arXiv:1304.4398v1 [hep-th] 16 Apr 2013

   NRCPS-HE-47-2013
CERN-PH-TH/2013-055

Extension of Chern-Simons Forms and New Gauge Anomalies

Ignatios Antoniadis^{⋆,1} and George Savvidy^{⋆,+}

⋆ Department of Physics, CERN Theory Division CH-1211 Geneva 23, Switzerland

+ Demokritos National Research Center, Ag. Paraskevi, Athens, Greece

Abstract

We present a general analysis of gauge invariant, exact and metric independent forms which can be constructed using higher rank field-strength tensors. The integrals of these forms over the corresponding space-time coordinates provides new topological Lagrangians. With these Lagrangians one can define gauge field theories which generalize the Chern-Simons quantum field theory. We also present explicit expressions for the potential gauge anomalies associated with the tensor gauge fields and classify all possible anomalies that can appear in lower dimensions. Of special interest are those which can be constructed in four, six, eight and ten dimensions.

1 On leave of absence from CPHT École Polytechnique, F-91128, Palaiseau Cedex,France.

1 Introduction

The chiral anomalies appear in gauge theories interacting with Weyl fermions. The U_A(1) gauge anomaly is given by the Pontryagin-Chern-Simons 2n-form [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9]

d ∗ J^A ∝ P_{2n} = T r(G^n) = d ω_{2n−1}, (1.1)

where ω_{2n−1} is the Chern-Simons form in 2n − 1 dimensions [1, 7]:

ω_{2n−1}(A) = n

∫_1 0 dt T r(AG^{n−1}_t ) . (1.2) G = dA + A^2 is the 2-form Yang-Mills (YM) field-strength tensor of the 1-form vector field^2 A = −igA^a_μL^adx^μ and G_t = tG + (t^2 − t)A^2. A celebrated result for the non- Abelian anomaly [10, 11, 12, 13, 14] can be obtained by gauge variation of the ω_{2n−1} [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9]:

δω_{2n−1} = dω^1_{2n−2} , (1.3) where the (2n − 2)-form has the following integral representation of Zumino [1]:

ω^1_{2n−2}(ξ, A) = n(n − 1)

∫_1 0 dt(1 − t) Str ( ξd(A G^{n−2}_t ) ) . (1.4)

Here, ξ = ξ^aL_a is a scalar gauge parameter and Str denotes a symmetrized trace. The covariant divergence of the non-Abelian left and right handed currents is given by this (2n − 2)-form: D ∗ J^{L,R}_ξ ∝ ω^1_{2n−2}(ξ, A). (1.5) Thus the non-Abelian anomaly in 2n − 2-dimensional space-time may be obtained from the Abelian anomaly (1.1) in 2n dimensions by a series of reduction (transgression) steps (1.1) and (1.3) by a differential geometric method without having to evaluate the Feynman diagrams [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21].

In recent articles [22, 23, 24] the authors have found similar invariants in non-Abelian tensor gauge field theory [25, 26, 27]. The first series of exact (2n + 3)-forms are defined as follows:

Γ_{2n+3} = T r(G^nG_3) = dσ_{2n+2}, (1.6) where G_3 = dA_2 + [A, A_2] is the 3-form field-strength tensor for the rank-2 gauge field A_2 = −igA^a_{μλ}L_adx^μ ∧ dx^λ. The second series of exact 6n-forms is defined as [23]:

Δ_{6n} = T r(G_3)^{2n} = dπ_{6n−1}, (1.7)

2L^a are the generators of the Lie algebra.

where the (6n − 1)-forms are defined in D = 6n − 1 dimensions. The third series of invariant forms are defined in D = 2n + 4 dimensions and are given by the expression

Φ_{2n+4} = T r(G^nG_4) = dψ_{2n+3} , (1.8)

where the corresponding secondary (2n+3)-form ψ_{2n+3} is defined in D = 2n+3 dimensions and G_4 = dA_3 +{A, A_3}. The forth series of forms is defined in D = 2n+2 dimensions [24]

Ω_{2n+2} = T r(GG_{2n} + ....) = dχ_{2n+1} (1.9)

where the forms χ_{2n+1} are defined in D = 2n + 1 dimensions. All new forms Γ_{2n+3}, Δ_{6n}, Φ_{2n+4} and Ω_{2n+2} are analogous to the Pontryagin-Chern-Simons densities P_{2n} in YM gauge theory (1.1): they are gauge invariant, exact and metric independent. Our aim is to find out all potential gauge anomalies which are generated by the new invariant forms in even dimensions performing transgression analogous to the (1.1) and (1.3)

P_{2n} ⇒ ω_{2n−1} ⇒ ω^1_{2n−2}. (1.10)

In particular we are interested to enumerate and classify all potential anomalies and their structure in even dimensions from four to ten space-time dimensions. For this purpose one should enumerate all gauge invariant, exact and metric independent forms in the corresponding dimensions. The integrals of these forms over the corresponding spacetime coordinates provides us with new topological Lagrangians and with a generalization of the Chern-Simons quantum field theory [28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38].

In the next Section 2, we shall present a general analysis of such forms which can be constructed using higher rank field-strength tensors, and we will define gauge field theories that generalize the Chern-Simons quantum field theory. In Section 3, we will present explicit expressions for the potential gauge anomalies associated with the tensor gauge fields. They are given by the sum of the two formulas (3.14) and (3.11) representing our result for the gauge anomalies. From this calculation it turns out that at least two powers of the YM field-strength tensor G should be present in the form Φ_{2n} to generate anomalies with respect to the standard gauge transformations. In Section 4, we shall classify all possible forms which can be constructed in lower dimensions. Of special interest are those that can be constructed in four, six, eight and ten dimensions. Finally, in the Appendix, we present useful formulas for the gauge transformations of fields, the corresponding Biachi identities and for a one parameter deformation of fields generalizing Zumino’s construction.

2 Gauge Invariant, Exact and Metric Independent Forms

In order to completely enumerate and classify all possible gauge invariant, exact and metric independent forms in extended YM theory we shall start from the Pontryagin- Chern-Simons density P_{2n} in YM theory and then proceed with a number of steps by decreasing the power of YM field-strength tensor G and increasing the power of the higher rank field-strength tensors G_{2n}, but keeping the rank of the forms fixed. Thus, we have to study the following sequence of 2n-forms T r(G^n), T r(G^{n−2}G_4), T r(G^{n−3}G_6), T r(G^{n−4}G_8), T r(G^{n−4}G^2_4), T r(G^{n−5}G_{10}), T r(G^{n−5}G_6G_4), T r(G^{n−6}G_{12}), T r(G^{n−6}G_8G_4), T r(G^{n−6}G^3_4), T r(G^{n−7}G_{14}), T r(G^{n−7}G_{10}G_4), T r(G^{n−7}G_8G_6), T r(G^{n−8}G_{16}), T r(G^{n−8}G_{12}G_4), T r(G^{n−8}G_{10}G_6), T r(G^{n−8}G_8G_8), T r(G^{n−8}G_8G^2_4), T r(G^{n−8}G^2_6G_4), T r(G^{n−8}G^4), .............................. (2.1) By construction they are metric independent, and thus invariant under general coordinate transformations because the indices of the field-strength tensors are contracted with the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor ϵ^{μ1 ,...,μ2n} . As a next step, one should check that these forms are gauge invariant and exact. Not all of them share these properties and as we shall see in some cases one should consider linear combinations of these forms as the Ω_{2n} in (1.9). Those of the forms which will be found to be gauge invariant and exact, by transgression will generate potential non-Abelian anomalies in 2n − 2 dimensions.

The forms Γ_{2n+3}, Δ_{6n}, Φ_{2n+4} and Ω_{2n+2} which we already presented in the introduction are part of the above list and are gauge invariant, exact and metric independent. For instance, the series of forms linear in G_6 can be easily constructed because they contain only the lower field-strength tensor G_4. The first forms are: Ξ_8 = T r(GG_6 + G_4G_4) = dϕ_7, Ξ_{10} = T r(G^2G_6 + 2GG^2_4) = dϕ_9, (2.2) Ξ_{12} = T r(G^3G_6 + 2G^2G^2_4 + GG_4GG_4) = dϕ_{11} ......... .............................. (2.3) which can be written using the symmetrized trace, as Ξ_{2n+6} = Str(G^nG_6 + nG^{n−1}G^2_4) = dϕ_{2n+5}. (2.4) The lower dimensional forms linear in G_8 are Υ_{10} = T r(GG_8 + 3G_4G_6) = dϱ_9, Υ_{12} = T r(G^2G_8 + 3GG_4G_6 + 3GG_6G_4 + 2G^3_4) = dϱ_{11}, ........... ................................. (2.5) and so on.

The general analysis of possible forms will be presented in the following sections, but already at this stage one can see that there is a reach class of invariant densities which are relevant for the description of possible gauge anomalies. At the same time, integrals of these forms over the corresponding space-time coordinates provides us with new topological Lagrangians. In particular, one can define topological field theories, generalizing the Chern-Simons quantum field theory [28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38], in which the correlation functions have support on two-dimensional surfaces M^i_2 and knots C^j Z(M, M^i_2, C^j, R) = ∫ DADA_2e^{ik ∫M σ2n+2 (A,A2)} ∏ i,j T r_{Ri} e^i ∮ Mi2 A_2 T r_{Rj} e^{i ∮Cj A}, (2.6) where σ_{2n+2} is defined in (1.6) and k is a parameter, or on three-dimensional manifolds Z(M, M^i_3, C^j, R) = ∫ DADA_3e^{ik ∫M ψ2n+3(A,A3)} ∏ i,j T r_{Ri} e^i ∮ Mi3 A_3 T r_{Rj} e^{i ∮Cj A} (2.7) as well as on higher dimensional ones, ψ_{2n+3} is defined in (1.8). In particular, for the partition function Z(M) in four dimensions [22, 23], we get Z(M) = ∫ DADA_2e^{ik} ∫ M4 σ_4 = ∫ DADA_2e^{ik} ∫ M4 T r(GA_2) (2.8)

and in the large k limit the contribution to the path integral is dominated from the points of stationary phase which are, in the given case, the flat connections G = dA + A^2 = 0, G_3 = dA_2 + [A, A_2] = 0. (2.9) The solutions of the first equation are well known A^{flat} = g^{−1}dg, while the solutions of the second one have been found in [23] A^{flat}_2 = g^{−1}dg_1 − g^{−1}g_1g^{−1}dg.

With these solutions in hands one can calculate the Gaussian integrals in (2.8) and express the partition function Z in terms of determinants of certain operators. The details will be given elsewhere.

3 Forms Φ_{2n} Linear in G_4 and Ω_{2n} Linear in G

We shall start our analysis with the second form in our list Φ_{2n} = T r(G^{n−2}G_4), which is the next to the standard Pontryagin-Chern-Simons density T r(G^n) and is its natural generalization. The form Φ_{2n} was already considered in [24] and was shown to be gauge invariant and exact

dΦ_{2n} = 0. (3.1)

According to Poincaré’s lemma, this equation implies that Φ_{2n} can be locally written as an exterior differential of a certain (2n − 1)-form

T r(G^{n−2}G_4) = dψ_{2n−1} . (3.2)

Generalizing Zumino’s construction [1], a one-parameter family of potentials and strengths should be introduced:

A_t = tA, G_t = tG + (t^2 − t)A^2, A_{3t} = tA_3, G_{4t} = tG_4 + (t^2 − t){A, A_3}, (3.3)

where the parameter t runs in the interval (0 ≤ t ≤ 1), so that the corresponding secondary (2n − 1)-form is given by [24]

ψ_{2n−1}(A, A_3) =

∫_1 0 dt T r(AG^{n−3}_t G_{4t} + ... + G^{n−3}_t AG_{4t} + G^{n−2}_t A_3). (3.4)

The lower dimensional forms are:

ψ_5 = T r(GA_3), ψ_7 = 1 3 T r(AGG_4 + AG_4G + A_3G^2 − 1 2 A^3G_4 − 1 2 (A^2A_3 + AA_3A + A_3A^2)G + 1 2 A^4A_3), ...................................................... (3.5) In order to calculate the variation of the secondary characteristics ψ_{2n−1} we need the gauge transformations of the various fields involved in the expressions (3.4) for ψ_{2n−1}, which read

δA = dξ + [A, ξ], δA_3 = dζ_2 + [A, ζ_2] + [A_3, ξ], δ_ξdA = [dA, ξ] − {A, dξ}, δdA_3 = [dA, ζ_2] − {A, dζ_2} + [dA_3, ξ] − {A_3, dξ}, δ_ξG_t = [G_t, ξ] + (t^2 − t){A, dξ}, δG_{4t} = [G_{4t}, ξ] + [G_t, ζ_2] + (t^2 − t)({A, dζ_2} + {A_3, dξ}), (3.6) where ζ_2(x) = ζ^a_{σ1σ2} (x)L_adx^{σ1} ∧ dx^{σ2} is the rank-2 tensor gauge parameter. It is difficult to perform in a straightforward way the variation of the ψ_{2n−1}, instead one should try to represent it in terms of the symmetrized traces^3. The fact that the trace in (3.4) can be transformed into the symmetrized trace can be proven by performing a cyclic permutation of all terms in the integrant and then combining them into one term symmetric under all permutations. As a result, we get the following expression

ψ_{2n−1} =

∫_1 0 dt Str [ (n − 2)AG^{n−3}_t G_{4t} + G^{n−2}_t A_3 ] . (3.7)

Because we have two independent gauge parameters ξ(x) and ζ_2(x), we can perform the variation of ψ_{2n−1} over these gauge transformations independently.

First we shall perform the variation over the tensor gauge parameters ζ_2(x). The terms linear in ζ_2(x) cancel out and remain only terms linear in its differential dζ_2

δ_ζ ψ_{2n−1} =

∫_1 0 dt Str [ (n − 2)(t^2 − t)AG^{n−3}_t {A, dζ_2} + G^{n−2}_t dζ_2 ] . (3.8)

Opening the bracket and rearranging the terms, one obtains

δ_ζ ψ_{2n−1} =

∫_1 0 dt Str [ (n − 2)(t − 1)( t{A, A}dζ_2G^{n−3}_t + Adζ_2[A_t, G^{n−3}_t ]) + G^{n−2}_t dζ_2 ]

and then using the equations dG^{n−2}_t = −[A_t, G^{n−2}_t ], ∂G_t ∂t = dA + t{A, A} (3.9) we get

δ_ζ ψ_{2n−1} =

∫_1 0 dt Str [ −(n − 2)(t − 1)( dAdζ_2G^{n−3}_t + Adζ_2dG^{n−3}_t ] ] + +(n − 2)(t − 1)G^{n−3}_t ∂G_t ∂t dζ_2 + G^{n−2}_t dζ_2) =

= (n − 2)

∫_1 0 dt(1 − t) Str [ d(G^{n−3}_t A) dζ_2 ] = dψ^1_{2n−2}, (3.10)

where the last two terms in the second line cancel out after partial integration. Thus we arrive to the final result

ψ^1_{2n−2}(ζ_2, A) = (n − 2)

∫_1 0 dt(1 − t) Str ( ζ_2 d (G^{n−3}_t A) ) . (3.11)

These forms describe the potential gauge anomalies with respect to the tensor gauge transformations induced by the rank-2 gauge parameter ζ_2(x).

3One should keep in mind that not all expressions can be represented in the form of symmetrized traces.

In order to calculate the variation of ψ_{2n−1} with respect to the standard gauge transformation parameter ξ(x) we should use again formulas (3.6)

δ_ξψ_{2n−1} =

∫_1 0 dtStr [ (n − 2)dξG^{n−3}_t G_{4t} + (n − 2)(n − 3)(t^2 − t)A{A, dξ}G^{n−4}_t G_{4t}+ + (n − 2)(t^2 − t)AG^{n−3}_t {A_3, dξ} + (n − 2)(t^2 − t){A, dξ}G^{n−3}_t A_3 ] , (3.12)

where the terms linear in ξ(x) cancel out and remain only terms linear in its differential dξ(x). Using equations (3.9) and

dG_{4t} = −[A_t, G_{4t}] − [A_{3t}, G_t], ∂G_{4t} ∂t = dA_3 + 2t{A, A_3} (3.13)

one can transform the above variation into a form similar to (3.10)

δ_ξψ_{2n−1} = (n − 2)

∫_1 0 dt(1 − t)Str [ d((n − 3)AG^{n−4}_t G_{4t} + G^{n−3}_t A_3) dξ ] = dψ^1_{2n−2},

and thus we get the additional gauge anomaly generated by the tensor gauge field A_3

ψ^1_{2n−2}(ξ, A, A_3) = (n − 2)

∫_1 0 dt(1 − t)Str [ ξ d( (n − 3)G^{n−4}_t G_{4t}A + G^{n−3}_t A_3) ] . (3.14)

The sum of the two expressions (3.14) and (3.11) represent our final result for the gauge anomalies. From this calculation one sees that at least two powers of the YM field-strength tensor G should be present in the form Φ_{2n} to generate anomalies with respect to the ξ gauge transformations.

We shall also consider a series of invariant forms that are linear in the YM fieldstrength tensor Ω_{2n} given in (1.9). As we shall see, none of them generate anomalies of the standard gauge transformations, but create anomalies with respect to the tensor gauge transformations. We start with the invariant form that can be constructed in six dimensions Ω_6 = T r(GG_4) = dχ_5; (3.15) the calculation proceeds as follows

δΩ_6 = d T r(G_4δA + GδA_3), χ_5 =

∫_1 0 dtT r(G_{4t}A + G_tA_3) (3.16)

thus χ_5 = 1 2 T r(G_4A + GA_3 − A^2A_3) = T r(GA_3) (3.17) and its gauge variation is δχ_5 = d χ^1_4 with

χ^1_4 = T r(Gζ_2). (3.18)

The next invariant is in eight dimensions Ω_8 = T r(GG_6 + G_4G_4) = dχ_7; (3.19) the calculation proceeds again as before: δΩ_8 = d T r(G_6δA + 2G_4δA_3 + GδA_5), χ_7 =

∫_1 0 dtT r(G_{6t}A + 2G_{4t}A_3 + G_tA_5), (3.20) where

χ_7 = 1 2 T r(G_6A + 2G_4A_3 + GA_5 − 2AA^2_3 − A^2A_5) = T r(GA_5 + G_4A_3), (3.21) and its gauge variation is δχ_7 = d T r(Gζ_4 + G_4ζ_2) = dχ^1_6 with χ^1_6 = T r(Gζ_4 + G_4ζ_2). (3.22) The next invariant form is in ten dimensions Ω_{10} = T r(GG_8 + 3G_4G_6) = dχ_9, (3.23) and as before:

δΩ_{10} = d T r(G_8δA + 3G_6δA_3 + 3G_4δA_5 + GδA_7), χ_9 =

∫_1 0 dtT r(G_{8t}A + 3G_{6t}A_3 + 3G_{4t}A_5 + G_tA_7), (3.24) where

χ_9 =^1_2 T r(G_8A + 3G_6A_3 + 3G_4A_5 + GA_7 − A^2A_7 − 3A{A_3, A_5} − 2A^3) = = T r(GA_7 + 2G_4A_5 + G_6A_3) (3.25) and its gauge variation is δχ_9 = d T r(Gζ_6 + 2G_4ζ_4 + G_6ζ_2) = dχ^1_8 with χ^1_8 = T r(Gζ_6 + 2G_4ζ_4 + G_6ζ_2). (3.26) Finally, in twelve dimensions we have Ω_{12} = T r(GG_{10} + 4G_4G_8 + 3G_6G_6) = dχ_{11}, (3.27) so that χ_{11} = T r(GA_9 + 3G_4A_7 + A_3G_8 + 3G_6A_5) (3.28) and its gauge variation is δχ_{11} = d T r(Gζ_8 +3G_4ζ_6 +3G_6ζ_4 +G_8ζ_2), thus the rank-2,4,6,10 anomalies in ten dimensions are χ^1_0 = T r(Gζ_8 + 3G_4ζ_6 + 3G_6ζ_4 + G_8ζ_2). (3.29)

The general form of these invariants can be written as

Ω_{2n+2} = T r(GG_{2n} + α_1G_4G_{2n−2} + α_2G_6G_{2n−4} + ....) = dχ_{2n+1} (3.30)

where χ_{2n+1} = T r(GA_{2n−1} + β_1G_4A_{2n−3} + β_2G_6A_{2n−5} + ...) . (3.31) and α_i, β_i are certain numerical coefficients. The forms χ_{2n+1} are defined in D = 2n + 1 = 5, 7, 9, 11, . . . dimensions. Their gauge variation is of the form δχ_{2n+1} = dχ^1_{2n}, where the anomalies are only with respect to the tensor gauge transformations

χ^1_{2n} = T r(Gζ_{2n−2} + γ_1G_4ζ_{2n−4} + γ_2G_6ζ_{2n−6} + ...) , (3.32)

i.e. there are no terms depending on ξ.

4 Anomalies in 2,4,6,8, and 10 Dimensions

Having in hands the results of the previous sections we can consider the classification of all possible forms and anomalies in lower-dimensions.

In four dimensions the only possible density is the standard 4-form P_4 = T r(G^2) = dω_3 which generates the two-dimensional anomaly ω^1_2 by gauge variation δω_3 = dω^1_2 , so that

ω^1_2 = T r(ξ dA). (4.1)

In six dimensions we get two densities, P_6 = T r(G^3) = dω_5 and Φ_6 = T r(GG_4) = dψ_5 which are generating the standard non-Abelian anomaly in four dimensions ω^1_4 , as well as a new anomaly ψ^1_4

ω^1_4 = T r(ξ d(AdA + 1 2 A^3)), ψ^1_4 = T r(ζ_2 dA). (4.2)

The second anomaly ψ^1_4 is associated with the breaking of the symmetry with respect to the gauge transformations generated by the antisymmetric tensor gauge parameter ζ_2 = L^aζ^a_{σ1σ2} dx^{σ1} ∧ dx^{σ2} . In this article we are mostly interested in classifying anomalies associated with the breaking of the Yang-Mills gauge symmetry generated by the scalar gauge parameter ξ = L^aξ^a. Therefore, from (4.2) we conclude that there is no new anomaly in four dimensions associated with ξ transformations except the standard one ω^1_4 (ξ, A).

In eight dimensions we get three densities, P_8 = T r(G^4) = dω_7, Φ_8 = T r(G^2G_4) = dψ_7 and Ξ_8 = T r(GG_6 + G_4G_4) = dϕ_7. Therefore in six dimensions we get the standard anomaly ω^1_6 and two new ones ψ^1_6 and ϕ^1_6 ω^1_6 = T r(ξ d(AdAdA + 6 5 A^3dA + 1 5 A^5))

ψ^1_6 = T r(ξ d(dA_3A + dAA_3 + 1 2 (A^2A_3 + AA_3A + A_3A^2)) + T r(ζ_2 d(AdA + 1 2 A^3)), ϕ^1_6 = T r(ζ_2 G_4 + ζ_4 G). (4.3)

The form ϕ^1_6 describes anomalies with respect to the rank-2 ζ_2 and rank-4 ζ_4 gauge transformations. The form ψ^1_6 has two contributions, the last term is associated with the ζ_2 gauge transformations and the first term is clearly associated with standard gauge transformations. If one represents the standard gauge anomaly ω^1_6 in momentum representation symbolically as

ω^1_6 ∝ T r(L^a)^4 ϵ^{μ1...μ6} e^{(1)}_{μ1} e^{(2)}_{μ2} e^{(3)}_{μ3} k^{(1)}_{μ4} k^{(2)}_{μ5} k^{(3)}_{μ6} + ...,

then the new anomaly takes the form

ψ^1_6 ∝ T r(L^a)^3 ϵ^{μ1...μ6} e^{(1)}_{μ1} e^{(2)}_{μ2μ3μ4} k^{(1)}_{μ5} k^{(2)}_{μ6} + ... (4.4)

where k_{μi} and e_{μi} , e_{μ1μ2μ3} denote the momenta and the polarization vectors and tensors of the corresponding gauge bosons. From this calculation one sees again that at least two powers of the YM field-strength tensor G should be present in the form to generate anomalies with respect to the ξ gauge transformations. The order of traced generators drops from four to three T r(L^a)^4 → T r(L^a)^3 and of the momenta polynomials also drops from three to two (k)^3 → (k)^2. In higher dimensions we shall encounter the same pattern.

In ten dimensions we get four densities, P_{10} = T r(G^5) = dω_9, Φ_{10} = T r(G^3G_4) = dψ_9, Ξ_{10} = T r(G^2G_6 + 2GG^2_4) = dϕ_9 and Υ_{10} = T r(GG_8 + 3G_4G_6) = dϱ_9. Thus in eight dimensions we get ω^1_8 and the additional three gauge anomalies ψ^1_8 , ϕ^1_8 and ϱ^1_8.

In twelve dimensions we get five densities, P_{12} = T r(G^6) = dω_{11}, Φ_{12} = T r(G^4G_4) = dψ_{11}, Ξ_{12} = T r(G^3G_6 +2G^2G^2_4 +GG_4GG_4) = dϕ_{11}, Υ_{12} = T r(G^2G_8 +3GG_4G_6 +3GG_6G_4 + 2G^3_4) = dϱ_{11} and Ω_{12} = T r(GG_{10} + 4G_4G_8 + 3G^2_6) = dχ_{11}. Thus, in ten dimensions we get besides ω^1_0, four additional gauge anomalies ψ^1_0, ϕ^1_0, ϱ^1_0 and χ^1_0. The general structure, properties and comparison of these anomalies with the standard one will be presented in a separate publication.

Acknowledgements

One of us G.S. would like to thank Ludwig Faddeev and Luis Alvarez-Gaume for stimulating discussions and CERN Theory Division, where part of this work was completed, for hospitality. This work was supported in part by the European Commission under the ERC Advanced Grant 226371, the contract PITN-GA-2009-237920 and by the General Secretariat for Research and Technology of Greece and from the European Regional Development Fund (NSRF 2007-13 ACTION, KRIPIS).

5 Appendix A. Gauge Transformations and Bianchi Identities

The gauge transformations of non-Abelian tensor gauge fields were defined in [25, 26, 27]: δA = Dξ, (5.1) δA_3 = Dζ_2 + [A_3, ξ] δA_5 = Dζ_4 + 2[A_3, ζ_2] + [A_5, ξ], δA_7 = Dζ_6 + 3[A_3, ζ_4] + 3[A_5, ζ_2] + [A_7, ξ], δA_9 = Dζ_8 + 4[A_3, ζ_6] + 6[A_5, ζ_4] + 4[A_7, ζ_2] + [A_9, ξ], ........... ................................... where DA_{2n+1} = dA_{2n+1} + {A, A_{2n+1}} and the corresponding field-strength tensors are G = dA + A^2, (5.2) G_4 = dA_3 + {A, A_3}, G_6 = dA_5 + {A, A_5} + {A_3, A_3}, G_8 = dA_7 + {A, A_7} + 3{A_3, A_5}, G_{10} = dA_9 + {A, A_9} + 4{A_3, A_7} + 3{A_5, A_5}, ........... ................................... The gauge transformation (5.1) of field-strength tensors is homogeneous δG = [G, ξ], (5.3) δG_4 = [G_4, ξ] + [G, ζ_2], δG_6 = [G_6, ξ] + 2[G_4, ζ_2] + [G, ζ_4], δG_8 = [G_8, ξ] + 3[G_6, ζ_2] + 3[G_4, ζ_4] + [G, ζ_6], δG_{10} = [G_{10}, ξ] + 4[G_8, ζ_2] + 6[G_6, ζ_4] + 4[G_4, ζ_6] + [G, ζ_8], ........... ...................................

The Bianchi identities are given by DG = 0, (5.4) DG_4 + [A_3, G] = 0, (5.5) DG_6 + 2[A_3, G_4] + [A_5, G] = 0, (5.6) DG_8 + 3[A_3, G_6] + 3[A_5, G_4] + [A_7, G] = 0, (5.7) DG_{10} + 4[A_3, G_8] + 6[A_5, G_6] + 4[A_7, G_4] + [A_9, G] = 0, ......................................... ..... where DG_{2n} = dG_{2n} + [A, G_{2n}]. Generalizing Zumino’s construction [1], we introduce a one-parameter family of potentials and field-strengths as :

A_t = tA, A_{3t} = tA_3, A_{5t} = tA_5, A_{7t} = tA_7, A_{9t} = tA_9, G_t = tG + (t^2 − t)A^2, G_{4t} = tG_4 + (t^2 − t){A, A_3}, G_{6t} = tG_6 + (t^2 − t)({A, A_5} + {A_3, A_3}), G_{8t} = tG_8 + (t^2 − t)({A, A_7} + 3{A_3, A_5}), G_{10t} = tG_{10} + (t^2 − t)({A, A_9} + 4{A_3, A_7} + 3{A_5, A_5}), ............................................. In order to find out the secondary forms it is useful to perform the variation of the fields in the corresponding expressions δG = D(δA), δG_4 = D(δA_3) + {A_3, δA}, δG_6 = D(δA_5) + {A_5, δA} + 2{A_3, δA_3}, δG_8 = D(δA_7) + {A_7, δA} + 3{A_5, δA_3} + 3{A_3, δA_5}, δG_{10} = D(δA_9) + {A_9, δA} + 4{A_7, δA_3} + 6{A_5, δA_5} + 4{A_3, δA_7}, .......... = ................................... References

[1] B. Zumino, Chiral Anomalies And Differential Geometry, Lectures Given At Les Houches, August 1983, LBL-16747, UCB-PTH-83/16 [2] R. Stora, Algebraic Structure And Topological Origin Of Anomalies, LAPP-TH- 94, Nov 1983. 20pp. Seminar given at Cargese Summer Inst.: Progress in Gauge

Field Theory, Cargese, France, Sep 1-15, 1983. Published in Cargese Summer Inst.1983:0543

[3] L. D. Faddeev, Operator Anomaly For The Gauss Law, Phys. Lett. B 145 (1984) 81.

[4] L. D. Faddeev and S. L. Shatashvili, Algebraic and Hamiltonian Methods in the Theory of Nonabelian Anomalies, Theor. Math. Phys. 60 (1985) 770 [Teor. Mat. Fiz. 60 (1984) 206].

[5] B. Zumino, Y. -S. Wu and A. Zee, Chiral Anomalies, Higher Dimensions, and Differential Geometry, Nucl. Phys. B 239, 477 (1984).

[6] J. Manes, R. Stora and B. Zumino, Algebraic Study Of Chiral Anomalies, Commun.

Math. Phys. 102 (1985) 157.

[7] S. B. Treiman, E. Witten, R. Jackiw and B. Zumino, Current Algebra And Anomalies, Singapore, Singapore: World Scientific ( 1985) 537p

[8] L. D. Faddeev, Hamiltonian approach to the theory of anomalies, in *Schladming 1987, Proceedings, Recent Developments In Mathematical Physics* 137-159.

[9] L. Alvarez-Gaume, An Introduction To Anomalies, HUTP-85/A092. Lectures given at the International School of Mathematical Physics on Fundamental Problems of Gauge Field Theory, Erice, Italy,1-14 July 1985.

[10] S. L. Adler, Axial vector vertex in spinor electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. 177 (1969) 2426.

[11] J. S. Bell and R. Jackiw, A PCAC puzzle: π_0 to γγ in the sigma model, Nuovo Cim.

A 60 (1969) 47.

[12] W. A. Bardeen, Anomalous Ward identities in spinor field theories, Phys. Rev. 184 (1969) 1848.

[13] J. Wess and B. Zumino, Consequences of anomalous Ward identities, Phys. Lett. B 37 (1971) 95.

[14] P. H. Frampton and T. W. Kephart, The Analysis Of Anomalies In Higher Spacetime Dimensions, Phys. Rev. D 28 (1983) 1010.

[15] J. Mickelsson, Chiral Anomalies in Even and Odd Dimensions, Commun. Math.

Phys. 97 (1985) 361.

[16] L. D. Faddeev and S. L. Shatashvili, Realization of the Schwinger Term in the Gauss Law and the Possibility of Correct Quantization of a Theory with Anomalies, Phys. Lett. B 167 (1986) 225.

[17] D. K. Faddeev, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR, 8 (1947) 361.

[18] R. Grimm and S. Marculescu, The structure of anomalies for arbitrary dimension of the space-time, Nucl. Phys. B 68 (1974) 203.

[19] W. A. Bardeen and B. Zumino, Consistent and Covariant Anomalies in Gauge and Gravitational Theories, Nucl. Phys. B 244 (1984) 421.

[20] L. Alvarez-Gaume and P. H. Ginsparg, The Structure of Gauge and Gravitational Anomalies, Annals Phys. 161 (1985) 423 [Erratum-ibid. 171 (1986) 233].

[21] L. Alvarez-Gaume and P. H. Ginsparg, Geometry Anomalies, Nucl. Phys. B 262 (1985) 439.

[22] G. Savvidy, Topological mass generation in four-dimensional gauge theory, Phys.

Lett. B 694, 65 (2010) [arXiv:1001.2808 [hep-th]].

[23] I. Antoniadis and G. Savvidy, New gauge anomalies and topological invariants in various dimensions, Eur. Phys. J. C 72 (2012) 2140 [arXiv:1205.0027 [hep-th]].

[24] G. Georgiou and G. Savvidy, Mixed symmetry tensor fields and new topological invariants, arXiv:1212.5228 [hep-th].

[25] G. Savvidy, Non-Abelian tensor gauge fields: Generalization of Yang-Mills theory, Phys. Lett. B 625 (2005) 341 [arXiv:hep-th/0509049] [26] G. Savvidy, Non-abelian tensor gauge fields. I, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 21 (2006) 4931. [27] G. Savvidy, Non-abelian tensor gauge fields. II, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 21 (2006) 4959. [28] E. Witten, Quantum Field Theory and the Jones Polynomial, Commun. Math. Phys.

121 (1989) 351.

[29] A. S. Schwarz, On Quantum Fluctuations of Instantons, Lett. Math. Phys. 2 (1978) 201.

[30] A. S. Schwarz, The Partition Function of Degenerate Quadratic Functional and Ray- Singer Invariants, Lett. Math. Phys. 2 (1978) 247.

[31] J. F. Schonfeld, A Mass Term For Three-Dimensional Gauge Fields, Nucl. Phys. B 185 (1981) 157.

[32] S. Deser, R. Jackiw and S. Templeton, Three-Dimensional Massive Gauge Theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48 (1982) 975.

[33] S. Deser, R. Jackiw and S. Templeton, Topologically massive gauge theories, Annals Phys. 140 (1982) 372

[34] E. Witten, Chern-Simons gauge theory as a string theory, Prog. Math. 133 (1995) 637 [hep-th/9207094].

[35] C. Beasley and E. Witten, Non-Abelian localization for Chern-Simons theory, J. Diff.

Geom. 70 (2005) 183 [hep-th/0503126].

[36] E. Witten, Quantization Of Chern-simons Gauge Theory With Complex Gauge Group, Commun. Math. Phys. 137 (1991) 29.

[37] S. Axelrod, S. Della Pietra and E. Witten, Geometric Quantization Of Chern-simons Gauge Theory, J. Diff. Geom. 33 (1991) 787.

[38] R. Dijkgraaf and E. Witten, Topological Gauge Theories and Group Cohomology, Commun. Math. Phys. 129 (1990) 393.