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Boundary localized symmetry breaking and topological defects
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We discuss the structure of topological defects in the context of extra dimensions where the symmetry
breaking terms are localized. These defects develop structure in the extra dimension which differs from
the case where symmetry breaking is not localized. This new structure can lead to corrections to the mass
scale of the defects which is not captured by a simple effective theory obtained by integrating out the extra
dimension. We also consider the Higgsless model of symmetry breaking and show that no finite energy
defects appear in some situations where they might have been expected.
DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.73.085006

PACS numbers: 11.10.Kk, 11.27.+d, 12.60.i

I. INTRODUCTION
Much recent model building work has made use of
additional dimensions beyond the 3  1 with which we
are familiar. These efforts are largely motivated by an
attempt to relate the vastly different scales of gravity and
the electroweak theory in a natural way. The possibilities
for doing this have been greatly expanded through many
new tools which become available with extra dimensions,
but one common feature to nearly all of these models is the
presence of symmetry breaking terms localized to a hypersurface (brane) in the extra dimension. For some models, it
is simply the electroweak symmetry which is broken at a
boundary [1– 4], while in other cases it could be left-right
symmetry [5–7] or GUT symmetry [8–13] that is broken
on the brane.
The formation and evolution of topological defects
which result from the breaking of some symmetries is
also a well studied topic. The type of defect that could
form in a symmetry breaking transition depends on the
topology, specifically the homotopy structure of the vacuum manifold of the theory, while how many form in a
given situation as well as their subsequent evolution is a
dynamical question [14,15]. It is well known, for example,
that GUT symmetry breaking allows for the formation of
monopoles and that they can give rise to cosmological
problems [16]. In addition, many models lead to either
global or local strings and walls, as can be found in the
comprehensive reviews [17–19]. Even the electroweak
symmetry breaking in the standard model allows for textures which separate different vacua labeled by the Higgs
field winding number or the Chern-Simons number.
Transitions between these vacua mediate changes in
baryon plus lepton number and are a key ingredient in
models of electroweak baryogenesis [20].
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In the presence of an extra dimension, defect solutions
have been extended from the 4 dimensional case if the extra
dimension is homogeneous [21]. However, when the symmetry breaking is localized so that the symmetry remains
unbroken in the bulk of the extra dimension, the structure
of these defects may be modified. The essential reason for
this modification can be understood in a simple way. When
the symmetry is broken throughout the bulk of the extra
dimension, the field profile for defect solutions is homogeneous in that extra dimension because the potential is
homogeneous. In some sense, the defect itself is spread
out across the new dimension. However, if the symmetry
breaking is localized to one boundary, then the defect will
try to interpolate between the symmetry breaking solution
on the boundary and the unbroken solution in the bulk. It is
now possible that the defect will in some sense (to be made
more precise later) be localized to the symmetry breaking
brane. It is also possible that the defect will remain, more
or less, spread across the extra dimension. Which situation
is actually realized will depend in general on the type of
symmetry under consideration as well as on the choices of
parameters in the scalar potential.
In this paper, we consider the structure of topological
defects in spaces with one flat extra dimension where the
symmetry breaking is localized on a single brane. To be
specific, we will look at the static solutions for both a
global and local U1 symmetry. In 3  1 infinite dimensions it is well known that these models lead to global and
local strings, respectively. Similarly, in our extra dimensional setup defects will form for some values of parameters, even if the symmetry is not broken in the bulk of the
extra dimension. We will show that this symmetry breaking
can be understood from the perspective of a simple 4
dimensional effective theory, but also that the effective
theory does not capture enough of the 5 dimensional
physics to correctly predict the tension of the resulting 5
dimensional strings. This is actually equivalent to the statement that solutions which are homogeneous in the bulk do
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not correctly describe the strings coming from boundary
localized symmetry breaking.
Of course if the defects are spread across the extra
dimension in any sense then it is no longer strictly correct
to call them strings. However, from the perspective of the
low energy observer who can only probe the large 3  1
dimensions, they still look like strings. For lack of a better
term, we will continue to call all these structures strings in
both the 4 and 5 dimensional theories. Similar situations
can occur for other defects as well.
In the case of a global symmetry, the localization of the
symmetry breaking induces a nontrivial profile for the
scalar field, especially near the core of the defect. In the
case of a local U1 symmetry, only the gauge field has a
nontrivial profile in the extra dimension. For either case, it
is clear that the 4-dimensional effective field theory obtained by naı̈vely integrating out the extra dimension will
not contain this information. In particular, observers unaware of the fifth dimension will not infer the correct value
of the string tension , if they only know the symmetry
breaking scale. This could have some cosmological applications since the evolution of a string network depends
crucially on the dimensionless parameter GN  [22].
Similarly, in the electroweak theory, the energy scale
associated with the sphaleron saddle-point configuration
between two vacua controls the rate of baryon violating
transitions in models of electroweak baryogenesis [20].
What this means is that, when looking at defects in higher
dimensions, care must be taken to incorporate the full
defect profile, including its behavior in the extra dimensions in order to compute the correct value of the defect’s
energy density.
In the case of the local symmetry, another question
arises when we consider the Higgsless models of electroweak symmetry breaking [5]. In this category of models,
the symmetry is spontaneously broken through the choice
of boundary conditions rather than by placing a Higgs field
on that boundary. However, these same boundary conditions may be realized by making use of the Higgs mechanism and then taking the Higgs vacuum expectation value
(VEV) to infinity. By repeating this procedure with a defect
solution, we will see that an Abelian theory with a broken
local symmetry will only support infinitely massive and
small topological defects in the absence of a Higgs field.
We make use of a generalization of Derrick’s theorem [23]
to show that in three large dimensions no finite energy
static defects may exist without a Higgs field. Similarly,
non-Abelian theories are somewhat constrained. The
Higgsless models may then provide another possible
method for removing unwanted defects from a theory.
Section II contains a discussion of the breaking of a
global U1 symmetry which is broken in to two parts. We
first briefly discuss the 4 dimensional case which, while
well known, is necessary to make accurate comparisons to
the extra dimensional case in the second part. We then

discuss the breaking of a local U1 symmetry in Sec. III
and again compare the 4 and 5 dimensional solutions,
taking a special interest in comparing the string tensions
as a function of the size of the extra dimension. Finally,
Sec. IV treats the Higgsless models and we summarize our
results in Sec. V.
II. GLOBAL SYMMETRY BREAKING
We wish to begin consideration of localized symmetry
breaking with a very simple example where it is possible to
visualize the solutions easily and where some aspects of
the problem can be solved analytically. We will therefore
consider a single scalar field with a global U1 symmetry.
After symmetry breaking the vacuum manifold is topologically a circle which, through winding at infinity, can support the well known global string in three spatial
dimensions [17]. In the presence of an extra dimension
where the vacuum manifold is still a circle, but the symmetry breaking is localized, we will find a modified string
with a new structure along the extra dimension and a
modified tension.
A. Global strings in four large dimensions.
In preparation for comparison with the extra dimensional case, we first review the standard breaking of a
global U1 symmetry in 3  1 large dimensions. We
will want the results from this case to understand what
new features arise from the addition of an extra dimension,
as well as to make a comparison of the energy density in
the 4 and 5-dimensional strings. We start with the following action for a complex scalar field:


Z
4
4


2
2 2
S  d x  @  @   jj  v4  ;
(1)
4
where the scalar has a constant, homogeneous solution,
jj  v4 , with zero energy density. The static solutions
which correspond to a topological defect have a winding of
the form
r; ; z  v4 ein fr;

(2)

where r is the radius from the core of the string and  is the
polar coordinate going around the string. These solutions
are both homogeneous in the third spatial direction, z, as
well as static. From the action (1) we can derive the
equation of motion for fr:
1
n2
 v2
 @r rf0 r  2 fr  4 4 fr2  1fr  0;
r
2
r
(3)
which we will solve numerically later. It would be reasonable to simplify this equation further by rescaling the radial
coordinate by v4 to make it dimensionless and remove v4
from the equation. However, to make comparison with the
5 dimensional case later, we leave the v4 explicit. These
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winding solutions must reduce to the vacuum far from the
core of the string and have continuous field values in the
core, so fr has the boundary conditions:
f0  0;

lim fr  1:

r!1

(4)

Once we have a solution for fr we may calculate the
tension of the string by integrating the energy density over
the two spatial dimensions transverse to the string:
Z
4  rdrdr; 


2v24

Z



n2 2 4 v24 2
02
2
f  1 : (5)
rdr f  2 f 
4
r

It is well known that this integral for the global string
tension does not converge. This may be seen through a
power series expansion far from the string showing that the
energy density does not fall to zero fast enough. If we
suppose that there is a network of strings with positive and
negative winding number separated by some characteristic
scale R then we may impose a large distance cutoff on the
integral. In this case the string tension scales with the log of
the cutoff scale:
4  2v24 n2 lnv4 R:

(6)

B. Symmetry breaking with a homogeneous extra
dimension
If we imagine for a moment, an extra dimension compactified on a circle (with periodic boundary conditions),
such that the theory is homogeneous in the extra dimension, then the above work extends trivially. The winding
solution will simply be homogeneous in the new dimension. In other words, this is a 2-brane which wraps around
the compact 5th dimension. From the perspective of a low
energy observer who sees only the large uncompactified
dimensions, this looks like a string as we would expect.
We can illustrate the point by extending the action above
to a fifth dimension y:

Z
Z L  @  @  4
4
2
2 2
S d x
jj  v4  ;
dy

4L
L
0
(7)
where the factors of L are chosen such that engineering
dimensions of the coefficients and  are the same as the 4
dimensional case. The solution, as above is
r; ; z; y  v4 ein fr;

(8)

with homogeneity along the string and in the extra dimension (in z and y respectively). The function f must satisfy
the same equation of motion and boundary conditions as
before. We may introduce an effective theory which captures all of the physics of the string by replacing
x ; z ! x  and integrating out the extra dimension.
The point here is that this procedure for writing down the
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effective theory is the same whether we are considering
vacuum solutions or winding solutions. The reason is that
neither the vacuum nor the string solutions depend on the
extra coordinate, z. Doing this yields an effective action
that is the same as the original 4-dimensional action. By
contrast, if a solution with nontrivial winding were to have
a structure along the extra dimension which differs from
the vacuum solution then we would need a different effective theory for each value of the winding number n. This is
what we will find in the next sections.
C. Symmetry breaking localized on a brane
Suppose now that the symmetry breaking terms are
localized in the extra dimension. The bulk contains only
a mass term for our complex scalar, while the brane has the
usual symmetry breaking term:
Z
ZL 
S  d4 x
dy MN @M  @N   m2 jj2
0


 y  L 2 jj2  v3 2 :
(9)
4
Again, y labels the extra compact dimension. The notation
is chosen so the  is dimensionless, while v, , and m all
have units of mass. The metric is mostly minus with M and
N running over all five dimensions. The important change
from the case of the homogeneous extra dimension is that
the vacuum solution is necessarily dependent on y. In the
bulk, the potential is minimized at   0, but on the
symmetry breaking brane at y  L, the potential is minimized by jj  v3=2 . Any solution will therefore interpolate between these two and the VEV will be something less
than that set by the scale v on the brane. It is easy to find a
solution which is homogeneous in the 3 infinite dimensions, but the winding solution will require a numerical
calculation.
The equation of motion resulting from the action of
Eq. (9) is
~ 2   @2y   m2   0:
@2t   r

(10)

We explicitly separate out the time and space components
of the derivative because we will be seeking static solutions. The vacuum solution is
  a coshmy  b sinhmy;

(11)

where we have used the symmetry to make  real. We will
sometimes refer to this solution as the n  0 solution since
there is no winding. The boundary conditions also come
from the variation of the action, taking care with the
integration by parts. They are
@y jy0  0;

@y jyL  


jj2  v3 jyL :
22
(12)

These conditions imply b  0 and
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s
1
2m2
v3 
tanhmL:
a
coshmL
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4 

(13)

Naı̈vely, we could allow the imaginary solution for a, since
the field is complex. However, the boundary condition
cannot be satisfied if v3 < 2m2 = tanhmL since for
small enough v, the positive bulk mass squared term
dominates the negative brane symmetry breaking term
and the only solution is   0. We will see this more
clearly from the effective theory in the next section.
We may calculate the effective 4 dimensional energy
density of this solution by integrating over the extra dimension:

ZL 

4
2
2
2
2
3
2
n0 
dy @y   m   y  L 2   v 
4
0


2
m
tanhmL :
(14)
 m tanhmL v3 

This is the (classical) cosmological constant in this model
which we will need to subtract off of the energy density for
the winding solutions in order to compare with the 4
dimensional theory where the cosmological constant was
already set to zero. That this solution is in fact lower in
energy than the trivial   0 solution can be seen from the
difference in 4 dimensional energy densities:
2

v6
2m2
4
4
0  n0 
tanhmL > 0: (15)
1
42
v3

4
cosh4 mL
2
2
2
 L 1  sinh2mL
2mL 

(18)

m24  4 v24




2 cosh2 mL
2m2
3
tanhmL
: (19)

v

L2 1  sinh2mL
2mL

Note that the 4D effective mass squared is negative for
exactly the region of parameter space which allowed a
nonzero value for a in the previous section. Decreasing v
(or increasing the bulk mass) just increases the mass
squared in the 4D theory until the symmetry is restored.
These relations will be important later to compare the 4dimensional and brane world calculations of the string
tension.
That this is the correct effective theory to use for the
background field in the absence of windings is clear from
the fact that it gives the correct VEV for the scalar.
Additionally, this effective theory indicates when symmetry breaking happens through the sign of m24 . This action is
not to be confused with the effective action for particle
fluctuations around this VEV, which we do not address in
this paper. The space-time dependence is included in the
field, ax , in order to allow for windings of this background field.
E. Nontrivial winding

This can be understood in a quantitative manner from the
perspective of a 4 dimensional effective theory by promoting a to a 4 dimensional scalar. We make the replacement

We now want to consider solutions which wind on the
brane. These solutions will necessarily depend on both y
and r. The delta function contribution to the potential on
the brane means that the solution must have y dependence,
interpolating again between   0 in the bulk and  
v3=2 on the brane. The winding of these solutions further
implies that the field must go to zero in the core of the
string and approach the vacuum solution far from the
string, thus having r dependence as well. Separable solutions for the differential equation will not work because of
the nonlinear boundary condition on the symmetry breaking brane, so we try the following anzatz:

 ! ax  coshmy

  r; yein ;

D. The four dimensional effective action
We have seen that the VEV of the field on the symmetry
breaking brane is not set by v alone as it would be if the
bulk did not exist or if m  0. Instead it is
s
2m2
y  L  v3 
tanhmL < v3=2 :
(16)


(17)

in the action (9) and integrate over the bulk. In doing so we
have made an assumption about the profile of the field in
the y direction. This assumption is accurate for a homogeneous solution, but it is incomplete when there are windings as we will see below. The resulting action does not yet
have a canonically normalized field, but we can still consider the location of the minimum by setting the first
derivative of the potential to zero. It is located exactly at
the value of a given in Eq. (13) by solving the bulk
equation of motion.
Once we do rescale the field ax  we may compare
with the action in Eq. (1) and identify the effective
4-dimensional mass squared and coupling, 4 v24 , 4 :

(20)

with  real. Again, the solution we are seeking is homogeneous along the string and static. As in the 4 dimensional
case without a brane, we must impose the boundary condition   0 at r  0 to render the field continuous. Also,
infinitely far from the string, the field should approach the
value of the n  0 solution.
lim r; y  a coshmy:

r!1

(21)

The boundary conditions at y  0 and y  L are unmodified from above. With these four boundary conditions and
the second order bulk equation of motion, the problem is
completely specified and we may numerically solve for the
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profile of this ‘‘string’’ (recall our comments above; it
really is a 2-brane, but will look like a string to observers
restricted to the symmetry breaking brane).
Before this problem can be solved numerically, we make
the equations dimensionless by scaling by the appropriate
power of the bulk mass m, and by performing the rescaling
 ! v3=2 . The bulk equation of motion now reads:


1
n2
(22)
@2y  @r r@r   2  1 r; y  0;
r
r

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 73, 085006 (2006)

dimensional energy density (cosmological constant). So,
instead we calculate the difference in energy between these
two solutions to get the mass per unit length of string:
Z 

n2
rdr
dy @y 2  @r 2  2 2  2
r


~

1
2
2
tanhL :
 r; L  1  tanhL 1 
2
2~
(28)

  2v3

while the four boundary conditions are
@y r; yj0  0;

(23)

~ 2 r; L  1r; L;
@y r; yjL  

(24)

r  0; y  0;

(25)

lim r; y 

r!1

q
coshy
1  tanhL=~:
coshL

(26)

Only three dimensionless parameters are left: L, n, and
v3
~ 
:
22

(27)

Starting from an appropriate ansatz satisfying the
boundary conditions, we may use a relaxational technique
to solve for the profile of r; y. As expected, the system
settles down into the solution we are seeking and on the
symmetry breaking brane (at y  L) has the profile given
in Fig. 1. More generally, the solution for r; y throughout the bulk is shown in Fig. 2. We may numerically
integrate the 4-dimensional energy density over r and 
to get the mass per unit length of this defect. Of course
there will be a divergent contribution coming from the fact
that the homogeneous, n  0, solution has nonzero 4-

Z

Notice that although v is no longer a part of the equations
of motion or boundary conditions, it still affects the string
tension in a way similar to the case of the 4-dimensional
string. Recall that in this expression v is dimensionless and
this string tension is in units of m. We plot the 4dimensional energy density as a function of r in Fig. 3
(that is the quantity inside the square brackets in the
expression for the string tension). As in the case of the 4dimensional global string, the string tension diverges logarithmically with radius. In fact, since the winding solution
approaches the nonwinding solution far from the string and
the physics of the nonwinding solution is well described by
the effective theory obtained by integrating out the extra
dimension, this agreement in energy density for the winding of the full theory and the effective theory far from the
string is expected.
We now turn to the 4 dimensional problem specified in
section II A. In order to make a direct comparison between
the effective and full theories, we need the relation between
the 4 and 5 dimensional parameters in the rescaled, dimensionless units. Eqs. (18) and (19) become

r, y

r
0.8
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2
0
0

0.6
0.4
0.2

2.5
2
1.5
y
1

2
4

2

4

6

8

r

FIG. 1. The value of the string profile on the symmetry breaking brane, r; L, for the two solutions: n  0 (flat line) and
n  1. All quantities are in units of the bulk mass parameter. We
have chosen n  1, L  5=2, and ~  3.

r

0.5
6
80

FIG. 2 (color online). The value of r; y throughout the bulk
with the same parameters as before. The value for r goes from 0
to 8, while y goes from 0 to 2.5.
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coefficients of these modes, and solve for the full field
configuration with winding. This process should exactly
reproduce the 5-dimensional string for which we have
directly solved. Note that we are still considering classical
field configurations, so these extra modes are not particle
fluctuations, or Kałuza-Klein (KK) modes in the usual
sense. However, someone unaware of the fifth dimension
would simply use the 4-dimensional model, which we have
called the effective theory and described in Sec. II D.

1.5
1.25
1
0.75
0.5
0.25
0.5

1

1.5

2

r

FIG. 3. A comparison of the energy density as a function of r
in the cases where symmetry breaking happens on the brane
(lower curve) and the pure 4D model (upper curve). The string
tension comes from multiplying these curves by 2v3 r and
integrating over r. The difference goes to zero faster than 1=r2
at large r, so they have identical large distance log divergences as
they must if the effective theory is to capture the IR physics.

4 

4 v24 

8~
cosh4 L
;
3 2
2
v L 1  sinh2L
2L 



4~ cosh2 L
1
1

tanhL
:
L 1  sinh2L
~

(29)

(30)

2L

Notice that v24 is proportional to v3 so the tension for both
the 4 and 5 dimensional strings have a leading factor of
2v3 which can be dropped. We then calculate the energy
per unit length of string as a function of r, the distance from
the string. This is shown in Fig. 3. The shape of both curves
are similar, however, the amplitudes near the core of the
string differ: the energy density for the effective theory is
larger. To compare the actual string tension, we need to
impose a cutoff in r, which in the absence of a cosmological context for our problem is fairly arbitrary. By integrating to r  2, we find the relative difference in the string
tensions to be 17%. Of course choosing a much larger
distance cutoff would make the relative difference in tension smaller.
The fact that the energy density of a winding configuration in a 5-dimensional model is different from that in a
4-dimensional model should not be surprising. They necessarily have different field profiles and there is even an
extra parameter in the 5-dimensional model. What this tells
us though, is that by knowing only the symmetry breaking
scale and without knowing about the fifth dimension, the
wrong string tension would be expected. On the other
hand, one might expect that a richer 4-dimensional effective theory should be capable of incorporating the necessary physics of the 5-dimension string to get the right string
tension by somehow including more degrees of freedom.
One could, in principle, expand the 5-dimensional field as a
sum of orthogonal modes, generate the effective theory for

F. Limiting behavior
Several regions of parameter space can be understood
analytically. We have already seen that for large values of
the bulk mass or small values of v, the symmetry is
restored and there are no winding solutions. In terms of
~
the dimensionless parameters, this corresponds to small .
~ the field on the symmetry breaking brane far
For large ,
from the string will approach v3=2 as can be seen simply
from the boundary condition (26). In this case, the potential
on the boundary is dominating over the mass term in the
bulk.
One check we can make is to consider the small L limit.
In this case we expect that the effective theory should give
a very good description of the physics of the string in the
full theory. That this is the case can be seen from expanding
the solution for  in my:
r; y  Ar  Brmy2  . . . ;

(31)

where the term linear in y must have coefficient zero to
satisfy the boundary condition at y  0. As may be expected, Br is order one as seen in numerical solutions,
and so for a small extra dimension (mL
1) even the
winding solution is nearly homogeneous across the extra
dimension. Using this expansion for the wave function,
integrating overpthe
 y direction, and then rescaling the
scalar field by L, the action in Eq. (9) reproduces the 4
dimensional theory to leading order in mL
S

Z


d4 x @   @  
1  OmL:


jj2  v3 L2
42 L2


(32)

This is just a restatement of the fact that for a homogeneous
theory, the effective theory captured all of the physics of
the string. It may be checked that the parameters in this
action agree with the small L limit of the 4-dimensional
parameters in Eqs. (18) and (19).
We may also consider the large L limit. Far from the
string, the field value drops off exponentially away from
the symmetry breaking brane. So although this object is
extended in the extra dimension, its profile is suppressed.
On the symmetry respecting brane and far from the string,
the field approaches
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s
2m2 in mL
e e
  v3 
:
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0  r@r

(33)

So in this sense the defect is trapped on the symmetry
breaking brane.



0 r

r

lim r  1;

We now turn to consider the breaking of a local U1
symmetry by a boundary localized Higgs field. This problem is more interesting from the point of view of model
building since it is the Abelian version of some models of
physics beyond the standard model and because we will be
able to explore the interesting question of whether topologically stable defects may form in the absence of a Higgs
field when we take the large VEV limit. We begin again
with the 4 dimensional theory, which has been discussed at
length [17], so that we may clearly contrast this with the
extra dimensional model.
A. The four dimensional local string
We start with the action


Z
1

4



2
2
2
S  d x D  D   F F  jj  v  ;
4
4
(34)
where
D    @  ieA ;

(35)

F  @ A  @ A :

(36)

We may make A , , and x dimensionless by scaling by
the appropriate power of v. Furthermore, we make the
rescaling scale x ! x =e so that there is only one parameter in the model, :
D  ! e@  iA ;



:
2e2

(37)
(38)

(42)

We also need to specify boundary conditions. To minimize
potential and gradient terms at infinity, we must have
r!1

III. THE LOCAL STRING

 2fr2  r  1:

lim fr  1:

r!1

(43)

With these values for and f far from the string, the fields
will be gauge equivalent to the trivial winding vacuum:
A  0 and   1. Continuity of the solutions in the core
of the string imply
lim r  0;
r!0

limfr  0:
r!0

(44)

In fact, must go to zero quickly (as r2 , not just as r) so as
to avoid a divergence in the last term of the string tension
(the gradient of the gauge field). However, we cannot
require this as a boundary condition since that would
lead to an over-specified problem. It will turn out, though,
that this fall-off is true numerically. For the string tension
we find that

Z
n2
2
  2v
rdr f02  2 1  2 f2
r

2
n
 f2  12  2 02 :
(45)
2
2r
We may simplify this expression slightly by integrating the
last term by parts and using the equation of motion for .


Z
n2
2
02
2
2
2
  2v
rdr f  2 1  f  f  1
2
r
@
(46)
 2v2 lim r
r!0
r
 2v2 g :

(47)

Notice that the factor 1   is no longer squared. If we
also make use of the fact that goes to zero as r2 then the
last term is zero. Following [17] we have defined a new
function g  which we can numerically plot (see Fig. 8) to
understand the string tension as a function of our one free
parameter.

Our anzatz for the winding solutions will be

B. Local symmetry with brane localized Higgs

  frein ;

(39)



n
r; 0 :
A  0; 0;
r

(40)

We have used polar coordinates so that the components of
A are t; r; ; z. The equations of motion which follow
from this anzatz are
 2

1
n
0  @r rf0 r  2 1  r2  fr2  1 fr
r
r
(41)

We now turn our attention to the U1 gauge symmetry
in a flat extra dimension. We will allow the gauge fields to
propagate in the bulk, but restrict the Higgs to one boundary. The action is


Z

S  d4 xdy D  D   jj2  v2 2 y  L
4

1
(48)
 FMN FMN :
4
Now we must vary the action to find the equations of
motion, taking care with the surface terms so that we
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also get the boundary conditions. The bulk equation of
motion for AM is simply
@M FMN  0;

(49)

since in the bulk there is nothing but a free, Abelian, gauge
field. The scalar equation of motion has the same form as
before since it is trapped on the 4-dimensional brane. We
repeat it here for completeness:

0  D D   jj2  v2 :
2

(50)

This equation depends of course on the 5-dimensional
parameters, such as the charge e5 , so that D 
@  ie5 A . The boundary conditions are
y  0: F5  0;
y  L: F5  ie5  D   D    0:

(51)

First consider the vacuum, or trivial n  0 winding solution:
  v;

AM  0:

(52)

This solution to the equations of motion and the boundary
conditions differs qualitatively from the global string case
because there is no dependence on the extra dimension.
This would imply that a simple effective theory could
capture all of the string physics if the winding solutions
displayed the same homogeneity in the bulk. However, we
can see from the boundary condition that gradient terms
from the winding of the Higgs will force the gauge field to
have a profile in the bulk. By looking ahead to Eq. (61) we
may note that this vacuum solution has zero energy density,
so we will not need to subtract off a (classical) cosmological constant as we did for the global string.
In order to be able to compare the winding solutions of
this theory with an equivalent 4-dimensional theory, we
need to consider equivalent parameters. As we did for the
global symmetry, we match the 4 and 5 dimensional parameters by considering the effective theory which results
from substituting
AM x ; z ! A x ;

A5  0

(53)

and integrating out the extra dimension. Because the scalar
is trapped on the brane,  and v will be equivalent to what
we had before, which we have already anticipated by using
the same variables. However, the gauge field samples the
bulk and a low energy observer scattering  particles
would measure a gauge coupling e for an effective 4dimensional theory given by
L
1
 2:
e25
e

We will look for static solutions which have A0  0 
A5 . We will again make everything dimensionless by scaling by the appropriate power of v. We also rescale the four
coordinates, x , by the 4-dimensionalp
charge,
set 

=2e2  and rescale the gauge field by L. We scale y by
L so that the new coordinate for the extra dimension runs
from 0 to 1. Note that this will not put all of the charge
dependence in as it did for the 4-dimensional case. It will
still appear in the combination L2 e2  Le25 . In the limit of
a small extra dimension, this parameter will drop out when
e5 is taken to be fixed and we have just as many parameters
as in the 4-dimensional case.
For a winding solution, we modify our ansatz by allowing the function to have y dependence:
(55)



n
r; y; 0 :
A  0; 0;
r

(56)

The equations of motion now become




1
0  L2 e2 r@r @r  @2y r; y;
r

(57)

 2

1
n
0
2
2
0  @r rf r  2 1  r; y  fr  1 fr:
r
r
(58)
The boundary conditions take the form
y  0: @y
y  1: @y

 0;

(59)

 2L2 e2 f2 1  :

(60)

Far from the string and in the core of the string f and
must satisfy the same boundary conditions as the 4dimensional winding solution, Eqs. (43) and (44) respectively, so that the solution approaches a vacuum and is
continuous. The fact that the boundary condition far from
the core of the string implies that the gauge field is independent of y means that the total magnetic flux through the
string is a constant in y as can be determined by integrating
the gauge field around the circle at infinity for any value of
y.
The energy density is similar to the expression in the 4dimensional case:



v5 e2
2
2
2

y  1 jDi j  jj  1
2
L

1 2
1
2 ;
 Fij
 2 2 F5j
4
2L e

(54)

Therefore we will want to express the problem in terms of e
(or ) rather than e5 .

  frein ;

giving a string tension of
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Z
n2
  2v2 rdr f02  2 1  2 f2  f2  12
2
r

2 
Z1
n
1

dy 2 @r 2  2 2 @y 2 :
(62)
2r
Le
0
As a check, we may notice that if has no y dependence,
this expression reduces to exactly that of the string tension
in the 4-dimensional case. One might worry about what
happens to the energy density as L ! 0, since L appears in
the denominator. We can integrate the last term by parts,
make use of the equations of motion and boundary conditions, and see that the string tension becomes


Z
n2 2
2
02
2
2
  2v
rdr f  2 f 1    f  1 ;
2
r
(63)
 2v2 g ;

(64)

where is evaluated at y  1. We have again made use of
the fact that is Or2  at small r. This is exactly the same
form as the expression for the 4-dimensional string tension.
Although the bulk contribution to the string tension drops
out of this expression after using the equations of motion,
there is still a nonzero energy density in the bulk, as can be
checked with the numerical solutions below.
C. Numerical comparison
Using a similar relaxational numerical technique as
before to solve for the functions f and
in both the 4
and 5-dimensional models we find that with reasonable
initial guesses for both, they settle quickly into the soughtafter solutions. The profile for the Higgs field, fr, is
shown for both models in Fig. 4, while the profile of the
gauge field, , is in Fig. 5 and 6. As can be seen from
Fig. 6, the winding of the gauge field extends across the
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r
1
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2
2

4

6

r

8

FIG. 5. The profile for the gauge field. The bottom curve is
r from the 4-dimensional model while the top curve is the
gauge field on the symmetry breaking brane: r; L. Both
curves are going to zero as r2 . The model parameters are the
same as before.

extra dimension without being exponentially damped as
the scalar field profile was in the case of global symmetry
breaking, Fig. 2. The gauge string is much more extended
across the extra dimension than the global string was.
We have calculated the energy density as a function of
radius from the string, r, for each case and the result is
shown in Fig. 7. The energy density in the core of the 5dimensional string is considerably higher than in the 4dimensional string but this is more than offset in the string
tension by the fact that the 4-dimensional string has more
energy density near r  1. In both cases, the energy density
falls off exponentially at large radius so that the total string
tension is finite.

r, y

f r
1
0.8

1

0.6

1

0.4

0.75

0.5

y

0.2

8

0.5

6
4

0.25
2

4

6

8

r

FIG. 4. The profile for the Higgs field as represented by the
function, fr. The bottom curve is from the 4-dimensional
model. The parameters for this solution are  1 and for the
5-dimensional model, e2 L2  5.

2

r

0
FIG. 6 (color online). The value of r; y throughout the bulk.
The model parameters are the same as in Fig. 4. The value of r
goes from 0 to 8, while y goes from 0 to 1.
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3
2.5
2
1.5
1
0.5
0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

r

FIG. 7. The energy density of the string solution as a function
of r. This is the quantity in square brackets in Eq. (63) and this
figure is analogous to Fig. 3. The 5D model peaks at a higher
energy density in the core of the string, but the string tension
comes from multiplying these functions by 2rv2 and then
integrating. As a result, the string tension for the 5D model is
smaller. The parameters are the same as Fig. 4.

g
1.4
1.2
0.125 0.25

0.5

2

4

8

0.8

0.6
FIG. 8. The string tension, g . The top line is the 4D model
where g1  1. The next three lines down are for the 5D model
with e2 L2  0:2, 1.0, 5.0, respectively.

We have also plotted the string tension, g , for the
4-dimensional model and for various values of e2 L2 in the
5-dimensional model, Fig. 8. The string tension of the 5dimensional model seems to be converging to the 4dimensional model as e2 L2 becomes small, as we expect.
In other words, the effective theory becomes exact as the
size of the extra dimension goes to zero.

through several different choices of boundary conditions.
In a gauge theory the choice of Dirichlet conditions on one
end and Neumann on the other, for example, had the effect
of giving a mass to the lowest KK mode for the gauge field
which would otherwise have been massless. That this
gauge symmetry breaking is spontaneous might be guessed
from the fact that the Lagrangian is gauge invariant. In
addition the unitarity violations which are common to
generic massive gauge theories do not occur if the mass
arises from boundary conditions through this action
principle.
We want to understand then what happens to topological
defects if the symmetry is broken by boundary conditions.
Without a potential for the Higgs boson with a nontrivial
vacuum manifold we might immediately think that there is
no possibility for a stable defect solution. However, in the
Higgsless construction of gauge symmetry breaking, the
component of the gauge field in the compact dimension,
A5 , plays the role of the Goldstone boson which is eaten to
make the gauge field massive. It seems that there is some
possibility for structure in the A5 field to give rise to a
winding. We will see, though, that for an Abelian theory
this does not happen. The structure of the equations of
motions and boundary conditions allow for a very simple
scaling argument which rules out any stable, finite energy,
defects in an Abelian Higgsless model. In non-Abelian
theories, the picture is more complicated and there may
still be a possibility for defects in some cases.
At this point, the choice of boundary conditions seems
like an arbitrary choice for the model builder to make.
However, in other contexts, such as a vibrating guitar
string, boundary conditions are imposed by knowing the
physics of the boundaries. The situation is really no different here and there should be a more fundamental theory
which explains the choice of boundary conditions. The
case of Dirichlet boundary conditions, A  0, arise
from a Higgs field where the VEV is taken to infinity,
while Neumann conditions, @5 A  0, arise if there is no
breaking of the gauge theory on the boundary.
Examples of these results for the boundary conditions
can be seen in Eqs. (51) for the Abelian model we have
already considered. By working in the A5  0 gauge we
see that the large VEV limit of  imposes Dirichlet boundary conditions on the symmetry breaking brane at y  L.
For this Abelian model then, the equations of motions
remain:
@M FMN  0;

(65)

while the boundary conditions have become
IV. HIGGSLESS MODELS
Some recent efforts to address the hierarchy problem
with an extra dimensional setup have made use of boundary conditions, rather than a Higgs field, to break the
symmetry spontaneously [5]. It was found that in a pure
gauge theory, the variation of the action could be set to zero

F5 j0  0;

A jL  0;

(66)

which are all linear in AM and homogeneous. If AM is a
solution with string tension , then AM is also a solution
with tension 2  since the tension is quadratic in the gauge
field. Intuitively then it is clear that any hypothetical
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solution, AM , is smoothly connected to the vacuum solution with zero tension and AM  0. There are, therefore, no
stable defects with only a gauge field. We will make this
statement more precise below and show that this is a
special case of the scaling arguments employed by
Derrick’s Theorem [17].
First, though, we consider the large VEV limit of the
winding solution we already have for the local U1 breaking with a Higgs field. Recall that we scaled all dimensionful parameters by v to make the system dimensionless
and as a result, the parameter v made an appearance only in
the string tension. Therefore, the tension will diverge as
  v2 , but the profile of the winding will remain constant
in the variables used in Eqs. (57)–(60). In physical coordinates then, the size of the string will shrink in the radial
direction, r  1=v. In the fifth dimension the profile of the
string will remain constant since we worked with a variable
which was also scaled by the size of the extra dimension,
yv=Lv, which is constant as v grows. We can now see
that the Higgsless limit of a broken U1 gauge theory may
contain infinitely massive and thin strings, and that no new
windings make an appearance.
A. Higgsless equations of motion and boundary
conditions
We now consider a non-Abelian Higgsless gauge theory.
In this subsection we review the conditions at the boundaries so that the action is minimized. Consider a generic
non-Abelian gauge theory with no scalars:
1 Z L Z 4 a aMN
S
dy d xFMN F
;
(67)
4 0
where the field strength tensor is defined as usual,
a
 @M AaN  @N AaM  gfabc AbM AcN :
FMN

(68)

Let us vary the action, taking care with any integration by
parts and the boundary terms. We get
ZL Z
S
dy d4 xf Aa  ac @M  gfabc AbM FcM
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T




Z

d4 x



(69)

Requiring that the variation vanish implies the bulk equation of motion:


ac

@M  gfabc AbM FcNM  0;

(70)

together with the boundary conditions
a
 0 or Aa  0:
F5

(71)

We have used the fact that the metric is mostly minus to
raise or lower the 5.
By varying the action for our gauge theory with respect
to the metric, we find that the stress-energy tensor is

(72)

(73)

Now notice that Aa x ; y  0 is a solution to the bulk
equation of motion as well as to either of the possible
boundary conditions. Thus, the trivial solution is the lowest
energy solution. This differs from the case of the scalar
field where the   0 solution had higher energy than the
n  0 solution.
B. Generalized Derrick’s theorem
By considering a generalization of Derrick’s Theorem
(see Ref. [17]) in spaces with compact extra dimensions we
will find that our options for finite energy, timeindependent defects are quite limited. First, however, we
reconsider a simple scaling argument to make sure we
understand what happens in finite dimensions. Suppose
we have an integral over m dimensions of a derivative of
some function, for example:
Z
~ 2x fx;
~
I  dm xr
(74)
where we have not yet specified whether these dimensions
are compact so the limits have not yet been written in. The
~ represents some field configuration which we
function fx
~ For  > 1 we are
can rescale by replacing it with fx.
~  exp2 x~ 2 .
shrinking the configuration: think of fx
Now the family of integrals generated by this family of
field configurations is given by
Z
~ 2x fx;
~
I  dm xr
(75)
and can be related to the original integral I by substituting

gfabc Ab Fc5 g

a jyL
Aa F5
y0

a
F
Fa  Fa Fa  ;

and the energy density is always positive:
1X a 2 1 X a 2
T00 
F  
F  :
2 a;i 0i
4 a;i;j ij

0

Aa5  ac @

 14

~
z~  x;

(76)

dm x  m dm z;

(77)

@x  @z :

(78)

After making this substitution we have
Z
~ 2z f~z;
I  2m dm zr

(79)

but we must now consider the limits of integration. If the
dimensions are infinite and the integral runs over all space
~ This
then the limits are unchanged by this rescaling of x.
leaves:
I  2m I:

(80)

However, if the limits in x run from a to b (where these are
representing multidimensional quantities) then all we can
say is:
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I  2m

Z b
a

~ 2z f~z;
dm zr
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(81)

L ! d

and we are left with no simple scaling relation for the
integral. Therefore, in what follows, we will only look
for scaling arguments in the infinite dimensions. Of course,
if we have a large compact dimension which is larger than
the length scales of the field configuration then we may be
able to treat those dimensions as infinite so long as changing the limits of integration has no impact on the integral.
By compact, we mean then, any dimension which is of the
size of, or smaller than, the field configuration of interest.
In an important aside, if the integral I represents an
action or an energy which is infinite then we must regulate
by cutting off the spatial integral. We now see that this will
ruin the scaling argument. This is why Derrick’s theorem
does not rule out the global string which has a divergent
Lagrangian in an infinite space.
Consider now 1  d  n dimensions where d spatial
dimensions have infinite extent and n spatial dimensions
have finite extent. The action for a non-Abelian theory with
only gauge fields is
1 Z Z d Z n a aMN
S
dt d x d yFMN F
;
(82)
4
so that the Lagrangian can be written as

1Z d Z n
a 2
a 2
d x d y 2F0x
L
  2F0y
  Fxai xj 2
i
i
4

a
2
a
2
 Fyi yj   2Fxi yj 
(83)
 L1  L2  L3  L4  L5 ;

(84)

where sums over the gauge and dimensional indices are
assumed and we are using a mostly minus metric. Each of
the Li are non-negative. Furthermore, we may calculate the
energy of a static configuration to be the sum of these five
terms:
E

Z

dd x

Z

dn y 

5
X

Li :

(85)

i1

If we seek a finite energy solution, then each of the Li must
be finite.
Let us first consider an Abelian theory and the scaling of
the different terms in the Lagrangian with three parameters, , , and as follows
~ y;
~
A0  x;


2

~ y;
~
Axi  x;

~ y:
~
Ayi  x;

the Lagrangian scales as

(86)
(87)
(88)

Notice that we are looking for time-independent solutions
here. With this rescaling of the gauge field configuration

 2

d

2 4 2 L
1

4L

5

 2 L2   4

6L
3



2L
4

(89)

:

Since we seek a solution to the equations of motion, any
solution must be stationary at  1  . By varying
we see immediately that L1  0  L2 . By varying  and
, we get two equations for the remaining parts of the
Lagrangian. Subtracting these two equations gives, L3 
L4  L5  0 and we see that they must all vanish (since
they are individually non-negative). This seems to preclude
the existence of defects. However, it really only rules out
time-independent, finite energy solutions, not timedependent, nondissipative or infinite energy solutions.
For a non-Abelian theory, the scaling with will transform the L5 term inhomogeneously:
3 gf abc Ab Ac :
xi yj

(90)

We can therefore only make use of the scaling with
. We are left with the constraint:

and

Fxi yj ! 

2 @

a
xi Ayj

 @yj Aaxi   

4  dL3  dL4  2  dL5  0:

(91)

It seems then that static defect solutions may be possible
for non-Abelian theories so long as d is less than or equal to
4. It would certainly be interesting to find an example of a
new defect solution in a Higgsless model, but we leave this
for future work.
V. SUMMARY
We have considered several scenarios of extra dimensions with localized symmetry breaking. In the first, the
breaking of a global U1 symmetry by boundary terms
forced the scalar to acquire a vacuum expectation value
(VEV). This system was simple enough that many features
of the possible static, classical, solutions could be understood qualitatively. The magnitude of the VEV could be
understood via an effective theory where an integration
was performed over the extra dimension. However, in the
case of windings, the tension in the resulting string was less
than we would have expected from the effective theory.
This happens because the winding forces the profile of the
scalar in the new dimension to differ from what it would
have been without the winding. In some sense, the energy
density in the core of the string is high enough that the
string is sensitive to the full 5-dimensional theory.
The gauge string retained many similarities with the
global string. For example, the tension of the solution
from the full 5-dimension theory was less than that for
the equivalent 4-dimensional effective theory. Because of
the finite nature of the tension, in this case, we were able to
make more meaningful quantitative comparisons between
the 4 and 5-dimensional theories. A significant qualitative
difference is that the gauge string has a winding which is
nearly constant throughout the bulk of the extra dimension,
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while the global string was exponentially localized on the
symmetry breaking brane.
In both cases, the strings are not going to be able to miss
each other in the extra dimension since they are both
required to have winding of the scalar on the symmetry
breaking brane and some amount of the winding is carried
across the entire bulk of the extra dimension. In this sense
they are not genuine strings and if the symmetry breaking
terms were homogeneous throughout the extra dimension
they would be 2-branes. It remains an open question as to
whether or not the structure of the strings in the extra
dimension changes the dependence of the intercommutation probability on the string velocity.
Finally, we looked at the Higgsless limit of the local
symmetry breaking and found that the string tension scales
with the square of the VEV of the scalar and the radius of
the string scales with the inverse of the VEV leading to
massive, thin strings. Through a generalization of Derrick’s
theorem we showed that there are no new static, finite
energy, winding structures possible for an Abelian theory.
This may provide another way to remove unwanted topological defects from a theory. A non-Abelian theory, however, may be able to support windings without a Higgs
field, but we have not yet investigated this possibility in
depth.
There are a number of interesting follow-up questions
we can ask at this point. First, what happens when the
internal space is warped, such as in the Randall-Sundrum

models [24]? We would expect that the existence of a new
length scale such as the AdS curvature scale would modify
both the structure of defects as well as our discussion of
how well the effective field theory obtained by integrating
out the warped extra dimension would account for the
energy density of the defect.
A second question, already alluded to above is what
happens to baryogenesis in theories with localized symmetry breaking or in the Higgsless case. If the energy of the
sphaleron is modified, this will have a profound effect on
the rate of baryon number violation, since the energy
appears in the Boltzmann exponential. In the Higgsless
case, we need to examine the theory to see if anything like
the sphaleron even exists.
There are other topics of interest; changes in the evolution of cosmic string networks, for example, but we hope
that we have persuaded the reader that this line of research
will yield fruitful new insights into many interesting
phenomena.
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