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Abstract

In this work, we analyze the coset space dimensional reduction scheme to con-
struct pure Yang–Mills fields on maximally symmetric spacetimes given as cylin-
ders over cosets. Particular cases of foliations using Hn, dSn and AdSn slices as
non-compact symmetric spaces are solved, compared to previous results in the
literature, and generalized in a structured fashion. Coupling to General Rela-
tivity in FLRW-type universes is introduced via the cosmological scale factor.
For the hyperbolic slicing, the dynamics of the Einstein–Yang–Mills system is
analytically solved and discussed. Finally, we generalize the analysis to warped
foliations of the cylinders, which enlarge the range of possible spacetimes while
also introducing a Hubble friction-like term in the equation of motion for the
Yang–Mills field.ar
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1 Introduction and summary

The Yang–Mills (YM) equation, as a set of non-linear partial differential equations, is, in general, rather
difficult to solve analytically. Therefore, methods allowing one to construct its solutions may play a
crucial role in obtaining a better understanding of the properties of non-abelian gauge theories. One
common approach to constructing such analytic solutions is to simplify the problem by imposing ad-
ditional symmetry conditions on the gauge field, frequently related to the structure of the underlying
spacetime at hand, thus possibly reducing the degrees of freedom of the Yang–Mills system.

In particular, if the underlying spacetime consists partially of a Lie group or cosets thereof, the addi-
tional structure introduced by the group’s presence can be used to simplify the situation. Such approaches
have found applications again quite recently. For example, in [1], four-dimensional de Sitter space dS4

was foliated with spacelike S3 ∼= SU(2) slices to obtain, through conformal invariance of Yang–Mills
theory in four dimensions, an infinite basis of knotted electromagnetic solutions on Minkowski space,
generalizing the celebrated Hopf–Rañada solution [2]. Another instance of this is the case where the
spacetime again is a cylinder over a Lie group M ∼= R×G, but now invariance of the gauge field under
the natural G-action on M is imposed. In these cases, the Yang–Mills equation reduces to a system
of ordinary, albeit still non-linear, matrix differential equations, sometimes with the number of degrees
of freedom reducing to one. Multiple instances of this were, for example, used to construct analytic
solutions on four-dimensional (anti-)de Sitter space (and hence by conformal invariance on Minkowski
space) in [3–5]. Especially the case M ∼= R× SU(2) saw applications related to cosmology and the
electroweak epoch, where the Yang–Mills field was coupled to the scale factor of Friedmann–Lemâıtre–
Robertson–Walker-type (FLRW) closed geometry [6–9]. Another related approach is an example of the
coset space dimensional reduction (CSDR) scheme [10], where G-invariant Yang–Mills fields are consid-
ered on a spacetime which is foliated with cosets of G, that is, M ∼= R × G/H, where H is some Lie
subgroup of G. Recent applications of this approach include, for example, [11–14]. Especially in [13], the
n+1-dimensional de Sitter space dSn+1 was foliated using warped cylinders over Sn written as cosets of
the orthogonal-, unitary-, and spin-groups; the first one, Sn ∼= SO(n+ 1)/SO(n) also being a symmetric
space. Also, non-compact cosets, and hence structure groups, made an appearance in [7] to construct
SO(1, 3) invariant solutions on Minkowski space by gluing solutions together, each part obtained on
cylinders where different subgroups were modded out of the Lorentz group.

In this work, we consider the CSDR scheme applied both to straight R × G/H as well as warped
R×aG/H cylinders over (non-compact) symmetric spaces, where a is a warping function. In particular,
we also consider pure Yang–Mills theory with gauge group G with the cosets G/H being hyperbolic space
Hn ∼= SO(1, n)/SO(n), de Sitter space dSn ∼= SO(1, n)/SO(1, n − 1), and anti-de Sitter space AdSn ∼=
SO(2, n − 1)/SO(1, n − 1). The general treatment and geometrical construction for straight cylinders
is developed at the beginning of Section 2, where it will already become clear that, for the cases here
considered, the dynamics of the gauge field reduce to that of a one-dimensional Newtonian particle
subject to a quartic potential. After that, we derive the reduced Lagrangians and equations of motion
for the three at hand. We naturally find that the complementary case of Sn ∼= SO(n+1)/SO(n) discussed
in [13] fits neatly into the results obtained for the three non-compact cosets, which we will from there
on out be able to include into all later considerations. Subsequently, we compute a closed expression
for the energy-momentum tensor of these scenarios, revealing their perfect fluid structure for the two
Riemannian slicings at hand. Finally, we give the analytic solutions to the equations of motion for the
three systems, as they reduce to the dynamics of a Newtonian particle moving in an inverted or non-
inverted double well. In Section 3, we couple the R×H3 case to gravity by considering an FLRW-type
open hyperbolic cosmology. This is in analogy with the previous considerations of the R× SU(2) case
mentioned above. Naturally, the conformal invariance of Yang–Mills theory in four dimensions simplifies
the Einstein–Yang–Mills system to a one-way coupling which in the end amounts to the Wheeler-DeWitt
constraint, hence allowing us to solve the system analytically. In Section 4, we generalize our CSDR
setup to warped cylinders R ×a G/H. We show that the introduction of such a warping results in the
addition of a Hubble-friction term in the equation of motion for the analog particle. A hyperbolic slicing
of AdSn+1 is briefly discussed and compared to the aforementioned spherical slicing of dSn+1 as a simple
example of the developments above derived.



2 CSDR on non-compact symmetric spaces

2.1 Geometrical setup

Coset space dimensional reduction of Yang–Mills theories can be formulated in a variety of ways. Here
we consider pure Yang–Mills theory with a principal G bundle P = G ×M with a Lorentzian cylinder
M = R × G/H over a symmetric space G/H as the base space. To begin our discussion, let us briefly
review the geometrical construction of this setting.

Given a Lie group G and a closed (Lie-)subgroup H ⊂ G, we define the coset space M̃ := G/H. Let
g and h ⊂ g be the Lie algebras of G and H respectively. We then denote the Killing form on g as

K(X,Y ) := εK tr(adX ◦ adY ) ≡ εKtradj(XY ) , X, Y ∈ g , (2.1)

where we have introduced a factor εK = ±1 to adjust the overall sign of K. It can be used to remove
a sign ambiguity which arises when we work with semi-simple groups G, that is, with indefinite Killing
forms. As we will work with symmetric spaces, and thus reductive ones, we are able to decompose the
Lie algebra g into Killing-orthogonal parts

g = h⊕m (2.2)

with the properties

[h, h] ⊂ h , [h,m] ⊂ m , and [m,m] ⊂ h . (2.3)

Moving on, let {IA} = {Iα}∪{Ia} be an orthogonal basis of g, such that span{Iα} = h and span{Ia} = m.
We choose these bases in such a way that

K(IA, IB) = εK Dn η̃AB , (2.4)

where Dn is some normalization depending on the dimension n := dim(m) of the coset, and where

η̃AB :=
tradj(IAIB)

|tradj(IAIB)|
= η̃αβ ⊕ η̃ab (2.5)

is the normalized diagonal version of tradj(IAIB). Now let {êA} = {êα} ∪ {êa} ⊂ Ω1(G) be the corre-
sponding basis of left invariant one-forms on G.1 With these, we get the Cartan–Killing metric on G
via

g(CK) = η̃AB ê
A ⊗ êB . (2.6)

Turning our attention to the coset, let σ : G/H → G be a (possibly local) section and consider the
pullbacks eA := σ∗êA ∈ Ω1(G/H). Since dim(G/H) = dim(G) − dim(H) = dim(m), they will be
linearly dependent, with the {ea} forming a basis on the coset such that eα = χαbe

b for some functions
χαb ∈ Ω0(G/H). Choosing the section appropriately, we obtain the ‘canonical’ left-invariant (pseudo-
)Riemannian metric on the coset via

gM̃ = η̃ab e
a ⊗ eb . (2.7)

We remark that the orthonormality of the forms on the coset imply the first Cartan structure equation

dea + ωab ∧ eb = 0 , (2.8)

where ωab is the Levi–Civita connection form, whilst the left invariance of the forms on G implies the
Maurer–Cartan equations both on G and on the coset,

deA = −1

2
f A
BC eB ∧ eC . (2.9)

Due to the fact that G/H is symmetric, the equation above decomposes into two sets of independent
equations. Both of these properties together can be used to express the Levi–Civita connection ωab on
G/H, and thus all related curvature quantities such as the Riemann tensor, the Ricci tensor, and the

1That is, the dual basis to the left invariant vector fields ÊA generated by left translation of the IA.
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Ricci scalar purely in terms of the structure constants f A
BC and of the functions χαb.

With the geometric structure of the coset laid down, let us now define our spacetime as the flat
cylinder M := R×G/H. For the metric on M , we consider a Lorentzian product metric

g := εg g̃µν e
µ ⊗ eν = εg (g̃00 e

0 ⊗ e0 + η̃ab e
a ⊗ eb) , (2.10)

where e0 ≡ eu := du, with u ∈ R, is the foliation parameter and g̃00 = ±1 is chosen depending on
the signature of η̃ab. If the coset metric η̃ab is already Lorentzian, the foliation parameter will then be
space-like. Otherwise, it will be time-like. We again introduce a factor εg = ±1 to keep track of the
overall sign of g. With the spacetime M , we then consider the principal G bundle P = G×M to develop
a gauge theory over M .

We can expand both the gauge field A ∈ Ω1(M, g) and its field strength F = dA+A∧A ∈ Ω2(M, g)
in terms of the basis defined above such that

A = Aa ea and F = F0a e
0 ∧ ea +

1

2
Fab ea ∧ eb , (2.11)

where we chose to work on the ‘temporal’ gauge A0 ≡ 0, which we will keep throughout this work. As
we are working in a foliation over a reductive coset space, imposing left G-invariance on the gauge field
yields [10]

A = Iα e
α +Xa(u)︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈m

ea (2.12)

together with the constraint

[Iα, Xa(u)] = f b
αaXb(u) , (2.13)

that is, that the components Xa(u) lie in the adjoint representation adj(h)|m of the subalgebra on the
orthogonal complement2. The constraint is solved by introducing a ‘scalar’ degree of freedom φi(u) for
each irreducible representation Ri of ad(h)|m = R =

⊕
iRi. This is accomplished by first changing the

basis {Ia} into new sub-bases
⊕

i{Īai}, which block-diagonalize the representations, then scaling each
sub-basis with φi(u) and finally transforming back to obtain the Xa(u). Notice that this will in general
imply that the Xa(u) will mix generators from different irreps (see e.g. [11, 13]). However in all the cases
considered in this work, the adjoint representation ad(h)|m will always be the vector representation of h
and thus irreducible. Hence, we will always reduce the system down to a single degree of freedom φ(u),
thus allowing to set Xa(u) = φ(u)Ia. In this case, the ansatz for the gauge field reads

A = Iαe
α + φ(u) Ia e

a , (2.14)

from which we straightforwardly get the components of the field strength

F0a = φ̇ Ia , Fab = (φ2 − 1) [Ia, Ib] , (2.15)

where the dot denotes ∂u. Thus, the color-magnetic components Fab lie in h and the color-electric
components F0a lie in m. It is worth noticing that, for dim(M) = 4, this implies that there will be no
(anti-)self-dual solutions which are G invariant. Finally, the Yang–Mills action reads

S =
1

4α

∫
M

K(F ∧ ∗F) =
1

8α

∫
R

∫
G/H

K(Fµν ,Fµν)dVol . (2.16)

To obtain the reduced equation of motion for φ(u), we can now either plug the ansatz directly into the
Yang–Mills equation dA ∗ F = 0 or we can first plug it in the action and then extremize the reduced
action

S[φ] = Vol(G/H)

∫
R

1

8α
K(Fµν ,Fµν)︸ ︷︷ ︸
L(φ,φ̇)

du . (2.17)

2More precisely, the Xa(u) must transform like the basis elements {Ia}.
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The equivalence of these two routes is guaranteed by the principle of symmetric criticality [15], as G3

will be semi-simple, connected and analytic in all cases considered. We will thus stick with the second
option and evaluate the reduced action, or equivalently the reduced Lagrangian L, and then compute
the corresponding Euler–Lagrange equation. Before proceeding to derive the concrete expressions, we
remark that from (2.15) and the fact that the basis of generators is orthogonal, we can already anticipate
that the structure of the reduced Lagrangian will be that of a one-dimensional Newtonian particle subject
to a quartic potential, that is, L ∼ φ̇2 − V (φ), with V (φ) being an even polynomial of degree four.

2.2 Application to Hn, dSn and AdSn

In this section we want to apply the CSDR scheme described above to cylinders over hyperbolic space Hn,
de Sitter space dSn and anti-de Sitter space AdSn. All three can be realized as non-compact symmetric
spaces via

Hn ∼= SO(1, n)/SO(n) , (2.18)

dSn ∼= SO(1, n)/SO(1, n− 1) , and (2.19)

AdSn ∼= SO(2, n− 1)/SO(1, n− 1) , (2.20)

which are all quotients of different orthogonal groups of indefinite signatures. As mentioned before, all
three cases have irreducible representations ad(h)|m, reducing their respective dynamics to a single degree
of freedom φ(u). Hence, we will treat the derivation of the reduced Lagrangians (2.17) for all three cases
in parallel.

Working with the definitions for the Killing form (2.4), the metric on the cylinder (2.10), and the
ansatz (2.15), we obtain for the Lagrangian (2.17)

L(φ, φ̇) =
1

8α
K(Fµν ,Fµν)

=
1

8α

(
2K(F0a,F0b)g

00gab +K(Fma,Fnb)gmngab
)

=
1

8α
DnεK

(
2η̃(F0a,F0b)g̃

00η̃ab + η̃(Fma,Fnb)η̃mnη̃ab
)

=
1

8α
DnεK

(
2φ̇2ng̃00 + (φ2 − 1)2η̃([Ia, Ib], [Ia, Ib])η̃

aaη̃bb
)

=
1

2α
DnnεK g̃00

(
1

2
φ̇2 +

g̃00

4n
Sn(φ2 − 1)2

)
,

(2.21)

where we used that η̃abη̃ab = dim(m) = n. Thus, as we could anticipate before, the Lagrangians reduce
to that of a Newtonian particle subject to a quartic potential whose coefficient depends on the case

V (φ) = − g̃
00

4n
Sn (φ2 − 1)2 , (2.22)

where we abbreviated

Sn := η̃([Ia, Ib], [Ia, Ib])η̃
aaη̃bb =

∑
I,J∈m

‖[I, J ]‖2η̃ ‖I‖2η̃ ‖J‖2η̃ . (2.23)

Hence, to obtain the reduced Lagrangians for all three cases, we simply have to calculate the Killing
forms, which fix each g̃00, then evaluate the double sum (2.23). We begin with the Killing forms. Working
in the defining matrix representations, we use

tradj(XY ) = (p+ q − 2)trdef(XY ) , (2.24)

which holds on SO(p, q) with p+ q ≥ 3, p, q ≥ 1. From this, we easily get

Hn : η̃AB = η̃αβ ⊕ η̃ab = −1(n
2)
⊕ 1n , (2.25)

dSn : η̃AB = η̃αβ ⊕ η̃ab =

(
1n−1

−1(n−1
2 )

)
⊕
(

1
−1n−1

)
, and (2.26)

AdSn : η̃AB = η̃αβ ⊕ η̃ab =

(
1n−1

−1(n−1
2 )

)
⊕
(

1n−1

−1

)
, (2.27)

3Or, equivalently, the connected component of the identity.
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with Killing-normalization (2.4) which works out to be Dn = 2(n− 1) for both of our structure groups.
Naturally, the de Sitter case is just a reordering of the hyperbolic case. Now, from the coset part of these
expressions we can see that g̃00 has to be −1 for both Hn and dSn and +1 for AdSn, which makes the
‘bare’ metrics g̃µν on the cylinders (2.10) mostly plus, mostly minus and mostly plus, respectively (which
can be adapted as desired from g̃ to g using εg). Now we need to evaluate the double sum (2.23). We
avoid working with structure constants explicitly and resort to combinatoric arguments. The main issue
one encounters in the sum is the indefiniteness of the Killing forms. Since commutators are involved,
one has to keep track of the three signs arising when summing over all generators, thus, we will simply
look at all possible combinations that can occur. To this end, let us call generators which have η̃-square
−1 ‘compact’ and those with η̃-square +1 ‘non-compact’4. Hence, we first need to determine which type
of generators, i.e. (non-)compact, commute into each other. For the Lorentz algebra so(1, n), it is well
known that

[C,C] = C [−,−] = −
[C,¬C] = ¬C ⇔ [−,+] = +

[¬C,¬C] = C [+,+] = −
(2.28)

where C and ¬C refer to compact and non-compact respectively. Hence, for I 6= J , we have

‖[I, J ]‖2η̃ ‖I‖2η̃ ‖J‖2η̃ Π

− − − −
+ + − −
+ − + −
− + + −

,

where Π = ‖[I, J ]‖2η̃‖I‖2η̃‖J‖2η̃ is the summand, which is −1 for all non-trivial (I 6= J) cases. Since
hyperbolic space and de Sitter space have the same big group, this will hold for both of these cases.
With this, the double sum becomes trivial, resulting in Sn = −2

(
n
2

)
, which in turn yields

VHn(φ) = VdSn(φ) = −1

8
Dn(φ2 − 1) , (2.29)

where we have used that 2
(
n
2

)
/(4n) = (n − 1)/4 = Dn/8. For the anti-de Sitter space we proceed

analogously. By either using the block structure of the defining representation of so(2, n − 1) or direct
calculation, it is straightforward to obtain all non-trivial combinations as

‖[I, J ]‖2η̃ ‖I‖2η̃ ‖J‖2η̃ Π

+ + − −
+ − + −
− + + −

.

There is no non-trivial case with both I and J η̃-squaring to −1 since here there is only one compact
generator, which is clear from (2.27). The sum becomes trivial, as in the previous cases, but this time
with g̃00 = +1, which yields

VAdSn
(φ) = +

1

8
Dn(φ2 − 1) . (2.30)

Thus we have obtained the reduced Lagrangians for the three cases at hand. The potentials for the
quasi-Newtonain degrees of freedom φ(u) turn out to be inverted double wells for the hyperbolic and
the de Sitter space and an usual double well for the anti-de Sitter space. For n = 3, it matches previous
results in [14], where the special cases H3 and dS3 were discussed. Not only do the three systems behave
similarly but the Lagrangians and potentials respectively are all structurally identical, with

L =
1

α
εK g̃00

n

2
Dn
(

1

2
φ̇2 − V (φ)

)
and V (φ) = g̃00

1

8
Dn(φ2 − 1)2 , (2.31)

where the only difference is g̃00. Furthermore it is easy to see that all of the discussion also applies to
the case SO(n + 1)/SO(n) ∼= Sn discussed in [13], completing the picture with the curvature-dual of

4Naturally, this definition lines up with the generators being (anti-)symmetric in the defining representation (as matri-
ces).
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hyperbolic space. Translating the latter into our notation amounts to setting εK = +1, εg = −1 and
g̃00 = +1. Hence, we can include this case into our picture and arrive at the following relations:

VSn = −VHn

= =

VAdSn
= −VdSn

2.3 Energy-momentum tensors

In the same way as for the action, we can compute a closed expression for the energy-momentum tensors
of all cases at once, including for the sphere, as mentioned above. Here we use the standard, divergence
free and gauge invariant Yang–Mills energy-momentum tensor given by

Tµν =
1

2α

(
K (Fµσ,Fνρ) gσρ −

1

4
gµνK(Fαβ ,Fαβ)

)
, T = Tµν e

µ ⊗ eν . (2.32)

The calculation itself is straightforward and relies on a similar combinatoric consideration as for the
potentials. Let us begin with the first term. The 00-component is easily obtained as

K(F0σ,F0ρ)g
σρ = nDnεKεgφ̇2 . (2.33)

For the coset components we get

K(Faσ,Fbρ)gσρ = εg g̃
00K(Fa0,Fb0) +K(Fam,Fbn)gmn

= εg g̃
00εKDnη̃abφ̇2 + (φ2 − 1)2DnεK η̃ ([Ia, Im], [Ib, In]) εg η̃

mn.
(2.34)

We again encounter a term which sums over products of η̃-squares,

η̃ ([Ia, Im], [Ib, In]) η̃mn =
∑
I∈m

η̃ ([I, Ia], [I, Ib]) ‖I‖2η̃

=
∑
I∈m
‖[I, Ia]‖2η̃ ‖I‖2η̃ δab =: Ca δab ,

(2.35)

where in the last line we have used that ad(I) ≡ [I, ·] : {Ia} → {Iα} is injective. Again, we have to
analyze the signs. From our previous computations, we know that the relations (2.28) hold for all cases,
spheres included (which only have compact generators). We can thus name all the combinations as
follows:

‖[Ia]‖2η̃ ‖I‖2η̃ ‖[I, Ia]‖2η̃ ‖I‖2η̃ ‖[I, Ia]‖2η̃
+ + − −
+ − + −
− + + +
− − − +

.

For fixed a, the summand is either always −1 or +1, except for the trivial I = Ia case where it is
zero. So we get

Ca = (n− 1)

{
−1 , a is ¬C
+1 , a is C

. (2.36)

combining this with the δab yields

Caδab = −(n− 1)η̃ab. (2.37)
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Plugging this back in (2.34), we arrive at

K(Faσ,Fbρ)gσρ = εg g̃
00εKDnη̃abφ̇2 − (φ2 − 1)2DnεKεg(n− 1)η̃ab

= εKDngabg̃00

(
φ̇2 − 4V (φ)

)
,

(2.38)

where in the last step we have used g̃2
00 = 1. Finally, the other mixed components all vanish,

K (h,m) ≡ 0 . (2.39)

The second term in the energy-momentum tensor is just proportional to the Lagrangian itself. Hence,
putting both parts together, we obtain the energy-momentum tensor as

T00 =
1

2α
εK g̃00 nDnE g00 ,

Tab = − 1

2α
εK g̃00Dn

((n
2
− 1
)
φ̇2 + (4− n)V (φ)

)
gab , and

T0a = 0 ,

(2.40)

where we defined the ‘energy’ of the Yang–Mills field as

E :=
1

2
φ̇2 + V (φ) . (2.41)

Notice that the sign of T depends both on the overall sign of the metric εg, which is expected, and also
on the overall sign of the Killing form εK . Hence, there is freedom to choose (especially) the sign of the
energy density. A practical choice may be εK = −g̃00, as we will see later on.

For the particular cases of Riemannian cosets Sn and Hn the spacetimes are homogeneous and
isotropic. In this case, the spatially homogeneous Yang–Mills fields actually yield perfect fluid energy-
momentum tensors. Of course, this is not true anymore for the slicings with the Lorentzian cosets
(A)dSn. Also notice that, since the foliation parameter is spacelike in the latter case, the energy density
will not reside in T00, but in Taa for the timelike a. For n = 3, that is, four dimensional spacetime, the
energy-momentum tensors read

T = ρ

(
g00e

0 ⊗ e0 − 1

3
gabe

a ⊗ eb
)
, with ρ :=

6

α
εK g̃00E , (2.42)

again matching [14] for hyperbolic and de Sitter spaces. The energy-momentum tensors are traceless and
for the Riemannian slicings with S3 and H3 they are also of perfect fluid radiation type, as expected.

2.4 Solutions to equation of motion

The reduced equations of motion in every case are that of an one-dimensional Newtonian particle subject
to either a double well or inverted double well potential. Alternatively, we can work with the mechanical
system for φ via conservation of mechanical energy, with

1

2
φ̇2 ± 1

8
Dn(φ2 − 1)2 = E . (2.43)

Increasing the dimension n of the coset, the potential scales with an overall factor Dn = 2(n− 1). The
equations can then be solved analytically both for the double well and for the inverted double well. Using
time translation invariance to fix φ̇(u = 0) = 0, the solutions can be parametrized by the overall energy
E and the initial value φ∗ := φ(u = 0).

For the double well V (φ) = +1
8Dn(φ2 − 1)2 and E ≥ 0, the solutions are

φ(u) =



k
ε cn

(√
Dn

2ε u, k2
)

, Ẽ ∈ ( 1
2 ,∞)↔ k2 ∈ (1, 1

2 )

√
2 sech

(√
Dn

2 u

)
, Ẽ = 1

2 ↔ k2 = 1

0 , Ẽ = 1
2 ↔ k2 = 1

±kεdn
(√
Dn

2ε k u, 1
k2

)
, Ẽ ∈ (0, 1

2 )↔ k2 ∈ (∞, 1)

±1 , Ẽ = 0↔ k2 =∞

, (2.44)
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where

Ẽ = 4
E

Dn
≥ 0 , ε2 =

1

2
√

2Ẽ
, k2 =

1

2
+ ε2 , (2.45)

and cn and dn denote Jacobi elliptic functions. For scale adapted energies Ẽ ∈ ( 1
2 ,∞), the field oscillates

through the whole potential. For Ẽ = 1
2 we have both the bouncing solution, asymptotically tending to

the local maximum, and the unstable trivial solution φ = 0 corresponding to the Maurer-Cartan form of
H, A = Iαe

α, rendering the field strength purely magnetic. For Ẽ ∈ (0, 1
2 ) the solution is restricted to

one of the two wells, depending on the initial value φ∗. Finally, for Ẽ = 0, we have two stable solutions
φ ≡ ±1 corresponding to two gauge equivalent versions of the Maurer-Cartan form of G, A = Iαe

α±Iaea.
The latter are pure gauge thus making them flat, i.e. F ≡ 0.

Solutions for the inverted potential V (φ) = − 1
8Dn(φ2 − 1)2 and E ≤ 0 are obtained via a Wick-

rotation of the non-inverted case5:

φ(u) =



k
εnc

(√
Dn

2ε u, 1− k2
)

, Ẽ ∈ ( 1
2 ,∞)↔ k2 ∈ (1, 1

2 )

√
2 sec

(√
Dn

2 u

)
, Ẽ = 1

2 ↔ k2 = 1

0 , Ẽ = 1
2 ↔ k2 = 1

k
εdc

(√
Dn

2ε k u, 1− 1
k2

)
, Ẽ ∈ (0, 1

2 )↔ k2 ∈ (∞, 1)

ik
′

ε dc
(
i
√
Dn

2ε k′ u, 1/k2
)

, Ẽ ∈ (0, 1
2 )↔ k2 ∈ (∞, 1)

±1 , Ẽ = 0↔ k2 =∞

, (2.46)

where

Ẽ = −4
E

Dn
≥ 0 , ε2 =

1

2
√

2Ẽ
, k2 =

1

2
+ ε2 , (2.47)

and nc and dc again denote Jacobi elliptic functions. In contrast to the previous case, the solutions for

energies Ẽ ∈ (0, 1
2 ) are different depending on the initial position φ2

∗ = 1±
√

2Ẽ being inside or outside
the well. The former results in bounded, oscillatory solutions whereas the latter runs off to infinity.
Switching between these initial positions can be realized by sending ε2 7→ −ε2 ⇒ k2 7→ k′2.6

3 Coupling to Einstein - Hyperbolic cosmology

Considering the perfect fluid structure of the energy-momentum tensors (2.42), we can easily couple
the Yang–Mills system to the corresponding FLRW-type Einstein equations. Indeed, for the spacelike
foliations with S3 and H3 the geometry aligns with the standard cosmological models. Furthermore, due
to the invariance of Yang–Mills theory in four dimensions under conformal transformations, the coupled
Einstein–Yang–Mills system reduces to a one way coupling, making it much more approachable. This
idea has been utilized in [6, 7] for the FLRW-type closed universe, that is, the S3 ∼= SU(2) case. We
will now extend the picture by considering the Einstein–Yang–Mills system for the FLRW-type open-
hyperbolic universe, that is, the H3 case.

The general FLRW metric reads

g = −dt⊗ dt+ a2(t)gM̃ , (3.1)

where a(t) is the scale factor and gM̃ is the ‘canonical’, SO(3) invariant, Riemannian metric of constant

(normalized) sectional curvature for M̃ = S3, H3,R3 corresponding respectively to sec ≡ k = ±1, 0.
Such a warped cylinder can always be made conformally flat by introducing a conformal time τ 7 via

dτ =
1

a
dt ⇒ τ(t) =

∫
dt

1

a(t)
(3.2)

5Or equivalently Dn 7→ −Dn.
6To be precise, the distinction between outer- and inner starting solutions applies to both the inverted and the non-

inverted cases for Ẽ = 1
2

leading to the sec(h).
7Sometimes also called arc parameter.

8



such that

g = a2(τ)(−dτ ⊗ dτ + gM̃ ) . (3.3)

Identifying the foliation parameter u in the Yang–Mills construction with the conformal time, the energy-
momentum tensors (2.42) will transform under the rescaling as

T = − ρ

a2
(dτ ⊗ dτ +

1

3
gH3) . (3.4)

The overall minus appears due to the fact that we are explicitly working in mostly plus signature. The
Einstein equations in the vicinity of such a traceless perfect fluid,

G + Λg = κT , where G = Ric− 1

2
R g and κ = 8πG , (3.5)

can be reduced to the trace- and the time-time parts, also called Friedmann equations, which yield two
independent equations for the scale factor. In conformal time they read

trg(G + Λg) = 0 = −R+ 4Λ ⇔ ä+W ′(a) = 0 (3.6)

G00 + Λg00 = κT00 ⇔
1

2
ȧ2 +W (a) =

1

6
κT00 =: EGR , (3.7)

where the dot here denotes differentiation with respect to conformal time τ . Hence, the equations of
motion for the scale factor are, like for the Yang–Mills system, that of a Newtonian particle subject to
a quartic cosmological potential W (a). The coupling to the Yang–Mills system is given solely through
the ‘energy balance’

1

2
ȧ2 +W (a) = −κ

α
εK g̃00

(
1

2
φ̇2 + V (φ)

)
⇔ EGR = −κ

α
εK g̃00EYM ,

(3.8)

which is also known as the Wheeler–DeWitt constraint. The cosmological potential W (a) and hence the
range of possible dynamics of the spacetime is determined by the sectional curvature k of the spacial
slicing and the sign of the cosmological constant Λ,

W (a) =
k

2
a2 − Λ

6
a4 , (3.9)

which is illustrated in Figure 1.

k=+1k=0
k=-1

-2 -1 1 2
a

-2.5

-2.0

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.5

1.0
W(a)

k=+1

k=0

k=-1

-2 -1 1 2
a

-1.0

-0.5

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5
W(a)

Figure 1: Plots of the cosmological potential W (a) for different values of k = ±1, 0 and cosmological
constant Λ = +1 (left), Λ = −1 (right).

In [6, 7], the case of k = +1↔ M̃ = S3 ∼= SU(2) with Λ > 0 was considered. In that case, the Yang–Mills
system was subject to a double well and the scale factor to an inverted double well, resulting either in
periodic or in blow-up solutions for a(τ). Now, for the case k = −1 ↔ M̃ = H3, that is, open-type
hyberbolic cosmologies, the Yang–Mills system is subject to an inverted double well and the dynamics
of the scale factor depend on the sign of Λ. For the latter, there are two possibilites:

9



(i) Λ > 0 ⇒ W (a) is concave → EGR 6= 0 yields only blow-up solutions and EGR = 0 yields one
trivial solution a ≡ 0 and ‘big crunch’ scenarios.

(ii) Λ < 0 ⇒ W (a) double well → Oscillatory solutions both with and without ‘big crunch’ and
stationary solution at potential minima.

Now lets focus on the Λ < 0 case. Fixing ȧ(0) = 0, the solutions for the scale factor in conformal time
can be parametrized by the initial energy EGR and initial condition a(0). We have then

a(τ) =



√
−3
2Λ

k
ε cn

(
1√
2ε
τ, k2

)
, EGR ∈ (∞, 0)↔ k2 ∈ ( 1

2 , 1)√
−3
Λ sech

(
τ
2

)
, EGR = 0↔ k2 = 1

0 , EGR = 0↔ k2 = 1√
−3
2Λ

k
εdn

(
1√
2ε
k τ, 1

k2

)
, EGR ∈

(
0, 3

8Λ

)
↔ k2 ∈ (1,∞)

±
√
−3Λ

2 , EGR = 3
8Λ ↔ k2 =∞

, (3.10)

with

EGR ∈
(

3

8Λ
,∞
)
, ε2 =

1

2
√

1− 8Λ
3 EGR

, and k2 =
1

2
+ ε2 . (3.11)

Going back to the energy balancing (3.8), we notice that there is a freedom to choose the sign εK with
which the energy of the analog particle φ, EYM, couples to the spacetime dynamics, with EGR. As
mentioned before, a natural choice may be εK = −g̃00 which preserves the sign of EYM. Indeed, for
the bounded solutions φ(τ) of the inverted double well, the energy is always non-positive, thus yielding
bounded solutions around the local minima for the scale factor. More precisely, we have that

EYM ∈ [−1

2
, 0] ⇔ −α

κ
εK g̃00EGR ∈ [−1

2
, 0] , (3.12)

which yields two possibilities:

(i) εK = −g̃00 → energy couples directly EGR ∈ [− κ
2α , 0]

(ii) εK = g̃00 → energy couples inverted EGR ∈ [0, κ2α ]

-2 -1 1 2
ϕ

-1.0

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0.2

0.4

V(ϕ)

-2 -1 1 2
a

-1.0

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0.2

0.4

W(a)

Figure 2: Energy balancing of YM field and scale factor depending on the choice of εK = ±g̃00 for
Λ = −1, α = 8

6 (minimal) and κ = 1.

The second choice is, of course, always possible. If big bang initial conditions are chosen, the solution
becomes trivial a ≡ 0, whereas starting with non-zero scale factor yields one solution at EGR = 0 with
shrinking scale factor reaching zero at infinite conformal time and a set of solutions oscillating through
the well passing through zero (big crunch) for EGR > 0. The first choice on the other hand provides a
relation between the cosmological constant Λ and the Yang–Mills coupling α. Since the energy of the
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scale factor is bounded from below by E
(crit)
GR = 3

8Λ < 0, we may not allow arbitrarily low values for
the Yang–Mills energy. If we still want to allow for the Yang–Mills field to be able to sit in its local
minimum, we get the condition

3

8Λ
≤ − κ

2α
⇔ α ≥ −1

2

8Λ

3κ
. (3.13)

If the condition is guaranteed (e.g. by choosing Λ or α appropriately), any stable Yang–Mills solution
will yield a sensible cosmological solution, those being oscillations around one of the minima of W (a).

4 The case of general warping

Up until now we have only considered trivial products of R×G/H, that is, the metric did not include any
warping function. The simplicity of our particular CSDR construction makes it easy to generalize to the
warped case, which is the topic of this section. A particular choice of warping was used in [13] to express
the de Sitter space dSn+1 via the well known spacelike Sn slicing thus obtaining gauge fields on dSn+1

from the R × Sn CSDR construction. In that case, the warping resulted in a time-dependent friction
term for φ(t). We will see that this idea generalizes for arbitrary warping, resulting in Hubble-friction
terms. At the end, we will consider a particular choice of warping to obtain equations on the Anti-de
Sitter space AdSn+1 from the well known hyperbolic slicing R × Hn, alluding to the aforementioned
‘dual’ case.

4.1 Warpings as conformal transformations

The metric of a generally warped cylinder R×a M̃ with warping function a(u) is given by

g = du⊗ du− a2(u)gM̃ . (4.1)

As in the FLRW case, these can always be made conformally flat by the introduction of a conformal
‘time’ τ via dτ = 1

adu such that

g = a2(τ)(dτ ⊗ dτ − gM̃ ) . (4.2)

Since this is always possible, we will consider such conformal rescalings instead of rescalings of the
hypersurfaces8. Now let g be the flat cylinder metric of our CSDR construction (2.10). Under a conformal
transformation

g 7→ e2σ(u)g (4.3)

the reduced CSDR action (2.17) transforms as

S[φ] = Vol(G/H)

∫
R

L du 7→ Vol(G/H)

∫
R

e(n−3)σ(u)Ldu =: S(σ)[φ] . (4.4)

Introducing the ‘conformal Hubble parameter’ H(u) as

H(u) := e−σ(u) d

du
eσ(u) = σ̇(u) , (4.5)

the equations of motion for the warped case become

∂L
∂φ
− d

du

∂L
∂φ̇

= (n− 3)H(u)
∂L
∂φ̇

, (4.6)

where the conformal invariance of Yang–Mills theory in four spacetime dimensions is conveniently cap-
tured in the factor (n− 3). Hence, the equations of motion change by the addition of a Hubble friction
term. For the systems discussed in section 2.2, also including SO(n+1)/SO(n) ∼= Sn, the equation reads

φ̈+ V ′(φ)− (n− 3)H(u)φ̇ = 0 . (4.7)

It is thus possible to generate equations of motion for G-invariant Yang–Mills fields for any spacetime
conformally equivalent to R×G/H, where G/H can be Hn, Sn, dSn or AdSn. In this simple approach
they will all reduce to a single scalar-like degree of freedom subjected to a double well or inverted double
well potential together with the corresponding Hubble friction term.

8That is, our foliation parameter u ∈ R is set to be the conformal ‘time’.
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4.2 Hyperbolic slicing of AdSn

A particular example of warping is the hyperbolic slicing of the Anti-de Sitter space AdSn. As mentioned
before, the ‘dual’ case to this one was discussed in [13], where the de Sitter space dSn+1 was foliated
with spheres Sn via the warping

gdSn+1 = dt⊗ dt− cosh2 t gSn =
1

cos2 u
(du⊗ du− gSn) . (4.8)

For the simplest case Sn ∼= SO(n + 1)/SO(n), where only one degree of freedom is left, the resulting
equation of motion is

φ̈− (n− 3) tanu φ̇+
1

2
Dn(φ2 − 1)φ︸ ︷︷ ︸
V ′
Sn (φ)

= 0 , (4.9)

agreeing with (4.7), as expected.
In the same fashion, we can now slice AdSn+1 with Hn with the well known warping

gAdSn+1 = dt⊗ dt− cos2 t gHn =
1

cosh2 u
(du⊗ du− gHn) . (4.10)

The equation of motion then becomes

φ̈+ (n− 3) tanhu φ̇−1

2
Dn(φ2 − 1)φ︸ ︷︷ ︸
V ′
Hn (φ)

= 0 , (4.11)

whose solutions yield SO(1, n) invariant gauge fields on AdSn+1.

Naturally, these equations are difficult to solve analytically. However, we can extract some qualitative
features of the dynamics of the two systems. For the spherical slicings of dSn+1 [13], the friction term is
dissipative for n > 3, making any solution freeze into one of the extrema of the double well, whereas for
n < 3 the ‘negative friction’ term leads to a blow up of φ. In the AdSn+1 case the situation is reversed,
as the sign of the friction term is flipped. Also, in this case φ is subject to an inverted double well instead
of an usual one. For n > 3, despite the fact that the conformal Hubble parameter stays bounded in this
case, the inverted double well causes practically any initial condition, besides the field resting in one of
the potential extrema, to blow up in finite conformal time, as the negative friction works to push φ out
of the well. On the other hand, for n = 2, the friction enlarges the set of initial conditions for which
φ stays bounded. This can be understood intuitively, since, with an adequate tuning of initial position
and velocity, φ can start with initial energy bigger than the height of the inverted double well in such a
way that φ will find itself inside the well after enough dissipation, that is, when its energy reaches the
height of the well. Consequently, in this case it will end up in the origin of the phase space9. The region
of initial conditions resulting in bounded solutions depends on the initial (conformal) time u0 and can
be evaluated numerically, as illustrated in the Figure 3 for u0 = 0.

5 Conclusion

In previous works using geometric methods to construct non-trivial Yang–Mills fields, the reduction of
the dynamics from a system of non-linear partial differential matrix equations to a single ‘scalar’ ordinary
differential equation was already seen for particular cases, where the full dynamics emerge from that of
a Newtonian particle subjected to a (inverted or not) quartic potential.

In this work, using the coset space dimensional reduction scheme, we showed that this is also the case
for a variety of spacetimes given by (warped or not) cylinders over the three non-compact symmetric
spaces Hn, dSn, and AdSn. The orientation of said quartic potential, to which the remaining degree of
freedom is subject, is shown to be dependent on the way in which compact and non-compact generators
are split between the subgroup and the coset space. We started by developing the CSDR construction

9evidently, there is also a set of measure zero of initial conditions such that the particle ends up exactly at one of the
two maxima of the potential, which is the boundary of region of initial conditions with bounded solutions.
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Figure 3: Regions in phase space of initial conditions resulting in bounded (blue) or unbounded (gray)
trajectories for the AdS3

∼= R×H2 warped case and initial (conformal) time u0 = 0.

with a more general approach for cylinders over symmetric spaces constructed from semi-simple Lie
groups. The generality of the approach allowed us to systematically deal with the three aforementioned
cases in parallel, and also to include previously obtained results from the literature into the picture.
Furthermore, we derived the energy-momentum tensors for all these cases and uncovered their perfect
fluid structure for the Riemannian slicings. The coupling to General Relativity via the cosmological scale
factor was performed for the slicing with three dimensional hyperbolic space but could also be general-
ized to any other of the slicings, including the non-Riemannian ones. Subsequently, the geometric setup
was generalized to cylinders which include a warping function. Utilizing that the latter is equivalent
to a conformal rescaling of the cylinders, we showed that the effect of the warping on the remaining
degree of freedom is the addition of a Hubble friction-like term in the equation of motion. Naturally,
the friction term drops out in four spacetime dimensions, since in this case Yang–Mills theory is indeed
conformally invariant. Finally, a brief analysis of the influence of the friction term appearing from the
previously done spherical slicings of de Sitter spaces and newly considered hyperbolic slicings of anti-de
Sitter spaces is done.

As we have seen throughout this work, the CSDR approach over cylinders is a useful tool to derive
analytic, non-trivial solutions of the Yang–Mills equations, even when coupled to gravity. For future
works, one could apply or extend the general discussion at the beginning of Section 2 to cylinders over
other symmetric spaces. Furthermore, the analysis in Section 3 can be extended for the other slicings
considered in this paper, even including n 6= 3, that is, two or higher dimensional GR. The latter,
combined with the fact that the equation of motion for the Yang–Mills field reduce to that of a G-
invariant scalar field including a Hubble friction-like term, may be of particular interest for related fields
like dark matter of inflation physics.
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