arXiv:0810.3732v1 [gr-gc] 21 Oct 2008

Newtonian perturbations and the
Einstein- Yang-Mills-dilaton equations

*

Todd A. Oliynyk f*
Department of Mathematical and Statistical Sciences
University of Alberta
Edmonton AB T6G 2G1

Abstract

In this paper we show that problem of proving the existence of a countable
number of solutions to the static spherically symmetric SU(2) Einstein-Yang-Mills-
dilaton (EYMd) equations can be reduced to proving the non-existence of solutions
to the linearized Yang-Mills-dilaton equations (1YMd) satisfying certain asymptotic
conditions. The reduction from a non-linear to a linear problem is achieved using
a Newtonian perturbation type argument.

1 Introduction

Unlike the four dimensional Yang-Mills (YM) equations which have no static solutions
of finite energy [9,10], the Euclidean SU(2) Yang-Mills-dilaton (YMd) equations were
shown numerically to possess a countably infinite sequence of static, globally regular,
spherically symmetric solutions [5,18]. Existence of these solutions was rigorously es-
tablished using shooting techniques in [15]. The dilaton play the role of an attractive
force which counterbalances the repulsive nature of the Yang-Mills fields and this makes
it possible for static solutions to exist on flat space. This is a simpler situation compared
to the more well known Bartnik-McKinnon (BK) static solutions in Einstein-Yang-Mills
(EYM) theory [4] where gravity is the counterbalancing force.

In the papers [6,19] it was found, again numerically, that the YMd solutions persist
when the Yang-Mills and dilaton fields are coupled to gravity. The result is a countably
infinite sequence of static, globally regular, spherically symmetric solutions to the SU(2)
Einstein-Yang-Mills-dilaton (EYMd) equations with the same qualitative behavior for
the Yang-Mills and dilaton fields as when gravity is absent. These solutions limit to the
BK solutions as the dilaton coupling constant goes to zero which helps to explain why
the Yang-Mills fields for the EYMd solutions have a similar behavior to the BK solutions
where there is no dilaton field.

In this paper we show that problem of proving the existence of a countably infinite
number of solutions to the static spherically symmetric SU(2) EYMd equations can be
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reduced to proving the non-existence of solutions to the linearized Yang-Mills-dilaton
equations (IYMd) satisfying certain asymptotic conditions. The reduction from a non-
linear to a linear problem is achieved using a Newtonian perturbation type argument.
Unfortunately, we have not been able exclude the possibility that there exists solutions
to the IYMd that satisfy the asymptotic conditions. The main reason for this is that the
YMd solutions obtained in [15] about which we linearize are unstable due to the presence
of a negative part of the spectrum for the IYMd operator. This means that one cannot
expect that a simple integration by parts argument will work to rule out solutions to
the linearized equations. Instead we have to directly analyze the linearized equations
which is difficult because we do not have much information about the YMd solutions
other than that they exist and some asymptotic behavior. However, we conjecture that
there does not exist solutions to the IYMd equations that satisfy the required asymptotic
conditions. If this were the case then we would have a full existence proof.

Although the static spherically symmetric solutions to the SU(2)-EYMd equations
are unstable, they may still be physically relevant as stringy generalizations of the BK
solutions which are very similar to sphalerons [11]. Indeed, sphalerons, which are unstable
static solutions of the classical equations for the bosonic sector of the electroweak theory,
are believed to be responsible for violations of the conservation of baryon numbers at
high temperatures [1,23]. Therefore, it is possible that the static EYMd solutions could
play a role in the violation of the conservation of baryon and lepton numbers at high
temperatures.

The Newtonian perturbation argument in the form that is employed in this paper was
developed by Lottermoser in [20] and subsequently used by Heilig to establish the exis-
tence of slowly rotating stars [16]. It was also used by the author to provide an existence
proof for the gravitating BPS monopole [22]. These results and the results of this paper
show that Newtonian perturbation method is a useful approach to take in investigating
the existence problem in general relativity for static or stationary matter models. In ad-
dition to establishing existence, the method also provides an analytic deformation from
a Newtonian solution to its general relativistic counterpart. The deformation parameter
can be interpreted as 1/c¢? where c is the speed of light. So a Taylor expansion in 1/c?
can be considered as a converging post-Newtonian expansion. In this way, the Newto-
nian perturbation argument can be thought of as the inverse of the Newtonian limit were
Newtonian solutions are obtained from general relativistic ones via the limit 1/¢? — 0.
An attractive feature of the method is that it produces solutions to the Einstein field
equations where the matter fields are uniformly close to the their corresponding Newto-
nian ones. This means that the properties of the Newtonian solution pass directly to the
corresponding relativistic solution.

The approach we take to establishing existence of static spherically symmetric solu-
tions is different from previous approaches which rely on the fact that in spherical sym-
metry the static Einstein equations reduce to ordinary differential equations to which
dynamical systems theory can be applied. The papers [7,24,25] which contain existence
proofs for the BK solutions in EYM theory exemplify the dynamical systems approach
to existence. The main advantage of our approach is that it is in principle not restricted
to spherical symmetry which is important considering that it is known, numerically at
least, that static axially symmetric solutions to the EYMd equations exist [17]. We note
that a large amount of work has been done on gravitating gauge fields both numerically
and analytically starting with the pioneering work of Bartnik and McKinnon. For a



comprehensive review see [26]

This paper is organized as follows: in section 2] we set up the equations in a form
suitable to use the Newtonian perturbation method while in section [3] we review the
theory of weighted Sobolev spaces. The Banach spaces for our field variables (i.e. the
dilaton field, gauge potential, and metric density) are set up in section [ and then in
section [0] the field equations are shown to be smooth on those spaces. In section [l we
discuss the YMd solutions of [15] and their asymptotic properties. Sections contain
the Newtonian perturbation argument. In these sections it is shown that if there are
no solutions to the IYMd equations satisfying certain asymptotic conditions then the
static spherically symmetric YMd solutions of [15] can be continued smoothly to static
spherically symmetric solutions of the full EYMd equations.

2 EYMd equations

For indexing of tensors and related quantities Greek indices, «, 3,7 etc., will always run
from 0 to 4 while Roman indices, i, j, k etc., will range from 1 to 3. We will use bold
letters such as x to denote points in R?, i.e. x = (2!, 22, 23).

Let g denote the Minkowski metric on R*. Fix a global coordinate system (z, 2!, 22, x3)
so that
Jap = diag(=A"1,1,1,1) (2.1)

where X is a dimensionless parameter. From the way A\ appears in the metric (Z.1]) it is
useful to regard \ as acting like 1/¢? in which case the limit A — 0 can be thought of as
an analogue of the Newtonian limit. Define g*° by (g°#) := (gap) ™" which gives

o o o

g% = diag(—\,1,1,1). (2.2)

Define the Minkowski metric density

o 1 (03
g*7 = |g|2g*"  where |g| := |det(gas)|- (2:3)

o o o o

Assume that g, is another metric defined on R*. Let (g°#) := (gop) ! and introduce
the density .
g% 1= gl g™ where |g| = |det(gus)|. (2.4)

Following Lottermoser [20], we form the tensor density

1
U = of _ gof 2.5
e %) (2.5)
which will be taken as our primary gravitational variable. Observe that the metric g*”
can be recovered from 4*# by

af _ af

1
g —9
varl

where g = g% + 4A24*8 and |g| = | det(g*?)].



Letting G be a fixed constant and A2G be the gravitational coupling constant, the
Einstein equations

Gap = 81N’ GTap (2.6)
can be written in terms of the density (23] as [20],
ATGP|T*? = AP + B*P 4+ 0P + D*F (2.7)
where
g% = Vg™, (2.8)
Gap = \/Xgaﬂ where - (gag) = (g“ﬂ ) (2.9)
g7 = Vag™? = g + 42U’ (2.10)

fap = VAap  where (gag) = (g*7) 7",
0 := Adet(g™?),
A =2 (58 8yp — Gpuliyw) (877877 — 50°7577) W 07,
B = AAGro (2§V(Otuﬁ)gypuﬁpﬁ - %ﬁaﬁuﬁpvump - ﬁwuaﬁy'yuﬁ(jp) ’
COP = AN (U P, — U PP )
DO i greB g, — 2@ g,
and T°? is the stress-energy tensor. Following [16], we choose harmonic coordinates
VoVe? =0, or equivalently 5.1""31[3 =0,
which allows us to write the full Einstein field equations as
U 5 =0, (2.17)
A GP|T*? = E*P (2.18)
where

BB .= gul’uaﬁ#w 4402 (uul/uaﬂﬂu + uaﬂuw”wj — 211“(“,”,,116)”)

+ AP 4 BB L 0P (2.19)

The equations (ZI8) will be called the reduced field equations.

It is important to recognize that for A > 0 the reduced field equations (2.I8) are
not equivalent to the Einstein field equations (26]) or equivalently (Z7). However, it is
shown in [16] §6 that if 7% 5 = 0 and (ZI8) can be solved and the stress-energy tensor
TP satisfies certain conditions then the harmonic condition @I7) will be automatically
satisfied. In this case, a solution to (ZI8]) will actually be a solution to the full Einstein
equation (2.6]).

We will let A = A,dz® denote the SU(2)-gauge potential and ¢ the dilaton field.
The SU(2) Yang-Mills-dilation equations are

D (e*"¥F,5) =0, (2.20)

4
VOV ot — ’}—dyemgaﬁg“%FaMFB» —0, (2.21)



where Dy (+) := Vq4(-) + [Aq, ] is the gauge covariant derivative, ¢y is the Yang-Mills
coupling constant, {4, x} is the dilaton coupling constants,

Fa,@ = A&a — AQ)B + [Aa, AB] (2.22)

is the gauge field strength, and (-|-) is an Ad-invariant, positive definite inner-product
on su(2). Multiplying [2:20) and 221) by /A|g| and A|g|, respectively, we find that

§° (Fapo = D Fus = Tl Fag + 260, Fap + [ Ay, Fag]) =0, (2.23)
—a Kby €2 y
g’ <¢,aﬂ —Th st — éY \/—g“ WIFB,)) =0, (2.24)

where the Christoffel I's, symbols are given by
U5, = 8" (2880 8vr — 88780r)U77 4 + 2M(Bar 05477 1) — 28654 1)) - (2.25)
The stress energy tensor is given by
T = %gd (gaugﬁuw W — %gaﬂguy'@[],u'@[],u) +
by e (g g™ g7 (Fuo |Fur) — 59" 977 9% (Fuo| Fur)) - (2.26)

Using the YMd equations ([220)-221)) , it is straightforward to verify that any YMd
solution satisfies
T8 5 =0 (2.27)

automatically, irrespective of the metric. Consequently, it will be enough to solve the
reduced field equations (2.I8) and the YMd equations (220)-(221) to obtain a solution
to the full EYMd field equations.
Let
TP .= 47 G| TP (2.28)

so that
T = 21Gly (8" w0 — 33P0 u0) +
KY K « V_OT UV SOT 5O
dnG—=e"" (55" 7T (Fuo |Fyr) — 38" 87757 (Fuo | Fur)) - (2.29)

il
2.1 Interpretation of solutions for varying A

Solving equations 2I7), @2I8), [220), and (22I) via the Newtonian perturbation
method will produce a 1-parameter family of solutions

{géﬁvAgad})\} A€ (OaA)
which will solve the EYMd equations

Gap = 81G\Tap Gy = NG, (2.30)
D (e*"¥F,5) =0, (2.31)
4
Vs = gy ) =0, (232



The maximum interval (0, A) for which the one parameter family of solutions is defined
will, in general, depend on the equations and the “Newtonian solution” (i.e. the singular
solution at A = 0) that is used to start the perturbation argument. We will not discuss
methods in this paper to estimate the size of A and therefore will have to consider the
size of A as unknown.

Equation (Z30) shows that the limit A — 0 is equivalent to the limit that the grav-
itational coupling constant Gy — 0. However, this is not the only interpretation of the
limit A — 0. Rescaling the fields as follows

gap = A "2g05, Aai=A), and =\

shows that {gap, Aa,?} solve the EYMd equations ([230)-([232) with the following
change of coupling constants

G)J-)G, éy'—)éy, édl—>€d, and H'—)Ii//\.

Thus the limit A — 0 can be also interpreted as the limit that the dilaton coupling
constant kK — co. We conclude there does not exist a unique interpretation of the limit
A — 0 and moreover only certain variables will be defined in the limit A — 0. In our
case, the variables that continue to be defined at A\ = 0 are the unscaled dilaton field v,
the gauge potential A, and the metric density {l,5. We stress that the metric gog does
not exist at A = 0.

Since we do not know the size of A, the Newtonian perturbation method does not
necessarily produce solutions for all possible values of the coupling constants. Consider
{G, 4, k, Ly} as a set of coupling constants in some fixed units for which we would like to
have a solution to the EYMd equations. If A > 1, then we could choose A = 1 and in that
case GG = G and we would have a solution to the EYMd equations for the fixed coupling
constants {G, €4, K, ly }. On the other hand, if A < 1 then G < G and we will have to be
satisfied with a solution to the EYMd equation where the gravitational coupling constant
is smaller than GG. As discussed above, we could rescale the metric and the dilaton field to
get a solution where G = GG provided that we change the dilaton coupling constant x to
k/A. Thus in general the solutions that the Newtonian perturbation methods produces
will have some restriction on the size of at least one of the coupling constants.

3 Weighted Sobolev Spaces

Let V denote a finite dimensional vector space with norm | - |.

Definition 3.1. The weighted Lesbegue space L} (R™, V'), 1 < p < oo, with weight 6 € R
is the set of all measurable maps from R™ to V in [} (R™ V) such that the norm

loc

1
p
</ |u|p05p”d"x) if p< 00
[ullp.s = 8

ess supgn (0~°|ul) if p=o0,

is finite. Here o(x) :=+/|z|> +1. If V =R then we write L§(R™) instead of L§(R™, V).



Definition 3.2. The weighted Sobolev space Wg’p(R",V), 1 <p<oo, k €Ny, with
weight § € R is the set

WiP(R™, V) == {u e E(R",V)|d'u e P

5_\1\(Rn,V) forall I:|I| <k}

with norm

koo = Y 10" ullpsir,

11|<k

[l

where I = (I1,Io,...,1,) is a multi-index and 8" := 8108 ---9l». If V =R then we
will write W]g’p(R") instead of ng’p(R”, V).

From the definition, it is clear that differentiation
9; : WyP(R™, V) — W51 P(R™, V) (3.1)

is a continuous linear map. Also from the definition and Holders inequality it is easy to
show (see also [2], proposition 1.2 (i) ) that if k; > k2 and §; < d2 then

WiHP(R™, V) € WP (R™, V). (3.2)

Finally, we note that the set C5°(R™, V) of smooth maps from R" to V with compact
support is dense in ng’p(R",V). As above, if V' = R then we write Cg°(R™) instead
of Cg°(R™, V). We will now state some results in weighted Sobolev spaces that will be
needed. For proofs see [2] and [§].

Lemma 3.3. If there exists a multiplication Vi X Vo — V3 (u,v) — w - v then the
corresponding multiplication

WESP(RY VA) x WESP(RY, Va) — WASP(RP,Va) ¢ (u,0) -
is bilinear and continuous if k1,ke > ks, ks < k1 + ka —n/p, and 61 + 52 < 03 .

Proof. See lemma 2.5 in [8] for the case p = 2. For all p this can be proved easily using
theorem 1.2 of [2]. O

Theorem 3.4. For § < 0 the Laplacian

n

A=) 07 WEP(R™, V) — WZ2P(R™,V)

J
Jj=1

is continuous and injective. Moreover if 2 —n < & < 0 then the Laplacian is an isomor-
phism. The inverse is given by

(A1) (x) = — / wy) gy (3.3)

(2 = n)wn Jrn [x —y|("=2
where wy, 18 the area of the unit sphere in R™.

Lemma 3.5. For k1 > ko, 01 < 02, and 1 < p < oo the embedding
Wf;ll’p(R”, V) — ng;’p(R", V) is compact.



As with the Sobolev spaces, we can define a weighted versions of the C**(R", V)
spaces. For a map u € CO(R3, V) and § € R, a > 0, let

(0,—6+a(x) Ju(z) — u(y)l) '

[ullgo.e == [lullcg + sup sup
s s zER™ 4|z—y|<o(z) |.’II - y|a

Using this norm we define the norm || - [| ;% in the usual way:

5

— I
lullgge o= 3 10" uloos -

[T|<k

So then

Cgﬁa(Rn, V):={ueCrR,V)| HuHC;,a <oo}.

4 Static spherically symmetric fields

We assume that all the fields are static and that 0y is a timelike hypersurface orthogonal
Killing vector field for the metric. Therefore JoU*® = 0, pAa = 0, Opt» = 0, and
W9 = 4% = 0. Since U*P is symmetric, i.e. U = 4P we define the following subspace
of the 4 by 4 matrices

Si={X = (X") € Myns | X’ =X " and X% =0} .

Then letting 4 = (4*#), 4 takes values in S. We will also assume that Ay = 0. Therefore
if we write the gauge potential A; as a 3-tuple A = (A7, A, As) then the gauge potential
A takes values in the space su(2)® which carries a norm |A[? := 2% | (4;|4;). Therefore
WEP(R3,S), WEP(R?) and W5P(R3,su(2)%) are appropriate functions spaces for the
static metric densities, dilaton fields, and gauge potentials, respectively.

In addition to being static, we will also assume that our fields are spherically sym-
metric. To define what we mean by spherical symmetry we first need to specify an action
of SO(3) on spacetime R*. We want SO(3) to act on the hypersurfaces orthogonal to
the timelike killing vector field dp. So using the matrix representation of SO(3) given by
SO(3) = {a € M3x3|a’ =a ! and det(a) = 1} we define a SO(3) action on spacetime
by @ : SO(3) x R* - R* : (a,(2°,x)) — ®,(2,x) := (2°,ax) where we are treating x
as a column vector and ax denotes matrix multiplication. We then get the induced ac-
tion on functions via pullbacks. Therefore SO(3) acts on the dilaton field 1(x) as follows
D, (1) (x) :=(a'x). Lifting the SO(3) action on spacetime to the tensor bundle, we get
the following action on the metric densities ®,(8)(x) := all(a'x)a’ where a := diag(1, a).
Let 680 (R3) denote the set of smooth SO(3)-invariant functions with compact support,
ie. CP(R?) := { v € CZ(R3) |9 = Batp for all a € SO(3) }. In other words, C°(R3) is
the set of radial functions on R3. Similarly, define

CP(R?,S) := {8 € CF(R?,S) |4 = D 4 for all a € SO(3) }.

In addition to being spherically symmetric, we will assume that our gauge potential
is purely magnetic. Choosing an appropriate gauge, the gauge potential can then be
written as [3]

Ai(x) = u(x)ed gt



where u(x) = u(|x|) and

1(0 1 10 —i 11 0
=\t 0)>™7 %G o) P72 \0 1)

is a basis for su(2). This form of the gauge potential is known as the Witten ansatz.
We then define the set of smooth static spherically symmetric purely magnetic gauge
potentials with compact support by

A= {A:R® = su(2)® | 4i(x) = u(x)e;? par; for some u € CF(R?) }.
Notice that every A € AS° satisfies

3
divA:=) 0;4; =0. (4.1)

Jj=1

So then the spherically symmetric Sobolev spaces we consider are

DfP == Cg°(R3) € WiP(R?), (4.2)
US? .= Ce(R3,S) ¢ WEP(R3,S), (4.3)
and
AP = A € WEP(R?, 5u(2)*). (4.4)
Because of ([4.]) we have
divA =0 forall Ae A%P (4.5)

by the density of AJ° in Alg’p and the continuity of differentiation (see (3.I))). Therefore
each A € Alg’p automatically satisfies the Coulomb gauge condition.
We now analyze the Laplacian A = Z;’:l 8]2 on the spherically symmetric spaces

E2)-@4).

Proposition 4.1. For —1 < § < 0 the Laplacian A : ’D?’p — ’D?;Q is an isomorphism.

Proof. Straightforward calculation shows that A(C°(R?)) ¢ Cg°(R3). Using formula
B3), it is not difficult to verify that if ¢y € C§°(R?) then ®,(A™1y) = A1y for all
a € SO(3). The proposition then follows from these two results and theorem 3.4 O

The next proposition is proved in the same fashion.
Proposition 4.2. For —1 < 6 < 0 the Laplacian A : L{f’p — L{f:g’p s an tsomorphism.

We will often use the following notation

r:=|x| and () = %

The next proposition is interesting because it shows that on the space of the spherically
symmetric gauge potentials, the Laplacian is invertible for a larger range of weights §



than one would expect from theorem [B.4l The reason for this is that the Laplacian
(see equation (6] below) acting on the space of spherically symmetric gauge potentials
is essentially equivalent to the Laplacian acting on the space of spherically symmetric
functions on R5. We note that this observation has also been used in [14] to construct
global solutions of the Yang-Mills equations on Minkowski spacetime.

Proposition 4.3. For —2 < § < 1, § # —1,0, the Laplacian A : A(Qg’p — Agg is an
isomorphism.

Proof. By definition of A, if A € AP then 4; = u(r)e pzkr; for some u € CF(R3).
So

AA; = <u”(r) + %u’(r)) it (4.6)

and hence A(A°) C A§°. Therefore A : Ag’p — Agfz is continuous by the density of
Ag° and the continuity of A : W3 (R3, su(2)%) — WoP, (R?, 5u(2)?).
Suppose A € A(Qg’p satisfies AA = 0. Then by elliptic regularity A € C* and hence
A; = u(r)e;yzFr; for some smooth function u(r) on [0,00) that satisfies (i) u(r) =
up + O(r?) as r — 0 for some constant ug and (ii) the differential equation
4

a’(r) + ;ﬂ’(r) =0.

However, the general solution to this equation is @(r) = ¢1 + cor~3 for some constants
c1, c2. This shows that u(r) = ug as u(r) is bounded near r = 0. So A;(z) = upe; y2*7;.
Any positive definite invariant product (-|-) on su(2) is given by (A4|B) = —2aTr(AB)
for some @ > 0. A short calculation then shows that |e;7,2%7;|? = 2ar?. Using this we
find that |A(x)| = v2a|ug|r. This shows that A € A?"p for 6 < 1 only if ugp = 0. This
establishes that ker A|A§,p =0ford < 1.

It follows from theorem 1.10 in [2] that A : W3 (R3, su(2)?) — WOP,(R?, 5u(2)?) has
closed range for —2 < § < 1 and § # —1,0. This implies that A : Ag’p — Ag’p also has
closed range for the same values of 6. With respect to the pairing (A4, B) = [(A|B)d®x the
Laplacian has a formal adjoint A* = A. Since Wy, (R?,5u(2)%)* = WE*{’Lé(R3,5u(2)3)
where p’ = p/(p — 1), it follows from propositions 1.6 and 1.14 of [2] that kerA* C
Wflp ' s(R3,5u(2)). Therefore the arguments in the previous paragraph show that

dim cokerA| 2., = dimkerA[ 2, =0 (4.7)

for —2 < 6 < 1. Hence A is an isomorphism for § # 0, —1 and —2 < § < 1. O

5 Yang-Mills-dilaton solutions

To employ the Newtonian perturbation method, we need static solutions to the Euclidean
YMd equations

Aa - %emaﬁaklmmﬂ% —0, (5.1)
5 (0L FY + 2kF) Opa + Wi, F}{]) = 0. (5.2)

10



Assuming that « is a function of r only and

Wi(r) == w(TT)Q_ €'k Tj, (5.3)

the YMd equations (E1))-(E2) become
w” = —2ka’w’ + %;21)10 : (5.4)
(r*a/) = %ezm (w’2 + 7(11}22;21)2) : (5.5)

It is easy to check that

0 = 7\/@{\/@7" an a(r) == 2ra 7\/@{\/@7"
w(r)._w< N > d a(r):=2 < N >

satisfy ([@.4)-(E3) with £ = 1/2 and 4kfy /€q = 1. Therefore, we can, without any loss of
generality, consider the equations

W' = —a'w + (w2 — 1)10 (5 6)
r? ’ '
2 _ 1 2
(r2a) = e (w/2 + %) _ (5.7)

We note that these equations have a scaling symmetry. To be precise, if (w(r), a(r)) is
a solution then
wa(r) == w(e??r) ag:=a(?*r) -3 (5.8)

will also solve the equations for any 5 € R.
The next theorem provides the existence of an infinite number of solutions to (B.6])-

D).

Theorem 5.1. [theorem 1, [15]] There exists a sequence n = 1,2,3,... of analytic so-
lutions (wn (1), an(r)) to the YMd equations (50)-(B1) defined on (0,00) such that wy,

has precisely n zeros and lim,_,oc wy (1) = (=1)™.

Remark 5.2. It is also established in [15] that the solutions (wy (1), an(r)) from theorem
[51] satisfy the following

1. limy 00 (1) = const,
2. Jw| <1, w), € o(r7') and o, = O(r=2) as r — oo,
3. wn(r) and a,(r) are analytic in a neighborhood of r =0 and
wnzl—ﬁnrz—l—O(?A) asrT— 0
for a constant B, > 0.

4. wl, is either strictly positive or negative for r large enough.

11



By using the scaling transformation (B.8), we can assume lim, o a, (1) =0 .

These are the solutions that we will use to start our perturbation argument. However,
for these solutions to be useful for our purposes we will need more information about
their large r behavior. The required information is contained in the next proposition.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose (w(r),a(r)) is a solution to the flat YMd equations (G5.0)-
(1) defined on (0,00) that satisfies |w(r)] < 1 for all r € (0,00), lim~ow'(r) = 0,
lim, o0 w(r) =1 orlim, o w(r) = —1, lim, o0 a(r) =0, w’ = o(1/r) and o/ = O(r~2)
as r — co. Furthermore, suppose that there exist a R > 0 such that w'(r),w(r) > 0 or
w'(r),w(r) <0 for all 7 > R. Then for any € € (0,1): w” = O(r=2¢71), w’ = O(r—2°),
w—1orw+1=0@r"2"), o =0r"3), and a = O(r~1) as r — oco.

Proof. Define
ui=1—-w

and ) ,
1—
Y ouw + 2

Zy = " Yo

Note that
O<u(r)<1l Vre(0,00)

as Jw| < 1 on (0,00). Also note that Z can be written as

/

v, W
Zi_T+u :|:T1/2.

Lemma 5.4. If w'(r),w(r) > 0 (w'(r),w(r) < 0) for r > R and there exist a R* > R
such that Z(r) <0 (Z_(r) <0) for all v > R* thenw' = O(r~2) asr — oo .

Proof. We only prove the case where w'(r) and w(r) are both positive for sufficiently
large . The other case can be handled using similar arguments. Since w(r) > 0 for
r>R, Z.(r) <0 for r > R* implies that

1 u’

- <-—— Vr>R*
r m

as u > 0. Integrating this expression between R* and r yields
r u(R*)
I (£) <1 ,
R ( ufr) )

u(r) < ¢ Vr>R* (5.9)
r

or equivalently

where C' = u(R*)VR*. Note that (5.6) can be written (e®w’)’ = —r~2wu. Then for
r > R*, integration yields

My (r) = /T %dp (since Thj& ey’ (1) = 0)
e
<[ o (by (G3) and Ju] < 1)
201
=33
The result then follows since w'(r) > 0 for r > R and lim,_, o a(r) = 0. O
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Lemma 5.5. If w'(r),w(r) > 0 (w'(r),w(r) <0) for r > R and there exists a R* > R
such that Zy(r) >0 (Z_(r) > 0)for all 7 > R* then for any € € (0,1) w’ = O(r—2).

Proof. Again, we only prove the case where w'(r) and w(r) are both positive for suffi-
ciently large r, with the other cases following from similar arguments. Since lim; w(r) =
1 there exists a R > R* such that w(r) > 0 for all r > R. Therefore, Z4(r) > 0 for
r > R* implies that

w(l—w?) 2w  ww

T2 — r +m>0 VT‘ZR

as w’ > 0 for all r > R. It then follows from (56l that

2ww’ ww'’ -
Yr>R.

" r 0
W —aw > T - W =
Fix € € (0,1). As lim, o w(r) = 1, there exists a R, > R such that w(r) > /e for all
r > R.. Thus

2¢ w’
1 /.00 /
—w —aw > 711) - W

Note that in deriving this inequality we have also used |w| < 1. Dividing (&I0) by w’
yields

Vr>R.. (5.10)

w” 2¢ 1

/
- _ - >
w’> a—f—T 9,3/2 Vr>R..

Integrating gives

In (“;’)ffif) > a(r) — a(R.) +1In ((}%)2> _ \/;_6 Vr> R,

and hence s
! a(r) ,2R_
, w' (R, )e®(M ek 1
w'(r) < ( (i) o7 Vr>R,.
The proof then follows as lim, o a(r) = 0 and w'(r) > 0 for all r > R.. O

Lemma 5.6.
w' = O0(r~%€)  for any e € (0,1).

Proof. We need to consider two cases, namely w’(r),w(r) > 0 and w'(r), w(r) < 0 for r >
R. We will prove the lemma assuming that w'(r),w(r) > 0 for r > R with the other case
following from similar arguments. We may assume that there exists a sequence {r, }°°
such that R <1 <719 <713 < ..., limy 300y = 00, and Zy(r,) =0 n =1,2,3,...
because otherwise we are done by lemmas [5.4] and From (5.0, it is easy to verify
that u = 1 — w? satisfies

2 2
"= %u—2|w'|2+2wa'w’ : (5.11)
r
Define ,
wu 3 «
f(?”) = 2|w'|2 + T_2 + (W + m - 2wa') w . (512)

13



Since o/ = O(r~2), |w| < 1, and w’(r) > 0 for all » > R, there exists a R > R such that

f(r)>0 Yr>R

Choose m € N large enough so that

Fm > R
By definition of the r, we have
/
Zo(rm) = ) () 4 20m) g
T'm T'm
Consider the following initial value problem
v 2 n 3w dw wu

VTRV T e T ae T

V(rm) = ulrm) V' (rm) =4 (rm) .
From (&I1) and (EI6) we see that

(v—u)"= T%(v —w?w) + f(r).

(5.13)

(5.14)

(5.15)

(5.16)
(5.17)

(5.18)

Then |w| < 1, I12), EI13), I7), and (GI8) imply that (v — u)”(ry) > 0. Therefore

there exists an o > 0 such that v'(r) > «/(r) for r,, <r < r,; + o and hence v(r) > u(r)
for rp, <r <1y, +o. Let v be the first r greater than r, for which ¢'(r) = «/(r). Using

v(re) > u(ry), lw| <1, EI2), EI3), and BIF), we see that (v — v)”(r.) > 0 which

contradicts v’ (r.) = '(r.). Therefore v/(r) > «'(r) for all r > r,, which implies that

L—w(r)? <v(r) VYr>ry.
The general solution to (5.18)) is

Cy

V= —
r

1 T
+ Cor? — ;/ p' 2w (p)dp .

m

where C7 and Cs are arbitrary constants. So then

1 /
Gy (E—i—v’—f— v )

T3 \r rl/2

and hence

Cy = (“(Tm) () + w;;:;?)> by GI7)

Therefore o Lo
1—w2(7“)§—1——/ p 2w (p)dp N>, .
T ™ Jo

14
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As w’ = o(r~1) it is easy to see that there exists a C' > 0 such that

C

1—w2(7") S m

Vr>rm.

Using the same arguments as in lemma [54] it follows from this inequality that w' =
O(r—3/2). Using this back in (5.21]) we see that

C
1—w2(7“)§—E Vor>r,
r

for any € € (0,1). Again using the arguments from lemma [5.4] we get that w’ = O(r~2¢)
for any € € (0,1). O

Since lim, o w(r) = 1, we have 1 — w(r) = froo w’(p)dp and hence

1w < [ W, (5.22)

But w’ = O(r~2¢) by lemma [5.6] and hence 1 — w(r) = O(r=2t!) by (5.22). Writing

EH) as
(w—1)(w+ 1w

2
we see that w” = O(r=2¢71) since |w| < 1, w’ = O(r=%9), 1 — w(r) = O(r~2*1), and
o = 0(r=?). Using (5.7), lim, oo a(r) = 0o, and similar arguments, it is straightforward
to show that a = O(r~1) and o’ = O(r2). O

1 /A
w = —aw +

(5.23)

We can now use the previous proposition to show that the gauge potential and its
corresponding field arising from the solutions in theorem [E.1]lie in certain weighted spaces.

Proposition 5.7. Suppose (w(r),a(r)) is one of the solutions from theorem 51l If W,
is given by (B3) for a =1,2,3, Wy =0, and

FYs = 0aWs — 0aWs + [Wa, W] (5.24)
then W, € Ag;p Jorany 6, > —1,1 < p < oo and F))}; € Wg;p(R?’,su@)) for any 62 > —2,
1<p<oo.
Proof. A short calculation shows that non-zero components of F o% are

! k.l 2 _ 1
Fz‘;V = €ijk [wT(r) (5’” — xr—f) + wT;vkxl] 7. (5.25)

The proof then follows directly from theorem 5.1 proposition 5.3l formulas (5.3]), (5.23),
and the definition of the spaces A?’p, Wg;p(R?’,su(Q)?’). O

1

Remark 5.8. For the remainder of this report we will always assume that (w(r), a(r))
is one of the solutions to the Fuclidean Yang-Mills-dilaton equations [@0)-(&1) from

theorem (B.1]).
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5.1 Solutions of the linearized Yang-Mills equations

As will be seen later in section [, the main obstacle to having a complete proof of the
existence of EYMd solutions is that we do not yet have a complete understanding of the
solutions to the IYMd equations

2
-1
v 4 P'w + oV — %v =0, (5.26)
r
2 _ 1 2 2 1

(T2¢/)/ —e” (w’2 + %) ¢ — 2e” (U/’Ul + %wv) = 0, (527)

that satisfy the boundary conditions
v(r) =0(r?*) and ¢(r) =0(1) asr— 0. (5.28)

Using the fact that w(r) and a(r) are analytic in a neighborhood and that w(r) =
1—Br?2+0(r*) and a(r) = O(1) asr — 0 (see remark[5.2)) , it can be shown using theorem
5.0.6 of [21] that there are exactly two C? linearly independent solutions (v1(r), ¢1(r))

and (v2(r), ¢2(r)) to (B26)- (E2T) which satisfy the boundary conditions (5.28). The
solutions are uniquely determined by the their expansions near r = 0:

vi(r) = =Br* +0(rY)  ¢1(r) = =14+ 0(r?) (5.29)
and
va(r) = =12+ O(rY)  éa(r) = O(r?) (5.30)

as r — 0. It also follows from theorem 5.0.6 of [21] that the solutions are analytic in a
neighborhood of r = 0. This coupled with the fact that (w(r), a(r)) are analytic for r > 0
implies that the solutions (v1(r), ¢1(r)) and (ve(r), ¢2(r)) are also analytic for r > 0.

The following lemma shows that we can exactly determine the solution (v (r), ¢1(r)).
Lemma 5.9. , ,

o1(r) = §a’(r) -1 wv(r)= §w'(7°) (5.31)

Proof. From (5.8) we see that ws(r) = w(e®/?r) and ag = a(e®/?r) — B defines a 1-
parameter family of solutions passing through the solution (w(r), a(r)). Therefore,

v(r) = 5_[3 ﬂzowﬂ(r) = gw’(r) and  ¢(r) := j_ﬁ B:OQB(T) = ga’(r) -1

must satisfy the linearized equations (0.20)-(E.27). The fact that this solution satisfies
(5.29) follows from the expansions w(r) = 1 — Br? + O(r*) and a(r) = O(1). O

The fall of conditions for w(r) and «(r) as r — oo imply that

lim (v1(r), ¢1(r)) = (0,-1). (5.32)

T—00

At the present, we do not have a understanding of the asymptotic behavior of r — oo for
the solution (va(r), ¢2(r)). This is the main obstacle in our having a complete existence
proof. However, we conjecture that

i Jva(r)] + |¢2(r)] = oo (5.33)
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If this were not true, then there would exist a bounded solution to the IYMd equations.
It would then be natural to expect that there exists a 1-parameter family of bounded
solutions to the YMd equations which when differentiated gives rise to the bounded
IYMd solution. As shown above, this is how the solution (vi(r), ¢1(r)) arises. We note,
however, that numerical evidence does not support the existence of 1-parameter families
of bounded solutions that pass through the YMd solutions from theorem [E.] other that
the family that arises via scaling (5.8]). These solutions appear to be unique up to scaling.

The difficulty in proving (5.33)) is that even though (B.26])-([527) are linear equations,
we do not have very much information about the coefficients because they depend on the
functions w(r) and ¢(r) of which we know very little. This makes it difficult to determine
the behavior of the solution (v (r), ¢2(r)). However, we will show in the following sections
how to prove existence of solutions to the EYMd equations under the assumption that

BE33) is true.

6 Differentiability of the field equations

In this section we establish that the reduced field equations and the YMd equations
define differentiable maps. In fact they define analytic maps. Before we proceed we first
introduce some definitions.
Let L (B1, B2) denote the Banach space of k-linear and continuous maps from the
Banach space B into By with norm
1Tl 2o (Br,Bs) = sup{ | T (@1, - -, 2i) B, | sup{ll21llmy, - [l2wllB } < 1}

Definition 6.1. Let X; and X2 be Banach spaces and let U be an open subset of X;.
A map T : U — Vs is said to be analytic if for each x € U there exists a R > 0 and a
sequence Ty, € L (X1, X2) of k-linear symmetric maps such that

Z Rk”TkHﬁk(Xl,Xz) <0
k=0

and

T(y) = ZTk(y—x,...,y—:v) for all y with ||y — z||x, < R.
k=0

We use C*(U, X2) to denote the set of all the analytic maps from U to X.
An open ball in a Banach space X will be denoted by

Bx(z;R) :={y e X||z —yl|x <R}
We then have the following useful proposition:

Proposition 6.2. Suppose u € C”(Bgn(0; R),R) satisfies u(0) = 0. Furthermore, sup-
pose X is a commutative Banach algebra where C is any constant such that ||zy||x <
Cllzllxllyllx for all x,y € X. Then the map

R — 1
a: X —)X:(xl,...,xn)»—>Zﬁ(afu(()))xil,..xfln
|T]=1

is of class C*(Bx(0;p)", X) for p=R/C.
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Note that

-2 0 0 0
_ 0 100
aBy
@=10 010 (6.1)
0 0 0 1
so that
0 0 0 O
_ 01 00
af .
(% )|>\:0_ 0 0 1 0 (6.2)
0 0 01

As in [16], we define for any weakly differentiable map u

_ Oqu  for aa#0
o . qaf — a
= % |)\:0u’6 a { 0 fora=0

We now collect some results from [16] concerning the analyticity of various quantities
involving the density &l.

Proposition 6.3. [Proposition 3.10, [16]] Suppose p > 3/2 and —1 < 6 < 0. Then for
any R > 0 there exists a A > 0 such that the following maps are of class C*:

(_Aa A) X BWE’P(RSS) (07 R) — Wg.’p(RaS) : (Av‘u) — (gaﬁ - ﬁaﬂ)

o

(=2, A) X Bz s )(0; R) = WiP(R%,S) © (\4) = (§ap — Bap)

and
(=A,A) X By ga g (0 R) — W2P(R?) (A 8) — 0|92 —1
for q=-3,-2,—1,1,2. Moreover, the following expansions are valid
P —1= -4\ + 0N\, Vo—1=-22U"+0()\?),
1

5= AU + 0N2),  (Gag — ap) = —ANE269UY + O(N?).

Proposition 6.4. [Proposition 6.2, [16]] Suppose p > 3 and —1 < § < 0. Then for any
R > 0 there exists a A > 0 such that the Christoffel symbols

Byt (=AA) X BW?”(]R?’,S) (0; R) — W}sﬂ (R?)
are of class C* for all a, B,y =0,1,2,3. Moreover, the following expansion is valid
By = %’Y’)\:O +0(\)
where

FO‘| U0 ifB=~y=0and a#0
Byix=0 "1 0 otherwise
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Proposition 6.5. Suppose p > 3 and —1 < § < 0. Then for any R > 0 there exists a A
such that the map

(B =) : (=M, A) X Byyeo zs ) (0 R) — WAPL(R3,S) = (A 4U) = (B — AyeP)
is of class C* where E*® is defined by @19). Moreover,
Da(E — A)(0,40) - 68 = (6400 80F 4 6800800 — gof| | 60074 ).

Proof. The proof of this proposition is contained in the proof of proposition 4.2 in [16].

O
Let
_ gy 62mﬁ _
T2 = g (g — DF ip, — ¥ mE ) | 6.3
g < o aB K gd \/Wg < ,LL| B > ( )
and
Ti =8 (Fajw — Th Fuj — T4 Foy + 2600, Foj + [Ay, Fojl) (6.4)

The YMd equations are then T' = (T}) = 0 and T? = 0. Note that the Yang-Mills

equation le- = 0 appears to be missing a component. However, due to our assumption

that the fields a static and spherically symmetric it follows that F,o = 0 and I‘fo =0 and

hence that § = 0 component of the Yang-Mills equation ([2:23)) is automatically satisfied.
We will split the gauge potential A and the dilaton field ¢ as follows

A(z) =W (r) + Y(z) = Wy (r)dz® + Yo (x)dz® (6.5)

and
P(x) = alr) + &(x) (6.6)
where W, (r) = 6ir=2(w(r) — 1)e;/kz%r; and and a(r) are to be considered as fized.
Recall that we are assuming that (w(r),a(r)) is one of the solutions to the Euclidean

Yang-Mills-dilaton equations from theorem Bl Under the splitting (63]), the gauge
potential decomposes as

Fug = Fs + Fog + [Ya, Wa] + [Wa, Y3] (6.7)

where 'V is defined by (5.24) and
FYy = 0aYs — 05Yo + [Ya, Y] . (6.8)

Note that only Fiz and F, O% define field strengths. The quantity FY, 5 does not define a
field strength as Y, does not transform as a gauge potential under gauge transformations.

Proposition 6.6. Suppose —2 > > —1 and p > 3. Then for any R > 0 and o, 5,7 =
0,1,2,3 the following maps are C*

BW?‘p(R3,5u(2)3)(O; R) — W(lsfl(Rsvsu(2)) : (S/}) = FOZB )

and

BW}?(RB,gu(z)S)(O;R) - ng2(R3,5u(2)) 2 (Y)) = [Aa, Fel,
where Ay and Fug are given by the formula ([65) and (€7), respectively.
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Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of lemma and proposition (.71 O

Proposition 6.7. Suppose p > 3 and —1 < 61 < 0 and —2 < 69 < —1. Then for any
R > 0 there exists a A > 0 such that the map

T : (_A,A) X BW?’IP(R?’,S) (07 R) X BW?;)(RS,EU.(2)3)(O; R) X BW?IP(R3)(O7 R)
— WGP, (R?) x WP ,(R?,su(2)%) : (A 8,Y,6) — (Y1, 7%)
is of class C*.

Proof. Follows easily from lemma and propositions [6.2] [6.3] [6.4] and O

Proposition 6.8. Suppose p > 3 and —1 < 61 < 0 and —2 < d9 < —1. Then for any
R > 0 there exists A > 0 and € > 0 such that the maps

T : (—A,A) X BWE’ZD(R?’,S) (O, R) X BW?’p(RS,Eu(Q)S)(O; R) X BWE,;D(R?,)(O; R)
1 2 1

. WLP

01—(24¢€) (]Rsu S) : ()‘7117 Kg) — (Taﬂ)

and

T: (—A, A) X BWE’T’(RS,S) (O, R) X BW?’:D(R?’,EU.(2)3)(O; R) X BW?F(]RS)(O; R)
1 2 1
— Wil 040 (R%S) + (WY€) — (T)

1~ (24€)
are of class C*.
Proof. Follows easily from lemma and propositions 6.2} [6.3] and O

We now prove spherically symmetric versions of propositions 6.5 [6.7] and [6.8

Proposition 6.9. Suppose p > 3 and —1 < § < 0. Then for any R > 0 there exists a A
such that the map

(B =) (=AA) x By (0;R) — UOP o (A U) = (B — AYeP)
is of class C*. Moreover,

Do (E _ A)(/\,ﬂ) Lo = (51100,&&00,6 + &uOO,BuOO,a _ ﬁaﬁ |>\205‘u00,'yu00ﬁ) .
Proof. Given R, let A be determined as in proposition[6.5l By straightforward calculation
it can be shown that if & € C5°(R3,S) N BW?P(Rs)S) (0; R) then
(E — A)(4) € C(R3,S). Consequently (E — A) (68°(R3,S) N Byzr(gs s) (O;R)) C
Cg°(R3,S). Therefore (E—A) (Bug,p (0; R)) C USP, by the density of Cg°(R3,S) in Uuz»

for n € R, and continuity of the map (E — A) by proposition The proposition now
follows from proposition O
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Proposition 6.10. Suppose p > 3 and —1 < d; < 0 and —2 < d2 < —1. Then for any
R > 0 there exists a A > 0 such that the map

T:(—AA) x Bugl,p (0; R) x BA§‘2P (0; R) x Bpg,lp (0; R)
— AP, x DYP L L (WAL YL E) s (T, 1)
is of class C*.

Proof. As in the proof of proposition [6.9] straightforward calculation shows that if
e C(O)O(R3,S) N BW?"’(RS,S)(O;R)’ Y € ./480 n BW?;(R?’,ELL(Q)?’)(O;R) and 5 S CSO(R3) N

BW?P(R;g)(O;R) then T(Y,a) € CP(R?) N C? x A N C2. We then argue in the same
manner as proposition O

Proposition 6.11. Suppose p > 3 and —1 < 01 < 0 and —2 < d2 < —1. Then for any
R > 0 there exists A > 0 and € > 0 such that the maps

T:(—AA) x Bugl,p (0; R) x BA?; (0; R) x Bpgip (0; R)

_>u§£1i(2+€) D (MY E) — (Taﬁ)

and

T:(—AA) X Bugl,p (0; R) x BA?; (0; R) x BD?iP (0; R)

— U e ALY E) s (TF)
are of class C”.
Proof. See the proofs of propositions and O

From (32) and propositions FL.2] and [6.11] we get the following:

Proposition 6.12. Suppose —1 < §; < 0, =2 < d9 < —1 and p > 3. Then for any
R > 0 there exists a A > 0 such that

5 (<A, A) X By (03 R) X B g2 (0 ) X Bpaoo (0 ) — uzp
D (AU Y8 e (U — ATHTP — (B2P — AuP)})
1s of class C*.
From the definition of Z it is clear that the reduced field equations (217 are equivalent
to==0.
7 Solving the reduced field equations
We now employ the same method as in [16] to find solutions to the reduced field equations.

Namely, we first solve the reduced equations for A = 0, and then use an implicit function
argument to show that there exist a solution for A small enough.
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71 A=0

Assume —1 < §; < 0, =2 < d2 < —1, p > 3 and for fixed R > 0 let A > 0 be as in
proposition [6.121 From the expansions in proposition and ([2.10) we see that

00, (00,83 1saf 0012
af INTCE: — 4000 y008 4 250 |gradU® > if a # 0,6 # 0
E ‘AZO = AT { 0 otherwise ’ (7.1)
and
Toz6|)\:0 :27TG€d <<QO¢MEBU) 1/} #1/} L, — % < aﬁg,uu) 1/}1#1#7”) +
o o A=0 o A=0
AmGly eV <<ﬁaugﬁy m) (Fuo|Fur) = % <ﬁ'wﬁm-ﬁa5) <FuU|FlIT>) .
o o o A=0 o o o A=0
Therefore Ny
o =0, TY|,_,=0, and TY| _ =4rGT",
where

N .. L .
T =104 (6% japy — 26T 5K 4 pap ) +
EYeQH’l/J (5ik5lm5jn <Fkl |an> _ %5ij5kl§mn <ka |F‘ln>)
is the stress-energy tensor for the Euclidean YMd equations on R3. So then
AHOQ =0
2(0,4,Y,§) =0 <= ALY =0 N
AT = §(00,15(00,5 %5ij|gradﬂ00|2 +4nGTY

The first equation AYU% = 0 can be interpreted as the Newtonian gravitational equation

for the gravitational potential 4°° [20]. The vanishing of the mass density (7| o =0)

decouples the Newtonian potential from the YMd fields in the limit A — 0. For other

matter fields such as perfect fluids, this decoupling does not occur as 7’00‘ yeo 70 [16,20].
The invertibility of the Laplacian (Theorem [B4) then implies that

. . N ..
U0 =0, 4% =0, and UY =4xGATITY (7.2)

solve Z(0,4 Y, ) =0 for any Y € BA?’P(()? R) and £ € Bp2s (0; R).
2 1

7.2 AN£0

Proposition 7.1. Suppose —1 < §; <0, =2 < d2 < —1, and p > 3. Then there exists a
A>0,e>0 and a C™ map

s (A, A) X Bz (05€) X Bpaw(0:¢) = Us” = (A Y,€) = U\, Y, €) = (U7 (A, Y, €))

such that 2\, (N, Y,€),Y,€) = 0 for all (\,Y,€) € (—A,A) x Bz (05¢€) x Bpg,p(O;e).
2 1
Moreover, i satisfies U°°(0,0,0) = 0, D2U%(0,0,0) = 0, and D34%°(0,0,0) = 0.
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Proof. Fix R > 0 and let A > 0 be chosen so that the maps =, F — A and T are
of class C¥ which we can do by propositions [6.9] [6.11] and Then we can solve
Z(0,4,0,0) = 0 by ([T2). Let £k, denote the solution. Note that £ = 0 by ([T2). So
Do(E — A)(A, Up) = 0 by proposition ([6.9). From the expansions in proposition [6.3] and
formula [2.I0)) it follows that D37(0,Up,0,0) = 0. Therefore from the definition of = it
is clear that

Dy=(0, 415, 0,0) = T 120 (7.3)

and hence by the implicit function theorem there exists a A > 0, € > 0, and a C* map
U (=8, A8) X B g2 (05€) X Bpaw(0:6) = Us” = (\Y,€) = U\, Y, €) = (U7 (A, Y, €))
2 1
such that R
EAUA Y)Y, ) =0 (7.4)
for all (\,Y,&) € (A, A) x B e (05€) x Bpg,p(O; €). Differentiating (4] with respect to
2 1
Y and using (T3] we find

D,41%°(0,0,0) = —D3E%(0, 44, 0,0) . (7.5)
But
D3 (N 4,Y, ) - 6Y = ( —47GA™! { %em (ﬁ““ﬁ"”ﬁ‘” [<5FWIFW>+
(FaloFr)] = 30 F)a55) |
where

5F0¢3 = 0,0Y3 — 8ﬁ5Ya + [5YQ,Y5] + [Ya, 5Yg] + [0Y,, Wg] + [Wa, 5Y5] (7.6)

and F,g is given by the formula (6.7). Setting A = 0 we get, by (2.10), (6.2), and the
expansions of proposition B3] that DeZ0(0, 4y, 0,0) = 0. Therefore D2£(9°(0,0,0) = 0
by ([F). Similar calculations show that D34(%°(0,0,0) = 0. O

8 Solving the YMd equations

Suppose —1 < 81 <0, =2 < d < —1, p > 3 and let A, € and &l be as in proposition [71]
Then by the results of propositions [6.10 and [Z.1] the map

T: (A A) X B (05€) X Bpas(0i¢) = DG, x A, (8.1)
defined by A .
TAY,§) =T\ U Y, §),Y,§) (82)

is C°°. Define R X
3y (A Y, 6) =TG5, (AU Y ).

Then (2.25), [2I0), [@2), the expansions of proposition [6.3] and proposition [Z.1] show
that
1'9.(0,0,0) = 0, D519, (0,0,0) = 0 and D, 1'% (0,0,0) = 0.
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Using this result along with (2I0), @H), [6.2]), and the expansions of proposition [6.3]
we find after straightforward calculation that

12(0,0,0) = Ao — %e“%ija“m%ﬂ% (8.3)
11(0,0,0) = (6 (0c F)Y + 26F) Opex + [W,,, F 1)) (8.4)

and

D>T'(0,0,0) - 6Y = (AGY; + 6™ ([6Y;, 0x W]
+[W;,060Y;] + 26F (8Y )ijOna + [0Y, FY 1+ Wi, F(6Y)i5])) s (8.5)

D31(0,0,0) - 6¢ = (260 F}Y 9,.6¢) , (8.6)
D272(0,0,0) - Y = —2%62“%“5“@53|f(5y)jl> : (8.7)
D3T2(0,0,0) - 6 = AJE — 2ﬁ%5§e%a5ij5“ (FWIFYY, (8.8)

where
F(6Y)ap 1= 0a0Y5 — 050Y + [0Ya, W] + [W,, 6Y5]. (8.9)

Observe that R A
11(0,0,0) =0 and 7Y2(0,0,0)=0 (8.10)

since (W, ) satisfies (G.1)-([G.2)).

We can collect (8H)-(B.8) into a single matrix expression
oY A 0) (Y oY
#(a)= (0 8) (o) +x () o)
K, K
K = 11 12) 7
(K21 Ky

Ky - 6Y = (6% ([0Y;, 0xW,] + [W;, 0k6Y]

where

and

+ 26F (8 )ijOpax + [6Yi, )Y ] + [W, F(8Y )i5])) (8.12)
Ky - 66 := (266 FV 0,6¢) | (8.13)
Ky - 0Y = _2”%62““5“5“@?|f(5Y)jl> : (8.14)
d
Koy - 66 := —2,@%5&2““5%“@%}?]% . (8.15)
d

In order to use the implicit function theorem we need that
. A3%p 2,p 0,p 0,p
K : A52 x Dy, —>A52_2 x Dsl g

is an isomorphism. As the next result shows, it will be enough to establish that ker IC =

{0}.
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Proposition 8.1. ker K = {0} if and only if K is an isomorphism.

Proof. Since —2 < d2 < —1 and —1 < §; < 0, there exist and € > 0 such that K(Agf X
Dg;p) C A};;p_(%é) XID;;p—(He) by lemmal3.3l But the embedding A};;p_(%é) XID;iP—@—i—e) —
Ag;’: 9 X ’Dgfi , is compact by lemma [3.5 and hence K : Ag;p X ’D?;p — Agi 5 X Dgi’: 5 I8
compact. As A @ A : A?;;p X D?;p — Ag;p_ 5 X Dg;p_ , is an isomorphism by propositions
41 and 3 it follows by compactness of K that Index (A ® A+ K) = 0 and the proof
is complete. O

The difficulty in proving that ker C = {0} lies with the fact that the spectrum of
K contains both a (strictly) negative and positive component. The negative part of the
spectrum accounts for the well known instability of the Yang-Mills-dilaton solutions. It
also means that one cannot expect that ker X = {0} can be proved by a integration by
parts argument.

Proposition 8.2. If (&33) is valid, then
K o AZP x D3P — AYP, x DYP,
is an isomorphism.

Proof. Suppose (8Y,6§) € Agf X D?;p is a solution to

K <‘?g> —0. (8.16)

We observe that K is uniformly elliptic and has C*° coeflicients since W and a are
C* by (BI)). Therefore by elliptic regularity, see [13] theorem 9.19 or [12] theorem 3.6,
§Y € C™® N AP and 66 € C* N D;P. Letting

=06 and JY; = vi—;ﬂ)eijkxkrj,
shows that (v(r),¢(r)) satisfy the equations (5.26)-(E27). Also since §Y and 6¢ are
smooth it follows that v(r) and ¢(r) satisfy the boundary condition (5:28)). From our
discussion in section 5.1l we know that there must exist constant c¢; ¢ = 1,2, 3,4 such that
v(r) = c1v1(r)+cova(r) and ¢(r) = c3p1(r)+cspa(r). Assuming that vy (r) satisfies (533)
it then follows from (5.32)) that §¢ ¢ Dgip and §Y ¢ Ag;p and hence ker £ = {0}. O

We are now ready to solve the YMd equations.

Proposition 8.3. Suppose —1 < §;1 <0, =2 <y < =1, p> 3 and let A and € be as in
@I). If (w(r),a(r)) is one of the solutions from theorem (B.) of the Euclidean YMd
equations (BI)-E2) and (&33) holds then there exists A € (0,A) and two C™ maps

V(A A) = BAg,p(O;E) and & :(—=A,A) = Bpe.os, (0s¢)

such that Y(0) = 0, £(0) = 0 and T\, Y (A),E(N) = 0 for all X € (A, A).

Proof. Because K : Ag;p X Dg;p — Agi 5 X ’Dgfi , is an isomorphism by propositions
we can apply the implicit functions theorem to get the desired result. o

25



9 Solving the EYMd field equations

By the propositions [[.T] and B3] we can solve the reduced field equations (2I8)) and the
YMd equations (223)-(224). Using the following result of Heilig [16], we will see that
this solution will actually be a solution to the full EYMd equations.

Proposition 9.1. [proposition 6.1, [16]] Suppose —1 < 6 < 0, p > 3, and A > 0.
Furthermore, suppose

T:[0,A] = W2, (R, S*) N CH(R?,S%) : A s (T0F)
and
$0:0,A] = W2P(R3,S?) = A (U57)

are two continuous maps such that for every A € [0,A] : ()\,ﬂ‘;‘ﬂ,Tfﬂ) s a solution to
the reduced field equations [Z17, VT3P = 0, and 8,T" e Byor (g3 (0, R) for some
—2

R > 0 independent of A and «, 3,7y. Then there exists a constant Ae (0, A] such that
BatlS? =0 for all A € [0,A].

We are now ready to show that to each one of the Euclidean YMd solutions (wy, (1), an (7))
n=1,2,3,... from theorem [5.] for which (5.32)) holds, there exists a solution to the full
EYMd equations.

Theorem 9.2. Suppose —1 < 61 < 0, =2 < 02 < 1, p > 3 and let (wy(r), dn(r))
be one of the solutions to the Fuclidean Yang-Mills-dilaton equations from theorem [51l.
If condition (B33) holds for the solution (wy(r),a(r)) then there exist a A > 0 and
C maps & ¢ [-AA] = Us? 0 A= (WGF) LY [FAA] - ATP 0 X e (V)
,and € 2 [—A A — Dg;p © A = & such that (Y°,€%) = (0,0) and for any \ €
(0, A (A,MiB,A’\ =W" 4+ Y ¢ = a, + &) is a C? solution to the EYMd equations
@), @23), and 224)). Moreover, the solution is static, spherically symmetric, and
asymptotically flat.

Proof. Let (wy, ay,) be one of the solutions to the Euclidean YMd equations from theorem
Bl and let W2 = §ir=2(w,(r) — 1)e;/ pak7j. If we assume that (5.33) holds for the
solution (w, (1), an(r) then by propositions [Z.1] and there exists a A > 0 and C™
maps 4 : [-A,A] = U3, 0 X = (UY0), Y s [AA] > ATP 0 XA = (Y2) ), and
€ [=AA] = DFP o A €A such that (Y°,£%) = (0,0), and

EAUA),Y(A),6N) =0, T(AUR), Y (A),£(A) =0

for all A € (—=A,A). To reduce notation, we will often write i, Y and & instead of ily,
Y?, and €*.

Lemma 9.3. There exists a A* € (0,A] such that A> = W™ + Y ¢ = o, + € € C?
for all A € (—A*, A¥).
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Proof. Let Bg C R? be an open ball of radius R centered at the origin. Then %, v 4,
UB YB Ay, A s € WHP(BR), where recall that A = W" +Y and ¢ = a,, + €. As
WP (Bg) is a Banach algebra, we have

ap _ Kby

J = T8 = == (FaulFap) € W' (BR)

h=(h;) = (@ (T4, Fuj + T, Fau — 2610 Faj — [Ay, Faj]) ) € WHP(Bg, R?),

g7 = 0" +4X°U7 € W'P(Bg)
Q™ = (Q™) == (6™ + 4N2u™®)sl — AN2U*51) € WP (B, Msys)

and hence f,h;,g", Q™*!; € C%1=3/P(BR) by the Sobolev embedding theorem. Notice
that YMd equations T(\,LU(N), Y (A),£(X)) = 0 can be written as

By the weighted Sobolev inequality, [2] theorem 1.2 (v), the embedding W};;p (R3,S3) —
Cgl’lfg/p(Ria,Sz%) is continuous and hence the map (—A,A) — 021,173/;9(1&3783) DA
U(X) is continuous. Therefore there exists a A* € (0, A) such that the operators §*/d;;
and Q97 are uniformly elliptic with coefficients in 021,173/;9(1&3) for all A € [—A*, A*].
By elliptic regularity, A;‘ = Wj—l—Yj)‘ and Y = a+9* are in C*(Bg) for all A € [—A*, A*].
As A* is independent of R the result follows. O

It follows immediately from equation (2.27), proposition [6.8, and the above lemma
that the hypotheses of proposition are satisfied. Therefore we conclude that there
exist a constant A € (0, A*] such that

Bl =0 (9.1)

for all A € [0, f\] This implies that the full EYMd equations are equivalent to = = 0 and
T =0 and hence (), iy, AN = W + YA o = a + &) satisfy the EYMd equations for all
A e (0,A]

Using (@), the reduced field equations = = 0 can be written as

gija?juaﬁ — Haﬁ

where H*? = —A%% — Bof — C*F 1 47 G|0|T*#. We can then argue as in lemma to
conclude that 4 € C2. (|

10 Conclusion

In this paper we have shown how to reduce the existence problem for static spherically
symmetric solutions to the SU(2) EYMd equations to that of proving the non-existence
of solutions to the IYMd equations by using a Newtonian perturbation argument. We
conjectured that solutions to the IYMd equations satisfy (5.33) and showed that if this
is true then there exists a countably infinite number of static spherically symmetric
solutions.
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Numerically it has been found that the EYMd equations also admit static axially
symmetric solutions [17]. There is nothing in principle from generalizing the results of
this paper to the non-spherically symmetric case. To make progress in the non-spherically
symmetric case a PDE proof that the [YMd equations have only the trivial solution would
be needed. However, as discussed in this paper, even in the spherically symmetric case,
this is a difficult problem and would represent a significant advance. The other main
problem would be to try and prove that static axially symmetric solutions to the YMd
equations exist. Even though this problem would be much simpler than proving the
existence of solutions to the full EYMd equations it still represents an extremely difficult
problem.
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