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ABSTRACT: We study dimensional reduction by spherical symmetry in the context of Eu-
clidean Chern-Simons gauge theories with gauge groups SU(2) and SL(2,C) (de Sitter
gravity). We start with pure Chern-Simons theories and show that the reduced theory
obtained by employing a spherically symmetric ansatz on the gauge field is similar to a
fermionic theory in 1d coupled to a U(1) gauge field with a 1-dimensional Chern-Simons
kinetic term. Furthermore, we carry out a semiclassical computation that demonstrates
that in the large x limit, the path integral of the 3d pure Chern-Simons theory is equivalent
to the path integral of the dimensionally reduced theory, which is a 1d QFT. Moreover,
we argue that the Wilson loop operators in the large x limit should reduce to some ob-
servables of the 1-dimensional theory. This agreement hints at the existence of a duality
at the quantum level between the 3d Chern-Simons theory and the 1d reduced theory. We
then study Chern-Simons Higgs theories in the Euclidean formalism. We again employ the
spherically symmetric ansatzé on the fields and show that at the classical level, the action
of the reduced theory is a theory with some scalar fields X; coupled to fermionic fields W;.
To get an appropriate reduced action, we define the original theory on a manifold M with
the geometry of R x S?. With a suitable choice of the potential of the Higgs field, we
show that the reduced theory, which is the action that governs the spherically symmetric
monopoles in the Chern-Simons Higgs theory, is equivalent to a supersymmetric quantum
mechanical model. The flux of the Chern-Simons Higgs monopole is shown to be related
to the fermionic number operator F = UW, which in turn is related to the Witten index.
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1 Introduction

In gauge theories, one encounters complicated tensorial equations of motion which are
hard to solve without some symmetry assumptions. One can employ a symmetric ansatz
on the fields and reduce the equations of motion to simpler equations on scalar functions
possessing certain symmetries, which render the equations easier to solve. Of course, such
ansatzé does not exhaust all solutions since the solutions to the equations of motion need
not have the symmetry imposed on the ansatz. But it is useful in any case to obtain some
class of solutions that obey some symmetries. Such symmetry reduction method at the
level of the action was used by Weyl to obtain the spherically symmetric metric solutions
to Einstein’s field equations. It was shown by Palais [9] that the symmetric critical points
of the action are critical symmetric points of the field equations if the symmetry group is



compact. That means that one can find the equations of motion from the full action, apply
the symmetric ansatz, and have a reduced equation that can hopefully be solved; on the
other hand, one could equivalently insert the ansatz into the full action, integrate out the
irrelevant coordinates using the symmetry, obtain a lower-dimensional theory, and solve the
equations of the reduced theory. Palais showed that the two paths give the same equations
of motion when the symmetry imposed is associated with a compact group (for example,
when spherical symmetry is imposed, the associated group is the special orthogonal group
which is compact so Palais’ theorem is valid for such a case).

Given that the equations of motion of Yang-Mills theory are extremely complicated to
solve due to their non-linearity, the trick described above was used to reduce the instanton
equations to simpler equations. Witten [16] proposed an ansatz that depends only on the

Euclidean time ¢ and r = (z;2;)"/? to reduce the instanton equations. The ansatz is as
follows:
1
Tk, 03 ;T
Al = ciar— (P2 — 1) + 21 + —57 Ay,
. r r r (1.1)
Al = 2 Ay,
r

where 0;- = (5ia — miﬁ“), and Ag, A1, ¢1, & o depend only on r and t = z4. Interestingly,
when one inserts this ansatz into the Yang-Mills action, the reduced action turns out to be

the Abelian-Higgs model on the Poincaré half-plane with the metric g2 = r2§:

1
Sym = 1 /d%FSVFﬁV
— A= 877/ dt/ dr | =(Dupi)? + <r°Fo, + —r72 (1 — 0ii)? |
oo 0 2 8 4
where D, p; = 0upi + €ijAupj and Fp,, = 0,A, — 0,A, (i = 1,2 and p,v = 0,1). The
instanton equations of YM turn out to be the Bogomolny’i equations of vortices of the
2-dimensional Abelian-Higgs model [8, 16]. Geometrically, the same equations describe

minimal surfaces in RY2 [1, 12].

An important observation about Witten’s ansatz is that it mixes the space-time indices
i with the gauge indices a. Since the gauge group is SU(2), there are three generators so
the indices run over the same values. So A{ is like a rank 2 tensor in three dimensions and
any such tensor can be decomposed into anti-symmetric, traceless symmetric, and trace
parts. In the above ansatz, the anti-symmetric part corresponds to (¢ — 1), the symmetric
traceless part corresponds to —% (5ia - 3%) (% + Al), and the trace part corresponds
to 221 — Ay. For A§, the only choice is a function multiplied by x%, and that function is
chosen as Ag/r. This mixing of space-time & gauge indices can be done for other theories,
in particular for 3—dimensional Euclidean theories. There, we don’t need any Ag, and the

ansatz functions now depend only on r = (mixi)l/ 2. Integrating out over the angles, one
could reduce the action to the action of a one-dimensional theory. In 3-dimensions, be-

sides the Yang-Mills theory, there is another gauge theory, called the Chern-Simons theory,



which was extensively studied as a topological field theory [18], and has important ap-
pearances in 3d gauge theories [2], and in condensed-matter systems [14]. It is also known
that Chern-Simons theory for some gauge groups is related to 3d Einstein gravity with or
without a cosmological constant in the first order formalism, as shown by Witten [17], once
the invertibility of the dreibein is relaxed. Due to the many interesting phenomena Chern-
Simons theory entails, we will study it within the framework of dimensional reduction.

We summarize the sections of the paper

e Section 2: Our starting point is pure SU(2) Chern-Simons theory in the Euclidean
formalism. We employ a 3-dimensional version of spherically symmetric ansatz on
the gauge field and show that the reduced action is very much like a fermionic theory
coupled to a U(1) gauge field with a 1d Chern-Simons kinetic term. A general version
of this model was studied in [3]. We show that at the level of classical equations of
motion, one can map the spherically symmetric solutions of the 3d Chern-Simons
theory to the classical solutions of the model studied in [3].

e Section 3: After our results at the level of classical equations of motion, we turn to
the quantum theory and show that the semiclassical (large ) limit of the quantum
Chern-Simons theory is dual to the quantum theory of the reduced action (a 1d
Chern-Simons matter theory with a massless complex scalar field having a fermionic
kinetic term). This result is very interesting because what this implies is that the
large x limit of the quantum Chern-Simons theory is equivalent to a 1-dimensional
QFT based on the action obtained from the dimensional reduction of the 3d Chern-
Simons theory. The equivalence is in the following sense: The path integral of the
3d Chern-Simons theory in the saddle point approximation agrees with the saddle
point approximation of the 1d reduced theory, in the semiclassical limit. Moreover, we
show that this duality must hold for the observables as well. That is, the Wilson loop
operators in the quantum Chern-Simons theory should have corresponding objects
in the 1d reduced theory. To what do the Wilson loops, which are extended objects,
correspond in the 1d reduced theory is an open problem.

e Section 4: We extend our study to Fuclidean Chern-Simons gauge theory with gauge
group SL(2,C). This choice of the gauge group is particularly interesting due to its
relation to de Sitter gravity in 3 dimensions [17]. Our results from SU(2) smoothly
extend in a foreseeable manner. The reduced action under a spherical symmetric
reduction gives 2 copies of the reduced action obtained in SU(2), and one can view
this theory, just as in the SU(2) case, as a fermionic theory (we remind the reader that
this association to a fermionic theory is valid only at the level of classical equations
of motion, and is not expected to carry over to the quantum theory). One interesting
observation is that if one uses the Schwinger gauge in 3 dimensions, z;A4 = 0, this
equates the two distinct 1d Chern-Simons connections. The result of this is a single
Chern-Simons term in 1-dimension, but now with a factor 2 in front. This 2 is
interesting in that it allows, in the dimensionally reduced action, the Chern-Simons



level to be a half-integer. Of course, the level is quantized to be an integer in 3
dimensions, and this does not spoil the gauge invariance of the 1d theory, but it is
still interesting that fractional Chern-Simons levels are allowed in the reduced theory.

Section 5: In this section, we carry out the semiclassical evaluation of the SL(2,C)
Chern-Simons theory or the de Sitter gravity. Again, the results in this section
extend smoothly from the results of section 3, with the semiclassical evaluation of
the partition function of dS gravity being the product of two partition functions of a
1d QFT. Again, it is the case that the gauge invariant observables of 3-dimensional
theory must reduce to those of the reduced theory. We do not give an account of
what those observables might be, it is an open problem.

Section 6: Having studied the pure Chern-Simons theories, we now turn our di-
rection to Euclidean Chern-Simons Higgs theories, with interest in the monopole
(strictly speaking, instanton) solutions. We employ a spherically symmetric ansatz
that has been well studied in the past for the study of monopoles in Chern-Simons
Higgs theories [4, 10, 13]. One problem we face is that the reduced action from the
Higgs sector contains r-dependent terms, which makes the reduced 1d theory depend
explicitly on r. To remedy this, we get help from an interesting observation, which
was made in [11]. The observation is the following: In the first-order formalism of
3-dimensional gravity, the dreibein ef and the spin connection wj' have the same in-
dex structure as AY, so one can employ an analogous spherically symmetric ansatz
on these fields! This turns out to be a very clean way to go around the problem, as is
evident from the results in this section. We will not deal with dynamical gravity so
we will not consider the spin connection wj', but we use the ansatz on the dreibein ef
to fix the geometry so that the reduced action does not have explicit r-dependence.
From the reduction of the Chern-Simons term, we get a reduced action which can
be viewed, at the classical level, as the action of a fermionic theory. From the Higgs
sector, one gets a reduced action containing the canonical kinetic term of a real scalar
field with a self-interacting potential depending on what one chooses for the poten-
tial in the 3d theory, and an interesting interaction arises between fermionic fields
and the real scalar which is of the form %XQE\II with X the scalar field, and ¥ the
fermionic field that is associated to the reduced action of the Chern-Simons term.
The interesting thing about this interaction is that k is the quantized Chern-Simons
level in 3-dimensions. This is an unusual appearance of the Chern-Simons level in
the denominator. Moreover, we observe that the interaction term X?WW signals a
supersymmetric interaction, so we modify the Higgs potential in 3-dimensions to add
a sixth-order term, and with this modification, we get a supersymmetric quantum
mechanics in the reduced action. The conclusion from this section is the following:
The spherically symmetric monopole solutions in the Chern-Simons Higgs theory are
governed by a supersymmetric quantum mechanics. We further show that the flux
of the monopole is proportional to the fermion number operator F = WU of the
supersymmetric quantum mechanics, which in turn is related to the Witten index



7= Tr((—l)Fe’5H>.

e Section 7: In this section, we extend our results from the study of SU(2) Chern-
Simons Higgs theory. The transition of the results is again smooth and foreseeable.
We get two copies of the supersymmetric quantum mechanics we got in section 6,
and the total flux of the monopoles is now proportional to the sum 2?21 U0,

e Section 8: Having extensively studied the classical Chern-Simons Higgs theory and
its monopoles, we now discuss the quantum theory. Things are much more involved
now due to the interactions between the fields. We demonstrate the challenges by
studying a O-dimensional toy model and argue that the semiclassical evaluation of
the quantum Chern-Simons Higgs theory is much more complicated than that of
pure Chern-Simons theory. We discuss that because the solution space of Chern-
Simons Higgs theory does not admit a group structure, our computation in section
3 cannot be extended for the Chern-Simons matter theory, because our computation
in section 3 relies crucially on the group structure of the solution space of Chern-
Simons theory. We in any case sketch a semiclassical argument discussing why the
dimensionally reduced action is relevant for the quantum Chern-Simons Higgs theory.
The reason is that some subspace of solutions of the Chern-Simons Higgs theory can
be recast as the solution space of the reduced action, and in the semiclassical regime,
the main contributions come from the classical solutions. This still does not indicate
a strong agreement between the path integral of the 3d Chern-Simons Higgs theory
and the reduced theory, at least not as strong as an agreement that we find in section

3, but it is a crude approximation.

2 Euclidean SU(2) Chern-Simons Theory

The Euclidean Chern Simons Theory on a 3-manifold M is defined by the action

I= —ﬁ/ CS(A), (2.1)
4 M
with )
CS(A) =Tr (A/\dA+ gAAAAA), (2.2)
where
A€ QY M) x su(2), (2.3)
is the connection of the trivial Principal SU(2) bundle over M. We choose the quadratic
bilinear form in the Lie algebra su(2) such that Tr(t*t’) = —15%°. In components, the
action reads ‘ .
K ijk a a abc pa Ab gc

The Chern-Simons action is not gauge invariant. Under a gauge transformation, the change
in the Chern-Simons action is

0l = —2mikn + B, (2.5)
oM



with

o ~1 ~1 ~1
n=-5 /Tr(gdg A gdg™ A gdg ) €7z, (2.6)

the winding number of the gauge element g(x) € SU(2), and B is a boundary term which
we drop. Although the Chern-Simons action is not gauge invariant, one can get a gauge

invariant quantum theory if one ensures that e =%/

= 1 so that the path integral remains
the same under a gauge transformation, which is what defines the quantum Chern-Simons

theory. The condition for the quantum Chern-Simons theory to be gauge invariant is then
—0I =2mwim; m € Z, (2.7)

from this condition, it follows that
k € Z, (2.8)

so the parameter appearing in front of the action must be an integer to ensure a sensible
quantum theory.

The equations of motion are given by the critical points of I. Varying with respect to
A one gets the flatness condition
F =0, (2.9)

which are solved by flat connections A = gdg~! for g € SU(2). For the component fields
A¢, we employ the spherically symmetric ansatz that is a 3-dimensional version of the
multi-instanton ansatz of [16]:

' x oL T;Tq i
A = A%yt = ¢ [(cpz(r) — 1) Emkr—g + cpl(r)% + A(r) 2 ]dm , (2.10)

where 6 = 64 — wige, and r = (zi2:)Y? (i = 1,2,3). With this ansatz, one gets (see
appendix for explicit computations):

» 9
ek A0, A}, = 2 <s0130’2 — (2 —1) +2A(p2 — 1)>, (2.11)

- 6
e ATALAT = S A(2 = 17 + 1), (2.12)

1 .. o1 — Apa O1p2 + Ay 1— ¢ — ¥}
Loikpg (— T i+ (PR 5l (1A i 013)

and a prime denotes a derivative with respect to r. Therefore the Chern-Simons form is
reduced to

| 1 2
ek (A?@A% + geabCA?AﬁAz> = 5 (e1eh — @il = 1) +24(02 = D + A((02 — 12 + D))

2

2

10— Pilpr— 1)+ AR+ 2 — 1>>.
(2.14)



Since the functions 1, @9, and A depend only on r, we can integrate over the angles in
the action to arrive at the 1-dimensional action

Scs = in/dr <<p1<p’2 — P12 — 1) + A(3 + ¢f — 1))- (2.15)

Dropping the boundary term [ dr¢), we have:

Scs = iﬁ/dr <<P1<P/2 — Ohpa + AeT + 05 — 1))- (2.16)

Either from varying this action with respect to ¢1, @2, A or by using the form of F;% under
the reduction, we have the following equations of motion
0= 01p1 — Apa,
0= 81(,02 + A(pl, (2.17)
0=+ @3 —1.

The action (2.16) is a first-derivative action. We combine ¢; and ¢y into a complex
scalar field Y via:

Y=p1+ips ; Y =1 —ips. (2.18)
Then
YY' =YY = 2i(p165 — ¢hp2), (2.19)
YY = ¢ + 3. (2.20)
Thus, (2.16) becomes:
Scs = ﬂ/dr <%(?Y/ —Y'V)+iAYY - 1)) : (2.21)

Integrating by parts Y'Y and dropping the boundary term, the action reads
Scs = K / dr (?(ar i)Y — z’A). (2.22)

This is very nearly the action of a fermion living in 1-dimension, coupled to a gauge field
A whose kinetic term is a 1-dimensional Chern-Simons term. Through rescaling of Y with
VK, one can write this as

Scs = / dr (?(ar LAY — Wx). (2.23)

Because & is quantized to be an integer in 3-dimensions (so that e~/ hence the quantum
Chern-Simons theory is invariant under large gauge transformations), (2.23) is invariant

under U(1) large gauge transformations. The fields transform as !

Y — e—iA(T)Y"

) ‘ 2.24
A= A+09,A=e""MA—-id,)eh (2.24)

'Under the reduction, there is a surviving U(1) subgroup of SU(2) which has elements g =
exp (—i/2f(r)z - o). It is under these transformations the above action is invariant up to 27n, n being
the winding number of A.



There is a striking resemblance of the kinetic term of Y in (2.23) to the kinetic term of
a fermion ¢ living in 1d. To make this similarity precise, we identify 7 = r and associate
to the complex scalar field Y (r) a Grassmanian valued field (1)

Y(r) «— (1), (2.25)

and write the following Euclidean action
Scs = / ar (B(0; + i) — inA). (2.26)

Then, what we can say is that the classical solutions of the Chern-Simons theory that
possess spherical symmetry can be viewed as the classical solutions of a fermionic theory,
because the spherical symmetric configurations of the Chern-Simons action are governed
by (2.23), and the critical points of that action are guaranteed to be the critical points of
the Chern-Simons theory that has spherical symmetry, due to Palais’ symmetric criticality
[9]. Moreover, we can map the reduced solutions in terms of Y (r) to solutions in terms of
a Grassmanian (7). According to our dictionary, he equations in terms of Y and v are

given as
(ar - z’A)?(r) 0= (aT - z’A)@(T), (2.27)

The solutions are
V() = e T IAY, () = e T aTAT Dy, (2.28)

2.1 Some Aspects of the Finite Temperature Quantum Mechanical Model

The action in (2.26) is special in that it resembles its 3-dimensional counterpart, which is a
Chern-Simons theory with fermions [3]. The quantum theory based on the 1-dimensional
action contains interesting phenomena such as the analog of parity anomaly in (2+1)-
dimensional fermions coupled to Chern-Simons theory. Moreover, the theory can be solved
to all orders in perturbation theory, and the interactions shift the level as [3]

1

R h— g (2.29)

For the same model with Ny fermions all with mass m, the shift would be

1m
K—K——

—Ny. 2.30
2|m| f ( )

In the model with N; fundamental fermions, the exact effective action at finite temperature
is computed to be [3]

I'[A]g = Nylog { cos(a/2) — itanh(Sm/2) sin(a/2)}. (2.31)



Where a = foﬁ drA(T). Observe that for (2.26), we have m =0, Ny =1, &  — oo. The
effective action is then:

T Als—s o0 = —% /0 T drA(), (2.32)

which just says that the level of the theory (2.26) is shifted as in (2.29). It is interesting
that for the massless case, even if we don’t take the zero temperature limit, the effective
action would be almost the same, apart from a shift in the upper integral bound.

3 Dimensional Reduction as a Quantum Duality at Large «

We will try to establish a relation between the 3-dimensional quantum Chern-Simons the-
ory and the quantum theory of the reduced action (2.22). Note that the classical solutions
of the reduced theory will solve the equations of the 3-dimensional Chern-Simons theory,
however, the converse is not true. The solutions of the reduced theory do not exhaust all of
the solutions of the 3-dimensional theory, because not all solutions have to be spherically
symmetric in 3d. Since some space of the classical solutions of the two agrees, one would
expect an approximate equality at the semiclassical regime, which corresponds to the large
£ limit of both (2.1) and (2.22).

It turns out, and we will show this below by explicit computation, that the semiclas-
sical evaluation of both theories agrees ezactly up to an irrelevant scaling of the partition
function.

For a starter, we will study a toy model to recall the stationary phase approximation.
Suppose we are interested in the following integral which defines a 0-dimensional QFT:

Z = /dx e @), (3.1)

Let us denote the space of solutions to % =0 by #. For x; € 4, one expands f(x) to
second order in the parameter dx = r — x;

1
@) = flai) + 5" (x:)ox”, (3.2)
then one can approximate the partition function by summing over all x; € .#
7 ~ Z e~ f@i) / d[éw]e_%f"(“)‘w, (3.3)
1'2'6/// B(xl)

with B(z;) being some neighborhood of the classical point z;. If B(z;) contains the whole
of the real line, then one can perform the Gaussian integral, but the expansion to the
second order only holds for small enough dz. One can avoid this pitfall by considering the
limit in which a parameter appearing in the classical action f(x) to be very large so that
the Gaussian is sharply peaked around the minima and quickly decays hence the integral



around B(x;) is reasonably close to the integral over the entire real line. In that limit, the
semiclassical limit, one has
—~1/2
Zr Y el ( f”(azi)) . (3.4)

T, €M

Now, we will extend this to the quantum Chern-Simons theory, a 3-dimensional QFT. The
Euclidean SU(2) Quantum Chern-Simons Theory over a 3-manifold M is defined by the

path integral
7z - /@Aexp<_1[A]) - /@Aexp (% /M CS(A)>, (3.5)

with CS(A) given as in (2.2), and A € Q' (M) xsu(2). As discussed in the previous section,
the quantum theory is gauge invariant provided k € Z.

To carry out the semiclassical approximation, we first need to determine the space of
stationary points of I, the Chern-Simons action. The stationary points are given by the
flatness condition:

Fe =0, (3.6)

which are solved by pure gauges A(z) = g(x)dg~'(z) with g(x) € SU(2). Hence, the
solution space of the Chern-Simons theory is given by

Mcs = {A(x) = g(z)dg~" (z)|g € SU(2)}. (3.7)

Which is isomorphic to the space of gauge transformations G. The isomorphy is established
by the pure gauge connections:

o G — Mcs

. (3.8)
g(x) = A= g(z)dg™ (x).
If one expands I around a classical point A € .#Zcg to second order, one gets
—~1/2
7w~ P Ae~ T det (I”[A]) . (3.9)

AMcs

Here, we need to ensure that I”[A] is a sharply peaked ”Gaussian” in the field space so
that the integral, analogous to the one in (3.3), is reasonably close to the exact result. This
is achieved in the large x limit because then I"”[A] is sharply peaked around the classical
solution A. The stationary phase approximation of the SU(2) Chern-Simons theory was
carried out in [18], and it was shown that the partition function is, as expected, a topolog-
ical invariant of the 3-manifold over which it is defined. However, our motivation to study
the semiclassical regime is different than that of [18]: We are not interested in explicitly
evaluating the functional determinant appearing in (3.9), what we hope to accomplish is
to determine the precise relation between the large & limit of the 3-dimensional quantum
Chern-Simons path integral with the large s limit of the path integral based on the action

,10,



(2.22).

Let us return to (3.9). The functional determinant is given by

det <I”[A]) - / D exp (% / Tr(w A d Aw)) , (3.10)

where w is an adjoint valued 1-form and d 4w = dw + [A,w] is the gauge covariant deriva-
tive of w with respect to the flat background A. Since w is adjoint-valued, the functional
integral on the right, hence the determinant of I"[A] evaluated at a classical configuration
A, are gauge invariant. The gauge invariance of the determinant is important for our pur-
poses, our purpose being the establishment of the duality between a theory in 3d with its
1d reduced version, at large k.

Now, we will use to our advantage the fact that the integral (3.9) is restricted to the
solution space .#cs. That means A = g(x)dg~!(z) for some g(x) € SU(2), and hence

—I[A] = g /M CS(A) = 2mikn, (3.11)

with n given as in (2.6). So, the value of I depends only on the topological sector in which
I

1Al = 1 due to the quantization of k. Moreover, the determinant of

A lives. In fact, e
I"[A] is also gauge invariant, so that depends only on the topological sector in which A
lives as well. Therefore, one can choose a representative flat connection in each sector, call
it A,, € 4, and one can write the full integral as a discrete sum over n and an integral
in each sector .Z%g. The gauge invariant functionals in each sector can be taken out of the

integral over .Z(g, that is to say

7 =~ DA 1A et (I//[A]>—1/2 _ i T gt (I"[An]>_1/2 oA

n
Mcs n=—o00 MEs

= i e T1An] qet (I"[.An]>71/

n=—oo

) (3.12)
vol( ().

Now, we get back to the point where we’ve chosen a representative flat connection in each
sector .#(iy. For each m, we can choose the representative gauge field A, € .#(q such
that it depends only on the coordinate r = (z;2;)'/2. Denoting .#, to be the space of
flat connections that depends only on 7 and the subspace .#Z" of .#, to be those flat

connections that have winding number n, we can recast the sum in (3.12) as

© —1/2
~ Y e 0] et (I"[An(r)]> P ol azs), (3.13)

n=—oo

with A, (r) € 4" for each n. We will insert 1 into this sum in the following way

> —1/2
Zr Y e A0 et <I”[An(r)]> / Vol(%gs)m DAL(r).  (3.14)
r M

n=—oo

— 11 —



Now, one can take the exponential and the determinant inside the integral over .,
because they are gauge invariant and hence taking them into the integral will not affect
the result:

~ N % —I[An ()] " -1/2
~ Z@O vl 2) | g D An(r)e det (1 [An(r)]) . (3.15)

If the volume of the solution space of flat connections .#(lq, and that of the solution space
of flat connections possessing spherical symmetry ., are independent of n, then one can
take them out of the sum over n. Let us assume, for the moment, that this is the case, and
take them out of the sum. We will show later that they are indeed independent of n. After
taking them out of the sum, they can be fed into the normalization of the path integral,
so we can drop them. Hence, one has

o] —1/2
7~ Z DA, (r)e 1A ] det (I"[An(r)]> /
o (3.16)
—1/2
~ ZA(r)e A det <I"[A(r)]) / ;
%’r

where we combined the integral over the n—th sector and the discrete sum into a single
integral over the solution space of spherically symmetric flat connections .#,.. Now we
argue that the right-hand side is the semiclassical evaluation of the path integral of the

quantum Chern-Simons theory restricted to the spherically symmetric domain, that is

—1/2
Zipherical = / FAr)e MO & [ g Ar)e MO det (1AW ? @
spherical

M

where A(r) is a gauge field configuration that depends only on the r-coordinate but is not
necessarily a solution to the equations of motion. On the other hand A(r) is a spherically
symmetric flat gauge field, so it is in ... For the restricted path integral, the full solution
space is given by .#,., because the main integral is restricted only to spherically symmetric
configurations. Thus it is easy to see that the semiclassical evaluation is really the integral
over the solution space .#,. The right-hand side, by (3.16), is equal to the semiclassical
evaluation of the ordinary quantum Chern-Simons theory, without a restriction to the
spherically symmetric configurations. Therefore, we conclude that

Z = Zsphericala (318)

where = means that the semiclassical (large ) limit of the path integral on the left-hand
side, which is a 3-dimensional QFT, is ezactly the same as the semiclassical limit of the
path integral on the right-hand side, which we will argue is a 1-dimensional QFT.
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We can generalize our argument for the path integral of any gauge invariant functional
F[A] over the moduli space of the Chern-Simons theory. One has

GAFIA = Y FlA) DA, =Y FlAxlvol(ais)
AMcs n=—oo ‘//{éls n=—oo

- - (3.19)
DAN)FIAN) = > FlAn(r)) DAn(r) = > FlAu(r)lvol ().

n
My n=-—00 M. n=-—00

In showing that the path integral of F over .#Zcg is the same, up to normalization, as the
path integral of F over .#,., we need to assume that the volumes of the respective solution
spaces are independent of n so that one can take them out of the discrete sum. This is
essentially the same argument that we carried out for the special case

FlA) = "M det (17[4)) o (3.20)

Consequently, we can show that the two lines give the same results apart from a constant
scaling, for a general gauge invariant functional F[A].

1
vol(Acs) Mes

GAFA = Y FlA) = W //, DAFIAL (3.21)

n=—0oo

That this equality holds for an arbitrary gauge invariant functional implies, in particular,
that the observables of the 3-dimensional theory must reduce, in the large s limit, to
the observables of the 1-dimensional theory, because the observables are gauge invariant.
In Chern-Simons gauge theory, the only gauge invariant observables are the Wilson loop
operators, defined by

Wr(C) = TrrPexp (}{ A), (3.22)

C
with Trp the trace in the representation R, P is the path ordering operator, and C' is
a curve over which the extended operator is defined. The correlation function of some

product of Wilson lines is defined as
([IWric) = [ 24 W] Wa (o), (3.23)

Since Wgr(C) is gauge invariant, in the large x limit we expect these correlation functions to
reduce to the correlation functions of the 1-dimensional theory. Finding the corresponding
observable to the Wilson operators, in the reduced theory, is an open problem.

The conclusion is that the semiclassical evaluation of the quantum Chern-Simons the-
ory can be dealt with by considering only the classical solutions that possess spherical
symmetry. The path integral and the observables of both theories agree exactly in the
semiclassical regime. The most general form of the gauge connection that possesses spher-
ical symmetry is given by the three-dimensional version of the multi-instanton ansatz of
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Witten [16], which we employed in the previous sections. Moreover, the reduced action
under the spherically symmetric ansatz reads

Scs = kK / dr (?(ar FiA)Y — z’A). (3.24)
And it follows from (3.17) that

/ P Aexp (% / CS(A)) > / DADYD?exp(— K / dr(?(ar +z‘A)Y—z’A)>, (3.25)

and, by equality, we mean that the large x limit of both sides agrees exactly.

Now we take up the issue of showing that the volume of either .#Z7%g or ., is inde-
pendent of n. We argue as follows: Take n = 1 and let A; € ///és. Homotopically, all
other elements in ///és can be generated by the orbit of A; under the action of small gauge
transformations, living in .Z% 2. Take A; = g1dg; 1 50 one can write ML as

=///és ={A= gid(gi)fl\gi = gog1 & go € «///cos}- (3.26)

Now, consider .#Zy with n # 1. An element in .#Z’q can be taken, for example, as

gn = (g)"?
action of .#0g. That is to say

M = {A = g,d(g,) gl = gogn & go € M} (3.27)

, and all the other elements can be generated by the orbit of g, under the

Since both ///(1?8 and .4 are generated by the action of the same set of gauge transfor-
mations, we conclude that vol(.Z(q) is the same for all n (note that this argument relies
on the group structure of ///85). The same argument applies for .Z" because, for all n,
the space . will be generated by the orbit of the same group of transformations ..

Let us summarize the results of this section in a table

In a forthcoming paper, we shall study the semiclassical theory in the gravitational
setting in more detail.

4 SL(2,C) Chern-Simons Theory or de Sitter Gravity

For SL(2,C) Chern-Simons gauge theory, the connection is a doublet of the form (A, A) =
(A%, A%®). The action is given by (we are using conventions from [15, 19]) :

t
=2
Am J m

Tr<A/\dA+2A/\A/\A>—i/ Tr<71Ad7l+g71AZAZ>. (4.1)
3 A J g 3

2To be more precise, the group of small gauge transformations is Go, and it can be mapped onto .#g
by go — godgy'. Since the two spaces are isomorphic, we will abuse terminology and say .#0g when we
actually mean Gy for small gauge transformations.

3For negative n, one needs to choose a gauge function g_; with winding number —1 and take the n — th
power (g—1)" which has winding number —n.
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3d Chern-Simons Theory 1d Reduced Chern-Simons Matter

K — 00
on M Theory

Action I[A4] Scs[A, Y, Y]

[12
N

—1/2 —-1/2
Path Integral | Z =" det <I”[A]) Zspherical = ), det (I”[-A(T)])

Observables Wr(C) ?

This action is equivalent to the action of de Sitter Gravity in the first-order formalism if
one makes the identification:

1

= e AT =w it AN =wt — et (4.2)

K

where e is the dreibein and w{ is the spin connection. The equations of motion are

Fig =0=Fij, (4.3)
with
F=dgA ; F=dzA, (4.4)
with the covariant derivative
daA=dA+ ANA ; dgA=dA+ANA (4.5)

On the dS3 gravity side, the equations of motion give Einstein’s equations with a positive
cosmological constant (with the radius of de Sitter space taken to be 1) in the first-order
formalism. In this theory, let us employ an extension of the spherically symmetric ansatz

XTiZgq

x A
A=t lsmk—l;(apg—l)—i—ﬂapl—i— Al dr’,
r r r

(4.6)
da’.

=t Eiak_2(¢2_1)+%¢1_ 2 A

We will set t = ix and t = —ix. After reducing the action, and dropping the boundary
terms [ droyp and [ drd, B, we get:

S = i%/dr (@1@’2 — Pipa + Al +¢f - 1)) - i“/dr<¢1¢,2 — 1% — A@ + P - 1))-
(4.7)
Define the complex scalar fields

Yi=p1+ips 3 Yo=0; —ipy,

_ _ _ - __ (4.8)
Yi=p1—ipy ; Yo=10 +1p,,
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which can be used to recast the reduced action as
1 — — — 1 — — _ —
S:n/m(iwﬂq—yhn+Awﬂq—m>+n/m<§wﬁg—yp@+Awﬁ3—n>

:H/m(?ﬂ@+u@m-4A)+ﬁ/d4?ﬂa+u@n-4z)
(4.9)
With the complex scalar fields Y7, Yo, we associate Grassmanian valued fields 1, 1o

Yi(r), Ya(r) «— 91(7), ¢a2(7), (4.10)

after which we have
S = / dr (@1@7 +iA)y — z’nA) + / dr (%(& +iA)y — mZ), (4.11)

where k is absorbed in the definitions of the Grassmanian fields..

What we see is that through dimensional reduction of 3-dimensional dS-gravity, we get
two copies of a quantum mechanical model of fermions coupled to gauge connections A and
A. In the 3-dimensional theory, we can use the Schwinger gauge z;4¢ = 2¢(A — A) = 0,
with which the action can be written as

Ny=2

S:/m ;?M&+MM—%M.. (4.12)

So, in the gauge theory formalism of dSs gravity, spherically symmetric configurations are
governed by a first-order action that is very similar to a fermionic action in Euclidean
formalism. But now, the coefficient of A is 2x instead of k. This was unexpected a priori
because now the large-gauge invariance of the corresponding quantum theory requires s
to be a half-integer, as opposed to being an integer. But in 3-dimensions, x is quantized
to be an integer. Restricting x to an integer does not break in any way the large gauge
invariance of (4.12), but it is interesting that fractional Chern-Simons levels are allowed in
the reduced theory.

Another way to view the situation arising from the factor 2 in front of the A term is
to scale A — % The fundamental charge of the fermionic fields is halved, because the
covariant kinetic term becomes (0, + %A)?/), which means that each of the fermions is
charged with % under the local U(1) gauge symmetry. That is to say, under the gauge
transformation .

Y= ez,

(4.13)
A= A+ 0N,

the action changes by —2mwikn, where n = % [ drA is the winding number of the large-
gauge transformation, and now k is not fractional.

One other place where this reduction may be potentially useful is in understanding the
relation between dSs gravity and SYK models [15].
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5 Large « Limit of SL(2,C) Quantum Chern-Simons Theory

Let us study the large s limit [19]. We will draw conclusions from section 3. The path
integral is given as

— K 1K —
Z = / DAD A exp {E /M CS(A) - /M CS(A)}, (5.1)
with 5
CS(A) = Tr<A/\dA+ 5A/\A/\A>,
(5.2)
_ S Y
CS(A) = Tr<A/\dA+ 5A/\A/\A>.
The integrals decompose and the semiclassical evaluation gives
00 . —-1/2
ik
Z an_:oo </.@w exp (E /M Tr(w A dmfnw)>>
) . —-1/2 (53)
_ iK _ _
mzzoo </@w exp < ~ /M Tr(w A dﬂmw)>> ,
where <7, and <7,, are flat connections so that
F =dy,dp=0 ; F=dy on=0, (5.4)

and their winding numbers are n and m, respectively. The same argument that was carried
out for SU(2) Quantum Chern-Simons theory at large x can be carried out here to show
that:

Z 2 Zpherical X Zspherical (5.5)
with
Zpherical = / DADY, DY, exp (- . / dr (?1(& +iA)Y; — z’A)),
(5.6)
Zepherical = / DADY,DY 5 exp ( ok / dr (?2(& +iA)Ys — iZ)).

Of course, Z can be decomposed into two parts to begin with, since A and A do not mix
with each other. In that sense, the result we got form SL(2,C) Chern-Simons theory is
like the doublet of the result we got from SU(2) Chern-Simons theory.

6 Dimensional Reduction of Euclidean SU(2) Chern-Simons Higgs The-
ory

In Euclidean space, we consider the action

K 3. 17k a a eabc a oAb pc 1 3 1 a a a
= o | dPacF (AL0;AL + T ACALAL ) + —— [ &Pz ( SD;9"D;0 + V(9) )
8TgiMm 3 9y 2

(6.1)
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where ®° is in the adjoint representation of SU(2), and we have
D;®* = 9;0% + ¢ A2, (6.2)

We take the potential as the super renormalizable Higgs potential 4

A
V(®") = (270" — v?)% (6.3)
The field equations are
oS ov
0=25 oo e g L aeghp ge o4
= = — N k - —_— . .
OA7 Amgiy I ey Z

Under a gauge transformation, the Higgs term is invariant. The Chern-Simons term changes
as )
K
Ivym 9ym
n being the winding number of the gauge transformation, given by (2.6). For the corre-
sponding quantum theory to be gauge invariant, we must impose the condition

k=——cZ. (6.6)
9ym

Are there monopole solutions in the theory defined by (6.1)? We know that if the kinetic
term were the 3d Yang-Mills term, then the corresponding Yang-Mills-Higgs action could
be considered as the energy functional of a 34 1 dimensional Georgi-Glashow model which
admits monopoles that are called 't Hooft-Polyakov monopoles. On another route, one
could take the 3d Yang-Mills Higgs action to be a 3 + 0 dimensional Euclidean theory,
where the solutions would be now 't Hooft-Polyakov instantons, strictly speaking. It is
well known in the literature of topological solitons [8] that here are finite energy static
monopole solutions in 3+1 dimensions (or finite Euclidean action instanton solutions in
3+0 dimensions), with a corresponding Bogomolny’i bound on the energy (the Euclidean
action). In the limit where the Higgs potential vanishes, called the BPS limit, one can
saturate the bound if the fields solve the BPS equations

1
§6iijjqk == DZ'(I)G, (67)

and these solutions are called BPS monopoles (instantons). The energy (Euclidean ac-
tion) of the monopoles (instantons) for the BPS solutions is proportional to the topological
charge of the soliton, and inversely proportional to the coupling constant gyy, a charac-
teristic scenario in topological solitons.

4We will take the renormalizable (®*®*)? term into consideration in section 6.2.
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Having given a brief review of what would have happened if the gauge sector had
a Yang-Mills term, we now get back to our situation. The equations of motion of the
Chern-Simons Higgs theory from the variation of A} can be written as [4]

Bi® =0, (6.8)

with Bf = %Eiij]qk. This equation says that the magnetic field is orthogonal, in the sense
of the quadratic form on the Lie algebra denoted Tr, to the Higgs field everywhere. If we
consider 't Hooft’s definition of the Abelian field strength in the direction of symmetry-
breaking within the context of Chern-Simons Higgs theory

_ M (2)
with
Wm__ %
Fiy = Wﬂj7
3o (6.10)
(2) _ abc A .HC
Fiy = ¢ ((pa(pa)3/2Dl(p D;%,
we see that from the equations of motion we have F(1) = 0 for any solution. Since the
magnetic flux of the monopole ° is given by the surface integral of B; = %Eijk]:jk on
a sphere at infinity, and since BZO) = %ij]:]%) is 0 everywhere, the only way to get a

monopole with non-trivial magnetic flux (hence, nontrivial topological charge) is to make
sure that Bl@) = %aijkf](z) is non-vanishing at the boundary so that the surface integral of
B = BW 4+ B® is nonzero. But, if B is to be non-vanishing at infinity, then D;®* must
be non-vanishing at infinity. Observe that the Euclidean action of the monopole solution

goes like
Sp ~ /d?’m(Di@“)Q SEPP (6.11)

at large |x|. But this action cannot converge if we want to construct a monopole solution
with non-trivial flux at infinity, because for such a solution we necessarily have D;®® lol=co

O(1/r), which means
Sg ~ 47T/d7°7°20(1/7°2) + - — o0. (6.12)

Which means that Sg diverges linearly in r. So, it appears that the finiteness of Euclidean
action and the requirement of a non-trivial flux at infinity are in clash with each other, one
being necessarily absent in the presence of the other condition.

Although we have shown that for Chern-Simons Higgs theories one cannot have finite
action monopoles with non-trivial topological charge, let us proceed in any case to construct
some solutions with non-trivial charge. For a monopole-instanton type of solution, we

°In the context of Chern-Simons Higgs theory, we will abuse terminology and say monopoles when we
actually mean instantons.
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employ the spherically symmetric ansatzé that is well studied in the literature (see [4, 10, 13]
and the references therein)

T oL T;Tq i
At = €mk—§(902(7“) —1) + 221 (r) + =57 A(r) | da’,

" " r (6.13)
P = d(r).

r

The action reduces, upon integrating over the angles, to:

. 4 2
§= o [ ar(o10h— o+ AT+ -1)) + > /dr(r—®’2+¢2(w?+w%)) +/drV,
9ym 9ym 2
(6.14)
with N
/drV = 7;— drr?(®? — v?)2, (6.15)
9ym

For the moment, we will ignore the potential term. Converting the ¢’s into complex scalars
Y as in (2.22), one ends up with the action

_ 4 2 _

S=—— [ar (Y(@r +iA)Y — z'A) + /dr<7°—c1>’2 + <I>2YY) + /drV. (6.16)
9ym I9vym 2

Because the kinetic term of Y is that of a fermionic field, we associate with the complex

scalars Y the Grassmanian fields ¢ and write ©

S = QL / dr sz?qﬂ + K5 (0y + i A)Y + 4w D2 epap — mA) + / drV. (6.17)
Iym

If it were not for the 72 factor in front of ®2 term, this would be the action of a single scalar
field in 1-dimension coupled to a Grassmanian valued field, and the U(1) symmetry of the
fermionic action is gauged with a Chern-Simons kinetic term. Since & is real, it cannot
couple to the U(1) gauge field A. Moreover, this is clearly in the Euclidean formalism
because the fermionic kinetic term has no ¢ in front of it. With the identification 7 = r,
and scaling the fields V(1) = (v/k/gym)¥(7), and X(7) = (24/7/gym)P(7) we can rewrite
(6.17) as

2 : 2
S = /dT <1x2 + T, +iIA)T — 5 — A+ W—Mxﬁqf) + /dTV(X), (6.18)
2 9VM K
with a 1-dimensional time-dependent Higgs potential of which the minima are shifted

/ drV (X) = gy / drr? <x2 - 4m2>2. (6.19)

167 g%M

Note that the strength of the interactions between X and W is controlled by the coupling
constant 9\2(1\/[ /k. This coupling constant cannot take arbitrary values because in 3d, ——

. . IyMm
is quantized.

At this point, there are two questions one may ask about the action in (6.18):

At the level of the classical equations of motion, this is no problem. One can pair the classical solutions
of the two actions in a well-defined one-to-one manner.
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e Let us forget about the 3-dimensional origin, and start with (6.18), but without
the explicit time dependencies arising in the action. If we want the corresponding
quantum theory to be invariant under large gauge transformations of ¥, A; we must
ensure that K = 47— is an integer, just as k had to be an integer in 3d Chern-Simons
theory to have a consistent quantum theory. But, the inverse of this parameter
controls the strength of the interaction between X and W. That is, the interaction
term is %X2T\D. It would be interesting to study the effects of this interaction in the

corresponding quantum theory.

e The interaction between X and V¥ indicates a possible supersymmetry in this model.
To have a genuine supersymmetry, one would need to add a potential of the form
21/ (X)? ~ X5 so that the interaction terms can be written as 1#/(X)? + A" (X)U¥ with
h being the superpotential [6]. With the canonical kinetic terms of the bosonic and
fermionic fields, this gives a supersymmetric quantum mechanics in the Euclidean
formalism. It would be interesting to study soliton solutions of the 3-dimensional
Chern-Simons Higgs theory with an additional sixth-order potential, whose spheri-
cally symmetric solitons would be described by a supersymmetric quantum mechan-
ics.

6.1 Chern-Simons Higgs Theory on a Curved Space

To remove the time dependence in the kinetic term of X in (6.17), we define the theory on
a manifold M which has spherical symmetry, and whose dreibein is assumed to be given
as

e’ =

zF 5t rix? -
[—6“ikr—261(7“)+ Zr ea(r) + 5 es(r)|dz’. (6.20)

With this ansatz, we are exploiting the structural similarity of the SU(2) gauge field and
the dreibein in 3-dimensions. Now, observe that z¢ = e‘;xi = e3x®, so we fix e3 = 1. From
the dreibein, one finds the metric as (see the appendix for explicit calculations)

1
9ij = €iejoar = —((ef + €3)07; — wiz;)

=L (@ren - (10 93D 00, (621

r2

We then consider the action

ik B 6abc
5= / Bl (AgajAg + 7AgA§Ag>
1 1,
+—— | &z <§g”Di<I>aDj<I>“ - V(q>)> .
Iym I M

The Chern-Simons term is topological, so it is not affected by the change in the geome-
try. Hence, it will reduce to the same action. To reduce the Higgs action, we need the
determinant of g;; and compute g% D;®*D;®*. One finds

1
Vgl = lel = T—g(ef +e3), (6.23)
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g7 D;®*D;®% = & + g (3 + 03) 2. (6.24)
17T €
So the Higgs action reduces to
1 3 i'l a a
QZ:I (€2 +e2) Ae? +e2) (6.25)
S dr( LTD) g2 4 (o2 1 p2)32 + L6 (@2—02)2>.
M 2 4

Therefore, the total action can be written as

1K
§= - [dr (p105 — Plopa + A(] + ¢35 — 1))
Yl\iﬂ' (€2 + €3) Ae? 4 e3) (6.26)
+ o dr( L19D) g2 L (02 4 o2)3? 4 2NAT D) g2 _02)2>.
9y 2 4

So, through the choice of the geometry over which the theory is defined, we have elimi-
nated the 2 factor in front of the kinetic term. Indeed, the flat space limit corresponds to
(€2 + e2) = 72 so we recover (6.18).

If one adds the Einstein-Hilbert term into the action, making gravity to be dynamical,
then we would also need a spin connection w which we could take to be in the same form
as the gauge field ansatz, then the term (e? + €2)®" is a nonlinear interaction between the
Higgs field and the gravity. We will not discuss this in this paper.

Let us fix €2 4 €3 = 72 for a constant 73 so that in front of the kinetic term we just
have a constant. The metric now becomes:

1/ 72
9ij = 2 o0 + (1 — w2 | i | (6.27)

and the line element reads as
ds® = dr? + r3dQ2. (6.28)

So the resulting space has the geometry of R x S? with S? having fixed radius (. It makes
sense that this choice of geometry removes the 72 term in front of ®2 because that factor
resulted from the angular integral which gives 47r-2; but if we fix the geometry such that
all spheres have the same surface area, 4777"8, then the reduced action now comes with 7”3,
not 2.

Defining Y = ¢ + i@, Y = @1 — iy, the action can be rewritten as

S=—— [dr (?(ar +iA)Y — iA)
gj\; 72 — Ard (6:29)
+—— [ dr <—0<1>’2 + WY + Z9(@2 - 02)2> .
9yM 2 4
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Associating Y with a Grassmanian field i) one gets

K

. — ) 47 r% 9 o— 8 .
S %/dr<¢(6r+zA)w—zA> gYM/dr <7q> N+ 0 (@7~ 0?) ) (6.30)

and scaling the fields by ¥ = k. P, X = = W g

gym gym
S = /dT (@(67 +iA)D — 2—“A>
S (6.31)
2 .
+ /dT SX2 4 gYMxﬂw n grnA (yo _ Amrge?\ T
ron 16717”0 g%M

The expectation value for the Higgs field of the 3-dimensional theory is v whereas that of
the 1-dimensional reduced theory is 473/ g%Mv, so it is scaled up. Note that the fermionic
sector of this theory has a U(1) gauge symmetry, and for the quantum theory of this model
to exhibit invariance under large-gauge transformations, we must have

ei2TE /g5y — 1 — k= QL €z, (6.32)

Iym
where n is the winding number of the large gauge transformation. In particular, as we
noted earlier in this section, the interaction between X and W is controlled by the cou-
pling constant - for an integer k. This is an unusual interaction term, involving the
Chern-Simons level in the denominator. Another observation one can make is that with
a double-well potential, the theory is expected to have the usual quantum mechanical in-
stanton solutions. So the quantum version of this theory seems very rich.

Getting back to monopoles, we recall (6.10)

@a

(2) _ ___abc
Fij =€ ((I)a(I)a)?)/Q

D;®"D;®°. (6.33)

) _

By the equations of motion, we will have .7-" S Inserting our ansatz into this expression,

we get (see the appendix)

o
]:(2) ezﬂc r2 (Qpl + 902) (634)
the magnetic field is thus
2 T
B = -5 (et + o)), (6.35)
The flux integral at co gives

So, Y (r)Y (r) is associated with an r-dependent magnetic charge of the monopole solution.
In terms of the fermionic field ¥, we have

A g2 — A —
By = —%\w - —%xw. (6.37)
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6.2 Dimensional Reduction of the Chern-Simons Higgs Theory on M as a
Supersymmetric Quantum Mechanics

We get back to discussing the second question we posed above, which is, can we have
supersymmetry in (6.31)?7 In the Euclidean formalism, the action of a supersymmetric

quantum mechanics with superpotential h(X) reads [6]:

Sp = /dT <% (%)2 - E%qf - %h’Z(X) + h”(X)Em) , (6.38)
which is invariant under the supersymmetry transformations
X = el — €,
U =¢ <—% + h/(X)> , (6.39)
U =¢ <+% + h’(X)) :

In (6.31), we have h”(X) = %XQ, but then we need a term of the form h? ~ X5. We also
have an extra Higgs potential in the action. We consider the BPS limit so that only the
sixth-order term of the potential is nonzero, and choose the coefficient of the sixth-order
term so that there is a supersymmetry in our theory. We thus modify (6.31) as

. 2 9 4
SZ/dT <T<i+z‘A>\D—ZQ—“A> +/dT 1<%> + IMxrgy 4 M6
dr G 2 \ dr riK 18r(k2
(6.40)
Therefore, we have

2
1
h(X) _ 9yMm X4 _ 4

= = , 6.41
12r¢k 12r2k (6.41)

as the superpotential. Again, it is interesting that the superpotential is proportional to ﬁ
0

What kind of potential do we need to add to the 3d Chern-Simons Higgs theory so
that the reduced action in the BPS limit is (6.40)? We consider the following potential in
3-dimensions \

V=2(e"" - v?)? + K (979%)3, (6.42)
where K is to be determined, and we ignore the double-well term for now. The dimensional

reduction of the 6% order term yields

1 B 4777’(2]K

— | d&Pz/|g|K(2*@")° = —; dr®". (6.43)
9ym J M 9ym
Recalling the definition of X in terms of ®:
2
x = 2VTog (6.44)

gYm
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one gets

1 3 aga\3 Q%MK 6
—— d’z+/|g| K (®*P*)° = 5 drX®. (6.45)
Amré)?
Iym I M ( 0
We thus see that if )
8

then the dimensional reduction of the potential will yield just the right term to have a

supersymmetry in the reduced action. So, in 3-dimensions, starting from

K

B SWg%M
1

1 ..
+— [ &z\/g| <—g”Di<1>aDj<I>“+V(<I>)>,
Y™ Jm 2

B abc
s / dBreiit (AgajAz + %AgA?A;)
M

(6.47)

with

A 872
S(@®" — ) 4 %@%0)3, (6.43)

one gets the following action in the BPS limit, upon dimensional reduction

V:

S = /dT (%XQ + (0, +iA)V — z’k:A) - /dT (%kx?m/ + ngk;?)&) . (6.49)
with k = ﬁ an integer. This action governs the spherically symmetric monopole solu-
tions in the theory defined by the action (6.47). Thus, we see that the 't Hooft-Polyakov
instantons on M which has the geometry of R x S? that possess spherical symmetry are
effectively described by a supersymmetric quantum mechanics. This is interesting in that
one may understand the quantization of spherically symmetric monopoles by studying a
supersymmetric theory in 1d with a superpotential of the form h(X) ~ X*.

Let us discuss the monopoles in this theory. The addition of a sixth-order term in the
potential does not change the fact that ]:Z(jl) in (6.10) is 0 for all solutions to the equations

of motion, nor does it change the expression for ‘7-"2(]2) But now, it has a very interesting
interpretation due to supersymmetry. We have
4 — a7

P = —— TV = ——F, .
fux = = ; (6.50)

where F' is the fermion number operator. In the context of supersymmetric quantum
mechanics, the Witten index [6] defined by

7= Tr<(—1)Fe—/3H>, (6.51)

gives information about the ground state structure of the supersymmetric quantum theory.
According to our dictionary, the flux of a monopole in Chern-Simons Higgs theory is related
to the fermion number operator F', which in turn is related to the Zy grading operator
(—=1)¥, which in turn is related to the Witten index.
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7 Dimensional Reduction of Euclidean SL(2, C) Chern-Simons Higgs The-
ory

Let us consider what happens when we reduce the SL(2,C) Chern-Simons Higgs theory
through our ansatz. We consider

t abc
S =— / A3zl (Aaa Af+ A“AbAc>
8Tgym Jm
1 -
+ 5 | /g <—g”DZ~<I>“Dj<I>a + V(q>)>
Iym J M (7.1)
I " gabe ’
4 / Pt <A 0, + A A Ak>
8 2
TIvm I M
1 f & —/(1 g —
+— [ & |g|< ¢"D;®"D;3" + V(P ))
9ym J M

where the connection is a doublet of the form (A, A) = (A*T, A*T*) and similarly for the
adjoint field (@, ®) = (@7, ®“T*). The Higgs field is in the adjoint representation, hence

D;0% = 0;0" + " ALD",

— _ o (7.2)
D:d" = 9,3" + AT,
The same story unfolds with the following ansatzé:
§ia pa _
A = [(902 1)82‘ ak_;ﬂ NP sz-z' dz’,
r
— e _gpaxe| .
A’ = [(902 —De; akx_]; TP - szg; da’,
r
pr— Lo, (7.3)
/rCL
=13
r )
k a )
e = [—Eaik%el +5La + 63]d ‘
where all of the ansatz fields depend only on 7 = (x;2;)'/2. We take t = ix and = —ix,

and invariance under large gauge transformations enforces the parameter 92”” to be an
. . YM
integer. The action reduces to

S = 2— dr (p10h — P12 + AP} + 93 — 1))
gYM
e? + e2 Ae? + €3

+92 dr< 1te€3) B2 4 (0% + 22)3 + ( 14 2)@2_02)2)

b (7.4)
- 2— dr (P15 — 0102 — AP +95 — 1))

Iym

A 2 2y - 2 2y
n 277 dr (el + 62)®'2 + (@ —l—@%)‘PQ n Aler + €3) (@2 —u?)2).

Im 2 4
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We define the complex scalars

Yi=p1+ips 3 YYo= —ipy,

_ . - (7.5)
Yi=p1—ip2 ;5 Yo=01+ip,.
Fixing e3 = 1 and e% + e% = r%, the action becomes
S=— [dr (?1(0,, +iA)Y; — z’A)
Iym
4 2 _ Ar2
i 271' dr <7"_oq)/2 + %Y,V + ﬁ(q)z . v2)2>
9yMm 2 4
ir (7.6)
+—— [ dr <Y2(6 +iA)Yy — ’LA)
Fon
47 o= Arg 212
+—— [ dr 3" +<I>Y2Y2+ (<I> —v9)° ).
9yMm 2 4
To the complex scalars Y7, Ys, we associate Grassmanian fields 11, 9; and consider the
action
1 — — 4 Arg
S=- / dr (4777“8@'2 + k(8 + iA)r + 8T®%P by + ”4”) (2 — 02)2)
YM
—|—g dr (4777‘0(1) + Ko (O + i A) e + 8T P YPyt)a + (" —0v) ) (7.7)
YM
ik —
——— [ dr(A+ A).
9ym

Just as in the SU(2) case, we identify 7 = r, and define

U = V) s e = Y ),
gyM gyM
Xi(r) = 2 T0g(r) o Xo(r) = 2 T0G(r), (7.8)

aym aym
Ai(r) = A(r) 5 As(1) = A(7),

to write the action as
Ny=2

S = /dTZ

The new double well potential, of which the expectation of the Higgs field is scaled up by

\/4mrd /g%y s given as

< X2+, +iA;)0; — —— A +9YMx2qu11 + V(X5 )). (7.9)
0

YM

2 3 A2

V(X;) = S (k2 T ) (7.10)
16mrg \ 7 9m

In the 3-dimensional theory, we can use the Schwinger gauge CEiA? = 2%(A — A) = 0. This

changes the above theory in an interesting way

Np=2 .
2

g /dTZ< (0, +iA)T, + X2+9Y_MX2\I;\IJ V(X )>_$ drA.  (7.11)
9ym
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The 2 in front of the 1d Chern-Simons term also appeared in the dimensional reduction
of the SL(2,C) pure Chern-Simons theory. We see that if k = ggM is quantized to half-
integers, then the Chern-Simons term is invariant under gauge transformations mod 2mm
with m € Z.

So we have a relaxed quantization that allows for fractional Chern-Simons level. Note
that k is quantized to be an integer in 3d, so we need to choose k integer in the reduced
action as well. This does not spoil the gauge invariance of (7.11), yet it is interesting that

one can allow for fractional Chern-Simons level in the reduced theory.

On another route, we can scale A — A/2, then the fermion and the Chern-Simons

terms become

Ny=2 . .
— (3 1R
IFermion + IGauge = /dT 5 \Ilj <a7' + _A> \Ilj -5 drA. (712)
j=1 2 Iym

The fermions have charge 1/2 under the U(1) gauge symmetry. The transformations that

leave the action invariant up to 2wim are

U — eiA/2\IJ,

) ) 7.13
A— A—0.A=eM2(A—2i0,)e N2, (7.13)

The gauge transformation of A is now unusual, because of the 2. Under a large gauge
transformation of winding number n = % [ drd- A, the action changes by

61Gauge = 2mikn, (7.14)

so now, the quantization condition is k € Z, but the fermions are charged with 1/2.

So we have two descriptions, in the first, fermions are charged 1 under U(1), and the
parameter k is a half-integer; whereas in the second, fermions are charged 1/2 and the
parameter k is an integer.

7.1 The Reduced Action as a Supersymmetric Quantum Mechanics
We modify the potential in (7.11) as

2 2.2
GIMA o Amrgv 1 6
V(X)) = X2 XY 7.15

(%) 167rr3< N >+ 18rk2" (7.15)

so that in the BPS limit, we have the two superpotentials

1
hi(X1) = mxi
10 (7.16)
0
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The 3d action is then

S = IR d3 ijk Aaa Aa 6abc.Aa.Ab“étc
= 8rg2n Te 19 AR + 3~ ALA AL
1 gl A 82
t—— | Ba/lg] [ LDidD, 0% + 2(9°0° — v2)? 4 2L (9ep?)3
2t I 2 ! 4 9r2 (7.17)
i et (T A 1 A |
+87Tg%M “ xe i 05 k+T i A AL
1 U g —a A —a= 2 e
+ fx\m(%mepﬂﬂ+Z@W6K4A2+§%«W¢%ﬁ,
9ym I M K
And now there are two distinct Abelian field strengths
g (2)
T =gy (7.18)

Fiy=F0 + T

ij
The first ones will be zero by the field equations, and the second ones will have the form

Z;
@9=—ﬁwﬂwﬁ
(7.19)

T

_2 _ _
%pZ—EWﬁwﬁ

The associated fluxes are 4
T—
q)ﬂux — _?\plmh
B Ao (7.20)
Py = _?\IJQ\I/Q-

And hence the total flux reads

_ 4 _
Pt + Paxe = = ) Wil (7.21)
%

8 Semiclassical Limit of Quantum Chern-Simons Higgs Theory

By a semiclassical argument, we were able to show that the pure quantum Chern-Simons
theory in the large x limit is equivalent to the 1d reduced theory through spherical sym-
metry. How do things unveil for the Chern-Simons Higgs theory? It is considerably more
involved to show what we have shown for the pure Chern-Simons theory. To sketch the
level of involvement for carrying out the semiclassical evaluation of the Chern-Simons Higgs
theory, we argue based on a 0-dimensional QFT. Consider the following path integral

Z = /d:vdyef(m’y). (8.1)
We denote the space of solutions 0 f = 0 as .#. For a pair (z,,,y,) € .4, one has

F,9) = £ n, ) + 50005 (2, yn)oa' 00, (52)
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with i = (1,2) and 0z’ = ' — .. One then takes the semiclassical limit

Za 3 eI / A6 502~ 300w n)or' 500 3
(In,yn)eﬁ B(xn,yn)

To carry out this integral in the semiclassical limit, one would need to diagonalize the
Hessian

Hij = 0;0; f(xn, yn), (8.4)

but this is easier said than done. First of all, one must ensure that det H # 0. Even
in that case, it is highly non-trivial to generalize this to the 3-dimensional Chern-Simons
Higgs theory. For one thing, in the O-dimensional theory, the fields x,y do not have extra
structure on them, they are just variables. On the other hand, for a QFT in 3-dimensions,
the fields can have index structures allowed by the dynamical and internal symmetries that
are proposed to be present in the theory. For example, in the 3d Chern-Simons Higgs
theory, one has a Lie-algebra valued 1-form gauge potential A and an adjoint valued scalar
field ®. It is not clear how one can combine these fields with different index structures
when attempting to diagonalize the functional Hessian

62S¢s- Higes
=S aA

with A representing the gauge and the Higgs fields.

(8.5)

But even before these discussions, one can make the following observation: In demon-
strating that the 3d Chern-Simons is equivalent to the 1d reduced theory, an essential part
of the argument was the assumption that the volumes of the solution spaces in a given
topological sector n did not depend on the sector n. Because of this fact, we were able to
drop the volume factors from the discrete sum over n. We later showed that the volumes of
the solution spaces for the Chern-Simons theory were indeed independent of n, and essen-
tially the reason this happens in Chern-Simons theory is because the solution space admits
a group structure. Two flat connections in the same topological sector Ay, Ay € (g can
always be related by a topologically trivial gauge transformation gy € Gy, so that each
topological sector can be generated by the orbit of a particular flat connection under the
group Go.

It is easy to see that the solution space of Chern-Simons Higgs theory does not have
the group structure described above. So, if one has the intention of showing that the semi-
classical limit of quantum Chern-Simons Higgs theory is equivalent to the semiclassical
limit of the supersymmetric quantum mechanics, one needs a different approach.

Even though we cannot say whether there is an ezxact equivalence between the quan-
tum Chern-Simons and the reduced supersymmetric quantum mechanics, we can sketch an
argument to show that they are at least approximately equal to each other. Here, by su-
persymmetric quantum mechanics, we actually mean the reduced action with only bosons
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(6.29) (or (7.6) for SL(2,C)): a real and a complex field (two real and two complex fields
for SL(2,C)), with the complex bosons having the kinetic term of a fermion. At the level
of classical equations of motion, one can associate the fermionic and the bosonic versions
with a dictionary, but at the quantum theory, things would not work out smoothly because
there is a big difference between a bosonic path integral and a fermionic path integral.

The argument we sketch for establishing the approximate equivalence between (6.47)
and (6.29) is as follows: First of all note that one can recast the classical solutions of (6.29)
as some subset of the classical solutions of (6.47). Let us approximate the path integral of
(6.47) by summing over only the classical solutions that possess spherical symmetry

ZCs-Higgs = /.@AQQ)eSCS-Higgs[q’,A]
—1/2 8.6
= Z e~ S0s-Higes[Pen Ac] (ot (SgS-Higgs[(I)cl, AC1]> _ (8.6)
((I)d’Ad)e%ésinggs

The determinant of the Hessian of the action is symbolic, and ®, and A, are classical
solutions of the action Scs_Higgs, and ///68-Higgs denotes the solution space of the Chern-
Simons Higgs theory with spherical symmetry. This is a weaker approximation than the
one if we were to add over .Zcs_niggs in the semiclassical regime. Now, since we are consid-
ering only the spherically symmetric solutions, the discrete sum will give the semiclassical
approximation of the quantum theory based on the action (6.49). Therefore, we write

ZCS—HiggS ~ ZCS—Higgs + spherical « (87)

This is a weaker relation between a 3d Chern-Simons matter theory and its reduced version,
but it nonetheless tells us that the dimensionally reduced action is not entirely unrelated to
the main 3-dimensional theory at the quantum level. The same arguments can be sketched
for the SL(2,C) Chern-Simons Higgs theory.

9 Conclusions and Discussions

Let us give an overview of our results and discuss some of their implications. In the first part
of the paper, we focused on pure Chern-Simons gauge theories with the gauge groups SU(2)
and SL(2,C), defined on a manifold M. We have shown that the dimensional reduction
of these theories with spherical symmetric ansatzé imposed on the gauge fields reduces to
1-dimensional quantum field theories but with a fermionic kinetic term for a bosonic field.
We discussed that at the classical level, one can construct a dictionary between the classi-
cal solutions of the 3d Chern-Simons theory, and those of a fermionic quantum mechanical
model, which is essentially a Chern-Simons Dirac theory in 1d. This dictionary, however,
does not extend to the quantum Chern-Simons theory because a path integral with bosonic
variables differs from that with Grassmanian variables. However, as we have argued, one
can establish a duality at the quantum level between the quantum Chern-Simons theory
and the dimensionally reduced theory with bosons having a fermionic kinetic term. This is
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the statement of equation (3.25). We further show that the observables of the 3d quantum
Chern-Simons theory, which are given by products of Wilson loop operators, must reduce
to some observables of the reduced 1-dimensional theory. In fact, one can read from our
argument that the quantum expectation value of any gauge invariant functional must re-
duce, in the large s limit, to some observable in the reduced quantum theory. To what
kind of observables do the Wilson loops correspond in 1d is an open problem.

This correspondence between two quantum theories at the semiclassical limit is rem-
iniscent of the AdS/CFT duality that has been very influential in the past 25-30 years
[5, 7, 20]. Our duality is in similar spirit to holography, yet there are differences. For
one thing, in AdS/CFT, the correspondence is between a quantum gravity in AdS and a
conformal field theory in the boundary of the AdS space. Our correspondence relates the
quantum theory of 3d Chern-Simons theory and a 1d QFT for which the action can be
obtained by imposing the spherical symmetry assumption on the gauge field of 3d Chern-
Simons theory. One other difference is that AdS/CFT relates theories for which one lives
in a space-time dimensionality one higher than the other. In our case, we related a 3d QFT
with a 1d QFT, so the difference between the dimensions is 2. It is an outstanding problem
to understand, via AdS/CFT, to which 2d CFT the reduced 1d QFT corresponds.

Let us give a final comment about the duality established in section 3. The estab-
lishment of this duality relies crucially on the group structure of the solution space of
Chern-Simons theory. Because of the group structure, we were able to take the volume
factors (volume of the solution space) out of the discrete sum, which is what enabled us to
drop them as they are overall constants that can be fed into the normalization of the path
integral. It is not very hard to see that any quantum field theory based on an action for
which the space of critical points of the action admits a group structure will allow similar
dualities. An interesting and ambitious problem is then to find all QFTs for which the
space of critical points of the action admits a group structure. For these theories, one can
carry out the argument given in section 3 to show that such QFTs would have ezact duals,
in the semiclassical limit, to lower dimensional theories whose actions would be given by
the dimensional reduction of the master theory by a symmetry ansatz.

Let us now talk about the second part of the paper, which was concerned with
Chern-Simons Higgs theories and their monopoles. It is well known that in these the-
ories monopoles with non-trivial flux must necessarily have divergent Euclidean action,
as we demonstrated in section 6. Upon dimensional reduction by spherically symmetric
ansatz for monopoles, we get a 1-dimensional action that governs these monopoles. By
choosing a curved background with the geometry of R x S?, we were able to remove the
explicit r-dependencies (or time dependencies if one were to view the reduced action as
a quantum mechanical action) from the reduced action. Moreover, we discussed that one
could associate the classical solutions of the reduced action and the classical solutions of a
fermionic theory coupled to a real scalar field. In this associated theory, one could get su-
persymmetry by adding a six-order potential in the bosonic field. We show that by adding
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a six-order potential to the Chern-Simons Higgs theory in 3d, we can view the classical
reduced equations of this theory as the equations arising from a supersymmetric quantum
mechanics. To understand the association of the Chern-Simons Higgs monopoles with the
supersymmetric quantum mechanics, we look at the magnetic flux of the monopole. This
corresponds, in the supersymmetric quantum mechanics, to the fermion number operator
F = UV, which in turn is related to the Witten index Z = Tr<(—1)Fe’5H). Similar con-
clusions hold for the SL(2,C) Chern-Simons Higgs theory, with two distinct actions that
are copies of each other.

In the last section, we talk about the semiclassical evaluation of the Chern-Simons
Higgs theory. We give a discussion about the difficulties arising from the interactions be-
tween the gauge field and the Higgs field by studying a 0-dimensional toy model to give
a flavor of the challenges. We further demonstrate that it is not likely to get an exact
quantum duality at the semiclassical limit, and this is because the solution space of the
Chern-Simons Higgs action does not admit a group structure. As we discussed 2 para-
graphs back, when the solution space does not admit a group structure it does not seem,
at least within the lines of section 3, very promising to attempt to show an exact duality
at the semiclassical level.

Although these results discourage the hope of getting an exact duality, this is not to
say that one cannot get an approximate relation between the 3d Chern-Simons Higgs the-
ory and the reduced theory. We sketch a saddle point argument where we show that the
path integral of the reduced theory approximates, to some degree but not exactly, the path
integral of the Chern-Simons Higgs theory, in the semiclassical limit. In showing this, we
approximate the path integral of the Chern-Simons Higgs theory by summing over only
the classical solutions that possess spherical symmetry. Considering only the spherically
symmetric classical solutions is of course not good enough, one would ideally sum over
all classical solutions. However, one can say summing over only those classical solutions
that possess spherical symmetry is an approximation for the process of summing over all
classical solutions. In this approximation, one may use the fact that dimensionally reduced
theory is simpler (since it is a lower dimensional theory) to evaluate the contributions to
the full path integral, in the semiclassical limit, from the spherically symmetric configura-
tions.

With all these interesting results, questions, and possible directions to follow that were
unearthed from the study of dimensional reduction in the context of Chern-Simons gauge
theories, we remark that these techniques should receive some attention. In particular,
the result of section 3 gives us a very interesting duality, which is not hard in terms of
computation, but it is subtle to arrive at the steps that led to the result. Our motivation
to establish a connection between the quantum theories of 3d and 1d theories was what
led us to this computation, which a priori was expected to be only approximate. To much
of our surprise, we found an exact agreement. The techniques and ideas used in this paper
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would be applicable to various theories as alluded to above.

10 Appendix
A The Spherically Symmetric Ansatz

Throughout the paper, we employ the following ansatzé:

Tk 5k xx®
A} =¢ akﬁ(%@(r) —-1) + ZT e1(r) + ;2 A(r), (A1)
k a
x ea(r Ty

et =~y Tyer(r) 60 2 L T ) (A2

xa
P = —P(r), (A.3)

r

where 5}“ = (53 — x;—;”“) We note the following identities that will be helpful

ciakd ™" = 0 = gigpaa”,
§F0m =0 ; dFsH =6 st =2, (A4)
aajléf“xl = aiﬂxl,
along with standard rules of calculus such as 9;f(r) = % f'. We will mean a derivative

with respect to r whenever there is a prime. If there is a dot, it is a derivative with respect
to either time t or the Euclidean time 7. With these, one calculates

gk, AT = aiak%{ — () — A)} + 5;_%1{%} + %{2(@2 —1) }, (A.5)

e =524} + 5 o) + 0o a1 ) ). 00

Contracting these with A, one gets

. 2
SR A30;A7 = = (= (02 = D(&h = A) + o1+ Al — 1))

9 , , (A.7)
=2 (‘101902 —¢1(p2 — 1) + 24(p2 — 1)>7
. 2
heac AT AL A = =5 (24002 — 17 + 2467 + A((p2 - 1) + 1))
6 , ) (A.8)
= ﬁA((S@ -1)7+ 901)-
For the dreibein, one has
k. b jak Tk e a'z 2, 2
i €abc€j€i _ cla E{Qeleg} + {26263} + 7{2 (61 + 62) }, (A.9)
contracting this with e, one gets
— 1 ijk a b _c 1 2 2
e=dete = 36 Cabei €jC = —e3 <€1 + 62). (A.10)
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One can find the metric using

_ab _a, .
gij = €j€j0qp = €] €jq

k a l
B T Lae2(r)  mz x Lear)  xime
= (—umert) + a2 T (e tr) + 55 A+ Tty
(A.11)
Explicitly, this reads
xhal zF zFrix
9ij = 6aik5aj176% = 6“m5ﬁur—261(7“)62(7“) — % Ti “ep(r)es(r)
1 2
x es(r T;T
— 5ila6ajlﬁ€1(7“)€2(7“) + 6}“5% 270(2 ) + 6}“%62(7“)63(7“) (A.12)

;a0 ;1% i T a
- €ajllT€3(7“)€1(T) + 5ﬁ1 ;3 ez(r)ea(r) + Tes(r)-

Using the identities in (A.4), one arrives at

k l ml .%'l

T;X 4
Gij = (650K — 5115kj)r—e%(r) - Ejilﬁel(T)GQ(r) - €z‘jl§€1(7°)€2(7°) + 5L€%(T) + rzj €3

1
== (5%(6% +e2) + xixjeg)

_61—|—€25 +< e%%—e%) TiT;
- i )
2

r2 r2
(A.13)
One can also compute the inverse vierbein, which is defined by the consistency condition
& =elEl. (A.14)
Let us write E as:
E e
Bl = —¢, ¥ ];El +o2 - E3, (A.15)
r r
thus, one has
k a j
; - x T;T S X D e
j_ apj _ [ _a * 1a®2 i g 152 a
5i_6iEa_< €Z~kr2€1+5 . —|— 2 63>< €a T‘2E1+6a . + 2 E3>, (A16)
explicitly, this is
. k k k..j
qxtx T xVxlx
(SZJ = 6aik€aﬂ 7“4l61E1 - €aik5ijﬁ€1E2 —e%, ik A a€1E3
. T . eaFly xx
- €a]k(5iLar—§62E1 + 5;](5#(1—2 + 5iLa T3a62E3 (A17)
0 LT rixtalx
I By o T esEy 4 Ty

Using the identities in (A.4), one gets
k

55 — (555k 5l5J)M€1E1 5 kag e1Es —0
) E
— e * e+ 5252 40 (A.18)
J
0+0+ 2 5-e3lis.
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Simplifying further

E I, zk E , J
5 _5]6; l—xrfzelEl E " 3(61E2—€2E1)+5j62 2_xz 62E2+£63E3
e1bh + e E xiad e1bh + e E zF
_51 1 1702 2t ;2 (e;»,&»,—%)—sjm L (e1Bs — 2 Ey).
(A.19)
This gives three equations
r? = e1Ey + ea By,
e1 By + ea By
0=e3FE3 — — 2 (A.20)
0= €1E2 — €2E1,
Using the first one in the second gives
1
FEy=—. (A.21)
€3
Using the third equation, we write Fy = Eel—leQ and input this into the first one
2E 2 2 E
2= e By + 2 1 (e1+€3) L (A.22)
€1 €1
hence
- E - A.23
Fi=e——— ; =er5—7. .
L=a e% + 62 2T e% + 62 ( )

So, all three ansatz functions that constitute a spherically symmetric inverse of the dreibein
E! are found. The form of E! in terms of little es is given by

el 1 Trer ) x, i

+9 :
2 a2 2 2
e] + €5 ey + €5 T4 e3

(A.24)

J — _g Jk
E} = —¢,7 rr—

It is almost a trivial manner to compute the inverse of the metric now. We will use the

structural similarity of e and E to write

o 1 y o
Y= BB = = (5“] (2 + E2) + :c’ij%) , (A.25)
in terms of little es )
» o o 1 1
= §U L) _ . A.26
g e? + e2 T <r2e§ e%—l—e%) ( )

We note that

z% = el (A.27)
On the other hand, if we use the spherically symmetric ansatz, we get
= egx?, (A.28)

which compels us to set e3 = 1. The metric now reads

62—|—62 62—|—€2 XTid 5
g¢j=—1T2 26ij+<1— 1 2) v (A.29)
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and the line element

2 2 2 2
ds? = L2 (ap? 4 r2402) + (1 _at 62> dr?

r? r? (A.30)
= dr® 4 (€2 + €3)d0>.
Where we've used dr = x;dx’/r.
Let us now record some results involving the adjoint scalar field
8;® _5M—+xx ' (A.31)
72
1b b\ .c
be gb b bk Tk o; L\
5“CAiCI>C:€ac<(‘P2_1)€i ﬁ—i-(p 2 >?CI)
xkxc TiTpTc

— (5;15016 — ¢ (5&) (Lpg — 1)‘13 — ac Ctp O+ ¢ abe T2 ( . ) (A32)

5o
— ’T(<p2 - 1) —¢g, “c%qn@.

Thus, the covariant derivative is given by

D@ = 9,0 4 £9¢ Abp©

6;a e (A.33)
=& xc{ <P1‘I>} {apgfb} + xza; {(I)/}.
72 r r
One computes the following contractions
1 ij a a 1 (r 2) 2 2\ 3,2
55 D;@"D; " = 2 3@ + (p1 +92)®7 |,
(A.34)

1, . 1
570/ D" D; 0 = 5@’2.

Therefore, the kinetic term of a Higgs field in a spherically symmetric space reduces to

1 1 2 1/1 1 .
—¢ D, QD" = 507 D; @ D0 + - | 5 — 5—— | 2’2/ D;®*D; "
g 2 _|_ 7 J 2\ 2 62 n 62 ) 7
1 e L2 (A.35)
2 2\ 52
- R
2 e% + e% (‘Pl + 902)
In particular, one has
1 1
/d?’x lg|= g”D PD; P = 47r/dr(e% + e2) <§<I>/2 + m(tp% + @%)®2>
17162
(A.36)

1
— 47T/d’l“ < (61 + 62)<I>'2 + (gp% + @%)®2> .

Similarly, for any spherically symmetric integrand, it follows that

/d3:c |g|[] :4w/drr2#[---] :4w/dr(e%+e§)[---}. (A.37)
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In computing the abelian field strength in the direction of symmetry breaking, we will also

need
2 L _ab b
F = — 556" @ Did"D; ¢
1 z? T4 oLb zab
= _@Eabcq)T <€i bdr—z{ — @1@} + ZT‘ {@2@} + ;—2{®

ceme 6ch CC]'CC /
e il -eef e {erp e S {] )

We will first compute the corresponding magnetic field

1 1
BY = —euF) = 41y D D; B0 D; B,

= 207y = o
One finds
1 T Sita Trrx?
Serige D0 D;0° = e 0L 0100 + B {opear )+ T { (o 4 )97,
1
— §ak¢ja“bc¢“Dﬂ>bDﬂ>c — 2R a3(0? + ),
T

so the magnetic field reads
2 Tk, 2 2
Bl(c )= _ﬁ(% + ¢3).
Now, observe that

1 1
sksz,(f) = §5klm5kijf¢(j2) = 5(51'153’771 - 5im5jl)]:z‘j2)
2
= l(m)’

therefore, the abelian field strength is given by

2 2 Tk
]:'(j) = 61‘3‘193;2 ) — —&%g(@% +¢5).
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