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Abstract

We perform analytic construction of a sphaleron-like solution in the 4-dimensional
(4D) space-time invoking the framework of 5D SU(2) gauge theory. By the sphaleron-
like solution we mean a static finite energy solution to the equation of motion, which
carries the Chern-Simons number NCS = 1

2 . Since we are interested in the static
solution in the low-energy effective theory, we focus on the part of the action which
contains only the gauge fields in the 4D space (not space-time), (Ai, Ay) (i = 1, 2, 3)
and keep only the Kaluza-Klein zero modes of these fields. Interestingly, the self-duality
condition in this 4D space is known to be nothing but the BPS condition for the ’t
Hooft-Polyakov monopole, once the extra-space component Ay is identified with the
adjoint scalar, needed for the monopole solution. Thus, the sphaleron-like solution is
based on the BPS monopole embedded in the higher dimensional space-time, which
may be interpreted as a self-dual gauge field. By use of the lesson we learn in the case
of the instanton in ordinary 4D space-time, we achieve the sphaleron-like configuration
of Ai, which carries NCS = 1

2 . As a characteristic feature of this construction invoking
higher dimensional gauge theory, in clear contrast to the case of the ordinary BPS
monopole, the VEV of the adjoint scalar is topologically fixed, and therefore the mass
of the sphaleron-like solution is determined to be Msp = 4π

g24

1
R (g4: 4D gauge coupling

constant, R: the radius of the circle as the extra space). We also argue that the
sphaleron-like solution may be regarded as a saddle point of the energy in the space of
static field configurations.

ar
X

iv
:2

21
1.

12
69

6v
2 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 2

5 
Ja

n 
20

23



1 Introduction

One of the most important problems to be addressed in the cosmology is how the matter,

existing in the present universe, is generated starting from the early universe where the same

amount of matter and anti-matter was present. The standard model (SM) of elementary

particle meets the Sakharov’s necessary conditions for “baryogenesis”. Namely, the weak

interaction of quarks breaks CP symmetry. Also, although the action itself preserves baryon

number B, B conservation is violated by ’t Hooft anomaly [1].

Unfortunately, the probability of the B violating process described by the instanton con-

figuration of the gauge field, connecting vacua having different topological winding number,

i.e. the Chern-Simons (CS) number NCS, is highly suppressed by a factor e
− 16π2

g2 . However,

under the circumstance of finite temperature T , it is replaced by a “Boltzmann”factor e−
Msp
T

and we expect enough transition probability of the B violating process for higher tempera-

tures. Here, Msp stands for “sphaleron mass”, the energy possessed by the field configuration

of the SU(2) gauge field and the Higgs field, called sphaleron, which is regarded as the field

configuration corresponding to the intermediate state of the process connecting neighboring

vacua with CS numbers different by one unit. Thus, the sphaleron is characterized as the

field configuration, which carries NCS = 1
2
.

The sphaleron configuration was found as a static solution to the equation of motion in

the system of SU(2) gauge field and Higgs doublet, in the limiting case of vanishing weak

mixing, θW = 0, of the SM [2]. Though it has been argued that the SM does not provide

enough amount of baryon number in the universe, the sphaleron plays a crucial role also

in the scenario of “leptogenesis”, where it has a function to convert the lepton number L

generated by the Majorana masses of neutrinos in higher energy scale into the baryon number

B [3].

In the construction of the sphaleron solution, however, the solution was found numeri-

cally, since the coupled field equations for the gauge and Higgs fields are not easy to solve

analytically, while the instanton solution is analytically constructed as the solution to the

self-duality condition. (For a numerical construction of the sphaleron solution based on

a well-devised method by use of gradient flow, see [4].) Although the numerical result is

sufficient for the purpose to estimate Msp, it will be nice if we can construct the solution

analytically, in order to get deeper insight into the property of this important field configu-

ration.

From such a point of view, in this paper, as the first attempt towards the analytic

construction of the sphaleron solution, we propose analytic construction of sphaleron-like

solution in the coupled system of SU(2) gauge field and Higgs field which belongs to the

adjoint (triplet) representation of SU(2). More precisely, we construct analytically a static

solution with finite energy to the equation of motion in the system, with the gauge field

carrying NCS = 1
2
.
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As we will see below, in the construction a key ingredient is invoking the framework of

higher dimensional gauge theory, especially the scenario of gauge-Higgs unification (GHU).

GHU is a scenario of the physics beyond the standard model (BSM), where the Higgs field

is identified as the extra-space component of the higher dimensional gauge field [5], [6]. In

the scenario the well-known gauge hierarchy problem is naturally solved by virtue of the

higher dimensional gauge symmetry [7]. Also, since the Higgs field may be regarded as a

Wilson-line phase, in the S1 compactification of five-dimensional (5D) GHU, for instance,

the Higgs potential is periodic in the Higgs field, which leads to characteristic implications,

not shared by other types of BSM models, for Yukawa couplings [8], the strong CP problem

[9] and the structure of the vacuum state [10], etc.

Since the instanton in ordinary 4D space-time is the gauge field configuration which

describes the transition between the vacuum with NCS = n (n : integer) at t = −∞ and

the neighboring vacuum with NCS = n + 1 at t = ∞, it will be a natural guess that its

time slice at t = 0 is a good candidate for the analytic construction of the gauge field with

NCS = 1
2
. Unfortunately, this possibility faces a serious problem: the energy of the time

slice is dependent on a free parameter of the solution, i.e. the size of the instanton, so the

Msp, and therefore the transition probability between these vacua at finite temperature is

not predictable [11].

This problem is found to be solved in the framework of higher dimensional gauge theory.

In this paper we work in the 5D SU(2) GHU model. Since we are interested in the static

solutions, we focus on the 4D space (not ordinary space-time) with coordinates (~x, y), with

y being the extra space coordinate, ignoring the time coordinate t. We also concentrate on

the Kaluza-Klein (KK) zero modes of the fields, which are expected to describe the low-

energy effective theory. Then, interestingly the (anti-)self-duality condition for the gauge

fields ( ~A,Ay) in the 4D space is found to be nothing but the BPS condition for the ’t Hooft-

Polyakov monopole (TPM) [12, 13], once the extra space component of the gauge field Ay

is identified with the adjoint Higgs field, necessitated for the construction of the monopole

solution.

Thus, by learning the way to construct the gauge field configuration with NCS = 1
2

in the

case of instanton, we succeed in constructing a static finite energy solution to the equation

of motion with the gauge field carrying NCS = 1
2
, “sphaleron-like”solution. Namely, the

sphaleron-like solution is the TPM embedded in the framework of GHU. To be more concrete,

we first perform suitable y-dependent local gauge transformation for the monopole solution

in order to eliminate Ay, and then take the slice at y = 0 of ~A to realize NCS = 1
2
.

One remarkable feature of this construction is that the vacuum expectation value (VEV)

of the adjoint scalar Ay is not a free parameter but is quantized, just as the action of the self-

dual gauge field is topologically quantized by the winding number, though in the case of the

ordinary BPS monopole the VEV is left as a free parameter. Thus the energy possessed by

the field configuration, namely the mass of the sphaleron-like solution, Msp, is topologically
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fixed and now the transition probability between the neighboring vacua at finite temperature

becomes predictable, in clear contrast to the case of ordinary instanton.

We also discuss the instability of the sphaleron-like solution: we argue that it may be

regarded as a saddle point of the energy in the space of static field configurations, where the

energy decreases along the direction in which NCS changes, just as in the case of ordinary

instanton, by showing two concrete examples of the parameter-dependent field deformation.

The BPS monopole may also be understood as a self-dual field configuration, once the

time direction is compactified on S1 in the 4D space-time and if we ignore the t-dependence

of the gauge fields, or equivalently if we consider the high temperature limit of the finite

temperature SU(2) gauge theory. In fact, in the literature there exist some discussions on

the solution to the self-dual condition of the SU(2) gauge field on the R3× S1 Euclidean

space, called “SU(2) caloron”or “periodic instanton”[14], [15]. In these papers, however, the

attempt to construct a gauge field configuration with NCS = 1
2

does not seem to be made,

though it is the main issue in the present paper,

2 The time slice of the instanton solution

In this section, we first learn how to construct a gauge field configuration with CS number

NCS = 1
2

by considering the instanton solution in the ordinary 4D space-time. It is well-

known that the (one) instanton solution of SU(2) gauge theory formulated in the ordinary

4D space-time,

A0 = −i ~x · ~σ
ρ2 + λ2

, ~A = i
x0~σ + ~σ × ~x
ρ2 + λ2

(
ρ2 = x20 + r2, r = |~x|

)
, (1)

describes the transition from NCS = n at t = −∞ into NCS = n + 1 at t = ∞ (n: integer).

In eq.(1), gauge fields should be understood to be anti-hermitian with the factor −ig (g:

gauge coupling constant) being included in the gauge fields, and λ, the size of the instanton,

is a free parameter. We therefore naively expect that the time slice of ~A at t = 0 carries

NCS = n+ 1
2
. Thus for n = 0, it is anticipated that a configuration with NCS = 1

2
is realized

analytically.

In general, CS number NCS is given in terms of the gauge field Ai and its field strength

Fij as,

NCS = − 1

16π2

∫
d3x εijk Tr

[
AiFjk −

2

3
AiAjAk

]
. (2)

To start with, we move to a gauge, where A0 vanishes, by a suitable gauge transformation.

Note that in this gauge, among the surface integral of the Chern-Simons current JµCS ≡
− 2
g2
εµνρσTr(AνFρσ − 2

3
AνAρAσ) on the cylindrical surface, the integral over the side surface

r = ∞ (−∞ < t < ∞) is vanishing, and only the difference of the surface integrals on the

two end cap surfaces, t = −∞ and t = ∞, contributes to the winding number 1, which is

carried by the instanton itself.
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Consider a local gauge transformation by an unitary matrix V ,

Aµ → A′µ = V †AµV + V †∂µV. (3)

The gauge A′0 = 0 is realized by choosing V so that it satisfies

∂0V = −A0V = i
~x · ~σ
ρ2 + λ2

V, (4)

whose solution is easily found to be

V = eiθ
~̂x·~σ

(
~̂x =

~x

r

)
, (5)

where

θ =
r√

r2 + λ2

[
tan−1

x0√
r2 + λ2

+

(
n+

1

2

)
π

]
. (6)

The constant of integral has been chosen to be (n + 1
2
)π, so that NCS = n at t = −∞. For

t = ±∞, ~A vanishes and A′i = V †∂iV is easily found to have NCS = n, n+ 1, since for pure

gauge configurations Fjk = 0 and in general,

NCS =
1

24π2

∫
d3x εijk Tr(AiAjAk) = n for Ai = U †∂iU

(
U = e

inπ r√
r2+λ2

~̂x·~σ
)
. (7)

Let us note that the vacua with different integers of NCS are all equivalent, and the theory

has translational invariance, i.e. the invariance under the transformation which changes NCS

by an arbitrary integer caused by “large”gauge transformation. What has a gauge invariant

meaning is the difference of NCS between distinct vacua, which is nothing but the winding

number carried by the instanton solution.

For general x0 = t, substituting eq.(1), eq.(5) and eq.(6) in the relation A′i = V †AiV +

V †∂iV we obtain after a little lengthy calculation,

A′i =i

[(
sin 2θ x0 + cos 2θ r

ρ2 + λ2
+

1− cos 2θ

2r

)
e1i +

(
cos 2θ x0 − sin 2θ r

ρ2 + λ2
+

sin 2θ

2r

)
e2i

+ λ2
{

1

ρ2 + λ2
x0

r2 + λ2
+

θ

r(r2 + λ2)

}
e3i

]
,

(8)

where we have introduced e1,2,3i , which behave as three independent vectors under the com-

bined rotation in the “external”3D space (x1, x2, x3) and in the “internal”gauge space of the

adjoint representation (σ1, σ2, σ3) [16]:

e1i = εijkσjx̂k, e2i = (δij − x̂ix̂j)σj, e3i = x̂ix̂jσj. (9)

We are now ready to demonstrate that the time slice at x0 = 0 of this solution really

carries NCS = n + 1
2

by an explicit calculation. Before that, we attempt to argue that this

is also naturally expected from a general symmetry argument. As stated above, the theory
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has a translational invariance concerning the change of NCS. Also, eq.(2) tells us NCS is

odd under the parity transformation, though the theory itself is parity invariant. Thus the

energy of the field configuration should be even function of NCS. Suppose the extremum of

the energy, namely the sphaleron-like configuration, is realized at NCS = n+ a (0 < a < 1),

then the same energy is obtained for NCS = −n − a and NCS = n + 1 − a because of the

parity and translational invariance. This suggests that the sphaleron-like configuration is

realized at a = 1
2

as we expected, where a = 1 − a holds. On the other hand, the theory

is also T-invariant. So the energy should be even function of x0 (as is also shown by an

explicit calculation; see eq.(18)) and therefore the sphaleron-like configuration is expected

to be realized at x0 = 0. Thus our expectation is that NCS = n + 1
2

is achieved at the time

slice x0 = 0.

In order to demonstrate that this is really the case, what we need is A′i|x0=0 ≡ A′i(0) and

F ′0i(0) ≡ ∂0A
′
i|x0=0 (equivalent to 1

2
εijkF

′
jk(0) under the self-duality). A′i(0) is given as

A′i(0) = i

[{
1

2r
+

r2 − λ2

2r(r2 + λ2)
cos 2θ0

}
e1i −

r2 − λ2

2r(r2 + λ2)
sin 2θ0 e

2
i + λ2

θ0
r(r2 + λ2)

e3i

]
(10)

with

θ0 =

(
n+

1

2

)
π

r√
r2 + λ2

. (11)

By use of ∂0θ|x0=0 = r
r2+λ2

, F ′0i(0) is known to take the following simple form

F ′0i(0) = 2i
λ2

(r2 + λ2)2
(
sin 2θ0 e

1
i + cos 2θ0 e

2
i + e3i

)
. (12)

As a useful formula, when Ai is written as Ai = i(αe1i + βe2i + γe3i ) in general,

εijkTr(AiAjAk) = 12(α2 + β2)γ. (13)

Though we skip the detail of the calculation, by use of this formula, one piece of NCS is

calculated to be

1

24π2

∫
d3x εijkTr

{
A′i(0)A′j(0)A′k(0)

}
=

11

15

(
n+

1

2

)
− 1

π2(n+ 1
2
)
. (14)

We also get another piece (by use of Tr(e1i e
1
i ) = Tr(e2i e

2
i ) = 4, Tr(e3i e

3
i ) = 2, etc.):

− 1

16π2

∫
d3x εijkTr{A′i(0)F ′jk(0)} =− 1

8π2

∫
d3x Tr{A′i(0)F ′0i(0)}

=
4

15

(
n+

1

2

)
+

1

π2(n+ 1
2
)
.

(15)

Combining these two pieces, we obtain

NCS = n+
1

2
, (16)
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as we anticipated. In particular, eq.(10) with θ0 = π
2

r√
r2+λ2

, corresponding to n = 0, is a

gauge field configuration with NCS = 1
2
, just as the well-known sphaleron is.

Unfortunately, however, this solution to the (Euclidean) equation of motion in ordinary

4D space-time faces an essential difficulty, when we regard it as the configuration to provide

the potential barrier to path through under the circumstance of finite temperature T , where

the transition probability between the vacua with NCS = n and n+ 1 is handled by a factor

e−
M
T , with M being the energy or “mass”possessed by the relevant field configuration.

Namely, the energy possessed by the slice at x0 = 0 of the instanton solution, though it

carries NCS = 1
2

(for n = 0), is not fixed but varies depending on the size of the instanton λ.

In fact, F0i derived from eq.(1) is easily calculated to be

F0i = 2i
λ2

(ρ2 + λ2)2
(e2i + e3i ), (17)

which leads (with the help of self-duality) to the energy

E = 2

(
− 1

g2

)∫
d3x Tr(F0i)

2 =
6π2

g2
λ4

(x20 + λ2)
5
2

, (18)

while the action of the instanton is easily seen, by the x0-integral of this result, to be

independent of λ: 8π2

g2
. Thus for the slice x0 = 0, its energy is 6π2

g2
1
λ
. Thus, the transition

probability between distinct vacua is λ-dependent and ill-defined. This problem may have

its origin in the fact that for the slice at x0 = 0, the infinity of 3D space has a topology of

S2 and the relevant homotopy becomes trivial, i.e. π2(SU(2)) = 0: the slice can be shrunk

to a trivial vacuum with Ai = 0.

3 The BPS monopole in the scenario of gauge-Higgs

unification as sphaleron-like solution

The problem discussed in the previous section may be resolved invoking the 5D gauge theory,

especially in the framework of gauge-Higgs unification (GHU), since now spatial infinity is

topologically S3 (not S2) and therefore the mapping into the gauge manifold is non-trivial:

π3(SU(2)) = Z or π3(S
2) = Z as in the case discussed in this section. Also, in contrast

to the case of 4D instanton solution, the extra space component of the gauge field Ay may

be regarded as an adjoint scalar field (Higgs fields) from 4D point of view, which makes

difference in the analysis.

In this section, by virtue of the characteristic feature of GHU, we can achieve analytic

construction of a sphaleron-like configuration, i.e. a static finite energy solution to the

equation of motion with NCS = 1
2
. The solution is actually a self-dual gauge field (in the

sense of spatial 4D including the extra dimension with gauge fields ( ~A,Ay), not ordinary

4D space-time). It is nothing but the “BPS saturated” ’t Hooft-Polyakov monopole (TPM)

[12, 13], called BPS monopole, although the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of the adjoint
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scalar field and therefore the mass of the monopole, which is left as a free parameter and

cannot be fixed in the original BPS monopole, is now found to be fixed and quantized in

this higher dimensional framework as we will see below, just as the action is quantized in

the case of ordinary 4D instanton. Thus the factor to describe the transition probability at

finite temperature between the distinct vacua is now well-defined.

Our model is just 5D SU(2) GHU model. For brevity, we ignore the potential term for

Ay, induced at the quantum level. This may be a reasonable assumption, as we are interested

in the classical solution of the gauge field, and also because the BPS monopole is achieved

in the limit of vanishing potential for the adjoint scalar. The extra dimension is assumed to

be a circle of radius R, whose coordinate is y (−πR ≤ y ≤ πR). The higher dimensional

gauge field is AM = (Aµ, Ay) (µ = 0, 1, 2, 3), whose extra space component Ay behaves as

an adjoint scalar field from 4D point of view. Namely, the adjoint scalar inevitably needed

in the construction of the BPS monopole is already built-in.

The action of the model to start with is

S =

∫
d4xdy

1

2g2
Tr
(
FMNF

MN
)

(M,N = µ, y (µ = 0, 1, 2, 3)), (19)

where we again use the notation that the AM corresponds to −igAM in the ordinary notation

and accordingly FMN = ∂MAN − ∂NAM + [AM , AN ]. Let us note that the combination gAM

does not depend on the space-time dimension: gAM = g4A
(4)
M , where g4, A

(4)
M are 4D gauge

coupling constant and gauge fields, respectively.

Since we are interested in a static sphaleron-like solution, we assume the gauge fields are

all x0-independent and A0 = 0 is understood. Then F0µ and F0y can be neglected and the

issue is the minimization of the Hamiltonian of the system, which contains only the spatial

components of the gauge field:

H =

∫
d3xdy H , H = − 1

2g2
Tr (FIJ)2 = − 1

4g2
Tr

[(
FIJ ± F̃IJ

)2
∓ 2FIJ F̃IJ

]
, (20)

where F̃IJ ≡ 1
2
εIJKLFKL (I, J,K, L = 1, 2, 3, y). Just as in the case of the instanton in ordi-

nary 4D space-time, for fixed winding number given by the integral of the term proportional

to FIJ F̃IJ , the minimum of the energy is realized by the “(anti-)self-dual”solution in the

(spatial) 4D space satisfying the self-duality condition:

FIJ = ±F̃IJ . (21)

Needless to say, such self-dual configuration of the gauge field is the solution to the equation

of motion automatically.

By the way, eq.(21) suggests the presence of “space-like instanton”which is y-dependent

and localizes in the 4D space (not 4D space-time), readily obtained by replacing A0 and x0

in eq.(1) by Ay and y, respectively, as long as λ is sufficiently small compared with R [17].

The relevant homotopy is π3(SU(2)) = Z just as in the case of 4D instanton.
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Here, let us focus on the low-energy effective theory of this model by concentrating

on the sector of y-independent Kaluza-Klein (KK) zero mode of the gauge field. Then

Fiy = DiAy (DiAy = ∂iAy + [Ai, Ay]), with DiAy corresponding to the gauge covariant

derivative of the adjoint “scalar”Ay from the viewpoint of the 3D space. Then the self-

duality condition eq.(21) now reads as

Fij = ±εijkDkAy. (22)

Interestingly, this turn out to be nothing but the BPS condition for the TPM, once Ay is

identified with an adjoint scalar [17]. The solution of eq.(22) is readily obtained by utilizing

the field configurations of the BPS monopole:
Ay = −iF (r)

gv

2
x̂iσi,

Ai = −iG(r)
1

r
εijkx̂j

σk
2

= iG(r)
1

2r
e1i ,

(23)

with F (∞) = G(∞) = 1 and F (0) = G(0) = 0 as the boundary conditions. The gauge

coupling constant g and the VEV v may be understood to be those for 4D space-time, if we

wish.

Since the vacuum state of this system, realized at the spatial infinity r → ∞, shows

the “hedgehog-type”field configuration proportional to the factor x̂iσi, with x̂i being the

coordinates to describe S2, here the relevant homotopy is π3(S
2) = Z. The condition eq.(22)

is equivalent to the following coupled differential equation{
gvF (1−G) = G′

gvr2F ′ = G(2−G)
,

(
F ′ =

dF

dr
, G′ =

dG

dr

)
(24)

whose solution is well-known: 
F (r) = coth(gvr)− 1

gvr
,

G(r) = 1− gvr

sinh(gvr)
.

(25)

Although these field configurations themselves belong to the y-independent KK zero

modes of the fields, y-dependence is expected to arise when we perform a y-dependent local

gauge transformation in order to eliminate Ay: Ay → A′y = 0. This is because the parameter

for the gauge transformation should be linear function of y, not periodic in y, since the KK

zero mode of Ay itself is y-independent. From the lesson we learnt in the previous section

for the example of 4D instanton, it would be reasonable to expect that, after the gauge

transformation, the slice at y = 0 of Ai has NCS = n+ 1
2
, with n being an integer.

We now show that this really is the case by use of concrete calculations. We first perform

a gauge transformation Ay → A′y = V −1AyV +V −1∂yV due to an unitary matrix V = eiθx̂i·σi .

It is easy to see that A′y = 0 is realized by choosing

θ = F (r)
gv

2

{
y +

(
n+

1

2

)
2πR

}
, (26)
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where the constant of integration (n+ 1
2
)2πR has been chosen so that the CS number changes

as NCS = n→ n+ 1 for y = −πR→ πR, as is shown below.

Though we skip the details of the calculation, the transformed gauge field A′i = V −1AiV +

V −1∂iV is obtained by a similar calculation to the one performed in the previous section for

the case of the instanton:

A′i =i

[
(G− 1) cos 2θ + 1

2r
e1i −

(G− 1) sin 2θ

2r
e2i + F ′

gv

2

{
y +

(
n+

1

2

)
2πR

}
e3i

]
=i

[
1

2

{
− gv

sinh(gvr)
cos 2θ +

1

r

}
e1i +

1

2

gv

sinh(gvr)
sin 2θ e2i

+

{
−(gv)2

1

sinh2(gvr)
+

1

r2

}
1

2

{
y +

(
n+

1

2

)
2πR

}
e3i

]
,

(27)

where
dθ

dr
= F ′

gv

2

{
y +

(
n+

1

2

)
2πR

}
. (28)

We will also need

F ′yi =
∂A′i
∂y

= i

[
−gv

2

F (G− 1)

r
(sin 2θ e1i + cos 2θ e2i ) +

gv

2
F ′ e3i

]
. (29)

3.1 The Chern-Simons number

We are now ready to calculate the CS number NCS:

NCS = − 1

16π2

∫
d3x εijk Tr

[
A′iF

′
jk −

2

3
A′iA

′
jA
′
k

]
. (30)

One piece of NCS is (referring to eq.(13))

1

24π2

∫
d3x εijk Tr

(
A′iA

′
jA
′
k

)
=

1

2π

∫ ∞
0

dr
[
(G− 1)2 + 1 + 2(G− 1) cos 2θ

]
· dθ
dr
,

(31)

and another one is

− 1

16π2

∫
d3x εijk Tr

(
A′iF

′
jk

)
= − 1

8π2

∫
d3x Tr

(
A′iF

′
yi

)
=− 1

2π

∫ ∞
0

dr

[
gvF (G− 1) sin 2θ − gvr2F ′dθ

dr

]
=

1

2π

∫ ∞
0

dr

[
G′ sin 2θ +G(2−G)

dθ

dr

]
,

(32)

where in the first line we relied on the self-duality of the gauge field and also the relations

eq.(24) have been used in the third line. Summing up these two pieces the integrand turns

out to be a total derivative, and by use of F (0) = 0, F (∞) = G(∞) = 1 and eq.(26),

NCS =
1

2π

∫ ∞
0

dr
d

dr
[(G− 1) sin 2θ + 2θ]

=
1

2π
gv

[
y +

(
n+

1

2

)
2πR

]
.

(33)
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For y = −πR, 0, πR, the CS number varies asNCS = (gvR)n, (gvR)(n+ 1
2
), (gvR)(n+1),

similarly to the change of the NCS for t = −∞, 0, ∞ in the case of ordinary 4D instanton.

Hence, for n = 0, the slice of this solution at y = 0 may be regarded as the sphaleron-like

solution, which carries NCS = 1
2
, once the VEV of Ay satisfies

v =
1

gR
. (34)

In the next subsection, we argue that in fact this condition is realized by the topological

nature of this self-dual gauge field.

We thus conclude that we have achieved the construction of the following analytic

sphaleron-like solution Asp
i (x), by setting y = 0 (also n = 0) and v = 1/(gR) in eq.(27)

Asp
i =i

1

2R

[{
− 1

sinh
(
r
R

) cos 2θ0 +
R

r

}
e1i +

1

sinh
(
r
R

) sin 2θ0 e
2
i

+ π

{
− 1

sinh2
(
r
R

) +

(
R

r

)2
}

e3i

]
,

(35)

with

θ0 =
π

2
F =

π

2

[
coth

( r
R

)
− R

r

]
. (36)

This solution has NCS = 1
2

independently of R.

So far we have been working in the gauge, in which A′y vanishes. Let us note that in this

gauge, though A′y vanishes, the y-dependence of A′i should be taken into account properly

in order to evaluate the contribution of F ′yi = ∂yA
′
i (see eq.(29)) to the energy (the mass) of

this sphaleron-like configuration properly. Thus A′i no longer belongs to the KK zero mode.

However, once we have learnt how to construct the 4D gauge field with NCS = 1
2
, we do

not have to insist on this gauge and we can take another one, in which 4D gauge field and

4D adjoint scalar coexist and both are y-independent, behaving as KK zero modes. We first

realize that eq.(35) is achieved by a gauge transformation from the original field Ai in eq.(23)

by an unitary matrix V0 = eiθ0x̂i·σi , where θ in eq.(26) is replaced from the beginning by θ0

given in eq.(36). So, we now consider the gauge transformation from the original fields Ai

and Ay in eq.(23) by the unitary matrix V0. As is stated above, Ai is transformed into Asp
i

given in eq.(35). On the other hand, concerning the 4D scalar field, now the transformed field

A′y does not vanish, since θ0 is y-independent, and actually is the same as the original field,

as is readily known from [V0, Ay] = 0. In this way, we are able to construct y-independent

sphaleron-like field configurations:

Asp
i =i

1

2R

[{
− 1

sinh( r
R

)
cos 2θ0 +

R

r

}
e1i +

1

sinh( r
R

)
sin 2θ0 e

2
i

+ π

{
− 1

sinh2( r
R

)
+

(
R

r

)2
}

e3i

]
,

Asp
y =Ay = −i 1

2R

[
coth

( r
R

)
− R

r

]
x̂iσi.

(37)
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Since Asp
i is exactly the same as the one in eq.(35), it of course carries NCS = 1

2
. Also the

mass of this configuration, i.e. Msp, does not depend on the gauge choice (see eq.(41)).

3.2 Topologically fixed vacuum expectation value and the mass of
the sphaleron-like solution

In the framework of the ordinary TPM, the strength of the VEV of the adjoint scalar, v, and

therefore the mass of the BPS monopole is left as an arbitrary parameter in the BPS limit.

In our discussion based on GHU, however, the sphaleron-like solution may be interpreted

as a self-dual gauge field in the 4D space, just as the instanton solution is in the 4D space-

time. Thus the sphaleron-like solution should carry the winding number 1, and therefore we

naturally expect that v and the mass possessed by this solution is topologically quantized.

Let us recall that the Hamiltonian of our system is given as (see eq.(20))

H =

∫
d3xdy H , H = − 1

2g2
Tr(FIJ)2, (38)

where −
∫
d3xdy 1

2
Tr(FIJ)2 should be quantized (with a winding number ν), just as in the

case of instanton:

−
∫
d3xdy

1

2
Tr (FIJ)2 = 8π2ν. (39)

Thus the energy of the topological configuration is now quantized as

E =
8π2

g2
ν =

4π

g24

1

R
ν, (40)

where g4 is the 4D gauge coupling constant. For ν = 1, this gives the mass of our sphaleron-

like solution:

Msp =
8π2

g2
=

4π

g24

1

R
. (41)

On the other hand, it is well-known that the mass of the BPS monopole is given by 4πv4
g4

(v4

denotes the VEV of the 4D field). Thus, comparing with eq.(41), we conclude

v4 =
1

g4R
, or v =

1

gR
, (42)

as we expected. It is interesting to note that the v determined by the radiatively induced

potential for Ay is just 1
gR

for SU(2) GHU model, a toy model for electro-weak unified GHU

[18].

The mass Msp given in eq.(41) is responsible for the Boltzmann factor to describe the

transition probability between distinct vacua under the circumstance of finite temperature.

If we naively assume that g4v4 ∼ 1
R
∼MW as in the electro-weak unified GHU, we can make

an estimation

Msp ∼
MW

α

(
α =

e2

4π

)
, (43)

which is of O(10) TeV.
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4 On the instability of the sphaleron-like solution

The sphaleron is a saddle point of the energy in the space of gauge field configurations.

Namely, the configuration is unstable and the energy decreases when the field configuration

gradually deforms along the direction, in which the NCS varies. In this section, we address

the question whether the sphaleron-like solution we constructed in the previous section also

may be regarded as a saddle point.

First let us note the importance of the boundary condition of the fields Ai and Ay in this

context of the argument. In the manipulation of eq.(20), the term FIJ F̃IJ in the Hamiltonian

density is well-known to be written as a total derivative. Thus its contribution to the energy

E of the system is given just by the boundary conditions of the fields at spatial infinity:

Ai(r = ∞), Ay(r = ∞). Since the remaining term in the Hamiltonian density is semi-

positive-definite, we easily find that any deformation of the fields from the sphaleron-like

solution eq.(37), for which the remaining term vanishes because of the self-duality, will only

increase the energy E. Namely, Hessian at the point of the sphaleron-like solution should

not have negative eigenvalue, as long as the boundary condition is fixed.

This situation may be understood concretely, by plugging eq.(23) into eq.(20), to get

E =
4π2R

g2

∫ ∞
0

dr

[
2G′2 +

G2(2−G)2

r2
+ g2v2

(
r2F ′2 + 2F 2(1−G)2

)]
=

4π2R

g2

∫ ∞
0

dr

[
2 (G′ − gv(1−G)F )

2

+

(
G(2−G)

r
− gvrF ′

)2

+ 2gv
d

dr
(G(2−G)F )

]
.

(44)

In this calculation, we have adopted the original fields given in eq.(23) instead of the gauge

transformed fields A′i,y, since the energy is gauge invariant. Under the BPS (or self-duality)

condition, eq.(24), only the last term of eq.(44) contributes to the energy, i.e. the mass of the

sphaleron-like solution Msp = 8π2Rv
g

= 4πv4
g4

, with the boundary conditions F (∞) = G(∞) =

1, F (0) = G(0) = 0 being taken into account. Thus, as long as the boundary conditions

Ai(r =∞), Ay(r =∞) are fixed, any deformation of F, G from the sphaleron-like solution,

eq.(37), does not reduce the energy.

Hence, assuming we keep the hedgehog-type field configuration as is shown in eq.(23), the

only possibility to reduce the energy will be to modify the boundary conditions of Ai, Ay

at spatial infinity r → ∞, especially that of Ay. Probably, the most simple example of

the boundary condition’s deformation is to replace the VEV v by a parameter-dependent

quantity v(µ) with µ being the parameter. One remark here is that in the scenario of GHU,

as was mentioned in the introduction, the potential of Ay (to be understood as a Higgs field),

V (Ay), is a periodic function with a period 2
gR

, since Ay has a physical meaning as the phase

of Wilson-line. We also note that V (Ay) is an even function of Ay, since our model is parity
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symmetric and Ay behaves as a pseudo-scalar field. Hence, for a constant a (0 ≤ a ≤ 1
gR

),

V

(
1

gR
+ a

)
= V

(
− 1

gR
− a
)

= V

(
1

gR
− a
)
. (45)

This means, together with the periodicity, V
(
Ay + 2

gR

)
= V (Ay), that the VEV v may be

restricted to the basic region, 0 ≤ v ≤ 1
gR

.

Taking into account the presence of such basic region, we choose the following parame-

terization

v(µ) = v cosµ
(
−π

2
≤ µ ≤ π

2

)
, (46)

so that v(0) = v = 1
gR
, v
(
±π

2

)
= 0: the parameter µ connects the sphaleron-like solution

with a trivial vacuum, Ai = Ay = 0 realized at µ = ±π
2
. Then what we should do is

just to replace v by v(µ) in eq.(23) and eq.(25). Since in the ordinary 4D space-time the

BPS condition, eq.(24), holds irrespectively of the specific value of v, such obtained field

configurations still satisfy the condition and therefore equations of motion as well. Now the

energy of the system is modified into

E =
8π2Rv(µ)

g
= Msp cosµ = cosµ

4π

g24

1

R
, (47)

which reaches its maximal value Msp at µ = 0 and decreases for µ 6= 0: such µ-dependent

deformation of Ai, Ay from the sphaleron-like solution, corresponding to µ = 0, is confirmed

to reduce the energy. It is interesting to note that the NCS also changes depending on the

parameter µ, as is seen from eq.(33) (for n = y = 0):

NCS =
1

2
gv(µ)R =

1

2
cosµ. (48)

Thus, the sphaleron-like solution may be regarded as a saddle point, where the energy

decreases according to the change of NCS, as we anticipated, while it gives the minimum

energy for a fixed winding number.

The situation may have some similarity to the case of the instanton in ordinary 4D

space-time, where the energy possessed by the instanton solution takes its maximal at t = 0

and also NCS deviates from 1
2

for t 6= 0, as we have already seen, though we do not intend

to regard the parameter µ as related to t, since we are interested in static solutions and

also because the equations of motion for gauge fields, now including A0 as well, should be

modified if time dependence is introduced.

In the example of field deformation discussed above, at µ = ±π
2

all fields just vanish:

Ai = Ay = 0, while what we expect as a trivial vacuum state is vanishing Ai and non-

vanishing constant Ay satisfying 1
2
TrA2

y = −
(
gv
2

)2
, say Ay = −igv

2
σ3 (which may be assumed

without loss of generality thanks to the global SU(2) gauge symmetry), rather than Ay = 0.

Therefore, we next attempt to deform the fields, not imposing the hedgehog type field

configuration, so that the deformation modifies the sphaleron-like solution with NCS = 1
2
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into the trivial vacuum Ai = 0, Ay = −igv
2
σ3 with NCS = 0. To be specific, we consider

a parameter-dependent deformation of the original field (before the gauge transformation)

of Ay given in eq.(23), by replacing the zenith angle θ in the spherical coordinate system

(r, θ, ϕ) by θ̃ = θ cosµ and r by r̃ = r
cosµ

(−π
2
≤ µ ≤ π

2
):

Ãy = −igv
2
F (r̃)(sin θ̃ cosϕ σ1 + sin θ̃ sinϕ σ2 + cos θ̃ σ3), (49)

which recovers the BPS monopole solution for µ = 0, while the case µ = ±π
2

corresponds to

the trivial vacuum Ãy = −igv
2
σ3, since θ̃ → 0 and r̃ →∞ (F (∞) = 1) for µ→ ±π

2
.

In order to determine the deformed vector potential Ãi, we first discuss the behavior of

the fields at spatial infinity r =∞, Ãy(∞) and Ãi(∞), and impose the condition that they

satisfy F̃iy = D̃iÃy = ∂iÃy + [Ãi, Ãy] = 0, with D̃i being understood as gauge covariant

derivative for the adjoint “scalar”Ãy. In the spherical coordinate system, the nabla vector

is well-known to be written as

~∇ = ~er
∂

∂r
+ ~eθ

1

r

∂

∂θ
+ ~eϕ

1

r sin θ

∂

∂ϕ
, (50)

where ~er = ~̂x, ~eθ, ~eϕ are unit vectors in the directions of r, θ, ϕ, respectively. Accordingly,

the vector potential of the BPS monopole solution ~A at spatial infinity, for instance, can be

written as
~A(∞) = ~erAr(∞) + ~eθ

1

r
Aθ(∞) + ~eϕ

1

r sin θ
Aϕ(∞), (51a)

where 
Ar(∞) = 0,

Aθ(∞) =
i

2
(− sinϕ σ1 + cosϕ σ2),

Aϕ(∞) =
i

2
sin θ(− cos θ cosϕ σ1 − cos θ sinϕ σ2 + sin θ σ3).

(51b)

~̃A is basically obtained by replacing θ in ~A by θ̃. In addition, by noting ∂
∂θ

= cosµ ∂
∂θ̃

, we

put additional factor cosµ for Ãθ:

~̃A = ~eθ
1

r
Ãθ + ~eϕ

1

r sin θ
Ãϕ, (52a)

where 
Ãθ =

i

2
G(r̃) cosµ (− sinϕ σ1 + cosϕ σ2),

Ãϕ =
i

2
G(r̃) sin θ̃(− cos θ̃ cosϕ σ1 − cos θ̃ sinϕ σ2 + sin θ̃ σ3).

(52b)

It is easy to see that ~̃A vanishes for µ = ±π
2
. It is also confirmed that ∂θÃy(∞) +[

Ãθ(∞), Ãy(∞)
]

= 0, ∂ϕÃy(∞) +
[
Ãϕ(∞), Ãy(∞)

]
= 0. Thus F̃iy = ∂iÃy +

[
Ãi, Ãy

]
vanishes as r → ∞, and therefore the calculated energy possessed by these modified fields

should be finite.
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In order to obtain the energy, we first calculate, say the “electric field”, Ẽi ≡ −F̃iy:

~̃E =− ~∇Ãy −
[
~̃A, Ãy

]
=i
gv

2

[
1

cosµ
F ′(sin θ̃ cosϕ σ1 + sin θ̃ sinϕ σ2 + cos θ̃ σ3) ~er

+ cosµ
F (1−G)

r
(cos θ̃ cosϕ σ1 + cos θ̃ sinϕ σ2 − sin θ̃ σ3) ~eθ

+
F (1−G)

r

sin θ̃

sin θ
(− sinϕ σ1 + cosϕ σ2) ~eϕ

]
,

(53)

where F ′ stands for F ′(r̃) ≡ dF (r̃)
dr̃

, not dF (r̃)
dr

. As expected, for r → ∞, ~̃E vanishes, in-

dependently of the value of cosµ, since G(∞) = 1, F ′(∞) = 0. Next the “magnetic

field”B̃i ≡ 1
2
εijkF̃jk is calculated (by use of the vector analysis in the spherical coordinate

system) to be

~̃B =~∇× ~̃A+
[
~̃A, ~̃A

]
=
i

2

[
cosµ

G(2−G)

r2
sin θ̃

sin θ
(sin θ̃ cosϕ σ1 + sin θ̃ sinϕ σ2 + cos θ̃ σ3) ~er

+
1

cosµ

G′

r

sin θ̃

sin θ
(cos θ̃ cosϕ σ1 + cos θ̃ sinϕ σ2 − sin θ̃ σ3) ~eθ

+
G′

r
(− sinϕ σ1 + cosϕ σ2) ~eϕ

]
.

Now the energy possessed by these field configurations is given as

E = −2πR

g2
Tr

[∫
d3x( ~̃E − ~̃B)2 − 2 lim

r→∞
r2
∫

sin θ dθdϕ Ãy
~̃B · ~er

]
, (54)

where we have used a relation Tr
(
~̃E · ~̃B

)
= −Tr

[
( ~̃DÃy) · ~̃B

]
= −Tr

[
~̃D ·
(
Ãy

~̃B
)]

= −~∇ ·

Tr
(
Ãy

~̃B
)

due to the Bianchi identity and the Gauss’s theorem, with the normal direction

being extracted as ÃyB̃n = Ãy
~̃B · ~er. Plugging eq.(49), eq.(53) and eq.(54) into eq.(54) and

by use of the relation eq.(24) (with r being replaced by r̃) and F (∞) = G(∞) = 1,

E =
4π2R

g2

∫ ∞
0

dr

∫ π
2

0

sin θ dθ

[
cos2 µ

(
1− sin θ̃

sin θ

)2
G2(2−G)2

r2

+ g2v2


(

1

cosµ

sin θ̃

sin θ
− cosµ

)2

+

(
1− sin θ̃

sin θ

)2
F 2(1−G)2

]

+
8π2R

g
v
[
1− cos

(π
2

cosµ
)]
,

(55)

where the integral is over the “northern hemisphere”(0 ≤ θ < π
2
) and then doubled, invoking

the parity symmetry of the theory. As we expected, the integral is finite, since F (∞) =
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G(∞) = 1, and we have succeeded in obtaining the finite energy deformation. Also, for µ = 0,

E just coincides with Msp = 8π2Rv
g

, while for µ → ±π
2
, E vanishes, since sin θ̃ ' θ̃ = θ cosµ

and G(r̃) = G(∞) = 1 in this limit.

Interestingly, without performing the integral explicitly in eq.(55), we can easily confirm

∂E

∂µ

∣∣∣∣
µ=0

= 0,
∂2E

∂µ2

∣∣∣∣
µ=0

= −4π3Rv

g
< 0, (56)

which implies that the sphaleron-like solution at least gives local maximum of the energy.

This argument can be further extended by rewriting eq.(55) as the sum of Msp and the

remaining terms. Namely, rewriting a piece of the surface term, −8π2R
g
v cos(π

2
cosµ), in a

form of the integral in the 4D bulk space, we obtain

E =Msp

+
4π2R

g2

∫ ∞
0

dr

∫ π
2

0

sin θ dθ

[{
cos2 µ

(
1 +

sin2 θ̃

sin2 θ

)
− 2 cosµ

}
G2(2−G)2

r2

+ g2v2

{
1 + cos2 µ+

sin2 θ̃

sin2 θ

(
1 +

1

cos2 µ

)
− 4

1

cosµ

}
F 2(1−G)2

]
,

(57)

where the pre-factor cos2 µ
(

1 + sin2 θ̃
sin2 θ

)
−2 cosµ in the second line is clearly negative-definite

for µ 6= 0. Also, the pre-factor 1 + cos2 µ + sin2 θ̃
sin2 θ

(
1 + 1

cos2 µ

)
− 4 1

cosµ
in the third line is

likely to be negative-definite for µ 6= 0, as it vanishes for µ = 0 and is approximated to be

−4 1
cosµ

< 0 for µ→ ±π
2
.

This expectation has been confirmed by numerical calculation. In Fig.4, we present the

result of the numerical calculation of E
Msp

as a function of the parameter µ for the range −π
2
≤

µ ≤ π
2
. Now it is apparent that the sphaleron-like solution we found, eq.(37), corresponding

to µ = 0, is the maximal point of the energy under the µ-dependent deformation of the

fields, while E vanishes for µ = ±π
2
, as we anticipated.

1.5 1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

μ

E/Msp

Figure 1: The behaviour of E
Msp

as a function of the parameter µ.
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Concerning the CS number NCS, for µ = 0, NCS = 1
2
, as Ã′i,y = Asp

i,y in this case. For

µ = ±π
2
,

Ã′y = Ãy =
(
−igv

2

)
σ3, Ã′i = 0, (58)

since Ãi = 0 and Ṽ = e−πRÃy is a constant matrix in this case, leading to NCS = 0. Hence,

we conclude that the sphaleron-like solution we found may be regarded as a saddle point of

energy, in which the energy decreases along the direction where NCS varies.

5 Summary and discussion

In this paper, invoking the framework of higher dimensional gauge theory, especially the

scenario of gauge-Higgs unification (GHU), we have analytically constructed a sphaleron-

like solution, i.e. a static finite energy solution to the equation of motion in the system

of SU(2) gauge field and adjoint scalar field (from the viewpoint of 4D space-time), whose

gauge field carries the Chern-Simons number NCS = 1
2
. The solution is based on the BPS

monopole solution, which in turn can be understood as a self-dual field in the 4D space (not

space-time) in the framework of 5D SU(2) GHU, once the extra space component of the

gauge field Ay is identified with the adjoint scalar needed for the construction of the ’t Hooft

Polyakov monopole [12, 13], and if we focus only on the sector of Kaluza-Klein (KK) zero

mode.

By virtue of such specific property as a self-dual field, which arises only when the BPS

monopole solution is embedded into the scenario of GHU, we achieve the construction of

gauge field configuration Ai (i = 1, 2, 3) with NCS = 1
2
. This is realized by making y-

dependent local gauge transformation in order to eliminate Ay and then taking the slice

at y = 0 of Ai, although we finally recover the adjoint scalar Ay by switching the gauge

transformation to the y-independent one. As a characteristic feature of this construction

invoking higher dimensional gauge theory, in clear contrast to the case of the ordinary BPS

monopole in the 3D space, the VEV of the adjoint scalar field is not an arbitrary parameter,

but is topologically fixed, just as the action of the self-dual gauge field in the 4D space-time,

such as instanton, is quantized. Thus, the mass of the sphaleron-like solution is fixed to

be Msp = 4π
g24

1
R

(g4: 4D gauge coupling constant, R: the radius of the circle as the extra

dimension). Therefore the transition probability between the vacua with different NCS at

finite temperature is predictable without uncertainty.

We also argued that the sphaleron-like solution we found may be regarded as a saddle

point of the energy in the space of the static field configurations. Namely, by adopting two

concrete examples of the parameter-dependent field deformation, we have shown that the

energy decreases along the direction, where the Chern-Simons number NCS varies, just as in

the case of ordinary instanton solution.

In order to apply the method of the analytic construction proposed in this paper for
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the system of the SU(2) gauge field and the Higgs doublet, in which the original sphaleron

solution was found [2], there remains an important issue to be settled. As far as the GHU

scenario is adopted, the scalar field inevitably belongs to the adjoint representation of the

gauge group, while the Higgs doublet of course belongs to the fundamental representation.

Such difficulty can be evaded once the gauge group is enlarged and the fundamental repre-

sentation of the original gauge group is identified with the “off-diagonal”generators of the

enlarged group. In fact, the minimal electro-weak unified SU(3) GHU model has been con-

structed [18], where the SU(3) symmetry is broken into the gauge symmetry of the standard

model, SU(2)×U(1), by adopting an orbifold S1/Z2 as the extra space. The KK zero modes

of the components of Ay, belonging to the broken generators, just behaves as the Higgs

doublet of the standard model. So it is an interesting possibility that the original sphaleron

solution can be reconstructed analytically in the framework of the SU(3) GHU with orbifold

extra space, though its investigation is beyond the scope of the present paper and we would

like to leave it for future research.
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