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Abstract

We study the Hamiltonian structure of the gauge symmetry breaking and enhance-
ment. After giving a general discussion of these phenomena in terms of the constrained
phase space, we perform a canonical analysis of the Grassmannian nonlinear sigma
model coupled with Chern-Simons term, which contains a free parameter governing
explicit symmetry enhancement= breaking according to U(n + m) = U(n) x U(m).

1 Introduction

The phenomena of gauge symmetry breaking or enhancement are very important subjects
in physics. One of the most important applications is to the area of generating the masses
of the gauge bosons [1]. Recently, the dynamical generation of gauge boson mass has
been analyzed in the context of an enlarged CP(N) model [2]. The model contains a
free parameter r which could be understood as an explicit gauge symmetry breaking =
enhancement parameter; in the case of r = 1 the gauge symmetry of the model is U(2),
while it is U(1) x U(1) in the case of r # 1. It was shown in Ref. [2] that the dynamically
generated gauge fields yield the U(2) Yang-Mills theory in the limit of r = 1. Away from
this limit, two of the gauge fields become massive with masses being induced radiatively
through the loop corrections and the symmetry is broken to U(1) x U(1). That is, the
gauge symmetry enhancement has occurred in the limit of r» = 1.

In this work, we study extended version of this model in the Hamiltonian formulation.
We first recall that the gauge symmetry is realized as the Gauss law constraints in the
Hamiltonian method. In order to see the structure of gauge symmetry more explicitly, we
couple the Grassmannian nonlinear sigma model [3] with some external gauge fields, which
we choose to be described by the U(n+m) Chern-Simons term. Then, we perform the Dirac
analysis [4] of the resulting theory. The theory has both first and second class constraints,
and it is found that for » = 1 the Gauss constraints satisfy U(n 4+ m) symmetry algebra,
whereas for r # 1 only U(n) x U(m) algebra. What happens is that off-diagonal first class
constraints generating the U(n + m) gauge symmetry become second class constraints
away from r = 1, reducing the resulting gauge symmetry.
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This can be understood more geometrically as follows [5]. A phase space can be de-
scribed by a manifold I" with a non-degenerate closed 2-form. If a theory is constrained
by the constraints, the space of physical interest will be the submanifold I' consisting of
all points of I" satisfying the constraints. It is well-known [4] that one can decompose the
constraints into two classes, first class constraints and the second class ones. The degen-
eracies of the closed two-form on the constrained submanifold are associated with the first
class constraints, and the reduced phase space is identified with the quotient manifold of
I where any two points of ' are identified if they are related by a curve which lies along
the degeneracy directions everywhere. The non-degenerate closed 2-form, or symplectic
structure, on the reduced phase space defines the Dirac bracket. What happens in our
model can be explained as follows. The Hamiltonian vector fields which are generated by
the non-diagonal part of U(n +m) constraints point in fixed directions in I'. When r # 1,
they are not tangent to I'. As the parameter r approaches one, the constraints change
gradually and T’ becomes tangent to those vector fields at » = 1. Initially second class
constraints become first class, the gauge symmetry being enlarged from U(n) x U(n) to
U(n+m).

It turns out that a smooth extrapolation from the U(n) x U(m) to U(n + m) gauge
symmetry algebra is not possible in the Dirac analysis. The reason is that in the Dirac
method we have to compute the inverse of the Dirac matrix which is constructed with
second class constraints only. This inverse matrix with parameter r becomes singular if
we take the limit of r — 1, because off-diagonal constraints change from second class into
first class. When this happens, the Dirac matrix becomes degenerate and the inverse does
not exist. From physical point of view, this singular behavior could be associated with the
second order phase transition which one encounters in going to the limit » =1 [2].

In the next section, we define the Grassmannian model coupled with Chern-Simons
term and perform the canonical analysis. We also discuss the Dirac bracket structure in
the case of r =1 and r # 1 separately.

2 Chern-Simons gauged Grassmannian model
We start from the Lagrangian written in terms of the N x (n + m) matrix ¢ such that
1
£ = Str [(Dud) (D) =AW = B)| + Les, (2.1)

where the field, 1, is made of n + m complex N-vectors such that

Tb: [1/}17"' 71/}7171/}714—17'” 7wn+m]- (22)
The hermitian (n +m) x (n +m) matrix A is a Lagrange multiplier, and R is given by
T 0
R=| "xn : 2.3
0  r Luxm (2.3)
where 7,5, = diag (r,--- ,7) and r~1,,,x,, = diag (7“71, e ,7’71) with a real positive . We
—_—— —_———
n times m times

will also use the notation Ry, = rgde (a,b=1,--+ ,n+m) with r, = r(1 < a <n), and
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rp, =r"Yn+1<b<n+m). The covariant derivative is defined as D) = 9, — A,
with a (n +m) x (n 4+ m) anti-hermitian matrix gauge potential A, associated with the
local U(n+m) gauge transformations. Lcg is the non-Abelian Chern-Simons gauge action
given by

K 2
Les = —5e""tr (aMAVAp + gAuAuAp> : (2.4)

The kinetic term of the Lagrangian (2.1) is invariant under the local U(n + m) transfor-
mation, while the matrix R with r # 1 explicitly breaks the U(n + m) gauge symmetry
down to U(n) x U(m). Thus, the symmetry of our model is [SU (N )|global X [U (7 +m)]iocal
for r = 1, while [SU(N)]global X [U(n) X U(m)]iocal for r # 1. Therefore, the parameter r
could be regarded as an explicit symmetry breaking parameter.

Let us perform the canonical analysis using the Dirac method [4]. We first define the
conjugate momenta of the ¢ field by I = which gives

awa’
1
Ha = ?(T/JQT + AOabwb ) (25)
The indices a, b, - - - represent the U(n + m) indices, while Latin indices «, (3, - - - represent

the global SU(N) indices. We will occasionally omit the global SU(N) indices, when the
context is clear. Likewise, the conjugate momentum of the g T field is given by

et = i2(% ¥y Aoba)- (2.6)

The momentum for the Lagrangian multiplier field A\, is constrained to vanish,

I, = 0. (2.7)
The conjugate momentum P!, for the gauge field A4, is given by

Py = ke€ijAjpa, Poap = 0. (2.8)

In the above, the indices 4, j, .. represent the spatial ones with 1 and 2. In the following
analysis we will not treat the first equation as a constraint. Instead P, is removed from
the beginning and replaced by xe;;jA;jp,. The second equation, together with (2.7), defines
the primary constraint of the theory. The Poisson brackets are defined by

ghoemss
Y) = 0acOpad(x — y),
@}—%mﬁ@_) (2.9)
{Azab(x)7 A]cd(y)} = - 61] ad(sbc(s(-%' — y)

After a straightforward Dirac analysis, we find that the system is described by the
canonical Hamiltonian given by

1 1
Ho = gznang+?<Diw>L<Diw>a+?Aabwzwa—z%ba)+<Ha¢b—¢;HZ+mFmb>A0ba, (2.10)
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where we denote F'G = F*G® and Flag is the magnetic field given by
Fioqy = 01A2ap — 02 A1ap + [A1, A2lap- (2.11)

Including all secondary constraints, we find that the dynamics is governed by the following
constraints;

CC(LS) =1, ~ 0,

Célly) = Pc?b ~ 0,
ai = iy, — Rap ~ 0, (2.12)
O = Moty — I} + K Fraa ~ 0,

CS) = Tathy + i} — H[Ao, Rl ~ 0.

a

One can check that the time evolution of the above constraints are closed with a total
Hamiltonian Hp = Ho + Zi:o Agé) C’O(Lz) using the relations (2.9).

To separate the constraints into first and second-class, we first calculate the commuta-
tion relations of (2.12) to yield the nonvanishing Poisson brackets

1

(@), clwy = 5 (e = 7)Saabed(w — 1), (2.13)
(CD@),CE WY = (re—ra)daadscd(@ —y), (2.14)
{C@).C WY = (ra+ >adabca< —y), (2.15)
{CQ@,cHw} = <5 - adCc(b)) 5(z —y), (2.16)
(€Y @,clwy = %([AOaR]adébc [A0, Rlbcdaa)d(x — y), (2.17)
{CP@).CH WY = w(Fiaadu — Fizaads)d(x —y). (2.18)

Note that (2.16) satisfies U(n + m) Gauss law algebra. Nevertheless, Cﬁ) with @ # b
become second class constraints for r # 1, because in this case the right hand sides of
(2.14) and (2.17) are nonvanishing for ¢ # d.

Let us discuss the Dirac brackets [4] of our model. It turns out that transition from
r # 1 to r = 1 is singular and we have to carry out the cases of r = 1 and r # 1 separately.
r=1 case. For the case of r = 1, we have Ry, = 04, and it is easy to infer from the
constraints algebra (2.13)-(2.18), that only Cﬁ) and CC(;:) are second class constraints. All
of Cc(j)’s are the first class constraints whose Gauss law satisfies the U(n + m) algebra
(2.16). Cég) and C(g,lj) completely decouple from the theory and can be put equal to zero.

Let us define the second class constraints as, Cx = (Cf), g)) (K =1,2,...,2(n+m)?)
where C’f) stands for C’éi) collectively and CXL) for C’C(;)). One obtains the following Poisson
bracket relations Ok, = {Ck,CL},

O M
9_[_MT N}, (2.19)
where
Map = Mab;cd = 2(Sad(sbc = 2(I 2 I)ab;dca (220)

Nap = Napea = K[-Fro®@I+1@F5"| abide " (2.21)
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The inverse matrix of © is given by

MTleMfl _MTfl

-1 _
@ - M—l O )

(2.22)

with
_ B 1
M yp =M gpea = 5(1 ® 1) absde- (2.23)

r# 1 case. Let us divide the index by a for 1 <a<n,andaforn+1<a<n+m.

In this case, we first note that off-diagonal constraints Cg) and Cég) which were first-
class in the case of r = 1 become second-class, because the gauge symmetry is reduced
to U(m) x U(n). This is evident from (2.13), whose right hand side is nonvanishing for

re=r#r;= r~1. We use the Weyl gauge with Ag = 0 which makes the constraints C((Li)

(4)

commute with C;”, this makes the computation considerably easier. Therefore, all the
second class constraints are given by

@) A2 A2 A2 A4 ~@) AB) B
Cx = (2,02 cD ¢ c® b o D) (2.24)

In order to compute the Dirac matrix ©x; = {Ck,Cr}, we use the following non-
vanishing components;

{CO) (), C®) (y)} = (re — r7) 833650 (x — )
{C@ (), C® i(y)} = (re — 1)0,305:0(x — y)
{CO) (), CW 4(y)} = (re + 1) 83365:0(x — )
{C¥ (), CWg(y)} = (re + 17)05465:0(x — y)
{CW (), CW 4(y)} = K(Frag0aq — Fi2qa05:)0(x — y)
{CW 3(2),CW 4(y)} = k(Fraz30,5 — Fi2540:)0(x — ).
Now we find the Dirac matrix of the form
O M
O — [ TN } , (2.26)
where
[ 0 0 O g 0 0 0
00 m O 0 00O
M= 0n 0 O » N = 00 0 0]’ (2.27)
00 0 p 0 00 r
with
laB;écZ = QT‘SaJI‘SBE
m ;5= (r="—r)d, 0 Aa5.20 = F(F1250z0 — F1253052)
M — ab;ed ad”bé ab;c cbYad ad’be (2.98
KE Nabed = (r— 7'_1)5&&555 ’ Tabied — K(Fmabé&d Fl?ad'ééa) ( )
DPabed = 27"_15(1&5135
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The inverse matrix of © is given by

=t 0 0 0
-1 _ -1 -1
[ MTTNMTY —MT 40 0 m 0
S _[ Jyas 0 M= 0 S, o | (2.29)
0 0 0 pt

with (r —r~1 = Ts)

1 1 1 1 -1 -1 -1
My = {(laB;EJ’ Mg Mabed Paped) = (120 —rs 1m0, v/ 2)5&J555}' (2.30)

Note that the inverse matrix M ~! of (2.29) becomes singular in the limit of » — 1. This is
because part of the constraints change from second class into first class in the limit r = 1,
and determinant of the Dirac matrix becomes zero. The resulting Dirac brackets for both
cases of r = 1 and r # 1 are very involved, and will not be presented here. The case of
n =m =1 can be found in Ref. [5].

3 Conclusion

We performed canonical analysis of the gauge symmetry enhancement in the Grassman-
nian model coupled with U(n+m) Chern-Simons term. We discussed that the conventional
Dirac method does not allow a smooth extrapolation of the symmetry enhanced and bro-
ken phases. This was essentially due to the fact that Dirac procedure requires an inverse
of the Dirac matrix which is constructed with second class constraints only, and becomes
singular when some of the second class constraints become first class. Physically, second
order phase transition occurring as the symmetry breaking parameter r approaches the
critical value 1 could be responsible for the non-smooth transition. It would be interesting
to extend our analysis to the supersymmetric case and perform other quantization meth-
ods of our model.
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