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Abstract

An analogue of the Chern-Pontryagin density for SO(D) gauged O(D + 1) Skyrme sys-
tems, referred to as Skyrme—Chern-Pontyagin (SCP) densities iss known for dimensions
D = 2,3,4. Since these are defined only through a prescription, it is necessary to extend
the realisation to higher D, which is carried out here for D = 5. It is found that in D =5
there is limitation on the group gauging the Skyrmion, implying that such limitation will
persist in higher dimensions. The construction of SCP densities in D = 2, 3,4, 5 is presented
here in a unified notation with the aim of of pointing out to possible extarpolation to all
dimensions.
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1 Introduction

Chern-Pontryagin (CP) densities are pivotal in the construction of instantons [I] on R*, and their
dimensonal descendants play that role for the magnetic monopoles [2] on R® and the Abelian
Higgs vortices [3] on R®. CP densities play the same role also in higher dimensions. In even
dimensions, they stabilise Yang-Mills instanton actions and in particular on R* they support
(anti-)self-dual instantons [4]. Their dimensional descendants are employed in cosntructing mag-
netic monopoles [5] in all odd and even dimensions.

Concerning gauged Skyrmions the situation is entirely different since Skyrme scalars are not
dimensional descendants of Yang-Mills fields in higher (even) dimensions, and hence CP densities
cannot be employed in the same way as for gauged Higgs fields. The approach taken here is
to devise an analogue of the CP density that accommodates the Skyrme scalar in the given
dimension.

The guiding principle for devising a density that can present a lower bound for the ac-
tion/energy for a gauged Skyrme system is to find an analogue of the CP density, which like
the latter is both gauge invariant and total divergence. This then can be exploited to establish
Bogomol'nyi like action/energy lower bounds.

Formally, this density, o/”) in D dimensions is expressed as
D
o = o + WIF, Dg] (L.1)
D
where
Q((]D) = Eiliz...iD5A1A2"'ADADHail¢Alaiz¢A2 - -aiD¢AD¢AD+1
Q(GD) = Cippipe EAPADD, G D, % L Dy ¢tP g (1.4)

and where Q(()D) defined by (L3) is the winding number density of the O(D + 1) Skyrme scalar
¢4, A=1,2,...,D+1in D dimensions, subject to the constraint |¢4|> = 1, and Qg)) is defined

by replacing all the partial derivatives in Q(()D) by covariant derivatives. Thus, g, is effectively a

) is by construction gauge-invariant but is

total-divergence but is not gauge-invariant, while Q(GD
not total-divergence.

In (3] and (T4, coordinates are labelled by lower indices, e.g., x;, and the indices labelling
the O(D + 1) scalars by upper indices, e.g., »*. Upper/lower here do not imply contravari-
ant /covariant. This notation is used throughout.

For o) to present an energy lower bound it must be both gauge invariant and total divergence,
which is achieved by constructing the gauge-invariant quantity W[F, D¢| and the total-divergence
0;%[A, ¢]. In this sense, g is an analogue of the Chern-Pontryagin (CP), which is the density
used in establishing action/energy lower bounds for instantons/monopoles (and vortices). In the
case of instantons, this is the CP density itself, while in the case of monopoles (and vortices) it
is the appropriate dimensional descendant of a CP density.

Unlike the CP density however, o) in D dimensions, prescribed by (LI)-(L3), is defined for
gauge group SO(D), or contractions of SO(D). To make the prescription (LI))-(T2) concrete, it
is necessary to define the gauging prescription and fix the notation.

2



The O(D + 1) Skyrme scalar is ¢4 , A=1,2,..., D 4+ 1 is subject to
0 = 6" + (6" =1, a=1,2,...,D. (1.5)
The SO(D) gauging prescription is

D" = 0,0+ Aip", A" = (Aip)’ = Asbg’ (1.6)
Di¢D+1 — 8i¢D+1 7

where

A% = Ak i =1,2,...,D;a=1,2,...,D

is the SO(D) gauge connection, whose curvature is

F;;b = 8[,~Aj]b+(A[,~Aj])“b (18)
_ ab ac pAcb I
= GA 4+ AAL — (i, ).

The prescription for constructing the (LI))-(L2) is to calculate the difference
ot — of” = OulA, 6] = W[F, Dg) (1.9)

such that W|[F, D¢| is gauge invariant.

The relation ([L9]) is evaluated explicitly by extracting partial derivatives unlil a gauge invariant
quantity is isolated. In increasing dimensions, there is some arbitrariness in this splitting. The
calculations are carried out directly, using the Leibnitz rule, tensor and Bianchi identities.

As stated above, the density (LT])-(T2),

0P = o + WIF, Dg]
— P +0.[A, 9],

is an analogue of the Chern-Pontryagin (CP) density and can therefore be similarly exploited. It
might not be unreasonable to refer to o) as a Skyrme-Chern-Pontryagin (SCP) density.

The definition (L)) of the SCP density is suited for devising Bogomol'nyi type energy lower
bounds. It has been exploited in constructing gauged Skyrme solitons: on IR in [6], on R? in [7]
and on R* in [§].

The definition (.2) of the SCP density is useful for calculating the effective “baryon number”
which in the presence of the Chern-Simons term can cause this to depart from the integer valued
topological charge. This was observed in 2+ 1 and 3 + 1 dimensional Abelian gauged O(3) and
O(5) models, in [9] and [10], respectively. Not less importantly, since (L2) can be expressed
explicitly as a total divergence, it can be exploited in the definition of a Chern-Simon like density.

However, unlike the CP density which can be defined for any gauge group in any even dimen-
sion, the gauge group of the SCP density in D dimensions, prescribed by (L))-(L2]), is restricted
to be at most SO(D), or some subgroup of it. But unlike the the CP density which can be defined
in even dimensions only, the definition of the SCP density in not restricted to even dimensions
only and is valid in odd dimensions too.



We are now confronted with the essential question. While the definition of the CP density for
any gauge group and any (even) dimension is unamiguously stated, the corresponding status of
the SCP density depends on explicit construction in any given dimension, and as such (L1)-(L2)
is a prescription. To date, this prescrition was implemented only for D = 2, 3 and 4, and was
exploited in Refs. [6], [7] and [§] respectively.

To answer this question at least partially, it is necessary to explore the prescription (LI])-(L2)
in dimensions D > 5, and in the present note this carried out for dimension D = 5. This is
the sole aim of the present work. In Section 2 below we present the construction of o”) for
D =2, 3, 4 and 5, in successive Subsections. The aim is to give an as transparent as possible
description of these SCP densities in a unified manner. In Section 3, a summary and outlokk is
give, and the further details of the content of Section 2 are relegated to the Appendix.

2 Calculation

The quantity (QE;D) — g(()D)) is calculated and cast in the prescribed form of (L9), for D = 2, 3,4,

and 5 in each Subsection below, respectively.

2.1 D=2
Using basic tensor identities, (og — 00) given by (L4 minus (L3]), is unpacked to give
1 1
5(@(} — Qo) = 5 5ij €fg 8]@53 A{g = 52‘]‘ 8j¢3 Az s (210)

which by a single application of the Leibniz rule splits in a gauge-invariant and a total divergence
(0c — 00) = €5 [20;(6° Ai) — &° Fyj] (2.11)
from which the quantities W and 0;€2; in (I.I]) and (I.2) can be read off

W = &;¢° F; (2.12)
Qi = —262‘]' (]33 Aj (213)
Of course, in all even D the (D/2)-th CP density can be added to both (II)) and to (LZ).

preserving the CP like properies of o). For D = 2, this is the 1-st CP density, with e;;F; being
subtracted from W in (2.12)) and 2¢;;A; added to €; in (2.13).

22 D=3
Using basic tensor identities, (og — 0o) given by (L4 minus (L3]), is unpacked to give
1 fga 4 1fg a 1 a
g(QG — 00) = €ijr e’ " A7 | D" + §Ai¢ - (2.14)



Applying the Leibniz rule, (Z.14) can be written as
1 4 1 fga sa fg
g(QG — 00) = ¢" | 08 — B Eijke’ " @ F;'_j (2.15)
where

Q= el (AL9 %) . (2.16)

The result (2.15)) is of the required form (L9) as the first term 9,¢"9;Q; is total divergence
by virtue of the antisymmetry of €2, and, the second term is gauge invariant as it stands.

From the viewpoint of the application of Bogomol’'nyi inequalities however, it is expedient to
modify this result by extracting the partial derivative from dy¢* in the gauge invariant term in
(2.15). Using the Bianchi identity, this results in the identity

i el 6" FYY = ey (60" P — —¢* Duo" FY) (2.17)

yielding the result in the desired form

3

wo= 3 einel ¢ Dy FJY (2.18)
1

Qk = 3 ¢4 <(9ZQ,]€ — 5 €ijk€fga ¢a F’Z];g) . (2.19)

Exploiting identities like (2I7) resulting from the extraction of a partial derivative are a
persistent feature in achieving the desired form of W and €2;, in all dimensions D > 3.

23 D=4
Using basic tensor identities, (o¢ — 00) given by (L4]) minus (L3)), is unpacked to give
1 1
Z(@G — 00) = eijme’ 00" AL’ (aﬂﬁa 0" + 00" A" + 3 Ai¢aAj¢b) : (2.20)

After multiple applications of the Leibniz rule and tensor identities, this can be put in the
form

1 1 —fga
Z(QG — 00) = 0,0°0; 0y + 3 Eijue’ 0 0,¢° {Fifg ¢" Dy + |¢‘2 {]gkb} (2.21)

where we have used the notation |¢|? = [¢?|2, and where
1
O = el o (9,00 - A0 (222)

and

ijk

=f9ab — gab [aiA;.”g + %(AiAj)fg} : (2.23)



Note that the [ = 4 component of &;;,e79% E{J Qk“b, namely

ab = fgab _
5pu)\45fg —uvA u = 1727 3 )

is just the (Euler—)Chern-Simons density in three dimensions.

The expressions (2.21)) and (2.22)) are the analogues of (2.15]) and (2.16]) above in the D = 3
case. Again, the first term in ([2.21)), 9,¢°9;y, is a total divergence by virtue of the antisymmetry
of 2;;, and the second term is manifestly gauge invariant. But the third term involving E{Jgk“b is
neither gauge-invariant nor is it total-divergence. Thus, (2.21]) is not of the form (L.9]) as it stands.
This is a feature of (9g — o) for all D > 4.

To render (2.21)) to the form (L.9), namely consisting of a gauge invariant density W and a
total divergence, the partial derivative J; from the gauge-variant term in (2.2I]) must be extracted
using the Bianchi identities. But as above in D = 3, it is expedient to extract this partial
derivative also from the gauge-invariant term 0}

For the gauge-invariant term this is implemented by

sijue! 00" {Ff " Dyo'}t = az-jklafg“b{al (67 FL 9" D’
1 -
—¢’ {Ef;gDmawb + §|¢|QE§9F&”] } (2:24)

and for the gauge-variant term by

e’ 9| P20 0° E{Jgkab = Eijkﬂfg“b{az <|$|2¢5 E{ggkab> + i(qﬁ‘f’ — %(¢5)3)E§bF§ﬁ} . (2.25)
Applying the identities (2.24]) and (2.25)), (2.21)) is cast in the required form (L.9) with

W = % Eijme’ 9% ¢ [E];gDWQD@b + 1—12(¢5)2 Fz'J;gF/?lb] (2.26)

O = ¢ (&-Qﬂ + %eijklgfgab {F{;%“Dkgbb + % (1 — %(¢5)2> EQQ;”D : (2.27)

which are the D = 4 analogues of W and €;, (Z18) and (2.19) in D = 3, it being understood
that the indices (i,a) run over (1,2,3) in (2.I8)-(219) while here they run over (1,2,3,4) in
(2.26)- [2.21).

24 D=5
Using basic tensor identities, (og — 0o) given by (L4 minus (L3]), is unpacked to give
1

E(QG - Qo) = Eijkim gfgabe am¢6 Alfg <28i¢aaj¢bak¢c + 38i¢aaj¢b14k¢c

20,6 4,6 A + Aias“AmbAmC) (2.28)

! This is convenient from the viewpoint of applying Bogomol'nyi type inequalities.
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After multiple applications of the Leibniz rule and tensor identities, (2.28]) can be put in the
form analogous to its D = 4 counterpart (2.21))

éwc —00) = 000 — Eijpane O { FYY 6 Do Do + [P E ) (220)
where
Qi = 240me 9% AT ¢%(0,0°0,0° + 9;¢° Ap® + % A;¢° Ag) (2.30)
and
sfge A wa + %A@C) 0.7+ 2 (algbc +2 Alqﬁc) (AiAj)fg] @3

Q in (230) being the D = 5 analogue of (2.22)), and E{fk"lbc in (231)) the D = 5 analogue of

=/ in @23), in D = 4.

Again, the first term 0,,¢°9;,,, in ([Z29) is a total divergence and the second term is mani-
festly gauge invariant, while the third term involving Eg}‘ﬁbc is neither gauge invariant not total
divergence. Thus, to cast (2.29) in the required form consisting of a gauge invariant part W and a
total derivative, the partial derivative 9, must be extracted from this term by using the Bianchi
identities. As in D = 3 and 4, it is expedient to extract 0,, also from the gauge invariant term in
2.29).

Extracting the partial derivative 0,, from the gauge invariant term in (2.29) results in the
expression

eijhime! " Ond® i 6 Do Do =
1
= az-jmmafgabc{am [¢6 F*6"Dig" Digt + 15 (%) B Fiy }
1 1
—¢" [F;ﬁgDmaDmemgbc -1 (1 - §<¢6>2) Fy’ F&*’Dmﬂ } . (232)

This expression is the D = 5 analogue of (Z24]) in D = 4, which likewise splits up in a gauge
invariant and a total divergence part.
Extracting the partial derivative d,, from the gauge variant term in (2.29]), one has

5ijklm5fgabcam¢6|$|2 Ezjl;ggbc _ 5ijklm5fgabc {am {<¢6 o %(QSG)S) Ez]‘;gkalbc:| o <¢6 o %(QSG)S) amggjgkalbc} ’
(2.33)
which is the D = 5 analogue of (2.25]) in D = 4.
The question now is, does the divergence in the second term in (Z33]) result in a gauge invariant
quantity as was the case in (2.25), in the D = 47
The answer is found by calculating the divergence

— fgabc 1 abc a c a c
é?ijklméfgabc 8m:ijgklb = Zgijklmgfg b F’iJ]c-nglmegb —4 (AZAj)fg(AkAl) bAmgb ] s (234)
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which consists of a gauge invariant term, and the gauge variant term
Eijrtme I (A AT (ALA) P A . (2.35)

The conclusion is that in unlike in D < 4, in D = 5 it is not possible to express (og — 0o) in
terms of a gauge invariant quantity W and a total divergence 0;2; as in (L.9) for SO(5) gauging.
One expects that this conclusion holds also in dimensions D > 5 for SO(D) gauging.

However, this limitation is not an obstacle for exploiting the prescription (L3])-(L4]) to contruct
solitons in D dimensions, or SCS anomalies in D — 1 dimensions, as long as the gauge connection
is not the full SO(D) connection but rather a contraction thereof. In that case the gauge variant
term (2.38) vanishes, rendering (2.34)) gauge invariant,whence (2.33) becomes

— aoc abc 1 —_ aoc
Eisrme? I OSSP ELT = eijpume’ {8m [cbﬁ <1 - §(¢6)2) :Zj';'gklb}
1 6 1 f9|a c
—39 (1-3(@ O ) F 1 Dot ¢, (2:36)

Applying (2.33)) and ([2.306) to [229), (0¢ — 00) can be expressed in terms of W and 9,(2; as
prescribed by ([L9) with

W = &ijpme’ 9 ¢° [ngchbachbmecb + — (¢6) FJF, qus} (2.37)
1
D = 00 him — ijrme’ 9" ¢° {Fi];%aDme@C + E(gbﬁ) FlIFge°

+ (1 — %(¢6)2) Eg}ggg’”] (2.38)

which are the D = 5 analogues of the D = 4 expressions (2.26]) and ([2.27) for W and €2;, with
however a subtle difference. While in (2.26)-(2.38) the index ¢ and index a run over (1,2,3,4),
here in (2.37)-(2.38)) the index ¢ runs over (1,2,3,4,5), but the index a runs over whatever values
are dictated by the given contraction of SO(5) chosen, except (1,2,3,4,5).

3 Summary and outlook

The new result in this study is the implementation of the prescription (ILI))-(L2) for the SCP
in D = 5. To give as systematic as possible presentation, this has been presented in a unified
manner together with all so far known implementations, in D = 2, 3 and 4.

While in D = 2, 3 and 4 the prescription is achieved for gauge group SO(D), it is found
that in D = 5 there is a limitation, to some subgroup of SO(D). It can be surmised that such a
limitation will apply to all higher D > 5.

How important is this limitation depends on, to what applications is the SCP density to be
applied. If the application be to the construction of a SO(D) gauged Skyrmion in D dimensions,
this limitation is indeed an obstacle. But such solitons can be construced for an subgroup of
SO(D). But this is perhaps not the most important application of SCP.
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By far the most important application SCP comes from the prescription (I.2]). Since (2] is es-
sentially total divergence (and explicitly total divergence in constraint-compliantparametrisation)
it can be formally expressed as

0P =8+ ), i=12,...,D. (3.39)

Since ([3.39) is also gauge invariant, a Chern-Simons like density can be defined in one dimen-
siton lower, in d = D — 1 “spacetime”,

Qges & wffl’) + Qi—p (3.40)

in which %'(f)D here is the Wess-Zumino term. The density Qgcs in ([B.40) referred to as the
Skyrme-Chern-Simons (SCS) density [11, 12] defined in D; “spacetime” dimensions. That the
equations of motion of (B:40]) are gauge invariant can be demonstrated exactly as in the case of
the Chern-Simons density, since (L2) (or (3:39)) is gauge-invariant and total-derivative like the
Chern-Pontryagin (CP) density.

Apart from its intrinsic value, the example D = 5 is of particular interest in that it can yield
SCS densities in D — 1 = 4 spacetime in the same spirit as the anomalies introduced in Ref. [14],
with application to baryon number decay [15].
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A Details of the calculation
The O(D + 1) Skyrme scalar is ¢, A=1,2,..., D + 1 is subject to
1042 = |02+ (P2 =1, a=1,2,....D. (A1)
The SO(D) gauging prescription is

Di¢" = 0;0" + A", Ai¢" = (Ai¢)b = A?beb (A.2)
D;¢® = 0;¢PT. (A.3)

A% = A §=1,2,....D;a=1,2,...,D is the SO(D) gauge connection, whose curvature
is

Fic;b = 8[,'14?]174—(14[,'14]'])&17 (A4)
_ ab ac pAcb I
= GA 4+ ACAL — (i, ).

For D =5 the winding number density is
00 = Eijklm gabedef 0;0" 8j¢b O ®° 8l¢d Om@° ¢d (A-5)

which is total divergence and not gauge invarianct, and replacing the partial derivatives 9;¢® in
(A5)) with the covariant derivatives D;¢”

06 = Eijiam " D;¢" D;¢" Dy¢° D1¢? D,y0° ¢ (A.6)

which is gauge invariant but not total divergence but is gauge invarianct B
The task is to calculate
oc — 00 = Oi4[A, o] — W[F, D¢ (A7)

where W|F, D¢| is gauge invariant by construction and €;[A, ¢| is gauge variant. (In increasing
dimensions, there is some arbitrariness in the splitting into these two terms.)

The relation (A7) is evaluated explicitly with gauge group SO(5), that defines the covariant
derivative in (A.2)). The calculations are carried out directly, using the Leibnitz rule and the
tensor identities.

Collecting the gauge invariant pieces og and W in (A7), and separately, the individually
gauge variant pieces gy and 0;€);, one has two equivalent definitions of a density

o = oc+WI[F,Dg (A.8)
= 00+ 0i%[A, ¢], (A.9)

which is adopted as the definition for the density o def. Qgg}l) presenting a lower bound on the

“energy” in the same way as does the usual CP density.

2For all other D = 4,3, 2, the simpler versions of (A5]) and (A6]) are obvious.
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First step
Using the tensor dentity
Vb £@162a3...ap _ /a1 Ebazaa...az) + Ve Ea1ba3---aD + V8 guaz b..ap + yep gba2a3“'b (A.lO)

in D dimensnions, it can be seen that the quantities (o — go) in dimensions D = 2,3, 4,5 reduce
to

1 1
§(QG —00) = B €ij el aj¢3 A{g = &5 aj¢3 A; (A.11)

1 1
g(QG —00) = eirel? Ot ALY (aicba + §Ai¢a) (A.12)

1
“(06 —00) = el o> Al (3i¢aaj¢b + 0ip" A0 + 3 Ai¢af4j¢b) (A.13)
—(QG - Qo) = Eijkim gfgabe am¢6 Alfg <28i¢a j¢bak¢c + 38¢¢G8j¢b14k¢c
1
+20,0"A; 8" Ag© + 3 Ai¢aAj¢bAk¢C) (A.14)

The second step is to treat each case D = 2, 3,4, 5 separately in a unified manner.

Second step

It is convenient to express (A.12)-(A.14)) formally as

1
—B(QG —00) = 0,0P T (wW 4+ w®) (A.15)

in which w'" is encoded with terms like A% exclusively, and w? by a mizture of terms like

Ai¢a and 8i¢a'

Al D=2

That (A.11)) splits up in a total divergence term and a gauge invariant term is seen immediately.
Applying the Leibnitz rule once, (A11l) can be immediately be expressed as

1 1
5(9@ — 00) = €55 |0;(¢° A;) — 3 ¢° Fyj| (A.16)

consisting of a total divergence and a gauge invariant term.
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A2 D=3

In this case

wh = %gijkafga AT Aygt

= % eijkgfga(A[iAﬂ)fg o° (A.17)
w? = el A9 0,60

= 0 — %eijkgfga ¢ 0 ALY (A.18)

where, (A7) has resulted from using the identity (AI0) for D = 3 and Q;; in (AI8) is defined
as
Qik = éfijkéfga (A;g ¢a) . (Alg)

Thus adding w{" and w” as in (AIH), which are now given by (A17) and (AIR), results in
1 1
g(QG —00) = ORd* |0, — 3 5ijk5fga 0N ﬂéy (A.20)

which consists of a part that is gauge invariant, and a total divergence term which is gauge
variant, as seen in

1 1
g(QG —00) = Ok [¢432'Qik} 3 Ok eijrel 9 ¢ Fij;g (A.21)

or alternatively,

1 1
g(QG —00) = O |90 — = ¢ Eijke! 9" ¢" ng +3 eijue’ 9" ¢" Dy E];'g (A.22)

1
= 0,0 + 5 Sijk6f9a¢4 Dyo" FZJ;g , (A23)

in the second line of which the vector valued density €, is preciselythe D = 3 case of §2; appearing

in (L2) .

A3 D=1
According to the notation in (A15), w!” and w® can be read from [(AI3) as
1
Wt = 5 Sunie 0 AL At Ayt
1 1, -
= Jenetmaa) (seact AR ) G-I (a2
W = eyuelt™ Al 9,67 D¢
= 9,00 + cijuc’? A% 67D — ¥ — w” (A.25)
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where
QY = eyue’ AL "Dy (A.26)

The quantities w'® and w” in (A2F) are calculated to give

wl(a) = &fijklc?fgab Aig ¢a 8Z'Aj¢b
1 g
= —eiue ™ O, AL <¢aAk¢b + §|¢|2 Aib) (A.27)
and
wl(b) = 5z‘jkl5fgab Aﬁg o8 Ajaz¢b

1 1=
= 500+ e [0l (00t + LI AP ) (i) |  (a2s)

the density fo) being
OF = eyue’® AL " A;¢" . (A.29)

The analogue of the density Q (AI9) for D = 3, can be denoted as

1 1
Q = Q) - 595.?) — eyl I ALY g (aqub — §Aj¢b) . (A.30)

Substituting (A.27) and (A.28)) in (A.25), wl(2) is
1 -
w? = 0 + eijue’? {&-Angkgbb + (A A)96°0,¢" + Z|¢|2aiA§g Agb} . (A31)

Adding (A.24)) and ([A.31)) yields (wl(l) +wl(2)), and contracting this with 9,¢°, we have (og— o)
as per (A.15)
1 _ 5 1 fgab 5 fg 1a b 1 712 pab fg 2 fg
E(QG_QO> =09 82‘Qil+§5ijkl5 oo {Fij " Dy¢’ + §|¢\ Ay {32‘14]- + g(AiAj) }} (A.32)
where in the 4-th component of the second term inside the chain brackets can be identfied with
the Chern-Simons density in three dimensions.
The expression ([A.32)) for (og — 0o) is at the same stage as that of its D = 3 counterpart
(A.20), but unlike the former, it is not yet a sum of a total-divergence and gauge invariant term.
To render it to that form one extracts the partial derivative 9, in (A.32)). The gauge-invariant
term yields

eiue’ 0" {F) ¢" Dig’} = az-jklafgab{al [¢5 Fl# 6" Dy’
1 -
-6 DD+ arprg | sy
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and the gauge-variant term yields

- 2 - 2
et {4 [l + Saan| b = apeta 00 ap (aafr + Saa)))

1 1 ab e
0 - @R (A
one turns up with the final result in the required form
1 1 1
7 (00— 00) = 0 + S eijs? " {E?ngaDlasb +15(9°)° E’}QF&b} (A-35)

where the vector valued density €); is given by
1 1 1 2
Q) = PO, Qs + €ijpc’ 9 {§¢5 Fl9¢" Dy’ + 1 (¢5 - §(¢5)3) Al9 [@A;‘” + g(A,Aj)ab} } (A.36)

which is precisely the D = 4 case of (; appearing in (L2) .

A4 D=5
According to the notation in (A.15)), wl(l) and wl(z) can be read from (A.14]) as,
A = eI AL A A A
= =2, mme I (A AT Ag* (¢aAk¢b + i|€g|2 A%b) (A.37)
and

WP = 00N — eijpme 10, AT 9 (2D Dyt — 16°Arg?) — W@ — 3P — 4w (A.38)

where
O = e AT 60 (2D; " Dyt — 0;¢° Are®) (A.39)
and
Wl = Eijpme AL (300" + 4416) 0, A;06° (A.40)
Wl = Cijpme AL 08" Aj0ig° (A41)
W = eipme AL 6 A" A;0i0° (A42)

Here, wﬁff), w® and w!? must be calculated individually, as was done above for in the D =4

case above for w'® and w” in (A27) and (A2R) respectively,.
The results of these calclations are listed here:

1 -
Wiy = Eijiime’ " 0, A]? (wmb + 5101 Az*’) (306" + 4 Ai") (A.43)

16



1 2 L -
wﬁg) — 3 &QEQ + = €ijklm5fgabc{ — 3@14;9 0,9° (¢aAk¢b + Z|¢|2 Aib)

3
+(AA))T ¢aak¢baz¢c} (A.44)
where
O = cijume 9 AL 9" 90" Ao’ (A.45)
and
1 1 -
Wy = gﬁngfr)L +t3 5ijklm5fgabc{ — 0,AI9 A1 <3¢aAk¢b + |o|? A%b>
1 -
H(AA))19 Oy <3¢“Ak¢b + 5107 Azb) (A.46)
where
Q) = Eijpme? " ATIG" A0 Ae® (A.47)

Substituting (A43), (A44) and (A40) into (A.3])

1 -
w? = 0,Qm — 25ijklm5fgabc{aiA£g [Cba Dy¢"Dyg° + 5 of* Ay (@Cﬁc + % Alﬁbc)]

+(4:4;)0 [wam%azasc +2 Aig°) + % o1 i W] }(A-48>

where
Qe = QU 0@ _2gW
m m m 3 m
1
= 2eij0me’ 9% A9 09(0;6°0p¢° + 0;0° Ao + 3 A0 Aro®) (A.49)

in which Q). O?) and Q) are given in (A39), (A45) and (AAT) respectively, and €, is the
D = 5 analogue of Q; given by (A.30)) in D = 4.

Adding w'Y given in (A.37), to w? given in (A.4g)),

W)+ @ = 0 — eigpame’ ™ { P 6" Did Di* + |62 2L} (A.50)
where

—fgabc a, c 2 c 2 C 3 c

= = AP (00" + 3 Ao ) AT + 3(Q0" + 2 Aig )(AiAj)fg] : (A.51)

so that the term

- fgabe = fgabc
Eijkim€ =ikl
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in ([A.50) is the analogue of the term
- 2
eijue’ 9 B2 A [@Afg + g(AiAj)fg]

appearing in the corresponding expression (A.32)) in D = 4, whose component [ = 4 is the Chern-
Simons (CS) density in 3 dimensions. As such, the m = 5 component of the density (A.5])) is the
4 dimensional analogue of the Chern-Simons density in 3 dimensions.

As per (A.I5), (A50) implies

%(QG —00) = On0°0iQim — €ijutme’ " 0 {F;;g 0% Dyd? D1¢° + |2 Eg;g;;’”} (A.52)

This expression is the D = 5 analogue of (A.32) in D = 4. The first term, 8m(¢68i9im), is a
total divergence . Inside the chain bracket the first term is gauge invariant, but the second term
in front of |¢|? is neither gauge invariant nor total divergence, which is unsatisfactory from the
viewpoint of casting this expression in the form (A7), in terms of a gauge invariant quantity W
and a total divergence 0;(2;. This can be effected by pulling out f the partial derivative 0,, as was
done in the D = 4 case.

But this case being more complex than the D = 4, it is helpful to treat the gauge invariant
term and the gauge variant term (in front of |¢|?) separately.

Pulling out 8, from the gauge invariant term in ([A.52]) results in the expression

5ijklm5fgab08m¢6 F}J;g o8 Dk¢bDl¢c = 5ijklm5fgabc :
1
~{am [ebﬁ FJ9¢" Dyg® Dig* + (@) Ff? FW}
1 2
—¢ {Fg;gDmaD@me(f +3 (1 — g(¢6)2) FJ? Fljlmeqﬁc] } . (A53)

This expression is the D = 5 analogue of (A.33) in D = 4.
Doing the same with the gauge variant term results in

712 —fgabe abc 1 —Jgabc 1 —Jgabc
5ijklm5fgabcam¢6|¢|2 :Lgklb _ 5ijklm€fg b {87” |i<¢6 . §(¢6)3) :Z}‘]klb :| . <¢6 . §(¢6)3) 0m:£9klb }

(A.54)
in which the divergence term is calculated to be
= aoc 1 aoc a C a C
Eijktme’ 17 am:{fklb = Zgijklmgfg b [Ff;nglmecf? — 4 (A A9 (A A) ™ A } : (A.55)
which is the counterpart of the divergence
2 1
—Eijkﬂfg“b A%b {&A;g + g(AiAj)fg] — Z’fz‘jkﬁfg“b FiJ;QF]?lb’ (A.56)

3Strictly speaking this does not have to involve the first term inside the chain bracket of ([(A52) since that
term is gauge invariant as it stands. But we opt to do that since that results in a more useful expression for later
application of Bogomol'nyi type inequalities.
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in D = 4, which is gauge invariant.
The quantity
= = ijume’ 9 (A;A45)19(ALA)™ A, g° (A.57)

in ([A.53)) is manifestly gauge variant. This means that in D = 5, it is not possible to cast
(0g — 00) in terms of W and 9;8; as in (A.7), for the SO(D) gauged O(D + 1) Skyrme scalar. It
may be reasonable to expect that this will be the case in all dimensions D > 5, at least for D odd.

Fortunately, it is possible to cast (o — 0o) in terms of W and 9;82; as in (A7), if the SO(5)
gauge connection is suitably@ contracted. Two such contractions are

SO(2) x SO(2) and SO(2) x SO(3)

A% = (A% € 50,(2), AAP € 50,(2), A%, A AM) a=1,2and A =34
= (A =% A2 = b B AN =0, AP =0, A =) (A.58)

while in the second case it is

A% = (A% € 50(2), AMP € 50(3), A%Y)  a=1,2and A =3,4,5
= (A% = ;e | AP e 50(3) , A% =0) (A.59)

Thus, subject to either one of the contractions (A.58) or (A.59), the divergence term (A.55) is
gauge invariant and hence (9g — go) in (A.52)) can be cast in the form (A7), namely as a difference
of a total divergence term and a gauge invariant term.

4The contractions to SO(2), SO(3) and SO(4) are possible but not suitable, since connections to single sub-
groups do not mix “electric” and “magnetic” fields.
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