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Abstract

In this master thesis we present the idea of magnetic monopoles in physics. Motivation of such a
concept is given mainly by arguments of electromangetic duality. First, we explore Dirac monopole,
which is done by explicitly introducing magnetic monopole configuration to Maxwell’s electromag-
netic theory. Then we discuss in a rigorous way 't Hooft-Polyakov monopoles, which in contrast
to Dirac monopoles, arise naturally in grand unified theories. In addition to this we generalise 't
Hooft-Polyakov monopoles in curved spacetime. We continue then with the main text by introduc-
ing the prospect of monopoles in electroweak theory. Such idea comes with some experimental and
theoretical controversies. However, the core of this idea is useful as we will examine extensions of
the standard model with Born Infeld terms.
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Conventions

Throughout this text we are working with the Minkowski metric:
Nuv = (+a T T _)

And with physical units where:

The Levi-Civita symbol is denotes as €4,q4,....a,, "

1, even permutations
€ =
ara2ean —1, odd permutations

1. INTRODUCTION

The history of magnetic monopoles is quite old, as physicists have been troubled by their absence from the early days
of Maxwell’s theory. In section 2, we will address this old speculation by covering the argument of electromagnetic
duality. Another early introduction to magnetic monopoles was made by Henri Poincaré in 1896 when he attempted
to explain the results of the Birkeland experiment. In this experiment, cathodic beams focus in a Crookes tube in the
presence of a magnet. Poincaré described that this effect could be due to the forces of a magnetic pole at rest on a
moving electric charge. Later Thompson in 1904 showcase that the angular momentum of such system is:

—
-

L =mri x ﬁ—l—egf (1.1)
dt

Where 7 is the position of the particle with a charge e and g is the magnetic charge of the monopole. Therefore at

rest this system has angular momentum equal to eg, which is due to the interaction of the electric field of the charge

particle with the monopole. Since angular momentum of the charged particle at rest is just its spin, it suggests that

eg must be quantized. In the case of electron which has spin 1/2, it means that:

eg =3 (1.2)
This remarkable result was derived by Dirac in 1931 when quantum mechanics have already formulated. Section 3
rigorously discusses the Dirac monopole. Such results explain why electric charge is quantized, a fact not covered
by any theoretical description of particles. Dirac successfully explained why the charges of subatomic particles are
quantized by explicitly introducing sources of magnetic fields. It is rather disappointing that no magnetic monopoles
have ever been detected, an experimental fact that was key for the development of Maxwell’s equations in the first
place. It makes more sense that magnetic fields should have no sources since that is the only thing we observe. Why
bother explicitly introducing them if we have never observed them? While Dirac’s approach was to try to force the
theoretical existence of magnetic monopoles in Maxwell’s theory, in other models, this is not the case.

In 2012 Higgs boson has been detected, a remarkable observation, which solidified Higgs mechanism in the standard
model of particle physics. Through this mechanism the Higgs field obtains the vacuum expectation value, which breaks
symmetry SU.(3) x SUL(2) x Uy (1) of the standard model to SU.(3) X Uey, (1) and the main result of this procedure
is that the subatomic particles obtain masses. This symmetry breaking pattern can viewed simply as SU(2) x Uy (1)
to Uem (1), suggesting that above energy scale of 246 GeV, where this procedure takes place, weak interactions are
unified with the electromagnetic ones. Furthermore it is widely believed that at even higher energy scales of 10'6 GeV
strong interactions unify with electroweak interactions. This known as the grand unified theory (GUT) scale.

In 1974 Georgi-Glashow develop a GUT based on the symmetry group SU (5) and since the GUT scale is unexplored,
models vary!. In this text we will focus on Georgi-Glashow theory based on SU(2), which is rather a toy model than
a realistic GUT theory. Despite the unrealistic nature of this model, it provides a pedagogical approach to understand
topological objects in GUTs. This kind of objects enables such models to have magnetic monopole configurations,
which arise naturally inside the model. We will discuss this idea rigorously in section 4.

I For example there are GUT’s based on SO(10), or even on other frameworks such supersymmetry and string theory.



Generalization from flat space-times to curved ones, provide a more complete picture for monopole configurations
arising from GUT’s like the SU(2) Georgi-Glashow model. When these kind of monopoles are the source of spacetime
curvature, we obtain a different view of them. Their mass becomes lighter throughout the space-time and when the
Higg’s vacuum expectation value is compared to Planck energy scale, event horizons form, resulting to the identification
of the monopole with a charged black hole. We cover this generalization in section 5.

Standard model on the other hand, such topological objects seem to not be possible and thus magnetic monopoles
cannot arise as field configurations. Cho and Maison in 1997 gave a different perspective on this matter as we will
see in section 6. From this perspective standard model could have the needed topological objects such that monopole
configuration arise naturally. However there is one main theoretical challenge that this concept faces, the mass of
monopole is singular and thus making it unphysical. We will describe general schemes that could make the monopole
mass finite, but without any specified dynamics, which does not resolve the problem completely.

Even if the energy of this so called electroweak monopole is infinity, the idea of Cho and Maison could be used
for further extensions of the standard model. As we will see in section 7 Born-Infeld extension of electroweak model
predicts finite energy monopoles. This type of extension could arise from non linear behavior of gauge fields. Monopole
mass is predicted to be around 14 TeV, which is above capabilities of the LHC. Therefore this kind of monopoles have
cosmological interest, since such energies as observed in cosmic rays.

2. ELECTROMAGNETIC DUALITY

Magnetic monopoles is a subject that fascinates physicists over a century. Initial motivations can be traced back
to very existence of Maxwell equations of electromagnetism. In particular, equations in vacuum are taking the form:

V-E=0 (2.1)

V-B=0 (2.2)
ﬁxﬁ+a—f=0 (2.3)
. . OFE

B-2" = 2.4
V X r 0 (2.4)

Notice that the equations are symmetric under the transformation (E, B) — (B, —E). This kind of transformation is
a particular case of O(2) transformations for § = —m/2.

G E — EC?S(G) — Bsin(6) (2.5)
B — Esin(0) + Bcos(0)
The electromagnetic field tensor and its a dual form are given by:
F,, =0,A, — 0,4, (2.6)
3 L Lo orA°
F;UJ = §€uupaF = €uvpo (27)
Where p,v = 0,1, 2,3 with Fy; = —%eolvjkﬁ'jk = F; and Fy; = —2€0ijeF7¥ = B;. Then Maxwell equations in vacuum
are written as:
O F"™" =0 (2.8)
D F"" =0 (2.9)
It straight forward to show that the field tensor and its dual are transforming under O(2) as:
G Fg,, — F#VC(.)S(Q) — ngsm(e) (2.10)
F,, — F,,sin(0) + F,, cos(0)



Maxwell equations can be obtained from the langragian:

1
L= FuF" (2.11)

And it transforms under O(2) as:

L=~ (Fuucos(6) — Fusin(8))(F* cos(8) — Fsin(6)) =

-1 .. .
T[FWF‘“’COS2 (0) + F,, F* sin®(0) — 2sin(0)cos(0)F* F,,] =
1 v 2 1 vmn O inn2 . VI
*Z[FWFM cos*(0) + Zem,pge“ Fn F??sin”(0) — sin(20)F*F,, | =

1 v 1 msn msn o o . VI
—Z[FWF” cos?(0) + 5((5[) 0g — 050, ) Eyun F* sin?(0) — sin(20)F* F,,] =

1 1 -
— 3 Fun P+ sin(20) F*

Now for the term FWF“” we have:
€pvpa 0’ ATFM = €,,,,007 ATO* A — €16 0" A7 0" AP = 2€,1,pe 0P A7 OM AY = 2€,1,,0 0" [A7 OM AY]

Thus this term is a total derivative and for vector fields that vanish asymptotically, we can drop it.

The Lagrangian of the source-free electromagnetism is invariant under O(2). This symmetry will disappear if we
introduce sources, since original Maxwell equations don’t contain magnetic monopole sources. We can maintain this
symmetry if we introduce both magnetic and electric sources. Such field configurations can be used to describe
hypothetical particles with both electric and magnetic charges. We call these dyons. Maxwell equations become:

V-E=p. (2.12)
V-B=p, (2.13)
- - OB .
VxE+8—t: # (2.14)
ﬁxé—a—f:*g (2.15)

V-F=p, (2.16)
~ o OF .

F—i— =7 2.1
V X e q (2.17)

The O(2) transformations are equivalent with U(1) and the quantities above transform as

F - %F (2.18)

Pq = eiepq (2.19)



Jg = €’ (2.20)

Maxwell equations with both electric and magnetic sources are invariant under O(2). In such theory electric and
magnetic charges are not separated, but are a part of one observable unified charge:

=Vt g (2.21)

This holds since electric and magnetic fields in this case are equivalent and there is no difference between them. Such
a motivation of symmetry in the laws of electromagnetism is one of the reasons magnetic monopoles are a fascinating
subject of fundamental physics. A valid counter argument of this, is that nature itself does not need to be described by
beautiful mathematics to function. Nature is just nature, our perception of beauty should not be the only indication
of how it works. However, history of physics seems to reward those who are driven by such indications. For example,
Paul Dirac theoretically discover anti-matter, years before it was experimentally verified. In this case his drive was
mathematical beauty, which at the end paid off. In the next section, we will see how the same mind theoretically
describe magnetic monopoles, driven by motivations from electromagnetic duality.

3. DIRAC MONOPOLE

In this section we are going to investigate the theoretical description of magnetic monopoles by explicitly introducing
them as a source of magnetic field. This work was first done by Paul Dirac, which results to some theoretical challenges
that eventually lead to the quantization of electric and magnetic charges.

3.1. Dirac String

Our first attempt to describe magnetic monopoles is by considering a point-like magnetic source g. Such a source
produces a static Coulomb like magnetic field:

B=g— (3.1)

B=g—==VxA (3.2)

Since g is a point magnetic sources it holds V - B = 4w gd3 (7), but from vector calculus we know that V- (ﬁ xA)=0
. Let’s analyse the problem. Given that B is spherically symmetric, we can write A as:

A(r) = A(O)Vo (3.3)

Where 6 is the polaAr angle and ¢ is the azimuth angle. By using the gradient in spherical coordinates V¢ =
L9 () = — ¢ and picking A(A) = —g(1 + cosf), we obtain:

rsinb O rsinf
- 1+ cosb
Alr)=—g—— 3.4
(r) 9™ sind (34)
This expression can written in a covariant form:
- 1+ cosh sinf(1 + cosb) ~ 1+ cosb
A = —Q— = - =qQ@Q— ey S —
(r) I rsind ¢ g sin26 ¢ I rsind
B sind(1 + cosb) b= g rsind b= g r# x (cosOF — sinf)
gr(l—cos@)(l—l—cos@)  rr—rcos® 1 r—z
Thus since n = Z = cosfr — sin9é7 we obtain the Dirac Pontetial
- g TXn
Alr)=>—— 3.5
) rr—7-n (3:5)
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A quick calculation show that the Dirac potential indeed generates (3.1), for example the x-axis component of Bis:

0A 0.9 =« gx 0 qgx or or
S )= (=)=~ 2 rel —r =25

0z Ozrr—2 7‘2(r—z)28zr A r2(r—2)?

B, =

_ gr 2 2, _ 9%
= 77“3(7*—2)2@ —2zr — 1) = 3
From (3.4) we see that the vector potential is singular at # = 0 and regular at § = 7. Therefore, the static Coulomb
like magnetic field in (3.1) is ill-defined along the semi infinity line of singularity. The region § = 0 where the vector
potential is singular is called Dirac String
To avoid the singular part of the potential we write A in a regular form:
- g TXn

ARg(rye) = RR_77 (3.6)

Where € — 0 and R = /22 + 42 + 22 + €2. To calculate the regularized magnetic field BRG, €) =V x Ag, we write
it in tensor form:
r’rnnn

R(R—7-7)

’r’m n’fL

m) - (5am5bn - 6an6mb)gab(

BR,a = 6abcalﬂLlR,c = 6u,bc'snwwgab(

R2
@RZ — Do p - py)

TaTlp TpNq Nq Tallp

=9 gm—rw) P RE—rw) TIRE-Fw) BR-rw)

Ng Ng

R¥(R—7-n)

S(2Rr? —7-nr? =7 AR%) =g

_962 Na 7
R3(R—7-n)?

In vector form this is written as:

At the limit € — 0, (3.7) becomes

- T 1 2
B ~ g— — 2g€’h0
R(rv 6) gR3 gen (Z)[T'Q((ﬂQ +y2 +€2) + (1.2 +y2 +€2)2

] (3.8)

From the expression it is the second is the singular term, which is non zero on the positive infinite semi axis. We can
rewrite this term by noting p? = 22 + y:

1 n 2
(P2 +22) (P2 + )  (p* +€)?

ésing = —2g7f(2)€*| | = —29n0(z) f(p)

Now integrate the function f(p) :

27 00 1 2 6271' o 62 1
2 — —
‘ /0 d¢/o R e R R e —62/0 TR T




2 2

° €2 een €2 e €
+27T/_Oodw(w2+€2)2 = 22 _62 (lnl—ln;)—l—?ﬂ/_m dUJm

The first is zero when € — 0, while the second term behaves like 2 dimensional delta function. We obtain then:

Baing = —2g70(2)8(x)5(y) (3.9)

The total magnetic flux through the closed surface with a magnetic monopole inside is:

FIG. 1: Magnetic field of singular Dirac potential.

o= fds B=g df T 5 i0(2)3()3() =

/dQ 47Tg//d:vdy5 y) =4ng —4mg =0

Thus since the magnetic flux is zero the initial contradiction is resolved by making the vector potential regular, but
with the cost of the Dirac string.
Dirac string must be unphysical and to see this consider the U(1) gauge transfromation of the vector potential:

A =A- éU*lﬁU:/TJr VA(r) (3.10)

Where U = €M) ¢ U (1). A and A produce the same magnetic field. By computing the difference between magnetic

flux:
A@:fdfg-(é’ ]{ds V x ( jfds V x (V) %dl VA

We see that it must hold A(¢ 4+ 27) = A(¢), otherwise the difference between the magnetic fluxes is not zero.
This leads to the gauge transformation:

U(¢) = e*'e9? (3.11)
Where ¢’ = ¢ + 27. Then the vector pontetial we consder at (3.4) transforms as:

1+ cosb - 2g 1 1—0039$ (3.12)

rsind



FIG. 2: Magnetic line of solenoid of infinite length.

Notice that the new vector field is singular at # = 7 and regular at § = 0. This suggests that Dirac string has been
rotated from positive semi-axis to the negative one. Therefore, the gauge transformation acts like a rotation to the
Dirac string and this means that it does not have a physical significance.

This description can be summed up in the following thought experiment. We can imagine the magnetic field of a
solenoid of infinite length as we see in figure 2. If the magnetic lines along the solenoid length do not have a physical
significance, then the resulting magnetic field configuration is that of a magnetic monopole. These magnetic lines
along the solenoid is what we describe above as the Dirac string. Combine this with the quantum description of
particles interacting with the string as we will see that it results to the quantization of electric and magnetic charges.
Such an idea makes sense, but at the end of day the dependence from unphysical Dirac strings for the description of
magnetic monolopes to make sense seems unsatisfactory. It follows there is an equivalent description developed by
Wu and Yang for the monopole without the string, which leads to the realisation that monopoles have a topological
origins.

3.2. Topological Roots of the Abelian Monopole

The mathematical contradictions in the definition of (3.1) have lead us to the introduction of the Dirac string, where
we have showcase that is unphysical. Now we are going to approach this problem in different manner, by giving up
by the usual parameterization of R? surrounding the monopole. First, we divide R3/{0} into two sightly overlapping
hemispheres, the north RY and the south RS. The vector potential in the north hemisphere is different than the one

FIG. 3: Division of R®/{0} into 2 sightly overlapping hemispheres.
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in the south and these two are connected by a gauge transformation U = e%'®9 as we saw previously.

gAY =9iSmee  0<6<f4g
- 1S _ 14cosf | € T
A" =g e s mptysOsT

This description is known as Wu-Yang monopole [23]. Consider a close loop [ around the overlap region RY N RS,
Then if a charged particle passes along [, then the wavefunction of the particle will pick a phase just like in a Bohm-
Aharonov experiment. Recall that in quantum mechanics an electric charge interaction with electromangnetic field
(classical field) can be described by the action of the system

T T L
S:/ dtL:/ dt( i + e - A) (3.13)
0 0

For a close path r(0) = r(7") the phase is given by e fl dr- A . We can calculate this phase factor with either AN or
AS in the overlap region.

efd;.gfv:e/ d*s.wngv]:e/ is . B
l RN RN

efd?.zsz_e Q5. [V x A5 =~ [ d%-B
1 RS RS

The action is then defined up to a term:
AS:e/ d@-éze/dVﬁ-éze@rg
RNURS v

This term must not have any physical significance. Therefore by recalling that the path integral is Z ~ e*® this term
must me equal to 27n for n € Z. Thus we obtain

eg=— neZz (3.14)

This is a remarkable result, since the fundamental theories of physics can not explain why the electric charge is
quantized. The existence of one magnetic monopole can explain why all the electric charges are quantized. This
groundbreaking idea was firstly introduced by Dirac [1] in 1948. Note that this condition isn’t like the quantized
physical observables from quantum mechanics, which are eingvalues of hermitean operators. Instead we will see that
the quantization of electric charge has topological origin.

The corresponding wavefunctions in the overlap region are connected via the gauge transformation:

,(/}S _ U@[JN _ 625i9¢¢N _ eind)wN (315)

Which showcase that (3.14) is essential for wavefunctions to be single valued at each region. Indeed as the azimuthal
angle ¢ increases from 0 to 27 we have

¢5(0) = o™ (0)  ¢%(2m) = "™ (27)

Now the the integer n responsibly for the quantization condition is simply a winding number. That is how many
times it circles the whole Abelian group U(1)ey,. To understand view U(1)e,, as a manifold, since U(1)ey, =~ S. The
winding number in this case is simply how many times it wraps around S'. Thus the electric charge is quantized,
because the winding number is an integer.

Winding number is a topological quantity and the fact is an integer can be traced back to the existence of magnetic
monopole at the origin. We conclude then that the magnetic monopole is a topological defect and charge quantization
relation has topological origin. Although such description is quite elegant, it does not seem to be fundamental. This
is because we started by introducing the magnetic charges in Maxwell’s theory. For instance electric charges arise
naturally in electrodynamics as a result of U(1) symmetry. We could try to formulate generalised electrodynamics
based on U(1) x U(1), but such model does not capture the mass of the monopole. This is not the case with GUT
monopoles as we will see in the next section.
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4. T HOOFT-POLYAKOV MONOPOLES

In this section, we are going study magnetic monopoles in the context of unified theories. Such theories can have
monopole solutions without explicitly introduce them. This is very useful if we are looking for a fundamental theory of
magnetic monopoles. We are starting from reviewing subjects, like non-Abelian gauge theories and Higgs mechanism,
that are very important to understand the concept of monopoles in unified theories. Then we will study mangnetic
monopole and dyon solutions in SU(2) Georgi-Glashow GUT for simplicity.

4.1. Non Abelian Gauge Theories

To formulate a description of monopoles in GUT’s, it is important to review non-Abelian gauge theories. Non
Abelian Gauge theories are very important in the standard model since they describe electroweak and strong interac-
tions. There are also important for GUT’s, since further unification of forces requires considering non-Abelian gauge
theories based on higher symmetry groups, with the standard model symmetry group being a subgroup in such case.

Let’s consider a field theory which is invariant under a local non-Abelian gauge group G. For example, strong
interactions are described by G = SU,(3) and electroweak-interactions by G' = SUL(2) x Uy (1). The effect of making
the theory invariant under such a group is by shifting regular derivatives to covariant derivatives:

8y — D, =08, +ieA, - T (4.1)

Where T is a d = dim(G) dimensional vector with its components being the generators of the group G and /TH is

the gauge potential. Consider U = 0T ¢ G where 0 is the continuous parameter which G depends from. Then the
covariant derivative transforms as

D, =UD,U"! (4.2)

By acting with D,, on scalar fields ¢, a =1, .,d, we can find how /_1'“ - T transforms under G. Since ¢, transforms as
¢, = Uy, we get

D¢, = UsDudy = 0,8/, + icAl, - (T)ad}, = UD,ugy =
(0uUL) by + ULty + ie A, - (T)oUs b
UIUY(0,U) + 8,)) + ieU (A, - T)Ulp = U(0,, + ieA, - T)¢ =
A, T = —éU*laﬂU +UY A, TU =

—

AT = éU‘lauU+U(/fu~f)U‘1 (4.3)

In the Abelian case it’s straight forward to calculate the commutator of covariant derivatives:

[D,,,D,)¢ = [ieA,,D,]¢ + [0, ieA,]p = ieA,0,¢ — ied, (A, d) + ied, (AL d) —ieA, 0,0 =
ieA,0,¢ —ieA, 0,0 —ie(0,Au)p —ieA,0,¢ +ie(0,A,)p + ieA,0,¢ = ie(0, A, — 0, A,)p = ieF,, ¢

1
ie

[D/u Dl/] = FNJ/ (44)

The commutator of covariant derivatives is equal to the electromagnetic field tensor. This suggests that the field
tensor behaves like the Riemann curvature tensor [D,, D,|V* = VbR“bW in the field space. We can generalise this

result and obtain the field tensor for the non-Abelian case by considering (4.1) and that generator T satisfies:

o - o ij
[T, T9) = i fkT* Tr[TlT-f]:% (4.5)
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And the field tensor can be obtain as

[D,,D,] =ieF,, - T =
ie(F}, T, = (0,00 + ieAl (T, 0,0° + ieAL(T")" ] =
ie(F\, T, = ie[0,04, A, (T") ] + ie[ AL (T")%, 0,00] + (ie)*[(T*)%,, (17)" JA, Al =

ie(F,T%)%, = ie(9, AL — 0,AL) (T, —ie® f9F Al A} (T, =

Fl, = 0,A, — 0,Al, —ef* Al A} (4.6)

"
And just like the Abelian case the free non-Abelian Lagrangian is:

1= i1
Lgauge = 71FW - FY (4.7)

By using the trace formula in (4.5) we can write the Lagragian as
Loauge = —%Tr[(f,w ST)(FH - T)) = —%TT[FQ] (4.8)
In this form it is clear that L is invariant under G when F),, transforms covariantly:
F,-T=UF,, TU! (4.9)

We can generalise the Bianchi indentity (2.9) to the non-Abelian case. Just act with Jacobi identity to a test function

o
6l‘“j)\[l)/m [DVaD)\]]qS =0=

" AD,,, Fox - T)p = 0= 2D, (F,y - T¢) — e Fy\ - TDyp = 0= e D, (F,» - T) =0 =

D, Fo =0 (4.10)

We can obtain some useful formula from this identity. Set only spatial indices and we get:

iy 1 ..
€D Ffi =0 = Dy(5e7 Fjy) = 0=
D;B =0 (4.11)

4.2. Higg’s Mechanism

Higg’s mechanism is an essential feature of the standard model and key for obtaining monopole configurations in
GUT’s Particles in nature obtain their mass when are interacting with the Higgs field. This is possible because of
spontaneous symmetry breaking by the Higgs mechanism. To understand this idea briefly, consider the complex scalar
Lagrangian:

L£=08,610"6 — V(6o) (4.12)

Where ¢ is a complex doublet transforming under G = SU(2) x U(1l), with transformation generating by
1 2 3 3
[%7 %7 HTo-a PTU]

¢ = (ié) ecC? (4.13)
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Where ¢1, ¢p2 € C. The potential can be chosen as:

(67 —u?)? (4.14)

V(gle) =5

Where A > 0 . This kind of set up of the Higgs field is what we have in the standard model. The idea of symmetry
breaking is that our theory may be invariant under a symmetry group G, but the vacuum expectation value (0] ¢ |0)
of the scalar field is not invariant under a subgroup G/H of G. The subgroup H leaves the vacuum expectation value
invariant and we write G as G = H x G/H.

Since we have a doublet ¢, the vacuum expectation value has components:

(01 ¢ 0) = Fa (4.15)
The vacuum expectation value can be obtain by minimizing the potential (4.14):

ov

i “A(@'¢—uP)p =0 =

|6 = u? (4.16)

So a choice of (4.15) is:

o= (1) (4.17)

It’s straight forward to show that this vector satisfies

(140%)
2

(1-0%)

@=0

(9) #0

0.1

0.2
T A0 40

This means that three generators brake the vacuum expectation value and one leaves it invariant. So three of these
generators generate elements of G/H and remaining one elements of H. This suggests the symmetry breaking pattern:

SU(2) x U(1) 222 (1) (4.18)

From Goldstone theorem follows then that there are three massless bosons and one massive one. The massive one is
the Higgs boson. We can write the doublet ¢ around the minimum value (4.17)

¢1 + i¢2 ! 0 1 ¢/2 + Z(bll
= . ={0]o|0 = — . 4.19
¢ <¢3+Z¢4 (0[¢10) + ¢ u V2 \H —idy (4.19)
And the Lagrangian (4.12) becomes:
1
L= 5((%(;538“(153% + @hO" Py + 0,,950" ¢y + 0, HO" H) — M H + interaction + sel f — interactions (4.20)
From the term H? we can obtain the mass of the Higgs boson

my = V2 (4.21)

Working with Higg’s mechanism and non-Abelian gauge theories, we can construct models of fundamental interactions.
These can be model’s of unification as it follows with Georgi-Glashow model.



14
4.3. Georgi-Glashow Model

The idea is to take U(1)e, Abelian subgroup and embedded into a higher rank non-Abelian gauge group. This
means to consider electromagnetism as part of a unified theory. Then any model of unification with an electromagnetic
Uem (1) subgroup embedded into a higher rank non-abelian group, which after spontaneous symmetry broken by the
Higgs mechanism, possesses monopole-like solutions. To explore this idea let’s consider a simply non-Abelian field
theory, the SU(2) Yang Mills? coupled with the Higgs field triplet ¢,. Modern unified theories are described for
example by models based on higher symmetry groups like SU(5) and SO(10), but this model will provide us a simply
introduction for the unified models. The Lagrangian of this theory is:

1 a apv 1
L= = Fi P + 5 Duga DV do = V(9) (4.22)

We are working with the adjoint representation where the three generators of SU(2) are given by:
(T) 1 = —ieijn, (4.23)
For the field strength tensor, since [T%, T7] = i¢'/*T* we have:
Fy, = 0,A7 — 0L A;, — ee“jkAf;Al’f (4.24)

The potential of the scalar field is chosen to be:
a ja )\ a Ja
V(6°0%) = S(6°0" —u?)? (4:25)

Where u? corresponds to the minimal value of V(¢?¢?). The equations of motion are given by Euler-Lagrange
equations:

oL oL oL oL
8;17 = —_— _—

00, Ay 04y M00u0.)  00a
auFaV'u - eeabcAZFcyu = _eabc¢bDu¢c auD'u(éa = eAZGbmaDH(bm - A¢a(¢m¢m - u2) =

D F™ = —eeaped’D"¢°  D,DF¢* = —\p* (¢ ¢ — u?) (4.26)
To calculate the symmetric energy momentum tensor, we write the action as:
1 auv apoc 1
S = /dx4\/—g[—1gﬂpgyaF v prape 4 §gWDP¢aD“¢a —V(9)] (4.27)

Where g,,,, is the Minkowski metric and g = detg,,,. Then the energy momentum tensor is given by:

2 68
™ = — 4.28
V=9 59;“/ ( )
And we get:
T = [ G L VG 5y FOEOT 4 DD )] =
V=g 2 2™ 2
TH = —FEFY 4 DRGODY G — gV [ (4.29)

The component T% is the energy density of the system?:

1
2

1

TOO —_
4

. . 1 . .
F&FGOZ—F Fi(;Faz]+§(DO¢aDO¢a+Dz¢aDz¢a>+2(¢a¢a_u2>2:>

2 Yang-Mills are field theories invariant under a Lie group G
3 The indices i and j are spatial.
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00 1 a ha apa 1 0 a0 ra i a1y A a_a 2\2
T :i(EiEiJrBiBi)Jri(DQSDd) +D¢D¢)+Z(¢¢ —u®)

Where E¢ = F§, and By = —1¢;;,F%* are the 'color’ electric and magnetic fields. Because of gauge invariance we

can pick Af = 0. We are looking for the minimal energy, so we set static field configurations for ¢*. The energy is
then:

1 A
B= [ @aly(BE + BB + Dig"Dio) + (670 — ) (4.30
We observe that the minimal energy is obtained if:
a __ a __ aja __ , 2
Fo, =0 Dig"=0 ¢%" =u (4.31)

These conditions define the Higgs vacuum of the system and the vacuum energy is zero. Now consider fluctuations
H of ¢ around the vacuum ¢?¢® = u?, where the only non-zero component of the triplet is the third component.

0
o= 0 (4.32)
H+u

" . 1 Af+A; 9 Af-A7 . .
By rewriting the gauge potentials as A] = —5*- and A7 = —5+ and by applying (4.32) we find:

1 u?e? T oA+ — -
§D”¢Du¢ > T(Az AT+ ATAT)

V(9) = J(6"9" —u2)? 3 uAH?

Suggesting that the particle spectrum consists of 2 massive weak force bosons Af{, A, with mass mw = ue, a Higgs
boson H with mass my = v2Au and a photon Ai.

The unbroken subgroup of SU(2) leaves ¢ = u(0,0,1) invariant. The generator associated with this subgroup is
¢TT = T3, which means that this subgroup is isomorphic to Ue,,(1). We identify this generator as the electric charge
operator

aTa
Q= e¢ =eT? (4.33)
U
And electromagnetic gauge potential is written as:
em 1 a pa 3 43
A" = E¢ AL =TA;, (4.34)
Allowing us to write the covariant derivative as:
D, =0, +iQA;™ (4.35)

4.4. Topological Classification of the Solutions

Solutions of Georgi—-Glashow model is much richer than one would naively expect. There are static solutions of
(4.26) which are soliton-like. These type of stable solutions have finite energy density and at the asymptotic spatial
they obtain the vacuum expectation value ¢®¢® = u2. The soliton theory* tell us that these solutions are stable, if
they can not be deformed continuously to the trivial solution. The mathematical context, which describes this idea
is homotopy theory®.

4 We describe briefly some aspects of soliton theory in appendix B
5 An introduction for homotopy theory can be found in appendix A
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FIG. 4: Trivial Boundary.

In the Georgi-Glashow model the vacuum conditions ¢%¢® = u? = ¢'¢! + ¢?¢? + ¢33 = u? tell us that the
boundary manifold is sphere of radius u and we label it as S2,. After the symmetry breaking SU(2) — U(1) the
trivial boundary is associated with the Higgs field picking a particular direction, for example 5 = uZ. The vacuum
manifold on the other hand is the space of the broken symmetry SU(2)/U(1) ~ S2,.. Thus in order for soliton
solutions to exist, it must exist a non-trivial map between S2, and S2,.:

vac*

¢ SZ 52, (4.36)
These maps form the second homotopy group of S2,.:
7o (SU(2)/U(1)) = mo(S?) = Z (4.37)
Such map/solution was proposed by Polyakov and is called hedgehog solution:
o =u—, r— oo (4.38)
r

Indeed in figure 5 we see due to the topological defect at r = 0, the two maps can not be deformed continuously into
each other. In the following section we will see that this configuration indeed satisfies the properties we saw above.

0= (uln(x.y,2) ©=(0,0,u)

FIG. 5: Hedgehog solution vs the trivial map. The first map cannot be continuously transformed to the second one.

To sum up, the first step is to look if manifold of the solutions at the asymptotic spatial is connected non-trivially
with the vacuum manifold. If this holds then soliton solutions are possible and then we solve the equation of motion
with the appropriate asymptotic conditions.

4.5. Magnetic Charge

The hedgehog solution must satisfy the conditions (4.31), so that it corresponds to the vacuum energy. The third
conditions gives for (4.38) :

(D) = 0,(=%) + ie(ATT*)p (=) = 0=
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2
0qiT* — T4Tq

Tb
3 —+ eA‘;ecab— =0=
T T

Tyrd T
7(5a¢5bd — 0aadip) = —eAf€cab7 =

TpTd c b
=2 €cab€eid = _eAi €cab— =
r3 T

Td

c

A'L = —Ecidj =
er

’I“b

Aj(r) = €5, T 0 (4.39)
This corresponds to the non-Abelian magnetic field :

B! =(VxAY, =

B; = Eabceincab(?) =

. 04i0bn — Oanlbi
B = -2t _ann bn T 2 (81 — rrb) =
er

a,.k

rer

B(r) = (4.40)

ert

This magnetic field falls as 1/r2, something that we expect from coulomb like magnetic field. This suggests to identify
it as a magnetic field of the monopole, since the electric part of the field tensor is zero, F§; = 0. We can construct a
general solution of D,¢® = 0 for ¢?¢® = u?
D,¢*=0=
0,0 = —eecabAqub =

6dma¢mau¢a = eedmaecbaAZ¢b¢m =
6dma¢mau¢a = 6(5d06mb - 5db6mc)AZ¢b¢m =
1
Cima 000" = AL — AT =

ledmad)ma“(ba _ u2AZ 7UAZm d =

&

At =L gemga 1 "0,0" 4.41
M—Euﬁs“‘ﬁedmaﬁb 9 (4.41)

Where we have used the projection (4.34) of A}, to the unbroken subgroup U(1). Using this formula now we can
calculate the field tensor (4.24):

a 1 em ja 1 m b 1 em ja 1 m b
Fy,y:aﬂ[aAy ¢ +ﬁ€amb¢ 51/(%5]—31»[;14“ ¢ +ﬁ6amb¢ 3u¢]
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em j 1 m b em 1k 1 n c
*eeajk[ A (rb oul 6]mb¢ 8,u¢) M Ay ¢ + cul Eknc¢ al/¢ ] =

a 1 1
‘i(a# AT — 0 AT — —(AS"0,0% — AS"0,0") + —5 €amb|0, ¢ 0™ — 00" 0,0
U U eu?
1 ) 1
7$[Azm¢jau¢b¢meajkekmb + A Eajkejmeb 8;L¢b¢k] eut eajkejmbeknc(¢mau¢b¢nau¢c)

Note that:
1 b m b m 2 m b
02 eamb[ 0 au(b - ¢ av¢ ] = oul Gamba @ 8V¢

Focus on the term —%[Azmqﬁj@yqﬁbqueajkekmb + Aﬁmeajkejmbgbm[)“qﬁbd)k] and use the formula €.pc€amn = (Opmen —

6bnécm):

1
7[ ¢a¢ba”¢aAem + uZaM(bbAem + ¢a¢bay¢bAem _ UQan)aAfLm]

The second and the fourth term cancel the 1/u terms in the full expression. For the first and the third, we write for
example the first

¢b
2

¢b Po"

2

¢* 0" 0,0" = -Ou(

)= S0u(5 ):0

2

Thus these terms are equal to zero. As for the term ——Lreq k€ mpernc(9™ 0, 9" 0, ¢°) we write:

1 1
_Feajkejm,beknc((Z5 8 ¢b¢nau¢c) 6knc(éarnékb 5ab5km)(¢m¢naﬂ¢bau¢c)

1 1
k06706 0,67 — 667 9,070,6%) = ——ecnnd" 6" 9,104 0,6°
The field tensor is given then by

@ 2 1
Fo, = %(aﬂAgm AT + s camiOu " Do’ — s con 0" 0,00, 0°

@ 2 1
F, = %(@Ai’” = O AT") + —amOy PO, " — g €enk®" 0" Oy P* 0, ¢°

QSGFEV = u(aﬂAlejm - auAZm) + 6(Mnb ¢aa ¢m8V¢b 6cnk¢ a,u(bk u¢c
¢GF0«V em em 1 7 1
Tﬂ = (a/LAl/ - al/Au ) + @(eijk(ﬁ @L(;Sjaugbk)
¢a ;Lll/ o

1 . .
F. = = QA" = D AT") + — €31 O D, d* (4.42)

u

In the topolagically trivial sector where ¢* = 4(0,0,0) we get from (4.42):
Fu = 0,A7" — 0, A7

This expression coincides with field tensor of Maxwell’s theory and satisfies the Bianchi identity. Recall that Bianchi
identity corresponds to the homogeneous Maxwell equations, thus in the topologically trivial sector monopole does
not exist.
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In the case of non-trivial map like hedgehog solution Bianchi identity doesn’t hold anymore and we get:

a)\F;UJ +6},LFIJ/\ +6VF)\H =0=

ea’\””(?)\Fuu =0=
1 . .
eNOOuAT" = 0 AT + Z5eiind 0 0,0" =

~ 1 ) .
a)\F)\a = ﬁfijkGa)\uua/\¢zau¢Jau¢k =

ONFN = k2 (4.43)

1 . ,
B = g €016 0ud D0 (4.44)
Where Fo* = %e“’\“”(GMAf]" — &,Azm) is the dual electromagnetic tensor and we identify k® as a magnetic current.
This current is conserved:

0.k =0 (4.45)
Since the terms after the action of 0, are antisymmetric-symmetric products. We should note that this is not a
Noether current, because it does not originate from a continuous symmetry. The magnetic charge that composes this
current is called t’Hooft-Polyakov monopole.
We can calculate the magnetic charge by taking the zeroth component of the magnetic current :

1 . .
9= [ @kt = o [ @i meons'0,000,0" = 5 [ deenon60,00,6 -

1
2eu’
Where in the last line we used Stoke’s theorem and the integral has been taken over surface S? on the spatial
asymptotic. We can parameterise this surface with coordinates £* for @ = 1,2. Then it holds that
DE* Dk
arv 0&e

g = dS)\E/\'uVijQSZa ¢Jau¢k

a,¢" =

or

s = det(af)d2§:>dSA o™ or

1 &
=€ 7)’1/716(1

217 AT Gea geb

Then by also letting (;AS“ = ¢*/u we get for the magnetic charge:

1 or™ or" OEb - DT DE™ D
— Apv 7 Y] Tk 2 B 7
fds)\e e'L]kQS a}t¢ 8u¢ de %d fekmneuv agu 86” €ijk arud) 8617 orv 65“ =

orm ort  Ogb ., 047 9 D¢k
2 1Sy SHEY i
—_— fd 6 5 6m) €uv 86“ 8571 €ijk 8T”¢ gb arl/ 8611 =

) rt drv Db DE®  Arv Ot Db DEY .. B DPF
9= 76 P T eewmein(Ge 50 5m 5w ~ Bew 0ev arr 3?90 Dee
de o™ 9&Y Ork Or o&w 9Ev Ork Or o0& o€

o adk 1 0d 9k
7%d beaﬁwk(ﬁ 851) 85‘1 = e%dZé- €ba61jk¢ afb aga =

fd%f = 4”—” nez (4.46)

Where g is the determinant of the metric of S? on the spatial asymptotic. The integer n originates from the number
of times isovector ¢ covers the sphere S2,.. As for the 47 factor it is clear that originates from the integration of the
unit sphere S2,.. This condition is the non Abelian anologue of the Dirac quantization condition (3.14).

eg=4mn, neZL (4.47)
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4.6. ’t Hooft-Polyakov Ansatz

The asymptotic solutions (4.38), (4.39) are boundary conditions that solutions of (4.26) must respect. Again we
consider static fields and since the system of equations possesses spherical symmetry, 't Hooft and Polyakov suggest
a solution of the form:

¢ =uH(r)f =
Pt = ugH(r) (4.48)

Al = eamn = [1 = K(1)] (4.49)

A% =0 (4.50)

This is called 't Hooft Polyakov ansatz. As r — oo the functions H(r), K (r) must satisfy:

H(r) /=21 (4.51)
K(r) =20 (4.52)
Hr) =%0 (4.53)
K(r) =%1 (4.54)

So that boundary conditions (4.38), (4.39) hold at infinity and the fields are regular at r = 0. We could try to
substitute these solutions to equations of motions (4.26), but we will try something more convenient. We are going
to substitute them to the energy functional (4.30) and we will consider monopole solution that corresponds to a local
minimum of (4.30). We get:

A A Aut
V(e°g") = S1e"6" — ) = S H? — ) = S [H? 1] (4.55)
E® = F§, = 0gA% — 0, A% — e AbAS =0 (4.56)
a 1 ajk 1 J Aak k paj abc Abj pAck
Bi = 562'ij = ieijk(a A — 9 A — €AY A ) =
BY = 1e (—2 (1— K)e* — 1 2(1 — K) + rK'|[e"™*r o — 11k e?™i] — =S gcabebmigenk (| _ )2 r,) =
i 2 ijk er2 ert m m ord min
BY =26%(1 — K) ! ! 2(1 — K) + rK'|[r?5¢ a9 ! (1-2K + K*)rior® =
=201 -K)— — — — r reéy —rirt] — — (1 — T
! ¢ er? ert ! ert
u 2 . 2Kk , K, K 1 W 2K . K?
B = —rir® — —rir® — —0; + —rir® — —rir® + — e — —rr
ert ert er ers3 erd ert erd
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1 K
Bf = —[1+7rK' — Krir® — 6 — =
er er

a pa 1 2 \2 4 2 2 71 /
B{Bf = 551+ (K + K* = 2K — 2r K°K' + 2rK') + = 55 o

epa  1—-2K?+K* _(K')?
BB} = e2rd +2 e2r2

(- K22 | oK)’

apa __
BB = 2,4

e“r

uH ur®r; myb

rTr
(Di)g¢b = ai(¢a) + eAgecabQSb = 7‘73[5;17‘2 — Tﬂ’a] + 77‘2 Hl + ecmiecabirg) uH(l — K) =

H s H HK
(Di)go" = =5 [01? = rar 4+ “ H + [ = 1200 [y — =] =
ur®r; HK uHK
Db = L[H - 5
(Di)y ¢ ol e
HEK)? H 3u? 2 9HKH' HK
Di¢Di¢:u2[(H’)2+(T)—27KH/}+%H2K2+%( 2=, )?) =

2u?

Di¢D;¢ = u*(H')* + TT(HIQZ

Then we substitute (4.55),(4.56), (4.57), (7.67) into (4.30):

1— K2)2 (K/)2 u2 u2 )\u4
E = dS ( - H/ 2 2 (HK 2 " H2 -1 2
/ 2| 20274 + o272 + 9 (H')" + , ( )"+ 1 [ ] =

00 17K2 2 K’ 2 2,.2 by 4,.2
E:47r/0 [ 262T2) +(62) +”2T (H'? +u2(HEK)? + “2 (12 — 1))

We let the energy density as:

1-K?»? (K)? u*? _,, 5 Autr?
Y = H HK
20272 + o2 + D) ( ) +u ( ) +

The Euler-Lagrange equations that correspond to the local minimum of the energy of the system are:

oM d, oH

om0~ a'om)
oH_d oH
0K  dr 0K’

Then H and K satisfy the following differential equations:

O, ar0 4.2 2 _

8Hf2uKH+)\urH[H 1]
i(a’H
dr " 0H'

) = u?r?H" + 2u*rH'

K/2 K’ K/Z_KQK/
3K K+ r(K) R

21

(4.57)

(4.58)

(4.59)

(4.60)

(4.61)

(4.62)
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1 2
= H' =2K*H— — ~H' + W’H[H? - 1] (4.63)
r r
oH 1—-K?
2 oK L 92H?K
0K e2r2 T+
4 UK
dr 0K’ = T e2
K(K?2-1
= K" = % + ulH?’K (4.64)
r

Now let £ = uer and the equations (4.63), (4.64) become by noting that:

d d 2, d?
— =eu—: — = e U ——
dr d¢ dr? de?

And we get:

2K K(K?2-1)
ag? &

+ H’K (4.65)

d*H 2K?H 2dH )

— = -+ HH-1 4.66
d€2 52 g df + e2 ( ) ( )
Equations (4.66) and (4.65) can be solved only numerical. This does not hold in the case of A = 0, which corresponds
to the massless Higgs. This situation is called Bogomol’nyi limit. We will study this limit later on. In figure 6

o9 LN =t | _

0.8 L hops _
AUV ~ H(E atA=0
0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4 1 N -

03 |

0.2

0.1

0 2 4 6 8 10

FIG. 6: Profile functions K(§) and H(&)/¢ are shown for the 't Hooft— Polyakov monopole at A =0, A = 0.1 and A =1 [3]

we see that the functions H (), K(§) approach their asymptotic values quite fast. The gauge fields Aj, approach its
asymptotic value outside a core with radius of order R.. This defines the core of the of monopole. Then we can
estimate [14] the scale of the energy (4.59) as:

4T 1

— 2.2
E = Emag +E, ~ ?[RC +u'e Rc] (467)

Where we have ignored the Higg’s potential dependence from the energy, since we will see in (4 4.9), that the energy of
the configuration does not depend sensitively on the coupling A. The first term describes the energy of the magnetic
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field inside the core and the second the one the energy of the scalar field inside the core. By minimizing this expression
we obtain the value of R.:

dE—O:

dR.
R. = —1:i~10—28 4.68
. = (ue) M cm (4.68)

Note that the energy of the system (4.59) indeed tends to zero as r — oo, which is the vacuum value. We can also
check if the system contains magnetic charge by calculating the magnetic flux:

a a 1
g= fds B; = fds 9" Bi /d?’a;(Bfai(ﬁ“ + ¢“0; BY)
u

We can use the formula (4.11):

00, B = 56" ey (DAY A + AVOAN) = ecijuecand AT AT = (M0, AT eAfecard” = eBf Afecard”
Thus we get:
1 3 a a
9="1, d’zB'D;¢ (4.69)

We continue and we get:

1 1 1 K’ urar; HK.  uHK
g=1 /d%BgDN;a = - /d%[—[l K — K2 — 60— [ - )+ Y] =
u u ert er’t 12 r
4 HK. HK HK
g= g T (4K — K2 (H - =)+ ==+ rK — K*) ~ K'r(H' — —=) = 3K'KH] =
0
dx [ K HE® HE _HK?
g=— [ dr[H'- == +4rK'H' - K'KH - K2H' + ~K'H'r+HKK' —3KK'H] =

& 0 T T T

41 . ooy 47 d 2
o= T arH (1 = K?) — 2K K'H] = e/o ar S [H(1 - K?)] =

d 47 47
H(1- K =° = —
6[ ( )]7‘ 0 e

Thus 't Hooft-Polyakov ansatz provides a solution that contains magnetic charge and satisfies the appropriate
asymptotic behavior. Notice that the magnetic charge in this configurations is not fixed by an integer, but it cor-
responds to n = 1 in (4.47). On the other hand, at the boundary of the configurations, charges have a similar
quantization condition like the Dirac quantization (3.14). This is because at large distances the SU(2) symmetry is
broken to U(1)em and the magnetic soliton resembles a Dirac monopole. But at distances smaller than the wavelength
of the W bosons inside the core of the monopole the SU(2) symmetry is restored and we get a pure GUT magnetic
soliton.

4.7. Julia-Zee Dyon

In the 't Hooft Polyakov ansatz, we let A§ = 0. This can be generalised to a non zero time component of the vector
field by setting it:

Ag = EV(TW (4.70)

Then we can write the solution in covariant form:

A, = évmaﬂmﬁ + 2[1 — K(r)]i x 0,7 (4.71)
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This field configuration is a non-Abelian dyon, a configuration which has both electric and magnetic charges. The
non-Abelian electric field is given by:

Ef = F§, = 00AY — 0;Af — eeabcAgAf =

Vo, 1
Efl = ——6} — —=(rV' = V) = =V(1 - K)(f*"; — 6
L U ) = V(= K)(77 — 6F)
VK , 1
B = LR g V-V, (1.72)
e r er
Ypope = L 2y 1 ovii?
270 2722

The energy functional (4.30) becomes:

1_K22 KIQ 2,.2 )\42
) ( )+ur(H’)2+u2(HK)2+ ur

2 112
2022 o2 9 (H® = 1]7]  (4.73)

E:47r/oodr[21 (2VZK? + o2 (V)2)+(
0 6

With energy density:

(1 _ K2)2 (K/>2 U2T2 o 9 9 )\U4’I"2
2e2r2 e? + 2 (H')"+ u(HE)" + 4

H = i(V2K2 + r2(v')?

> 5 [H* —1]2 (4.74)

)+
From the energy functional we can estimate the radius of the core of the dyon and since electric terms will give the
same behavior as the scalar kinetic term. Thus we expect a core of radius R, ~ 10728¢m.

The equation of motion for H({) again is given by (4.66) after the change of variable £ = eur. For K (r) and V (r)
we get:

oH K d A OH K"
=2K 2——2[( 20H*K  — =2—
0K v + dr (aK’) €2
£= K(K?-1)
K" = K(H?*4+V?) + —a (4.75)
OH 1 d ,OH 1
2 _9 VK2 il — (V! 2y
oV 62V dr(ﬁV’) 62( rVi+rvY)
E=eur 7 2VK2 2V/
V" = — 4.76
52 5 ( )
This system of equations can be solved numerically. Note that the function V(r) has an asymptotic behavior:
v =50 v 20 (4.77)

Where the constant C is associated with the electric charge as we will see. Note that from equation of motion (4.26)
for the gauge field, we can obtain by letting ; = 0 and v spatial:

a b0 .c a 'LL2 2 Tb rere
D;F§; = —ecased' D°¢" = DiE} = ——cape H(NV (1) - = 0 =

D;E* =0 (4.78)

= ¢ EL = eE%eoap ASQ°
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Just as with magnetic charge we can calculate the electric charge from the Gauss law:

1 1
- E}{dSnET%“ = /d%(wanE; + E%0,¢)

q= 1 / d>zE D, ¢* (4.79)
u
Where we have make use of (4.78). We have:
1VK HK HK
/ drr?[———=07 + T[VK—TV’]f%][uf%[H -1+ L
HK_  HK
/ arr? [R5 4 L VE - v - ) ¢ T g o
4 o0
q= _g / dr2HVK? + r*H'V'] =
0
_ 4w > 2 217y /!
¢=-— d¢2HVK? + €H'V'] =
0
. 4 & 4 o0 4 2
(4 76) 7?7( d€[£2HV” + 25‘//]_[ 4 52le/] _ 7% dé-[é-Q(Hvl)/ + (52)/V,H] _ 7?71— g [f EV]
0 0 0
To compute this note that (4.76)
[ee] oo oo
V' =2VK? - 2V'¢ = / deV?"e? =2 / dEVK? -2 / decv’' =
0 0 0
V'€ |¢coo — / de2evV’ = / dE2VK? -2 / desv! =
0 0 0
V' HE t—oo = / dE2VK? = —A
0
Thus we get:
4 A
q= T gA (4.80)

Where ¢ is the magnetic charge of the configuration. Notice that for A = 0, electric charge vanishes and as r — oo,
V' — 0. This suggests that for V = 0 = A§ = 0 the configuration of the system describes a magnetic monopole.
Also note that A is an arbitrary parameter and it is not quantized on the classical level unlike the magnetic charge
quantization, which has topological origins. Anti-dyon solution is also possibly since we could let A — —A, or we
could perform a gauge transformation that changes Ag — —Ag. Finally, A§ is parallel to the Higgs triplet ¢* and
thus we can consider it as an additional triplet of scalar fields. This is called Julia-Zee correspondence ¢* < A§.

4.8. The Bogomol’nyi Limit

Let’s try to calculate a lower bound for the dyon and magnetic monopole mass. Our starting point is the energy of
static configuration (4.30) and we write in a general form:

1
E = / x5 (Y E} + BY B + Di¢" Dig") + 2(«%@ —u?)? =
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E= /d%[%(EﬁE;’ + B¢BY 4 cos*(a) D" D™ + sin*(a) D" Dip™) + %(gz;aqsa —u?)? =

E = /d3x%[(Ef—sin(a)Dian)?—l—(Bf—cos(a)Digba)Q]—Fsm(a)/dSzEfDigba%—cos(a)/deBfDigba%—/ d3x%(¢a¢a—u2)2

(4.81)
Where a is an arbitrary real number. We have mention that the differential equations (4.66) and (4.65) have analytical
solution only for A = 0. The potential then vanishes and the minimum of (4.81) occurs for:

Ef = sin(a)D;o" B} = cos(a)D;¢" (4.82)

Since then the scalar field vanishes. These are the Bogomol’'nyi—Prasad—Sommerfield (BPS) equations. Substi-
tute these equations to (4.81) and we get:

E = sin(a) / d*xE*D;¢" + cos(a) / d*x B D;¢* = usin(a)q + ucos(a)g =

E > u(sin(a)q + cos(a)g) (4.83)
Where we have used (4.79) and (4.69). Equation (4.83) provides a lower bound for the energy of the configurations.
As a function of a, (4.83) has a minimum for:

— =0=tan(a) = g =A (4.84)

This provides a lower bound for dyon mass:

M > ulq+ig| = u/¢% + ¢? (4.85)
This is known as the Bogomol’nyi bound. By considering (4.84) the lower bound for the dyon mass becomes:

M > u(sin{a)g + cos(a)g) = u(gtan(a)sin(a) + geos(a) = s = T — S

Where the bound holds for a € [0,7/2). Equation (4.84) tell us the amount of electric and magnetic charge dyon
contains. Therefore the mass of dyon depends from the electric and magnetic charge in the configuration. Note that
(4.82) give:

JK J+JK —rJ' ap, HEK  uHK
E} = sin(a)D;¢* = —u—-0;' + u¥r‘lri = sin(a)[ur d [H — |+ “ 5 =
r2 r4 r2 r r
sin(a)H = =V (4.86)
1 K’ ar, KH HK
B} = cos(a)D;¢* = —[1 +rK' — K2)ror; — 68— = cos(a)%[H’ -—]+ cos(a)u of
er er T r
K' = —cos(a)HKeu 1 — K? = uer?cos(a)H'
=eur dK
L=eur, U~ —cos(a)HK (4.87)

E=eur dH ]. ]. — K2
— 4.
d¢  cos(a) &2 (4.88)

And this system of differential equations is solved by [10]:

V(&) = tan(a)[coth(§) — %] (4.89)
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K(§) = sini(f) (4.90)
() = s (coth€) = ) (191)

Where the boundary conditions (4.53), (4.51), (4.54), (4.52) and (4.89) are satisfied.
Now let’s investigate the lower bound of the magnetic monopole which corresponds for C' = 0 => a = 0. Then the
BPS equation, since Ef = 0, is given by:

BY — Dyg (4.92)
This equation gives
1 K’ “ry KH HK
— 1+ 7K — Ko — g0 — = g - 2 B e
ers er r2 r r
HK
= K'=-weHK 1+rK —K?=euw?H — ]
r
E:eur dK dK 2 2 dH HK
e, D0 HK O 1460 —K2=¢s - S =
dg dg [ dg 3 ]
dK dH
= - _HK 2 =1-K? 4.
= £ (4.93)
This system of differential equations is solved by [10]:
13 1
K()=——+ H(&) = coth(§) — = 4.94
©= s HO = coth()— 3 (194)

Where the boundary conditions (4.53), (4.51), (4.54) and (4.52) are satisfied. Notice that these solutions can be
obtained if we set @ = 0 at the (4.91) and (4.89). In figure (8) and (7) we can see that the functions H(§) and K (§)
have the expected behavior. By setting ¢ = 0 and a = 0, (4.85) becomes

ue
M>ug=———
e

=1 4.
Tir 3Tmw (4.95)

10 — 0.8 — H®

0.8 1

0.6 - 051

K(E)
H(E)

0.4

0.2 4 0.21

0.01

FIG. 7: Graph of K(¢&) FIG. 8: Graph of H(¢)

If we consider the experimental value of the weak bosons to be around 90GeV, we get an enormous lower bound of
12 TeV. In this model the mass is too large, therefore it might explain the lack of experimental evidence so far. If this
is the case, recall that an electromagnetic theory which is symmetric under O(2) field transformations have one unified
charge (2.21). Then the magnetic charge is expected to be observed at T'eV scale, therefore a dyon configuration for

example bellow this scale has a unified charge ¢> = e + g2 ~ €2.
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4.9. Monopole mass dependence from the Higgs coupling

BPS limits provides a lower bound for the monopole mass, since Higgs potential is turned off. We can compute
correction due to the effect of A being non-zero. This can be done by using numerical analysis techniques to solve the
system of differential equations and hence calculating the mass of the monopole.

Firstly we change the variable ¢ = eur and let 3% = 2@%‘ = (7”:—;’/)27 thus (4.59) becomes:
4 00 1— K2 2 2 2
M(B) = ? dﬁ[(2€2) + (K')? + %(H’)2 + (HK)? + %52(H2 — 1) = 137mw C(B) (4.96)
0
Where the Bogomol'nyi bound holds:
CcB)=>C0)=1 (4.97)
Notice that:
dC B [ aaim2 12
— == d H -1 4.
a3 1), ¢lEB( )71>0 (4.98)

Which means the mass of the monopole increases as a function /.

The other extreme case where 8 — oo, the potential energy term forces the Higgs field to be frozen at its vacuum
value almost everywhere. Thus at this limit H(€) = 1 for all £ > 0. In this case the system of differential equations
reduces to a massive Yang-Mills equation, (4.65) gives:

EKYL =K — Koo + &Ko (4.99)
And the energy integral (4.96) becomes:
© (11— K2%)?
C(o0) = / dé[(%;"”) + (KL)? + K%)= 1.787 (4.100)
0

Where we have used the result of [6]. Therefore for the intermediate values of 8, 1 < C(8) < 1.787. Indeed numerical
solutions showcase this behavior in figure (9). For small values® of 8 both numerical [7] and asymptotic [6] solutions

o 5 10 15 20 25 30 36 40 a5 50

a
FIG. 9: C(B) as a function of 8, accurate up to 11 digits [7].

suggest an expansion for C(f):

B

CB=1+5+ o(6?) (4.101)
Similarly for large values” of 8 we have an expansion of C(f3):
2.22 1
C(B) = 1.787 — 78 +0(3;) (4.102)

6 (1074 < B <5 x107%)
7 (1000 < B < 2000)
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5. GRAVITATIONAL T HOOFT POLYAKOV MONOPOLES

In this section, we are going to discuss the gravitational effects of monopole configurations in Georgi-Glashow model.
First we are going derive general properties of the monopole solution in curved space-time and then we are going to
discuss the circumstances under which monopoles in such model can be viewed as black holes.

5.1. ’t Hooft-Polyakov Monopoles In Curved Space-Time

The Lagrangian of the Georgi-Glashow model inside gravitational field is given by:

A

S (9%0" — u2)2] = \/jg[ﬁgravity + Ematter] (5.1)

R 15 = 1
- FHV'F#V+§D”¢GD“¢G— 5

VgL =Vilega - g

Where R the Ricci scalar. Now our model has two sectors, the gravitational and matter sector.

Loravits =~V Fpps (2
Lmatter = V=gl § - ¥ + 2D, D6 — 2(6°9" )’ Gx)
In this analysis we are going to work with the static the spherical symmetric metric:
ds* = B(r)dt* — A(r)dr?* — r?dQ? (5.4)
Where df2 is the infinitesimal solid angle:

dQ? = do* + sin®(0)d¢? (5.5)

Asymptotically we expect space-time to be flat:
A(0) = B(o) =1 (5.6)

For our convenience we let:

~ 2GM(r)

Ar) = (1= ==

)~ (5.7)
Where M(r) corresponds to the mass produced by the SU(2) configurations. We want to generalise monopole
configurations studied in the previous section to curved space-time. For this we consider the configuration in 't Hooft
ansatz:

¢* = uH(r)f® (5.8)
Ar— 12 f(r) [F x 05 (5.9)
A5 =0 (5.10)
With boundary conditions:
H0)=0 H(oo) =1 K((0)=1 K(o00)=0 (5.11)

These fields correspond to monopole configuration as we saw in the previous section. Therefore the difference with the
flat case is that now the mangetic monopole causes the space-time to be curved. In order to study this generalization
we will compute the various terms in our Lagrangian, which are affected by the curved-spacetime. We note that:

goo=(9")"'=B(r)  gu=(g")"=-A0r)  gn=(g")""=tsin?0) gu=(¢")" = (512)



From the previous section we have the components of the covariant derivative acting on the Higgs field:

HK, uHK
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(D;)d¢? = uis;[H' — " —|+ " 0 (5.13)
Write them as vectors in spherical coordinates (t,r,0, ¢):
- - HK - HK -
Did = wiH' — Dod =2 0 Dig= YR % (5.14)
Time components are zero since our solution is static. Then the kinetic Higgs term becomes:
w?H?  u?H?K?
Digp = ”D’ Dip=— — 5.15
Di¢-D'§ = 54" D'¢- D' = — " — g (5.15)
The components of non-Abelian tensor are given by:
. K . 2(1 - K) ba ba Fopm
Fz’j = o (Eab]TbTZ — €abﬂ'b7"]) + T[t?m'j + €ab7;7°b7”j — eabjrbri] - o2 (K - 1)2€ijm (516)
The non-zero components are then:
— / ~
Fig=—¢ (5.17)
4 A
F13 = —7827?,(0)9 (518)
- in(6
Fo3 = sin )(1 - K?)7 (5.19)
Then we calculate the kinetic energy of the non-Abelian field:
1 ip jo 1 L 4 22 o L 99 33 o L 11 33,3 \2 (K/)Q (K/) sin (9) sz(e)
—= “F,oFyj = F Fy = F =— — - -
479 Feetis = 7999 (Fr2)* 79 (F2s)” 79 (Fi3) 2Ae2r2  2e2Ar2sin?(0) 2e?r*sin?(6)
sy (KD (K
——F;; - FY = — — 2
4° " Ae?r? 2e2r4 (5-20)
The Higgs potential is equal to:
A 4
(¢°¢" —u?)? = = (H? —1)? (5.21)
Note that:
V=g = y/—det(g,.,) = r’sin(0)V AB (5.22)

Therefore, the matter contribution to the action is:

(o}

- K2 1 K2)2 2572 2 12 )2 4
Smatter = 27T/dt/rzdr/d&rzsin(é)\/AB[—( ) { )© _u Y - AL(HQ -1 =

Ae2r? 2e2r4 24 72 4
0

) WIH'? 2772 172 _pe2y2 4 ®
Smatter:_47r/ /dTT2\/E{ [(K) H ]+u H K _|_(1 K) +)‘l(H2_1)2}:/dt/
0

e2r2 2 r2 2e2p4 4
0

drﬁmatter

(5.23)

(1-K?)?
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From the matter sector we can obtain the equations of motions for the field functions. We apply the Euler-Lagrange
equations for the gauge field:

d aﬁmatter _ aﬁmatter
v o )T ok T

d[ ieﬂ VABK (uH)? + \/EK(KQ—l):

e2r2
1 d, /B 1
And for the Higgs field:
i(aﬁmatter) _ 8£matte’r
dr> OH' ' 0H
1 d ., [B HK2 P

Notice in flat space-time limit; A, B — 1, equations (5.25) and (5.24) reduce to (4.66) and (4.65) as it was expected.
Now we proceed with the gravity sector. The Ricci scalar of the static spherical metric is given by [29]:

gl B BA B aw o1 o0
" AB 242B  2B2A  rAB rA?2 g2 A ’

Since the gravitational sector will give rise to equations of motion for the functions A(r) and B(r), we let the quantities:

(K/)Z UZH'Q
wW?H K?  (1-K?*»?% Mt 9
U == r2 2@2""4 T(H - 1) (528)
Therefore we write the action of the system:
B” B'A"  B? 2B 24 2 1 T
S=-4 dt drr — -—— = =(1-—= VAB(= +U 5.29
7T/ / 167rG 4B 2428 2mA Trap a2 0T ) TVABGG AU (5.29)
Notice that:
’ "2 1Al 7.2 IBoY
r2B" - r2B' A - r2B’2 . 2% B’ _ (7‘23/)/ - TQ(BB/A/—I—AB/BI) _ \/AB(TQB/)/_ % .
vVAB 2AVAB 2BVAB +AB Vv AB 2ABvVAB AB
/ An / v AB
r2B" B r2B' A’ B r’B? N 2rB’ _ AB(r*B')' — 2B/3124\/%B _ AB(r*B')' — ZB/Q(\/ﬁ
vVAB 2AVAB 2BVAB +AB (AB)? (AB)?
r?B"  r*B'A"  r?B? LB VAB(r*B') — r*B'(VAB) _ ( r’B’ y
VAB 2AVAB 2BVAB VAB VAR - VAB
Therefore these terms don’t contribute, since they are written as a total derivative. We left with:
AB 2A' 2 1 T
S=4 dt d —1==)) - VAB(— +U 5.30
o fan [ arge G 50 - ) - VAR +U) (530)



To simplify the expression we let:

X =VAB
B
Y =4/—
A
From these we obtain:
X
A=—
Y
B=XY
It holds:
XY - XY’
I
A = Ve
Thus we get:

/

o0 1 X'y o0
=4 — (r Y= Y +2X -2V — (YT + XU)r? =
S W/dt/o dr[167TG( r— rY’ + )— (YT + XU)r<] /dt/o drL

Now we obtain the equations of motion for X and Y, by applying the Euler-Lagrange equations:

d oL, oc
dr 0X" 90X
1 drY 1 rX'Y 1 5
G X" 8a x2 Taa U7
d rY rX'Y 9
%(Y>——?+1—8FGUT =
(rY) = X(1 — 87Gr2U)
oL, or
dr oy’’’ — oy
1 1 2rX’
- = —2] —Tr?
8.6 Tonc x AT =
X/
YZS'R—GTT

Integrate (5.38):

X(r)= exp[SWG/drTr] —

1 f 1
A= Eexp[lGﬂ'G/drTr] = Eexp[F(r)]
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(5.31)

(5.32)

(5.33)

(5.34)

(5.35)

(5.36)

(5.37)

(5.38)

(5.39)



33

We write thus Y as:

/B 1 F(r)
Using this we obtain from (5.37):
T F_, 9

(%e;vp(g))’ = exp[%r)](l — 871GriU) =

Veap(Ey 4 LT By Z eop(Eya — snGr?
(A) ea:p(Z)—l—2Adremp(2)—emp(2)(1 8rGrelU) =
T 2
(%)’+ Swi "1 - 8GR >
Ty 24 L
() =1-87Gr(U + 3) (5.41)
Note that:
1
A= 1_ 2GM@®) =
%: r—2GM(r) (5.42)

Therefore we get:

2GM
1-2GM’' =1-87Gr?[U +T(1 — GT)] =

M’ = 4rxr* (T + U) — 8tGMTr (5.43)

Let now:
P(r) = 871'G/drTr (5.44)

Then we multiply (5.43) with exp(—P(r)) and we get:

M'exp(—P(r)) = 4nr*(T + U)exp(—P(r)) — 8tGMrexp(—P(r)) =

/drM’exp(—P(r)) = 47T/d7‘T2(T+ U)exp(—P(r)) — SWG/drTMrexp(fP(r)) =
0 0 0

/drM’exp(—P(r)) = 47r/d7‘7‘2(T—|— U)exp(—P(r)) — 87rG/drTMrexp(—P(r)) =
0 0 0
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/drM’exp(—P(r)) = 47T/d7‘7‘2(T + U)exp(—P(r)) — /drM[exp(—P(r))]' =
0 0 0

Mexp(—P(r))|5° = 47r/drr2(T + U)exp(—P(r)) =
0

o0
M := M(c0) = 47r/dr1"2(T + U)exp(—P(r)) + exp(—P(0))M(0) (5.45)
0
When we investigate the matter field functions K(r) and H(r) we saw that they obtain their asymptotic behaviors
for r — oo outside the monopole core. Therefore M := M(c0) can be considered as total mass of the monopole in
curved space-time. In order for (5.7) to be well defined at r = 0, it must M (0) = 0. Then by taking the limit » — 0,

we have A(0) = 1. Physically speaking this means that there is no singularity at the center of the monopole. We get
then:

M(c0) = 47r/drr2(T + U)exp(—P(r)) (5.46)

In addition to this we rewrite (5.43):

1 T
M' = 4rr* (T + U) — 8aGMTr = dnxr*(T + U) — 4wr*T(1 — 1= 4m~2(Z +U) =
oo , T
M(oo) =4x [ drr <Z +U) (5.47)
0

Thus (5.46) and (5.47) describe equally M (co0). We will show now this is simply the energy of the system. The energy
momentum tensor is given by (4.29)

Tl = —g P F{PFS, + D¢ Dy¢® — 64 Lonatter (5.48)

The Hamiltonian of the system is given by:

15 — 1 by
H= T(? = —Lyatter = _[_ZFHV B g §D#¢‘IDN¢G _ §(¢a¢a . u2)2] N
7 T
b= 4W/T2[Z +Ul (5.49)

0

Therefore indeed (5.46) is the energy of the system. Finally let’s discuss two remarks. First from (5.36) we have:

oo /
Szi/dt/ (X oy 4 X Y) - 8rG(YT + XU =
2G ) X

/

L=r

Y
< rY' + X Y - 8rG(YT + XU)r? (5.50)

Use (5.38):
L=Yr’8nGT —r(Y) + X =Y = 81G(YT + XU)r? =
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L=—rY)+X-Y -8GXUr? =

L= —T(\/E)'—&-\/AB— \lg— VAB8rGUr? = —7“(#)/-1- VAB — % — VAB8rGUr* =

L= fr[%(@)4@(%)%@*@*@%@# - r(@yfwr)ur%(W)@@@qmuf%)

L= r(JT)’a—%)JF\/E(

From (5.38):

1) rVAB(5) ~r(VABY ~VABSGU? = [r(VAB) (1~ )]/ ~r(VABY —VAB87GU

(VAB)' = VAB8=GTr

And we obtain:

L=[r(VAB)(1 - =)' — 8nGTr*VAB — VAB8xGUr?

1
A
The total derivative does not contribute to L and we left with:
L= —8mr’GVAB(T + U)
And we can multiply L with (2G)~1:
L=—4mr*VAB(T+U) <0 (5.51)

This means that the action functional is manifestly negative, which means the energy functional:
o0

E=-— / dt / arL (5.52)

0

Is positive definite and thus has a greatest lower bound E. This suggests that the system has indeed a solution.
As a second remark, consider 5.44 and notice since T' > 0 then P(r) > 0. This also means that exp(—P(r)) >
exp(—P(0)), since P(co) = 0. Therefore for non-singular solutions (M (0) = 0) obtain:

M > exp(—P(0)) / dranr®*(T 4+ U) (5.53)
0

Recall that the integral above is simply the monopole mass in flat space. Then by taking the BP.S limit; A = 0:
Miea = Mfiq;exp(—P(0))

curve

And since exp(—P(0)) << exp(—P(00)) = 1 we conclude:
Mo g < My (5.54)

curved =

This a very interesting remark, when monopole is considered with a curved background, its mass gets smaller compared
to a flat background.

5.2. ’t Hooft Polyakov Monopole As A Black Hole

So far we have consider monopole solution in curved space-time with M (0) = 0 such that there is no singularity
at r = 0. In order for a black hole to form, it is necessary for event horizons to form. This occurs when A(ry,) = oo,
with rj, being the event horizon. Solving this we can find:

1 2GM (ry)

Th

=0=
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M(ry) = % (5.55)

Then the differential equation (5.43) becomes:

1 T
M' =4mr*(T + U) — 87GMTr = 4nr*(T + U) — 4nr®T(1 — —) = dmr*(—— + U) =
A A(Th)
M'(ry) = 4mriU (5.56)
Using this we can set the following condition at the event horizon:
1, 2GM(r),, 2GM'(ry)  2GM(rp,)
Ny = (1= 2y =
()l = (1= =20, T
Ay =L srev (5.57)
AV Ty, T '

Now the equations of motion for the matter fields for » = rj, give two conditions:

1 d /B HK?
(5.25) = —[r?H’ Z”“ =2+ MPH(H? —1) =

7”21 Vv AB dr h
1 1 HK?
H' —[rv/B/A]|y=r H[rY)_ =2 HH? -1
T%L\/E[Th dr [’I" / H = h] T%L\/Erh [T‘ }777h T}QL + Au ( )
Use (5.37):
1 1 H(rp)K?
H’(rh)(r— —8nGrpU) = H’(rh)(z)ﬂrh = QM + M2 H () (H?(rp,) — 1) (5.58)
H h

1 d [B_, N

1 d. /B 1
/= K = K(ueH)* + S K(K* 1) =
VABdr-V AT r2

i 1! _ 2 i 2
X(YK)|Tth(ueH) Jrr%K(K 1)

Note that at r = ry:

Y +Y'r, = X[1 - 87GriU] =

Y/

1
= X[E — 81GrpU]|
Thus we obtain:

1 1 1
K[ = 8nGmU] = K'( )|, = K (rn) (ueH (ra))* + 3 K (rn) (K> (ra) = 1) (5.59)
h
These additional conditions overdetermine the solution, suggesting that for non-singular conditions events horizons
don’t exist.
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Let’s investigate singular solution, where M (0) # 0 and 1/A(0) = 0. We expect a different mass from the singular
case. Consider the asymptotic behavior of the fields, where:

H(oo)=1 K(oc0) =0 (5.60)
For these values we have:
1
T = = . 1
0 2e2r4 (5.61)

Then (5.43), gives:

2m
2
M/(T) =A4nr<U = 27712
T 2m 2m
0
M(r)=M — 2r (5.62)
B e’r ’
Then (5.7) gives:
2GM _
A = (1 - 2G0T
r
e AnG .y 2GM | ri
A =>0-—"+35) A-—=—=+3) (5.63)
Where:
re = 2GM (5.64)
2 G 4m vJe
2 Xmeo__ 2 (20 2 _
r, =G in 47r( - ) - (5.65)
In addition to this (5.38) gives:
X' =0=VAB=1=
B(r) = — (5.66)
r A0 .

This means that the monopole singular solution corresponds Reissner-Nordstrom black hole with a magnetic charge

Qm = 4?”. The event horizons are given by:
ry=GM £ /G*M? —r2 (5.67)

The quantity under the square root must be positive, because if it’s negative we get a naked singularity. Therefore it
must hold:

us _9m

5.68
2 = (5.68)

Therefore, there is a critical value of monopole mass M. = Q.,,/V4nG , for a black hole to form. We have mentioned

that gravity decreases the monopole mass and is smaller than the flat case in the BPS limit, where M ﬁ;s = 4qu/e.

Thus it is a good approximation to let M, = M ﬁfts . We find then:

MJ> @m
e VarG

=
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1672u? 1672
e2 T 4nGe?

2
1 _ MPlanck ~ M2 =
AnrG An Planck

u? >
MPlanck

Ucritical = ﬁ ~ 1019G6V (569)

Let’s discuss this result. For u << Mpjancr, We expect gravitational effects to be weak and thus the system behaves
similarly to the flat problem. On the other hand, for u >> Mpjsnck, recall that the monopole radius is given by
R=1/eu:

ry >>R (5.70)

We see that the event horizon is larger than the magnetic monopole. This means when the vacuum expectation
value is much larger than the Planck mass, the event horizon of the black hole tends to ’hide’ the monopole. Thus
the magnetic monopole becomes a black hole. In addition to this let’s see how the event horizon arises, while the
monopole mass increases. In particular from 5.7, we see that when M (r)/r takes its maximum value, 1/A(r) takes
its minimum. The maximum value of mass is obtained asymptotically, therefore we consider (5.62):

me 2m

r r e2r2
M(r),, M 47
[ r ) r2 = e2rd

M A
4 1
Y

Now we approximate M = M (o0) = ‘““T“ and we get:

re~ — =R (5.71)

We see that the 1/A takes its minimum value approximate at the monopole radius. Its minimum value is given by:

- 2GM(re), d7ru? 2T 5 oy 9
A(Tc)_[l_ o ] = [1-2G( c e—e2ue)]—[1—G47ru]=>

u2

~1- G~ l— O(=—5——
Ml%lanck

yTe ) (5.72)

We see that the minimization of 1/A(r) is controlled by the value of w. This is what we expected, since we already

noted that the event horizon appears for u ~ Uecritical = 2\/1@. Indeed the formula above produces the expected

result:

1
~1—4rG(———)? =0
(2\/7TG)

This argument also tell us that when the event horizon starts to appear for u & u¢riticar, then the event horizon is
equal to the monopole radius r..

Are)
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As a final remark the fields behave asymptotically near the event horizon outside of the monopole core. Then the
solution for this region is the Reissner-Nordstrom solution. It would be unphysical for fields to behave asymptotically
for finite distances. This because the proper length from the center of the monopole tends to be infinity. This is
because A(r) behaves as A(r) ~ (r — r,)~2 near rj, and thus blows up at A(ry,). Then the proper length :

r

I(r) = / dr[A(r)]Y/? 2 o (5.73)

0

To sum up the discussion, we have showcase that for non-singular solutions event horizon cannot be form. Therefore
we investigate singular solutions, where we showcase that event horizons can be formed for vacuum expectation values
U > Ueritical ~ Mplanck- FOr w < Ueritica;r the gravitational effects are weak and we expect for system to behave
similarly to the flat space-time case. On the other hand for u >> u¢piticqi, Outside the monopoles core the space-time
behaves like the Reissner-Nordstrom solution and the monopole is contained inside the black hole. We highlight that
the solution behaves like Reissner-Nordstrom for asymptotic values of fields and as we approach to finite distances,
the metric must differ. For the critical value © ~ ucpiticar, the event horizon of the black hole coincides with monopole
radius. Finally, from this discussion it is clear that as vev increases from the critical value, the event horizon tends
to expand so that monopole is contained inside the horizon.

6. ELECTROWEAK MONOPOLES

In this section we are going to review to concept of dyons in the electroweak model. We are starting with reviewing
the electroweak model without matter fields and continue with topological arguments that support the existence of
stable solutions within the standard model framework. Then we will introduce the Cho-Maison dyon solution which
can be viewed as hybrid between ’t Hooft-Polyakov monopole and Dirac monopole. Such solution is very charming,
since it is widely believed that monopoles within the standard model are not possible. Despite that, there is a crucial
problem; the energy of configuration is infinite. We describe two general schemes, under which the mass of Cho-
Maison dyon can become finite. These schemes could be originated from some unspecified dynamics that arise from
modifications of the standard model or from quantum corrections. We are starting with regularising the dyons energy
by modifying the interactions of W-bosons with the electromagnetic field. Moreover, we compare the infinite energy
dyon in electroweak model with finite one in the Georgi-Glashow model. After that we discuss the regularization of
the hypercharge sector.

6.1. Electroweak Model

Electromagnetic and weak interactions are expected to unify at the energy scale of 246 GeV and the model which
describes electroweak interactions is known as Weinberg-Salam model. Such model is a SUL(2) x Uy (1) Yang Mills
field coupled with a complex Higgs doublet. The SU}, (2) part is associated with the non-Abelian gauge field W and
Uy (1) with Abelian hypercharge gauge field B,,. The Lagrangian of this theory is:

1 a aur ]' v )\
L= ~1FuF we ZGWG“ +(D,¢) D¢ — 5((;5*(;5 —u?)? (6.1)
F, = 0,W0 — 0,W + ge“"*WIW}) (6.2)
G,uu = a,uBu - aVB,u (63)
/
D, =0, — i%& W, — i%Bﬂ (6.4)

Where we are working in the spinor representation and group elements of SUp(2) x Uy (1) are generated by
[%1, %2, #, 1_”3] with ¢’ being the Pauli matrices. The symmetry breaking procedure for such field theory has
been discussed analytically in (4 4.2) for the scalar sector and the mass of the resulting Highs field is given by (4.21).

In addition to the massive Higg’s boson, the non-Abelian gauge bosons also obtain mass. To showcase this let:

(%) - (i) i) (2) °




40

Wi = T(Wl +iW;) (6.6)

g = gtan(Ow) (6.7)

/

9 9

Where Oy ~ % is the Weinberg angle. Then let the scalar field take the vacuum expectation value (4.17) and in the
kinetic term of the scalar field we find:

cos(Ow) = sin(fw) = (6.8)

g2u? o u2g?
(Du¢)'(D") > o (WSWHE L WW ) + W(GW)ZMZ“ (6.9)
Also note that:
ig o3 . 9 1—i—7a3 ig o' +io? n ol —io?

D6 > [—ig(l + o) sin(Ow) A, — — sin?(0w) )Zy —~

- +
2 T
We identify the coupling e = gsin(fw ). e is the fundamental electric charge associated with ubroken U(1) generator

1+2"3 as we saw in (44.2). We can write the fundamental electric charge as a function of the couplings g and ¢’ by
using (6.8):

cos(Ow) (? 2

/
P — (6.10)

Recall the symmetry breaking pattern (4.18) and now in this physical context, becomes:

SU2) x Uy (1) 2285 U, (1) (6.11)

Therefore the vector field A, is associated with the unbroken group is the electromagnetic field. From (6.9) we can
obtain the masses of the vector bosons W+, W~ and Z:

aqu

my = (6.12)
/a2 1+ o2
my = % (6.13)
mw
— = 0 6.14
L cos(f) (6.14)

To showcase the electric charge of vector bosons, notice in (6.4) that W don’t interact with the hypercharge field
B,,, thus they all have hypercharge zero. The standard model vacuum satisfies:

—10) =0 6.15
10 (6.15)
And we write:
o® g ol —io? _o' +io? o3 g _ o’
Wi— =W w, Wi = —W+— w, wi—
Wi \/5( 5 Wi ) WS \f[ + 2]+g,t2
Where the following commutation relation holds:
od oF ot
= 1
=52 (6.16)
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We identify the gauge boson isospin states:

oT
W= 10) WS— 0) (6.17)
By acting with 03/2 to these states we can find their isospin eignvalue:
3 3
—Wia— 0) =+ 2w, 0 Wi‘i— 0 Wia— 0
—W3— |0y =0

Therefore the isospin of W3 is Iyys = 0 and the isospin of W¥ is I+ = £1 Remember the empirical formula:

Y
Q=1+ 5 (6.18)
Where Y is the hypercharge and @ is the electric charge. This means that Qw3 = 0 and Qyw+ = +1. Note that Z is

a superposition of B and W3, and since B also has zero electric charge® then Qz = 0.

6.2. Topological argument

Let’s investigate if stable soliton like solution are possible in the electroweak model. After symmetry breaking
the broken group is (SU(2) X Uy (1))/Uem(1) ~ 52 The vacuum expectation value of the complex Higgs doublet is
given by the condition (4.16) and |¢1|? + |¢2]|?> = u?. This means that vacuum manifold is S and then 7 (S?) = 0.
Therefore, at first look this suggest that it does not exists an asymptotic solution ¢, that can not be continuously
deformed to trivial solution and thus we can not construct a stable soliton like solution.

It turns out that Cho and Maison [11] have established that the electroweak model has the similar topogolical
structure as the Georgi-Glashow model. To understand this observation consider the Higgs complex doublet ¢ € C2
and a map f : C? — CP!. In this way, the Higgs doublet plays a role a CP! field. Viewing the Higgs doublet as

N

FIG. 10: Stereographic projection. This showcases the homoemorphism between S? and C'P!.

a CP! field changes the vacuum manifold since CP! is homeomorphic to S? and then 72(S?) = Z. In (66.3) we
will define the C P! field as a triplet, which can viewed as a map S2, — S2,.. We conclude that such a topological

vac*
argument suggest the existence of a stable soliton like solution in electroweak model.

6.3. Cho-Maison Dyon solution

We consider static solutions and the Lagrangian (6.1) becomes:

1 | y , A
L=—F5F™ — GGV + (D'¢) D — §(¢T¢ —u?)? (6.19)

8 This holds since B has zero isospin (SU(2) singlet) and zero hypercharge.
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With 4, 7 and k being spatial indices. We can obtain the equations of motions from Euler-Lagrange equations:

oL oL
'00:01 0o

= ;o
OD'6 = igZ - W.D'¢+ 5B = Nolo — u)g =

DiD'¢ = —X(¢'¢ — u?)¢ (6.20)

0 0L _ 0L
"W oW

O 4 geunW™ FI' = Z[(DI9) 06 — 60" DIg] =

D Fet = jai (6.21)
. 7 -
l)Z = 8l — ’LgE . VVz (6.22)
T = ig|(DI9)1 %6 — 615 DIg) (6.23)
oL oL

"00:B; 9B,

0,0 = T (Dig)l 6 — ¢! (D'g)] >

0,G’" = —K' (6.24)
K= T (D)o — o1 (0') (6.25)
Now we let:
b= %ps (0 = 2016, €le=1) (6.26)
¢ =¢lae (6.27)
W= 4. W (6.28)
C; =ictoe (6.29)

The equation (6.27) provides a triplet description of the CP! field. First let’s show that QAS transforms according to
the adjoint representation. The complex Higgs doublet transforms as:

¢ =i 0+ g g e g i50 (6.30)
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If ¢E is an adjoint triplet then it holds:

é/ _ e—ifﬂ(& - q?)a' ~ (ﬁa _gcecab(gb (631)
We hayve:
o =¢lo" =
c / c /
§ =gt = gl +ie T +ig)o" (1 —ic T —ig)o =

(lga—gcecabng:¢TJa¢+ %¢TUCJQ¢—%¢TUGJC¢+...:>

y ~C

R i R N 7 . 1€€
(ba_gcecabqsb:¢a+%¢1'(5ca+z€cabo,b)¢_ €

7¢T(5ac+i6a0b0b)(b =

_gcecabng - _ icecabng + ieacbéb — _ececabéb
2 2

Then if the infinitesimal angles are equal; €¢ = ¢, indeed (Z) is an adjoint triplet. For a soliton-like solution, just like
in the case of Georgi-Glashow model, asymptotically the covariant derivative of the Higg’s field is zero; D,¢ = 0.
Then it also holds asymptotically if we pick p — pg = v/2u:

D,(d) = D(e1G€) = %Duww) - %(Dm* 56+ %w* 5D, 6) - 0

Dy —0 (6.32)
We obtain asymptotically then :
3u¢§a = gecabvvﬁdgb =
€pma(l§m8u¢za = gecabepmawﬁéméb =

[ % 0,0)° = —gW, + g(Wi¢®)p*

Q|

- . 1 - . o .
Wy — oW, — §¢ X0  W,=W, ¢ (6.33)

We are looking for dyon solution, which satisfies such asymptotic behavior. As for the U(1) field, for a dyon solution
we expect to have a Dirac-potential behavior. With that in mind we consider the following ansatz:

- 1 1
W, = —=W(r)outi + —(f(r) — 1) x 0,7 (6.34)
g g
1 1
B, = —?B(r)aut - ?(1 —c0s(0))0u¢ (6.35)
Where f(co) = 0 and W(oo) < oco. The ansatz above describes the most general spherical symmetric dyon of

SU(2) x U(1). The second term in B, is familiar, since we recognise it from (3.12). Such a term produces a string
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singularity along the negative z-axis in £. ’t Hooft-Polvakov monopole on the other hand does not contain Dirac
string. An important note is that such monopole solution derived by working in a particular gauge. This is may be
a problem, since the solution may not be gauge invariant. We conclude then that Cho-Mason monopole is hybrid
between Dirac monopole and 't Hoof-Polyakov monopole. Since we have a spherical symmetric ansatz:

p=p(r) (6.36)
And we are working in the radial gauge where
. (sin(0/2)e”
£=i < —cos(0/2) (6.37)
For such &, (6.27) becomes:

T

6! = —cos(0/2)sin(0/2)(e"” + e'?) = —sin(0)cos(0) = ——

62 = —icos(8/2)sin(0/2)(e" — e %) = —sin(f)sin(¢) = — 2
r

$* = sin®(0/2) — cos*(0/2) = —cos(#) = _Z

r

Therefore we get:

b=¢tqe =—p (6.38)
Notice that (6.37) is not well defined for § = 7, since it maps z < 0 to £ = i(e~?,0). As described in [22] we could set
the field equal to zero along the negative z-axis, thus producing a vortex line. Then such string will always pull the
monopole and cannot be static. This kind of monopole is called Nambu monopole. The vortex may also have a finite
length and terminate some distance away on an antimonopole, then the resulting monopole-antimonopole pair will be
spinning around the common center of mass. These is another interpretation of such Higgs field. We can divide the
space to north and south hemispheres like Wu Yang monopole and use (6.37) for the north hemisphere and the U(1)

transformed &’ = e’?¢ for the south hemisphere. We proceed with such interpretation for the field configuration.
As a final remark we write the non-Abelian current (6.23) by substituting (6.26) as:

e [UW@T“¢ to"Dig) = W”KWQTG5+ TG Wiate +ig BIEla"e clovic 1! Telots - Wig =
Jaj _ %2[ (a]g)’r a£+Z§T aa]€+ fT(O' o+ 0% )Eij_’_g/ijTUag]:

ﬂj=1%34®%ﬂﬁ5+%%%%+g€M%Wﬁ+¢B%%%]
From [22] one can find Fierz identity:
$'(€10,€ — 0,£1€) — (€107, — 0,670"€) = i[6 % D, 9]’ (6.39)
20°Cy — (i610° 0,6 — 10,670°€) = ~[ x 90" =
(i810° 0,8 — i0,ET0"€) = 620, + (6 x 0,0’ (6.40)
Then the current becomes:

. —_ 2 ~ . 1 i n i 0
J = %[%“Oﬂ + gW7 + g B 9" + €aped’d ¢°] =

T = 0, + (LB, + Co+ Sox 0,0 (6.41)

As for the hypercharge current (6.25) by substituting (6.26) we get:
j ig' i N\t Ty ng 7\t taj j T _acyyrrai ig,p2-~'fj S Ii 4 st aetrrai
K’ = 2-[(D'¢)'¢ - ¢'(D'¢)] = (7€)~ €107 ¢ +ig' BY +igl o"6W | = =12 E+ig' B +ig€ 0" EW™]

/ 2 /

K]:_ c; + 2 B+ W] ( - 9) (6.42)
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To compute the energy of the configuration we must first compute the energy momentum tensor of the electroweak

model:
2 48
T = —— = —F2HFY _ GIGY +2(D"¢) DV ¢ — g"V L
v =9 59#1} ( )
The energy density is then:
00 _ 1 g paoi 1 ij 1 0i , 1 ij 04\t 0 PNt At 212
H=T"= §FOiF +1FijF +§GOiG +ZGUG + (D°¢)'D ¢+ (D*¢)' D ¢+§[¢ ¢ — u’]

The electric and magnetic fields associated with the non Abelian gauge field and abelia one are given by:

1

a a a ajk
E* = F8 Bf = e F
_ _ 1 ok
gi = G()i BZ = _ieijkG

And we write the energy density as:
1 a a 1 apa 1 1 0 .\t 0 i N\NT i A T 212
H= BB+ BB +§5i5i+58i8i+(D ¢)' D¢+ (D'¢)'D ¢+§[¢ ¢ —u’]
We compute the field tensor of the non Abelian field:

w’ . o I . o 2(f-1 b b
Fy, = ?[(’Ltry — Oy ti,]r* + g—r[cabyru - eab#ry]rb + (grz)[ea,“, — eabyrbr# + eaburbrl,]

(f B 1)2 ~aam

Wf ~an a ~an a
+g7[ayt(r P —0y) — Out(P7, — o)) + pre €ppm T

Note that levi-civita symbol here takes only spatial indices (1,2, 3). The field tensor of the Abelian field:

, .
Gy = —%[ﬁt&,t 0,0 - SO)

[0,00,,¢ — 0,00, ¢]

g/
We can calculate E:

Liow —w gy, + 60w ]

Ela:FOU‘l:a

1 1
— SE{E} = [(rW')? 4+ 2W? 2]

2 29°r°
As for B% we have:
1 ,.. 1 na
Bt = JeMIE = Sl = (£ = )it =]
1 1 (f?-1)
—BakBak - nN2,..2 N
— B g27"4 [(f ) T+ 2 ]

We continue similarly with the Abelian field:

BI
& =Gy = 7,722'
g

(6.43)

(6.44)

(6.45)

(6.46)

(6.47)

(6.48)

(6.49)

(6.50)

(6.51)

(6.52)

(6.53)

(6.54)



1 (B/)2
— *5151 = 29/2
7 17 1
B —€ Jijk =B g/’l"2
T T 1
B'B Q(g/)Q’IA

The potential term becomes:
A A p?
Arat o212 _ NPT 292
J66 - = 512 — )

Now let’s calculate the remaining terms:

g WS ig o, p§ ot pE i, P
D0¢——Z o 07_330\/5 1 B W(T)ﬁ—i_g‘Bﬁ
2
(D%)1(D°) = C-[W — B)?
Diy = 0u6— i - Wi~ ‘g' Bié
(Di6) Dig = ' 6 0s + 2. L(ole - W06 — 'l - Wig) + 2-Bi(¢10'6 — 0’6l ) + 99 S Bigle - Wio+?
2 .
+%¢T¢Wiawaz:>

(DWD@_,,;@ clole + 8p82p+ (5* Wo'e — 0'eiF Wie) + ! 25*8’53 +9 p 26te WieB' +

g p WG,WG’L
Let’s calculate each term in this expression:

W2, P, Psin(®)
2 8r2 21r251n20

1. 1 ,
50ipd'p+ 50" 010" =

2. 12
9 (el o'~ 061 W) = L0 W+ i (9 019) = LoWegpt = LD it =

: 472
/ | . 2.imd (0
ip%TazﬁBi = Zg [—isin ( )0i¢][—(1 — cos(6))0'¢] = iQZZZ2E;))

99’21\@ api _ sasn _
= p oW B" ~ 77" €gni =0

- 406
9%0% o pi _ P° s’ (5)

8 T 2r2 sin2(6)
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(6.55)

(6.56)

(6.57)

(6.58)

(6.59)

(6.60)

B iB'¢'o

/2
2B Bz

f-1,

2r2
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Put all this together and we obtain:

2 2 r2 2 2
R N V- ) p 20y 40
(D'¢)'Di¢ 2 + 472 8r2 + 2r2sin2(0) [sim (2) s (2)]
_ @) p? 11 11 5, cos(0)
=5 v o s Pyl a0 g oo O+ =~
o) pPf PPl

2 2 2
TN e (r') I°p
(D'¢)'D'¢ = ==+ 73 (6.61)
By substituting (6.51), (6.53), (6.55), (6.57), (6.58), (6.59), (6.61) into (6.44) we get:
1 1 (f2-n2  (B) 1
_ W/ 2 2W 2 N2,.2
A p? 02 P o, (W) PP
We obtain the energy of the configuration if we integrate this expression:
E=FE +E (6.63)
2r [ dr
o) 7ﬂ2(VV/)2 f2W2 (f/)2 (f2 _ 1)2
Ey=4 d
’ 7r/o l 2 @ @ g
(rB')?  xr? p? 22, 2P 2
—[= - —[W-B
+29,2+2[2 u]+r8[W ]
12 2 2
TR (6.65)

2 4

FE5 is finite, but E; is infinite and originates from the point like hypercharge magnetic monopole. This means that
we can not determine the dyon mass in a classical level. We will discuss in later sections how to make the energy of
the dyon finite.

6.5. Equations of motion reduction

From the (6.62) we can reduce the equations of motion to a system of differential equations for f(r), p(r), W(r)
and B(r). These function must minimise the energy of the system, since we want to obtain the mass of the dyon.
The Euler langrage equations are:

OH _ d oM OH _ d oM

of “@lop) o a'ow) (000
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oH d , B OH oH d , OH
ow = o) 9B ~ dr'0B" (6.67)
We compute the derivatives:
oM _2fW 2A(P-1) [P d R 2
of g2 g2r? 2 dr of’ g2
o =M‘2[pj—uQ]p+i[W—B]2+pi2 R U
ap 2 4 2 dr " 0p'
oOH  2W f? 2p? d , OH wr 2rw!
ot _ 2f + P w - B 7(7):7"72 v
ow g 4 dr " OW g g
OH r2p? d , OH r’B"”  2rB’
o _ _ B Sy _ P2 AP
OB 4 [W ] d?"(aB') g/z + g/2
And thus we get the following differential equations:
2_q 2 2
-1 S f = (= wf (6.68)
2 2 1 p?
// 20 _ 4 = o 2 r 2
Prap —gap=7W=B)p+ A5 —u)p (6.69)
2 f? g9
" Zw -9l _J 2 - B .
w +7=W 7ﬂzW 4p(W ) (6.70)
2 2 2
B'+ B = %(3 —W) (6.71)
r
To integrate this system of differential equations we may choose the boundary conditions:
F0)=1, p(0)=0, W(0)=0. B(0)=by f(oc)=0, p(oc)=py=+2u, W(oc)=W, B(oc)=By
(6.72)
In order to investigate the asymptotic behaviors of these functions we let:
mpg g° g” p
= uVr = AT d=35  Z@)=B@)-W )= o (6.73)
And the system of differential equations becomes:
L 2%(@) PR 1,
P+ 0 = T = 5 i) + () ~ D) (6.74)
3(x) — f(z _
7@y - LOIE @) + 2 (B@) - 2)2 @) (6.75)
H
2 212
Z"(z) + EZ,(I) + fxgz) (B(z) — Z(x)) = (e + €) Zp*(x) (6.76)
2B’
B'(@)+ 2@ o 20 (6.77)
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We starting by investigating the behavior as x — 0. Let:

f(x) =1+ do(x) |60 (x)| << 1 (6.78)

Z(x) =bo + 61 (x) |01 ()] << 1 (6.79)

B(x) = b + d2(x) [02(x)] << 1 (6.80)
Then (6.74) becomes:

P ) - 2p(a) + p(a)fa? — (14 5 5] = 0
H
For small by we get:
P2 (2) + 27 (2) + ()@ — 5) =0

—1+V3,-1+3
2 Z1HVB Z14V3

#2p(w) + 20p(w) + (27 — : )i(a) =0
2?p(x) + 2zp(x) + (2* = 6(8 +1))p(z) = 0 (6.81)
Where we let § = *1%‘/5 This equation is solved by spherical Bessel functions [20] and for a regular solution around
x = 0 we have:
" , VT s~ (CD)™ 0 (z/2)° 5 x?
= =1 ~ 11— — 6.82
pla) = eujslw) = erig-a mzzjo m Torma32) - 3@y (6.82)
Equation (6.77) becomes when z — 0:
2 x?
6/2/(1') + Eéé(x) = E/boc%[]. — m]2 =
0o (z) = b2+ ! — v +0(zY)] =
2 = et o5 1 3)20 +2) (201 3)(20 + 4)(26 + 5)
B(x) = bo(1 + € cfa? 12| ! - o + O(a")]) (6.83)
wml At o5 3)20 12) (20 +3)(20 + 4)(20 + 5) ‘
Equation (6.75) becomes when z — 0:
do() z?
" / 2, .20 2
_ - 1—
() — 2 = ot 1 - ]
2 2
ELCPLT IETE S z Oz 6.84
do(r) = 5 S5 e) " s a0z a0 15 T 0@ (6.84)

Equation (6.76) becomes when z — 0:

2., 25 i 2
o + =0 - 721 = (e+€)p?by — 0=

2 $2

(20 +3)(6 + 3)(262 + 50 + 3)

boc? 1
d(z) = 212+ OTclx%H[(H—e')( - x )—¢

(26 +1)(6 +2) (20 +3)2(6 +3) +0(a")] (6.85)




We continue with the asymptotic behaviors as x — co. To do this we expand the functions as:

a0

plx) =14 Apg(x), |Ap(z)| << 1 (6.86)
B(x) = By + Aq(x), |Ar(x)] << 1 (6.87)
Z(l‘) =Zy+ AQ(.’L’), |A2(l‘)| <<1 Zy=Byg—Wy (688)
Equation (6.75) when z — oo becomes:
2W,
(@) = (e+ ) fla) =0 =
my
2 2
f(z) = frexp(—kz) k= e+ VI;O (6.89)
My
To simplify the calculations we set Zyp = 0 — Wy = By. Then when z — 0, (6.74) becomes:
2
Af(x) + EAg(m) —20o(z) =0=
exp(—v2x
Bofa) = pr PV (6.90)
(6.76) becomes when z — 0:
2
Ag-’-;AIQ—(G‘i‘E/)AQ :0:>
Ay(z) = blw V=ec+té (6.91)
x
6.77 becomes when x — oo:
92 _
A+ 28 (w) = B, SV
B¢ —xy/ !
Ar(e) = Ty Bre exp(zavet€) (6.92)
T €+ € T
We sum up the asymptotic behaviors when = — oco:
xr—00 2 2W02
fl@) —= frexp(—kx), E* =e+ —
my
o) T2 1 4 p, SRV
x (6.93)
Z(J?) r—00 b1 €pr(—ll$) U2 —et 6/
T )
/ —
Bz) 2% By + Wi . B126 exp(—av)
x v x
And the asymptotic behaviors around =z = 0:
i) 222 eya[1 — _® O(z%)]
P ! 2(26 + 3)
B(z) 2200 by (14 ﬁm%'ﬂ ! - v +0(z*)
0 2 (26+3)0+1) (20+3)(6+2)(20+5)
o) 220 14 G| L i + 0@t
2 (26 +3) 40342002 + 315 + 15
2 1 2 72
A 22005 1 €1, 25+2 / _ o O(z
@) == b+ e N o+~ @+3r0+3) @30+ 1543 @)

(6.94)
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The differential equations (6.71), (6.68) (6.70), (6.69) are very similar to the differential equations of Julia-Zee
solution for Julia-Zee dyon in (44.7). Indeed the equations are identical if we let W (r) = B(r). The fact that
W (r) # B(r) is a crucial difference, since this represents the neutral Z boson (6.110).

6.6. Mangetic and Electric Charge of Cho-Maison Solution

It’s very important to showcase that SUp(2) x Uy (1) field soliton-like configurations indeed contain magnetic and
electric charges. We expect asymptotically that such configuration to contain a magnetic charge, which satisfies the
Dirac quantization just like we saw in Georgi-Glashow model. Asymptotically the SUL(2) field is given by (6.33).
Notice that the field is not described by a particular gauge. As for the Uy (1) hypercharge field in general contains a
Uy (1) magnetic charge § and the potential is then for spatial indices:

B; = §(1 — cos(6))0;¢ (6.95)

Then if we follow the analysis of Dirac-monopole and identify the coupling ¢’ with the electric charge we find that:
99 = g nez (6.96)
And Cho-Maison dyon solution holds for n = —2. Asymptotically just like in Georgi-Glashow model the

SUL(2) x Uy (1) is broken to Uy, (1) and we expect magnetic charge of the electroweak dyon to be fixed by an
integer. Asymptotically the electromagnetic field tensor is given by [22]:

T _Sin(ew)ﬁjk P+ cos(Ow )Gk (6.97)
And the fields behave as:
L 1- . .
Fik -6 — —§¢' (0 x 0,0) (6.98)
Gji — Qig,smwnakaajas — 0,60,0) (6.99)

The magnetic charge is given then:

A ~ 1 ..
Gm = g/dSie”k§ij . ¢+§/d$¢§€”ijk =

e 1. . . en .
Im=="3 /dSiEZ]k§¢' (00 x 0y9) — 252 /dSz‘f”ksm(G)ﬁjaaw =
4me 4mne
qm:77292n772g/2 TY,EZ

Where we have used the result from (4.46). Then we have:
_ dmen ( 1 n 1
Qm - 2 92 9/2

2mn

Since n € Z we let —2n — 4n and thus we confirm that:

4
m = %" nez (6.100)

To determine the electric and magnetic charge of the configuration described by the Cho-Maison dyon solution we
are going to work in the unitary gauge where:

U= (?) (6.101)



_ cos(0/2) sin(0/2)e”"
U= <5in(9/2)6’¢ —cos(@/2)>

The non-Abelian gauge field transforms as:

- & i > 0
Wiy g = —EU '0,U+UW, - 5U !
And we get:
. (sin ()00 + sin(0)cos($)0,¢) f (r)
W, = = [ (=cos(¢)0, + sin(0)sin(¢)d,6)f(r)
9 —W(r)ot — (1 — cosh)d,¢
In this unitary gauge we set:
0
77— 10
1
Note that:
1 , if(r) s -
W= 5 (Wi +iW0) = =5 [(0,0) + isin(0)2,]

Focus on the singular component of the non Abelian gauge field:

W3 = —éW(r)@Ht _ éu — cos(6))0,6

We can easily obtain the inverse transformation of (6.5) and by using (6.8) we get:

(2) =7 (& 0) ()
Zy 2+ g2 —g g) \W}

Then (6.107) and (6.35) become by using (6.10):

A, = ;Bu + gwg = —e[iW(’I‘) + %B(T)] - é(l —cos(0))0,9

g* g

e € . 3 e
2 == But GWi= g

p g [B(r) = W(r)]d,t

92

(6.102)

(6.103)

(6.104)

(6.105)

(6.106)

(6.107)

(6.108)

(6.109)

(6.110)

These are the physical fields of photons and Z-bosons. Then the electric charge of the configuration will be given by:

qe:%dfs*ﬁ:?fdsi&:]{dsim

Where F),, is the electromagnetic field tensor:

Fo = 0,4, — 0,4, = _e[gizw’(r) + g%B'(r)][@a,,t — P 0,t] — ésm(e)[aﬂeam — 8,00,9]

A B
= QTQ]W

FOi = 6[
g

Thus the electric charge is:

(6.111)

(6.112)

(6.113)
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am, oo 2777 2 2 prir=ce _ 4T 2 2 4m
ge = ?|sm (Ow)r“W' + cos* (0w )r=B’| = ?Wl(sm (Ow) + cos*(Ow)) = ?Wl (6.114)
Where we have used the asymptotic behaviors (6.93). As for the magnetic charge we have:
Lo -1 o
Gm = %ds "B = }{dSiBi =5 dele”ijk (6.115)

We can easily compute the magnetic field in spherical coordinates:

. 1. n(0) .
B — 7§6kajk — %f)ewkajgam =
, 1
po L, (6.116)
And thus:
4
- ew (6.117)

The configuration should not contain any neutral charges. To check that consider the field tensor:

e

Fuw =02, — 0,2, = Q[B/ — W(7,0,t — 7,0,t) (6.118)
Foi= =SB =W Fy=0 (6.119)
And the charges are:
4
Z, = _5[7“23/ _ 7,2‘/1/'/]7_:Oo =0 Zm =0 (6.120)

We conclude that Cho-Mason solution indeed describes a dyon, which resembles a hybrid between Dirac and 't
Hooft Polyakov monopole, since it contains a singular string and it seems to be stable configuration with a magnetic
topological charge. We highlight it like this, because there is a crucial problem with such solution; the energy of the
configuration is infinite from the hypercharge field contribution. This suggests this dyon configuration may not be
stable after all. Another important problem with this analysis is that it may not be gauge invariant, since the solution
was obtained by fixing £ in a particular gauge. If the solution is gauge dependent after all, this suggests that such
configuration cannot be physical.

As final remark let’s investigate the magnetic charge in the radial gauge. The gauge invariant electromagnetic
tensor is given by [22]:

o = sin(Ow ) Fjr - ¢ + cos(Ow )Gy (6.121)
In the radial gauge dg = —7 and the magnetic charge is given by:
¢ gelz L€ L ik
n =7 dS:e”" S Fjk 7 + I dSi5e" Gk (6.122)
we get from (6.48):

2
—1
f e (6.123)

7;(1

a .
ik

Let’s calculate the first term in the expression of the magnetic charge:

T 27

_e Pl e . 2 . dme
g/dS’l pre 7= 920/d90/d¢szn(9)(f (0)—1) = J
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The second gives:

e 1. 4me
?/ dSige” Cin ="
Then magnetic charge is given by:
1 1
Gm = dme(= + —5) =
(92 g2
4
G = = (6.124)
e

The fact that the magnetic charge is consistent in both radial and unitary gauge, it’s a great indication that our
physical observables are gauge independent.

6.7. Electromagnetic Regularization

We are starting by adding extra electromagnetic interactions of the charged W fields with the dyon. This is the
most economic way to regularise the energy of the monopole, since we are using the already existing W boson without
introducing a new source.

Consider the electroweak Lagrangian (6.1) in the unitary gauge where:

6= P\(};) (?) (6.125)

With z being a space-time coordinate. We write:

12

i R - . R 'L / s ! . R
Do Dre = 91610, + Eg(aﬁa W0t — 0"t E - W) + %Bu(aﬂaw — i) + %BH(NO’ W+ %BHB%M&

92
+p ol oW

In the unitary gauge holds:
1
th— =2
Pro=75p
; 1
0"9'0,¢ = 3 POt p
o'G - W, — 0TG- W,uo = pWirp — pW20ip =0

1 1
¢Toty—0"plp = 5/)8”0 - ia“pp =0

o 102 3
oG- W,o = -5 W

And we get:

iBaY 1 “w gg/ 2 3n 9/2 n 2 92 2 a ap
D,¢"'DF¢ = iaﬂpﬁ pP=P B, W=F 4 §BMB P+ 3P Wiw (6.126)
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We expand the kinetic energy of the non-Abelian field (6.2):

1 apy mpa 1 a a av vViisa 1 av a j
= PR, = = (0uW = 0,W(0 W — 0"W) — J2geq;n(0,W " — 0, W) WIW

2
%(W,{WWWV’“W’W — WEWIRWEWY)

Let A, = W2, F, = 0,A, —0,A, and F, = 0,W;F — 9, W by recalling (6.6) , then the first term gives:

1 P R
~ Fuw " = SF F

The second term gives:

g

2
g v j ) 9 j v
— e WIWE = 5 §_7 Ceijk(0 W) — O,WHWHW™ =

Ypmwiw, —w,wi) + (F T

2 ng pv

YW THAY — WHRAY WA W AR) =

igF"WiIw, +9 (F+ + ) (WHAY —WHHEAY)

2
And the third one:

2
g 117§ kyrrkv ky17j kyrsivy _
- (Wﬁ Wirwkwhy VVM WIrWkw9 ) —

|,

—py+)2 — 72 R T V] —
(AW W2 4 2(W, W2 oW fwHew, W) =

2
%(W;W; — W, W) (W — W R )
Thus the non Abelian kinetic energy is:
1 1 1
—ZF“’“’FI‘L = —ZFWF‘“’ 2F Ftuw +ng‘“’W+W +9 (F+ + ) (WHAY — WHrEAY) (6.127)

The potential term becomes with (6.125)
2
T YL X (6.128)

Add (6.127) and (6.126)

1 1
——F M — —F FT 4 ig PR WiEw,s +4

2 1 (F+ + F ) (WHAY — WHHAY)

2

/

1
+50u00"p = gj P’ By A" + gB B+ L 2«4 A 47 1 P WEWTH =

1 1 1
=P Fu + igF" WEW, o+ 50upd p+ 202 [ Wi W™ + (g By — gAu) (9 B = gAY)]

4 4

1 — v —qv — v — qv 1 - — Wy v -V,
5 (COW O W 4 0 W O W 0, W 0 WY — 0, Wm0V W) - D0, W, (W ig AT — W igAY)
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1 1 1
— SO (WHigA” — WHigA) + S0, W1 (W Hig A — WigAl) — 20, Wy (WHigA” — W ig A) =

1 , 1 1 _ 1 ~ _
= P By +ig PP WEW, + 50upd" p + 52 [ WIEW T + (g By — gAL) (9 B — gAM)] = S| DMWY — DYW7)?

Where the covariant derivative is defined as D,, = 0, + igA,. And the electroweak Lagrangian is written as:

1 1 1 A p?
:77F[LVFV77 D;Ll/ - w282
L 1 W 4G“G +28Mp5‘ p 2(2 u”)
1 v g9’ _ - v —
—§|D“W - D*W “|2+Z(W:[W,, — W, WHWHW =" — W W)
g W W L 2WHWw—H 'B A,) (g B — g A" 6.129
+ig W W+ 17l +(9'Bu — gAu)(g'B" — gA")] (6.129)

Notice that by working on the unitary gauge we have decompose the initial non-Abelian theory of electroweak
interactions to an Abelian theory with electroweak sources. To regularise the Cho-Maison solution we introduce an
extra interaction £’:

B2g?

L= iagF’“’VV;W; + 1

(WiW, — W, W) (WHW ™ — W W) (6.130)

Where a and 3 are treated as free parameters. For example such modification of the bare theory could be arise from
quantum corrections, where these parameters are scale dependent. Also considering them as free parameters is easier
and their final value is possible to obtain from quantum corrections near » = 0. We proceed by computing the energy
momentum tensor of the modified theory :

2 48
\/*g(sg,uy

T = —g"L—FF FY —GH GY_+0"pd” p+4ig(1+a)FF* W W —(DFWF—D W) (DYW~*—D*W ")

1
G+ B)W W, — WA ) (W W0 — WHIW ) 4 22+ (g B — gAM) (g B — gA¥)] (6.131)

We write the solutions (6.38) in the unitary gauge where

T = * = zﬁe”’ isin
W, =(WhH"= s (8,0 + isin(0)0,0) (6.132)
Ay =W3 = 7$W(r)8ﬂt - 5(1 — c05(0))0,¢ (6.133)

And we also have

p=p(r) (6.134)

Now the energy of the configuration can be obtained by integrating 7°°. The energy expression will be similar to
(6.65), with some modifications from the terms:

2
T 5 —gz(ﬁ)(W;“Wj‘ — W WP —igaF Wi W, =

2

—%6 B(2isin(0)0,00;¢ — 2isin(0)0;00:¢)* — 2igaFss W, W, =
f* f?
2927,45 o
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As for the rest of the terms, they contribute to (6.65) and the expression (6.65) by extracting 1/r2 term becomes:

oo 2 12
&ﬁldﬂqp+ﬁwﬂﬁ%

2,.2 2 2 2 \2 202 2
g L 9 AT p 212 2 2P 2, (1) g fp

B+ ¢ —[— — + —[W - B]* + —~—+ 1
297 g 2[2 u”] 97"8[ ] B 1 ] (6.135)

As for the singular energy term (6.64) with the modifications mentioned above and the term we extract from (6.65),
becomes:
2 [ dr g°
B=2 [ G -2 )P 1+ T (6.136)
When a = 8 =0 F; is singular, but it becomes regular if:

2
g
L+ gz + (L4 A)F10) = 2a+1)f(0) =0 (6.137)
In addition to that the extremization of the energy functional provides us with:

(1+a)f(0) = (1+8)f(0) = 0=

F2(0) = (6.138)

Combine (6.137), (6.138) and we get:

1+=5-2 0=
g"? 148 1+
(1+a)? g9’ 1
1.9 1
1+ + g2 sin(0y) (6.139)
And we get for f(0)
1
£(0) = (6.140)

(1+ a)sin?(0w)
Now the boundary condition of f(r) in (6.72) provides us with:

f0)=1= (1+a)sin’*(Ow) =1=

a = cot?(Oy) (6.141)

The parameter a depends from the initial condition of the gauge field. Next let’s investigate how the equations of
motion are modified. The Euler-Lagrange equations that minimise the energy functional give:

SE _ d E
57 sy
[ S R Y (6.142)
sin?(Ow )r? 4 '

The remaining equations of motion are left unchanged and given by (6.71), (6.69), (6.70). We also integrate the
equations with the boundary conditions (6.72). Numerical integration of the energy functional gives [12]:

47

E = 2.9225in? (0w ) — My (6.143)

=
We note that the integration was performed for A\/g? = 0.5. The energy is finite and since the differential equations
are very similar to the differential equations that Cho-Maison solution satisfy. Then the solution here is expected to
be similar.



58
6.8. Comparison to Julia-Zee Dyon

Cho-Maison solution describes a dyon field configuration in SU(2) x U (1) theory with a singularity at the center. On
the other hand Julia-Zee solution describes a dyon field configuration in SU(2) theory which is regular. To regularise
the Cho-Maison solution is crucial the differences between these two dyons.

Notice when Z bosons are absent, (6.129) becomes:

1 1
L= = FuF"™ + 50,00 p

1 17 174 *
—5[DMWY — DYWH)' (D, W, — D,W,]

1

4,0292W:;W“ (6.144)

2 2
. * v g * * * 14 *xUV L p
+igF, W*WY + Z(WMW,, — WiW, ) (WHWY — W WH) — (? —u?)? +

| >~

One the other hand (4.22) after Abelianization becomes:

1 1 1
L= = F" Fyy + 50up0"p = S [D*W — D"WH|* (D, W, — D, W,

2 2
- * v g * * * v kU p *
+igF, W*W"Y + Z(WMWD — WEW,)(WHWY — WWH) — (5 —u?)? + g PP WEWH (6.145)

N >

Notice that (6.145) is identical to (4.22). The only difference is the coupling strengths of W-boson self-interaction
and Higgs interaction of W-bosons. This originates from the fact the electroweak model has two coupling constants
and Georgi-Glashow model has only one coupling constant. This suggests that in spite of the fact the Cho-Maison
solution has infinity energy, it is not much different from Julia-Zee dyon in Georgi-Glashow model.

Consider the Julia-Zee solution (4.71) together with (4.48):

—

¢ =uH(r)r = p(r)f (6.146)

- 1 1

A, = EA(T)OMtf + g(l — K(r))7 x Out (6.147)
In the unitary gauge these solutions are written as:
_ A}AJFAZ _ EK(T)ew
V2 e V2

This is an identical solution to Cho-Maison solution expressed in terms of the physical fields (6.106), (6.109) when
Z = 0. In addition to that the differential equations for Julia-Zee dyon in (44.7) are very similar to the differential
equations of Cho-Maison dyon in (66.5). Integration with boundary conditions mentioned in (44.7) gives a finite
energy dyon. This confirms that Julia-Zee dyon is regularized by the function p(r), A(r) and K(r). Therefore, Julia-
Zee dyon is an Abelian monopole regularized by the charged vector bosons and the Higg’s field, where the charged
bosons add electric charge in the configuration. On the other hand Cho-Maison dyon has a non trivial dressing of
Z-bosons, something that Julia-Zee dyon does not have. But notice the Z-boson plays no role in the Cho-Maison
monopole”. This suggests that the Cho-Maison monopole could be modified to have finite energy.

Wy

(0,0 + sin(0)0,0) A, = A3 = févma#t - %(1 —cos0)d, 6 (6.148)

m

9 W(r) = B(r) = 0 in (6.109) and (6.110)



59
6.9. Hypercharge Regularization

When we first compute the energy of the electroweak dyon the infinity contribution comes from the hypercharge

field. Then Fj in (6.53) can be finite if quantum corrections makes the coupling g% zero at small distances.
To do this consider the following effective Lagrangian:
T A T 2\2 1 a papv 1 2 v
Loy = (D"6) Dyt — (616 w2 = Fo W — 1el16)Gu G (6.149)

This dielectric ’constant’ in front of the Uy (1) kinetic term could be arise from unspecified dynamics. In this subsection
we are not going to discuss an ultraviolet completion of the Standard model that might lead to such behavior, but
we are going to investigate the behavior of €(|$|?) that could make the energy of the dyon finite. We normalise the

function €(|¢|?) as €(|¢|?) oo, 1, in order to restore the conventional normalisation of the U(1) gauge field in the
standard electroweak vaccum. Adding this constant does not change the differential equations of A(r) and f(r),
and will be the same as in (66.5). But, we expect the differential equations of B(r) and p(r) to change due to
€(|¢]?) = €(p?). To obtain the new differential equations focus on the terms in (6.44):

H 5 ()3 £+ e(p?) BB, + (D°9) D% + (D'6)! Do+ 5(616 — ) =

(B/)2 1 7,2p2 r2(pl)2 f2P2 by p2
Then the differential equations are given by:
doH
dr 0B’ dB
r2p2g"?
r?B"e + 2rB'e + 2pp' B'r?e = —T(W - B)=
1 / 2,12
B +2B (= +ppS) = 2L (w - B) (6.151)
r € 4e
Where €' = ddTE?' As for p(r):
4 dH
dr 9p’’  dp
2 P Fp AN 5, pB”
P”+;Pl2 g/2r4el+ﬁ+>‘p(5_“ )+Z(W_B) +¢ g2 =
200 fPp p 1 P p
"+ -t = (= + B + Mp( —u?) + S(W - B)? 6.152
T g = g Ga B Ay m ) ) (6.152)

This tells us that e effectively changes the U(1)y gauge coupling ¢’ to the running’ coupling g’ = ¢g’/+/e. This is
because with rescaling of B, to B, /¢, g’ changes to g’/\/e. So by making g’ infinite at the origin, we can regularise
the energy of the configuration. In particular near the origin the singular term in (6.136) for a = § = 0 becomes:

< dr € "
E1927T/ NP o2
o 9



FIG. 11: Running coupling g’ of U(1)y as a function of mwr.
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€(p) M [TeV]
5(2)° —4(2)"° 6.6
6(£)" —5(2)" 6.2
8(£)° —10(£)" +3(2)"?| 6.8
8(2) —7(£)"° 5.7
—8(2) " log(p) + (2)'° 5.4

TABLE I: Monopole masses in TeV for various €(p) regularisations that are consistent with both theoretical and phenomeno-
logical constraints [16].

n>1+3~2732 (6.153)

In figure (11) we observe the running coupling §’ becomes divergent at the origin. This confirms that the ultraviolet
regularisation of the electroweak dyon is possible. For W = B = 0 we can estimate the monopole energy and for
n =8 at (6.153) we get [13]:

4
E~ 0.656—me ~ 7.19TeV (6.154)

However if we pick €(p) ~ p® there is an experimental problem with this choice. In particular, the effective
H~~ coupling is much larger than is allowed by the LHC measurements [17]. Also such decay measurements are
consistent with standard model calculations. Therefore, in addition to the theoretical constrain (6.153) we must take
into account this phenomenological constraint. Further constraints of €(p) that are consistent with both theoretical
and phenomenological properties can seen in table I together with the associated monopole masses. We have seen
two schemes, under which electroweak monopole obtains a finite mass. These two schemes are modification of the
Lagrangian, which could arise from extension of standard model. In the next section we will see a particular extension
by using Born-Infled terms.

7. BORN-INFELD MONOPOLES

In this section we are going to discuss monopole configurations in extensions of the standard model by using non-
linear terms in the gauge sector. Such terms are known as Born-Infeld terms and arise naturally in the low-energy limit
of strings. We are starting by briefly discussing the non-liner framework of electrodynamics, before introducing Born-
Infeld electrodynamics and their relation with string theory. Then we firstly apply such modifications to electroweak
model, in particular to the hypercharge sector and construct finite-energy monopole configuration. Additionally we
apply these modifications non-Abelian SO(3) models with monopole configurations for flat and curved backgrounds.
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7.1. General Structure of Non-Linear Electrodynamics

Electromagnetism described by the Maxwell equations in (2) is used to study electric and magnetic fields in vacuum.
When a material is present Maxwell equations are modified, since light itself behaves differently in various mediums.
In particular fields change as E — l_)'(E_‘7 §) and B — H (E, g), due to the incorporation of magnetisation and
polarization. Linear materials have linear relations between fields. but other materials may have more complicated
relations. As for physical laws (2.2), (2.3) remain the same and the others laws are modified as:

ou

V-D=p (7.1)

. oD
H=j+— 2
V x +8t (7.2)

1

<

Where p and j are free sources that do not take into account the polarization charges and magnetization currents.
The field tensor also changes as F},,, — G/,,,, where just like standard electromagnetic field tensor we get:

Gij = €ijpHy (7.4)
And the modified physical laws become:
0,G"" = j% (7.5)

The equations above are regarded to be of limited validity, as they deal with materials, most of which do not generally
lead themselves to exact analysis. Born—Infeld and in general nonlinear theories of electrodynamics in fact suggest
that the above equations are as fundamental as the original Maxwell equations, if not more so. These theories do
not aim to describe electromagnetism in the presence of materials but rather electromagnetism in the vacuum. The
point is that in nonlinear electrodynamics the vacuum itself behaves as some kind of material. The Lagrangian of
such system will be a function of the standard electromagnetic field tensor. The action is written then:

S = [ dale(F) + 4%, (7.6)

Since field tensor is gauge invariant then £ is also gauge invariant.
Consider an infinitesimal variations of the field tensor dF),,, then a general function M of F),, varies as:

1 OM
oM = -———0F,,
20F,, "
Where 1/2 factor is used since 6F),, = —6F),,. The variation of the action must vanish:

L1 0c .
= — FIJ ‘U'A =
5 /dw[wFW5u+J5u] 0=

1 0L
4.~ o 4
/d 2598, Onb Ay auaA#)jL/d wjh6A, = 0=

oL
d*26 A0, —— +j"] =0
/ €T M[ aF#V + J ]
Therefore by comparing it with (7.5) we get:

oL
oFm ~Guw

Using chain-rule we can find a formula that relates D with Lagrangian L:

OL  OL OFy _ DL _ p -
8F;  0OFy OE; 0F, '




-9 (7.8)
OF
In a similar manner we can show that:
- 0L
0B
With these formulas we can also calculate the the Hamiltonian of the system:
oL .
04,
H=D-E—-L (7.10)

It is easy to check that these equations hold for Maxwell equations when E =D and B = H. So far we have not
consider any particular form of £. but we are limited since it must be both Lorentz and gauge invariant. In particular,
it must be a function of :

1 1
s= —ZFWFW = 5(E2 — B?%) (7.11)
1 O
p= 71FMVFH —F.-B (7.12)

In fact these are the only two Lorentz invariant quantities we can consider.

As a final remark we should discuss when electrodynamics exhibit a non-linear behavior. This is known as
Schwinger limit and is defined as a critical value of the electric for which the electrodynamics exhibit a non-linear
behavior. The limit is defined as [27]:

2.3

E, = mhc (7.13)
2.2

B, = mhc (7.14)

Where m is the mass of a charged particle. For electric fields £ >> E,. the vacuum is expected to create enough
virtual electron-positron pairs, causing the electromagnetism to be non-linear theory. For an electron field example,
the critical values are:

E.~10%V/m  B.~10°T (7.15)

These are enormous values. For instance such magnetic fields are exceeded in magnetars and such electric fields are
capable to accelerate a proton from rest to the maximum energy attained by protons at the LHC.

7.2. Born-Infeld Electrodynamics

We can try to modify the electromagnetic Lagrangian, by considering Lorentz invariant quantities. From a modified
expression we should to recover our usual Maxwell Lagrangian in a particular limit. Such Lagrangian is the Born-Infeld

Lagrangian:
/ 2s  p? 1 1 -
,C:*ﬂQ 162641+5252(1\/1+2/6,2F,LLDF'LLV1654<FILUFHV)2 (716)

At the limit where 8 — oo we have:

B—o0 1 v 1 v
L7232 - 321+ 4—BZFM F.)= —ZF“ F
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Of course there are other combinations, which recover Maxwell’s Lagrangian, but this one has some interesting
properties. One of them is that it can be written as:

L= 82— /—det(n+ %F)] (7.17)

The 1 and F' are the metric tensor and field tensor written as matrices. To show that this coincides with our initial
Born Infeld Lagrangian we rescale F' = % and £ = é:

L =1—+/—det(n+ F') =

L =1—/—det(n(1 +nF")) =1—/—det(n)det(1 +nF")) =

L' =1—/det(1+nF"))

We have:
1000 1 0 0 O 0 FE, FEy Ej 1 Ey FE, Es3
|+ nF' = 0100 " 0-1 0 O —F, 0 —-Bs By _ FE 1 By —B, N
0010 00 -1 0 —Fy Bs 0 -B; Ey, —Bs 1 By
0001 00 0 -1 —F3 —By B; 0 FEs By —B; 1

1 -
(Fu )2

L 1
det(1+nF") = =1 = (B* = B*) 4+ (B B = —1+ S Fu P + —

Therefore, this form of Born-Infeld Lagrangian is equivalent to the original one. In string theory gauge field on a
D-brane are described by a similar Lagrangian:

F
L= —To\|—det(n+ ~) (7.18)
To

Where Tj is the string tension, which characterises the string scale. This suggests that parameter 5 can be identified
as the string tension.

A simply application of Born-Infeld electrodynamics is the electrostatic energy of point like charge Q). In Maxwell’s
theory of electromagnetism this energy is infinity. Indeed,

1 1 [ 2
Eg = 3. /d3:cE2 = 8—/ dr47rr2Q—4 — 00
T T Jo r

Now let’s calculate the same energy with Born-Infled Lagrangian. For an electrostatic charge we have:

£:ﬁ2(1—,/1—%E2)

To calculate the energy of the point-like charge we have:

po_9£__E
) 1 E2
/82
S D
P (7.19)

For a point-like charge over closed surface S holds:

%5-@:@:
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5 Q
D= 2
47r1"2r (7.20)
Then according to (7.10) the Hamiltonian density is given by:
DY DR,
1+5°  /1+D*/p
:/32\/1+D2/62_62:>
H=PF%1+—— @ - B (7.21)
16723274 '
And the total energy of the point-like charge is:
Eqg :/dgx’H :/OO dramr? (82,1 + (i) ) =4r 62/ dr(r
o 47 Br2 47r67"2

_ 4
Let x = o5" and we have:

EQ:Qq/% / de(v/1+ 24 —z2>z4i4.382Q3/251/2 - L 4.382Q%2(1y) /4
vy 0 4

Therefore the electrostatic energy becomes finite and depends from the string tension Ty. At the limit Ty — oo the
energy becomes infinity, thus the expression is consistent with the recovery of Maxwell’s theory.

So far we have discuss the Abelian Born Infeld Lagrangian. We can generalise this description to a Yang-Mills field.
Such generalization is not unique and the simplest one is given by [25]:

F 1
L= B%r[l — [ —det(n + EH = B%tr[l — \/1 + 25 —F, Frv — 1664(F L Frv)2] (7.22)

Where F),, = Fj;, T is the non-Abelian field tensor. A second possibility is [25]:

F 1
_ 32 )
L= p“Str[l — (| —det(n+ E)] = [°tr[l — \/1 + ﬁFﬁwF“ 651 (FWF v)2] (7.23)
Where we have used the symmetric trace operation:
St’l"(Tl,TQ,. TN N' E tr p(l p(2) (N)) (724)

Coming next we are going to see further applications of Born-Infeld electrodynamics to monopoles. Such models
can considered as standard model extensions that can be viewed as a low-energy limit of strings, or simply extensions
with gauge fields exhibiting a non-linear behavior.

7.3. Electroweak Born-Infeld Monopole

In (6 6.9) we have discussed how a modified U(1)y kinetic term in the effective Lagrangian could make the monopole
mass finite without specify any dynamics that make this possible. Modifications of the theory beyond the standard
model such as a non-linear Born-Infeld gauge theory could fit this description. Such theory arises as a low energy limit
of strings, that effects the full standard model gauge sector, but for our purpose we will restrict to the Born-Infled
hypercharge sector. Then we will investigate monopole solutions of Cho-Maison type.
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Therefore, by replacing the kinetic hypercharge term in (6.1) by the Born-Infled term, we have:

A 1 1
_ t 22 apv a 2 v
= (D) D 6= 5610 — 0 = TF B, + 50—\ 1+ 5 GG — 1 (GG (7.25)
In string theory models the parameter 32 = 2730,’ = Tp is the string tension, which sets the string energy scale. In

this analysis we treat 8 as a free parameter that is restricted by experiment. In the limit 8 — co we recover (6.1)
and expect the energy of the monopole to be infinite.

We can obtain the equations of motion from (7.25) and since only the hypercharge sector is modified, equations
(6.20), (6.21) remaining the same and the hypercharge field satisfies:

oL oL

90,8, 0B,

%8,‘ ,,[GabGab] 161B2 GabGa 2,5, B [Gabéab}
1+ 552 GanG? — gk (GapGet)?

)= 0161076 — (D"6)'e] >

G" — 1 (G G)GM
\/1 + ﬁGabGab - 161[34 (Gabéab)Q

0 1= 21607 - (D0 (7.26)

In this model we will consider a static Cho-Maison monopole solution. To obtain this solution we set B(r) = 0 in
(6.35) and W (r) =0 in (6.38), while working with the gauge (6.27). The solution is then

1
¢= ﬁpé (7.27)
W, = / ; Lix 0,7 (7.28)
B, = —;(1 — cos(0))0u¢ (7.29)

We expect the Higgs solution ¢ and the non-Abelian Wu solution to satisfy the equations of motion, since they are
the same as in the electroweak model. But we should check if the same holds for the Abelian B,,. (7.26) gives if we
substitute B,,:

G" Zg/ T v v\t
2g’2r4
12[ g’% 1 9 q%

I =0 : —[-
/1+W1/2r4 rsin(0) 0¢ /1+W1'2r4

Therefore B, satisfies equations of motion. The energy functional of the system is expected to be very similar to
Cho-Maison dyon. In particular we must set W = B = 0 at (6.65) and (6.64) must change due to Born-Infeld term.
Now let’s focus how the Born-Infeld term effects the energy momentum tensor, we have:
v v 1 vb
T 5 —gM" L — — [G"°G", — e
\/1 + ﬁGwG”” — 16154 (G GHv)2 B

r 00 I=0

(GG GG =

(G, Gr) [GOGY —

RN TR i

(G“bGab)Go GO(‘}

1
—B[1— 1+ — o
ERE \/+262GWG o5
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1
2432

Where the Abelian electric fields & = Go; are zero since we have static configuration. We compute now (6.49) and
the only non-zero components are:

H > B[ - \/1 + G, GH (G, Grv)2)

1
165*

Gog = =G50 = = (7.30)
We also have:
~ 1 -
Gaz = 5623p0GP =0
Then hypercharge sector contributes to the Hamiltonian:
9 1
Ho>-p*[1—4/1+ 7@9[%4]
And the energy of the monopole is given by:
E=anp? [ drlyfrti s ?
= 47 ) T[ T + /BTgQ —-Tr }
> (f/)2 (f2 - 1>2 Ar? /72 212 (7“/)/)2 f2/)2
4 d A 7.31
+7T/0 v L b e (7.31)

The second term of the energy is finite just like the Cho-Maison dyon. As promised the first term which was infinite
in Cho-Maison dyon, now it is finite and we can compute it analytically. We let r = ﬁ

e [T e 0 [Bwame [
E174[3/0 VT =) = am [ s a5 [ (7.32)

Notice the similarity with the electrostatic energy of the point charge. We also observe that as 8 — oo, (7.32) becomes
infinite, since at this limit Cho-Maison monopole solution holds. Using standard model value ¢’ = 0.357 we get:

E, ~72.81\/B (7.33)
As for the other term:
RO ) D Vet P ) L s
2 7r/0 r[92+ 25717 +2[2 u’]® + 5 +4] (7.34)

More work must be done in order to compute it.
From the energy functional we get differential equations for f(r) and p(r) by using Euler-Lagrange equations:

asE B asp_sp
dréf’  6f dr dp’  6p
2 //_2f(f2_1) fp2 / 2 1 _ 2p2 2 f2p
g*Qf —7"‘7 2Tp +7r°p = Ar [? u]p+72>
2 _q 20 2

VR ST 30



The functions f and p satisfy the boundary conditions:

f(0) =1

Differential equation (7.36) becomes:

As for (7.35) we get:

Let e = % and we get:

At large distances where 2 — oo we let jp(z) = 14 6(x),

Where f; is a free parameter. To include subleading behavior we let f(z) =

efre™Ver 4

A'(z) — e
This inhomogeneous differential equations has a particular solution |

A
/ FRAUET10) 2( +A2

Where Aj(z) and Ay(x) are solutions of the homogeneous equations and W (z) =
Wronskian determinant. We compute these easily:

Ay(

P

And we proceed as:

A(z) =

p(0) =0 p(o0) = po =

Now let’s investigate the asymptotic behaviors of f(r) and p(r). To simplify the differential equations we let:

Po = \/QU

1
AH(.’L') + ﬁfle—\[

L _hie Ve

Ay(z) = eVer

e—2Ve

|6(x)| << 1 and (7.41) becomes:

"mef =

= fre=Ve

= = P(x)

W = -2\

fre=Ver + A(z) and (7.41) gives:

~ efle_ﬁw +eA =

20]:
A
/ g P A1) it

A (2)AL(z) — AL(x)Aq(z) is the

—\ex
4 /dt
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(7.37)

(7.38)

(7.39)

(7.40)

(7.41)

(7.42)
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The first term gives:

~ _pVeT = (_2\/E)n n—1 _ n—11 _ _‘ex T _ € _l i
e Zin!(n—l)[x xy ] —e ln(ﬁo) ever( $+x0)—>oo

Thus it must be discarded, since f(co) = 1. Due to the second term, we get:

—Ver 1 1 1 fi e vVer
Alz) = 1A Ap(z)=cre Ve 4 i (—=+ =)= e ver _ L
() = c1Ba(z) + Ap(x) = 1™V + fo 2\ﬁ( x+x0) (Cl+f12\@z0)e N
Thus the asymptotic f(z) = foo(x) behaves:
Ve 11 f f !
~ —Vex —Vex € - _ —Vex 1 _ 1 —\/E;L': —Vexr 1 —Vex
foo(x) = fre +cie +f1 Qﬁ( - 170) e (Cl+f1+2\ﬁx0) 2\ﬁxe die N =
1 1
— e Ver[g, — h 1— — —= 4
o) = Vol = (1= 57+ O(p)) (7.43)
Now substitute g =1+ ¢ in (7.40) and we get:
LTS R AP SN
x 222
. 2. = f?
no A py Joo
5 +x§ 26 502 F(z) =
A particular solution is given again by:
< T F(t)da(t) TR ()6(t)
o(x) = -6 dt——">-+9§ dt———+
0= [ gt [ ag

We compute the homogeneous solutions and the Wronskian determinant.

2 5=2
"+ 58 —26=0 —%
X

o' —20=0=

o1 (x) = V2" oa(z) = eV =
\/ir 7\51
51 (z) = ex Sy(z) = < .
242
W(z) = 6,6, — 8,65 = —;—f

And a particular solution is:

3a(a) =~ e a2 er) + ﬁf;&g&’j@ cap(~2(v3 — V) (7.0
plx) =14 cada(x) + 6(x) (7.45)

Now we proceed with the small asymptotic behaviors of f(z) and p(x). Around x = 0 we have f(z) = 1 + Ag(z),
|Ap(z)|] << 1 and (7.41) becomes:

" 2A0((E>

Bolr) = —35— = ep’(x) (7.46)



As for (7.40) we get:

*p(x) + 20p(x) + (2% — 5)p(x) =0 =

22p(x) + 2wp(x) + (a® — 5(5 + 1))fla) = 0

Where we let § = *1%/3 The solution is

" (/2 x?
!

- o . o l 5 = -1
pla) = eris(o) = er e S0 L T

m
m=0

Thus (7.46) becomes:

2

2 z
A ZA — 26 1— 2
0 2 0( ) 60133 [ (25+3)]
Which has a particular solution:
2 3 3 2
Ag= L2422 2% (154 315+ 2062 + 46%) L + O(a)]

3 26(3+20) 2

We conclude that for asymptotic behaviors we have:

fla) 225 cap(—ven)d - T (1~ 5

e eVE  dy f V21 (V2 — 1) + \/ed;

) =25 10 = O capaver)  PROE DY o - v
f(@ﬂnﬁfx%“[%@i?(s) 3; (15 + 316 + 206% 4+ 46%) " + O(a*)]

~ r—0 (,U2

pla) === cra’[1 - m]
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(7.47)

(7.48)

(7.49)

(7.50)

Higher order small x asymptotic analysis with Pade approximation is discussed in [19] by taking into account the

asymptotic behaviors derived in (7.50). This allows to numerically estimate Es in (7.34) and we get:

Ey =7617GeV

Therefore the total total energy of the configuration is given by:

B

= (72.81 GV

+ 7617)GeV

Born-Infeld parameter § is constrained by measurements by ATLAS as mentioned in [19]:

VB > 90GeV

And thus the energy of the system is expected to have o lower bound of:

E > 14.17TeV

(7.51)

(7.52)

(7.53)

(7.54)

Of course such bound suggests that monopoles in our model are out of detection range of LHC, but is of potential

relevance to future colliders and cosmic rays.
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7.4. Simply trace SO(3) Born-Infeld Monopole

Now we are going to consider the non-Abelian Lagrangian (7.22) for the SO(3) group. Such gauge field is chosen to
be coupled with a Higgs field in the adjoint representation. We want to investigate magnetic monopole configurations,
therefore F,, F'* = T“TbFaWFb‘“’ = —4E51Bl" = 0. We write then Lagrangian of our model:

1 A 1
L= 5(Dug)"(D"9)" = T(67¢" — u?)* + %r[L — 1+ 35 Fur ) (7.55)
With:
(Du§)* = 0,0° +ie(T - A,6)° (7.56)

Where /_l'u is the non-Abelian SO(3) field. Topological arguments that we saw for the SU(2) ’t Hooft-monopole still
hold for such model and we consider the following ansatz:

- 1-K
¢ = uH(r)? (7.58)
With the following boundary conditions:
H(o)=1 H0)=0 K(0)=0 K(0)=1 (7.59)
So that asymptotically they satisfy:
¢ =2 up (7.60)
e r—00 1 A A
A ——— ——7F X O;F (761)
e

These are soliton-like configurations just like those we investigate in Georgi-Glashow model, but in this case the gauge
sector exhibits a non-linear behavior. The equations of motion for the non-Abelian gauge field are given by:
oL oL
===

"o,4, 04,

Fanv

aﬂ[ - ]:€€abCDV¢b¢cé
\J1+ WF&F‘WC
Finw -
Ol ———=|=eD"$x ¢ (7.62)
W1+ WFbC-FbC
The energy momentum tensor is given by:
2 68 ao FHOF VI
W= = = gL (D) (D) — B (7.63)
—3909Guv \/1 + ﬁFvﬁ . e
The Hamiltonian density is given then:
00 1 a( K L\a A a a 242 2 1 = - 62 gaaﬁOa_ﬁOn—
H=T :—§(DM¢) (D" ) +Z(¢ Pt —ut)* = B[ — 1+4—52FW-FW]—— (7.64)

21+ kB



The non-Abelian field tensor is given by:
Ff, = 0,A — 0,A% — ec® Ab AS =

2a 21

rr
o (S = P

K' 2K — 1
2 (apw ™ — eabufT) + AK 1)

b A b A
€apv T €abpT Ty — €abuT Ty —
er 67“2 [ H " H}

Therefore only spatial indices survive. The Higgs kinetic term is given by:

( #QS) M¢a+e€cabAc¢b

A HK HK
(Do’ = Ll m — T+ e

72 r r

20771\ 2 2u® 2
Di¢D;¢p = u”(H') +T72(HK)
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(7.65)

(7.66)

(7.67)

To calculate the contribution of the gauge field we write the non Abelian kinetic term in terms of the color magnetic

field:
—F;; - FY = —B“B“
462 / 232
The color magnetic field is given by:
1 . 1 K’
a _ ... ajk - ! 2 _ sa
B 26”kF - 1+ rK — Krior® — 68— o
And thus we get:
¥ (1 — K2)2 (K/)Q
452 T by B = 232274 + B2e2r2

Now by using the formulas above we can calculate the energy functional of the configuration is given by:

At (1-K2)2 K2 _ (uH)?  uHK
_ | By 2, AU pre 2 200 2
E—/d xH—47T/drr{ 1 (H®—1) = p%(1 \/1+ e +B262r2)+ 2 +( , )7}

0

Since the configuration is static, equations of motion are given by

dr 0H'"  OH
2K?’H 2
= H'="—— - “H' +N°H[H* - 1]
r r
Ao, oM
dr 0K'" 0K
K’ K(K? - 1
= ( 5 + 2K (ueH)?
dr (U-K2)2 | K r (-K2)2 | K"
\/]- =+ 2B2e2rt 52e2r2 \/1 =+ 2p%e2rt 5262 2

Let:

1-K2)?2 K"
R:\/l+( L

2ﬂ2627"4 52627’2

(7.68)

(7.69)

(7.70)

(7.71)

(7.72)

(7.73)

(7.74)

(7.75)
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And we get:
d K'  K(K?-1) )
/
K" — K’%ﬁ = K(K? 1)+ KR(Heu)*r? (7.76)

The non-Abelian field tensor and the Higgs field are the same as the one in Georgi-Glashow model, thus the magnetic
charge of the configuration is equal to:

Gn == (7.77)
e

Finally numerical results [25] of the differential equations showcase that there are some critical values (. for which
when 8 < (. there are no numerical solution due to high non-linearity of the equations. Moreover for these values the
monopole energy is infinity. Some critical values are 8. = 0.41 for A\/e? = 0 and 3. = 0.62 for A = 0.5. The origins
of . is quite interesting. In Georgi-Glashow model the radius of the monopole core is given by R, = 1/ My = 1/ue,
with M, being the mass of the W bosons. There is another length associated with Higgs field and we let it as
Ry =1/Mg ~1/ v Au. This is simply the region for which the Higg’s obtains the vacuum expectation value. We let
the dimensionless parameter:

RH &
_ _© 7.78
=R A (7.78)

Then according to numerical solution monopole configuration arise for a ~ 1. Now in our current model there is
an another parameter 3 for which Ry and R, could in principle depend from 8 and uv/A and the configuration
minimizing the energy will result from the matching of both parameters determining the size of the monopole. In the
region defined by ., such matching is impossible [25]. Therefore, the critical value f3, is simple the range where it is
impossible to adjust the parameters of the model such that the energy is minimised.

7.5. Simply trace SO(3) Gravitational Born-Infeld Monopole

Consider the simply trace SO(3) Born-Infeld model in curved spacetime. The spacetime is described by a spherical
symmetric solution of Einstein’s equations and we use the parametirization [27]:

ds* = B(r)dt* — A(r)dr? — r?dQ?

= M2 — 2 gr? — 12402 (7.79)
Where the the functions B(r) and A(r) satisfy the following conditions:

B(oo) = A(c0) =1 (7.80)

v(o00) = o(00) =0 (7.81)

We will consider monopole configurations and the Lagrangian of model is given by:

R 1 - o 1 N - -
—— - DK 2 _ vy 2 ch— 2)2 —
L= 15t 5Dud Do+ Btr(l 1+—252FWFM )= 760 —u")? = Lo+ Ly (7.82)

R
Ly= 1o (7.83)

Lo = %DM& DFG + B2tr(1 — 4 /1 + Q—;QFWFW) - %(5. ¢ —u?)? (7.84)
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And the action of the system is given by:

S = / d*z/—gL (7.85)
The field solution of the matter section is given by:
¢ = uH(r)f (7.86)
A = 5(1 — K(r))F x 97 =0 (7.87)
With boundary conditions:
H(x) =1 H(0)=0 K(0)=1 K(oc0)=0 (7.88)

We have describe 't Hooft monopole configuration in curved spacetime in section (5). Most of the general calculations
performed in this section still hold for this case. In particular equations of motion for A(r) and B(r) obtained from
gravity sector remain the same. The same holds for the Higgs field in the matter sector and we expect the gauge field
to satisfy different equations motion. Recall from (5)

1o o
— P P =

(K')* (1-K?)?
Ae2r? 2e2r4

(7.89)

Then the Born-Infeld term gives:

1
252

Where we have let:

Br(l—/1+

.. 1 = o K2 1 — K2)2
FijFii) = 62(1— /1 + EE-j CFi) = g1 - \/1 + A(ﬂ%)w + (QﬁQeQTi =B%(1-R) (7.90)

R = \/1 SRS C et o (7.91)

A62€2T2 252627“4

This in order to calculate the equation of motion for the gauge field we consider the rest of the terms in the action:
S = /d4x\/—g/.1 > —4ﬂ/dt/dr\/ﬁ{u2H2K2 - B*r?(1 -R)}
0
The equation of motion for the gauge field is given:

4 O/ 9L), _ Iy 5L)
dr 0K’ 0K

=

R
oK

%[\/ABBW g;?,] — 2V ABu’H?K + *r*VAB

We have:

R _ 2 K(K* 1
0K R [2e2rd

oR 2 K
OK' R AjB2e2r2

Then we get:

d. [BK' = — ) —— K(K?—1)
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r? d \/E R' K'r?
—N/=K'-= = (euHr)’KR + K(K* - 1 7.92
R K T = (P RR £ KK~ 1) (7.92)
Note in that in the flat limit, where A(co) = B(oo) = 1, we obtain the differential equation of the gauge field in

(7.76), as it was expected.
From the energy momentum tensor we can obtain the Hamiltonian of the system:

—

1 nd - 1 )\ -
H=-Ly = —[§Du¢ DPg 4 BPr(1 =\ [1+ 5 Fu Frv) — 1(45 - ¢ —u?)?]

26
Au w*H?  w?H?K?
= (H?>-1)2 - p%(1 - .
s -1 T B (- R) (7.93)
The energy of the monopole configuration is given by:
i Aud 22 2H2 K2
_ 2 AU 2 2 U u 2
E—47T/d7‘7" [T(H -1+ o1 + 2 - B4 (1-R)]

0
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Numerical results of this system are described in [27]. Let’s sum up the most important results. In this analysis we
let a® = 47wGu, where various solutions corresponding to different values of u, have been studied. The system exhibits
a similar behavior just like the flat case, where the monopole solution cease to exist for values of 8 bellow the critical
value 5. ~ 0.1. At last from this analysis it was found for definite value of § it exists a maximum value @4, of a, for
which the monopole solution cease to exist for a > @mae. In particular it was found as 3 increases a2, decreases.

max
The reason for such behavior is that for values a < a4, the monopole becomes gravitationally unstable and collapses.

Conclusion

To sum up, magnetic monopoles are a theoretical concept in fundamental physics, with no experimental evidence.
Despite this physicists remained stubborn about this idea, with monopoles being contained in theoretical models ever
since the first exploration of Maxwell’s theory. The main goal of this thesis was to present the prospect electroweak
monopoles in the standard model and some of its extensions. The lack of experimental verification is a strong evidence
that electroweak monopoles are only theoretical. In addition to this the theoretical description of electroweak monopole
is also problematic, since it has infinity energy. It is possible that these facts could conclude the research around the
topological sector of the standard model. Of course we have not discussed any dynamics of electroweak monopoles,
which are very important for the experimental research in colliders. Although it seems that electroweak monopole
is a speculation, it will still have a theoretical relevance, since they can be found in standard model extensions such
as GUT’s and other models in modern theoretical physics. This will hopefully continue to fuel physicists for further
research.

Appendix
Appendix A: Homotopy theory

In this section we are going to introduce some aspects of homotopy theory. Homotopy theory in general studies
continuous deformations between spaces. These deformations are maps between spaces and in physics we focus more
on maps rather than spaces. In particular we will study maps between n-dimensional sphere and the vacuum manifold
M,

¢:S" = M (A1)

Maps are passing through a base point m € M.



()

The set of maps that can be continuously deformed to the map ¢ is denoted as [¢]. This is known as homotopy
class.

Let ¢, : S™ — M two continuous maps. If 3 a continuous map F : 8™ x I — M with I = [0,1], such that
F(p,t =0) = ¢(p) and F(p,t =1) =&(p) V p € S™, then we say ¢ ~ £, meaning that ¢ is homotopic to £&. We call
F(p,t) homotopy between ¢ and &. The map F(p,t) is simply a way to continuously'® deform ¢ to £ and ¢, & € [¢]

Two different homotopy maps ¢, £ passing through a base point m € M can be multiplied via the operation:

) o(x) xeSY
¢O€_{§(m) mESz (4.2)

Where S? stands for north hemisphere and S™ stands for the south hemisphere of the n dimensional sphere. The
two maps are equal to the equator and whole equator is mapped to m. We can generalise this operation to homotopy
classes [¢] and [¢]. It can shown that this operation respects all the requirements of an abelian group and we call this
group nth homotopy group 7, (M). Group elements of , (M) are homotopy classes.

One very important homotopy group is the first homotopy group of U(1) = S'. It can be proved that:

m(sh) =2 (A.3)

Each homotopy class is associated with a different integer. We can think the classes as rubber bands that fit n rounds
a circle. For example one that fits two rounds can not deformed into another that fits one round.
This idea can generalize to higher homotopy groups of higher dimensional spheres:

m(S™) =27 (A4)
The first homotopy group of S™ now it can proven that is trivial:
m(S") =0 (A.5)

Since S™ is a simply connected space. This means that it has no holes and can be continuously contracted to a point,
making every rubber band equivalent.
The generalization of this idea is for m > n :

n(S™) =0 (A.6)

Appendix B: Soliton Theory

In this section we are going to introduce the idea of solitons. Solitons or solitary waves are stable field configurations
of finite energy.
Our starting point is the one dimensional Sine-Gordon equation:
02y 0% 1 |
ﬁ - @ + bjS’Ln(b(b) =0 (Bl)
This is a wave equation with a non linear term, thus the superposition principle does not hold. Consider the moving
solution ¢(z,t) = f(x — ut) = f(§). We transform (B.1) by letting £ = = — ut:

? L, R

o ~ " o2 a2 o2
And (B.1) becomes:

0? 1
an“ —?) = sgsin(bo) (B2)

10 This is achieved via the variable ¢t € I
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FIG. 12: Soliton wave moves in space without changing its size or shape.

This equation is solved by:

4 4+ 2& 1
= —tan" (e Vb)), = B.3
Now let’s investigate constant solutions. This means %t‘f = a—d’ 0 and (B.1) gives:
2
sin(bp) =0 = ¢= %n nez (B.4)

Sine-Gordon equation has a degenerate vacuum in a classical sense. It’s easy to show that (B.1) can be obtained from
the Lagrangian:

1,09, 09, 1
= 5[(a) — (a—x) |- = [1 — cos(bg)] (B.5)

Where the potential V(¢) = b%(l — cos(b¢)) has chosen such that is equal zero for ¢ = QWT". We can approximate the
potential near the vacuum as:

l(1 - 1+b2¢2 —b4¢4) »_ v

V(¢) ~ b2 4 5

2 4
Now construct a static configuration where ¢ approaches one of the zeros of V(¢) as ¢ — —oo and different one as

¢ — o0. Let’s say n = 0 for —oo and n =1 for co. As for the intermediate region it holds that % #0and ¢ # QWT"
For static configurations (B.1) gives:

82¢> ov 0p 0 0¢p OV 100,
T 96 =" wosar 06~ 2lar) V0
The energy of the static configuration is give by:

o /dm”H— /d ,c——/ 1(g¢’) +V(¢)]dx:/2V(¢)da;:2/02ﬂ/b d—;dqb

E = / V2Vdp = / d¢ 1—cos(b¢))

8
Thus this configuration has finite energy that is inversely proportional to the coupling constant 2. We can visualise
such configuration as an infinite horizontal string with pegs attached to it at equally spaced intervals, and connect each
peg to it’s neighbour with spring (coupling). The ground corresponds to the peg hanging vertically. The configuration
n =0 — n = 1 described above can be seen in figure 13. From this figure we observe that such a configuration is
stable and can not decay to a configuration with £ = 0. This means for example to continuously deform n = 1
to n = 0 and obtain a configuration n = 0 — n = 0. The reason for this is that it involves an infinity number of



7
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FIG. 13: Soliton solution visualisation.

pegs turning over across the horizontal line, requiring infinity energy. Thus there is infinity energy barrier between
configurations with different end points. For these reason solitons are topological objects, since their stability is
earned from topological properties of the space (boundary conditions).

We can try to generalise this idea to two spatial dimensions with polar coordinates (r,0). Now the boundary of
configurations is not the end points of a horizontal line, but a circle at infinity:

¢ =ae™ r— o0 (B.7)

Where n € Z is fixed and chosen such that ¢ is single valued. We write the potential in such a way that at the
boundary (B.7) is equal to zero:

V(¢*9) = (> — ¢*¢)° (B.8)
And the Lagrangian is:
L= 10,600~ V(") (B.9)

Now for a static configuration the energy density of the system at r — oo:

n%a®

.1 2y _ _
H=-L= Vo Vo+V(¢l") =V Vo =—75

And the energy is

2.2 [oe]

n<a dr

E = / — = 0
T

Such configuration has infinity energy and we can not generalise to two dimensions. In fact we can not generalise to
d > 2. This fact is described by Derricks theorem [9]. In particular it states that any scalar field theory that respects
dilation symmetry can not have stable solutions for dimension d > 2. It’s easy to check that our one dimensional
Lagrangian (B.5) is indeed invariant under dilation transformations x — Ax.

To stabilize the configuration we add an abelian gauge field A,, and getting the langragian:

1 .., . %
L= F"Fu+ (0, + ieA,)o|* — V(¢*¢) (B.10)
The energy momentum tensor is:
T = —F FF°Y + DFo* DY — g" L (B.11)
And the energy of the static system for gauge where Ay = 0 is:
1_.. 1
B [EalgFIF, + 306 Do+ (6 - o) (B.12)
Then at r — oo energy becomes finite if:

Thus finite energy configuration is possible since at the boundary E = 0. We can find the form of the vector field at
r — 00, by substituting (B.7) to (B.13) and we get:

1
D;p=0= —inf +ieldy =0=
T
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i
A =0 A, =0 Apg=——=—-Vy() (B.14)
er e
And since A is a pure gauge Fj; = 0. We can add a third dimension z such that the fields does not depend from it.
Then the configuration becomes a vortex line. This configuration is stable if the boundary condition (B.7) can not
continuously deformed to the vacuum value |¢| = a. Note that vacuum manifold is S}, since the vacuum condition

vac
is described by any element on the unit circle ¢ = ¢/a. So for the configuration to be stable means finding a map
¢ : S, — Sl . which is non-trivial. Indeed from homotopy theory it holds that 71 (U(1)) = 71(S') = Z. From this
discussion we see that in a field theory topology provides existence argument for soliton solution.
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