arXiv:1302.6028v1 [math-ph] 25 Feb 2013

U(∞) Gauge Theory from Higher Dimensions

Kiyoshi Shiraishi Institute for Cosmic Ray Research, University of Tokyo, 2-1 Midori-cho 3, Tanashi-shi, Tokyo 188, Japan

Int. J. Mod. Phys. A7 (1992) pp. 6025–6037

Abstract

We show that classical U(∞) gauge theories can be obtained from the dimensional reduction of a certain class of higher-derivative theories. In general, the exact symmetry is attained in the limit of degenerate metric; otherwise, the infinite-dimensional symmetry can be taken as spontaneously broken. Monopole solutions are examined in the model for scalar and gauge fields. An extension to gravity is also discussed.

1 Introduction

The idea of attributing the internal symmetry of fields to the symmetry of some compact space has grown in the last several decades. In recent years, many authors have studied the possibility of identifying the unified symmetry with the isometry of the extra spaces, which is motivated by Kaluza-Klein gravity [1] and superstring theory.[2] The local gauge symmetry in Kaluza-Klein theory originates from the symmetry of extra space.

The symmetry is only a part of an infinitely large symmetry of extra dimensions. In Ref. [3], Dolan and Duff advocated an interpretation that the large spatial symmetry is broken down to the symmetry of massless states by spontaneous compactification. It is natural that the infinite dimensional (Kac- Moody) symmetry is recovered in the infinite limit of compactification scale, or decompactification.

Here we show the simplest example. Suppose that the I-th dimension is compactified to a circle with circumference L. Then the general transformation of the off-diagonal component of metric is

δg_{μI} = ∇_μξ_I + ∇_I ξ_μ . (1)

If we expand the parameter ξ_M (M = μ, I) as

ξ_M = ∑ m ξ^m_M e^{imy/L} , (2) where y denotes the I-th coordinate, then the “zero mode” of (1) reduces to the gauge transformation of A^0_μ ≡ g^0_{μI} , i.e.

δA^0_μ = ∇_μξ^0_I , (3)

while the transformation of the other field components are

δA^m_μ = ∇_μξ^m_I + im L ξ^m_μ . (4)

Therefore one can say that the “gauge” transformation is broken in the case of m ≠ 0. The mass of the Kaluza-Klein excited state has the same origin as the right-most term of (4). The appearance of mass indicates symmetry breaking! The infinite-dimensional symmetry is restored in the decompactification limit, L → ∞. For details, such as the algebraic structure of the field transformation, see Ref. [3].^1

The study of the possible structure of underlying symmetry is very useful in revealing the deeper mathematical importance of the model and to give a clear insight into model-building.

Recently Floratos et al. [5] offered a model with the gauge symmetry of an infinite dimensional group. The symmetry, SU(∞) is being eagerly investigated in the study of membrane theory.[6]

A naive expectation suggests that the SU(∞) model may be derived from some higher-dimensional model (at least in a certain limit), because the model contains an infinite number of particle states.

In this paper we take a heuristic approach. Note that the Lagrangian of the model is not necessarily of the same form as the dimensionally reduced one. For instance, the Lagrangian which leads to four-dimensional Yang-Mills theory does not have to be a Yang-Mills Lagrangian in higher dimensions.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Sec. 2, we briefly review the SU(∞) Yang-Mills theory in order to make the present paper self-contained. In Sec. 3, we will illustrate a simple model which reduces to scalar field theory coupled to SU(∞) Yang-Mills fields. As we will see there, the SU(∞) Yang- Mills field comes from a U(1) gauge field in higher dimensions. We will show that the two-dimensional SU(∞) Yang-Mills theory is obtained from the fourdimensional U(1) model. In our models, the abelian gauge field remains as a zero mode after the dimensional reduction. Thus the symmetry group is actually SU(∞)×U(1) or U(∞). In general dimensions, a D-dimensional U(∞) theory is derived from a (D + 2)-dimensional higher-derivative theory in the degeneratemetric limit. In Sec. 5, the Bogomol’nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield monopole [7] is constructed from the scalar and gauge theory introduced in Secs. 3 and 4. An SU(2) subgroup is utilized in the construction. Section 6 is devoted to summary and outlook, including discussion of extension to a fermionic model and gravity.

1For the symmeuy breaking in higher dimensional Yang-Mills theory, see also Ref. [4].

2 Review of SU(∞) Yang-Mills Theory

It is well known that SU(∞) symmetry may be considered as a volume-preserving diffeomorphism of some two-dimensional surface, which can be identified with a membrane.[6]

The SU(∞) Yang-Mills theory [5] has been put forward in the context of the study of membrane theory.[6] To make our discussion self-contained, we review the SU(∞) Yang-Mills theory [5] in this section.

We consider U(1) gauge fields which have dependence on “extra coordinates” θ and φ as well as the space-time coordinates. θ and φ span the standard coordinate system of the two-sphere. The gauge fields can be expanded in the following form:

A_μ(x^ν ; θ, φ) = ∞∑ l=1 l∑ m=−l A^{lm}_μ (x^ν )Y_{lm}(θ, φ) , (5)

where Y_{lm}(θ, φ) is the spherical harmonic function.

SU(∞) field strength and gauge transformations are defined by

F̃_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ + {A_μ, A_ν } , (6) δA_μ(x^ν ; θ, φ) = ∂_μω(x^ν ; θ, φ) + {A_μ, ω} , (7) δF̃_{μν} = {F̃_{μν} , ω} , (8) where {f, g} = ∂f ∂ cos θ ∂g ∂φ − ∂f ∂φ ∂g ∂ cos θ = − 1 √ g^{(2)} ε^{mn}∂_mf∂_ng . (9) Here g^{(2)} is the determinant of the standard metric of S^2.

The bracket corresponds to the commutator in the usual Yang-Mills theory in the matrix-valued representation, while integration with respect to the extra coordinates corresponds to taking trace.

The algebra formed by the brackets can be identified with SU(∞) symmetry. This symmetry arises from the diffeomorphisms of S^2. The diffeomorphisms of T^2, the two-torus, can also lead to an SU(∞) algebra, although the process of taking the limit N → ∞ in SU(N) is slightly different from the case of S^2.[8] It is natural to suppose that such a theory is derived from some nonlinear theory in higher dimensions where θ and φ are the coordinates of extra spaces. In the next section, we will describe a model which leads to a scalar field coupled to the SU(∞) Yang-Mills field after the dimensional reduction as the simplest example.

3 Dimensional Reduction of a Scalar Model

In this section, we concentrate our attention on the derivation of classical scalar field theory with local SU(∞) symmetry from dimensional reduction.

The key step is to find the antisymmetric tensor in (9). We wish to consider that the tensor arises “spontaneously” in higher dimensions. To this end, we utilize the vacuum expectation value of the U(1) gauge field strength.

First, we consider the Lagrangian L_S = δ^{ABC}_{DEF} F^{DE} F_{AB} ∂^F ϕ∂_C ϕ , (10) where the totally antisymmetric Kronecker’s symbol is defined by

δ^{ABC}_{DEF} = 3!δ^A_{[D}δ^B_E δ^C_{F ]} , (11)

and the generalization with more suffixes is straightforward. Our simple model for a scalar field is based on the Lagrangian (10).

The Lagrangian is rewritten as

L_S = 2(F^{AB}F_{AB} ∂^C ϕ∂_C ϕ − 2F^{AC} F_{AB} ∂^B ϕ∂_C ϕ) . (12)

Thus we can immediately see that the kinetic term of the scalar is generated if the field strength acquires an expectation value.

We consider the Lagrangian in (D + 2)-dimensional space-time. We use indices m, n, . . . for compact two-dimensional space, say, S^2 or T^2, while we use μ, ν, . . . for the D-dimensional space-time. For the present, we take a unit scale for the size of the compact space.

Here we assume a vacuum expectation value for the extra components of the field strength ⟨F_{mn}⟩ = 1 q ε_{mn} , (13)

where q is a constant. Note that 1/q is often quantized as an integer or halfinteger (in the unit of the compactification volume) for topological reasons.[10] Further we set ∂_μA_m = 0. If we leave A_m’s , these will induce residual, nonminimal interacting scalars other than SU(∞) gauge fields, just as in Kaluza- Klein theory.

Classifying the suffices into μ’s and m’s, in the Lagrangian (10), we find 1 2 δ^{ABC}_{DEF} F^{DE} F_{AB} ∂^F ϕ∂_C ϕ = (F^{mn}F_{mn})∂^μϕ∂_μϕ − 4F^{mn}F_{mν} ∂^ν ϕ∂_nϕ + 2(F^{mμ}F_{mμ}∂^nϕ∂_nϕ − F^{μm}F_{μn}∂^nϕ∂_mϕ) + (F^{μν} F_{μν} )∂^mϕ∂_mϕ − 4F^{μm}F_{μν} ∂^ν ϕ∂_mϕ + 2(F^{mμ}F_{mμ}∂^ν ϕ∂_ν ϕ − F^{mμ}F_{mν} ∂^ν ϕ∂_μϕ) + (F^{μν} F_{μν} )∂^λϕ∂_λϕ − 2F^{μλ}F_{μν} ∂^ν ϕ∂_λϕ . (14) We first pay attention to the first line on the right-hand side of Eq. (14).

Substitution of the ansätze, F_{mn} = q^{−1}ε_{mn} and ∂_μA_m = 0 into this part yields (F^{mn}F_{mn})∂^μϕ∂_μϕ − 4F^{mn}F_{mν} ∂^ν ϕ∂_nϕ +2(F^{mμ}F_{mμ}∂^nϕ∂_nϕ − F^{μm}F_{μn}∂^nϕ∂_mϕ) ⇒ 2 q^2

(∂_μϕ − qε^{mn}∂_mA_μ∂_nϕ)^2 . (15)

This term is just the kinetic term of the scalar boson in the “adjoint” representation of SU(∞) symmetry,[9] (D_μϕ)^2 = (∂_μϕ+q{A_μ, ϕ})^2. Note that a “neutral” scalar field is added, which comes from the zero mode of the expansion on the extra coordinates.

In general cases, the remaining terms in (14) do not have the SU(∞) local symmetry. Nevertheless, all the scalar modes are massless in the expansion on the extra coordinates, unlike ordinary Kaluza-Klein theory; this is because there is no (∂_mϕ∂^mϕ) term in the Lagrangian.

Comparing the terms in the right’hand side of (14) with each other, we find a difference in the number of the extra-space indices contained in each term. The terms in the first line of the right-hand side contain two couples of repeating indices of m, n, while the second line contains one couple and the third none.

If we denote the radius of the extra space as b, instead of the unit scale, the metric has a dependence g_{mn} ≈ b^2 and then g^{mn} ≈ b^{−2}. Since the contraction of the extra-space indices is performed by use of g^{mn}, the first line, i.e. (15) becomes the dominant contribution for small b. At the same time, of course, we must rescale q so as to keep q/b^2 finite.

Therefore in the limit of the degenerate metric b → 0 with an appropriate normalization of fields, we obtain an exact SU(∞) gauge symmetric model. Our model forms a good contrast to gauge theory from ordinary Kaluza-Klein gravity.[3] The latter exhibits large symmetry in the decompactification limit, while ours shows symmetric form in the degenerate compactification limit.

Our model has unbroken SU(∞) local symmetry in a particular dimension, even if the compactiflcation scale is finite. This can easily be seen in three dimensional space-time; in this case the Lagrangian of our model can be written as L_S ≈ ( 1 √ |g| ε^{ABC} F_{AB} ∂_C ϕ )_2

. (16)

This gives only the contribution (15) when the dimensional reduction with the nonzero field strength is carried out.

In the next section, we will construct a model Lagrangian which induces the kinetic term for an SU(∞) Yang-Mills field.

4 U(∞) Yang-Mills Theory from Dimensional Reduction

As we have seen in the previous section, we can construct a model with local SU(∞) symmetry from dimensional reduction. In this section, we will write down the higher-dimensional Lagrangian which produces the SU(∞) Yang-Mills kinetic term by reduction.

We note that the models we are studying contain higher derivatives; moreover, the kinetic terms in D dimensions appear only if the field strengths take nonzero values. In this sense, our models can be compared to a gauge-theory version of a “pregeometric” theory of gravity.

Another point to notice is that the action of our model can be written in terms of differential forms.[11] For example, the action of the scalar model in the previous section is expressed as ∫ (F ∧ dϕ) ∧^∗(F ∧ dϕ) , (17) where F is the U(1) curvature two-form and^∗ denotes the dual.

Now, the model which leads to Yang-Mills must have a highly symmetric style. We can first generalize the Lagrangian (10) very naturally. Then we obtain L_{Y M} = δ^{ABCD}_{EF GH} F^{EF} F_{AB} F^{GH} F_{CD} , (18) and this is proportional to

(F_{AB} F^{AB} )^2 − 2F^A_B F^B_C F^C_DF^D_A . (19)

This form is also motivated by the Euler form in which R_{ABCD} = F_{AB} F_{CD} is substituted. It is easy to rewrite the action in terms of differential forms as ∫ (F ∧ F ) ∧^∗(F ∧ F ) , (20)

which seems to be an extension of the Maxwell action ∫ F ∧^∗F . (21)

In four dimensions, the Lagrangian (20) can be rewritten as L_{Y M} ≈ ( 1 √ |g| ε^{ABCD}F_{AB} F_{CD} )_2

. (22)

Note that this is not a “topological” Lagrangian even in four dimensions.

Here we take the same ansatz (13) for the field strength. This expectation value is consistent with the equation of motion in the vacuum. This is because the suffices are combined by Kronecker’s delta in the action and the excessive overlapping of the suffixes is avoided.

For the same reason, mass terms for the gauge fields are absent after dimensional reduction, unlike ordinary Kaluza-Klein type theories.

We first analyze the model in 2+2 dimensions, i.e. we adopt the Lagrangian (22). Assuming ∂_μA_m = 0 (μ = 0, 1), we obtain

L_{Y M} (D = 2) ≈ 1 q^2

(∂_0A_1 − ∂_1A_0 + q{A_0, A_1})^2 ≡ 1 2 1 q^2

F̃^2_{01} , (23)

for compactification with a unit scale. Here we get the Lagrangian of twodimensional classical U(∞) Yang-Mills theory.

The reason why we have called the symmetry group U(∞) rather than SU(∞ ) is as follows. For the SU(∞) Yang-Mills theory, the expansion by harmonics begins with l = 1 [see (5)]. In other words, we omit the zero mode of the twomanifold. In the derivation from higher dimensions, however, a U(1) is included by the zero mode. Therefore, the gauge symmetry obtained after the reduction is SU(∞)×U(1) or U(∞).

Next, in general dimensions, we get the U(∞) gauge theory from dimensional reduction in the degenerate limit, the scale of the extra space b → 0, as in the scalar model in the previous section.

The classification of the Lagrangian done as in the previous section is as follows:

(F_{AB} F^{AB} )^2 − 2F^A_B F^B_C F^C_DF^D_A = (F_{mn}F^{mn})^2 − 2F^m_nF^n_pF^p_q F^q_m +4(F_{mn}F^{mn})(F_{pμ}F^{pμ}) − 8F^μ_mF^m_nF^n_pF^p_μ +2(F_{mn}F^{mn})(F_{μν} F^{μν} ) − 8F^μ_ν F^ν_mF^m_nF^n_μ +4[(F^{mμ}F_{mμ})^2 − F^μ_mF^m_ν F^ν_nF^n_μ] +4(F_{mμ}F^{mμ})(F_{νλ}F^{νλ}) − 8F^μ_ν F^ν_λF^λ_mF^m_μ +(F_{μν} F^{μν} )^2 − 2F^μ_ν F^ν_λF^λ_σ F^σ_μ . (24)

The first and second lines on the right-hand side of Eq. (24) vanish regardless of the dimension D, when the ansätze for the extra gauge fields are assumed. The third line becomes the Yang-Mills term (4/q^2)F̃^2_{μν} when the ansätze are taken into consideration. The fourth and fifth lines remain if the compactification scale b ≠ 0 and the dimension D + 2 ≠ 4.

Here we consider generalization to more higher-derivative terms. Let us generalize the form (22) to a term including more derivatives, i.e. consider (ε^{ABCDEF ···}F_{AB} F_{CD}F_{EF} · · ·)^2 . (25) This generic structure appears in the expansion of the determinant of some set of matrices including F_{AB} . These terms remind us of the Born-Infeld action,[12]^2 S_{BI} = ∫ d^{D+2}x C α^2 [ √ − det(ḡ_{AB} + αF_{AB} ) − √ −ḡ] , (26)

where α is a coupling which has the dimensions of (mass)^{−2}, while the constant C has the dimensions of (mass)^{D−2}. This action can be expanded into terms like (25), with respect to small α.

Further we take the background geometry of partially compactified space as usual: ḡ_{AB} = ( g_{μν} 0 0 b^2g̃_{mn} ) , (27)

where b is the radius of compact space and μ, ν run over 0, 1, . . . , D while m, n denote the extra-coordinate indices as usual. g̃_{mn} is the metric on the extra

2For further references, see Ref. [13].

space with unit scale. If we take the field strength F_{mn} = q^{−1}ε_{mn} as the background and set ∂_μA_m = 0 by hand as previously, we find the reduced Lagrangian in the limit of b → 0 is proportional to C α^2 [√ − α^2 e^2 det(g_{μν} + αF̃_{μν} ) ] , (28)

where F̃_{μν} ≡ ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ + e{A_μ, A_ν } , (29)

and e = q/b^2.

Now up to overall normalization and cosmological constant to be adjusted, we get the U(∞) Born-Infeld Lagrangian with the coupling constant e.

It is notable that if we first take the limit α → 0, we obtain only a usual Kaluza-Klein reduction of U(1) fields.

In this section, we have considered the pure Yang-Mills sector of U(∞) theory. We will consider classical solutions in a U(∞) Yang-Mills-Higgs system in the following section.

5 BPS Monopole in the U(∞) Theory

Topological objects provide various views of field theory, both classical and quantum, and sometimes of the nonperturbative nature of it.

In the present section, we will discuss classical solutions in a U(∞) Yang- Mills-Higgs system.

In Sec. 3, we introduced a U(∞) scalar theory. Using this scalar as a Higgs field, we can consider a Yang-Mills-Higgs system. Although we can construct a potential term for the scalar field from dimensional reduction, we do so proceed in this paper.

The Lagrangian we consider is L_{Y MH} = β 4 (F^{AB} F_{AB} ∂^C ϕ∂_C ϕ − 2F^{AC} F_{AB} ∂^Bϕ∂_C ϕ) + β 16 [(F_{AB} F^{AB} )^2 − 2F^A_B F^B_C F^C_DF^D_A] , (30)

where β is a coupling constant which has dimension (mass)^{−2}.

We assume six-dimensional space-time. We must take care of the contribution of the nonminimal residual interaction which appears from the dimensional reduction.

We examine a static monopole configuration in the system. For simplicity, we investigate the Prasad-Sommerfield limit,[7] i.e. the limit of no Higgs-self-coupling. Thus we need not worry about the potential term.

To construct monopole configurations, we pick out an SU(2) subgroup in the U(∞) group. This can easily be found; the l = 1 spherical harmonics Y_{lm}(θ, φ) (m = −1, 0, 1) play the role of generators of SU(2), in the case of the algebra formed by the bracket (9). Thus we assume that the gauge fields and scalar fields take nonzero values in this subgroup sector, i.e. ϕ = 3∑ a=1 ϕ^a(x^i)T^a(θ, φ) , A_i = 3∑ a=1 A^a_i (x^j )T^a(θ, φ) , (31)

where T^a (a = 1, 2, 3) are defined as

T^1 = 1 √ 2 (Y_{1 1} + iY_{1 −1}) , T^2 = 1 √ 2 (Y_{1 1} − iY_{1 −1}) , T^3 = Y_{1 0} . (32)

In (31), x^i [i(j) = 1, 2, 3] denotes the spatial coordinates. Besides these fields, of course, the “monopole” configuration of the gauge field [10] exists in the extra space, as Eq. (13).

Now the bracket is defined in terms of the extra coordinates with unit radius of the sphere. Then the general compactification scale b is absorbed into the coupling, e = q/b^2 = a finite constant. If we require the condition of no physical singularity in the background gauge field which generates F_{mn}, e must be quantized as 2/n (n : integer).[10]

We make the following “spherical ansatz” for the solution in the explicit form: ϕ^a = x^a er^2 H(evr) , A^a_i = −ε_{aij} x^j er^2 [1 − K(evr)] , (33)

where r = |x| and a, i, j = 1, 2, 3. v is an expectation value for |ϕ| which is taken at spatial infinity. In our case, ϕ gives a one-to-one mapping from a point of spatial infinity (S^2) to a point on the extra sphere S^2.

H and K must be subject to the boundary condition

H(ξ) → ξ , K(ξ) → 0 when r → ∞ , (34)

where ξ = evr.

For the time-independent ansatz, the energy of the system is obtained after integrating over the extra coordinates, θ and φ, as follows: E = 8π^2vβ e^3b^2 ∫_∞ 0 dξ {( dK dξ )_2 + 1 2 ( dH dξ − H ξ )_2 + (K^2 − 1)^2 2ξ^2 + K^2H^2 ξ^2 + (evb)^4 30 [ 15H^2 ( dK dξ )_2

+ 20 1 2 ( dH dξ − H ξ )_2 (1 − K)^2 + 18H^2(1 − K)^2

+ 14 ( dK dξ )_2 (1 − K)^2 + 64ξ^2(1 − K)^4 ]} . (35)

At a glance, we can see the energy is always positive; moreover we find that the energy for finite b is larger than the mass of the Prasad-Sommerfield monopole, E_0 = 8π^2vβ/(e^3b^2) in the present case.

The field equation is obtained by the variational principle. If we consider the contribution of the second line of (35) as a perturbation. we expand the solution as K = K_0 + ϵK_1 + · · · and H = H_0 + ϵH_1 + · · ·, where ϵ = (evb)^4/30. K_0 and H_0 are the solutions for the equation where we set ϵ = 0, which satisfy the Bogomol’nyi equations.[7] We find the asymptotic behavior of K_1 and H_1 at spatial infinity and in the vicinity of the origin as follows: K_1 ≈ e^{−ξ} , H_1 ξ ≈ 1 ξ at spatial infinity ,

K_1 ≈ ξ^2 , H_1 ≈ ξ^2 near the origin . (36)

Unfortunately, the exact solution can be obtained only by numerical calculation. But here it is sufficient to know that the correction to the energy due to the residual interaction is of the order of ϵE_0.

To summarize, we have found the monopole configuration in the system which is described by the higher-derivative action (30) in six dimensions. The solution is a nontrivial configuration of the gauge and scalar fields which belong to the SU(2) subgroup of the U(∞) gauge group which becomes an exact symmetry if b = 0. We find the energy of the monopole suffers the correction due to the residual Wteraefions if b ≠ 0. The order of the correction is ≈ ϵE_0, where ϵ = (evb)^4/30.

Apparently, the lowest energy solution is attained if b = 0 for fixed β/b^2. So we again see that b = 0 is a special point in our model.

As another example of a classical solution, we can consider locally concentrated magnetic flux using a Nielsen-Olesen vortex in D + 2 dimensions. We can construct the D-dimensional “string” [14] in which U(∞) Yang-Mills gauge bosons exist. The properties of this solution will be reported in a separate publication.

6 Summary and Outlook

To summarize : we have obtained the D-dimensional U(∞) Yang-Mills action from dimensional reduction of a (D + 2)-dimensional theory. The partially “degenerate” metric tensor induces the large symmetry. This is compared with topological field theory,[15] in which the metric can be taken as completely degenerate. There is no massive excitation mode à la Kaluza-Klein regardless of the size of the extra space. The inverse of the coupling constant is quantized if we require regular background gauge fields in many cases.[10] Our model Lagrangian is very similar to the term which appears in the expansion of the Born-Infeld Lagrangian.[12] If the Born-Infeld action is derived from (open) string theory,[16] α is related to the slope parameter. Therefore we can speculate that the large symmetry may have a relation to both the compactification scale and the “stringy” scale.

A monopole configuration has been considered. The lowest energy solution is realized when the residual interactions vanish, or b = 0.

Now we consider extensions to other fields. A possible extension to a fermion model which leads to coupling to the SU(∞) Yang-Mills field is represented as L_F = iδ^{ABC}_{DEF} ψ̄Γ^{DEF} F_{AB} D_C ψ ≈ iψ̄Γ^{ABC} F_{AB} D_C ψ , (37) where Γ^{ABC} is the antisymmetrized gamma matrix. This example is the simplest one which yields a minimal coupling to the SU(∞) Yang-Mills field after the reduction.

A naive extension to gravity is as follows: L_G = −γδ^{ABCD}_{EF GH} F^{EF} F_{AB} R^{GH}_{CD} ≈ −γ(F^{CD}F_{AB} R^{AB}_{CD} − 4F^{CB}F_{AB} R^A_C + F^{AB} F_{AB} R) , (38) where γ is a coupling constant.

Regrettably, the Lagrangian has only one massless “graviton” even if the degenerate limit of the metric is taken. Thus the infinite-dimensional symmetry is always broken.

Nevertheless, it is known that the classical solution of the model described by the Lagrangian (38) has remarkable properties. In Ref. [17], Yoshida and the present author showed that the cosmological solutions derived from the Lagrangian are obtained in analytical forms for many cases of six-dimensional space-time. In the solutions, the inverse square of the radius of the extra two dimensions behaves similarly to the scale of the extra circle in five-dimensional Kaluza-Klein gravity. The correspondence holds in the static spherical solutions.[18] Whether this fact is connected to some deep physical insight or not is as yet obscure.

The Lagrangian (38) is very akin to the Euler form,

R^{CD}_{AB} R^{AB}_{CD} − 4R^C_AR^A_C + R^2 . (39)

Indeed the dimensional reduction of the Euler form yields (38) as a part of it.[19] It is known that six-dimensional Euler form gravity leads to an infinite number of massless gravitons in four dimensions if background space is partially compactified to M_4 ×S^2.[20, 21, 22] Studying the quantum aspects of the model in four dimensions is very attractive. We plan to analyze the Euler form gravity [20, 21, 22] and its quantum nature. A generic field theory in higher dimensions suffers from disastrous UV divergence. If the role of extra space is merely to generate a large symmetry, however, the quantum nature of the theory is expected to be remarkably improved. Both 1/D [23] and 1/N[24] expansion techniques may be available to study nonperturbative effects, where the number of gravitons is regularized to be N. Further we wonder if only one graviton remains massless and all the others become decoupled from physical spectra. We hope our model of U(∞) Yang-Mills theory may offer a toy model of such a higher-derivative theory.

The generalization to the case with higher-rank antisymmetric tensor can be considered. New types of symmetry may be reduced from such theories; it is an interesting possibility.

The models we have treated in this paper lead to classical U(∞) models after dimensional reduction. This statement is at the same level as in the case of fivedimensional Kaluza-Klein theory.[25] In the analyses of the previous sections we set ∂_μA_m = 0, while in Kaluza-Klein theory the pure Maxwell term appears if the radius of the extra space is set to be constant. Thus when we consider various aspects of our models we must be careful in treating the residual interactions of A_m. The treatment of zero modes of Am will be reported elsewhere.

Note Added

After completion of this work, we became aware of the paper,[26] which is concerned with the SU(∞) gauge theory.

Acknowledgment

The author is happy to thank Iwanami Fūjukai for financial aid.

References

[1] T. Appelquist, A. Chodos and P. G. O. Freund, Modern Kaluza Klein Theories (Benjamin-Cummings, New York, 1987).

[2] M. B. Green, J. H. Schwarz and E. Witten, Superstring Theory (Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1987).

[3] L. Dolan and M. J. Duff, Phys. Rev. Lett. 52, 14 (1984).

[4] K. Shiraishi, Prog. Theor. Phys. 80, 601 (1988).

[5] E. G. Floratos, J. Iliopoulos and G. Tiktopoulos, Phys. Lett. B217, 285 (1989).

[6] J. Hoppe, Ph, D. thesis, Soryushiron Kenkyu (Kyoto) 80, 145 (1989).

[7] E. B. Bogomol’nyi, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 24, 449 (1976); M. K. Prasad and C. M. Sommerfield, Phys. Rev. Lett. 35, 760 (1975).

[8] I. Bars, C. N. Pope and E. Sezgin, Phys. Lett. B210, 85 (1988); C. N. Pope and K. S. Stelle, Phys. Lett. B226, 257 (1989). .

[9] K. Shiraishi, Class. Quantum Grav. 6, 2029 (1989).

[10] S. Randjbar-Daemi, A. Salam and J. Strathdee, Nucl. Phys. B214, 491 (1983).

[11] T. Eguchi, P. B. Gilkey and A. J. Hanson, Phys. Rep. 66, 213 (1980).

[12] M. Born and L. Infeld, Proc. R. Soc. London A144, 425 (1934).

[13] K. Shiraishi and S. Hirenzaki, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A6, 2635 (1991); A.

Nakamula and K. Shiraishi, Hadronic Journal 14, 369 (1991). [14] K. Akama, in Gauge Theory and Gravitation—Proc. Int. Symp. at Nara, Japan (Springer, 1983), p. 267; Prog. Theor. Phys. 78, 184 (1987); ibid. 79, 1299 (1988); V. B. Svetovoi and N. G. Khariton, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 48, 750 (1988); A. Nakamula and K. Shiraishi, Acta Phys. Pol. B21, 11 (1990).

[15] E. Witten, Commun. Math. Phys. 117, 353 (1988); ibid. 121, 351 (1989). [16] A. A. Abouelsaoud, C. G. Callan, C. R. Nappi and S. A. Yost, Nucl. Phys.

B280, 599 (1987).

[17] K. Yoshida and K. Shiraishi, Physica Scripta 43, 129 (1991). [18] K. Shiraishi, “Charged Black Holes in a Six-Dimensional Vector Tensor Theory”, in Festschrift in Honor of Tetsuro Kobayashi’s 63rd Birthday (Tokyo Metropolitan University, Hachioji, Tokyo, 19 March 1993) edited by H. Minakata, pp. 214–222 (1994).

[19] F. Müller-Hoissen, Phys. Lett. B201, 325 (1988). [20] K. Ishikawa, Phys. Lett. B188, 186 (1987).

[21] M. Reuter and C. Wetterich, Nucl. Phys. B304, 653 (1988). [22] M. Reuter, Phys. Lett. B205, 511 (1988). [23] A. Strominger, Phys. Rev. D24, 3082 (1981).

[24] I. Antoniadis and E. T. Tomboulis, Phys. Rev. D33, 2756 (1986), and references therein.

[25] M J. Duff, B. E. W. Nilsson, C. N. Pope and N. P. Warner, Phys. Lett.

B149, 90 (1984); M. J. Duff and C. N. Pope, Nucl. Phys. B225, 355 (1985). [26] E. H. Saidi, Phys. Lett. B260, 327 (1991).