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Abstract

The gauge transformation properties of the Skyrme–Chern-Simons (SCS) densities is
studied. Two types of SCS actions are identified, TypeI in which the gauge group is smaller
than the largest possible one, and TypeII which are gauged with the largest allowed gauge
group. TypeI SCS feature only one power of the gauge connection and no curvature, while
TypeII feature both the gauge connection and the curvature. The Abelian TypeI SCS turn
out to be explicitly gauge invariant while non-Abelian TypeI and all TypeII SCS are gauge
invariant only up to a total divergence term, and hence lead to gauge covariant equations of
motion. SCS actions are the gauged Skyrmion analogues of the usual Chern-Simons (CS)
actions, except that unlike the CS which are defined only in odd dimensions, the SCS are
defined also in even dimensions. Some areas of application in the construction of solitons
are pointed out.

1 Introduction

The role of the Chern-Simons (CS) action in soliton physics was recognised a long time ago in
the construction of electrically-charged spinning vortices of SO(2) gauged Higgs model [1, 2, 3]
and O(3) Skyrme model [4, 5, 6] in 2 + 1 dimensions, and, SO(2) gauged O(5) Skyrme model [7]
in 4 + 1 dimensions. In the case of the gauged Skyrme solitons [6, 7], an energy lower bound
departing from the topological “baryon number” due to the gauge field was applied. This new
“deformed baryon number” was first proposed in [10] and applied many times since, and most
recently is elaborated in Appendix B of [8]. The gauging prescription for the O(D + 1) Skyrme
scalar on IRD proposed in [8] (and references therein) is effected by the SO(N) , (2 ≤ N ≤ D)
connection gauging N components of the D + 1 component Skyrme scalar.

Further to the construction of solitons of Abelian gauged Skyrme models in 2 + 1 and 4 + 1
dimensions, remarkable dynamical effects resulting from the Chern-Simons action were discovered
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in 2 + 1 dimensions in [12, 13, 14], and in 4 + 1 dimensions, in Ref. [15] fields encoding the CS
action in a specific way. They are a) the non-standard dependence of the mass/energy E on the
electric charge Qe and the angular momentum J , whose slope can be negative (as well as positive)
in some regions of the parameter space, and b) the evolution of the “topological charge” (baryon
number) away from its integer value prior to gauging, due to its deformation resulting from the
gauging.

Thus in ’all odd dimensions’ where the Chern-Simons density is defined, namely through the
examples of 2+1 and 4+1 cited in the previous paragraph, we learn that the E vs. Qe and E vs. J

slopes can be negative as a result of the Chern-Simons dynamics. Now it is a longstanding problem
to explain why the electrically neutral Neutron described by the Skyrmion is heavier than the
electrically charged Proton which is presumably described by the Abelian gauged Skyrmion. The
latter should display a negative E vs. Qe slope. But in 3+1 dimensions there is no Chern-Simons
term defined, so the Skyrmion of the Abelian gauged O(4) sigma model cannot be influenced by
this mechanism to produce a negative E vs. Qe slope. It would be desirable for this purpose to
avail of a Chern-Simons like density in even dimensions. Such an “anomaly associated” density
with the appropriate parity reversal properties, defined in terms of the Abelian field interacting
with the Skyrme scalar in 3 + 1 dimensions, was displyed in Ref. [16], albeit not in the context
of the E vs. Qe slope question. The SCS actions in 3 + 1 dimensions can be seen as a possible
alternative to the “anomaly associated” action of Ref. [16].

It is precisely to fill this gap that the Skyrme–Chern-Simons (SCS) densities, which are defined
in both even and odd dimensions, were proposed in Ref. [8]. The present note is intended to clarify
and elucidate aspects of these SCS densities, principally to demonstrate that the variational
equations of these actions are gauge covariant 1. In this note two types of SCS densities are
identified, TypeI and TypeII . TypeI SCS densities are those which are gauged with the single
gauge group SO(N), where N < d+1, SO(d+1) being the largest gauge group a SCS density in
d dimensions can be gauged with. The typical feature of TypeI is that only a single connection
Aµ appears and no curvature Fµν is displayed. A technical feature of TypeI SCS is that they can
be expressed in closed form in all dimensions d, for each SO(N). TypeII SCS densities on the
other hand are those pertaining to the largest allowed gauge group in d dimensions, SO(d+1), as
well as those gauged with the direct product of all possible subgroups SO(d+1). The important
distinction between TypeI and TypeII SCS is that the former display one power of the connection
Aµ only, while the later display both connection and curvature (Aµ, Fµν) for SO(d+1), or as the
case may be, for each of the (direct product) subgroups therein. In this sense TypeII SCS are
the germane analogues of the usual Chern-Simons (CS) terms which are expressed in terms of
(Aµ, Fµν), except that unlike the CS which defined in only odd d, the TypeII SCS are defined in
all d.

In Section 2, a revision of the definition of the usual Chern-Simons (CS) densities is given,
followed by a brief presentation of the generic Skyrme–Chern-Simons (SCS) densities. The TypeI

1It could be mentioned in passing that in addition to the SCS actions, the so-called Higgs—Chern-Simons
(HCS) densities are proposed in [8], lead to gauge covariant variational equations. This aspect is obvious in the
case of HCS densities, since in even dimensions these are manifestly gauge invariant and in odd dimensions they
consist of a Higgs dependant part which is gauge invariant, plus, the usual Chern-Simons density in the given
(odd) dimension.
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SCS densities in arbitrary d dimensions for gauge groups SO(2) and SO(3) are presented in
Section 3, one Abelian and one non-Abelian example, the smallest of SO(N) (N < d+1) gauge
groups. Section 4 deals in principle with TypeII SO(d + 1) (and all available direct product
subgroups of) SCS in d dimensions, but in practice it is restricted to dimension d = 3 with gauge
group SO(4) and its direct product subgroup SO(2) × SO(2). Section 5 gives a summary and
some possible application to solitons are pointed out.

2 Chern-Simons (CS) and Skyrme–Chern-Simons (SCS)

In the first Subsection, a brief review of the usual Chern-Simons densities is presented with the
purpose of putting into context the definition of the Skyrme–Chern-Simons densities proposed in
[8], which is summarised in the subsequent Subsection below.

2.1 Brief review of Chern-Simons (CS)

The starting point in the definition of the CS density in d dimensions is the Chern-Pontryagin
(CP) density in d+ 1, even, dimensions

̺ ≡ Ω
(d+1)
CP = εi1i2i3i4...idid+1

TrFi1i2Fi3i4 . . . Fidid+1
, (2.1)

which happens to be the topological charge density stabilising SO±(d + 1) “instantons” in all
even dimensions (see e.g., [17]). The density (2.1) is known to be a total divergence.

The usual Chern-Simons (CS) density Ω
(d)
CS in d (odd) dimensions is extracted from the (total

divergence) Chern-Pontryagin (CP) density in d+ 1 (even) dimensions

Ω
(d+1)
CP = ∂iΩ

(d+1)
i , i = 1, 2, . . . , d+ 1 (2.2)

as the (d+ 1)-th component of Ω
(d+1)
i in (2.2),

Ω
(d)
CS

def.
= Ω

(d+1)
i=d+1 , (2.3)

and since Ω
(d+1)
CP is a “curl” defined in terms of the totally antisymmetric tensor εi1i2...id+1, fixing

one component, say i = d+1, is tantamount to a descent by one dimension, such that Ω
(d)
CS defined

by (2.3) is a scalar in d dimensions.
Thus, the CS density (2.3) expressed in terms of the gauge connection Aµ and the curvature

Fµν is defined in a d dimensional space with coordinates xµ

Ω
(d)
CS = Ω

(d)
CS[Aµ, Fµν ], µ = 1, 2, . . . , d , d odd . (2.4)

Most remarkably, CS densities and are explicitly gauge variant, as implied by the notation
used in (2.4). It is important to stress that theories endowed with dynamical Chern-Simons (CS)
terms in the Lagrangian are defined on spacetimes with Minkowskian signature. Since the CS
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term is independent of the metric tensor, the resulting Stress Tensor does not feature it and the
static Hamiltonian (and hence energy) is gauge invariant as it should be 2.

Of course, the CP densities and the resulting CS densities, can be defined in terms of both
Abelian and non-Abelian gauge connections and curvatures. The context of the present notes
is the construction of soliton solutions 3, rather than the study of topologically massive field
theories as in [19, 20]. In this respect, the choice of gauge group any given dimension must be
made with due regard to regularity, and the models chosen must be consistent with the Derrick
scaling requirement for the finiteness of energy. Accordingly, in all but 2 + 1 dimensions, our
considerations are restricted to non-Abelian gauge fields.

2.1.1 Gauge transformation of CS

Consider the transformation of Ω
(d+1)
i in (2.2) under the infinitesimal gauge transformation g(xi)

Ω
(d+1)
i

g
→ Ω

(d+1)
i + δΩ

(d+1)
i . (2.5)

Since ̺ = ∂iΩ
(d+1)
i is gauge invariant, i.e., δ̺ = 0, it follows that

∂i(δΩ
(d+1)
i ) = 0 , (2.6)

which allows to express δΩ
(d+1)
i formally as

δΩ
(d+1)
i = εijk1k2...kd−1

∂jVk1k2...kd−1
, (2.7)

where Vk1k2...kd−1
is a totally antisymmetric tensor defined in terms of the connection and the

curvature fields.
From the definition (2.3) of the CS density, (2.7) implies the following transformation

δΩ
(d)
CS = δΩ

(d+1)
i=d+1 = ε(d+1)µν1ν2...νd−1

∂µVν1ν2...νd−1
(2.8)

which is clearly defined on the space with the d-dimensional coordinates xµ.
It follows from (2.8) that under an infinitesimal gauge transformation g(xµ), the CS density

Ω
(d)
CS transforms as

Ω
(d)
CS

g
→ Ω

(d)
CS + εµν1ν2...νd−1

∂µVν1ν2...νd−1
, (2.9)

meaning that the CS density is gauge invariant up to a total divergence. One concludes that the
action of Ω

(d)
CS, namely its volume integral

∫

ddx Ω
(d)
CS

g
→

∫

ddx Ω
(d)
CS

2Should one employ a CS density on a space with Euclidean signature, with the CS density appearing in the
static Hamiltonian itself, then the energy would not be gauge invariant. Hamiltonians of this type have been
considered in the literature, e.g., in [18].
Chern-Simons densities on Euclidean spaces, defined in terms of the composite connection of a sigma model,

find application as the topological charge densities of Hopf solitons.
3The term soliton solutions here is used rather loosely, implying only the construction of regular and finite

energy solutions, without insisting on topological stability in general.
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remains invariant under the action of g, resulting in the Euler-Lagrange equations (2.13) and
(2.14) being gauge covariant.

This statement can be given concrete expression in terms of examples in dimensions d = 3, 5, 7,
which can be extended to all odd dimensional spacetimes systematically.

The CS densities Ω
(d)
CS, defined by (2.3), for d = 3, 5, 7, are

Ω
(3)
CS = ελµνTrAλ

[

Fµν −
2

3
AµAν

]

, (2.10)

Ω
(5)
CS = ελµνρσTrAλ

[

FµνFρσ − FµνAρAσ +
2

5
AµAνAρAσ

]

, (2.11)

Ω
(7)
CS = ελµνρστκTrAλ

[

FµνFρσFτκ −
4

5
FµνFρσAτAκ −

2

5
FµνAρFστAκ

+
4

5
FµνAρAσAτAκ −

8

35
AµAνAρAσAτAκ

]

. (2.12)

Restricting to orthogonal groups, one notes that the CS term in d dimensions features the
product of d − 1 powers of the (algebra valued) gauge field/connection in front of the Trace,
which would vanish if the gauge group is not larger than SO(d − 1). In that case, the YM
connection would describe only a ’magnetic’ component, with the ’electric’ component necessary
for the the nonvanishing of the CS density would be absent. As in [21], the most convenient
choice is SO(d + 1). Since d + 1 is always even, the representation of SO(d + 2) are the chiral
representation in terms of (Dirac) spin matrices. This completes the definition of the usual non-
Abelian Chern-Simons densities in d spacetimes.

From (2.10)-(2.12), it is clear that the CS density is explicitly gauge variant. Their Euler-
Lagrange equations w.r.t. the variation of Aλ are nonetheless gauge invariant

δAλ
Ω

(2)
CS = ελµνFµν , (2.13)

δAλ
Ω

(3)
CS = ελµνρσFµνFρσ, (2.14)

δAλ
Ω

(4)
CS = ελµνρσκηFµνFρσFκη . (2.15)

This remarkable property of CS densities can be understood by noting that, while these appear
as explicitly gauge-variant densities, these actions are actually gauge invariant up to a surface

term. To see this one subjects them to transformation under the action of an element, g of the
(non-Abelian) gauge group.

The transformations for the two examples (2.10) and (2.11) are explicitly

Ω
(3)
CS

g
→ Ω

(3)
CS −

2

3
ελµνTrαλαµαν − 2ελµν ∂λTrαµAν , (2.16)

Ω
(5)
CS

g
→ Ω

(5)
CS −

2

5
ελµνρσTrαλαµαναρασ

+2 ελµνρσ ∂λTrαµ

[

Aν

(

Fρσ −
1

2
AρAσ

)

+

(

Fρσ −
1

2
AρAσ

)

Aν

−
1

2
Aν αρAσ − αν αρAσ

]

, (2.17)
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where αµ = ∂µg g
−1, as distinct from the algebra valued quantity βµ = g−1 ∂µg that appears as

the inhomogeneous term in the gauge transformation of the non-Abelian connection. (2.16) and
(2.17) are the explicit versions of (2.9).

As seen from (2.16)-(2.17), the gauge variation of Ω
(d)
CS consists of a term which is explicitly a

total divergence, and, another term

ω(d) =
2

d
εµ1µ2...µd

Trαµ1
αµ2

. . . αµd
, (2.18)

which in the appropriate parametrisation can be cast in the form of a winding number density.

2.2 Brief definition of Skyrme–Chern-Simons (SCS)

This Subsection is intended to provide a self-contained definition of SCS densities, which are
discussed at length in [8].

The O(d + 2) sigma system is defined in terms of the Skyrme scalar φa , a = 1, 2, . . . , d + 2,

subject to |φa|2 = 1. The Skyrme–Chern-Simons (SCS) density Ω
(d)
SCS in d dimensions 4 is defined

in terms of the Skyrme scalar φa.
The definition of the Skyrme–Chern-Simons (SCS) density in d dimensions follows exactly

analogously to the step (2.2)→(2.3) by the one-step descent of the Chern-Pontryagin density

Ω
(d+1)
CP to the Chern-Simons density Ω

(d+1)
CS . This is done by carrying out such a descent of a

density in d+1 dimensions that might be denoted 5 as Ω
(d+1)
SCP , down to the Skyrme–Chern-Simons

(SCS) density

Ω
(d+1)
SCP = ∂iΩ̂

(d+1)
i (2.19)

and

Ω
(d)
SCS

def.
= Ω̂

(d+1)
i=d+1 . (2.20)

Just as the CP density Ω
(d+1)
CP in (2.2) is both gauge invariant and total divergence, so too is

Ω
(d+1)
SCP in (2.19), and this is expressed symbolically in terms of the vector valued density Ω̂

(d+1)
i .

The definitions of these quantities is given below.
The winding number density of the Skyrme scalar φa , a = 1, 2, . . . , d+1 of the O(d+2) sigma

model, subject to the constraint |φa|2 = 1 is

̺0 = εi1i2...id+1
∂i1φ

a1∂i2φ
a2 . . . ∂id+1

φad+1φad+2 (2.21)

of the O(d + 2) Skyrme scalar φa in d dimensions, which is essentially total divergence, and in
constraint compliant parametrisation it is explicitly total divergence. Its volume integral is a
topological charge. It is not gauge invariant.

4With solitons in mind, this is taken to be a d dimensional Minkowski space, but the choice of this signature
is not important in principle.

5The subscript on Ω
(d)
SCP is purely symbolic and is meant to underline the analogy with the usual Chern-

Pontryagin density. Taking this nomenclature literally, as Skyrme–Chern-Pontryagin, is misleading. It is the
density presenting the lower bound on the “energy” of the gauged Skyrme system, and is deformation of the
(topological) winding number density (2.21).
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Replacing the partial derivatives ∂iφ
a in (2.21) with the covariant derivatives Diφ

a

̺G = εi1i2...id+1
Di1φ

a1Di2φ
a2 . . .Did+1

φad+1φad+2 (2.22)

which is gauge invariant but not total divergence.
The density ̺0 gives the lower bound for the “energy” of the unguaged Skyrmion, but is

inadequate for this purpose after gauging since it is not gauge invariant. The density ̺G on
the other hand is gauge invariant, but again is inadequate for this purpose as it is not a total

divergence. What is needed is a density, say ̺
def.
= Ω

(d+1)
SCP , which is both gauge invariant and total

divergence like the CP density Ω
(d+1)
CP in (2.2). To this end, one evaluates the difference (̺G−̺0),

which can be cast in the following form

̺G − ̺0 = ∂iΩ
(d+1)
i [A, φ]−W [F,Dφ] (2.23)

where W [F,Dφ] is gauge invariant by construction and Ω
(d+1)
i [A, φ] is gauge variant. In certain

examples, there is some arbitrariness in the splitting into these two terms. This will be pointed
out in Section 2.2.1 below.

The relation (2.23) is evaluated explicitly in each d + 1 dimension, and in each case with
the gauge group SO(N) , 2 ≤ N ≤ d + 1, that defines the covariant derivative in (2.22). The
calculations are carried out directly, using the Leibnitz rule and the tensor identities.

Collecting the gauge invariant pieces ̺G and W in (2.23), and separately, the individually

gauge variant pieces ̺0 and ∂iΩ
(d+1)
i , one has two equivalent definitions of a density

̺ = ̺G +W [F,Dφ] (2.24)

= ̺0 + ∂iΩ
(d+1)
i [A, φ] , (2.25)

which is adopted as the definition for the density ̺
def.
= Ω

(d+1)
SCP presenting a lower bound on the

“energy” in the same way as does the usual CP density.
The two equivalent definitions (2.24) and (2.25) of ̺ are, as required, both gauge invariant

and (essentially) total divergence. The quantity ̺ is the deformation of the of ̺0, namely of the
(topological) “baryon number” when the gauge field is switched on.

Noting that ̺0 is essentially total divergence 6 and hence in a constraint compliant parametri-
sation it is explicitly total divergence, say

̺0 = ∂iω
(d+1)
i , (2.26)

(2.25) can be expressed (explicitly) as the total divergence ∂iΩ̂
(d+1)
i in (2.19).

Thus, the expression (2.25) for ̺ can be written as

̺ = ∂i(ω
(d+1)
i + Ω

(d+1)
i ) (2.27)

def.
= ∂iΩ̂

(d+1)
i ≡ Ω

(d+1)
SCP , (2.28)

6The meaning of the phrase essentially total divergence used here is, that this quantity is not explicitly total
divergence, but rather that the resulting Euler-Lagrange equations are trivial as in the case of an explicitly total

divergence density. Throughout, the term total divergence is used as a synonym for explicitly total divergence.
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from which follows immediately, the definition of the SCS density (2.20)

Ω
(d)
SCS = Ω̂

(d+1)
i=d+1 = ω

(d+1)
i=d+1 + Ω

(d+1)
i=d+1 (2.29)

= ω(d) + Ω(d) (2.30)

where we have denoted ω
(d+1)
i=d+1 = ω(d)(xµ) and Ω

(d+1)
i=d+1 = Ω(d)(xµ). The density ω(d) in (2.30) is

the Wess-Zumino (WZ) term.

2.2.1 The W term in SCP definition (2.23)-(2.24)

In defining the SCS density (2.29)-(2.30) in d dimensions, only the definition (2.25) was employed,
and not the variant (2.24). It is nonetheless reasonable for the sake of being self-contained, to
illustrate the provenance of the gauge invariant termW that appears in the crucial relation (2.23)

which splits 7, into the two terms ∂iΩ
(d+1)
i and W leading to the two equivalent definitions (2.24)

and (2.25) for the SCP ̺. This splitting occurs for the SO(2) SCP in two dimensions [9], albeit
in a somewhat different approach to here. The Ref. [9] was the template for extending this
construction to d = 3 for SO(3) and to d = 4 for SO(4), in [10], and subsequently to smaller
gauge groups in each case (see [8] and references therein).

The term W in the SCP density (2.24) is involved in stating Bogomol’nyi-like “energy lower
bounds”, which is saturated only for the SO(2) case in d + 1 = 2 dimensions presented in [9].
As well as this, it turns out that in dimensions d + 1 ≥ 3 the splitting in (2.23) is not always
unique. To demonstrate these features, it helps to consider the W terms for the special examples
considered in Sections 3.1, 3.2 and 4.1 below.

These examples pertain to the TypeI SO(2) and SO(3) SCP densities (3.41) and (3.52)
respectively, both in d + 1 dimensions, and, to the TypeII SO(4) SCP in d + 1 = 4, given

by Ω
(d+1)
i in (4.79) below. The W terms for these examples are listed as

W =
1

2
εijk1k2...kd−1

εA1A2...Ad Fij Dk1φ
A1Dk2φ

A2 . . .Dkd−1
φAd−1φAd, (2.31)

W =
1

2
εijk1k2...kd−1

εA1A2...Ad−1 F α
ijφ

αDk1 φ
A1 Dk2 φ

A2 . . .Dkd−1
φAd−1 , (2.32)

W = 3! εijklε
abcdφ5

{

1

24
(φ5)2F ab

ij F
cd
kl +

1

2
F ab
ij D[kφ

cDl]φ
d

}

, (2.33)

where in (2.31) and (2.32) the indices A1, A2, . . . label the ungauged components of the Skyrme
scalar φa.

On close inspection, it is clear that a gauge-invariant and total-divergence term can be ex-
tracted fron (2.31) and from the second term in (2.33), while no such term can be isolated in

7It may be relevant to mention that such a definition for a gauge invariant and total divergence density like ̺

in (2.24)-(2.25) can be made for a SO(d) gauged system of d-tuplet Higgs field, though in that case that is not
necessary since the “energy” density of such monopoles are is bounded by the Higgs–Chern-Pontryagin (HCP)
density defined in [17]. Such lower bounds as (2.24)-(2.25) for Higgs systems were discussed in [11], where again
this splitting becomes unique in the d = 2 case only, and also the lower bound is saturated when the usual Abelian
Higgs model is chosen. In all d ≥ 3, this splitting has some freedom and the relevant lower bound is not saturated.
Moreover these lower bounds are always higher than the HCP lower bounds [11].
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(2.32). It can be noted that this extraction can be carried out for SO(n) for even n gauge groups,
with the exception of SO(2) gauging of the O(3) sigma model [9]. Thus in cases such as (2.31)
and (2.33), the total-divergence term extracted from the term W appearing in (2.24), can be
transferred to (2.25) and incorporated in ∂iΩi, redefining the latter.

This is the freedom present in the splitting carried out in (2.23), which can be aginfully
employed in casting the resulting Bogomol’nyi-like inequalities in a useful form. Clearly, this
choice influences also the definition of the corresponding SCS densities, and in all examples
encounered it leads also to an optimal choice for the latter.

2.2.2 Gauge transformation of SCS

Consider the transformation of Ω̂
(d+1)
i , appearing in the definition of the SCP density ̺ = ∂iΩ̂

(d+1)
i

in (2.19) (or (2.28)), under the infinitesimal gauge transformation g(xi)

Ω̂
(d+1)
i

g
→ Ω̂

(d+1)
i + δΩ̂

(d+1)
i . (2.34)

Since ̺ is gauge invariant, i.e., δ̺ = 0, it follows that

∂i(δΩ̂
(d+1)
i ) = 0 , (2.35)

which allows to express δΩ̂
(d+1)
i formally as

δΩ̂
(d+1)
i = εijk1k2...kd−1

∂jVk1k2...kd−1
. (2.36)

where Vk1k2...kd−1
is a totally antisymmetric tensor defined in terms of the connection and curvature

fields, as well as the Skyrme scalar.
From the definition of the SCS density (2.29), (2.36) implies the following transformation

δΩ
(d)
SCS = δΩ̂

(d+1)
i=d+1 = ε(d+1)µν1ν2...νd−1

∂µVν1ν2...νd−1
(2.37)

which is clearly defined on the space with the d-dimensional coordinates xµ.
It follows from (2.37) that under an infinitesimal gauge transformation g(xµ), the SCS density

Ω
(d)
SCS transforms as

Ω
(d)
SCS

g
→ Ω

(d)
SCS + εµν1ν2...νd−1

∂µVν1ν2...νd−1
, (2.38)

meaning that the SCS density is gauge invariant up to a total divergence, as a result, the Euler-
Lagrange equations are gauge covariant.

3 TypeI SO(2) and SO(3) SCS in d dimensions

The largest gauge group of a SCS density in d dimensions is SO(d+ 1), namely the gauge group
of the SCP density (2.19) of the O(d + 2) Skyrme system in d + 1 dimensions. TypeI SCS are
those which are gauged with SO(N), with N < d + 1. What is distinctive with the TypeI SCS
is that they can be expressed in a uniform format for a given N in any dimension d. This format
is typified by the linear dependence of Ω(d) in the definition of the SCS (2.30), on the gauge
connection Aµ, and the absence there of the gauge curvature Fµν .

In the next two Subsections, only the SO(2) and SO(3) cases are analysed, restricting attention
to one Abelian and one non-Abelian case.

9



3.1 SO(2) gauged SCSI in d dimensions

Consider the O(d+2) sigma model in d+1 dimensions, gauged with SO(2). As per the prescription
described above, we start with the SCP density in d+1 dimensions, and after the descent by one
step arrive at the SCS density in d dimensions. Here only two components of the d+2 compnenmt
O(d+2) Skyrme scalar φa = (φα, φA) are gauged with SO(2) according to the gauging prescription

Diφ
α = ∂iφ

α + Ai(εφ)
α , α = 1, 2 , (εφ)α = εαβφβ (3.39)

Diφ
A = ∂iφ

A , A = 1, 2, . . . d , or A = 3, 4, . . . d+ 2 . (3.40)

Examples of SO(2) gauged SCP densities ∂iΩ̂
(d+1)
i , (2.27), in various dimensions are listed in

Ref. [8], from which follows the SCP in d+ 1 dimensions

∂iΩ̂
(d+1)
i = ∂i (ω

(d+1)
i + Ω

(d+1)
i )

= ∂i [ω
(d+1)
i + εijk1k2...kd−1

εA1A2...Ad Aj ∂k1φ
A1∂k2φ

A2 . . . ∂kd−1
φAd−1φAd] , (3.41)

by induction.
From (3.41) follows via the one-step descent (2.19)-(2.20) or (2.27)-(2.30), fixing i = d + 1,

the SCS density (2.30) in d dimensions

Ω
(d)
SCS = ω(d) + Ω(d)

in which Ω(d) is given by

Ω(d) = ενµ1µ2...µd−1
εA1A2...Ad Aν ∂µ1

φA1∂µ2
φA2 . . . ∂µd−1

φAd−1φAd . (3.42)

To evaluate the WZ term ω(d) in (2.30) one must first evaluate ̺0 defined by (2.21) in d + 1
dimensions, cast it in total divergence form ∂iω

(d+1), and then perform the one-step descent (2.19)-
(2.20) or (2.27)-(2.30), fixing i = d+1. For this, it is necessary to employ a parametrisation which
is compliant with the constraint |φa|2 = (|φα|2 + |φA|2) = 1,

φα = sin f nα , φA = cos f nA ; α = 1, 2; A = 1, 2, . . . , d , (3.43)

where nα and nA are vector valued functions of unit length. The two-component unit vector
nα = (cosψ, sinψ) being parametrised by the angular coordinate ψ on S1, and the (d − 1)-
component unit vector nA by the coordinates on Sd−2.

Substituting (3.43) in (2.21), and noting that εαβnα∂jd+1
nβ = ∂jd+1

ψ

̺0 = − εijk1k2...kd−1
(∂i cos

d f) (εαβnα∂jn
β) (εA1A2...Ad ∂k1n

A1∂k2n
A2 . . . ∂kd−1

nAd−1nAd)

= − ∂i
[

(cosd f) εij (∂jψ) (εk1k2...kd−1
εA1A2...Ad ∂k1n

A1∂k2n
A2 . . . ∂kd−1

nAd−1nAd)
]

(3.44)

from which follows the WZ term

ω(d) = −ενµ1µ2...µd−1
cosd f (εA1A2...Ad ∂µ1

nA1∂µ2
nA2 . . . ∂µd−1

nAd−1nAd) ∂νψ . (3.45)
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Next, we evaluate Ω(d) in the parametrisation (3.43) by substituting the latter in (3.42),
yielding

Ω(d) = ενµ1µ2...µd−1
cosd f (εA1A2...Ad ∂µ1

nA1∂µ2
nA2 . . . ∂µd−1

nAd−1nAd)Aν , (3.46)

and adding (3.45) to (3.46) we end up with the SCS density (2.30) in d dimensions

Ω
(d)
SCS = ενµ1µ2...µd−1

cosd f (εA1A2...Ad ∂µ1
nA1∂µ2

nA2 . . . ∂µd−1
nAd−1nAd) (Aν − ∂νψ) . (3.47)

Since according to the gauging prescription (3.39)-(3.40) the scalar function f and the vector
function nA are inert under gauge transformations, it follows that the SCS density (3.47) is
invariant under the Abelian gauge transformation

Aν → Aν + ∂νΛ (3.48)

with ψ in (3.47) compensating for Λ in (3.48).
The remarkable feature here is the fact that the Abelian SCS action (3.47) is explicitly gauge

invariant, unlike the usual Chern-Simons term which is seen in Subsection 2.1.1 to be gauge

invariant up to total divergence only. It appears that in this case, the gauge transformation of
the Abelian connection is compensated completely by that of the Skyrme scalar.

3.2 SO(3) gauged SCSI in d dimensions

The gauging prescription for the O(d+2) sigma model in d+1 dimensions is given by the definition
of the covariant derivatives

Diφ
α = ∂iφ

α + A
αβ
i φβ , α = 1, 2, 3 (3.49)

Diφ
A = ∂iφ

A , A = 1, 2, . . . , d− 1 , or A = 4, 5, . . . , d+ 2 (3.50)

where in (3.49), Aαβ
i = εαβγA

γ
i .

Examples of SO(3) gauged SCP densities ∂iΩ̂
(d+1)
i , (2.27), in various dimensions are listed in

Ref. [8], from which follows the SCP in d+ 1 dimensions

∂iΩ̂
(d+1)
i = ∂i(ω

(d+1)
i + Ω

(d+1)
i ) (3.51)

= ∂i
(

ω
(d+1)
i + εijk1k2...kd−1

Aα
j φ

α ·

· εA1A2...Ad−1 ∂k1 φ
A1 ∂k2 φ

A2 . . . ∂kd−1
φAd−1

)

(3.52)

by induction.
From (3.52) follows via the one-step descent (2.19)-(2.20) or (2.27)-(2.30), fixing i = d + 1,

the SCS density (2.30) in d dimensions

Ω
(d)
SCS = ω(d) + Ω(d)

in which Ω(d) is given by

Ω(d) = ενµ1µ2...µd−1
εA1A2...Ad−1 Aα

νφ
α ∂µ1

φA1 ∂µ2
φA2 . . . ∂µd−1

φAd−1 (3.53)
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As in the previous case with SO(2) gauging, to evaluate the WZ term ω(d) in (2.30) we must
evaluate the winding number density ̺0 defined by (2.21) in d+ 1 and cast it in total divergence
form ∂iω

(d+1). After that the one-step descent (2.19)-(2.20) (or (2.27)-(2.30)) can be performed,
fixing i = d+1. As was done in (3.43) above, this is achieved by employing a constraint compliant
parametrisation which in this case is formally that as (3.43), namely

φα = sin f nα , φA = cos f nA ; α = 1, 2, 3; A = 1, 2, . . . , d− 1 , (3.54)

with nα and nA being 2 and (d − 1) component unit vectors respectively, nα = nα(χ, ψ) being
parametrised by the polar and azimuthal coordinate on S2, and nA by the angular coordinates
on Sd−2.

Substituting (3.54) in (2.21) yields,

̺0 =
1

4
εijkl1l2...ld−2

(∂iΦ
(d)) (εαβγnα∂jn

β∂kn
γ) (εA1A2...Ad−1 ∂l1n

A1∂l2n
A2 . . . ∂ld−2

nAd−2nAd−1)

=
1

4
∂i
[

Φ(d) εijkl1l2...ld−2
(εαβγnα∂jn

β∂kn
γ) ·

·(εA1A2...Ad−1 ∂l1n
A1∂l2n

A2 . . . ∂ld−2
nAd−2nAd−1)

]

(3.55)

in which the symbol Φ(d) is

Φ(d) =
1

d+ 1

(

f −
1

d+ 1
sin(d+ 1)f

)

, for odd d , (3.56)

= sind+1 f , for even d . (3.57)

It follows from (3.55) that the WZ term ω(d) is

ω(d) =
1

4
Φ(d)εν1ν2µ1µ2...µd−2

(εαβγnα∂ν1n
β∂ν2n

γ) ·

·(εA1A2...Ad−1 ∂µ1
nA1∂µ2

nA2 . . . ∂µd−2
nAd−2nAd−1) . (3.58)

We next evaluate Ω(d) given by (3.53) in the parametrisation (3.54)

Ω(d) = −εν1ν2µ1µ2...µd−2
(Aα

ν1
nα ∂ν2Φ

(d)) ·

·(εA1A2...Ad−1 ∂µ1
nA1∂µ2

nA2 . . . ∂µd−2
nAd−2nAd−1) . (3.59)

and finally adding (3.58) and (3.59), we have the SCS density

Ω
(d)
SCS =

1

4
εν1ν2µ1µ2...µd−2

(εA1A2...Ad−1 ∂µ1
nA1∂µ2

nA2 . . . ∂µd−2
nAd−3nAd−2) ·

·(4 ∂ν1Φ
(d)Aα

ν2
nα + Φ(d) εαβγnα∂ν1n

β∂ν2n
γ) . (3.60)

3.2.1 Gauge dependence

It is useful to express (3.60) as

Ω
(d)
SCS =

1

4
Ξν1ν2 (4 ∂ν1Φ

(d)Aα
ν2
nα + Φ(d) εαβγnα∂ν1n

β∂ν2n
γ) . (3.61)
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where the prefactor

Ξν1ν2 = εν1ν2µ1µ2...µd−2
εA1A2...Ad−1 ∂µ1

nA1∂µ2
nA2 . . . ∂µd−2

nAd−2nAd−1 (3.62)

is gauge invariant.
Instead of working with the real parametrisation of the SO(3) gauge group, it is convenient

to work with the SU(2) parametrisation

g = cos
Λ

2
+ i ~σ · ~m sin

Λ

2
, with| ~m|2 = 1 (3.63)

such that the vector nα and the connection Aα
µ are now expressed as SU(2) algebra elements

n = nα σα ≡ ~n · ~σ , Aµ = Aα
µ σ

α ≡ ~Aµ · ~σ (3.64)

and they transform under the SU(2) gauge gauge group element g as

n
g
→ g−1 n g (3.65)

Aµ
g
→ g−1Aµg + i g−1 ∂µ g , (3.66)

In the parametrisation (3.64) the action (3.61) is expressed as

Ω
(d)
SCS =

1

2
Ξµν

{

4 ∂µΦ
(d) Tr(nAν)− iΦ(d) Tr(n ∂µn ∂νn)

}

. (3.67)

Under infinitesimal transformation with cos Λ ≈ 1I and sin Λ ≈ Λ in (3.63), g reduces to

g = 1I +
i

2
Λ ~m · ~σ (3.68)

under which n transforms, up to first order in Λ, as

n = ~n · ~σ
g
→ ~n · ~σ − ~n× (Λ~m) · ~σ , (3.69)

and hence the term Tr(nAν) in (3.67) as

Tr(nAν)
g
→ Tr(nAν) + iTr(n ∂νg g

−1) (3.70)

= Tr(nAν)− ~n · ∂ν(Λ ~m) (3.71)

= 2~n · ~Aµ − ~n · ∂µ(Λ~m) , (3.72)

and the term ΞµνTr(n ∂µn ∂νn) in (3.67), as

ΞµνTr(n ∂µn ∂νn)
g
→ εµν...Tr(g

−1n g) ∂µ(g
−1n g) ∂ν(g

−1n g) (3.73)

= 2i εµν... [~n · (∂µ~n× ∂ν~n)− 2 ∂µ~n · ∂ν(Λ~m)] . (3.74)

The result is

Ω
(d)
SCS

g
→ Ω

(d)
SCS − 2 Ξµν

[

∂µΦ
(d) ~n · ∂ν(Λ~m) + Φ(d) ∂µ~n · ∂ν(Λ~m)

]

= Ω
(d)
SCS − 2 Ξµν ∂µ

[

Φ(d) ~n · ∂ν(Λ~m)
]

, (3.75)

and since Ξµν is by definition (3.62) antisymmetric in µν,

Ω
(d)
SCS

g
→ Ω

(d)
SCS − 2 ∂µ

[

Ξµν Φ
(d) ~n · ∂ν(Λ~m)

]

, (3.76)

i.e., that the SCS density is gauge invariant up to a total divergence term like the usual Chern-
Simons density which is shown in Subsection 2.1.1
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4 TypeII SCS in d = 3 dimensions

TypeII SCS terms are the germane analogues of the Chern-Simons (CS) densities, in that unlike
TypeI SCS they feature both the gauge curvature Fµν and the gauge connection Aµ. Unlike
their TypeI counterparts however, the construction of TypeII SCS densities does not lend itself
to simple uniform formats in all dimensions d, and, they are defined only for non-Abelian gauge
groups. Indeed, in [8], which is our source for SCS densities, the only example given is that of
the SO(4) gauged SCS in d = 3 dimensions.

What was not presented in Ref. [8] is a TypeII SCS in d = 3, pertaining to gauging with a
subgroup 8 of SO(4). Below in Section 4.1 is presented the TypeII SO(4) SCS in d = 3, and
the TypeII SO(2)× SO(2) SCS in d = 3 Section 4.2.

4.1 SO(4) gauged TypeII SCS in d = 3

This example is given in [8] but it is repeated here, to make the presentation of the SO(2)×SO(2)
SCS in Section 4.2 self-contained. The gauge transformation property of the TypeII SO(4) SCS
is not carried out here, since that analysis is very cumbersome.

The covariant derivative of the O(5) Skyrme scalar (φa, φ5) , a = 1, 2, 3, 4 is

Diφ
a = ∂iφ

a + Aab
i φb , a = 1, 2, 3, 4 (4.77)

Diφ
5 = ∂iφ

5 . (4.78)

To define the SCS density, what is needed are the definitions of ω(3+1) and Ω(3+1) in (2.27), from
which follows the definition of the SCS density by (2.20). The quantity Ω̂(3+1) in (2.27) in this
case is,

Ω̂
(3+1)
i = ω

(3+1)
i + Ω

(3+1)
i ,

where the quantity Ω
(3+1)
i in 3 + 1 dimensions, apearing in [8, 12, 7], is

Ω
(3+1)
i = 3! εijklε

abcdφ5

{

1

2
F cd
kl φ

aDjφ
b + ∂j

[

Aab
l φ

c

(

∂kφ
d +

1

2
Akφ

d

)]

+

+
1

4

(

1−
1

3
(φ5)2

)

Aab
l

[

∂jA
cd
k +

2

3
(AjAk)

cd

]}

, (4.79)

from which follows by the one-step descent, the quantity Ω(3) in (2.30)

Ω(3) = 3! εµνλε
abcdφ5

{

−
1

2
F cd
µνφ

aDλφ
b + ∂µ

[

Aab
λ φ

c

(

∂νφ
d +

1

2
Aνφ

d

)]

+

+
1

4

(

1−
1

3
(φ5)2

)

Aab
λ

[

∂µA
cd
ν +

2

3
(AµAν)

cd

]}

. (4.80)

This density is clearly gauge variant, seen for example from the term multiplying
(

1− 1
3
(φ5)2

)

in
the second line, which is the (Euler, rather than the Pontryagin) Chern-Simons density for the
SO(4) gauge field in d = 3.

8Clearly this does not include the group contraction SO(4) → SO(3), since that results in the TypeI SCS
analysed in Section 3.2 above, for d = 3.
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To evaluate the term ω(3) in (2.30) however, it is necessary to employ the constraint compliant
parametrisation

φa = sin f na , φ5 = cos f , |na|2 = 1 (4.81)

of the Skyrme scalar (φa, φ5).
To this end, one evaluates ̺0 in (2.25) defined by (2.21), yielding

̺0 = −4 εijklε
abcd ∂i

(

φ5 −
1

3
(φ5)3

)

· na∂jn
b ∂kn

c ∂ln
d

= −4 εijklε
abcd ∂i

[(

φ5 −
1

3
(φ5)3

)

na∂jn
b ∂kn

c ∂ln
d

]

def.
= ∂i ω

(3+1)
i (4.82)

whence we have

ω(3) def.
= ω

(3+1)
i=4 = 4 εµνλε

abcd

(

φ5 −
1

3
(φ5)3

)

na∂µn
b ∂νn

c ∂λn
d . (4.83)

Adding (4.83) and (4.80)

Ω
(3)
SCS = ω(3) + Ω(3) (4.84)

for SO(4) gauging.
The WZ term ω(3) in (4.84) is given in the constraint-compliant parametrisation (4.81), but

this is not done for the term Ω(3) here.

4.2 SO(2)× SO(2) gauged TypeII SCS in d = 3

The task is as above the calculation of Ω
(3)
SCS = ω(3) + Ω(3), (2.30). It is useful to start with the

calculation of Ω(3) for this case by subjecting (4.80) to the gauge group contraction

SO(4) → SO(2)× SO(2)

on the gauge connection Aab
µ = (Aαβ

µ , AAB
µ , AαA

µ )

Aαβ
µ = Aµ ε

αβ , AAB
µ = Bµ ε

AB , AαA
µ = 0 , (4.85)

where Aµ and Bµ are the connections of the two (distinct) Abelian subgroups of SO(4).
We denote the corresponding components of the Abelian curvature by

F αβ
µν = Fµν ε

αβ , FAB
µν = Gµν ε

AB , F αA
µν = 0 , (4.86)

where
Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ and Gµν = ∂µBν − ∂νBµ

in an obvious notation.
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The corresponding SO(4) cavariant derivatives contract to

Dµφ
α = ∂µφ

α + Aµ (εφ)
α , α = 1, 2 , (εφ)α = εαβφβ (4.87)

Dµφ
A = ∂µφ

A +Bµ (εφ)
A , A = 3, 4 , (εφ)A = εABφB (4.88)

Dµφ
5 = ∂µφ

5 . (4.89)

Substituting (4.85), (4.86) and (3.39)-(4.89) in (4.80), we obtain Ω(3) for the gauge group
SO(2)× SO(2)

Ω(3) = 3! ε4µνλ φ5

{

1

3
(φ5)2(AλGµν +BλFµν)

−AµBν ∂λ(|φ
α|2 − |φA|2)

−2
[

Aλ (ε∂µφ)
A ∂νφ

A +Bλ (ε∂µφ)
α ∂νφ

α
]

}

. (4.90)

Next, calculate ω(3) in (2.30) to complete the construction of the SCS density Ω
(3)
SCS. This can

be done only after expressing ̺0 = ∂iω
(3+1)
i in constraint compliant parametrisation of the O(5)

Skyrme scalar (φa, φ5), with φa = (φα, φA) , α = 1, 2 ; A = 3, 4, which is

φα = sin f sin g nα
(1) , φA = sin f cos g nA

(2) , φ5 = cos f (4.91)

nα
(1) =

(

cosψ
sinψ

)

, nA
(2) =

(

cosχ
sinχ

)

. (4.92)

The result is

̺0 = −3! · 2 εijkl

[

∂i

(

cos f −
1

3
cos3 f

)]

(∂j sin
2 g) ∂kψ ∂lχ, (4.93)

from which one can choose e.g., to extract the partial derivative ∂i, resulting in ω(3) def.
= ω

(3+1)
i=4

ω(3) = −3! · 2 ε4λµν
(

cos f −
1

3
cos3 f

)

(∂λ sin
2 g) ∂µψ ∂νχ. (4.94)

Finally, the SCS density for the gauge group SO(2)× SO(2)

Ω
(3)
SCS = ω(3) + Ω(3).

expressed entirely in the parametrisation (4.91)-(4.92), is

1

3!
Ω

(3)
SCS = εµνλ

{

− 2

(

cos f −
1

3
cos3 f

)

(∂λ sin
2 g) ∂µψ ∂νχ

+
1

3
cos3 f (AλGµν +BλFµν)

−AµBν cos f
[

∂λ(sin
2 f sin2 g)− ∂λ(sin

2 f cos2 g)
]

+2
[

Aλ ∂µ(sin
2 f sin2 g) ∂νχ+Bλ ∂µ(sin

2 f cos2 g) ∂νψ
]

}

. (4.95)
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Setting Bµ = 0 in (4.95) results in the TypeI SCS density (3.47) for d = 3.
The action (4.95) is manifestly gauge variant. The question is, as a Chern-Simons like density,

is it like the latter gauge invariant up to total divergence? A straightforward way to test this is
to show that the resulting Euler-Lagrange equations are gauge covariant.

The variational equations w.r.t. Aτ resp. Bτ are

ετµν cos f

[

1

3
cos2 f Gµν − ∂µ(sin

2 f cos2 g) (Bν − ∂νχ)

]

= 0, (4.96)

ετµν cos f

[

1

3
cos2 f Fµν − ∂µ(sin

2 f sin2 g) (Aν − ∂νψ)

]

= 0, (4.97)

and the variational equations w.r.t. ψ resp. χ are

ετµν
[

1

2
Gµν cos f ∂τ (sin

2 f sin2 g) + ∂µf sin
3 f ∂τ (sin

2 g) (Bν − ∂νχ)

]

= 0, (4.98)

ετµν
[

1

2
Fµν cos f ∂τ (sin

2 f cos2 g)− ∂µf sin
3 f ∂τ (cos

2 g) (Aν − ∂νψ)

]

= 0, (4.99)

which are manifestly gauge invariant. The variational equations w.r.t. f and g are also gauge
invariant but they are too cumbersome to display here.

It may be relevant to comment on the degenerate model resulting from replacing Bµ = Aµ

in (4.90). That model features only the Abelian field (Aµ, Fµν). The variational equation w.r.t.
Aµ will be gauge invariant only if one sets the functions ψ = χ, which is absurd as these angles
parametrise the components φα and φA of the O(5) Skyrme scalar, which are independent degrees
of freedom, i.e., that the submodel of (4.95) with Bµ = Aµ leads to gauge variant equations of
motion.

5 Summary and outlook

In this note, aspects of the Skyrme–Chern-Simons (SCS) densities proposed in Ref. [8] are elab-
orated on, with the main emphasis being on the gauge dependance of the SCS 9. It is shown
that the SCS actions in d spacetime dimensions, as in the case of the usual Chern-Simons (CS)
densities, are gauge invariant up to total divergence and hence that their Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions are gauge invariant. The importance of verifying gauge invariance of the equations of any
given model is, that in the concrete application of such actions, this is a necessary check of the
correctness of the model at hand.

In Section 3, TypeI SCS in d dimensions are presented. In Subsection 3.1 the case with
gauge group SO(2), and in 3.2 with gauge group SO(3). respectively. TypeI SCS in d spacetime
dimensions, are those gauged with SO(N) with N < d + 1, SO(d + 1) being the largest gauge
group allowed.

9This question does not arise in the case of the Higgs–Chern-Simons (HCS) densities also proposed in [8], since
the HCS densities turn out to be gauge invariant in even dimensions, and in odd dimensions they consist of a
gauge invariant part, plus the usual (Euler) Chern-Simons density.
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Concrete analyses are carried out in two examples, SO(2) and SO(3), one Abelian and one
non-Abelian. It is found that SO(2) TypeI SCS are explicitly gauge invariant as they stand, and
hence the resulting equations of motion are automatically gauge covariant. By contrast, SO(3)
TypeI SCS is gauge invariant only up to a total divergence, and hence their equations of motion
are gauge invariant as described in Section 2.2.2. (One can surmise that this property for SO(3)
holds in all non-Abelian gauge groups as well.) Thus, like the usual CS (in odd dimensions) TypeI
SCS (in all dimensions) lead to gauge covariant equations of motion. A distinguishing feature of
TypeI SCS is that the density Ω(d) in (2.30) features only one power of the gauge connection Aµ,
and no curvature term Fµν . This sets a limitation on the application of TypeI SCS in the context
of static fields, since for static fields the term ω(d) in (2.30) vanishes, while the term Ω(d) now
displays only the temporal component A0 of the gauge connection. But we know from the results
of Refs. [12, 13, 14, 15] that the important new features resulting from Chern-Simons dynamics
hinge on the interrelation of the electric and the magnetic fields A0 and Ai. Of course in odd
dimensions, when the usual CS term is present, the TypeI SCS will have a quantitative effect.

In Section 4, TypeII SCS in d = 3 dimensions are presented. TypeII SCS are those gauged
with the largest allowed gauge group SO(d + 1) or with some direct product of subgroups of
SO(d + 1). In these notes attention is restricted to dimension d = 3, thus to the gauge group
SO(4) and and its subgroup SO(2)×SO(2). In Subsection 4.1 gauge group SO(4) is considered,
and in Subsection 4.2 gauge group SO(2)× SO(2) is analysed concretely.

TypeII SCS feature both connection and curvature (Aµ, Fµν) so that in the static limit both
electric and magnetic fields (A0, Ai) will persist. This is the important aspect distinguishing
TypeII SCS from TypeI . It is the TypeII SCS that promise to reproduce the special effects of
Chern-Simons dynamics observed in Refs. [12, 13, 14, 15] in odd dimensions . In this sense, it is
the TypeII SCS that are the germane extensions of the usual Chern-Simons densities, with the
added all important feature that they are defined in both odd and even dimensions.

In the absence of a Chern-Simons action in even dimensional spacetime, the SCS action
which is defined in all dimensions is potentially important. Of special importance is the physical
Minkowskian 3 + 1 dimensional theory. In that case such an action is also the “anomaly related
density” appearing in Ref. [16] for the U(1) gauged Skyrme theory. Specifically, the latter is
akin to the SCSII in that it displays both the SO(2) connection Aµ and the curvature Fµν . A

significant difference between the SCS action Ω
(d=4)
SCS defined by (2.29)-(2.30) proposed here, and

the “anomaly related term” appearing in [16], is that in the latter the the Skyrme scalar employed
in its construction is the O(4) sigma model field that supports the (topologically stable) Skyrmion,

while by contrast the Skyrme scalar employed in the construction of the SCS Ω
(d=4)
SCS is the O(6)

sigma model field which in 3 + 1 dimensions does not support a soliton 10.
Generally, the SCS can be empoyed to invesitigate the effects of Chern-Simons–like dynamics

in both even and odd dimensions. In this context, the case of 3 + 1 dimensions is special 11 since
in that case the “anomaly related term” of [16] is also a candidate for this role. Moreover, the
latter is defined in terms of the O(4) Skyrme scalar unlike its SCS counterpart that is defined in

10This is simply because the SCS in 3 + 1 dimensions is descended, much in the same spirit proposed earlier in
Ref. [22], from a SCP density in 5 dimensions which is defined in terms of the O(6) sigma model scalar.

11The action in [16] follows from the results derived in Ref. [22], which is specific to 4 dimensions. We are not
aware of higher dimensional versions of this result in the iterature.

18



terms of the O(6) Skyrme scalar.
It would be interesting to compare the potential roles of the Chern-Simons–like densities in

[16] and the SCS action Ω
(d=4)
SCS proposed here. In both cases the topologically stable Skyrmion

stabilised by the baryon number is deformed first by the Abelian gauge field, after which the
respective Chern-Simons–like action further influences the dynamics. In the first [16] case no new
(scalar) field is involved while in the second [8] case the O(6) Skyrme scalar enters.

The largest group with which the O(6) scalar can be can be gauged is SO(5). The O(4)
Skyrme scalar describing the usual SO(2) gauged Skyrmion, can interact with the O(6) Skyrme
scalar describing the SCS density only through the SO(2) gauge field. Thus the O(6) scalar must
be gauged with the subgroup SO(2×SO(3)) of SO(5), in which the SO(3) gauge sector can play
the role of an “auxiliary gauge field” 12. Cocrete investigatons of gauged Skyrmions influenced
by SCS dynamics are under active consideration at present.
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12There is also the academic possibility of starting with the SO(3) gauged O(4) Skyrme model given in Ref. [23]
which is also endowed with an “energy lower bound”. This SO(3) gauged Skyrmion is then deformed further by
the SO(3× SO(2)) gauged SCS action, so that the O(4) and O(6) scalars see each other via the SO(3) gage field.
In theis case it is the SO(2) field which plays the role of “auxiliary gauge field”.
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