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Abstract

We discuss Abrikosov-Nielsen-Olesen (ANO) strings with the one-loop effective
potentials induced by higher-dimensional gauge theory. As our starting point, we
consider a five-dimensional SU(2) gauge theory with an extra-dimensional space
S1/Z,. We numerically show the properties of the strings in our model. Especially,
we investigate the interaction force between two parallel strings. We find that the
interaction force switches from attraction to repulsion as two strings approach each
other at a certain parameter region. This interaction is not observed for the ANO
strings with the Mexican hat potential. Furthermore, we find that each different
factor determines the interaction between large and small interstring distances. We
interpret this difference as the origin of the distance-dependent interaction. Our
interpretation can also be applied to other scalar potentials. The results in our
study give us a new perspective to understand the interaction between the ANO
strings with various scalar potentials.
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1 Introduction

Cosmic strings are one-dimensional topological defects in quantum field theory, which
is a line-like solution due to the non-triviality of the fundamental group of the vacuum
manifold [1]. (For a review, see Ref. [2].) They are realized in particle models that predict
U(1) symmetry breaking and serve as probes for these models [3-6]. Furthermore, the
classical solutions corresponding to cosmic strings have been applied in many studies
within the condensed matter physics [7-13].

After the phase transition in the early universe, cosmic strings are produced through
the Kibble-Zurek mechanism [1,14], and form a network (called string network system).
The string network system can be detected through the various cosmological observables
such as the cosmic microwave background [15-17], gravitational lens [2] and the gravita-
tional wave background [18,19]. Therefore, the cosmic strings are good tools to probe the
past U(1) symmetry breaking predicted in a lot of models beyond the Standard Model
(SM) [3-6].

A famous example of the cosmic strings is the Abrikosov-Nielsen-Olesen (ANO) string
[20,21] realized in the Abelian-Higgs model. The ANO string solution is obtained as a
configuration of the scalar field ¢ and the gauge field A,. This configuration features a
line-like region where ¢ and A, are excited. Conventionally, the ANO string is discussed
under the scalar potential of the Mexican hat type: V(¢) = A(|¢|* —v?)2. In this case, the
features of the ANO string are characterized by the ratio between the scalar and gauge
masses, denoted as [ = mi/mi. Especially, the value of 5 determines the interaction
forces between two parallel ANO strings: when § < 1, the ANO strings attract each other,
whereas when 8 > 1, they repel each other [22-24]. This property is used to explain the
characteristics of superconducting materials [12,20]. By this analogy, the ANO strings
with 8 < 1 are referred to as type-I strings, while those with 8 > 1 are referred to as
type-11I strings. When g = 1, there are no forces between the ANO strings. This situation
is known as the Bogomol'nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield (BPS) state [22,25].

Besides the ANO string, there are many types of string solutions such as the global
strings [26], superconducting strings [27, 28], semi-local strings [29, 30], and embedded
strings [31-37]. It is important to investigate their properties because these strings may
cause the different evolution of the string networks from those of the ANO string. For
example, the network evolution for global strings and “global-like” strings—ANO strings
with a very small gauge coupling—deviates from the scaling law [38-42], leading to a
gravitational wave spectrum that differs from conventional ANO strings [42]. ! This
deviation potentially explains the Pulsar Timing Array results in 2023 [45], unlike the

conventional stable ANO string [46]. Investigating the interaction between two parallel

1On the other hand, Ref. [43,44] claims that the network of the global strings obeys the conventional
scaling law.



strings is a first step toward understanding the evolution of networks for various types of
cosmic strings. Numerous studies have been conducted on this topic to better understand
the dynamics of cosmic string networks [24,47-51].

In recent years, it has been pointed out that the features of interactions between
strings change due to deviations of the scalar potential from the Mexican hat potential.
In Ref. [50], the authors discussed the ANO string with the Coleman-Weinberg (CW)
potential [52] and call this string as the CW-ANO string. In this model, the scalar field
obtains a vacuum expectation value (VEV) due to the CW potential. The authors found
that the CW-ANO string exhibits two interesting interaction properties that differ from
those of the ANO string with the Mexican hat potential. First, a state corresponding to
the BPS state does not exist for the CW-ANO string. Hence, the boundary between the
type-1 (attractive) and type-II (repulsive) regions of 5 is not well-defined. Second, for
the values of 5 above the type-I region, the interaction between strings switches between
attraction and repulsion depending on the distance between them. As mentioned in
Ref. [50], it is challenging to understand why this distance dependence arises for the CW-
ANO string. One of our motivations for this study is to provide a new perspective on this
issue by examining the ANO string with different scalar potentials for Mexican hat type
and CW type.

To investigate a new cosmic string based on our motivations, higher-dimensional gauge
theories [53-56] are the most interesting model. The higher-dimensional gauge theory is
a good candidate for a model beyond the SM. It has known that the higher-dimensional
gauge theories induce zero modes from extra components of higher-dimensional gauge
field (so-called Wilson-line (WL) scalar field). If the WL scalar field acquire the VEV in
the higher-dimensional theories, the spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) of the gauge
symmetry occurs, which is called the Hosotani mechanism [54,55]. 2 It has known that
there are some studies on the application of the topological defect in the context of the
higher-dimensional gauge theories [63-65].

In the higher-dimensional gauge theory, its one-loop effective potential is roughly co-
sine type potential [54], and are different from both the Mexican hat potential and the
CW potential. Typically, this potential tends to take larger values around the origin
compared to the Mexican hat potential, while the CW potential is flatter in the same
region. Hence, it is expected that the string produced with such a potential exhibits new
features in the interactions between the strings, which are distinct from those observed
for the conventional ANO string and the CW-ANO string.

In this paper, we consider the string solutions under the one-loop effective poten-
tials induced by the higher-dimensional gauge theory, and investigate the interactions

20f the higher-dimensional gauge theories, gauge-Higgs unification (GHU) [57-62] is an attractive
model since the WL scalar field is identified as a SM Higgs boson in the GHU. The GHU gives us a
solution of the gauge hierarchy problem and the finite Higgs mass [56,60,61].



between the strings. We start from a five-dimensional SU(2) gauge theory with an extra-
dimensional space S'/Z, orbifold. Due to the orbifold, the Abelian-Higgs model without
a potential at the classical level is realized as the four-dimensional effective theory. To
break the U(1) gauge symmetry via Hosotani mechanism, we introduce some fermions.
We consider three cases with different heights of the potential around the origin, and
discuss the corresponding string solutions for each case. To examine the interactions
between the strings in the higher-dimensional gauge theory, we estimate the interaction
energy of the two-string system as a function of the interstring distance d. As a result,
We find that a novel property like the type-1.5 superconductor [66,67] is emerged. By
comparing the results in Ref. [50] with our results, we discuss the relationship between
string interactions and the scalar potential.

The outline of this paper is as follows: We briefly review the ANO string in Sec. 2 and
the five-dimensional gauge theory in Sec. 3. In Sec. 4, we examine single string solutions
in the higher-dimensional SU(2) gauge theory and their properties. We investigate the
interaction between the two strings in Sec. 5 and discuss the relationship between string
interactions and the scalar potential. We present our conclusion in Sec. 6.

2 Abrikosov-Nielsen-Olesen string

Before we investigate the cosmic string for several potentials, it is instructive to intro-
duce Abrikosov-Nielsen-Olesen (ANO) string [20,21]. In this section, we review the ANO

string solution and the interaction between the ANO strings.

2.1 ANO string solution

The ANO string is originally realized as a vortex string solution in the Abelian-Higgs
model. The Lagrangian density is given by

1
L= 1FuF" ~ Dol = V(9). 1)

where the field strength is defined by F),, = 0,4, — 0,A, and the covariant derivative
is given by D, = 0, — igA, with a gauge coupling g. In this paper, we use the metric
n=(—,+,---,+). Applying the variational principle from for Eq. (2.1), the equations

of motion in this model are derived as

D,D"é— aavﬁ) 0, (2.2)
" Foy —ig (¢TDu¢ - (D;ﬂb)Tﬁb) = 0. (2.3)

To find the ANO solution, we assume that a solution is static and z-independent.
Hereafter, we use cylindrical coordinates (7,6, z). In this situation, such the solution is
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expressed as ¢(z) = ¢(r,0) and A,(x) = A,(r,0). Moreover, we work in the temporal
gauge Ag(x) =0, and assume A,(z) = 0 for simplicity. The energy per unit length along
the z axis, which is denoted as p, is expressed as

dFE 1
== /rdrd@ L—lFZ + ]Di¢|2 + V() (1,7 =1,2). (2.4)
z
The necessary conditions for p to be finite are that the integrand in Eq. (2.4) asymp-
totically approaches to zero for r — oco. In other words, all fields satisfy the following

conditions

Fij(x) =0, Dig(z) =0, |¢(z)| =, (2.5)
for  — oco. Here, the v is a vacuum expectation value (VEV) of the scalar field ¢. Taking
these assumptions into account, the ansatz for a solution is as follows:

o(z) = f(ryve™,  Ag(z) = ”‘;Y), A(x) = A (x) = 0, (2.6)

where n € Z is called the winding number. f(r) and a(r) are monotonically increasing
functions which satisfy the conditions

f(0) = a(0) =0, f(o0) = a(o0) = 1. (2.7)
Substituting Eq. (2.6) into Eq. (2.4), the energy density is deformed as

n2(a’)2 n2(1 o a)2f2

2 SV (2.8)

n=2* [ pdpdt {(f’)Q "

where we normalize the radial coordinate as p = gor, and V = V/(g%v*). Taking variations
of f(r) and a(r), we obtain the equations that they must satisfy:
" on? 10V
1 2
A S A A ) 2.9
el T35 (29)

/
a — L 4 2f(1—a)=0. (2.10)
P
The concrete shape of ANO solutions can be derived by solving Egs. (2.9) and (2.10)

with the boundary conditions (2.7). In general, these equations are solved numerically.
In the Abelian-Higgs case, the potential is

V(6) = Van(d) = A (|g]* = 0%)?, (2.11)
where \ is a quartic coupling. Eqgs. (2.9) and (2.10) are expressed as
P2
f+ s ;(1 —a)’f+ 80— f)f =0, (2.12)



!/
a" — L 4 2f2(1—a) =0. (2.13)
P

Here, we introduced the parameter 5 as

o2 mj
B="==2, (2.14)
g my

where m7 = 4\v* or m% = 2¢°v® are a mass square of scalar field or gauge field, respec-
tively. This is a significant parameter since it determines the shape and the character of
the cosmic string.

2.2 Evaluation of the interaction energy

The interaction between the ANO strings can be understood in terms of the compe-
tition between magnetic pressure and the force to minimize the potential energy of the
scalar field. A qualitative description is as follows. The width of each excited region for the
scalar and gauge fields is approximated by the inverse of their respective masses. Based
on this assumption, let us consider the situation where two ANO strings are approach-
ing each other. For § > 1, it means that m;l > m;l, so the magnetic fluxes influence
each other first. Consequently, the interaction between the ANO strings is repulsive in
this case. In contrast, for § < 1, the scalar tubes interact first, leading to an attractive
interaction between ANO strings. In addition, for g = 1, there is no interaction between
ANO strings. Although this description is somewhat abstract, many studies have verified
this 8 dependence of the string interaction [23,24,49-51]. In these studies, an analytical
method for calculating the interaction energy of two sufficiently separated ANO strings
has been developed [24,51].

Before reviewing this analytical method, we explain the asymptotic behavior of f(r)
and a(r) in the limit 7 — oco. In this limit, f and a are close to one since the solutions
(2.6) take the very close values to the VEVs. As a deviation from f = a = 1, we define
the perturbation ¢ f and da as

of=1—-f, da=1-a. (2.15)

Noting that 6f < 1 and da < 1 at r — oo, we expand the equations of motion (2.9),
(2.10) by ¢ f and da at the leading order. The results have

of" + %5;" —2B6f =0, (2.16)
da" — l5a’ —2da = 0. (2.17)
p

These differential equations can be attributed to the differential equation with the mod-
ified Bessel function K, (z) as a solution. Therefore, 0f and da asymptotically behave
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5f(p) ~ %me, Salp) ~ capky(v2p), (2.18)

where ¢, and c4 are constants determined by numerical calculations.

Note that this asymptotic behavior applies to models with any scalar potential where
g = :—;". Egs. (2.16) and (2.17) are derived as linear perturbations of Egs. (2.9) and
(2.10) with respect to 0 f and da. Since ¢ ox f and Ay o a, these equations are determined
solely by the kinetic and mass terms of ¢ and A, in the Lagrangian. Therefore, when we
normalized the radial coordinate as p = gvr, Egs. (2.16) and (2.17) hold for any scalar
potential that induces spontaneous U(1) symmetry breaking. We will later apply this
result to higher-dimensional gauge theories.

Using the approximation in Eq. (2.18), the interaction between two parallel straight
strings is estimated. This method has been known as the point source formalism [24]. In
this formalism, vortex solutions are regarded as the point sources on the two-dimensional
plane. Through this approximation, we can calculate the energy of the system. We
summarize the detail derivation in Appendix A. As a result, the interaction energy of two

strings separated by d is derived as
Eipy = 2m0° / dz [ninacarcasKo(mad) — cprcpKo(med)], (2.19)

where n1(n2), cp1(cp2) and cai(caz) are the winding number and the constants in Eq.
(2.18) for the first (second) string, respectively. The first and second terms of the integrand
in Eq. (2.19) correspond to the contribution from the gauge field and the scalar field,
respectively. In light of this, the interaction of the gauge field can be understood as
repulsive, while the interaction of the scalar field is attractive. For the case of ny = ny =1,
the values of cg1,cg2,ca1 and cao have been investigated in [24], and found that the
interaction becomes repulsive for f > 1, and attractive for § < 1. Note that the point
source formalism cannot be applied at short distance because the approximation in Eq.
(2.18) breaks down the behavior of two strings in that case.

For f =1, the ANO string is not affected by any interaction forces from other strings.
Thus, 8 = 1 is a critical coupling for the ANO strings. This can also be confirmed
analytically. We rewrite the energy per unit length, which we call tension, of the ANO
string as follows.

n2(a’)2 n2(1 o a)2f2

[ = 2m0” / pdp {( )7+ + %5(1‘2 - 1)2}

2p? p?
= 2mv?|n|
2 / a—1.\" n? 1, P e . 2 2
+ 27w /pd,o (f + |n| ; f) +2—p2(a +\n_|(f —1)) +§(5—1>(f - 1)7.

(2.20)



Since the first and second terms in the integrand are positive, we obtain the inequality as

1
p > 2mv?|n| + 27w2/pdp {5(6 —1)(f*—=1)%. (2.21)
If 5 > 1, the second term in r.h.s of (2.21) becomes non-negative, so that the tension
is bounded by 27v?|n|. This is known as the Bogomol'nyi bound [22]. Equality in Eq.
(2.21) holds for if and only if f and a satisfy the following equations.

a_lf:o, d+L(f2-1)=0. (2.22)

n]

Egs. (2.22) are called the Bogomol'nyi equations. For § = 1, the Bogomoln’yi equations
become equivalent to Egs. (2.12) and (2.13), and the second term in r.h.s of (2.21)
vanishes. Thus, the tension is obtained as

f'+ In]

p = 2mv?|n|. (2.23)

Eq. (2.23) indicates that the tension of the stable ANO strings remains unchanged before
and after the fusion or separation of the strings. This state is known as the BPS state
[22,25].

As indicated by the above discussions, 8 determines the interaction properties of the
ANO strings. In our research for the interaction of strings in five-dimensional gauge
theories, we also focus on the value of 5. The detail discussions are provided in Sec. 4.

3 Five-dimensional gauge theory

To consider the cosmic string based on five-dimensional gauge theory, we review a
five-dimensional SU(2) gauge theory on M* x S'/Z, [59] in this section. M* means the
four-dimensional Minkowski spacetime and the orbifold S'/Z, is a circle with a radius
R imposed Z, parity. As we will discuss later, a spontaneous breaking of U(1) gauge
symmetry occurs in this model with the addition of some fermions. Therefore, the five-
dimensional SU(2) gauge theory on M?* x S'/Z, is an excellent toy model for examining

an initial example of a cosmic string in extra-dimensional models.
3.1 SU(2) gauge theory on M* x S'/Z,
The five-dimensional Lagrangian is given by

1
Lsp = —ZF;\}NF“MN + Ly, (3.1)
Em == ZNprw + Z.Nadgapwaa (32)



where M, N = 0,1,2,3,y are the five-dimensional spacetime indices. We use u,v =
0,1,2,3 as the four-dimensional spacetime indices and y as the fifth space index. We
denote @ as a gauge index for SU(2). We introduce Ny fermions ¢ in the fundamen-
tal representation and N,q fermions ¥® in the adjoint representation. Note that we do
not introduce any scalar fields that acquire the VEV. As in the later discussion, the y-
component of the gauge field Ay plays the role of the scalar field breaking the gauge
symmetry.

We denote z# (u = 0,1,2,3) as the coordinates in Minkowski spacetime and y €
[0,27R) as the fifth-dimensional coordinate. Since the Zy parity is imposed, two fixed
points (y = 0 and y = mR) appear. Under the Z, transformation at y = 0, the bulk gauge
fields Aps(2#, y) transform as

A, (z", —y) = POAM(;I:”,y)PO_1 , (3.3)
Ay('ru7 _y) = _POAy(‘TM7 y)‘F)O_1 )

where Py = Py = PJ denotes the operation of Z, transformation at y = 0. Under the
Zy transformation at y = R, the bulk gauge fields transform as

A,(z", TR —y) = PLA,(a" 7R+ y) P, (3.5)
Ay(@#, TR —y) = =P A, (", TR+ y) P, (3.6)

where P, = P! = PlT is the operation of Z; transformation at y = mR. On the other
hand, we must impose the periodic boundary condition on the bulk gauge fields as

Ap(z" y + 27 R) = UAy (2, y)UT, (3.7)

where U is a unitary matrix. Note that Eq. (3.5) can be derived using Egs. (3.3) and
(3.7), and then we can obtain the relation U = P, P,.

Due to the orbifold boundary conditions F, and P;, the gauge symmetry is explicitly
broken. If we start with a SU(2) gauge group with the orbifold boundary conditions
Py = P, = diag(1,-1), A, and A, are decomposed as

Au _ (+7+) (_a_) ’ Ay — (_7_) (+7+) : (38)

<_7_) (+a+) (+7+) (_7_)
where (£, £) is the Z, charges at y = 0 (left) and y = 7R (right), respectively. The only
bulk gauge field components with (+, 4) parity can have a four-dimensional massless zero
mode. Therefore, only the U(1) gauge symmetry, whose gauge field is Ai, remains in the

I and

Minkowski spacetime. Additionally, A, has zero modes that are proportional to o
0%, which are the Pauli matrices. The zero modes of A;’Q are identified as two real scalar

fields in four dimension. We call them WL scalar fields.



While there are no potential for the WL scalar fields at the classical level, it may
acquire a VEV due to radiative corrections. For simplicity, a VEV of A, can be expressed
as

OéO'1

(Ay) = BB 2 (3.9)

with a dimensionless real parameter o € [0, 1] and a four-dimensional gauge coupling
g4 = g5/V2mR. Here, g5 is a five-dimensional gauge coupling. If A, obtains a VEV
except for a # 0, 1, the residual gauge symmetry U(1) is spontaneously broken . 3

3.2 The effective potential

To determine the effective potential, it is essential to clarify the mass spectrum of the
particles in our model. Using periodic boundary condition (3.7) and Z, transformation
at y =0 and y = 7R, we can expand A, in terms of Kaluza-Klein (KK) modes as

1 — ky
A, (zH, = AO) (h + — E A (gh cOS (—) , 3.10
u( y)(+ +) omR M ( )(+,+) \/@kﬂ L ( )(+,+) R ( )
1 « ([ ky
A @)y = — E Aftk)(x“)(_,_) sin (E) . (3.11)
k=1

The expansion of the extra-dimensional component A, (z,y), ., and A, (z#,y) _ _, are
the same expansion as in Eqgs. (3.10) and (3.11), respectively. This is because the Z;
assignments are the same. Due to a VEV of A, in (3.9), the squared KK mass eigenvalues

of A&k) are derived as
(k£ a)?
T % (k>1), (3.12)

and a?/R? for AX”. Based on the KK mass spectra in Eq. (3.12), the four-dimensional
effective potential for A, are calculated. For a detail derivation, see [57,59]. The effective
potential derived from the contributions of the gauge fields at one-loop level is

= -3C Z — cos(27ka) (3.13)

where C' = 3/(647°R*).

In addition, we consider the contributions to the effective potential from the matter
fields introducing in Eq. (3.2). The Z, transformations of these matter fields are given
by

1/)(1‘7 _y) = 77P075¢(9U> y) ) @U(l’, TR — y) = U,P175@/}($a TR+ y) ) (314>

3To see the pattern of the gauge symmetry breaking, we investigate the Wilson line phase. See [57].
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Case 1 Case 2 Case 3
(NG NG NTD N 1(1,0,0,0) | (1,0,0,1) [ (1,0,1,0)

Table 1: The fermion contents considered in this paper.

1/Ja(xv _y) = 77P075¢a(l” y)P(;r ) W(ﬂfa TR — y) = U/PWSW(ZE’ TR+ y)Pl]L ) (315>

with 1,1’ = £. The fields with nn’ = + are the same expansion of Egs. (3.10) and (3.11).
On the other hand, the fields with nn’ = — are expanded as

1 — Bl
® (xﬂ7 y)(Jr?,) = \/ﬁ Z q)(k) (I"u>(+’_) COos (%) s (316)
k=1
1 < ((k+3)y
P (" y) = i Zd)(k)(x“)(,7+) sin <%) : (3.17)
k=1

where ® can be replaced for ¢, and ¥*. As in the derivation of Eq. (3.12), we can
obtain the KK masses of the fields with nn’ = + or nn’ = — in the fundamental (adjoint)
representation. The effective potential, which arises from the contributions from matter
fields, is given by

= 1 v 1
Vig(a) = 4N}+)CZ s cos(mkar) + 4N} )CZ Ecos(ﬂk(a - 1))
+4N CZ cos(2mka) —1—4Nd C’Z—cos (2rk (e —1/2)),  (3.18)

where N ) and N ) are the degree of freedom of the fundamental fermion ¢ with nn’ = +

and nn' = —, and Nad and Nég) are the degree of freedom of the adjoint fermion ¢* with
nm' =+ and nn’ = —, respectively. Note that N; = N](f) + Nj(f) and Npq = N;S) + Ni;)-
The total effective potential of A, is described as the combination of the contributions,

Verr(@) = Vig(a) + Vg (a)

=(— 3+4N(+) C’Z cos(2mka) +4Nd)CZ—COS (2rk(a —1/2))

+4NTPe Z 75 cos(mka) +4Ny'C Z = cos(h(a — 1)). (3.19)
k=1 k=1

In this paper, we consider three cases, referred to as Case 1, Case 2, and Case 3, as
summarized in Table 1. We plot their effective potentials (3.19) in Fig. 1. We denote
the minimum of Vig(a) as apin. Numerical values of oy, are o, = 0.5 in Case 1,
Qmin = 0.169 in Case 2, and a,,;, = 0.831 in Case 3.
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Figure 1: Some graphs of the effective potential in (3.19).

We close this section with a discussion on the mass of A;O) in the four-dimensional
theory. The squared mass of A?(JO) can be obtained by

0?Veg () 0?Veg () 3g2

2 _ e 2207 Ve _ 1

Mo = grane | TR T g (320)

Y Q=0min Q=Qmin

where M («) is defined as

=1 =1
M(a)=—|(=3+4N) Y — 5 CO8(2mh i) + AN = 5 CO8(2h (i — 1/2)

k=1 k=1

1 1
Zk— s(Tkaumin) + Z 5 COS(Th (Ctmin — 1))] . (3.21)

In Case 1, Case 2, and Case 3, the masses are concretely given by

991¢(3)
mi|N§§) 644 1R2’ (3.22)
37 1
mi|Ng):17N}_):1 = — 167r44R2 Z 5 (cos(27rkozmm) + cos(mk(Qumin — 1))), (3.23)
2 397 <~ 1
m¢|N§I)=1,N}+)=1 = ~Tonifz Z 3 (cos(27rk:ozmm) + cos(wk:amm)) (3.24)
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We numerically estimate the sum for the KK modes in Egs. (3.23) and (3.24). For

instance,

50

1
Z = <cos(27rkamin) + cos(mk(Qumin — 1))) ~ —(.418876, (3.25)
— k Qumin=0.169
504
— 2k Ctanin [— ) ~ —(.418876. 3.96
kz; E (cos( ThkQmin) + €os(Tkamin) - ( )

4 String in the higher-dimensional gauge theory

In this section, we consider a vortex string solution in the SU(2) gauge theory on
M* x S'/Z,. The string solution exists in the four-dimensional effective theory where
U(1) gauge symmetry is broken by a VEV of WL scalar fields.

4.1 String solution in the four-dimensional effective theory

To clarify the discussion of the string solution, we first demonstrate that the four-
dimensional effective theory from the SU(2) gauge theory on M* x S'/Z, can be treated
as a U(1) gauge theory with a complex scalar field. At the classical level, only the zero
modes of the KK modes become massless in the four-dimensional spacetime. In this
case, there are three zero modes, Az(o)’ A;(O) and A?,(O). Extracting the four-dimensional
effective Lagrangian consisting of the zero modes from Eq. (3.1), we have

1 1
Lap = _ZF;(LS)F(O)W _ §|D£O)AZ(O)|2 (a=1,2), (4.1)

where FﬁB) = OMAE(O) - ayAi(O) and DLO)AZ(O) = <8u — z'g4Ai(0)) AZ(O). As shown in Eq.

(4.1), Ai(o) is regarded as a U(1) gauge field in four-dimensional effective theory. Under
the U(1) gauge transformation, Agl,(o) and Az(o) are transformed as the real and imaginary
parts of a complex scalar field with U(1) charge —1, respectively. Therefore, denoting

A0 _; 4200)
o= u, (4.2)
V2
we can treat ¢ as a charged complex scalar field with U(1) charge +1.
Taking account of the effective potential (3.19), A, obtains a VEV as in Eq. (3.9). To
rewrite Vig(a) as a function of ¢, we discuss the KK mass spectrum under a more general

assumption. We assume that a VEV of A, takes a value as

(03] 0'1 Q9 0'2

Ay="2L7 , ©T 4.3
<y> g4R2+g4R2’ ( )
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where a; and s are dimensionless real parameters. In terms of ¢, this is equivalent to

assuming
a1 — ’iOéQ
(0) = —F— (4.4)
\/5943
In this case, the squared KK mass spectra denoted in Eq. (3.12) are rewritten as
2
12 (k: +4/a? + a%)
2 iE : (4.5)

This implies that the discussion in Sec.3 can be applied to this case by replacing @ with
Va? 4 a2 or v2g4R| (¢)|. Therefore, the four-dimensional effective Lagrangian is given
as

1
£4D = —ZF;EIO/)F(O)MV - |D£0)¢‘2 - %ff(¢)> (46)

where Vug(¢) is obtained by replacing a in Eq. (3.19) with v2g4R| (¢)|. Hereafter, we
denote the absolute value of the VEV of ¢ as v for simplicity; hence,

2 2
v VLT (4.7)

© Va2uR

If Quin # 0 (or v # 0), the moduli space of ¢ is homeomorphic to S*. * For the case
where 0 < amin < 1, the degrees of freedom (dof) of the moduli space is equivalent to
the dof of the spontaneously broken U(1) gauge symmetry. Therefore, we can construct
a string solution by utilizing this dof. The ansatz for a string solution is obtained from
the ansatz in the Abelian-Higgs model, as shown in Eq. (2.6). Specifically, this means

o) = Fryue™, AN () = ") 43004y = 4300y 0, (4.8)
gar
where n is the winding number. f(r) and a(r) are monotonically increasing functions

which satisfy the boundary conditions (2.7). In terms of WL scalar fields,

AN () = f(r) 20 cos(nf),  A2O(z) = —f(r) 0 sin(ng). 4.9
y (@)= f(r) R cos(nd), A, (x) = —f(r) R sin(nd) (4.9)

On the normalized radial coordinate p = gyvr, f(p) and a(p) satisfy Egs. (2.9) and
(2.10), where V in Eq. (2.9) corresponds to a normalized effective potential Vg /(g3v?) in
this case. We characterize the shape of the normalized effective potential by introducing a

parameter. In analogy with the Abelian-Higgs case, we define the parameter /3 as the ratio

4Taking into account the case where o > 1, the moduli space becomes complex. We will discuss this
in Sec.6.

13



Figure 2: Comparison of the normalized potentials. The solid lines are 1763 /B for Case 1 (red),
Case 2 (blue), and Case 3 (green). The dashed black line is V/3 for the Mexican
hat potential.

of the squared mass of ¢ (Eq. (3.20)) to the squared mass of A3 after U (1) symmetry
breaking;

3 393 M (tmin) (4.10)
= T4a 19 Q'min ) - .
167402

min

Consequently, the normalized effective potential can be expressed as

k—
SRl ;1
+4N 4 Z o cos <27rk <Oémm¢ — 5))

i
)

+4N) f: % cos <7rk: (aminqz? - 1))] . (4.11)

Note that we denote a normalized scalar field ¢/v as ¢ in Eq. (4.11).

It is important to emphasize the difference between the Mexican hat potential and the
effective potentials considered in our study. As shown in Fig. 2, the normalized effective
potentials take larger values at ¢/v = 0 than the normalized Mexican hat potential when
[ is the same. This difference leads to significant variations in the interaction between
two parallel strings, as discussed in Sec.5.

We mention that the spontaneous breaking of U(1) gauge symmetry in the four-
dimensional effective theory can be understood within the framework of cosmological
thermal phase transitions. At finite temperature, the effective potential deviates from Eq.
(3.19). For detailed derivations of the thermal effective potential in higher-dimensional
gauge theory, see [68—71]. In our cases, the thermal effective potential reaches a minimum

14



Case 1 Case 2 Case 3
B~ g2x0.0075 | B~g:x0.0257 | B~ g2 x0.0011

Table 2: The values of 8 for the each cases.

at @ = 0,1,... when the temperature T' > 0.2 x R~'. This means that U(1) symme-
try is restored at a high temperature. Therefore, we apply the cosmological thermal
phase transitions to our models and expect cosmic strings to form via the Kibble-Zurek
mechanism.

In the rest of our paper, we mainly perform numerical calculations for 8 in the range
of 0.1 < 8 < 1.5. There are two reasons for this. The primary reason is that one of the
main motivations of this work is to understand how the interactions between the strings
are affected when the scalar potential deviates from the Mexican hat potential. As we
mentioned in Sec. 1, it has been found in [50] that strings in the Abelian-Higgs model
with CW potential exhibit different interactions compared to the ANO string with the
Mexican hat potential. The effective potential considered in this study also differ from
the Mexican hat potential, and its characteristic contrasts with those studied in [50]; the
normalized CW potential takes a lower value at ¢/v = 0 than the normalized Mexican
hat potential. Hence, we consider that it is important to study the string solutions in
the Abelian-Higgs model with the potential given in Eq. (4.11) for any 5. Indeed, as we
discuss later, the significant differences occur in the range of 0.1 < 5 < 1.5.

The second reason is that it is difficult to calculate the string solution for very small
[ with our current computational resources. As [ decreases, the width of the excited
region of the scalar field is increased. Hence, we must solve differential equations, e.g.
Egs. (2.9) and (2.10), numerically on a large region for very small 5. This computational
difficulty significantly increases the time required for obtaining accurate results for very
small values of f3.

Note that the value of § is determined by ¢4 and oy, in our models. Actually, S
tends to take very small values since the mass of ¢ is derived from the one-loop effective
potential. For instance, in the cases considered in this paper, 8 takes values as shown in
Table 2. For g > 0.1, the coupling g, is larger than one and the perturbative expansion
would fail normally. However, our motivation is in the behavior of interaction with the
cosmic strings not only in higher-dimensional models but also in Abelian-Higgs model
with various scalar potentials. Therefore, we deal with 3 or g4 such as a free parameter
in later section. On the other hand, since cosmic strings in higher-dimensional models
remains a subject of interest, we briefly comment on the very small § in Sec.5.2.3.
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Figure 3: The behaviors of f(p) (red) and a(p) (blue). The solid lines represent the results in
Case 1. The dashed lines correspond to those in the MH case.

4.2 Numerical results

We show some numerical results and discuss differences between the strings within the
Mexican hat potential and those within the effective potentials shown in Fig. 2. First,
we show the behavior of the strings which are obtained by solving Egs. (2.9) and (2.10)
numerically. To solve them, we use the gradient flow method. In detail, see Appendix
B. Hereafter, we refer to the case with the Mexican hat potential as the MH case for
simplicity.

The results of f(p) and a(p) for Case 1 are summarized in Fig. 3. We plot f(p) and
a(p) for = 1.0 (left panel) and 0.005 (right panel). Note that 8 = 0.005 is a natural
value from the viewpoint of the extra-dimensional model as seen in Table 2. These results
indicate that the behavior of f(p) and a(p) of Case 1 is thinner than in the MH case. This
variation seems more significant for f(p) than a(p). We also show our results of Case 2
and Case 3 in Fig. 4.

We consider that the values of the potential around ¢/v ~ 0 are related to the behavior
of f(p) and a(p). Even though this may not be the case, let’s assume for the sake of
argument that we impose the behavior of f(p) and a(p) in the MH case on our case. In
that scenario, the string in our case would have larger tension from the potential energy
than the string within a Mexican hat potential, but the tension from the kinetic energy
would be the same. Hence, it is considered that f(p) and a(p) in our case becomes thinner
to strike a balance between the tension from the potential energy and the kinetic energy.
This effect becomes more pronounced in the order of Case 3, Case 1, and Case 2, as the
contribution from the potential energy increases.

Second, we investigate how the tension of a string p per the winding number n depends
on 3. ® The results in Case 1 and those in the MH case are summarized in Fig. 5. In the
MH case, all the lines intersect at § = 1 due to the BPS state. On the other hand, we

5We set v = 1 because the value of v is irrelevant to qualitative features of the results. Hereafter, we
hold this setting in our numerical calculations.
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Figure 4: The behaviors of f(p) (red) and a(p) (blue). The solid lines in the top panels
represent Case 2, while those in the bottom panels represent Case 3. The dashed
lines correspond to conventional ANO strings with the same 3 values in each case.

find that all lines do not intersect at a certain point in Case 1. This indicates that there
is no state corresponding to the BPS state in Case 1. This implication is consistent with
the fact that the transformation shown in Eq. (2.20) cannot be applied to the potential
considered in Case 1.

Furthermore, this result indicates that the winding number n of the most stable string
configuration depends on [ in Case 1. For example, if we take § = 0.5, the most stable
string configuration corresponds to |n| = 2, as shown in Fig. 5. On the other hand,
if we take § = 0.48, the most stable string configuration corresponds to |n| = 3. This
interesting feature does not appear in the case of the Mexican hat potential, and it may
affect the interaction between strings with different winding numbers from each other.
However, analysis of this topic is beyond the scope of the present paper.

We consider the difference between the two cases shown in Fig. 5 by focusing on
the potentials. In the first place, the value of p/|n| in Case 1 is larger than that in the
MH case for the same n and 5. We infer that this difference is due to the variation in
the potential values around ¢/v ~ 0. In addition, the excited region of the scalar field
becomes large when n increase as shown in Fig. 6. Hence, the contribution from the
potential energy to the tension becomes more significant in strings with larger n, and the
deviation of the value of u/|n| from the MH case also increases. Compared to the MH
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Figure 5: Energy per unit length of the strings p divided by the absolute value of its winding
number n. Each line corresponds to a different winding number. The top panels

corresponds to the MH case, and the bottom panels corresponds to Case 1.

(a) The MH case (b) Case 1

Figure 6: The behaviors of f(p) for different winding numbers. The left panel shows the MH
case, while the right panel shows Case 1. Each line corresponds to a different winding

number.

case, the line of u/|n| corresponding to a larger n in Fig. 6 moves upwards by a greater
amount, causing the intersection points to shift to the side with smaller 5 as in Fig. 5.
This inference can be applied to other cases. In the case of the CW potential, the
intersection points of lines of 11/|n| shift to around 5 ~ 2 as shown in Fig. 5 of [50]. Since
this deviation is opposite to the result in Case 1, we can interpret it as being due to the
CW potential having a lower value at ¢/v ~ 0 compared to the Mexican hat potential.
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Figure 7: Energy per unit length of the strings p divided by the absolute value of its winding
number n. Each line corresponds to a different winding number. The top panels
corresponds to Case 2, and the bottom panels corresponds to Case 3.

Moreover, we show the results of Case 2 and Case 3 in Fig. 7. The intersection points of
the lines are in the region of § < 1 in the both cases, but we can find that the detailed
behavior differs in Case 1, Case 2, and Case 3. In Fig. 7, the intersection points are
around 5 ~ 0.8 for Case 2, but those for Case 3 are around g ~ 0.1. In line with our
inference in the previous paragraph, we can understand that this fact is caused by the
differences in the deviations of the potentials from the MH potential.

We finally note that interaction between two strings is inferred from Figs. 5 and 7.
Comparing the line with |n| = 1 and |n| = 2, it is possible to understand which is more
stable: a state with two strings that are sufficiently far apart with n = 1 or one string with
n = 2. Therefore, we naively infer the interaction is repulsive for 5 > 0.5 and attractive
for § < 0.5 in Case 1. However, the dependence of a distance between strings is nontrivial
as discussed in [50]. We investigate this in detail by using some numerical methods in the

next section.

5 Interaction between two cosmic strings

In this section, we calculate the interaction energy of two parallel strings separated by

a distance d. Specifically, we derive the field configurations in such a two string system,
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and calculate its energy. Due to the translational symmetry along the strings, we only

consider the energy in the plane perpendicular to the strings.

5.1 Calculation method

Before explaining the calculation method that we use, we summarize the normalization
of the coordinates and the fields. In Sec. 2, we defined the normalized polar coordinates
(p, ) where p = gyur. In this section, we mainly use the normalized cartesian coordinates
as

7' =pcosf, T*=psinf. (5.1)

For the scalar field, we have already defined how to normalize in Eq. (4.11) as ¢ = ¢/v.
We also define a normalization of the gauge field as

i=4

n
—+. 5.2
- (52)
Note that fﬂ& and /Nlu becomes dimensionless quantities, and it is useful to perform
numerical calculations.

The energy per unit length of the two string system g is rewritten under the above

normalization as

= U2/dfldf2 E (dflj — 3]'1211-)2 + ‘(@ - 2Az> ¢

LT+ % (aiAi)Q]  53)

where 7,5 = 1,2 and 0; = 6%. The normalized potential \7(&) is

V(@) =" (1P -1) (5.4)

for the MH case, and shown in Eq. (4.11) for Case 1, Case 2, and Case 3. The last term
of the integrand in Eq. (5.3) is a gauge fixing term based on the Coulomb gauge. This
term helps us to avoid technical problems in numerical calculations such as convergence.
We perform numerical calculations by using the energy density in Eq. (5.3).

We explain how to derive the field configurations corresponding to the two-string
system. The numerical methods used in this section are primarily based on the approaches
described in Refs. [50,51]. First, we prepare a two-dimensional lattice plane with a box
size L = 30 and a grid size AL = 0.05. We then assume that the cores of the two strings
are fixed at (7',7%) = (£d/2,0), respectively. We derive the field configuration by using
the gradient flow method. This method is useful for finding a configuration that minimizes
the energy. We apply it using the energy per unit length shown in Eq. (5.3) for each case.
A detailed explanation is provided in Appendix B. The interaction energy is obtained by
substituting the field configuration derived using the gradient flow method into Eq. (5.3).

20



(c) Case 2 (d) Case 3

Figure 8: Field configurations of |@| for # = 1.0 and d = 3.0 on a two-dimensional plane. Each
panel corresponds to different cases: The MH case (top-left), Case 1 (top-right),
Case 2 (bottom-left), and Case 3 (bottom-right).

5.2 Numerical results

In this subsection, we present the numerical results for the MH case, Case 1, Case 2,
and Case 3. For simplicity, we focus on the case where each string has a winding number
n = 1. We mainly show the results for § in the range of 0.1 < § < 1.5. However, we will
perform our calculations for g = 0.01 in Sec. 5.2.3 to investigate the interaction for small
values of 3, motivated by the higher-dimensional gauge theory.

5.2.1 Field configurations

First, we present the results for the field configurations in the two-string systems. In
Fig. 8, we show the absolute value of the scalar field \qz~5| on the two-dimensional space for
£ = 1.0 and d = 3.0 for the each case. The two peaks in these graphs correspond to the
points where the cores of the two strings are located. Note that we invert the vertical axis

for clarity in presenting the results. The slices of these graphs along 72 = 0 are shown in

21



— Case 1

— Case 2

Case 3
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Figure 9: Comparison of configurations of \(5| along 72 = 0. Each line corresponds to different
cases: The MH case (black), Case 1 (red), Case 2 (blue), and Case 3 (green).

Fig. 9.

We find that excited regions of the scalar field in our cases are thinner than those of
conventional ANO strings. The sharpness of the scalar field configurations increases in the
order of Case 3, Case 1, and Case 2. These features are consistent with our consideration
regarding the width of a single string, as discussed in Sec. 4.2.

We also present the two-dimensional field configurations for the flux £, and the energy
density &€ for the same values of f and d in Figs. 10 and 11, respectively. Their slices along
7% = 0 are summarized in Fig. 12. Similar to the results for |q§|, the excited regions in our
cases are thinner than those in the MH case. In addition, we observe an increase in the
flux values at the centers of the strings in our cases, as illustrated in the left panel of Fig.
12. This would be due to the differences in the gradients of the scalar field configurations.
For the energy density £, the values at the centers of the strings significantly rise in our
cases. We attribute this to the combined increase in both the potential energy and the
flux.

5.2.2 Interaction between two strings

Performing above numerical calculations for several values of § and d, we calculate the
interaction energy for each case. To investigate whether the interaction force is attractive
or repulsive, we perform numerical calculations for d ranging from 0.0 to 6.0 in increments
of 0.1.

First, we present the results for the MH case in Fig. 13. We find that the value of u
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(c) Case 2 (d) Case 3

Figure 10: Field configurations of the flux Fm for 5 = 1.0 and d = 3.0 on a two-dimensional
plane. Each panel corresponds to different cases: The MH case (top-left), Case 1
(top-right), Case 2 (bottom-left), and Case 3 (bottom-right).

increases (decreases) as d approaches 0 for § > 1 (8 < 1). This result indicates that the
interaction force between the two strings is repulsive (attractive) for § > 1 (f < 1) in
the MH case. We also find that the line for f = 1 in Fig. 13 is flat, indicating that the
BPS state is realized. These results are consistent with conventional studies on the ANO
string, including Refs. [50, 51].

The interaction properties described above change in higher-dimensional scenarios.
Fig. 14 shows the results for Case 1. We find that the S parameter space can be classified
into three regions based on the d dependence of . Two of these regions correspond to
the type-1 and type-II regimes, similar to those observed in the MH case. For 5 > 0.9,
1 increase as d — 0 within the range 0 < d < 6, indicating that the interaction force
is always repulsive (type-II) in our calculations. In contrast, p decreases as d — 0 for
B < 0.3, indicating that the interaction force is attractive (type-I). Between these two
regions, i.e. 0.4 < 3 < 0.8, p reaches a minimum at a certain value of d, denoted d.. Note
that d. # 0 and d. # oco. In this region, the interaction force is repulsive for d < d., but

23



(c) Case 2 (d) Case 3

Figure 11: Field configurations of the energy density £ for § = 1.0 and d = 3.0 on a two-
dimensional plane. Each panel corresponds to different cases: The MH case (top-
left), Case 1 (top-right), Case 2 (bottom-left), and Case 3 (bottom-right).

attractive for d > d.. This behavior arises in neither the MH case nor the CW case.

We present the results for values around § = 0.52 in the right panel in Fig. 14. In this
region of 3, the values of u at d = 0.0 and d = 6.0 are close, allowing the d dependence
described above to be observed more clearly. We can see that d. is between 2 and 3, and
the slopes of lines switch at d = d..

We mention that similar non-trivial d-dependent interactions of vortex solutions have
been explored in condensed matter physics. In Refs. [66,67], superconductors classified
as “type-1.5” have been studied to investigate multi-component superconductors. In
the type-1.5 superconductors, vortices formed in the background magnetic field exhibit
an interaction potential with long-range attractive component and short-range repulsive
component. This characteristic of vortices is analogous to the behavior of strings in our
study. Therefore, we refer to the region of g where the string interaction is repulsive
(attractive) at small (large) d as the type-1.5 regime, following Refs. [66,67]. We call a
string in this region as the type-1.5 string.
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Figure 12: Comparison of field configurations along Z2 = 0. The left panel shows the flux Fys,
and the right panel shows the energy density £. Each line corresponds to different
cases: The MH case (black), Case 1 (red), Case 2 (blue), and Case 3 (green).
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Figure 13: Distance dependence of the energy per unit length in the two-strings system for
the MH case.

However, we emphasize that the models considered in Refs. [66,67] and our study
are quite different. In Refs. [66,67], the authors considered a model having two scalar
fields. Each scalar field has a different Mexican hat potential: one corresponds to a
type-I superconductor, while the other corresponds to a type-II superconductor. Vortex
solutions are formed by these two scalar fields and a gauge field. As a result, they exhibit
interactions characteristic of the type-1.5 regime. On the other hand, in our study, we
consider a model with only one scalar field and vary the shape of its potential away
from the Mexican hat type. Thus, we investigate how changes in the potential affect the
interaction properties of cosmic strings. The appearance of the type-1.5 regime in our
results occurs only by coincidence.

The type-1.5 regime can be observed in both Case 2 and Case 3, as shown in Fig.
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Figure 15: Distance dependence of the energy per unit length in the two-strings system. The
top panels correspond to Case 2, and the bottom panels correspond to Case 3.

15. For Case 2, the type-1.5 regime is in the range 0.7 < 8 < 0.9. In Case 3, the type-I
regime does not appear within the range 0.1 < 5 < 1.1. Here, the type-1.5 regime occurs
for 0.1 < 8 < 0.5, while the type-II regime begins at 5 > 0.6.

Comparing the results in Figs. 14 and 15, we find that the values of 8 belonging to
the type-1.5 regime suggest a correlation with the shape of the scalar potentials. In all
cases, it is common that the type-1.5 regime only appears for 5 < 1. However, the specific
region of § at which the type-1.5 string occurs differ between each case. The boundary
value of  between the type-I and type-1.5 regimes is largest in Case 2, decreases to a
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Figure 16: Dependence of the energy of two-strings system for 5 = 0.01 in our cases.

lower value in Case 1, and is even lower in Case 3. In addition, the size of the type-1.5
regime seems to become small in the order of Case 3, Case 1, and Case 2. This order is
the same as that in which the values of the scalar potential around the origin approach
those of the Mexican hat potential, as shown in Fig. 2. These observations suggest that
the proximity of the scalar potential to the Mexican hat potential influences the extent
and position of the type-1.5 regime. We discuss this in detail in Sec. 5.3.

5.2.3 For small § cases

Within the framework of higher-dimensional gauge theory, the value of § is very small,
as shown in Table 2. While our above results for § ~ O(0.1) help us to understand the
relationship between string interactions and the scalar potentials, we are also interested
in the behavior of interactions for such small 3. If the interactions for small g differ
from that of conventional ANO strings, it suggests that we can distinguish between U(1)
breakings in higher-dimensional gauge theory and in the four-dimensional Abelian-Higgs
model with the Mexican hat potential.

However, Figs. 14 and 15 imply that the interactions between the strings are attractive
(type-1) for small 5. Hence, we infer that the interactions for the values of 5 shown in
Table 2 is attractive at any interstring distance. Unfortunately, it is difficult to perform
numerical calculations for 8 ~ 1072 with our computational resources. Alternatively,
we estimate the interaction for § = 0.01, which is the lowest value we can calculate
numerically.

The p-d graph for each case with = 0.01 is shown in Fig. 16. We find that the
behavior of the lines is not significantly different from each other, and all of them indicate
attractive interactions. Thus, we can conclude that it is difficult to distinguish them based
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on the string interactions. In other words, if cosmic string with very small 5 are found,
it may suggest the presence of extra-dimensional space, as considered in this paper.
Note that our model represents a simple setup within the framework of higher-
dimensional gauge theory. We do not entirely rule out the possibility of probing extra
dimensions through cosmic strings. If a higher-dimensional gauge theory predicting a
large B and a scalar potential that takes large values around the origin exists, interactions
in the type-1.5 regime may arise, potentially affecting the evolution of string networks.

5.3 Analysis of the type-1.5 regime

In this subsection, we explore the reason behind the distance-dependent interaction
observed in the type-1.5 regime, based on our numerical results. Since this type of the
interaction does not occur with the Mexican hat potential, it must be attributed to the
differences in the scalar potentials. Therefore, our goal in this subsection is to explain the
distance dependence of interaction in relation to the scalar potentials.

The basic idea for our analysis is to consider situations for large and small distances
between the strings separately. The key characteristic of the interaction in the type-1.5
regime is that, as the two strings approach each other, an attractive force transitions to
a repulsive one at a certain distance. If the leading factors determining the interaction
properties at large and small distances differ, this could explain the switching of the
interaction force. In the following paragraphs, we discuss what controls the interaction
properties at large and small distances individually.

At large distances, we consider that the interaction can be described in terms of the
competition between a repulsive force due to the gauge field and an attractive force due
to the scalar field. As we have reviewed in Sec. 2.2, the magnetic fluxes along the strings
cause a repulsive interaction, while the force to minimize the potential energy of the scalar
field leads to an attractive interaction. This description for the string interaction is based
on which fields interact first when the two strings approach each other. Therefore, we
believe that this framework is suitable for explaining the interaction at long distances. The
point source formalism aligns well with this framework because it calculates the interaction
energy based on the description of the superposition of the string configurations. We use
this formalism to evaluate the string interaction at large distances in our cases.

We estimate charges ¢, and cy, as defined in Eq. (2.19) for the strings with different
values of 3 in our cases. These charges are derived from the behavior of f(p) and a(p) for
a single string. The results are summarized in Table 3. For comparison, we also estimate
¢y and cy for the conventional ANO strings. We confirm that ¢, = c4 for 8 = 1.0, which
is consistent with the existence of the BPS state.

We calculate the interaction energy Fj;,; as a function of the interstring distance d by
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g Case 1 Case 2 Case 3 The MH case
1.5 | (2.1046,2.0176)  (2.591,2.1082) (1.1453,1.8002) (2.8943,2.1563)
1.4 ] (2.033,2.0484) (2.5057,2.0764) (1.0987,1.8101) (2.798,2.1945)
1.3 | (1.9627,2.0833) (2.4206,2.1844) (1.0533,1.8405) (2.7060,2.2378)
1.2 | (1.8924,2.1224)  (2.3352,2.2309) (1.0092,1.8649) (2.6059,2.2874)
1.1 ] (1.8221,2.1684) (2.2492,2.2847) (0.9662,1.8931) (2.5092,2.3465)
1.0 | (1.7584,2.2242) (2.1757,2.3481)  (0.924,1.9263) (2.4152,2.4152)
0.9 | (1.6856,2.2894) (2.0856,2.4247) (0.8806,1.9656) (2.3155,2.4972)
0.8 (1.6117,2.369)  (1.9941,2.5178) (0.8379,2.0134) (2.2134,2.5976)
0.7 | (1.536,2.4689) (1.9002, 2.635) (0.795,2.073)  (2.1076,2.7241)
0.6 | (1.4576,2.5988) (1.8017,2.7877) (0.7522,2.1498) (1.9968,2.8891)
0.5 | (1.3749,2.77559)  (1.697,2.9967) (0.7083,2.2535) (1.8788,3.1154)
0.4 | (1.2859,3.0347) (1.5833,3.3036) (0.6628,2.4027) (1.7504,3.4484)
0.3 | (1.1865,3.456)  (1.4559,3.8068) (0.614,2.6405)  (1.606,3.9965)
0.2 | (1.0692,4.2892) (1.3041,4.8136) (0.5586,3.0947) (1.4341,5.0993)
0.1 ] (0.9119,6.91) (1.1005,8.0538) (0.4873,4.4198)  (1.2029,8.69)

Table 3: The values of (cg4,ca) for different values of 3 in each case.

substituting these charges into Eq. (2.19). ¢ By taking the derivative of the energy per
unit length along the strings p with respect to d, we find that

Z—Z x (ci\/BKl <\/ﬁd) — 4K, (\/§d>> :

The sign of du/dd indicates whether the interaction force is attractive or repulsive. If

(5.5)

du/dd is positive (negative), it corresponds to an attractive force (repulsive force).

Substituting charges in Table 3 into Eq. (5.5), we then evaluate the interaction force
at d = 6.0 in our cases. In Case 1, the interaction is repulsive for § > 0.9, while it becomes
attractive for § < 0.8. Similarly, in Case 2, the interaction switches from repulsive to
attractive between f = 1.0 and § = 0.9, while in Case 3, this transition occurs between
£ =0.6 and g = 0.5. The values of § at which the interaction switches coincide with the
boundary between the type-II and type-1.5 regimes in each case. Therefore, we conclude
that the long-range interaction of the strings can be described by the competition between
the scalar and gauge fields, and it is evaluated by using the point source formalism.

At small distances, the explanation using the point source formalism cannot be applied
for describing the interaction. Hence, we need to explore another factor determining the
interaction in this regime. In this situation, the non-linear effects arising from internal

structure of the strings that influence the interaction cannot be ignored. Although it is

®Note that d in Eq. (2.19) is not normalized as in Eq. (5.1).
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Figure 17: Number of lattice sites where |q~5| < 0.2 for each d. The left panel corresponds to
B = 1.0, while the right one corresponds to g = 0.5.
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Figure 18: Comparison of the scalar field configurations along z2> = 0 with 3 = 0.5 in Case 1.
The red line corresponds to the configuration for d = 2.0. The blue line corresponds
to the configuration where the two strings are moved from d = 6.0 to d = 2.0
without changing their shapes.

difficult to evaluate these effects analytically, we infer that the change of field configuration
must be related to the behavior of interaction energy.

When the two strings are approaching to each other, the excited region of the scalar
field increases. We show the number of lattice sites where the absolute value of the scalar
field is less than or equal to 0.2 for each d in each case, as depicted in Fig. 17. We find
that the region where |q~§| < 0.2 increase around d ~ 2.0 in all the cases we consider. This
is a common feature for any 3 that we examine, although the detailed behavior differs for
each case.

To explore which region of the scalar field is excited, we compare the scalar field
configurations with the same [ but different d. In Fig. 18, we compare two configurations
along 72 = 0 with 8 = 0.5 in Case 1. One configuration is for d = 2.0, while the other
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Figure 19: Distance dependence of the potential energy po: for each case. Appor(d) = pipot(d)—
fpot(6.0). The left panel shows the result for 5 = 1.0, while the right panel shows
that for g = 0.5.

is for the scenario where the two strings are moved from d = 6.0 to d = 2.0 without
changing their shapes. If the two strings were to approach each other without changing
their shapes, the resulting configuration would resemble the blue line in Fig. 18. However,
the actual field configuration is represented by the red line in Fig. 18. The significant
difference between them is observed in the region between the cores of the two strings.
Therefore, we conclude that the scalar fields located between the two strings significantly
excited as the strings approach each other.

The increase in the excited region of the scalar fields suggests that the contribution
from the potential energy also increases. Specifically, the contribution from the potential
energy is anticipated to be larger when the values of the scalar potential around the origin
are larger. To confirm this, we investigate how the potential energy depends on d in each
case. Here, we denote the contribution from the potential energy to the energy per unit
length as f1p0r. We examine i, over the range d = 0.0 to 6.0, and calculate the differences
from pper at d = 6.0, which we denote as Apipor(d) = pipor(d) — 11p0t(6.0). The graph of
Apipor(d) for f = 1.0 and § = 0.5 are shown in Fig. 19. We find that Ap,e in our cases
increases more rapidly as d decreases than in the MH case at d < 3. Since an increase in
the interaction energy as d decreases corresponds to a repulsive interaction between the
two strings, we conclude that the behavior of p,,+ in our cases causes the repulsive force
at small d in the type-1.5 regime. Unfortunately, it is difficult for us to quantitatively
evaluate the interaction energy at small d based on this framework. Developing a method
to do so is beyond the scope of this paper.

Summarizing the above discussions, the interaction at large and small distances be-
tween the strings are determined by different reasons. The interaction at large distances is
determined by the competition between the scalar and gauge fields. In contrast, at small
distances, the interaction is strongly influenced by the behavior of the potential energy,
which is affected by changes in the excited region of the scalar field.
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A common feature of these factors is that they cause a repulsive force between the
strings for large 5 but an attractive force for small 8. We can easily confirm this at large
d by using Eq. (5.5). At small distances, Fig. 19 shows that the increase of Ay, as d
decreases becomes less significant as § decreases. This suggests that the contribution from
the potential energy to the interaction energy is not important at small 5. Alternatively,
the decrease of the gradient energy as d decreases is what makes the interaction attractive
for such small 5. Importantly, the critical values of 5 where the switch between repulsion
and attraction at large and small distances do NOT match in general. We find that this
discrepancy causes the d-dependent interaction between the strings. Based on this idea,
we reinterpret the results of several cases in the following paragraphs.

For the MH case, the values of 8 at which the switch between repulsion and attraction
occurs are the same at any distances. This consistency is guaranteed by the existence of
the BPS state. When g = 1.0, the interaction energy does not depend on d, resulting
in no interaction force between the strings. From our view point, this suggests that the
critical values of 3 align to 1.0 at large and small distances. Consequently, the interaction
becomes repulsive for § > 1 at any distances, and vice versa.

On the other hand, the situations in Case 1, Case 2, and Case 3 are different: the crit-
ical values of 8 deviate between large and small distances. Through the analysis using the
point source formalism, we find that the values of 3 at which the switch between repulsion
and attraction occurs shifts from § = 1.0 at large distances. The more the value of the
potential around the origin deviates from the Mexican hat potential, the greater the de-
crease in (3, as we discussed above. The boundary value of 3 also shifts at small distances.
However, the magnitude of this shift differs from that observed at large distances. This
is because the contribution from the potential energy, which arises from the difference in
scalar potentials, significantly affects the interaction energy. Consequently, the boundary
value of 3 decreases further, leading to a region of § where the interaction becomes at-
tractive at large distances but becomes repulsive at small distances. That is precisely the
type-1.5 regime. Based on this interpretation, the type-1.5 regime emerges between the
type-I and type-II regimes. This new perspective is consistent with our results.

Furthermore, our interpretation can be applied to the case with the CW potential, as
investigated in Ref. [50]. In this previous study, it has been observed that the interaction
force is repulsive at large distances but attractive at small distances for a certain range
of B, as shown in Fig 9 of Ref. [50]. This range of 3 is referred to as the type-1.5 . We
reinterpret their results based on our approach. Given that the type-1.5 regime appears
around ( ~ 2.0, we select § = 2.0 as a benchmark for our analysis. First, we evaluate the
interaction energy of the two CW-ANO string system using the point source formalism.
We estimate charges as (g, ca) = (4.6377,2.1496) based on a calculation of a single CW-
ANO string. This result indicates that the interaction is repulsive at d = 6.0, and it
is consistent with Ref. [50]. Second, we investigate the d dependence of the potential
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A.Upot

Figure 20: Distance dependence of the potential energy A, for f = 2.0. The red line
represents the case with the CW potential, while the black line represents the case
with the Mexican hat potential.

energy. The result is shown in Fig. 20. We find that the potential energy with the CW
potential does not change much at small distances compared to that with the Mexican
hat potential.

Based on the above results, we can infer the following explanation for the emergence
of the type-1.5 regime in the case with the CW potential. In general, the values of 3 at
which the switch between repulsion and attraction occurs shift to the region where g > 1.0.
However, details are different between large and small distances. Since the shape of the
string does not change significantly, the picture of the competition between the scalar and
gauge fields does not deviate significantly from that in the MH case. Thus, the boundary
value of (8 slightly shift from § = 1.0 at large distances. In contrast, the difference in
the scalar potential strongly affects the potential energy, causing a significant deviation
in the interaction energy behavior at small distances. Due to this, the boundary value
of 8 shifts significantly from § = 1.0 at small distances. Consequently, a region where
the interaction is repulsive at large distances but attractive at small distances emerges
somewhere for 8 > 1.0. That is precisely the type-1.5 regime.

As discussed above, our approach successfully describes both the type-1.5 regime in
our cases and type-1.5 regime observed in Ref. [50]. We anticipate that this approach
can also be applied to various types of scalar potentials. One of the challenges we face
is the analytical evaluation of the interaction energy at small distances. Overcoming this
challenge would enable a deeper understanding of the interaction between strings with

various scalar potentials.
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6 Conclusion and discussion

We have investigated ANO strings with the one-loop effective potentials induce by the
higher-dimensional gauge theory and its interaction between strings. In our study, One of
our motivations is to deeply understand the relationship between the scalar potentials and
the properties of strings, as pointed out in Ref. [50]. We have considered a five-dimensional
SU(2) gauge theory with an extra-dimensional space S*/Z,. Due to the orbifold, SU(2)
gauge symmetry is explicitly broken to U(1) symmetry in the four-dimensional effective
theory. Furthermore, U(1) symmetry is spontaneously broken by developing the VEV of
the WL scalar field (Hosotani mechanism), which is why we considered this above model.
Since the shape of the effective potential differs in what kind of fermions are introduced,
we analyze three cases. In all cases, the height of the normalized effective potential around
the origin is higher than that of the Mexican hat potential, though these heights differ
from each other.

Before investigating the interactions, we have numerically examined single string so-
lutions in our models. We have found that the shape of the strings are slightly narrower
than the conventional ANO string for the same 5. We have also calculated the 5 de-
pendence of the tension of a string 1 per the winding number n. We have found that
there is no critical value of g corresponding to the BPS state. The values of 5 where the
lines in Fig. 5 intersect are smaller than those in the MH case. Based on the results in
Ref. [50] and our results, we have inferred that the deviations from the MH case are due
to variations in the scalar potential values around the origin.

We have estimated the interaction energy of the two-string systems as a function of the
interstring distance d in our models. We have found a region of S where the interaction
energy is minimized at a certain distance d.(# 0). In this region, the interaction force
switches from attraction to repulsion as two strings approach each other. We call this
region of 3 as the type-1.5 regime, since similar d-dependent interaction has known as
the type-1.5 superconductivity in condensed matter physics [66,67]. Furthermore, an
intriguing aspect is that the d dependence of the string interactions differs from that of
the CW-ANO string: the attractive/repulsive relation for the CW-ANO strings is opposite
to what we observed in our cases.

To interpret the emergence of the type-1.5 regime in our models, we have considered
the leading factors that determine the interaction at both large and small distances. We
have confirmed that the interaction at large distances is well described by using the point
source formalism, and that it is determined by the competition between the scalar and
gauge fields. Since it is difficult to apply the point source formalism at small distances,
we numerically have analyzed the interaction in this regime by focusing on the changes of
field configurations of the scalar field. As a result, we have found that the potential energy
in our models changes more significantly at small distances compared to the MH case.
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We have inferred this significant change in potential energy contributes to the emergence
of the repulsive force in the type-1.5 regime. Both factors cause a repulsive (attractive)
force for large (small) values of 8. The important things is that the critical values of
where the switch between repulsion and attraction at large and small distances do NOT
match in general, because the leading factors are different from each other. Building
on this idea, we can interpret the emergence of the type-1.5 regime in our models as a
result of the deviation in the critical § at large and small distances. Furthermore, this
interpretation can be applied to the results in the CW case. It is also worth noting that
this interpretation is consistent with the MH case, as the BPS state guarantees that the
critical values 3 are the same at both large and small distances.

We conjecture that the values around the origin of the normalized scalar potentials are
related to the emergence of d-dependent interactions: if the value is larger (smaller) than
that of the Mexican hat potential, the type-1.5 (type-1.5) regime emerges. To prove this
conjecture, we need to estimate the interaction energy at small distances quantitatively
and analytically, similar to the point source formalism used for the interaction energy at
large distances. However, the analysis presented in this paper is not sufficient to develop
such a method. We believe that further investigation into the interaction for the scalar
potentials with various shapes is required, but this is beyond the scope of this paper.

Finally, we have investigated the interaction energy for 8 = 0.01, because a very
small value of (8 is predicted in the higher-dimensional gauge theory, as shown in Table
2. We have found that the d dependence of the interaction disappear as 3 decreases,
and that the interaction is attractive (type-I) for small 8. Indeed, for § = 0.01, the
interaction energies in our models exhibit behaviors that closely resemble the interaction
energy observed in the MH case. Therefore, we conclude that it is difficult to distinguish
between the Abelian-Higgs model with the Mexican hat potential and our models based
on the properties of cosmic strings.

On the other hand, investigating the dynamics of the strings studied here is crucial.
While we have analyzed the interaction energy of a system with two parallel strings, the
reconnection dynamics and the evolution of networks of them remain as open questions.
Since cosmic strings are one of the targets of various cosmological observations, including
the gravitational waves observations, it is important to understand the dynamics of them.

Our study may also be applicable to condensed matter physics. As mentioned earlier,
the type-1.5 string was first identified in researches for the superconductors [66,67]. While
two scalar fields were introduced in those studies, we have shown that the type-1.5 string
can emerge in a model with a single scalar field and the scalar potential different from the
Mexican hat type. Our findings suggest that this approach may be applicable to describing
superconducting properties, opening up new possibilities for research in condensed matter
physics.

In this paper, we have focused on the string solution derived from the ansatz in
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Eq. (4.8) to investigate the relation between the scalar potentials and the string inter-
actions. However, it is likely that cosmic strings in higher-dimensional theories possess
more complex structures than what we have pointed out. For example, fermions which
we introduced to trigger the Hosotani mechanism form Yukawa couplings with the scalar
field, and this Yukawa couplings induce fermionic zero modes on the string [27,28]. This
type of string is known as a fermionic superconducting string, and its dynamics differ
from those of the ANO string [72-75]. In addition, it should be noted that the situation
becomes complex when the periodicity of effective potentials is considered. Taking this
periodicity into account, the full moduli space is homeomorphic not to a single S!, but
to a direct sum of multiple S' spaces. As a result, domain wall-like defects or other
composite defects may also exist. Investigating them and their potential applications to
physical phenomena is left for future work.
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A Point Source Formalism

In this appendix, we review the point source formalism (see [24,51]). First, we find the
external sources that represent the presence of the ANO string with the Abelian-Higgs
potential (2.11). We take ¢(z) and A,(z) as

o)
V2

where o(z), m(z) and U,(x) are the radial component of the scalar, the would-be NG

o) = (v+ D) e, A (0) = Uy + S0ym(o) (A1)

boson and the massive U(1) gauge fields, respectively. Comparing Eq. (2.6) and Egs.
(2.18) with Eq. (A.1), we read o(z), 7(z) and U(z) as
= negv

o(z) = —covKo(myr), =n(z)=mnd, U(zr)= - €, X VKy(myr). (A.2)

Defining the masses of Uy, 0 as m% = 2¢°v®, mj = 4 v respectively, the quadratic
terms in the Lagrangian (2.1) with Abelian-Higgs potential is given by

1

£:4

1 1 1
F, F" — 53#0(9”0 — §miUHU” — §m3,02 — Joo — j"'U,. (A.3)
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Here, we introduced the source terms J, and j*. From Eq. (A.3), the equations of motion

are expressed as

o=J,, (A.4)

4 1 "

Up=Ju+—=50,(00"j,). (A.5)

s

Substituting Eq. (A.2) into Egs. (A.4) and (A.5), J, and j; are represented by
2mpucav

Jy = 2meudP(x),  ji= W—AEijaj(S(Q) (). (A.6)

ma
We evaluate the interaction between two strings by the changes of energy dependent
on the distance of two strings. We assume that two strings are parallel each other.
We introduce the two-dimensional plane with perpendicular to the string. This two-
dimensional Cartesian coordinate is described as @ = (x1,x2). When the superposition

of two strings occurs, the source terms are the sum of the source term of each string like

Jo(2) = 2megvd® (x — 1) + 2megud® (z — a3), (A7)
2 2
jZ(ZL') = —W:L;LCAlveijaj(s@) (ZL’ - 131> + —WTLQCAQUGUaj(;(Q) (.Z‘ — l’g), (A8)
A

where cg1(cp2) and cay(caz) are the constants of the first (second) string.
Next, we derive the energy of this system. Using Eqs. (A.4), (A.5) and the propagator

in the two-dimensional plane

D(a,m) = —/de

o(z) and U;(x) are expressed as

L ke (A.9)
= x .
p% + m? o TOVTHED:

o= /d%’D(w —a',my)J(2), (A.10)
U; = /d2x'D(x — ', ma)ji(x)). (A.11)
Thus, the Lagrangian (A.3) is summarized as
1 1
= ——<dJgo __'i i- A12
L 2J 0 =5 U, ( )

Integrating in the three-dimensional space, the energy of the system has

Ez—/d%ﬁ

1
-1 / i / P / P! [J, () D( — o, my) Jo(2') + ji(@) D — o', ma)ji(2')]
(A.13)
Using Eq. (A.9), we conclude the result of the energy of this system as

E = 27w2/dz [ninacarcasKo(mad) — cgrcpaKo(myd)] (A.14)

where d = |x; — x5| is the distance of two strings.
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B Gradient low method

In this appendix, we describe how we solved the equations of motion considered in
this paper. We employed the relaxation method, also referred to as the gradient flow
method [50,51].

First, we review the basic idea of this method. Let us consider a function p(z) and its
associated functional Q[p]. The gradient flow method is useful for finding a configuration
of p(x) that minimizes Q[p] if such a configuration exists. We introduce 7, referred to as
a flow time, as an additional variable of p(z), i.e. p(x, 7). Starting from a given configu-

ration at a certain 7, we evolve p(z, T) according to the following differential equation:

op(z,7) _ 0Q
or  op’

(B.1)

This equation is called as the flow equation. Since p(x, 7) evolves to decrease ), we obtain
the configuration that minimizes Q[p| at a sufficiently large 7.

Since stable classical solutions minimize the energy of the system, we numerically
derive them by employing the gradient flow method. In the following subsections, we
explain the cases for a single string (Egs. (2.9) and (2.10)) and a two-string system.
Several of the techniques we used are primarily based on the approaches described in
Refs. [50,51].

B.1 Single string solution

As we mentioned, f(p) and a(p) in Eq. (2.6) determine the shape of string. While
they are the solution of the equations of motion (2.9) and (2.10), we now derive them
numerically by employing the gradient flow method. The energy per unit length of a
single string p is shown in Eq. (2.8). Since f(p) and a(p) minimize p, the flow equations
are given by

of  ou . L , 2n%(1 —a)? oV

3 = ﬁ—Qﬂf +2f f Par (B.2)
da o n? , n*, nif?

B A 1— B.
iy e e (1—-a), (B.3)

where we introduce a flow time 7 as f(p,7) and a(p, 7). We set the initial configuration
satisfying the boundary condition (2.7) as

f(p,0) = tanh (ﬁp) ., a(p,0) = tanh p?. (B.4)

We evolve f(p,7) and a(p, ) from 7 = 0 to 7 = 500 by Mathematica [76], and obtain the
classical solutions.
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B.2 Field configuration of a two-string system

We derive the field configurations of ¢ and fl# in a two-string system by employing
the point source formalism. We use the temporal gauge A, = 0 and assume Az = 0.
Since the energy per unit length of the system is given in Eq. (5.3), we create the flow
equations to minimize this. For simplicity, we write the real and imaginary parts of ¢ as

¢1 and ¢s, respectively. Hence, the flow equations are obtained as

8¢1 10V

= 0? A? 24, B.
o 8¢1 O1 + 24:0i02 — 28¢1 (B.5)
Oy 9 < 10V
5 = 01— on = 24001 - 5= (B.6)
DA R
5 = 02A; - 2|9PA; + 2 <¢181¢2 ¢251¢1> ) (B.7)
-
DA L
S = 02— 200 A + 2 (610262 — GaDadr ) (B)
-
where ¢ = 1,2. We set the initial configuration at 7 = 0 as follows:
O(T,0) = F(T)e (B.9)
Ay(%,0) = F(T) [ai4.(T) + a;(T)] (B.10)
where
tanf, = xli—d/Q, tanfy = M (B.11)
T2 L2
and

F(Z) = tanh (\/ (71— d/2)? + fg) tanh (\/ (1 + d/2)? + zg) , (B.12)

_E2

(@1 Fd/2)" + 73 #0)

a2 (7) = { (T Fd/2)? +73 , (B.13)
0 (71 F d/2)* + 75 = 0)
T Fd/2 — 2 | =2
a9 (T) = { (T Fd/2)? + 75 (7 F df2) 472 7#0) : (B.14)
0 (7, Fd/2)* +75 =0)

Note that these initial configurations have a winding number n = 2. They also satisfy
the boundary conditions such that ¢(z,0) — e and |( — iA;)d(F,0)] — 0 at
/T2 + T2 — oo. In addition, the gauge symmetry is restored at the cores of the strings.
Therefore, these are suitable initial configurations of a two-string system. We evolve them
from 7 = 0 to 7 = 15 in steps of A7 = 0.0005 by the standard Euler method.

Following the approach in Refs. [49,51], we impose two constraints during the flow
time evolution. First, we fix qg(id/ 2,0,7) = 0 at each step to maintain the separation of
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the strings. Second, we fix the complex phase of ¢ at each step of the evolution to conserve

the total winding number of the system. Specifically, we first evolve ¢(Z, 7) to ¢(T, 7+ A7)
by the standard Euler method, and then replace ¢(T, 7 + A7) with (T, T + AT)|e 02,
As a result, the phases of qg at each point remain unchanged. Due to these constraints,

we can obtain the field configuration of a two-string separated by any distance.
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