the representation r is given as

dim R

xiy) = D> > Frhw), (5.25)

rCR J=1

where the first summation is over the representations R of su(3) whose irreducible decom-
position with respect to su(2) x u(1) has r. If the decomposition of R contains several
irreducibe representations each of which is isomorphic to r, then the multiplicity is also
taken into account in the sum.

The su(2) x u(1) representations for aflR) can be found by further decomposition of R
with respect to su(2) x u(1) subalgebra of su(3). Explicitly,

8 30021 D2_1D 1o, (5.26)

3 = 2:P1_2, (5.27)
3 3

3 = 2 1P12, (5.28)
3 3

1 = 1o (5.29)

The action of the covariant derivatives D., D,, on the mode functions fﬁ(y) is again

given by the multipication of TZ(R) , TQE,R) from the left. Therefore, the massless condition is

again reduced to the requirement that the adjoint action of 7,7, due to the symmetric

Higgs vev has the same effect on a, as the action of TZ(R),Té)R) on the mode functions.
In the present case, the solution to the massless conditions is almost obvious. For

example, let 71,42 be indices for the representations 2 1, 172 , respectively. Then

3

ZJ:l C%@) z;:J(y) ]
3

ZJ:l C%@) f;;(y)

is the solution for R = 3. Note that the expansion coeflicients in the first and the second

rows are the same. The solutions for the other R can be obtained similarly. They give us

15 massless vector fields, as expected. Thus, the gauge symmetry is restored and we
have the symmetry breaking-restoration pattern

aP) (z,y) = [ (5.30)

Gyn = SU(4) 22keromd T 170y o (1) 1088 Y, gry(4). (5.31)
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5.2 Embedding of H=SU(2)xU(1) into Gy,=SU(4): Case 2

Let us consider a different embedding of H into Gyy. The SU(2) part of H = SU(2) x U(1)
is embedded into Gyy = SU(4) as (B3]). Our second choice of the U(1) part, T}, into
SU(4) is

10 0 0
1{o1 0 o

TT=35100 -1 0 (5:32)
00 0 -1

The corresponding background flux breaks the SU(4) gauge group to SU(2) x U(1). The
symmetric Higgs fields are then given by

0 0 @1 2 00 0 0
A
00 0 O 00 0 O
Note that the irreducible decomposition of 15 is now
15 = 302 (21)°@(2.1)? @ (10)* (5.34)

due to the different choice of Ty. Thus there are two R; = 27 & 2_1 representations in
15, and we have two symmetric Higgs. The components ¢4 (s = 1,2) form a doublet of
the SU(2) gauge group.

The calculation of the scalar potential for ¢y is rather complicated if we just insert the
above expressions into ([4]). It is better to keep track of the residual gauge invariance.
For this purpose, we rewrite a part of the commutation relations of su(4) relevant for
calculating V' (¢) so that the residual SU(2) gauge symmetry becomes manifest.

Let us explicitly write some generators of su(4) other than 7. First, we define
00
T; = 00 (5.35)

1
30i

o O O O
o O O O

These three T, and Ty correspond to the generators of the residual gauge symmetry
SU(2)xU(1). The generators in the off-diagonal components are relabeled as

0
. (5.36)

!

A

Il

o3

N~

A

Il

3

!

no

Il
coc oo
oo oo
oo o+

&

Il
coc oo
coc oo
oo oo
cor o

0
0
0

where T, and T, are defined in (5.20) with m = 2z and w, respectively, and T< := (T2)T
with s = z,w. Then, the symmetric Higgs field ¢4 in (B.33]) can be written in terms of
these generators as

¢s = Z QpaTsa’ ¢§ = Z QDLTEOC' (5'37)

a=1,2 a=1,2

The relevant commutation relations for calculating V' (¢) are

T2, T) = (01)0°°T; + 63,0°° Ty — 87, (0) T, (5.38)
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where (0;)z, := ()11 etc. Then we obtain
[bs:01] = l@*(00)eTi + |o|*07Ts — 87 (poi") T, (5.39)
|2

where [p|? := [o1]* + |2,

We also need to rewrite the commutation relation for ¢, in su(3) as
3
[tstd] = (03)ssti + 50rsta. (5.40)
Then the background flux can be written as
_ . 3
Fig = —1 [(Ji)tsTi + §6tsT4:| . (5.41)

Note that Fy; and Fi; vanish.
By using the above expressions, we find

Foz+ilge,05] = i(lo]* = )Ts +i (!w!z - g) Ty — i(poip')T;, (5.42)
Fug +ilpu, ou] = —ille — DT +i <|so|2 - ;) Ty —i(poip")Ti,  (5:43)
Fop +ildsda] = il — 1)(Th —iTh). (5.44)

Finally, the potential V' (¢) turns out to be

1)1 2 (3 S| 1 2
N =N T O 2 L 12 2 (1~ ol
V@) = 1|30t 4 (3 -16R) + Jene | +5 (1= 1)
3 2\ 2 3
= —(1— —. !
7 (= 1el) + 15 (5.45)
The symmetric Higgs doublet therefore acquires the vev
p1 = 1, w2 = 0, (5.46)

up to a global gauge transformation. The non-zero value of the scalar potential at the
symmetric Higgs vacuum implies that there remains a flux at this vacuum, which suggests
that the gauge symmetry at the symmetric Higgs vacuum must be smaller than SU(4).
Now, we count the number of massless vector fields at the symmetric Higgs vacuum.
The massless conditions are given as ([0.23]), exactly the same condition we discussed in
the previous section. Therefore, we can employ the decomposition (5.24]) again.
Let us consider

D.a® = —iT® o, Dyal® = —iT{® a3, (5.47)
Recall that a,(f’) is formed from the components a, 14, au24 and a,34. In terms of the
su(2) x u(1) subgroup generated by T,, this consists of the representations 27 @ 1¢g. As
explained in Appendix [[] they are expanded by the mode functions f7(y), where R is a
representation of su(3) whose irreducible decomposition contains 27 or 1g9. An important
point is that this irreducible decomposition must be considered with respect to the su(2) x
u(1) subgroup (&.1]), not to any su(4) embeddings. According to this, the representation
3 of the su(3) is decomposed as 2% @1 2. This implies that the mode functions f3,(y)

2
3
do not contribute to the expansion of af? . Instead, other mode functions, for example,
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fISJ(y) contribute to the expansion since 8 is decomposed as 3g ¢ 21 & 2_1 & 1g. Then,
the covariant derivatives D,, D,, can be converted to TZ(S),T&S) but never to Tz(3),T15}3).
By this reason, we conclude that the massless conditions (5.47) do not have solutions.
Similarly, the conjugate components a,(?) give us only massive vector fields.

The conditions for the other two representations 8 and 1 turn out to give us 8 + 1
massless vector fields. A natural guess is that the emergent gauge symmetry at the

symmetric Higgs vacuum would be SU(3) x U(1).

background flux Higgs vev
( 4) g S gg

Gyy = SU U(2) x U(1) SU(3) x U(1). (5.48)
This should be confirmed by a further analysis.

At the symmetric Higgs vacuum obtained above, the scalar potential is non-vanishing.
This is a similar situation as the one discussed in section Interestingly, we can show
that the symmetric Higgs vacuum in this section is stable, and the topological nature
of the background gauge field plays an important role. In the following, we see that
the background gauge field A, before the Higgs condensation has a non-zero instanton
number, which is unchanged by any continuous deformation of the gauge field. The non-
zero instanton number is obtained in this setup since the embedding T}y of t4 is different
from the one we chose in the previous section. Let us calculate the instanton number for

the gauge field configuration, including the symmetric Higgs vev, given by
Fon = an + Z[¢m7 ¢n]7 ¢m = QOozTﬁb- (549)

Their explicit forms are given in (0.42]) (5.43]) (544]). We find

1 1,y 2 , 3\ 1 A2 2 2
—€mnki IT anFkl = 3 (‘90‘ - 1) - ’(P’ 5 B ((,OO'Z‘(,O > + (‘90‘ - 1)
2 2 2 2
3
- 2 5.50
’ (5.50)

The scalar potential is bounded by this instanton number density as

1 1 S|
V((ﬁ) = gTI‘ (an + §€mnlekl> - gemnler FrnFl
3
> —. 5.51
Z 16 (5.51)

This shows that the symmetric Higgs vacuum attains the global minimum of the scalar
potential in a given topological sector of the gauge field. In other words, we can say that
the non-trivial topological nature of the original background gauge field A, stabilizes the
non-trivial symmetric Higgs vacuum.

This example tells us the geometric picture of the Higgs condensation realized in the
Kaluza-Klein reduction of Yang-Mills theory. Since the Higgs fields come from some
components of the gauge field, the Higgs condensation is nothing but a particular contin-
uous deformation of the gauge field. The condensation occurs in order to minimize the
“Fuclidean action”

1
Sg = Z/dvTranan. (5.52)

The configuration space of the gauge field is divided into various components according to
certain topological invariants. The vacuum corresponds to the global minimum of Sg in a
given component. The global minimum may or may not be attained by the condensation
of symmetric Higgs fields, according to the situation.
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It is interesting to notice that the gauge field configuration F},,, including the symmet-
ric Higgs vev becomes exactly an instanton configuration at the symmetric Higgs vacuum.
This means that we find an explicit construction of the instanton solution on CP?. Tt is
interesting to clarify how general this construction is.

6 Conclusions

Higher-dimensional gauge theories with non-trivial fluxes of the background gauge fields
in the compact space have been investigated as phenomenological models of gauge sym-
metry breaking. The background gauge fluxes explicitly break some of the original gauge
symmetries, and often provide tachyonic scalar fields whose vacuum expectation value fur-
ther breaks the remaining gauge symmetries in the four dimensional effective field theory.
Thus, this kind of models are often utilized for dynamical generation of Higgs potential. In
their investigations, we usually study four-dimensional effective field theories by keeping
only the light fields and neglecting other massive modes in the Kaluza-Klein tower, since
we are interested in physics in the lower energy scale than that of the compact space.

In this paper, we revisit such higher dimensional models including all the massive
Kaluza-Klein modes to investigate their roles in the gauge symmetry breaking. The
inclusion of higher modes will be important since the scale of the vacuum expectation
value of the Higgs field is usually given by the same scale as the mass of the Kaluza-Klein
modes. Indeed both of them are given by the scale of the compact space. What we have
shown in the present paper is that, when the Higgs acquires vacuum expectation value at
the minimum of the potential, some of the originally massive vector fields in the Kaluza-
Klein tower become massless and the corresponding gauge symmetries are restored. If we
restricted ourselves to consider only the light modes, we would conclude that the gauge
symmetry, which remains to be unbroken by the gauge flux, would be further broken by
the Higgs field. But, if we consider all the Kaluza-Klein modes, the symmetries, on the
contrary, are restored even to the full set of the original gauge symmetries. When the
massive gauge field becomes massless, it will provide an additional massless scalar field
to the massless gauge field. Possible candidates for such massless scalar fields are, for
example, instanton moduli in the model discussed in section It is interesting to see
whether the scalar field acquires mass due to the radiative corrections or remains massless
against perturbations.

We have studied two classes of the compact space, S? and CP?. Both of them are
coset spaces G/H, and due to the beautiful group theoretical structures of the coset
space, we have succeeded to analyze the mass spectrum even when the Higgs acquires
vacuum expectation value. In some cases, all the gauge symmetries are recovered, and in
other cases, only a part of them are recovered. The vacuum is shown to be stable even
in the latter cases. The stability is related to the topological structures of the gauge field
configurations. In cases when the background gauge field configurations are topologically
trivial, the original gauge symmetries are completely restored at the global minimum of
the potential. On the other hand, in cases when the background gauge configurations
are topologically non-trivial, or when they have some conserved topological numbers,
the original gauge symmetries can be only partially restored. The background gauge
field configurations including the Higgs fields in the true vacua are described by new
topologically non-trivial configurations with the same topological numbers.
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We have developed a group-theoretic technique for analyzing the number of massless
vector fields at the symmetric Higgs vacuum. It is reasonalble to expect that the technique
can be extended to obtain the mass formulas applicable also to massive vector fields and
scalar fields. A key result which enables the technique to work is that the symmetric
Higgs vacuum expectation values coincide with some generators of the gauge group Gywm.-
It is interesting to clarify whether this happens in more general models. A detailed
understanding of the structure of the scalar potential will help us to gain insights on this
issue.

An interesting observation we made is that the Higgs vacuum in a model invetigated
in section corresponds to an instanton solution on CP?. The solution can be given
quite explicitly from the Maurer-Cartan 1-form on G. It is curious to see whether this can
be a general method of constructing instanton solutions on coset spaces. Our calculation
suggests that the different embeddings of H into Gyy would give us instanton solutions
with different instanton numbers.

The effects of gravity are neglected in the investigations of the present paper. One of
the original physics target of the coset compactifications is the stabilization of the compact
space with gravity, called, “spontaneous compactification”, in which the background flux
in the coset space is a classical solution of the gauge field equations as well as the Einstein
equation. It will be interesting to investigate the stability and the pattern of gauge
symmetry breaking including the fluctuations of gravity.

The Einstein-Yang-Mills theory naturally appears as the bosonic part of the low energy
effective theory of the heterotic string theory. A Higgs field which appears in this context
corresponds to a closed string tachyon, whose condensation is an interesting research
subject in theoretically as well as phenomenologically. The condensation of closed string
tachyon was discussed, for example, in [48, [49]. Since the Einstein-Yang-Mills theory
can be regarded as a truncation of string field theory, it is a natural arena for discussing
the Higgs (closed string tachyon) condensation. It is interesting if there would exist an
endpoint of the condensation which is stabilized due to a topological reason.
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A Coset spaces

In this appendix, we summarize some mathematical basics of coset spaces. For further

details, see, e.g., [25] or [50].

28



Let G be a group, and H be a subgroup of G. For an element g of G, we define a
subset gH of G as
gH = {gh|h e H}. (A1)

The set of such subsets is denoted by G/H.

Suppose that g belongs to both g1 H and goH in G/H. Then, g can be written as
g = g1h1 and g = goho, which imply g; = ggthl_l. This then implies g1H = ¢goH. In
other words, g1 H and goH in G/H are either equal or disjoint as subsets of G.

We choose one representation g;H for each element of G/H. Then, the set {g;} of
elements of G is in one-to-one correspondence to G/H. The elements g; are called a set
of representatives for G/H. In terms of the representatives, G can be written as

¢ = JaH (A.2)

where ¢g;H and g;H are disjoint to each other if g; # g;.

We can perform the same construction when G is a Lie group and H is its closed
subgroup. Note that H is always a Lie subgroup of G. In this case, G/H is known to be
a smooth manifold. This is called a coset space. In mathematics literature, this is also
called a homogeneous space. If the dimensions of G and H are dg and dj, respectively,
then the dimension of G/H is d := dg — dp. A set of representatives for G/H is regarded
as a G-valued function on G/H. For a given local coordinate patch U of G/H, the
representatives corresponding to points in U can be chosen such that they are given by a
smooth function g(y) on U where y® are coordinates on U.

In this paper, we focus our attention on a particular class of coset spaces, known as
symmetric coset spaces. They are characterized by the structures of the Lie algebras g
and h of G and H, respectively. Let t, be a set of generators of h where a runs from 1 to
dp. Their commutation relations are

[ta,ts] = if apte, (A.3)

since b is a subalgebra of g. Let t,, be a set of generators of g other than ¢, where m runs
from 1 to d. We require that the other commutation relations of g are of the form

[taatm] = ’L'fnamtn, [tmatn] = Z.fmrantaL- (A4)

A coset space G/H in which the Lie algebras g,h satisfy this condition is said to be
symmetric. This condition can be understood as follows. For a symmetric coset space,
we can assign a “parity” for generators such that ¢, has +1 and ¢,, has —1. In sections 4]
and [ we consider particular symmetric coset spaces, namely S? and CP?.

First, let us describe S? as a symmetric coset space. For this purpose, we regard 52
as CP'. A point in CP! is represented by a pair of complex numbers (ci,cz) € C? with
(c1,¢2) # (0,0). Two such pairs (¢, ¢) and (¢}, ¢5) correspond to the same point of CP!
if and only if there exists a non-zero A € C such that

(A1, ) = (Aer, Aep) (A.5)
is satisfied. Using this ambiguity, we can always choose the pair (c1,c2) such that they

satisfy |c1|? + |e2|? = 1. Any pair (c1, c2) satisfying |c1]? + |c2|? = 1 can be written as

C2

[cl] _ U[H U € SU@). (A.6)
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A pair (cy, cp) represents the same point in CP! as (1,0) if and only if U is of the form

¢ 0
MCEA -
Such elements form a U(1) subgroup of SU(2). We have found that S? = CP! can
be written as the coset space SU(2)/U(1). In this case, t, corresponds to 1o and t,,
correspond to o4. Their commutation relations show that SU(2)/U(1) is symmetric.

Next, consider CP2. This is a straightforward generalization of the CP' case. Any
point of CP? corresponds to a triple (c1,co,c3) € C? satisfying |c1|2 + |ea|? + |e3|? = 1,
which can be written as

C1 1
| =U|0|, U € SU(3). (A.8)
C3 0

The multiplication by U does not change the point in CP? if and only if U is of the form
e’ 00

ey | U € SU(2). (A.9)
The matrices of the form consist of an SU(2) x U(1) subgroup of SU(3). We have found
that CP? can be written as a coset space SU(3)/(SU(2) x U(1)). This is apparently a
symmetric coset space.

B G as a principal H-bundle

In this paper, a coset space G/H is used as a compactification manifold M of a higher-
dimensional Yang-Mills theory. Since we would like to define a gauge theory on G/H with
the gauge group Gyy, we need a principal Gyy-bundle on G/H on which we can define
the gauge field as a connection. Note that, in this paper, we discuss only classical aspects
of Yang-Mills theory on a fixed principal Gyy-bundle, and the summation over different
bundles will not be considered.

It is known [50] that there exists a natural principal H-bundle on G/H, as will be
reviewed shortly. In fact, it is G itself. This principal H-bundle is specified by a set of
transition functions g;;(y), whose values are in H, defined on the overlap U; N U; of two
local coordinate patches U;,U; C G/H. If we choose an embedding of H into the gauge
group Gym, then g;;(y) can be regarded as a set of transition functions whose values are
in Gyym. Using these transition functions, we can construct a principal Gyy-bundle on
G/H. In this manner, we can define Yang-Mills theory on G/H whose gauge group is
GyM.

Recall the decomposition ([A2) of G. This suggests that G is a fiber bundle whose
fibers are of the form gH. The subset gH is in one-to-one correspondence to H for any
g. In fact, it can be shown that G can be regarded as a fiber bundle whose fibers are
H, that is, a principal H-bundle on G/H. For the coset spaces, the representatives g;
are replaced with g(y) chosen for each local coordinate patch. A choice of g(y) on U
amounts to choosing a local section g(y) on U of the principal H-bundle G. The situation
is depicted in Figure [1I
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Figure 1:

G/H

direction corresponds to the fiber H. A local section g(y) on U is also depicted.

Let ¢'(y) be another local section on U. This is related to the original one by

9y = gh(y), h(y) € H. (B.1)
Note that this transformation does not transform a point in U to a different one since
JWH = gwh(y)H = g(y)H. (B.2)

Indeed, this amounts to a local gauge transformation with respect to h(y) € H C Gy, as
we will show in Appendix[Cl In fact, this also induces a local Lorentz transformation simul-
taneously. To avoid possible confusions with the ordinary gauge transformation, we call
the local transformation induced by the right-multiplication of h(y) an H-transformation.

We can multiply any y-independent element g to the representatives g(y) from the
left. The result go-g(y) is also an element of G, so this must be in a certain subset g(y')H
for some point y’. This can be written as

90-9(y) = g )h(y,g0)- (B.3)

In general, the pont 7/ is different from the original y. Therefore, the left-multiplication of
go induces a coordinate transformation of G/H. In addition, this simultaneously induces
an H-transformation with respect to h(y, go). We will see in the next section that this
is actually an isometry of G/H for a natural choice of the metric on G/H. In fact, the
isometry group of G/H with respect to the metric is known to be isomorphic to G, that
is, any isometry of G/H is induced by the left-multiplication as above.

C Maurer-Cartan 1-form

There exists a 1-form on G which can be defined without any additional information. We
review in the following that this 1-form defines a natural metric and background gauge

field on G/H. See [25] and [50] for details.
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Let g;j(§) be a matrix-valued function on a local coordinate patch of G whose value
at a point £ € G is an N x N matrix representing £. This can be regarded as a set of
coordinate functions on G. Therefore, like dy® on U C G/H, we have a set of functions
dgi; (&) on G whose values are 1-forms on G. Using them, we construct

(g7 1)i5(€) dgji(€). (C.1)

This is called the Maurer-Cartan 1-form on G. In the following, we simply denote this by
g~ ldg.

A local section g(y) can be regarded as an embedding of the local coordinate patch
U into G. The pull-back of g~'dg with respect to this embedding gives us a 1-form
g(y)~tdg(y) on U. The latter can be expanded as

9(y)~'dgly) = €™ty + i€ty (C.2)

where
e = ey dy”, e’ = endy”, (C.3)

since g(y) '0ag(y) is in the Lie algebra g. We will clarify the meanings of e and e in
the following.

Recall that elements of the Lie algebra g correspond to tangent vectors of G at the
identity element. For the coset space, t,, correspond to a set of basis of the tangent space
of G/H. Therefore, e} gives us a vielbein on G/H. This is an invertible d x d matrix by
construction.

To see the role played by e
induces

a
ar

consider an H-transformation g(y) — g(y)h(y). This

g9(y) tdg(y) — h(y)‘1<g(y)‘1dg(y))h(y)+h(y)‘1dh(y)- (C.4)

This implies
" = h(y)T'emh(y), e = h(y)~'e"hly) — ih(y)~ dh(y). (C.5)
Here, we have used the fact that
h(y) Ynh(y) € m (C.6)
holds, where m is a vector space spanned by t,,. This is due to the commutation relation

[tastm] = if"amln (C.7)

which we assumed in Appendix [Al The transformation of e* shows that €% behaves as a
gauge field on G/H with the gauge group H, defined on the principal H-bundle G.

Note that e™ also transforms under the H-transformation. Indeed, the equation (C.6)
implies that this is a local Lorentz transformation acting on the tangent space of G/H.
Therefore, the right-multiplication of h(y) to g(y) induces both a gauge transformation
of e and a local Lorentz transformation of €]}’ simultaneously.

Recall that the left-multiplication of gy € G to a local section g(y) induces a coordinate
transformation y — 3’ of G/H. The 1-form g(y)~'dg(y) on U is trivially invariant under
9(y) = go - g(y) for a y-independent go. This implies that the vielbein e}’ (and the gauge
field €2) are invariant under the coordinate transformation. In other words, the coordinate
transformation is an isometry with respect to the metric h,g constructed from ej}. It is
known that any isometry of G/H is induced in this manner. Therefore, the isometry
group of G/H is isomorphic to G.
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We calculate the field strength 2-form

1 1
§f“ta = det, + i€ty A ety = de®t, — §tcfcabe“ A el (C.8)

For this purpose, we do not need to know the explicit form of . Instead, we start with
the following identity

d(9w)dg(y)) = —g(v) ' dg(y) A 9(y) " dg(y). (C.9)

This can be decomposed into the following two equations

1 1
det, = §tcfcabea Aeb + 51taf“mnem Aem, (C.10)
dety, = tmfane® A (C.11)
The first equation tells us that the field strength is given as
35 = famneg”eg. (C.12)
On the other hand, the second equation gives us the spin connection
wa''n = _fmaneg- (Cl?))
Then, the curvature
1
§Ra5mndyo‘ Ady? = dw™, + W™ A WP, (C.14)

can be also calculated explicitly. We obtain

Raﬁmn = _faklfmane];elﬁ- (015)

D Equations of motion for the background flux

In this appendix, we show that the background gauge field A, defined in section
satisfies the equations of motion with respect to the vielbein defined in Appendix
The equations of motion are

VaFag—i—z’[[la’FaB] = 0, (D.l)
where
A, = er Ty, F’a5 = egnegf“mnTa. (D.2)
The covariant derivative is defined with respect to the spin connection as
vaFaﬁ = eg <aman - WmlmFln - Wmlnle>
= Bgemaeg <flamfbln + flanfbml) Tb- (D3)
The commutator can be written as
i[A%, Fap) = —ebe™ e fouc fomnTh- (D.4)

By using the Jaocbi identity and the fact that G/H is symmetric, we find that the
equations of motion (D.J) are automotaically satisfied.
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E Explicit constructions of backgrounds in the
SU(2)/U(1) coset space

In this appendix, we explicitly calculate e’ and e? defined in Appendix [(] for the case
G/H = S%. We will see that € is the standard zweibein which gives the round metric
on S%, and €% describes a monopole configuration on S2.

Any element g of SU(2) can be written as

. a —b* 2 2
e Tt (E1)

The Maurer-Cartan 1-form ¢~ 'dg is then given as
g ldg = o (b*da* — a*db*) 4+ o_(adb — bda) + o3(a*da + b*db), (E.2)

where o4 and o3 are the Pauli matrices.
We choose a local section g(0,¢) by restricting a, b to be

0 : 0
a = cos g, b = ewsini, (E.3)

where 6, ¢ are the polar and the azimuthal angles of S?, respectively. The pull-back of
g~ 'dg by this local section is then

g(0,0) dg(0, ) = ieTt, +ieTt_ +iedts, (E.4)
where 1
t+ = o4, t3 = 393 (E.5)
and .
et = :I:%e:Fi‘p(dH FisinOdyp), e = (1 —cosf)dep. (E.6)
+

The metric h,g obtained from e= is therefore the round metric

ds* = 4dete” = df* +sin® Odyp?, (E.7)
as expected. The field strength obtained from e? is
de? = sin@dfdyp. (E.8)

The integral of this 2-form gives

1
o . sinfdldy = 2. (E.9)
This shows that e3 describes a U(1) monopole configuration with the monopole charge 2.
Note that the radius of S? is set to be 1 in the above expressions. It is rather easy
to recover the radius a based on the dimensional analysis since a is essentially the only
dimensionful parameter in the Kaluza-Klein reduction of Yang-Mills theory. In higher
dimensions, the coupling constant gy is dimensionful, but it is just an overall coefficient
in the action.
In the following, we present an explicit description of the model of S?=SU(2)/U(1)
compactification. We will employ different convensions from those in the main body of
this paper, which might be more familiar to the readers.
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The action of the six-dimensional space-time is

S = /de\/—_g {%R In (FMNEyy) — A} : (E.10)

2g2
where R and A are Ricci scalar and cosmological constant, respectively, and
Fyn = VAN — VNAy —i[Ayp, AN] (E.11)
is the gauge field strength with the covariant derivative
VuAy =0y An —TEynAL (E.12)

and M,N =0,1,2,--- ,4,5. The field strength is matrix valued as Fysn = T*F§; 5, where
T is the generator matrix of the gauge group Gyym = SU(3) with

1
Te(TT?) = 55‘“’, (7%, T = i febere, (E.13)
The metric is described as
ds® = —dt* + Z da'dx’ + a® (d6?2 + sin? 6d<p2) . (E.14)
i=1,2,3

The sphere of radius a is described by two angular coordinates, # and ¢, and non-compact
spacetime is the Minkowski space. A vector on the sphere is described by two independent
basis vactors, ey and e,, which correspond to the two of three unit vectors of the polar
coordinate system of three dimensional flat space.
Introduce a background gauge field on the sphere

A =Ageg+ Age,,  Ag=0, A, = %HCZSS?T? (E.15)
where negative sign is for 0 < § < /2 and positive sign is for 7/2 < 6 < 7 in A,. Note
that Ay = aAy and As = asin 9A¢, since x4 = 0 and x5 = . This is a spherical slice
of monopole configuration with unit magnetic charge at radius a, and the generator of
corresponding U(1) gauge symmetry is H/2. We can explicitly write

ni 0 0
H=| 0 ny 0 : (E.16)
0 0 —Nn1 — N2

The off-diagonal components of the matrix-valued SU(3) gauge field transform as matter
fields under this U(1) gauge symmetry with charges

* (n1 —712)/2 (2711 —|—’I’L2)/2
—(n1 —ng)/2 * (n1+2n9)/2 |, (E.17)
—(2711—{—712)/2 —(’I’L1—|—2’I’L2)/2 *

and the Dirac quantization of electric charge by a monopole indicates that twice of each
charge should be an integer, which indicates

ny —ng € 4, 3n, € Z, 3ng € Z. (E.18)

This background configuration is invariant under the symmetry transformation of S2, or
SU(2), up to corresponding gauge transformation generated by H/2. Furthermore, we
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can make this background configuration a solution of field equations of the action, (EI0Q),
namely SU(3) Yang-Mills equation and Einstein equation by choosing A = 1/k%a? and
¢ = Te((H/2)?)x*A [,

The fluctuation around the background configuration of (EI5), A% and §A4°, can be
described as scalar fields in low-energy four-dimensional effective theory. It is convenient
to describe these field so that they are living on the tangent space of S2. Introduce
zweibein as

G = eum Omn €0, (E.19)

where p,v = 4,5, m,n = 4,5 and in the matrix form g,, = a’diag(1,sin?6). Explicitly

we specially introduce
no cosp —singp 1 0
€ "_a< singp  cos > <0 sin@) (E.20)
which satisfies the above formula of definition. The fields on tangent space is defined as
Vh=e, 0A". (E.21)
Furthermore, it is convenient to define a complex scalar field as

Vi= % (ViFiv®), Vo= (Vph (E.22)

We define a covariant derivative with background field as
D, Vo=V, Vi —ilA,, Vi]. (E.23)

The explicit form can be obtained as
= .5 H
DyVy =0,Vy —id, (cosd — 1) Vi + 5 Vi (E.24)

for 0 < 6 < w/2. In case of 7/2 < 6 < 7, the factor (cos@ — 1) in the second term should
be replaced by (cos @ +1). Note that the field V4 is matrix valued as VT and the second
term can vanish depending on the choice of H.

F Mode expansions on G/H

In order to perform the Kaluza-Klein reduction on G/H, we need to have a complete set
of functions on G/H by which any fields can be expanded. More precisely, we need to
expand sections of suitable vector bundles on G/H, not only functions, since there are
fields with a local Lorentz indices belonging to a non-trivial representation of the gauge
group. For S2, the monopole harmonics [43] play such a role. In more general cases, it is
known that there exists a useful set of functions on G [40] which can be employed for our
purpose, as we will review in this appendix.

Mode expansions on GG

It is rather easy to find examples of functions on G. Let p : G — GL(n,C) be an n-
dimensional representation of (G. This assigns to each element g of G an n x n matrix
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p(g). Each matrix component p(g);s is therefore a function on G. For each n, or more
appropriately, for each representation R of G, we can obtain many functions on G in this
manner. It can be shown that they are linearly independent.

The Peter-Weyl theorem tells us that any function on G can be expanded by these
functions. Explicitly, a function f(g) on G can be written as

dr
flo) = > ey @), (F.1)

R I,J=1

where the first sum is taken over all the representations of G with the multiplicity one,
dp is the dimension of the representation R, and p%(g) is the matrix representing g € G
on the representation R. For a later purpose, we employ an equivalent expansion

dr
flg) = D> efyra N (F.2)

R I,J=1

This is also valid since any function f (9) on G can be written as f (g~ !) by using some

f(9)-

Mode expansions of scalar functions on G/H
We then study a complete set of functions on G/H by using its extension to G as follows.
Let ¢(y) be a function on a local coordinate patch U of G/H. By using a local section
g(y) € G, we can regard ¢(y) as a function ®(g(y)) defined only on a subset of G which is
the embedding of U. We can extend ®(g(y)) to the fiber direction by an action h(y) € H
as

D(g(y)h(y) = o(y), h(y) € H. (F.3)

In this manner, any function ¢(y) on G/H can be extended to a function ®(g) on G. Thus
a complete set of functions on G/H can be obtained from a complete set of functions on
G by imposing the condition

(g(y)h(y)) = 2(g9(y))- (F.4)

Namely, these functions must take constant values along the fiber direction corresponding
to H-transformations.

Any function on G can be uniquely expanded as (E22]). The representation R of G is
decomposed into various irreducible representations of H, which may contain unit repre-
sentation 1. A complete set of scalar functions ¢(y) on G/H is then given by a complete
set of constant functions along the fiber H, which correspond to the unit representations
constructed from all the representations R of G. An explicit form of the expansion is
discussed as a special case of non-scalar functions (sections) which transform nontrivially
as representation r of H.

Mode expansions of a, and ¢, on G/H
In the Kaluza-Klein reduction of Yang-Mills theory, we would llike to expand a,, and ¢,.
Since they are sections of some vector bundles on GG/H and transforms nontrivially under
H, we need to modify the above expansion procedure as follows.

First, consider a,. This belongs to the adjoint representation adyn of Gyn. Recall
that, as explained in Appendix [Bl our principal Gyy-bundle is constructed from the
principal H-bundle G, and the transition functions take values in a subgroup H of Gyu.-
This means that we can consider a, as a field defined on the principal H-bundle G. Since
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adyn is reducible for H, we decompose a,, into components according to the irreducible
decomposition of adyyr with respect to H. Each component belongs to an irreducible
representation of H, and forms a section of a vector bundle on G/H. Note that this
decomposition is compatible with the gauge symmetry preserved by the background flux

F,p3 since the preserved symmetry corresponds to a subgroup of Gyy which commutes
with H.

The case for ¢,, requires one more twist since it has the tangent space index m,
and transforms under the local Lorentz transformations. As explained under (2.21]), the
covariant derivative V,, with respect to the metric on G/H can be identified with the one
with respect to the background gauge field in the representation R; of H, which is given by
the commutation relation (C.7)). Thus, the tangent space indices are regarded as indices
of the representation R; of H. Then, ¢,, belongs to a product representation R; ® adym
of H. We decompose ¢,, into components according to the irreducible decomposition of
R; ® adyn with respect to H. Each component again forms a section of a vector bundle
on G/H.

To summerize, the mode expansions of a, and ¢, can be performed if we know how to
expand a section of a vector bundle on G/H which belongs to an irreducible representation
of H. The mode expansions of a, or ¢,, are given by a sum of various mode functions
corresponding to each irreducible representations of H.

Mode expansions of y;(y) in representation r of H
Now, we consider the expansion of x;(y) which belongs to a specific representation r of
H. Recall a local section ¢g(y) on G/H can be extended to the fiber direction by the
H-transformation as

9(y) = g(y)h(y).

Thus, any g € G is written as a product of the local section ¢g(y) and the H-transformation
h(y). This induces an H-transformation on x;(y) as

Xi(y) = o (h(y) ) iix; (v)-

Thus, we can extend the function y;(y) on G/H to a function X;j(g) on G by

Xi(g9) = Xilgwh(y)) = p"(h(y) Mijx; (), (F.5)

where g = g(y)h(y). If r is the trivial representation of H, then this reduces to (E£3]). By
construction, X;(g) satisfies

Xi(gh) = p"(h™1)i;X;(9). (F.6)

Since each component X;(g) is a function on G, it is expanded as (E.2)). Then, the
above condition (E.G]) imposes the following restriction on the expansion coefficients cﬁ],
namely an allowed set of functions on G. For a representation R of G, the function
p®(g71)17 on G satisfies the transformation law

PR ((gh) D1s = ™ 'g s = PR ke (g7 ks (F.7)

under an action of h € H. This representation R of G can be decomposed into irreducible
representations 71 @ --- @ r; of H. For the basis according to this decomposition, the
matrix pf*(h~1)rx takes a block-diagonal form. Let i1,--- ,4; be indices corresponding to
the representations ry,--- ,r;, respectively. Then, pR(gfl)ilK, e ,pR(gfl)ilK transform
separately as

P ((gh) Nias = (™ Vinjup (9™ )juss (a=1,---,1) (F.8)
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under the H-transformation. Let us first consider the case when the representation ry
is isomorphic to 7. Then a rectangular part p*(g~!);, ; satisfies the condition (E.). In
general, the decomposition of R contains a multiple of r-representation of H. Suppose that
rq =1 fora =1,---  k among (r1,---7;). We denote the corresponding rectangular part
by p™%(g~1);; where i is the index for r. Then, the function X;(g) in the representation
r can be expanded in terms of these functions as

SO e, (¥.9)

rCRJ=1a=1

The first sum is taken over all the representations R of G whose irreducible decomposition
with respect to H contains r. Finally, the expansion of x;(y) is given as

dr k
= Y > > i), (F.10)

rCRJ=1a=1

where
F50w) = ™ (gy) )i (F.11)

These functions satisfy the same transformation law of (E28) where r, = r. In this paper,
we sometimes suppress the index a for notational simplicity.

G Laplacian and the mass formula on G/H

In the Kaluza-Klein reduction, the mass of each mode is typically related to the eigenvalue
of the Laplacian of the compactification manifold. The eigenvalues of the Laplacian on
coset spaces were discussed in [5I]. Interestingly, the mode functions we introduced in
Appendix[E] turn out to be the eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on G/H provided that the
vielbein e and the background gauge field A, are given as in section Bl and Appendix [C]
136, B1]. )

First, we show that the action of the covariant derivative D, on the mode functions
fF5(y) can be written in an algebraic form. Since f}%(y) can be written as (pf(g(y)) ™)
the exterior derivative is given as

dp"(g()) ™" = —p"(9(y)  dp" (g9(y)) - " (9(w)) ", (G.1)

where the matrix indices are suppressed. The right-hand side contains the pull-back of
the Maurer-Cartan 1-form in the representation R. This can be expanded as

1J°

PR (g(y) tdp"(gly)) = ie" TR +ie T}, (G.2)

where T2, TF are the generators of g in the representation R. Inserting this expression
into (G.I]), we obtain

dp"(9(y) "t +ie T " (9(y)) ! = —ie™Tp" (9(y) (G.3)
Since the background gauge field is given by A = e2T,dy®, this can be written as
Do ffiy) = —iex (Ti)rx fi(y)- (G.4)
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Thus, the group theoretic argument shows that the covariant derivative D, on f ﬁ,(y) can
be simply written as a multiplication of —ie™T%. Note that the covariant derivative D,
originally contains the spin connection on G/H, but as explained below (Z21]), we can
regard the local Lorentz indices as a charge of the gauge group H on G/H. Thus the
spin connection term in D, is absorbed into the gauge connection. The representation
matrices of H are thus given by the tensor product of the local Lorentz representation
and the original H charge.

In section @], in particular in (£IT), we use this relation for G = SU(2). The repre-
sentations of SU(2) are labeled by the half integers j. The spin-j representation is give
by the matrix-valued function p(j)(g)mm/ where —j < m,m’ < j. We define the mode
functions on G/H by

2o @) = 09 (g(1) ™ (G.5)

where m is constrained by the H = U(1) charge ¢g. The condition is discussed in (E.I3]).
The covariant derivative Dy acting on ffnm, (y) can be rewritten as a multiplication of

—1 (Tj(Lj )> on the function as (LIT). Note that the charge quantization discussed in
man/

Appendix [E] is automatically satisfied.
Next, we show that the mode functions fg(y) are eigenfunctions of the Laplacian
hes D,Dg, where i is the index for an irreducible representation r of H which is contained

in R [51]. Indeed,

_haﬁf)a[)ﬁfﬁ(y) = —h*®D, (—ieg(Tr}i)inI}?J(y))

= ihPe (TF)ikOafh () + € an(TE) ik f1(y) + it (TETE )ik f15(y))

= h®e(T)ix Daf iy (y) +ich (=i f " an Tt + [Ta' ) s[5 (W)
= (TETE) ik 15, (y)
= (SR —cf' () W),

G

where ¢5' (R) is the second Casimir invariant of the representation R of G.

This eigenvalue gives us the mass of each Kaluza-Klein mode of a,. Recall that,
for the mode expansion of a, reviewed in Appendix [E] we first need to decompose the
adjoint representation adyy of Gy with respect to H. Let 7 be one of the irreducible
representations of H appearing in the decomposition of adyy. The components of a,
corresponding to r are expanded in terms of fg(y) where R is a representation of G
whose irreducibe decomposition with respect to H contains r. This vector mode has the
mass given as

my = mp, = & (R)—cl(r). (G.7)

Note that m% , is always non-negative.
Next, we consider the masses of scalar modes obtained from ¢,,. Recall that the mass
terms of the modes come from

Tr % (Dats)” - %é‘*Ra/sqﬁﬁ — 16 [Fag, ¢°]| - (G.8)

The first term gives m%%ﬂ,. The explicit expression of the curvature (C.13) implies that

the Ricci tensor is given as

Raﬁ = _Cg(Rt)egbegtr(tmtn)’ (GQ)
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where t,, belong to the representation used to define the coset space G/H. Therefore, the
curvature contribution to the mass is given as

%cg (R)™, T " (G.10)

The flux contribution can be written as
Gma (T (T "7, (G.11)

where ¢, = gbﬁLTA is the expansion of ¢,, in terms of the generators T4 of Gym, and
(TG)A p are the generators of h represented on advyy which is reducible with respect to b.
Like in the case of the angular momentum in quantum mechanics, this can be written as

1
5bma (B (R @ adym)™ 5 — i (Re)™ 055 — c& (adym) pon) ¢ 5. (G.12)

The second term cancels the curvature contribution.

In order to determine the mass explicitly, we consider the decomposition of ¢,, in
more detail. This belongs to R; ® adyy. First, we decompose adyy and pick up one
irreducible representation 7 of H. The corresponding components of ¢,, belong to Ry ® 7.
We further decompose R; ® 7 and pick up . These components are expanded in terms of
fﬁ(y) where R contains r. Their masses are therefore given as
mi = mh, + ' (r) = &'(7) = F(R) - (7). (G.13)

s

The important difference of this mass formula from m? is that the second term in
the right-hand side is the Casimir invariant for 7, not for r. For example, even if 7 is
non-trivial, R; ® ¥ may contain a singlet component. In this case, we can choose R = 1,
so that m? is negative.

Indeed, this happens for the symmetric Higgs fields. As defined in section [B] a sym-
metric Higgs field consists of those components of ¢,, which is singlet with respect to H.
This means r = 1. Therefore, the mode expansion of the symmetric Higgs field do contain
the contribution from R = 1. This is nothing but the constant mode, and the mass is

given as

m? = —cl(7). (G.14)

Aslong as 7 is non-trivial, this mode has a tachyonic mass term which allows the symmetric
Higgs field to acquire a non-zero vacuum expectation value. This fact justifies their name.

H Symmetric Higgs fields are symmetric

In this Appendix, we show that the symmetric Higgs fields defined in section [3] are sym-
metric fields in the sense of [39], as the name suggests.

First, we introduce the notion of G-invariant fields. A field ¢, on G/H is said to be
G-invariant if this satisfies

go - ¢m(y) = ¢m(y)a g0 € G, (Hl)
where the action of gq is defined as
90 m(y) = Pm(909(y)), (H.2)
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where ®,,(g) are a set of functions on G which extend ¢,,(y) on G/H to the fiber directions
H, as explained in Appendix [El Recall that gog(y) can be written as g(y')h(y, go), where
y — v is an isometry of G/H induced by go and h(y,go) € H is an H-transformation.
Then, the condition (HJ]) can be written as

A U @) n U W) = dm(y), (H.3)

where A, (y) and U (y) are the local Lorentz transformation and the gauge transformation
induced by h(y, go). This shows that a G-invariant field is symmetric.

Recall that a symmetric Higgs field ¢, is defined to satisfy D,¢, = 0 and 0,¢, = 0.
These imply that ¢,, is y“-independent and H-invariant. Then, we find

AU ) (U@ = A U @) b0 @)U )T = o (y). (H.4)

Therefore, ¢,, is G-invariant. This then implies that it is symmetric.
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