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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 [1] on IR4, and their
dimensonal descendants play that role for the magnetic monopoles [2] on IR3 and the Abelian
Higgs vortices [3] on IR2. CP densities play the same role also in higher dimensions. In even
dimensions, they stabilise Yang-Mills instanton actions and in particular on IR4p 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, ̺(D) in D dimensions is expressed as

̺(D) = ̺
(D)
G +W [F,Dφ] (1.1)

= ̺
(D)
0 + ∂iΩi[A, φ] , (1.2)

where

̺
(D)
0 = εi1i2...iDε

A1A2...ADAD+1∂i1φ
A1∂i2φ

A2 . . . ∂iDφ
ADφAD+1 (1.3)

̺
(D)
G = εi1i2...iDε

A1A2...ADAD+1Di1φ
A1Di2φ

A2 . . .DiDφ
ADφAD+1 (1.4)

and where ̺
(D)
0 defined by (1.3) is the winding number density of the O(D + 1) Skyrme scalar

φA , A = 1, 2, . . . , D+1 in D dimensions, subject to the constraint |φA|2 = 1, and ̺
(D)
G is defined

by replacing all the partial derivatives in ̺
(D)
0 by covariant derivatives. Thus, ̺0 is effectively a

total-divergence but is not gauge-invariant, while ̺
(D)
G is by construction gauge-invariant but is

not total-divergence.
In (1.3) and (1.4), coordinates are labelled by lower indices, e.g., xi, and the indices labelling

the O(D + 1) scalars by upper indices, e.g., φA. Upper/lower here do not imply contravari-
ant/covariant. This notation is used throughout.

For ̺(D) 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,Dφ] and the total-divergence
∂iΩi[A, φ]. In this sense, ̺ 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, ̺(D) in D dimensions, prescribed by (1.1)-(1.2), is defined for
gauge group SO(D), or contractions of SO(D). To make the prescription (1.1)-(1.2) concrete, it
is necessary to define the gauging prescription and fix the notation.
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The O(D + 1) Skyrme scalar is φA , A = 1, 2, . . . , D + 1 is subject to

|φA|2 = |φa|2 + (φD+1)2 = 1 , a = 1, 2, . . . , D . (1.5)

The SO(D) gauging prescription is

Diφ
a = ∂iφ

a + Aiφ
a , Aiφ

a = (Aiφ)
b = Aab

i φb (1.6)

Diφ
D+1 = ∂iφ

D+1 , (1.7)

where
Aab

i = −Aba
i i = 1, 2, . . . , D ; a = 1, 2, . . . , D

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

F ab
ij = ∂[iA

ab
j] + (A[iAj])

ab (1.8)

≡ ∂iA
ab
j + Aac

i Acb
j − (i, j) .

The prescription for constructing the (1.1)-(1.2) is to calculate the difference

̺
(D)
G − ̺

(D)
0 = ∂iΩi[A, φ]−W [F,Dφ] (1.9)

such that W [F,Dφ] is gauge invariant.
The relation (1.9) 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 (1.1)-(1.2),

̺(D) = ̺
(D)
G +W [F,Dφ]

= ̺
(D)
0 + ∂iΩi[A, φ] ,

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

The definition (1.1) of the SCP density is suited for devising Bogomol’nyi type energy lower
bounds. It has been exploited in constructing gauged Skyrme solitons: on IR2 in [6], on IR3 in [7]
and on IR4 in [8].

The definition (1.2) 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 (1.2) 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 (1.1)-(1.2), 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.
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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 (1.1)-(1.2)
is a prescription. To date, this prescrition was implemented only for D = 2, 3 and 4, and was
exploited in Refs. [6], [7] and [8] respectively.

To answer this question at least partially, it is necessary to explore the prescription (1.1)-(1.2)
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 ̺(D) 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 (̺
(D)
G − ̺

(D)
0 ) is calculated and cast in the prescribed form of (1.9), for D = 2, 3, 4,

and 5 in each Subsection below, respectively.

2.1 D = 2

Using basic tensor identities, (̺G − ̺0) given by (1.4) minus (1.3), is unpacked to give

1

2
(̺G − ̺0) =

1

2
εij ε

fg ∂jφ
3 Afg

i ≡ εij ∂jφ
3 Ai , (2.10)

which by a single application of the Leibniz rule splits in a gauge-invariant and a total divergence

(̺G − ̺0) = εij
[

2 ∂j(φ
3 Ai)− φ3 Fij

]

, (2.11)

from which the quantities W and ∂iΩi in (1.1) and (1.2) can be read off

W = εij φ
3 Fij (2.12)

Ωi = −2εij φ
3Aj (2.13)

Of course, in all even D the (D/2)-th CP density can be added to both (1.1) and to (1.2).
preserving the CP like properies of ̺(2). For D = 2, this is the 1-st CP density, with εijFij being
subtracted from W in (2.12) and 2εijAj added to Ωi in (2.13).

2.2 D = 3

Using basic tensor identities, (̺G − ̺0) given by (1.4) minus (1.3), is unpacked to give

1

3
(̺G − ̺0) = εijk ε

fga ∂kφ
4 Afg

j

(

∂iφ
a +

1

2
Aiφ

a

)

. (2.14)
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Applying the Leibniz rule, (2.14) can be written as

1

3
(̺G − ̺0) = ∂kφ

4

(

∂iΩik −
1

2
εijkε

fga φa F fg
ij

)

(2.15)

where
Ωik = εijkε

fga (Afg
j φa) . (2.16)

The result (2.15) is of the required form (1.9) as the first term ∂kφ
4∂iΩik is total divergence

by virtue of the antisymmetry of Ωik, 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 ∂kφ
4 in the gauge invariant term in

(2.15). Using the Bianchi identity, this results in the identity

εijk ε
fga φa F fg

ij = εijk ε
fga

(

φ4 φa F fg
ij −−φ4 Dkφ

a F fg
ij

)

(2.17)

yielding the result in the desired form

W =
3

2
εijkε

fgaφ4Dkφ
a F fg

ij (2.18)

Ωk = 3φ4

(

∂iΩik −
1

2
εijkε

fga φa F fg
ij

)

. (2.19)

Exploiting identities like (2.17) resulting from the extraction of a partial derivative are a
persistent feature in achieving the desired form of W and Ωi, in all dimensions D ≥ 3.

2.3 D = 4

Using basic tensor identities, (̺G − ̺0) given by (1.4) minus (1.3), is unpacked to give

1

4
(̺G − ̺0) = εijklε

fgab∂lφ
5Afg

k

(

∂iφ
a∂jφ

b + ∂iφ
aAjφ

b +
1

3
Aiφ

aAjφ
b

)

. (2.20)

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

1

4
(̺G − ̺0) = ∂lφ

5∂iΩil +
1

2
εijklε

fgab∂lφ
5

{

F fg
ij φaDkφ

b +
1

2
|~φ|2Ξfgab

ijk

}

(2.21)

where we have used the notation |~φ|2 = |φa|2, and where

Ωil = εijklε
fgabAfg

k φa

(

∂jφ
b −

1

2
Ajφ

b

)

, (2.22)

and

Ξfgab
ijk = Aab

k

[

∂iA
fg
j +

2

3
(AiAj)

fg

]

. (2.23)
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Note that the l = 4 component of εijklε
fgab Ξfgab

ijk , namely

εµνλ4ε
fgab Ξfgab

µνλ , µ = 1, 2, 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), ∂lφ
5∂iΩil, is a total divergence by virtue of the antisymmetry

of Ωil, and the second term is manifestly gauge invariant. But the third term involving Ξfgab
ijk is

neither gauge-invariant nor is it total-divergence. Thus, (2.21) is not of the form (1.9) as it stands.
This is a feature of (̺G − ̺0) for all D ≥ 4.

To render (2.21) to the form (1.9), namely consisting of a gauge invariant density W and a
total divergence, the partial derivative ∂l from the gauge-variant term in (2.21) 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 1.

For the gauge-invariant term this is implemented by

εijklε
fgab∂lφ

5 {F fg
ij φaDkφ

b} = εijklε
fgab

{

∂l

[

φ5 F fg
ij φaDkφ

b
]

−φ5

[

F fg
ij Dkφ

aDlφ
b +

1

8
|~φ|2F fg

ij F ab
kl

]}

(2.24)

and for the gauge-variant term by

εijklε
fgab|~φ|2∂lφ

5 Ξfgab
ijk = εijklε

fgab

{

∂l

(

|~φ|2φ5 Ξfgab
ijk

)

+
1

4
(φ5 −

1

3
(φ5)3)F ab

ij F
cd
kl

}

. (2.25)

Applying the identities (2.24) and (2.25), (2.21) is cast in the required form (1.9) with

W =
1

2
εijklε

fgab φ5

[

F fg
ij Dkφ

aDlφ
b +

1

12
(φ5)2 F fg

ij F ab
kl

]

(2.26)

Ωl = φ5

(

∂iΩil +
1

2
εijklε

fgab

[

F fg
ij φaDkφ

b +
1

2

(

1−
1

3
(φ5)2

)

Ξfgab
ijk

])

, (2.27)

which are the D = 4 analogues of W and Ωi, (2.18) and (2.19) in D = 3, it being understood
that the indices (i, a) run over (1, 2, 3) in (2.18)-(2.19) while here they run over (1, 2, 3, 4) in
(2.26)-(2.27).

2.4 D=5

Using basic tensor identities, (̺G − ̺0) given by (1.4) minus (1.3), is unpacked to give

1

5
(̺G − ̺0) = εijklm εfgabc ∂mφ

6 Afg
l

(

2∂iφ
a∂jφ

b∂kφ
c + 3∂iφ

a∂jφ
bAkφ

c

+2∂iφ
aAjφ

bAkφ
c +

1

2
Aiφ

aAjφ
bAkφ

c

)

(2.28)

1This 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)

1

5
(̺G − ̺0) = ∂mφ

6∂iΩim − εijklmε
fgabc∂mφ

6
{

F fg
ij φaDkφ

bDlφ
c + |~φ|2 Ξfgabc

ijkl

}

(2.29)

where

Ωim = 2εijklmε
fgabc Afg

l φa(∂jφ
b∂kφ

c + ∂jφ
bAkφ

c +
2

3
Ajφ

bAkφ
c) (2.30)

and

Ξfgabc
ijkl = Aab

k

[(

∂lφ
c +

2

3
Alφ

c

)

∂iA
fg
j +

2

3

(

∂lφ
c +

3

4
Alφ

c

)

(AiAj)
fg

]

, (2.31)

Ωim in (2.30) being the D = 5 analogue of (2.22), and Ξfgabc
ijkl in (2.31) the D = 5 analogue of

Ξfgab
ijk in (2.23), in D = 4.
Again, the first term ∂mφ

6∂iΩim in (2.29) is a total divergence and the second term is mani-
festly gauge invariant, while the third term involving Ξfgabc

ijkl 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 ∂m must be extracted from this term by using the Bianchi
identities. As in D = 3 and 4, it is expedient to extract ∂m also from the gauge invariant term in
(2.29).

Extracting the partial derivative ∂m from the gauge invariant term in (2.29) results in the
expression

εijklmε
fgabc∂mφ

6 F fg
ij φaDkφ

bDlφ
c =

= εijklmε
fgabc

{

∂m

[

φ6 F fg
ij φaDkφ

bDlφ
c +

1

12
(φ6)3 F fg

ij F ab
kl φ

c

]

−φ6

[

F fg
ij Dkφ

aDlφ
bDmφ

c −
1

4

(

1−
4

3
(φ6)2

)

F fg
ij F ab

kl Dmφ
c

]}

. (2.32)

This expression is the D = 5 analogue of (2.24) in D = 4, which likewise splits up in a gauge
invariant and a total divergence part.

Extracting the partial derivative ∂m from the gauge variant term in (2.29), one has

εijklmε
fgabc∂mφ

6|~φ|2 Ξfgabc
ijkl = εijklmε

fgabc

{

∂m

[(

φ6 −
1

3
(φ6)3

)

Ξfgabc
ijkl

]

−

(

φ6 −
1

3
(φ6)3

)

∂mΞ
fgabc
ijkl

}

,

(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 (2.33) result in a gauge invariant
quantity as was the case in (2.25), in the D = 4?

The answer is found by calculating the divergence

εijklmε
fgabc ∂mΞ

fgabc
ijkl =

1

4
εijklmε

fgabc
[

F fg
ij F ab

kl Dmφ
c − 4 (AiAj)

fg(AkAl)
abAmφ

c
]

, (2.34)
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which consists of a gauge invariant term, and the gauge variant term

εijklmε
fgabc(AiAj)

fg(AkAl)
abAmφ

c . (2.35)

The conclusion is that in unlike in D ≤ 4, in D = 5 it is not possible to express (̺G − ̺0) in
terms of a gauge invariant quantity W and a total divergence ∂iΩi as in (1.9) 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 (1.3)-(1.4) 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 (2.35) vanishes, rendering (2.34) gauge invariant,whence (2.33) becomes

εijklmε
fgabc∂mφ

6|~φ|2 Ξfgabc
ijkl = εijklmε

fgabc

{

∂m

[

φ6

(

1−
1

3
(φ6)2

)

Ξfgabc
ijkl

]

−
1

4
φ6

(

1−
1

3
(φ6)2

)

F fg
ij |abklDmφ

c

}

, (2.36)

Applying (2.33) and (2.36) to (2.29), (̺G − ̺0) can be expressed in terms of W and ∂iΩi as
prescribed by (1.9) with

W = εijklmε
fgabcφ6

[

F fg
ij Dkφ

aDlφ
bDmφ

c +
5

12
(φ6)2F fg

ij F ab
kl Dmφ

c

]

(2.37)

Ωm = φ6∂iΩim − εijklmε
fgabcφ6

[

F fg
ij φaDkφ

bDlφ
c +

1

12
(φ6)2F fg

ij F ab
kl φ

c

+

(

1−
1

3
(φ6)2

)

Ξfgabc
ijkl

]

(2.38)

which are the D = 5 analogues of the D = 4 expressions (2.26) and (2.27) for W and Ωi, with
however a subtle difference. While in (2.26)-(2.38) the index i and index a run over (1, 2, 3, 4),
here in (2.37)-(2.38) the index i 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 (1.1)-(1.2) 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 (1.2). Since (1.2) is es-
sentially total divergence (and explicitly total divergence in constraint-compliantparametrisation)
it can be formally expressed as

̺(D) = ∂i(ω
(D)
i + Ωi) , i = 1, 2, . . . , D . (3.39)

Since (3.39) is also gauge invariant, a Chern-Simons like density can be defined in one dimen-

sion lower, in d = D − 1 “spacetime”,

ΩSCS
def.
= ω

(D)
i=D + Ωi=D (3.40)

in which ω
(D)
i=D here is the Wess-Zumino term. The density ΩSCS in (3.40) referred to as the

Skyrme–Chern-Simons (SCS) density [11, 12] defined in D1 “spacetime” dimensions. That the
equations of motion of (3.40) are gauge invariant can be demonstrated exactly as in the case of
the Chern-Simons density, since (1.2) (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 φA , A = 1, 2, . . . , D + 1 is subject to

|φA|2 = |φa|2 + (φD+1)2 = 1 , a = 1, 2, . . . , D . (A.1)

The SO(D) gauging prescription is

Diφ
a = ∂iφ

a + Aiφ
a , Aiφ

a = (Aiφ)
b = Aab

i φb (A.2)

Diφ
6 = ∂iφ

D+1. (A.3)

Aab
i = −Aba

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

F ab
ij = ∂[iA

ab
j] + (A[iAj])

ab (A.4)

≡ ∂iA
ab
j + Aac

i Acb
j − (i, j) .

For D = 5 the winding number density is

̺0 = εijklm εabcdef ∂iφ
a ∂jφ

b ∂kφ
c ∂lφ

d ∂mφ
e φd (A.5)

which is total divergence and not gauge invarianct, and replacing the partial derivatives ∂iφ
a in

(A.5) with the covariant derivatives Diφ
a

̺G = εijklm εabcdef Diφ
aDjφ

b Dkφ
cDlφ

dDmφ
e φd (A.6)

which is gauge invariant but not total divergence but is gauge invarianct 2

The task is to calculate
̺G − ̺0 = ∂iΩi[A, φ]−W [F,Dφ] (A.7)

where W [F,Dφ] is gauge invariant by construction and Ωi[A, φ] is gauge variant. (In increasing
dimensions, there is some arbitrariness in the splitting into these two terms.)

The relation (A.7) 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 ̺G and W in (A.7), and separately, the individually
gauge variant pieces ̺0 and ∂iΩi, one has two equivalent definitions of a density

̺ = ̺G +W [F,Dφ] (A.8)

= ̺0 + ∂iΩi[A, φ] , (A.9)

which is adopted as the definition for the density ̺
def.
= Ω

(d+1)
SCP 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 (A.5) and (A.6) are obvious.
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First step

Using the tensor dentity

V b εa1a2a3...aD = V a1 εb a2a3...aD + V a2 εa1b a3...aD + V a3 εa1a2 b...aD + V aD εb a2a3...b (A.10)

in D dimensnions, it can be seen that the quantities (̺G − ̺0) in dimensions D = 2, 3, 4, 5 reduce
to

1

2
(̺G − ̺0) =

1

2
εij ε

fg ∂jφ
3 Afg

i ≡ εij ∂jφ
3 Ai (A.11)

1

3
(̺G − ̺0) = εijk ε

fga ∂kφ
4 Afg

j

(

∂iφ
a +

1

2
Aiφ

a

)

(A.12)

1

4
(̺G − ̺0) = εijkl ε

fgab ∂lφ
5 Afg

k

(

∂iφ
a∂jφ

b + ∂iφ
aAjφ

b +
1

3
Aiφ

aAjφ
b

)

(A.13)

1

5
(̺G − ̺0) = εijklm εfgabc ∂mφ

6 Afg
l

(

2∂iφ
a∂jφ

b∂kφ
c + 3∂iφ

a∂jφ
bAkφ

c

+2∂iφ
aAjφ

bAkφ
c +

1

2
Aiφ

aAjφ
bAkφ

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

D
(̺G − ̺0) = ∂nφ

D+1(ω(1)
n + ω(2)

n ) (A.15)

in which ω
(1)
n is encoded with terms like Aiφ

a exclusively, and ω
(2)
n by a mixture of terms like

Aiφ
a and ∂iφ

a.

A.1 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, (A.11) can be immediately be expressed as

1

2
(̺G − ̺0) = εij

[

∂j(φ
3 Ai)−

1

2
φ3 Fij

]

, (A.16)

consisting of a total divergence and a gauge invariant term.
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A.2 D = 3

In this case

ω
(1)
k =

1

2
εijkε

fgaAfg
j Aiφ

a

=
1

2
εijkε

fga(A[iAj])
fg φa (A.17)

ω
(2)
k = εijkε

fgaAfg
j ∂iφ

a

= ∂iΩik −
1

2
εijkε

fga φa ∂[iA
fg

j] (A.18)

where, (A.17) has resulted from using the identity (A.10) for D = 3 and Ωik in (A.18) is defined
as

Ωik = εijkε
fga (Afg

j φa) . (A.19)

Thus adding ω
(1)
k and ω

(2)
k as in (A.15), which are now given by (A.17) and (A.18), results in

1

3
(̺G − ̺0) = ∂kφ

4

[

∂iΩik −
1

2
εijkε

fga φa F fg
ij

]

(A.20)

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

1

3
(̺G − ̺0) = ∂k

[

φ4∂iΩik

]

−
1

2
∂kφ

4 εijkε
fga φa F fg

ij (A.21)

or alternatively,

1

3
(̺G − ̺0) = ∂k

[

φ4∂iΩik −
1

2
φ4 εijkε

fga φa F fg
ij

]

+
1

2
εijkε

fgaφ4Dkφ
a F fg

ij (A.22)

≡ ∂kΩk +
1

2
εijkε

fgaφ4Dkφ
a F fg

ij , (A.23)

in the second line of which the vector valued density Ωk is preciselythe D = 3 case of Ωi appearing
in (1.2) .

A.3 D = 4

According to the notation in (A.15), ω
(1)
l and ω

(2)
l can be read from (A.13) as,

ω
(1)
l =

1

3
εijklε

fgab Afg
k Aiφ

aAjφ
b

=
1

3
εijklε

fgab(AiAj)
fg

(

3φaAkφ
b +

1

2
|~φ|2Aab

k

)

, |~φ|2 = |φa|2 (A.24)

ω
(2)
l = εijklε

fgab Afg
k ∂iφ

aDjφ
b

= ∂iΩ
(1)
il + εijklε

fgab ∂iA
fg
j φaDjφ

b − ω
(a)
l − ω

(b)
l (A.25)
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where

Ω
(1)
il = εijklε

fgab Afg
k φaDjφ

b . (A.26)

The quantities ω
(a)
l and ω

(b)
l in (A.25) are calculated to give

ω
(a)
l = εijklε

fgab Afg
k φa ∂iAjφ

b

= −εijklε
fgab ∂iA

fg
j

(

φaAkφ
b +

1

2
|~φ|2Aab

k

)

(A.27)

and

ω
(b)
l = εijklε

fgab Afg
k φaAj∂iφ

b

=
1

2
∂iΩ

(2)
il + εijklε

fgab

[

∂iA
fg
j

(

φaAkφ
b +

1

4
|~φ|2Aab

k

)

− (AiAj)
fgφa∂kφ

b

]

, (A.28)

the density Ω
(2)
il being

Ω
(2)
il = εijklε

fgab Afg
k φaAjφ

b . (A.29)

The analogue of the density Ωik (A.19) for D = 3, can be denoted as

Ωil = (Ω
(1)
il −

1

2
Ω

(2)
il ) = εijklε

fgabAfg
k φa

(

∂jφ
b −

1

2
Ajφ

b

)

. (A.30)

Substituting (A.27) and (A.28) in (A.25), ω
(2)
l is

ω
(2)
l = ∂iΩil + εijklε

fgab

{

∂iA
fg
j Dkφ

b + (AiAj)
fgφa∂kφ

b +
1

4
|~φ|2∂iA

fg
j Aab

k

}

. (A.31)

Adding (A.24) and (A.31) yields (ω
(1)
l +ω

(2)
l ), and contracting this with ∂lφ

5, we have (̺G−̺0)
as per (A.15)

1

4
(̺G−̺0) = ∂lφ

5∂iΩil+
1

2
εijklε

fgab∂lφ
5

{

F fg
ij φaDkφ

b +
1

2
|~φ|2Aab

k

[

∂iA
fg
j +

2

3
(AiAj)

fg

]}

(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 (̺G − ̺0) 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 ∂l in (A.32). The gauge-invariant
term yields

εijklε
fgab∂lφ

5 {F fg
ij φaDkφ

b} = εijklε
fgab

{

∂l

[

φ5 F fg
ij φaDkφ

b
]

−φ5

[

F fg
ij Dkφ

aDlφ
b +

1

8
|~φ|2F fg

ij F ab
kl

]}

(A.33)
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and the gauge-variant term yields

εijklε
fgab|~φ|2∂lφ

5

{

Aab
k

[

∂iA
fg
j +

2

3
(AiAj)

fg

]}

= εijklε
fgab

{

∂l

[

|~φ|2φ5Aab
k

(

∂iA
fg
j +

2

3
(AiAj)

fg

)]

+
1

4
(φ5 −

1

3
(φ5)3)F ab

ij F
cd
kl

}

(A.34)

one turns up with the final result in the required form

1

4
(̺G − ̺0) = ∂lΩl +

1

2
εijklε

fgab φ5

{

F fg
ij Dkφ

aDlφ
b +

1

12
(φ5)2 F fg

ij F ab
kl

}

(A.35)

where the vector valued density Ωl is given by

Ωl = φ5∂iΩil + εijklε
fgab

{

1

2
φ5 F fg

ij φaDkφ
b +

1

4

(

φ5 −
1

3
(φ5)3

)

Afg
k

[

∂iA
ab
j +

2

3
(AiAj)

ab

]}

(A.36)

which is precisely the D = 4 case of Ωi appearing in (1.2) .

A.4 D=5

According to the notation in (A.15), ω
(1)
l and ω

(2)
l can be read from (A.14) as,

ω(1)
m =

1

2
εijklmε

fgabc Afg
l Aiφ

aAjφ
bAkφ

c

= −2 εijklmε
fgabc(AiAj)

fg Alφ
c

(

φaAkφ
b +

1

4
|~φ|2Aab

k

)

(A.37)

and

ω(2)
m = ∂iΩ

(1)
im − εijklmε

fgabc∂iA
fg
j φa(2Dkφ

bDlφ
c − ∂lφ

cAkφ
b)− ω(a)

m − 3ω(b)
m − 4ω(c)

m (A.38)

where

Ω
(1)
im = εijklmε

fgabcAfg
l φa(2Djφ

bDkφ
c − ∂jφ

bAkφ
c) (A.39)

and

ω(a)
m = εijklmε

fgabcAfg
k φa(3∂lφ

b + 4Alφ
b)∂iAjφ

c (A.40)

ω(b)
m = εijklmε

fgabcAfg
k φa∂lφ

b Aj∂iφ
c (A.41)

ω(c)
m = εijklmε

fgabcAfg
k φaAlφ

b Aj∂iφ
c (A.42)

Here, ω
(a)
m , ω

(b)
m and ω

(c)
m must be calculated individually, as was done above for in the D = 4

case above for ω
(a)
l and ω

(b)
l in (A.27) and (A.28) respectively,.

The results of these calclations are listed here:

ω(a)
m = εijklmε

fgabc ∂iA
fg
j

(

φaAkφ
b +

1

2
|~φ|2Aab

k

)

(3 ∂lφ
c + 4Alφ

c) (A.43)

16



ω(b)
m =

1

3
∂iΩ

(2)
im +

2

3
εijklmε

fgabc

{

− ∂iA
fg
j ∂lφ

c

(

φaAkφ
b +

1

4
|~φ|2Aab

k

)

+(AiAj)
fg φa∂kφ

b∂lφ
c

}

(A.44)

where
Ω

(2)
im = εijklmε

fgabcAfg
l φa ∂jφ

bAkφ
c (A.45)

and

ω(c)
m =

1

3
∂iΩ

(3)
im +

1

3
εijklmε

fgabc

{

− ∂iA
fg
j Alφ

c
(

3φaAkφ
b + |~φ|2Aab

k

)

+(AiAj)
fg ∂lφ

c

(

3φaAkφ
b +

1

2
|~φ|2Aab

k

)

(A.46)

where
Ω

(3)
im = εijklmε

fgabcAfg
l φaAjφ

bAkφ
c (A.47)

Substituting (A.43), (A.44) and (A.46) into (A.38)

ω(2)
m = ∂iΩim − 2εijklmε

fgabc

{

∂iA
fg
j

[

φaDkφ
bDlφ

c +
1

2
|~φ|2Aab

k

(

∂lφ
c +

2

3
Alφ

c

)]

+(AiAj)
fg

[

φa∂kφ
b(∂lφ

c + 2Alφ
c) +

1

3
|~φ|2Aab

k ∂lφ
c

]}

(A.48)

where

Ωim = Ω
(1)
im − Ω

(2)
im −

4

3
Ω

(3)
im

= 2εijklmε
fgabc Afg

l φa(∂jφ
b∂kφ

c + ∂jφ
bAkφ

c +
1

3
Ajφ

bAkφ
c) (A.49)

in which Ω
(1)
im , Ω

(2)
im and Ω

(3)
im are given in (A.39), (A.45) and (A.47) respectively, and Ωim is the

D = 5 analogue of Ωil given by (A.30) in D = 4.

Adding ω
(1)
m given in (A.37), to ω

(2)
m given in (A.48),

ω(1)
m + ω(2)

m = ∂iΩim − εijklmε
fgabc

{

F fg
ij φaDkφ

bDlφ
c + |~φ|2 Ξfgabc

ijkl

}

(A.50)

where

Ξfgabc
ijkl = Aab

k

[

(∂lφ
c +

2

3
Alφ

c) ∂iA
fg
j +

2

3
(∂lφ

c +
3

4
Alφ

c)(AiAj)
fg

]

, (A.51)

so that the term
εijklmε

fgabc Ξfgabc
ijkl

17



in (A.50) is the analogue of the term

εijklε
fgab|~φ|2Aab

k

[

∂iA
fg
j +

2

3
(AiAj)

fg

]

appearing in the corresponding expression (A.32) in D = 4, whose component l = 4 is the Chern-
Simons (CS) density in 3 dimensions. As such, the m = 5 component of the density (A.51) is the
4 dimensional analogue of the Chern-Simons density in 3 dimensions.

As per (A.15), (A.50) implies

1

5
(̺G − ̺0) = ∂mφ

6∂iΩim − εijklmε
fgabc∂mφ

6
{

F fg
ij φaDkφ

bDlφ
c + |~φ|2 Ξfgabc

ijkl

}

(A.52)

This expression is the D = 5 analogue of (A.32) in D = 4. The first term, ∂m(φ
6∂iΩim), is a

total divergence . Inside the chain bracket the first term is gauge invariant, but the second term
in front of |~φ|2 is neither gauge invariant nor total divergence, which is unsatisfactory from the
viewpoint of casting this expression in the form (A.7), in terms of a gauge invariant quantity W
and a total divergence ∂iΩi. This can be effected by pulling out 3 the partial derivative ∂m 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 |~φ|2) separately.

Pulling out ∂m from the gauge invariant term in (A.52) results in the expression

εijklmε
fgabc∂mφ

6 F fg
ij φaDkφ

bDlφ
c = εijklmε

fgabc ·

·

{

∂m

[

φ6 F fg
ij φaDkφ

bDlφ
c +

1

12
(φ6)3 F fg

ij F ab
kl φ

c

]

−φ6

[

F fg
ij Dkφ

aDlφ
bDmφ

c +
1

4

(

1−
2

3
(φ6)2

)

F fg
ij F ab

kl Dmφ
c

]}

. (A.53)

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

εijklmε
fgabc∂mφ

6|~φ|2 Ξfgabc
ijkl = εijklmε

fgabc

{

∂m

[(

φ6 −
1

3
(φ6)3

)

Ξfgabc
ijkl

]

−

(

φ6 −
1

3
(φ6)3

)

∂mΞ
fgabc
ijkl

}

,

(A.54)
in which the divergence term is calculated to be

εijklmε
fgabc ∂mΞ

fgabc
ijkl =

1

4
εijklmε

fgabc
[

F fg
ij F ab

kl Dmφ
c − 4 (AiAj)

fg(AkAl)
abAmφ

c
]

, (A.55)

which is the counterpart of the divergence

−εijklε
fgab Aab

k

[

∂iA
fg
j +

2

3
(AiAj)

fg

]

=
1

4
εijklε

fgab F fg
ij F ab

kl , (A.56)

3Strictly speaking this does not have to involve the first term inside the chain bracket of (A.52) 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

Ξ = εijklmε
fgabc (AiAj)

fg(AkAl)
abAmφ

c (A.57)

in (A.55) is manifestly gauge variant. This means that in D = 5, it is not possible to cast
(̺G − ̺0) in terms of W and ∂iΩi 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 (̺G − ̺0) in terms of W and ∂iΩi as in (A.7), if the SO(5)
gauge connection is suitably 4 contracted. Two such contractions are

SO(2)× SO(2) and SO(2)× SO(3)

Aab
i = (Aαβ

i ∈ soa(2), A
AB
i ∈ sob(2), A

αA
i , Aα5

i , AA5
i ) α = 1, 2 and A = 3, 4

≡ (Aαβ
i = ai ε

αβ , AAB
i = bi ε

AB, AαA
i = 0 , Aα5

i = 0 , AA5
i = 0) (A.58)

while in the second case it is

Aab
i = (Aαβ

i ∈ so(2), AAB
i ∈ so(3), AαA

i ) α = 1, 2 and A = 3, 4, 5

≡ (Aαβ
i = ai ε

αβ , AAB
i ∈ so(3) , AαA

i = 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 (̺G−̺0) in (A.52) can be cast in the form (A.7), 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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