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0.1 Introduction

These notes contain a revised and updated account of a series of articles
published by the author and collaborators in the last three decades [1-24],
concerning the physical applications of the space of inertial local frames.

In the standard approach, summarized in Chapter 1, one starts from a
4-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian spacetime M and builds, by means of a
standard mathematical procedure [25-27], the 10-dimensional principal fiber
bundle S of the Lorentz frames, which is a very useful, but not necessary,
instrument for the treatment of the known relativistic theories of gravitation.
Also Maxwell and Yang-Mills theories can be included in this scheme by
considering an “extended” principal fibre bundle S,, with a higher dimension.

There is no need for a new detailed exposition of this argument, which
has been treated by many authors. We only present in Chapter 1 the basic
ideas, in order to introduce some definitions and notations and to write some
important formulas to be used later.

Our main purpose is to present a substantially different point of view,
namely we start from the manifold S with a direct physical interpretation,
and, if some conditions to be physically verified are satisfied, we build the
spacetime manifold M by means of a suitable mathematical procedure. If
these conditions are not satisfied, we have a nonlocal theory. In this way,
we can introduce in a classical geometry a fundamental length ¢, which is
suggested by quantum gravity.

The development of this alternative point of view gives the opportunity
for a discussion of some general aspects of physics concerning, for instance,
the relativity principle, symmetry transformations and conserved quantities.
We shall try to give some indications of this kind whenever we think that it
may be useful.

We restrict our attention to the classical aspects of geometry, with some
applications to quantum theories of matter in a classical geometric back-
ground. Since we are not interested in nonrelativistic mechanics, by “classi-
cal” we always mean “nonquantum”. We indicate, whenever it is necessary,
the points in which a classical geometry is not consistent with quantum the-
ory. We hope that a new approach to classical geometry can provide new
starting points and new ideas for the construction of a quantum theory of
gravitation, namely a quantum geometry.

In Chapter 2 we treat the geometry of the space S, defined in terms
of transformations, namely mappings of S into itself, interpreted as physical



procedures that have the purpose of building a new frame starting from a pre-
existent one. The transformations have a strict operational interpretation,
while the frames, namely the single points of S, are not operationally defined.
This remark provides a foundation for a general formulation of the relativity
principle, that states that all the frames are, a priori, physically equivalent.

We dedicate some attention to the problems raised by the very concept of
inertial local frame, which has to be defined in terms of some material objects
which inavoidably interact with the objects under investigation and with
the measuring instruments. This remark is connected with the difficulties
encountered in the construction of a quantum theory of gravitation.

In Chapter 3 we introduce in the tangent spaces of S a cone that char-
acterizes the infinitesimal “feasible” transformations. The symmetry group
of this cone is GL(4,R) and we think that it is not an accident that 4 also
is the number of components of the Dirac fields that describe matter in the
Standard Model of elementary particles. We also discuss some mathematical
properties of this group, of some of its subgroups and of some of their rep-
resentations. GL(4,R) has a subgroup isomorphic to SL(2, C) the universal
covering of the proper orthochronous Lorentz group. We advance the idea
that a field theory may have a spontaneouly broken symmetry with respect
to a larger subgroup of GL(4,R).

In Chapter 4 we deal with a Lagrangian approach to the classical field
theories defined on S and with the connection between symmetries and con-
servation laws (Noether’s theorem). In Chapter 5 we apply this formalism to
several classical field theories usually defined on the spacetime manifold. In
Chapter 6 we treat a scalar-tensor theory, giving a geometrical interpretation
to the scalar field that replaces the gravitational constant.

In Chapter 7 we look for Lagrangian field theories with a symmetry group
larger than the Lorentz group. This is a rather difficult problem and only
preliminary, not completely satisfactory results are presented. We hope to
give more complete results in a future version of these notes.

In Chapter 8 we describe the motion of a test particles by associating to
it a set of frames that form a submanifold of S. If we consider the particle
as a small region in which the fields are particularly strong, the particle
dynamics is provided by the balance equations of the underlying field theory.
Alternatively, one can introduce an independent Lagrangian or Hamiltonian
particle dynamics. The treatment of test particles is relevant for the physical
interpretation of field theories.

The Chapters 9, 10 and 11 are not yet complete and contain only some



references to the original papers. In the following versions they will present
some other aspects of the formalism based on local inertial frames.

The present notes contain mainly already published material, though
many ideas and calculations have been clarified and improved. We hope that
a consistent description of the state of the art will be useful for a further
progress. We devote a special attention to the best choice of the notations
and conventions, modifying in some cases the choices adopted in the original
articles. We cite the most relevant contributions of other authors, also if they
do not agree completely with our point of view, but we do not claim that the
list of references is complete. It will be improved in the following versions of
these notes.

We do not try to give a set of references to the wide literature on quantum
gravity. Even giving some references to review articles and books would imply
a relative evaluation of the different approaches, which is neither necessary
nor useful for the purposes of the present notes. In any case, an extended
analysis of the classical theory is an important step for the construction of a
quantum theory.

0.2 Notations and conventions

For the velocity of light, we always use the convention ¢ = 1, while we write
the Planck constant &, the gravitational constant G and the fundamental
length ¢ explicitly. We use rationalized units, namely a factor 47 appears in
the Coulomb law, but not in the source terms of Maxwell’s equations.

The indices 1, j, k, [, m,n,p, q take the values 0,1, 2,3 and label, for in-
stance, the anholonomic components of the SO(1,3) tensors. The indices
A, i, v, 0, T take the same values and label the local coordinates in the space-
time M and the holonomic tensor components. The indices r, s,t take the
values 1,2, 3. The indices u, v, w, x,y, z take the values 0, 1, 2, 3,4 and appear
in the tensor calculus of the anti-de Sitter group SO(2,3). When explicitly
stated, they also take the value 5 and are used in the tensor calculus of the
group SO(3,3).

The indices «, (3,7,9,¢,(,n,0 take the values 0,...,9 4+ n, where n is
the dimension of the internal gauge group. If n > 0, the indices a,b,c,d
take the values 10,...,9 + n and label a basis in the Lie algebra of the
internal gauge group. If n = 1, the index 10, which labels the generator of
the electromagnetic gauge transformations, is replaced by the symbol e for



typographical reasons.

The summation over a pair of repeated, upper and lower, indices is un-
derstood unless a different indication is given.

The Minkowskian metric tensor g;; = ¢** is diagonal and we put gog = —1,
Jrs = 0rs. This convention, different from the one adopted in the preceding
articles, is particularly convenient in connection with Hamiltonian mechan-
ics. If we indicate by p; the generators of the active spacetime translations,
conjugate to the Minkowskian spacetime coordinates z°, the three quantities
p” = p, are the momentum components and p°® = —p, is the generator of the
passive time translations, namely the energy. Another advantage is that the
Dirac v matrices in the Majorana representation are real.

We indicate by e the antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol, with the normal-
ization €po3 = —eV1?3 = 1 in relativistic tensor calculus and €934 = €234 =1
in Dirac spinor calculus.

For the sign conventions concerning the Riemann curvature tensor, we
follow ref. [28], where the conventions used by other authors are also dis-
cussed.

The three-dimensional vectors are indicated by bold-face letters. The
scalar product, the vector product and the norm are represented respectively
by u-v,ux vand [[ul. If u = (u’,u) and v = (v°,v) are four-vectors, we
write their scalar product in the form u - v = gju'v* = u-v — u°.

The indices of Dirac spinors and v matrices are usually understood, since
we use a matrix notation. When it is necessary, we use for them the capital
letters A, B, C, D, ... that take the values 1, ..., 4. In a similar way, the com-
ponents of the nongeometric fields are represented by a one-column matrix
and when necessary they are labelled by the capital letters U, V, W.

Modifying a convention used in the preceding articles, we assume that
the structural group (for instance the Lorentz group) has a right action on
the principal bundle, in agreement with the majority of the textbooks of
differential geometry. The elements of the structural group act on the local
frames, namely they have a passive interpretation. When they operates on
the observables, namely they are considered from the active point of view,
they have a left action, as it is usually assumed.

We use italic fonts to indicate important concepts that appear for the
first time and can be found in the Index.



0.3 Some useful identities

In this Section we collect some identities that we shall often use in the calcu-
lations. They concern mainly the antisymmetric tensor €%, the differential
1-forms w? and the Dirac matrices ~°.

A first set of identities is

€M e = —24, €M e i = —60T, €M ey = —2(0L67 — 0107,
ijkl — _5isksl _ sl oSisk _ skslsi o sksisl o slosksi o si slsk
€M €y = —03,050), — 6,,0005 — 050,00 + 65,600, 4 04,086] + 0),0,05. (1)

Since an expression completely antisymmetric with respect to 5 indices
that can take only 4 values must vanish, we have the useful identity

€k Tm — EmjklTi — €imkiTj — €ijmiTh — €ijkmT; = 0. (2)
The differential forms
n=uw AW AW Aw?® = (24) tepw’ A w! AwP AW (3)
ni =6 temw! AWF AW =i(A)n (4)
appear in many formulas. They have the properties
W AW AP AW = —eijkln, W AP AWt = —eijklm, wk’/\m = 6?“'7]. (5)
The Dirac matrices, characterized by the equation
7+t = 2%, (6)
have the properties

Y5 = —7° = Y7273 = —(24) ey Y v (5)* = —1, (8)
Tr (757i7j7k71) — _4€ijl<:l7 (9)

(VY = )y = €F A (10)

VYiTe = €tk Ys- (11)



Chapter 1

The (extended) principal fiber
bundle of the Lorentz frames

1.1 Tetrads

With the aim of introducing some concepts and notations, we consider first
a theory based on a pseudo-Riemannian connected 4-dimensional spacetime
manifold M. In order to define the components of vector and tensor fields,
we have to define a basis in the tangent spaces T, M at all the points x € M.
We can introduce local coordinates z* and the basis provided by the vectors
0, = 0/0x" (remember that there is a one-to-one correspondence between
vector fields and first order linear differential operators). We obtain in this
way the holonomic components.

In particular, we indicate by g,, the holonomic components of the covari-
ant metric tensor and by ¢ the elements of the inverse matrix, which are
the components of a contravariant tensor. These tensors can be used to raise
and lower the holonomic indices of other tensors.

We can also introduce at every point x € M an orthonormal tetrad (also
called, in German, Vierbein) of four-vectors e;(x), with the property

€ - e = Juwei e} = gk (1.1)

By means of these bases we obtain the anholonomic components of vector and
tensor fields. An explanation of the notations and the values of the constant
anholonomic components g;; = ¢'* of the metric tensor, which can be used to
raise and lower the anholonomic indices, is given in Section 0.2. The use of a



tetrad field (also called moving frame or repére mobile in French) is a powerful
instrument in differential geometry, extensively used by E. Cartan [29].

We assume that the reader is acquainted with the simpler aspects of Rie-
mannian geometry in the holonomic formalism (see for instance [30-32]) and
in this Section we present some basic concepts of the anholonomic formal-
ism, necessary for the motivation of the more general scheme introduced in
Section 2.

The matrices ei' and their inverses eL can be used to transform holonomic
indices into anholonomic ones and vice-versa, namely to perform a change of
basis. In particular, the formula

G = eie’jgik (1.2)

shows that the tetrads determine the metric tensor. The quantities efl are
the components of a dual tetrad of covariant four-vectors e’ that form a basis
in the cotangent space 7> M.

One can show that the set of all the tetrads is a differentiable manifold,
which we indicate by §. The tetrads with a common origin x form a fiber and
one can consider the differentiable projection mappingm : S — M associating
to every tetrad s € S its origin x = 7(s) € M.

If A% is a 4 x 4 Lorentz matrix, it transforms a tetrad into another tetrad
according to the formula

e; — e = e, e — e = (AY) ek, (1.3)

which can also be written in the abbreviated form s — s’ = sA. We see that
there is a right action of the Lorentz group £ on the manifold S. This means
that s(AA’) = (sA)A’ and the parentheses are not necessary. The action
of £ preserves the fibers (namely it commutes with 7) and acts freely and
transitively on every fiber. As a consequence, every fiber is diffeormorphic to
L. In this situation one says [25-27] that S is a principal fiber bundle with
base M and structural group L.

There is an important detail to be clarified. It is natural to assume that
in every tangent space T, M it is possible to choose in a continuous way
a future cone, namely that M is time orientable [33]. This is a physically
justified restriction to the topology of M. Then it is natural to consider only
tetrads with the timelike four-vector ey, belonging to the future cone. As a
consequence, £ has to be the orthochronous Lorentz group.

10



The group L contains the space inversion and has two connected com-
ponents. Of course, the fibers have the same property. If the connected
manifold M is orientable, S has two connected components containing the
left-handed and the right-handed tetrads. Otherwise, S is connected.

A principal fiber bundle is the natural arena for gauge field theories. In
particular it has been shown [34-38] that General Relativity and other theo-
ries of gravitation can be formulated as gauge theories of the Lorentz group
L or of the Poincaré group P.

1.2 Tensor and spinor fields

The anholonomic components of tensor fields on M are uniquely determined
when the frame s € § is given and have to be considered as scalar fields on
S. They behave in a particular way when s moves on a fiber. For instance,
a scalar (on M) field S has the property

S(sA) = S(s), Ae L, (1.4)

namely it is constant on the fibers. The anholonomic components V* of a
vector field satisfy the condition

VisA) =V -e'(sA) =V - (A1) e (s)) = (AH) R VE(s). (1.5)

The inverse matrix A~! appears because A is interpreted a passive trans-
formation, namely a change of the frame leaving the vector V' unchanged.
If, instead, we consider an active transformation, that changes the vector V'
leaving the frame unchanged, the matrix A appears in the transformation
property.

A more general tensor field is characterized by the condition

T(sA) = D(AH)(s), (1.6)

where the elements of the one-column matrix ¥ are the anholonomic tensor
components and the square matrix Y belongs to a linear representation of L.

A similar formula holds for a spinor, but ¥ is a two-valued representation
and the spinor components too are two-valued functions of s. A more rig-
orous approach is to consider a double covering S of S, which is a principal
fiber bundle with structural group L, a double covering of £, which contains
SL(2,C) and two elements corresponding to the space inversion [39]. Then

11



the components of the spinor fields are one-valued functions on S and ¥ is a
one-valued linear representation of £. The fiber bundle S exists only if M
has suitable topological properties and in this case one says that M admits a
spin structure. The use of tetrads to treat spinor fields on a curved spacetime
has been introduced by H. Weyl [40].

1.3 Infinitesimal Lorentz transformations

For many purposes, it is useful to consider infinitesimal Lorentz transforma-
tions of the kind

Ap~ 0+ (== (1.7)
Their action on S is generated by the vector fields (or differential operators)
Alir) defined by

f(sA) ~ f(s) + 271C[ik]A[ik]f(3)> (1.8)

where f is an arbitrary differentiable function and A is given by eq. (1.7).

These vector fields are tangent to the fibers, which are diffeomorhic to
L. They can be considered as generators of right translations of the group £
and they define a basis of its Lie algebra o(1,3). Here and in the following,
in order to obtain more readable formulas, we always enclose into square
brackets the pairs of antisymmetric indices which label the elements of this
basis.

The sign of the parameters (! depends on the choice of the metric gi.
With our choice (see sect. 0.2), for instance, (2!} = (2, describes a counter-
clockwise rotation around es and ([% = (%5 describes a boost along es.

If we introduce in an open region of M a set of local coordinates x*, we
can parametrize locally S by means of the redundant coordinates (z*,el')
constrained by eq. (1.1). Then we can write the explicit formula

A = (grj€} — gijer) (1.9)

One has to be careful in dealing with partial derivatives with respect to
variables which are not independent. First we define the vector fields (1.9)
in the space of the unconstrained variables and then we check that they
are tangent to the manifold defined by eq. (1.1) namely that, on the same
manifold, we have

Apir (guoefe]) = 0. (1.10)

12



By computing the commutator we obtain
[Apag, Agia] = 27 Eihy Apmn, (1.11)
where the quantities

F[[zk: 1 = 07" 9ri 00" — 05" 9i;01" — 07" g0} + 0 g0}
— 07 g 0" + 0 9i 07" + 01 g0 — O3 gad)! (1.12)

are the structure constants of the Lorentz Lie algebra.

The behavior of tensor and spinor fields under Lorentz transformations,
described in Section 1.2 can be written as a differential equations. For the
scalar and vector fields we obtain

AjgS =0, AigV? = = (6] g — 6ga) V! (1.13)

and in general, if we write the components of a tensor or spinor in the form
of a one-column matrix ¥, we have

The square matrices Y are defined by
S(A) ~ 1+ 271 ¢S, (1.15)

where A is given by eq. (1.7).
They form a representation of the Lie algebra o(1,3) of £, namely we

have

S S = 2 E S (1.16)

For a Dirac spinor we have
St = 272 (vve — W%). (1.17)

E[ik}% - ’sz[zk;} = 9kiVi — GijVk- (1.18)

The properties of the y-matrices are summarized in Section 0.3.

13



1.4 Maxwell and Yang-Mills fields

As the theories of gravitation, also the gauge field theories with internal
gauge group G [41] have an elegant geometric treatment in the framework
of a principal fibre bundle with structural group G [42]. We always specify
“internal” because gravitation too is described by a gauge theory. If G =
U(1l) = SO(2), we obtain Maxwell’s electromagnetism and for G = SU(2)
we have the original Yang-Mills theory [43].

Several authors [44-46] have proposed a unified treatment of gravitation
and internal gauge theories based on a principal fibre bundle with base M
and structural group £ x G. If G is a Lie group with dimension n, this
bundle has dimension 10 + n. We call it the bundle of extended frames and
we indicate it by &,. It can also be considered as a principal fibre bundle
with base S and structural group G. Of course, if n = 0 we have §y = S.
This approach is similar to the Kaluza-Klein unification of gravitation and
electromagnetism [47,48], but it is conceptually rather different.

The right action of G on S, is generated by n vector fields A,, where the
index a labels a basis of the Lie algebra of G. In the treatment of the Maxwell
field, we have n = 1 and we indicate the generator of the electromagnetic
gauge transformations by A,. If n > 1, the vector fields A, satisfy the
commutation relations (or Lie brackets)

A, 4] =0, [Ag, A = F5 A, (1.19)

where F are the structure constants of the Lie algebra of G.

In order to obtain a local parametrization of S,,, we have to choose, besides
a local coordinate system in M, a gauge at every point x € M. Then the
extended frame s € S, is determined by the quantities (z*, el g), where
g € G, represents the gauge transformation from the conventionally chosen
gauge at © = 7(s) to the gauge choice at s. The group element g, in turn,
can be locally parametrized by n real coordinates. Note that g is not affected
by the right action of the Lorentz group £. The generators A, of the internal
gauge transformations also describe the infinitesimal right translations of the
group G and there is no problem in using the same symbols for the vector
fields defined in S,, and in G.

In Section 1.5 we need the vector fields AZ that generate the left trans-
lations on the group G. They commute with the generators A, of the right
translations and satisfy the commutation relations

[Ag, AY) = —F A (1.20)

14



(note the minus sign). They can be written in the form
Ly =D (g7 ") As, (1.21)

where the matrices D, belong to the adjoint representation of G. The vector
fields AL, originally defined on G, can also be considered as vector fields on
S, but in this case they depend on the choice of the parametrization.

In Section 1.8 we use the left invariant Maurer-Cartan one-forms x° on
the gauge group G defined by the formula

X"(Aq) = 6. (1.22)

They can be written in terms of the local coordinates of the group G and they
can also be considered as differential forms defined on §,,, which, however
depend on the choice of the parametrization. In any case we have [25, 26]

dx® = —27'F2 O A XE (1.23)

The group G acts linearly on the fields. If, as in eq. (1.14), we consider
the field components as the elements of a one-column matrix ¥, we have

U(sg) =S(g )W (1.24)
and the infinitesimal transformations are given by
AV = -3, V. (1.25)
The matrices ¥, form a representation of the Lie algebra of G, namely
(S, ) = F5 . (1.26)

We use the same symbol ¥ for both the representations of £ and of G, because
we consider them as special cases of a representation of the structural group
L xg.

If G =U(1), g is a phase factor and it is convenient to put g = exp(iep),
where ¢ is a cyclic real parameter with period 2me™! and e is the elementary
electric charge. In this case we have

A=A, = —, * = do. 1.27
. e X* = dyp (1.27)
If ¥ is a complex field carrying the electric charge Ze, we have
0
AV = —VU = -3,U =—iZeV. (1.28)
dp

15



1.5 Parallel transport

A fundamental concept in Riemannian geometry is the parallel transport. If
a tetrad vector e; is parallel transported from a point with coordinates z* to
a point with coordinates 2* + dz*, we have (as for any other contravariant
four-vector field) [28,30-32]

def = —Fff/\e;-’da:’\, (1.29)

where ', are the connection coefficients. They depend only on 2* and satisfy
the metricity condition

09,
oz

- FZAQGV - Fg)\gua = 0, (130)

that assures that the covariant derivative of the metric tensor vanishes. In
a torsionless theory, the connection coefficients are given by the Christoffel
symbols.

If n > 0, the action of a parallel displacement on the group element ¢ is
an infinitesimal left translation that depends linearly on dz*. In conclusion, a
parallel displacement of the tetrads in the direction of the tetrad four-vector
e; is described by the vector field

0 0
Ai=e} | = —The/— +ajAL 1.31
= <a$>\ uAegaegt —}-CL)\ a)v ( 3 )

where a§(x) are the potentials of the gauge field and AL are the generators
of the left translations introduced in Section 1.4. In this case too, since we
are not dealing with independent variables, we have to verify that the fields
(1.31) are tangent to the manifold defined by eq. (1.1), namely that

Ai(guerey) = 0. (1.32)

This is a consequence of the condition (1.30).
After some calculations, we find for the commutators the following ex-
pressions

[Aa, Aj] =0, (1.34)
[Ai, A) = 27 PV Ay + FLA; + A, (1.35)

16



where

F[lz'k]j = gkﬂf‘ - gz‘j&i, (1.36)
j ; or+  orx
! g v vo v T T
'FZ[J] = _e?ekeftel Rﬁka’ Rﬁ)\U = O _W:—i_rﬁkrl/a_rﬁa ) (137)

F’L?]'C = e?ezeisﬁiﬂ S;\Lcr - Fga - Fﬁ)ﬁ (138)

dal  da§ -
v = oes 8—:52 — Filabal. (1.39)
The quantities R’ , S{ and F{ are, respectively, the holonomic compo-
nents of the Riemann curvature tensor, the torsion tensor and the gauge field
strength. The quantities Fi[,zl], F) and F% are, up to a sign convention, the
anholonomic components of the same tensors, given as functions on S,,.
The structure constants (1.36) can be used to write the Lorentz transfor-

mation properties of contravariant and covariant four-vectors in the form

a __ _A_ona -1 d
ik — € €k d(g )F)\cra

AugV? = —F[gfwvl, AV = F[i.khv;. (1.40)

1.6 Covariant derivatives and spin connection

If we consider the anholonomic components V7 of a vector field carrying a
charge Ze, by means of the useful formula

Oek .
— ke 1.41
oely uCpr (1.41)
we obtain
avk = ek (D pe v izeagyn 1.42
WV =eje, B +1, iZeaX , (1.42)

namely the anholonomic components of the covariant derivatives of V. This
result was expected, if one remembers the meaning of the vector fields A;,
and a similar result holds for the anholonomic components of any tensor or
spinor field, also with nontrivial transformation properties under the gauge
group G. One may consider the differential operator A; as the covariant
derivative in the direction of e;.

For some applications one needs an explicit expression of the kind (1.42)
also in the general case. If spinor fields are involved, one has to introduce,
besides a local coordinate system in M, a tetrad field [40], namely to assign
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a tetrad e;(x) to the points of a region of spacetime. If one also assigns to
every point a choice of the gauge, one obtains a local section x — s(x) of the
fiber bundle &,,. The existence of a global section is not assured. Of course,

m(s(z)) = .
The group element (A, g) € £ x G represent the element of the structural
group that transforms s(z) into s and we have

e; = exp(z)A¥;, AF; = eﬁ(x)eﬁ‘, (1.43)

O(s) = B(ATS(g )P(x), () = B(s(x)). (1.44)

The variables (z*, A*;, g) provide a new parametrization of the elements
s € § and, by means of the formulas

0 [0 dek(z) , 0 o 9
(@)e_ <@>A+ O €, (‘9Akj’ 86? —6u(aj)aTkj’ (1.45)

we obtain from eq. (1.31)

0 ; 0
A =e) <<%> — FiAA’“zale + a§A§> : (1.46)
A

We have introduced the quantities

(@) = el (@)eg (@) () + e, () Frsa (1.47)

namely the connection coefficients in the anholonomic basis, also called the
spin connection coefficients. Note that the connection coefficients do not
transform as the components of a tensor under a change of the basis in the
tangent spaces. It follows from the metricity condition (1.30) that

g =Th = —piF = 1), (1.48)
By means of the formulas

I (A

AF .
PO,

= —27'D(A ) Sy, AS(gT) =29 (1.49)

we finally obtain

o »
AW = S(A TS (g7 e (%f) + 27 TS 0 () — agzaxp(x)> . (1.50)
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The expression in the parenthesis is the covariant derivative on the section
s(x) and the preceding factors transform it into the covariant derivative in
the direction of e; at a generic point s.

From the commutation relation (1.33), we see that the covariant deriva-
tive has the correct Lorentz transformation property, namely

Apin AW = F[lik}jAlqj — Ypm A V. (1.51)

1.7 A compact formalism

In the present Section we introduce some notations that permit us to write
the formulas of the preceding Sections in a very compact form. In this way
we simplify some calculations, but, at this stage, we do not introduce any
new mathematical or physical idea. We also write all the relevant formulas
using the concepts of differential geometry that do not refer to a particular
local coordinate system or to a local section of the fiber bundle. In the
following Chapter 2 we shall give a different, more general, interpretation of
this compact formalism and use it to introduce new physical ideas.

We have seen that the (possibly extended) bundle of Lorent frames is a
manifold §,, with dimension 10 + n, where n is the dimension of an internal
gauge group G. We have also seen that its most important geometric proper-
ties are described by the vector fields A;, Ap) and, if n > 0, A,. We use for
all these fields a unified notation A,, where « takes the values 0,...,9 + n.

More precisely, the fields Aqg,..., A3 generate parallel displacements of
the tetrads along the directions of the tetrad vectors, Ay = Apzg), As = Apg,
Ag = Ap) generate rotations around the spatial vectors of the tetrad, A; =
Ajo], Ag = Aoz}, Ag = Aoz generate Lorentz boosts along the same spatial
vectors and Ajg, ..., A9, generate the infinitesimal transformation of the
internal gauge group. If n = 1, in order to avoid a two digits index, we write
A, instead of Ajq.

The vectors A,(s), @« = 0,...,9 + n are linearly independent and they
provide a basis in every tangent space 1,S,,, s € S,,. By means of this basis,
one can identify in a natural way all the tangent spaces TS, with a single
(10 + n)-dimensional vector space 7,,.

The subspace of TiS,, generated by the vectors Ay(s), ..., As(s) is called
the horizontal subpace, while the subspace generated by the vectors A4(s), ...,
Agin(s) is called the vertical subpace. The vertical subspaces are tangent to
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the fibers, while the horizontal subspaces define a connection in the principal
bundle §,,. We also consider these subspaces as subspaces of the vector space
7, and we indicate them, respectively, by 7y and 7y,. The last subspace can
be identified with the Lie algebra of the structural group. If n > 0, the
vertical subspace 7y is the direct sum of the subspace 7;, generated by Ay
and the subspace 7; generated by A,.

The vector fields A, can be considered as first order differential operators
and their commutators (Lie brackets) can be written in the form

[Aa, Ag] = FI,A,. (1.52)

The quantities F); = —Fj,, are called structure coefficients.
We also introduce in the space S, the differential 1-forms w”, dual to the
vector fields A,, defined by

i(Ag)w’ = wP(Ay) = 67, (1.53)

where (X)) is the interior product operator acting on the differential forms.
Their exterior derivatives are given by

dw” = =27 Flyw* AW (1.54)

The exterior products of these 1-forms provide a basis in the space of
differential forms of higher degree. We say that a term containing the product
of dy forms of the kind w® has horizontal degree dg, a term containing the
product of d; forms of the kind wl*! has Lorentz vertical degree d;, and a
term containing the product of d; forms of the kind w® has internal degree
d’. We use the notation (dy, dy, d;) to describe the partial degrees of a term.
The total degree is the sum of the partial degrees. These concepts are very
useful in the calculations.

From the Jacobi identity satisfied by the commutators (1.52) or consid-
ering the vanishing exterior derivation of eq. (1.54), we find the generalized
Jacobi identity

AFf 4 AgF), + Ay Fg — FUsF) — Fl o, — FILFyy = J0s = 0. (1.55)

We see from egs. (1.11), (1.19), (1.33), (1.34) and (1.35) that the structure
coefficients coincide with the structure constants Fgﬁ of the Lie algebra of
the extended Poincaré group P x G, with the exception of the coefficients
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7

which give the anholonomic components of the torsion, curvature and

gauge field strength tensors defined by egs. (1.37), (1.38) and (1.39).
The generalized Jacobi identity (1.55) represents, in a very compact form,
a large number of physically relevant formulas. In particular:

1. = 0 is the homogeneous set of the Maxwell or Yang-Mills equations;

[mn] _

Jiir - = 0 is the Bianchi identity for the curvature;
Jl-ljk = ( is the Bianchi identity for the torsion or a symmetry property

of the curvature if the torsion vanishes;

Jfl’ik = 0 represents the gauge transformation property of the Maxwell
or Yang-Mills field strength;

J(E?Z”] = 0 represents the gauge invariance of the curvature;
J', = 0 represents the gauge invariance of the torsion.

Jiiue = 0 represents the tensor nature of the Maxwell or Yang-Mills
field strength;

J[[ZT}?A = 0 represents the tensor nature of the curvature;

J[Iiﬂ 1 = 0 represents the tensor nature of the torsion.

For other values of the indices we obtain the Jacobi identity for the structure
constants of the extended Poincaré algebra.

1.8 Connection, soldering, curvature and tor-

sion forms

If we introduce, as in Section 1.4, a local parametrization of S,,, starting from
the explicit formulas (1.9) and (1.31) for the vector fields A, and from the
definition (1.53), we can compute the following explicit expressions of the
forms w?:

wi _ €g\d$)‘. (1.56)
WM = ghiel (delt + Tt da?), (1.57)
wh = x*— Dab(g_l)al)’\dx)‘, (1.58)

21



where x* is the Maurer-Cartan form of G defined in Section 1.4. One can
show by means of eq. (1.1) that the expression (1.57) is antisymmetric in the
indices 7, k. It is a useful exercise to show that eq. (1.54) is satisfied.

The one-forms wl*! and w® are called the components of the connection
form, which takes its values in 7y, namely in the Lie algebra of the structural
group. The one-forms w® are called the components of the soldering form,
also called the canonical form, that takes its values in 7.

Other useful quantities defined in the literature on fibre bundles [25-28]
are the curvature form, a two-form taking values in 7y, with components

i — k] g i —3 flik j mn
QUFl = 9 1Fj[l lwi A w! = dwl®) 42 3F[[j”][mn]w[ﬂ] A wm, (1.59)
Q= 27" Fiw’ Aw' = dw + 27 EE W A W (1.60)

and the torsion form, a two-form taking values in 7y with components
O = —27'Flw! Aw' = dw’ + 27 F oM AW, (1.61)

Note that these formulas, called structure equations agree with eq. (1.54).

1.9 Flat Minkowski spacetime and Poincaré
group

It is interesting to consider with more detail the simple case in which M is
the flat Minkowsk:i spacetime. In a first treatment we disregard the internal
gauge group. Then we can choose a distinguished local frame, namely a dis-
tinguished point § € S, and extend it to a global Minkowskian coordinate
systems x* in M. The holonomic components of the metric are constant
and equal to the anholonomic components and eq. (1.1) shows that the com-
ponents of the tetrad 4-vectors form a matrix of the orthochronous Lorenz
group, namely

el = AH;. (1.62)

7

This means that the holonomous and the anholonomous bases in the tangent
spaces are related by Lorentz transformations. In the following we can replace
the greek indices by latin indices.

A general element s € S can be labelled by the 4-vector x and the Lorentz
matrix A and it can be identified with the element (x, A) of the orthochronous
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Poincaré group P, with the usual multiplication law
(x, A) (2, A') = (x + Az, AN). (1.63)

The distinguished point § corresponds to the unit element (0, 1).
The structural Lorentz group £ is a subgroup of P and its action on
S = P is a right translation

(2, A) — (2,A)(0,A)) = (z, AN). (1.64)

It is clear that, in the particular case we are considering, the whole group
P acts on S on the right and every element s € S can be written in an
unique way as s = Sh with h € P. It follows that S is diffeomorphic to
P. It is important to remark, however, that this diffeomorphism depends on
the choice of § and that the group P has a distinguished element, the unit,
while no a priori privileged element is present in S (see Section 2.2). The
infinitesimal right translations are generated by the vector fields A,, which
form a basis of the Poincaré Lie algebra.

One can also consider the left translations s = $h — Sh’h that can be
interpreted as changes § — Sh' of the distinguished element 5. We indicate
by AL the generators of the left translations. They are vector fields on the
group, but we can also interpret them as vector field on &, though this
interpretation depends on the choice of s.

They commute with A, and satisfy the commutation relations

(AL, AL = —F1, AL, (1.65)
(note the minus sign). They can be written in the form
AL(s) = DP (k) Ag(s), s = §h, heP, (1.66)
where D(h) is the adjoint representation of P, which has the properties

Ao DP(h) = DP5(h)E?

ay?

Aépﬂv(h) = F£5D6W(h)' (1.67)
We have the explicit formulas

Dy(z, A) = A%, DUy (2, A) = AT AR — AR AT,
DU (2, A) = D7 (0,A) = 0, DYjgy(w,1) = 2,01 — w87, (1.68)
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From the definition of left translation or also from egs. (1.9), (1.31) and

(1.66), one obtains
0 .0 0 0 I 0
aTZl—g”A]laTkl‘i‘xk%—xZ%, Az = axl

In a flat spacetime one can give a clear definition of the energy-momentum
four-vector p; and the relativistic angular momentum tensor pyy) of a system.
A more general situation is discussed in Chapter 8. In the framework of an-
alytical mechanics and of quantum theory, the quantities p; and pi are, re-
spectively, the generators of the infinitesimal active translations and Lorentz
transformations. Note that the energy, namely the Hamiltonian, is given by
H = p® = —py and it is the generator of the passive time translations. We
have seen that the passive transformations, namely the transformations of
the frame 8, are generated by the vector fields AL and the corresponding
active transformations are generated by the vector fields —AZL.

Following the conventions of Section 1.7, it is natural to use also for
the quantities p; and pp; the compact notation p,, and to call them the
components of the 10-momentum. By replacing £ by £ x G and P by P x G,
one can treat in a similar way the case in which gauge fields are present,
but have a vanishing field strength. In this case one can define the (10 +
n)-momentum of a system and for « = a = 10,...,9+n, the quantities p, are
interpreted as the charges corresponding to the infinitesimal transformations
of G and in particular p, is the electric charge.

The quantites p,, and the fields AL, depend on the choice of the frame §
in the same way. Since the fields A, do not depend on 3, from eq. (1.66) we
obtain the transformation formulas

§—8h, AL —DP,(h)AL,  pa— D’ (h)ps. (1.70)

Al = g (1.69)

For infinitesimal transformations, we have
Aypa = s, (1.71)

This important formula will be discussed and generalized in Chapter 8. We
have seen that the compact formalism can be extended to dynamical quan-
tities.

If we use the explicit form of the adjoint representation, we obtain the
usual Lorentz transformation properties of p; and pj) and in the case of
spacetime translations we have

§ — 5(xz,1), Di = Pis Dlik] — Plik] T TiPk — TkDi- (1.72)
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We also obtain the transformation formula for the charges p, under a non-
commutative internal symmetry group.

If we consider a single spinless point particle situated at the origin of the
frame 5(x,1), pyx) vanishes in this frame and in the frame 5§ we have

Plik] = TkPi — TiDk, (1.73)

If, in agreement with the conventions discussed in Section 1.7, we define the
3 dimensional vectors

pP= (p1,p2,p3), P/ = (p[32},P[13],P21])> P// = (P[01]>p[02},]3[03]), (1-74)

x = (1, X2, T3), (1.75)

we can write
p=xxp, p’'=a"p-px (1.76)

in agreement with the known elementary formulas.

A similar treatment can be given for a spacetime with constant curvature,
namely a de Sitter or an anti-de Sitter spacetime. In this case the Poincaré
group has to be replaced by the de Sitter or an anti-de Sitter group and the
vector fields A; do not commute, but we have

[Ai, A = 27 EV Ay, (1.77)
BV = —p(si6) — olab), (1.78)

where the constant p is connected with the scalar obtained by contraction of
the Riemann curvature tensor by the relation

R=Ri,¢" = —FM =12p. (1.79)

It is positive for a de Sitter spacetime and negative for the anti-de Sitter
spacetime. For the Minkowski space, we have p = 0.
The egs. (1.12), (1.36) and (1.78) are equivalent to the formula

dw' = — gl A Wk, dw™ = — gl A W 4 pt A Wk (1.80)
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Chapter 2

The general space S of the
(extended) inertial local frames

2.1 The basic geometric and topological stuc-
ture of the space S

In Chapter 1 the bundle S of Lorentz frames has been introduced as a useful
auxiliary tool, while the spacetime M was considered as the basic geometric
concept of physics. In the following, a theory based on a geometry of this kind
is called a normal theory or, more exactly, a theory with a normal geometry.
However, there are several arguments that suggest a change of perspective,
namely that S has a more direct physical interpretation, while M should
be considered as a mathematical construction, possibly justified only under
some assumptions, which might have an approximate character.

In the presentation of these ideas we shall follow essentially refs. [3-5].
Similar points of views, with various motivations, have been presented by
various authors [49-54]. Some of them are discussed with some detail in the
follwing Sections.

A first simple argument in favour of the new point of view is that many
physical observables have a vector or tensor nature and take a definite value
only when a local frame, namely a point of § is given. A point z € M
does not convey enough information. Other arguments for choosing S as the
geometric arena of physical theories will be given in the Sections 2.2 and 2.4.

We propose to drop the assumption that S is a principal fiber bundle
with a connection and to endow it with a simpler structure suggested by the
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treatment given in Section 1.7 and justified by the operational discussion of
Section 2.2. Further assumptions will be added when necessary.

More precisely, we describe the geometric background of a physical theory
(including the gauge fields) by means of the (10 + n)-dimensional differen-
tiable manifold S, and the 10 + n differentiable vector fields A, linearly
independent at all the points s € §,,. The physical meaning of these fields
given in Section 1.7 is only a useful suggestion. In Section 6.1 a slightly
modified interpretation is suggested.

As we have remarked in Section 1.7, the vector fields A, permit us to
identify all the tangent spaces TS, with a single (104 n)-dimensional vector
space 7, namely they define on §,, a structure called absolute parallelism or
teleparallelism. It can be described as a trivialization of the tangent bundle,
namely a diffeomorphism between T'S,, and S,, x 7,

Adopting a more clear point of view, we define 7,, as the vector space
composed of all the vector fields of the form A = b*A,,, where the coefficients
b are constant. Note that all the vector fields on §,, can be written in the
form b*(s) A, (s) with variable b%(s) and that the elements of 7, are vector
fields of a particular kind, that we call fundamental vector fields. If A € 7,
is a fundamental vector field we have A(s) € TS, and in this way one
establishes the isomorphism between 7,, and T.S,,. The physical properties
that charcterize the fundamental vector fields are discussed in Section 2.2.

We define the structure coefficients F); by means of eq. (1.52) and the
differential one-forms w” by means of eq. (1.53). They satisfy the equations
(1.54) and (1.55), which have been discussed, in a particular context, in
Section 1.7. Also the dynamical quantities which form the components of
the (10 + n)-momentum (see Section 1.9), when they have an approximate
meaning in the general formalism, are indicated by the compact notation p,.

All the other properties of §,,, and in particular its structure of principal
fiber bundle with a connection, if it maintains an approximate validity, are
shifted from the realm of geometry to the realm of dynamics. For instance,
all the structure coefficients F; should be considered as dynamical fields,
namely their values should be determined by the field equations and the
action principle. In the normal theories a dynamical role is recognized only
to the coefficients F)),.

Also the equations (1.14) and (1.25), that determine the transformation
properties of the fields with respect to the Lorentz and internal symmetry
groups, should be considered as dynamical field equations, to be derived, as
the other field equations which contain the spacetime derivatives, from the
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action principle.

If we consider an arbitrary constant positive definite (10 +n) x (10 + n)
matrix G,g and we consider its elements as the components of a metric
tensor in the basis defined by the vector fields A,, the manifold S,, acquires
a structure of Riemannian manifold. One can easily see that the topology
and the uniform structure defined by this metric do not depend on the choice
of the matrix GG. In particular, we can introduce without any ambiguity the
concepts of completeness of the space S, and of boundedness of a vector
field. A vector field b*A, is bounded if all its components b* are bounded
functions.

These concepts are very useful, because a theorem proven by Palais [55]
assures that, if S, is a complete Riemannian manifold, every bounded differ-
entiable vector field A generates a one-parameter group of diffeomorphisms
of S, onto itself, that we indicate by exp(7A), where 7 is a real parameter.
More in general, a Lie algebra of bounded vector fields generates a right ac-
tion of the corresponding simply connected Lie group on S,. The physical
meaning of the completeness property is discussed in Section 2.5.

2.2 The operational interpretation and the
relativity principle

Important ideas about the geometric structure of the space S and the role it
plays in physical theories follow from an operational analysis of the geometric
concepts of physics given in refs. [1,2]. The operational point of view has
been discussed by P. W. Bridgman [56] and an accurate presentation, which
has strongly influenced our considerations, is given by R. Giles in ref. [57].

Of course, nobody is obliged to adopt the operational point of view. Any
methodological choice is valid as soon as it helps to put some order in the
physical experience [58]. We shall see that the operational analysis suggests
several very interesting physical ideas.

According to ref. [57], a physical theory is a mathematical theory with
an operational interpretation of some (not necessarily all) of its concepts
(terms and relations). It is important to remember that some mathematical
concepts may have no direct operational interpretation. For instance, spinor
and charged fields are not observable [59,60], but they are very useful in the
formulation of a field theory.
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An operational interpretation is based on physical (laboratory) opera-
tions. What is relevant, however, is not the single, concrete, operation, but a
set of prescriptions, called a procedure, clearly stated in a specific document,
which describes exhaustively how the operations have to be performed. For
instance, in the description of a procedure it is not allowed to point the finger
at some physical object. When this point of view is is rigorously accepted,
we speak of strictly operational interpretation.

In order to specify the spacetime conditions, namely where and when the
operation is performed and which has to be the velocity and the orientation
of the instruments, the procedure must refer to some pre-existent physical
object, chosen by the experimenter in any single case, which determines a
“reference frame”. In order to avoid confusion with the mathematical concept
of reference frame, we use the term situation. A procedure does not specify
how the situation has to be chosen. As we shall discuss in Section 2.6, it
may be difficult to separate the geometric meaning of a situation from other
physical information it necessarily contains.

The simplest kinds of procedures are the measurement procedures, which
give a numerical result, and the transformation procedures which have the
aim of building a new situation starting from a pre-existent one. More com-
plicated procedures will be discussed in Section 3.4. It is convenient to call a
measurement a class of equivalent measurement procedures that give (statis-
tically) the same results in all the situations and, similarly, to call a transfor-
mation a class of equivalent transformation procedures that act (statistically)
in the same way on the situations (a more precise definition is given in [2]).

One can define in a natural way the composition of two transformations,
which is again a transformation, and of a transformation and a measurement,
which is a new measurement. In agreement with our previous conventions,
we write on the right the transformation performed later. In other words, the
transformations form a semigroup acting on the right on the situations and
on the left on the measurements. Other algebraic properties of the spaces of
measurements and transformations are discussed in ref. [2].

It is important to remark that there is no possible strictly operational
prescription for choosing a situation, unless a preceding situation is available.
This means that the situations have no strict operational interpretation. The
transformations have an operational interpretation and it is proposed in ref.
[2] that the geometric concepts of physics should be defined in terms of
transformations.

We see that the operational point of view leads to a relational geometry,
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in which the important concepts are not the frames (or the events), but the
relations between them.

In the classical formalism we are considering, the manifold S is a model
for the space of all the situations. Some problems raised by this definition
are discussed in Section 2.6. We are considering the case n = 0, since the
extended manifold requires a more delicate discussion.

Since the elements of S have no strict operational interpretation, the
physical laws cannot privilege, and not even single out, any of them. It
follows that all the points of §, namely all the local inertial frames, have to
be treated, a prior: in the same way. This is a statement of the relativity
principle, that appears as a consequence of the requirement that a physical
theory must have a strict operational interpretation.

If one accepts this requirement, the relativity principle has to be consid-
ered as a part of the very definition of physics. Statements that privilege
a particular local inertial frame do not belong to physics, but, possibly, to
other sciences [23].

It is necessary to specify that only a priori equivalence of the inertial
local frames is required. After the measurement of a field, the frames in
which it takes a certain value may be privileged. This means that if one
finds a seeming violation of the relativity principle, one has to find a field
responsible for it. Of course, this field must have its own dynamics.

Originally, the relativity principle was restricted to pairs of frames which
have different velocities. The formulation given above extends the principle to
pairs of frames with different location in spacetime and different orientation in
space. This general interpretation agrees with the ideas discussed in Section
2.4.

In the present notes we deal mainly with classical field theories, modelled
on the Maxwell’s and Einstein’s theories, with the spacetime M replaced by
S. In particular, we assume that the measurement and the transformation
procedures do not affect the state of the system. Some remarks about the
limitations of this approach are given in Section 2.6. Then we can define a
state of the system (including its time evolution, as in the Heisenberg picture
of quantum mechanics), as a given solution of the field equations.

A measurement defines a scalar fields on &, the value of the field at the
point s being the outcome of the measurement performed in the local frame s.
We are not assuming that all the scalar fields represent operationally defined
measurements, but it seems natural to assume that the structure coefficients
F); are measurable fields.
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A transformation induces a mapping of S into itself, that is assumed to
be differentiable. We also assume the existence of one-parameter semigroups
of transformations corresponding to mappings of the kind s — sexp(7B)
with 7 > 0. The vector field B describes an infinitesimal transformation.

Our main assumption is that the vector fields that describe infinitesimal
transformations generate the 10-dimensional linear subspace 7 of the much
larger space of all the vector fields in §. The elements of 7 are called funda-
mental vector fields and define the absolute parallelism of S, as it is explained
in Section 2.1.

Only the vector fields belonging to a subset 77 C 7 generate a semigroup
of transformations as we discuss in Section 3.1. The vector fields A, form a
basis of 7, but do not necessarily belong to 7. Of course, one can introduce
a (global) change of basis, but a local (gauge) change of basis, different in the
various tangent spaces TS, is not admitted by our operational interpretation
(see Section 3.8).

In order to justify our assumptions, we have to explain why a semigroup
of diffeomorphisms of the kind

exp(7b*(s)An(s)), (2.1)

where b%(s) are suitably chosen nonconstant measurable scalar fields, cannot
describe semigroup of transformations. Otherwise, we could define infinites-
imal transformations represented by the vector field b*A, not belonging to
7T and the absolute parallelism could not be defined in an unique way.

One may try to consider the transformation (2.1) as the composition of
many transformations corresponding to small values of 7; in every step one
measures the values of b*(s) and then one performs the transformation as if
these quantities were constant. One must remark, however, that it takes some
minimum time to measure the values of the scalar fields v*(s) and therefore
the steps cannot be too small. As a consequence, we are authorized to assume
that in the limit 7 — 0 the mapping (2.1) can represent a transformation
only if the fields b*(s) are numerical constants known in advance.

Note that we had to assume that it takes some minimum time to
perform a measurement. The generalization of this important principle
to all the physical operations is discussed in Sections 2.4 and 3.1.
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2.3 The spacetime coincidence

In a footnote of his fundamental article on General Relativity [61] Einstein
wrote: “We assume the possibility of verifying simultaneity for events im-
mediately proximate in space, or, to speak more precisely, for immediate
proximity or coincidence in spacetime, without giving a definition of this
fundamental concept”.

In order to give a formal interpretation to this sentence, we consider a
set O of “objects” and we assume that one can define operationally in a
unique objective way an equivalence relation between them called spacetime
coincidence. The equivalence classes are the elements of the spacetime M,
namely the events.

The elements of O are characterized by geometric properties and possibily
also by dynamical properties, like energy, momentum, mass and so on. The
interplay of geometric and dynamical quantities in theories with a modified
spacetime has been discussed by several authors [62,63] and finds perhaps
its origin in refs. [64,65].

If we disregard provisionally the dynamical properties, it is natural to
identify the set O with the manifold S,,. If it has a structure of fibre bundle
as we have assumed in Chapter 1, the fibers are the equivalence classes for
the relation of spacetime coincidence and Einstein’s assumption is satisfied.

The full structure of principal fibre bundle is not necessary for a space-
time interpretation of the theory. We may more simply assume that the
equivalence classes are (6 + n)-dimensional differentiable submanifolds of S,
and that, with a suitable choice of a basis in 7,,, the vector fields A, with
a=4,...,9+ n are tangent to them. The Lie bracket of two of these fields
is also tangent to the equivalence classes and we obtain the condition

oizﬁ:()? Q,6:4,...,9+TL, 120773 (22)

One may ask if the condition (2.2) is sufficient for a spacetime inter-
pretation. It means that the subspaces of TS, generated by the vectors
Ay(8), ..., Agyn(s) (we continue to call them “vertical” subspaces) form an
integrable distribution, namely they satisfy the condition of the Frobenius
theorem [25,26] which assures the existence of a foliation of S. This means
that for every point s € S there are connected (6 — n)-dimensional subman-
ifolds, called integral manifolds containing s and tangent to the subspaces
that form the distribution. One of these submanifolds contains all the others
and is called the leaf containing s.
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The same problem can also be treated by means of the forms w®. The
vertical subspaces can be defined by means of the differential system

w' = 0. (2.3)

These differential forms must vanish when restricted to an integral manifold
and their exterior derivatives

dw' = =271 2 qw® A W’ (2.4)

must have the same property. In this way we obtain again the condition
(2.2), which is the integrability condition for the differential system (2.3).

We can consider the leaves as the equivalence classes of a relation of
spacetime coincidence and consider them as the elements of a set M. We
indicate by 7 the projection of S on M and we say that a set I C M is open
if its inverse image 7~ '([) is open. With this definition M is a topological
space, but the Hausdorff separation azxiom is not necessarily satisfied.

A minor problem is that, at least if S is a bundle of frames, every equiva-
lence class (fiber) has two connected components containing left-handed and
right handed tetrads. As a consequence it is composed of two leaves and
every point of the spacetime is obtained twice. Alternatively, one can say
that one obtains a double covering of M.

One can also try to define a structure of differentiable manifold on M. In
the proof of Frobenius’ theorem one shows that in a neighborhood of every
point of s € S, one can find a cubic coordinate system &* with ||| < d,
in such a way that the surfaces (slices) defined by fixing the values of the
four coordinates £°,..., &% are integral manifolds and therefore individuate
a point of M. From a local point of view we can consider the functions
€9, ..., & as local spacetime coordinates and say that, as a consequence of
eq. (2.2) the theory has a local spacetime interpretation.

From a global point of view, the functions £°,. .., &3 provide a local coor-
dinate system of M only if different values of them correspond to different
points of M, namely if different slices belong to different leaves. In this case
we say that the cubic coordinate system is regular. If near every point of
S one can find a reqular cubic coordinate system, one can consider M as a
differentiable manifold and a global spacetime interpretation is established.

Unfortunately, often this regularity condition is not satisfied. It is useful
to illustrate the situation by means of a simple example. We assume that
the Poincaré group P acts on S on the right transitively, but not freely. The
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infinitesimal transformations are described by the vector fields A, and the
structure coefficients are the structure constants of the Poincaré Lie algebra,
so that the condition (2.2) is satisfied. The manifold S is a homogeneous
space and is described by the quotient H\P where H is the stabilizer of a
given element § € S, a closed subgroup of P.

We assume that H is the Abelian discrete subgroup containing the ele-
ments

exp (pA[ou + (pa + Qb)Az) , (2.5)

where p and ¢ are integers, a and b are real and a~'b is irrational. The
numbers of the form pa + ¢b are dense on the real line and one can find the
sequences {p,} and {g,} with the properties

lim p, = +o0, rllrgo(pra + ¢-b) = 0. (2.6)
We obtain
lim $exp (prApy)) = lim $exp (—(pra + ¢:b)Ag) = 3 (2.7)

All the elements of this sequence belong to the same leaf, but not to the
same slice, since p.a + ¢.b # 0. It follows that the regularity condition is not
satisfied.

This example shows that there is no hope to assure the existence of a
global space-time interpretation by means of local conditions on the struc-
ture coefficients. Since we are mainly interested in the study of local field
equations, we shall not consider this problem any more.

The equivalence relation considered above can be called primary local
spacetime coincidence, because it is defined directly by means of the fun-
damental vector fields A,. In Chapter 7 we define a more general concept
of secondary local spacetime coincidence, that also depends on the structure
coefficients.

If n > 0, one can also define the weaker concept of physical equivalence of
extended frames. We say that two extended frames are physically equivalent
if they differ by a gauge transformation, namely they belong to the same
fiber of §,, considered as a principal fiber bundle with base S and structural
group G. The whole treatment given above can be repeated in this different
context and we find the necessary condition

Fq =0, a,b=10,...,9+n, a=0,...,9. (2.8)
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2.4 The equity principle, the minimum time
principle and the fundamental length

Another argument in favour of the use of the space of frames S in the for-
mulation of field theories has been pointed out by Lurcat [49,50] in 1964.
At that time a large part of the research in elementary particle physics was
devoted to the relation between mass and spin described by “Regge trajec-
tories” [66] and it was realized that spin is not an “unessential complication”
and has a dynamical role.

It was suggested that energy-momentum and spin are equally important
and should be treated on the same footing. As a consequence, a unified
treatment of spacetime translations and rotations was desirable. This ar-
gument suggested a formalism in which quantum fields are defined on the
Poincaré group, that, as we have shown in Section 1.9, can be identified with
the bundle of the Lorentz frames of the Minkowski spacetime.

These ideas were suggested by strong interaction physics, but we apply
them to the microscopic physics of space-time and gravitation. Also the
ideas of string theory, one of the most popular candidates for the solution
of the problems of quantum gravity, had their origin in the theory of strong
interactions.

From the point of view of the space S, vertical and horizontal vectors,
which represent Lorentz transformations and (parallel) translations, should
be treated on an equal footing, but this is not compatible with the structure of
principal bundle. The treatment given in Chapter 1 shows that a considerable
part of the geometric concepts presented there does not distinguish between
vertical and horizontal vectors and we have employed some effort in order
to put in evidence these aspect. This is particularly evident in the compact
formalism of Section 1.7.

We propose the term equity principle for the idea that mass and spin,
translations and rotations, horizontal and vertical subspace should be
treated on an equal footing. There is no operational justification for
this principle as, for instance, for the relativity principle (see Section 2.2).
In fact, spacetime translations and Lorentz transformations have different
operational interpretations.

Also the space and time translations have different operational defini-
tions, but relativity theory treats them in a symmetric way, in the sense
that the Lorentz group has an irreducible action on the four-vector space.
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In Chapter 3 we implement the equity principle by introducing a group that
acts irreducibly on the space 7. This means, in particular, that the vertical
and the horizontal subspaces cannot be invariant.

The equity principle has mainly an heuristic value, namely it is useful
for the construction of new theories, to be compared with experiments. It
is known that after pruning a fruit tree, it grows stronger and it gives more
and better fruits. A similar occurrence has been observed several times in
the history of physics, the best known examples being the absolute time in
relativity and the electron orbits in quantum atomic physics. It is possible
that dropping the assumptions that spoil the symmetry between vertical and
horizontal vectors can help in the treatment of the problems that affect the
theories of spacetime and quantum gravity.

As it is discussed in Section 2.3, the vertical subspace is strictly related
to the idea of spacetime coincidence. If the equity principle is accepted, the
absolute character of the space-time coincidence, a fundamental assumption
of General Relativity, has to be abandoned.

One should also remark that translations and rotations are described,
respectively, by a length and by an adimensional parameter (angle or veloc-
ity). It follows that a symmetric treatment requires the introduction of a
fundamental lenght ¢, in the same way as the introduction of a fundamental
velocity c is necessary for a symmetric treatment of space and time in special
relativity. The introduction of a fundamental length in the classical theory
of gravitation should help to eliminate the singularities that appear in the
black hole and in the big bang solutions.

We have to discuss the relation between the fundamental length ¢ appear-
ing in a (still hypothetic) modified classical theory of gravity and the Planck
length

(p = (hG)Y2, (2.9)

which appears in all the attempts to quantize General Relativity. If £ > (p,
some (not yet observed) effects of quantum gravity could be masked by the
effects of £. However, we think that one should find some reason why ¢ = v{p,
where v is a constant of the order of one.

One could consider the modified classical theory as an approximation of
the quantum theory in a situation in which the effects of i can be disregarded,
but the effects of ¢p are still present. For instance, if one considers parti-
cles with an extremely large energy-momentum dispersion, the spacetime
uncertainty introduced by ¢ could be more important than the uncertainty
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introduced by the Heisenberg relations.

From a more formal point of view, one could remark that in a classical
theory ¢ and G are two independent parameters and that in many cases a
classical system can be quantized only if a relation between its parameters
and h is satisfied [67,68]. The simplest example is given by a classical spin
system described by a phase space given by 2-dimensional sphere with a
symplectic form proportional to the rotation invariant element of area and
normalized in such a way that the total area is a. The classical system makes
sense for any positive value of the constant a, which has the dimension of an
action, but quantization is possible only if a is an integral multiple of 27h.
The relation ¢ = vfp could have a similar origin. Further suggestions are
given in Section 4.5.

In another scenario, the parameters ¢, G and h are independent and the
quantized theory has a perturbative expansion in the adimensional parame-
ter Gh¢=? (of course for £ > 0), but a singularity appears when the parameter
reaches a value of the order of one. We are not proposing a quantum theory
of gravitation, but we only want to show that a classical theory of gravitation
containing a fundamental length is not a prior: wrong. With a bit of imagi-
nation, one could find in this way an explanation for the difficulties found in
the quantization of a normal gravitational theory with ¢ = 0.

We have assumed that GG is a fundamental constant and that the classical
theory contains another fundamental constant ¢ with the dimension of a
length. A function of these constants has the dimension of an action and, as
we have discussed above, it must have some connection with the fundamental
constant A introduced by quantization. In this situation, we say that the
classical theory is “prepared” for quantization.

However, several authors [69—71] have proposed theories with variable G.
These theories have not been confirmed experimentally, but they have several
interesting features and deserve a serious consideration. If G is a variable,
and ¢ is the only fundamental constant (besides the velocity of light), the
classical theory is not “prepared” for quantization unless the fundamental
constant ¢, or some power of it, has the dimension of an action. We shall
discuss further this argument in Section 6.3.

The analogy between translations, rotations and Lorentz boosts implies
the analogy between velocity, angular velocity and acceleration. Since in rel-
ativistic theories there is an upper bound to the velocity, the equity principle
suggests the existence of upper bounds of the order of ¢~! to the angular
velocity and the acceleration. A maximal acceleration has been suggested,
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with various motivations, by many authors [7,14,72-77]. A more detailed
discussion is given in Section 3.1 and in Chapter 8.

The same concepts can be formulated in a different way. The existence of
a maximal velocity means that it takes a minimum time to perform a space
translation. The equity principle implies that it also takes a minimum time
to perform rotations and boosts. We have already suggested in Section 2.2
that it takes a minimum time to perform measurements. It is natural to
formulate a minimum time principle requiring that it takes a minimum
time to perform any physical operation.

We assume that mathematical operations can be performed in an arbitrar-
ily short time. In particular, we do not apply the minimum time principle to
gauge transformations, usually considered as a purely mathematical change
in the description of physical phenomena. An investigation of problems of
this kind requires an interaction between physics and inforamtion theory,
that we are not prepared to tackle.

2.5 Dynamical variables and symmetry prop-
erties

The dynamical variables of a classical field theory on the space S,, are the
vector fields A, and a set of scalar fields WV that we consider as the elements
of a one-column matrix W. The vector fields describe the geometry and the
scalar fields represent “matter”. If n > 0, the internal gauge fields are, by
convention, considered as geometric fields.

It is not necessary to consider tensor fields in the manifold S,,, because
they are described in terms of scalar fields, namely their components with
respect to the frame defined by the vector fields A,. For the same reason the
use of differential forms can be avoided, but it often permits more elegant
and compact formulas.

According to the relativity principle discussed in Section 2.2, the field
equations cannot privilege any local frame and must be invariant with respect
to general transformations of the local coordinates of S, or, in other words,
they must be invariant under diffeomorphisms of S,,.

This condition is automatically satisfied if we use the coordinate-free for-
malism of differential geometry. We assume that the field equations have a
local character and that they consist of algebraic relations involving, at any
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point of S, the scalar fields, the structure coefficients and their derivatives
expressed by means of the differential operators A,,.

A solution determines, besides the values of the vector and scalar fields,
the structure of §,, as a differentiable manifold, in particular its topology. We
say that a solution is complete if the metric space S, is complete (see Section
2.1). If &, is not connected, we assume that its connected components do
not describe different noncommunicating universes and that the values of
the fields on one components already describe a solution completely. Then,
one can assume that S, is connected. For instance, one can consider only
left-hande tetrads, disregarding the right-handed ones..

Given a complete solution, one can consider an open proper submanifold
of §,, describing a new solution, that we may call a subsolution. If S, is
connected, this submanifold cannot be open and closed at the same time
and therefore it cannot be complete. It follows that a complete solution
cannot be a subsolution of a larger connected solution. Note that it certainly
has a completion, but it is not necessarily a manifold. From the physical
point of view, a complete connected solution is intended to give a description
of the whole universe. If a noncomplete solution cannot be described as a
subsolution of a complete solution, it means that it has singularities [33].

A solution is called constant if all the scalar fields WY and all the struc-
ture coefficients are constant. It follows from eq. (1.55) that the structure
coefficients are the structure constants of a Lie algebra that generates a sim-
ply connected (10 + n)-dimensional Lie group P,. If the solution is also
connected and complete, this group acts transitively on §,,, which is diffeo-
morphic to the homogeneous space H\'P,,, where H is a discrete subgroup of
P,.. A constant solution is often interpreted as a vacuum state of the theory.

An example of field equation is eq. (1.55), which is always valid. It is
invariant with respect to all the changes of basis in the space 7,,, namely with
respect to the group GL(10 + n,R) acting on the Greek indices. In general,
the other field equations and the Lagrangian form that generates them have
a different symmetry group F which transforms the fields according to the
formulas

U — Sk, A, — (CHYo (k) Az,  w* — C%(k)w”, (2.10)

where k € F and S(k), C(k) are linear representations of F. The repre-

sentation C' is real and one can consider it as acting on the vector space
T,
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If we indicate by x an element of the Lie algebra of F, and by S(k)
and C(k) the representations of the Lie algebra corresponding to the repre-
sentations of the group, the infinitesimal transformations of the dynamical
variables are given by

U = (S(k)WU,  §A,=—CCPu(k)As,  0w*=CC%(K)W7. (2.11)

The group F may contain elements that do not act on 7, for instance
the isotopic spin transformations and other transformations that act on the
flavour indices. They form a closed invariant subgroup K C F which is the
kernel of the representation C'(k). The quotient group F¢ = F/K is the
geometric symmetry group and C(k) can be considered as a faithful repre-
sentation of it. In the simplest cases we have F = F¢ x K.

In all the cases we shall consider F¢ contains the Lorentz group £ that
does not act on the subspace 7; and possibly the internal gauge group G that
does not act on the subspaces 7 and 7;,. The action of the Lorentz group
on the subspaces 7 and 77, can be written in the form

A = (M54, Ay — (MDA %Ay (2.12)
and the corresponding infinitesimal transformations are given by
0Ao = —27N(ME Ag,  dwe =271l FS, 0P
S = 271l ;0. (2.13)

We see that the subspaces 7y, 7;, and 7; are invariant and the repre-
sentation C' is reducible. A possible mathematical formulation of the equity
principle (see Section 2.4) is to introduce a larger group F¢ and to require
that the representation C, restricted to 7y @ 77, (still assumed to be invari-
ant) is irreducible, so that there is no invariant definition of the horizontal
and vertical subspaces. We shall treat this problem in Chapter 7. One may
invent more complicated symmetry group, but we do not see any physical
motivation.

A classification of the possible groups F¢ containing the Lorentz group
has been given in ref. [6], but it was realized later that the number of in-
teresting solutions is considerably reduced by requiring the existence of an
invariant cone in the tangent spaces of S, as it is discussed in Chapter 3.

As we have already remarked, a different kind of symmetry of the field
equations is given by the diffeomorphisms of the manifold S,. An infinites-
imal diffeomorphism is generated by a vector field B and its action on the
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fields is described by the Lie derivative L(B). The action on scalar and vector
fields and on the differential forms is given by [25, 26]

L(B)¥ = BU, L(B)A=[B,4], L(B)w =i(B)dw+di(B)w. (2.14)

A diffeomorphism acting on the manifold §,, and on the vector and scalar
fields transforms a solution into a physically equivalent one, namely it is a
gauge transformation. The usual gauge transformations of a normal theory
are described by the right action on the fibers of an element of the structural
group that can depend on the fiber. In the general theories we are considering
all the diffeomorphisms have to be considered as gauge transformations.

The most general infinitesimal symmetry transformation is described by
a pair (B, k), where k belongs to the Lie algebra of F and is given by

SU = C(BU + S(K)T),  6Aq = C([B, Aa] — CPu(k)Ap). (2.15)

It is important to avoid any confusion between the symmetry group of
the field equations and the symmetry group of a given solution. A pair (B, k)
describes a symmetry of a solution if 0¥ = 0 and 6 A, = 0. If we require only
the second equality, we obtain the symmetry group of the geometric aspects
of the solution. This is the symmetry group of a theory dealing with some
matter fields in a fixed geometric background. Some classical and quantum
theories of this kind are treated in ref. [17] and in Chapter 11.

It is interesting to consider solutions in which §,, is a bundle of frames.
An element of the structural group defines a diffeomorphism of S,,, which in
general affects the vector fields A,. Only if one can compensate this effect by
means of a transformation belonging to F¢, one obtains an element of the
symmetry group of the geometry of a solution. For instance, an infinitesimal
Lorentz transformation of the kind (2.13) combined with the infinitesimal
diffeomorphism generated by B = 1/2¢ [ik]A[ik] gives 0A, = 0. A similar
argument holds for the space inversion.

2.6 Critical remarks
It is evident that there is a serious gap between the operational approach dis-
cussed in refs. [1,2] and summarized, with several simplifications, in Section

2.2 and the geometric structure described in Section 2.1. We do not even try
to fill this gap, but we think that it is useful to point out some of its aspects.
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It looks more and more probable that understanding the very small scale
features of the geometric concepts requires a paradigm shift [78] involving
several aspects of science. We like to think that the considerations given
in the present notes give a small contribution in this direction, but much
more work is necessary, expecially concerning the quantum aspects of the
problem. The point of view of ref. [2] is more radical, but it is very difficult
to formulate in that way a sufficiently rich amount of physical knowledge.

A first simplification present in our approach is to disregard the casual
features present in every physical operation, in particular the experimental
errors. They, far from being a nuisance, provide an operational justification
for the topological concepts of the theoretical models, as it is explained in ref.
[57]. The connection between experimental uncertainties and the topological
concepts has been pointed out by Poincaré one century ago [79].

By allowing the presence of casual choices in the description of a proce-
dure, one can endowe the varions spaces of procedures with a structure of
convex set, similar to the structure of the space of the mixed states in quan-
tum mechanics. We do not use in the following this very useful structure.

A second problem is given by the doubts raised by the interpretation
of the manifold S as the collection of all the possible local inertial frames.
The local frames, called more exactly “situations” in ref. [2], are defined
by material objects that inavoidably interact with each other and with the
physical objects under investigation. It is clearly impossible to realize all of
them. One could define S as the collection of all the “potential” local frames,
but it is difficult to understand what this means.

It may be useful to turn to a fiction, namely assume that the local frames
are defined by a very “thin” kind of idealized matter that interacts apprecia-
bly only with the measuring instruments, in order to transmit to them the
geometric informations. If this fiction represents a good approximation, we
say that the (classical or quantum) theory has a classical geometry. However,
it is inavoidable to take into account:

e the gravitational field generated by the objects that define the frames;

e their quantum properties that do not permit an exact determination of
their positions and of their velocities.

The gravitational field can be disregarded if the mass of the object that
defines the reference frames is sufficiently small and the quantum effects are
not important if this mass is sufficiently large. Only in physical situations
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in which one can choose a mass that satisfies both these conditions one can
adopt a classical geometry. Otherwise, one enters the realm of quantum
geometry, namely of quantum gravity. Quantum frames have been discussed
in refs. [18,80-82].

A third problem concerns the concept of state. In atomic or particle
physics a state is defined operationally by a preparation procedures, for in-
stance a suitable instrument produces a beam of atoms with given quantum
numbers. Alternatively, one can take a large set of atoms, measure a com-
plete set of observables and choose the atoms that have given the required
outcomes. It is clear that these methods do not work when one is investigat-
ing a large part of the universe. Other problems arise if one consider with
more detail the interpretation of quantum mechanics [83].

Actually, one can formulate a physical theory only in terms of observables
(measurement procedures) and relations between them. This is the point
of view adopted in refs. [1,2]. Some functions of the concept of state are
transferred to the concept of situation. Instead of measuring the observables
in various different states, one measures them in various randomly chosen
situations and performs a statistical analysis of the outcomes. This is possible
because we live in a very large universe and we can choose an arbitrarily large
set of situations separated is space and in time. Then, if one likes, one can
introduce the states as functionals defined on the space of measurements.

This merging of the concept of state and the concept of local frame in the
concept of situation, is, in our opinion, a probable feature of a future theory
of physical geometry. The merging of different operationally defined concepts
when one enlarges their range of application is a general phenomenon ana-
lyzed in ref. [56]. The best known example is the merging of the operational
definitions of energy and frequency when one applies them to microscopic
physics.

Since we are dealing with classical field theories, we can freely define a
state as a solutioon of the field equations, as we have done in Section 2.5. The
outcomes of all the observables measured in arbitrary local frames are given
by the values taken by the fields. This is possible in a classical theory, since
all the observables are compatible and their measurement does not affect the
state of the system.

We think that it is correct to develop, as we are doing in the present notes,
the drastically simplified classical scheme based on the manifold S, even if
it can be criticized from a methodological point of view, as soon as it can
be used to formulate useful physical ideas [58]. A similar and perhaps more
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severe criticism applies to the classical field theories based on the spacetime
manifold M.
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Chapter 3

Feasibility of infinitesimal
transformations and geometric
symmetry groups

3.1 A wedge 7" in the vector space 7

In Section 2.2 we have introduced the n-dimensional vector space 7 generated
by its subset 7 C 7 which contains all the vector fields that describe feasible
infinitesimal transformations, namely semigroups of operationally defined
transformations. Note that not all the elements of 7 belong to 7+. For
instance, the vector field — A, generates time translations in the past, which
cannot be realized. In other terms, one cannot build a situation (local frame)
in the past. The properties of 77 have been discussed in refs. [7,11,12,14].

It is clear that 7' is dilatation invariant and we also assume that it is
closed. If A, B € T, we have [84]

khjrolo (exp(k;_lTA) exp(k_lTB))k = exp(T7(A+ B)) (3.1)
and we see that A + B generates a semigroup of feasible transformations,
namely A+ B € 7. It follows that 77, besides being dilatation invariant,
is convex, namely it is a wedge [7,11]. Since it generates the whole vector
space 7, it has a nonempty interior.

A cone is a wedge that does not contain straight lines. If 7 is not a
cone, the linear subspace 7+tN—7 T, that contains the reversible infinitesimal

45



transformations, has positive dimension. We consider two vector fields A, B
belonging to this subspace. Since A, B,—A,—B € T, from the formula [84]

limy o (exp(k~'7A) exp(k~'7B) exp(—k~'7A) eXp(—k’lTB))]€2
= exp(7T?[AB]), (3.2)

we see that the commutators [AB] and [BA| generate semigroups of feasible
transformations. It follows that [AB] € Tt N—77 and this subspace defines
an involutive distribution of subspaces in the tangent spaces of S.

It is convenient to write a generic vector of 7+ in the form

B=0b"A, = b'A; + 270 Ay, (3.3)
We also introduce the 3-dimensional vectors
b= (bl, b2, b3), b/ _ (b[SZ}7 b[13], [)[21})7 b// _ (b[Ol}7 b[OQ], b[03}) (34)

In the normal theories all the Lorentz transformation and the spacetime
translations belonging to the closed future cone are feasible, namely 7+ is a
wedge defined by the inequality

o° = |bll, (3.5)
while b’ and b” are arbitrary. It follows that
Tt Nn-T"="1T. (3.6)

Note that eq. (2.2), that permits a local spacetime interpretation, is a con-
sequence of the structure of 7.

One may say that in a normal theory it takes some time to perform a
space translation, but it takes no time to perform a rotation or a Lorentz
boost. Of course, it takes no time to perform internal gauge transformations.

3.2 The Lorentz invariant cone 7 "

Assuming m = 0, namely disregarding the internal gauge transformations, if
we want to satisfy the equity and the minimum time principles (see Section
2.4), a nonvanishing element of 7 must have ° > 0, since all the physical
operations “take some time”. It follows that 77 is a closed cone with a
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nonempty interior and we call it the feasibility cone. We say that a theory
of this kind has a modified geometry. In the presentation of this argument
we follow refs. [7,11,14].

In order to determine the structure of 7, we have to assume some sym-
metry property and a natural requirement is that, as in the normal theories,
it is symmetric under the proper orthochronous Lorentz group £ = SO'(1, 3).
More precisely, we write an element of 7 in the form (3.3) and we require
the invariance under the Lorentz transformations

b — AL, bR AT AR Y, (3.7)

If 7+ contains an element with coordinates (°, b, b’, b”); it contains also
the element with co-ordinates (5°, 0,0, 0), which belongs to the convex hull
of a finite set of points obtained from the given point by means of suitable
rotations. The dilatation invariant set of the possible values of ° cannot
be reduced to 0, because 7 generates 7 and cannot be the whole real line
because 7T is a cone. It follows that it is the half line b* < 0 or the half line
b® > 0. For physical reasons, we choose the second possibility. In order to
avoid that, after a Lorentz transformation, b° becomes negative, we have to
assume that 7 is contained in the wedge defined by eq. (3.5).

We consider an arbitrary element of the interior of 7% and we simplify
its coordinates by means of a suitable Lorentz transformation. Since the
four-vector b is timelike, we can obtain b = 0. Then, by means of a rotation,
we can cancel the third components of b’ and b”. In conclusion, we obtain

>0, b =0*=0 =0 =0 =0, (3.8)

We indicate by b*(() the coordinates obtained from 6* by means of a
Lorentz boost with rapidity ¢ along the third space axis and we define the
quantities

t =2 lim exp(—|C)H(0). (39

Since 7 " is Lorentz and dilatation invariant and it is also closed, it contains
the points with co-ordinates 0. One can easily see that the only nonvanishing
limits are

-y bg([)l} — plo1) 4 pl31], b[f] — pli32 L b[02]7
o= 00, b0 = plo2) sl pl — p3 4 pio) (3.10)
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and it follows that
b =271(b% +b). (3.11)

We have shown that the element considered is the sum of two elements
of 7T that satisfy the conditions

bl =0">0, b =[b"]| = ab’
b -b"=0, b xb’=a'. (3.12)

These conditions are equivalent to the Lorentz invariant conditions

>0, Wb, =0,  blFpy, =0,
Gikjlbikbjl = 0, bﬂb]k = CLQbibk a Z 0 (313)

and, for any given a > 0, define a set 7, C 7 invariant with respect to the
proper orthochronous Lorentz group L. It follows that the decomposition
found above in a special case is also possible for an arbitrary element of the
interior of 7.

One can easily see that £ acts transitively on the sets 7,, which are
either contained in 7+ or do not intersect it. The first possibility is realized
if a belongs to a closed convex set containing the point a = 0 and bounded,
otherwise for fixed b° arbitrarily large values of b’ and b” would be permitted
and 7F would not be a cone. In other words, we must have 0 < a < (71,
where / is a positive fundamental length. One can easily see that if this
inequality is satisfied, every element of 7, can be written as the sum of two
elements of 7 ;.

In conclusion, we have proven that all the elements of the interior of
7+ can be written as the sum of two elements of 7, with a < 1/¢ or of four
elements of 77 /,. Since 7 is the closure of its interior, it is easy to show that
all its elements have the same decomposition. Note that, if B € 7, (6°)~'b,
(%) 1b" and £(b°)~'b” form a left-handed triad of normalized orthogonal
vectors.

From the decomposition of an element of 7+ into elements of 7/, and
eq. (3.12), we obtain immediately the inequalities

[ (L - L S (3.14)

which can be interpreted as limitations to the velocity, the angular velocity
and the acceleration of a moving frame. The relevance of these inequalities
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for the motion of a particle connected to the frame are discussed in Chapter 8.
It easily follows, using the properties of the norm, that an element B € 75,
can be decomposed as the sum of elements of 71 only if all of them are
proportional to B. This means that 7; /, is the set of all the extremal elements
of the cone 7.

3.3 The symmetry group GL(4,R)

We have seen in Section 3.2 that, under some conditions, the cone 7 is
completely determined by the value of the fundamental length ¢. Following
refs. [7,11,12,14], we now describe the same cone in a different way, which
permits an easier discussion of its properties.

We use the Dirac matrices ~; (see Section 0.3) in a Majorana representa-
tion. They are real and satisfy the conditions

v =—CyC™' dety; =1, (3.15)

where v/ is the transposed matrix and C' is a real antisymmetric matrix,
determined by this equation up to a numeric factor. It is determined up to
the sign if we require that its Pfaffian is equal to —1, namely that

27 3eABL 0 pCop = —1, (3.16)

a choice that is useful for the following developments and implies some re-
striction to the representation adopted for the y-matrices. This condition
can be rewritten in any of the following equivalent useful forms

2_3€ABCD(C_1)AB(O_1)CD = —1, (317)
eapcp = —CapCep — CacCpp — CapChe,
¢ABCD _(C—l)AB(O—l)CD
_(Ofl)AC(Ofl)DB _ (C«fl)AD(Cfl)BC (318)
and it implies that
det C = 1. (3.19)

In a suitable representation one can put C' = vy, but one has to remember
that these matrices have a different spinor nature as it is clear if we introduce
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the spinor covariant and contravariant indices and write /15, Cap, (C~1)45,

In any case, we choose the sign of C' in such a way that Cv° is a positive
definite matrix.
We define the real symmetric 4 x 4 matrices

Fi == 671’%0,17 F[zk] == 271("}/1")/]C - "}/k"yl)cil (320)
and we put
b=b"T,. (3.21)

We also define the real symmetric matrices
[* = (Ty) !, I =00y, T — 2710 (igk — AFah), (3.22)

and from the property }
27Ty (I'°T') = 43, (3.23)

we obtain the inverse formula
b = 272Tr (1°). (3.24)

We define 7% by requiring that the real symmetric matrix b is positive
semidefinite, namely that
o >0 (3.25)

for any choice of the real spinor v. It is clear that 7' is symmetric under
the transformations

b — aba’, a € GL(4,R). (3.26)

Note that a and —a give rise to the same transformation of 7. This transfor-
mation property means that the matrix b4? represents a contravariant sym-
metric GL(4, R) spinor. The possible physical relevance of many-dimensional
spaces with a local symmetry group different from a many-dimensional Lorentz
group has been examined, in a different context, in ref. [85]

Since a complex 2 X 2 matrix can be considered as a real 4 x 4 matrix, the
16-dimensional symmetry group GL(4,R) contains a subgroup isomorphic
to SL(2,C), namely to the universal covering of the proper orthochronous
Lorentz group. The infinitesimal Lorentz transformations are given by

an~ 14271, (3.27)
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where the matrices X are given by eq. (1.17). From this formula we obtain,
as it was expected,

Sbt — Cijbj’ Shlikl — Cijb[jk'} + ijb[ij}‘ (3.28)

Since 71 is a Lorentz invariant closed cone with nonempty interior, it
coincides with the cone defined in Section 3.2 and we have only to show that
the the parameter ¢ is the same. It is sufficient to remark that the extremal
elements defined by eq. (3.12) with a = ¢~! belong to the boundary of 7+
and on this boundary the determinant det b vanishes.

By means of a direct calculation, using an explicit representation of the
gamma matrices, we obtain

det b= (£72(b%)? — €72|[b||> — [[b'[]* — [[b"[|*)* — 4¢72||b x b'||?
—4||b’ x b"||2 — 4672|[b” x b|2 + 8¢~2°b - b’ x b". (3.29)

A simple substitution shows that the required condition is satisfied, if the
parameter £ is the same as the one defined in Section 3.2.

It may be stimulating to propose a physical interpretation of detb [22].
We consider a moving frame 7 — s(7) with the property

ds(T)
dr

=b*A, €TH (3.30)
and we consider the integral
E/T(det b)V4 dr. (3.31)
70
For ¢ — 0 this integral takes the form

J (@) = bl ar, (332

which gives the relativistic formula for the time measured by an ideal clock
moving with the frame s(7) and takes into account the influence of the ve-
locity on the clock rate. It is natural to assume that eq. (3.31) also takes
into account the influence of the acceleration and the angular velocity of the
frame and describes an ideal accelerated clock.

It is clear that all the real clocks are influenced by the inertial forces due
to acceleration and by the centrifugal forces due to rotation. These forces can
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even destroy the clock mechanism. Eq. (3.31) could describe a dependence
that cannot be made arbitrarily small by building more and more robust
mechanisms and cannot be explained in terms of the normal theory.

The function d(B) = (det b)'/* is homogeneous of degree one and can be
considered as a pseudo-norm defined on the cone T+. We choose a represen-
tation of the v matrices in which C¢° = 1 and we indicate by 3, ..., the
positive eigenvalues of b. Then we have

d(B) = (B102038)"* <2728y + Ba + Bs + B4) = 27 2Tr (b) = 01°.  (3.33)

We can also deduce the interestig equation
d(B+ B') > d(B) +d(B'). (3.34)

Note the different inequality sign with respect to the familiar ”triangular”
property of a norm. Since the determinants are invariant under SL(4,R),
we can apply a transformation of this group in such a way that b+ ' is a
multiple of the unit matrix. It follws that

d(B+ B)=2"Tr(b+¥)=2"%Trb+ Trb) >d(B)+d(B). (3.35)

There is an analogy with the pseudo-norm of a relativistic 4-vector, de-
fined on the future cone by the formula

d(v) = (—v'v;) V2. (3.36)

It satisfies an inequality similar to eq. (3.34). In the tangent spaces of the
spacetime manifold, it is given by the square root of a quadratic form defined
by the metric tensor. If the quadratic form were definite positive, d(v) would
be a norm and M would be a Riemannian space, otherwise it is a pseudo-
Riemannian space. In the space S the pseudo-norm is not the square root
of a quadratic form, but the fourth root of a form of degree 4. If d(B) were
a norm, positive and defined for every vector B, S would be a Finslerian
space [86]. Since this is not the case, it is a pseudo-Finslerian space.

It is interesting to remark the double interplay between symmetry groups
and cones [21]. The rotational symmetry together with a choice of a maximal
valocity determines the future cone in a tangent space of M. The symmetry
group of this cone is the product of the Lorentz group and the dilatation
group. The Lorentz symmetry together with a choice of a maximal acceler-
ation (or of a fundamental length) determines the cone 7*. The symmetry
group of this cone is GL(4,R).
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3.4 Orbits in 7 and causal influence

The action of GL(4,R) on the linear space 7 splits it into orbits, that,
according to Sylvester’s law of inertia, are characterized by the numbers p
and q of the positive and negative eigenvalues of the matrix b. We indicate
these orbits by 7,, with p + ¢ < 4. We have

Ton = —Tpm (3.37)
and the closure of one of these orbits is given by the formula

Too=J T (3.38)
m<p
n<gq

If p+ g = 4, the orbit 7, is open and the other orbits are contained in the
surface defined by
det b = 0. (3.39)

If we fix the quantities b, b’, b”, the fourth degree equation (3.39) deter-
mines four real values of 0", that divide the real axis into five open (possibly
empty) intervals, corresponding to the five open orbits. When ¢ — 0, two
roots tend to ||b|| and the other two roots tend to —||b||. As a consequence,
the open orbits (or their closures) tend to the following limits

Ty —{"=bl}, T —{=|bll}, T2 — {t°] < b},
Tz = {0 =—|bll},  Tos—{" < —[bll}. (3.40)

In this limit, the open orbits 73; and 7;3 and their closures tend to 9-
dimensional surfaces on which the four-vector b is lightlike, while the limit
of the other open orbits is determined by the requirement that b is spacelike
or timelike (with different signs of °). The physical interpretation of these
limits is the same as in normal relativistic theories.

For ¢ > 0, the causal structure of 7 is more complicated and its physical
interpretation is not evident. A discussion of this problem is given in refs.
[12,14]. The interpretation of

740 = T+, 704 = —T+ (341)

has already been given in Section 3.1 in terms of feasibility.
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The cone 771 defines a partial ordering in S. If S is flat, namely it
is an affine space and all the vector fields A, commute, we can define the
“difference” operation s’ — s € 7. Then the order relation s < s’ is defined
by

s—seT™. (3.42)

The convexity of 7+ assures the validity of the transitive property of this
relation. In a nonflat space, we say that s < & if there is a curve 7 —
s(1) with s(0) = s, s(1) = s and all its tangent vectors belonging to 7.
The relation defined in this way is reflexive and transitive and it is also
antisymmetric if there are no closed curves with all the tangent vectors in
T,

We try an interpretation of the other orbits only when S is flat. This
is a good approximation if we consider a sufficiently small region of §. In
Chapter 11 (see also [12]) we show that the free quantum field operators ®(s)
and ®(s’) defined in the flat space S commute if s’ —s € 755. In analogy with
the quantum field theories in Minkowski spacetime, we say that in this case
the points s and s’ are causally disjoint, namely there is no causal influence
between them.

Of course, we have to clarify the concept of causal influence and this re-
quires the discussion of a kind of procedures that generalize the measurement
and the transformation procedures discussed in Section 2.2. We call them
restricted measurement procedures and they have the aim, starting from a lo-
cal frame s, of measuring some observables and to build a new local frame s'.
A class of equivalent restricted measurement procedure is called a restricted
measurement. Of course, we must have s < s'.

The result of the restricted measurement is available at the frame s,
in the sense that it can be used to specify some detail of a new procedure
performed starting from s’. We say that the restricted measurement starts
at s and ends at s'. We have already observed in Section 2.6 that it is not
reasonable to assume that the result of a measurement performed in a local
frame is available immediately to be used in procedures starting from the
same frame. The result of an unrestricted measurement is available only
after a macroscopic time, to be registered by some macroscopic instrument.

We say that a local frame s is causally influenced by a local frame s if a
procedure starting at s can influence the result of a restricted measurement
ending at s’. One cannot justify the assumption that this relation is transi-
tive, because the information transmitted from s to s’ is not necessarily of
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the kind that can be transmitted from s’ to s”.
We assume that s’ is causally influenced by s if

S/ —SE TC = T+ U731 = U 7;,(1. (343)
q=0,1
This assumption is consistent with the interpretation of 755, because this
orbit is just the complement of 7¢ U —T¢. It is also consistent with the
limit (3.40) and the normal relativity theory. The set 7¢ is not convex and
the relation of causal influence is not transitive. However, we have

TO+TH=T7C. (3.44)

If
S/ — S E TC N —TC = 711 (345)

s and s’ can influence one another in both directions. We call this relation
reciprocal influence. In a normal theory this can happen only if the two local
frames belong to the same fiber and, in fact, for £ — 0 we have

Ty —{b=0}=1Ty. (3.46)

The reciprocal influence replaces the spacetime coincidence of the normal
relativistic theories in the same way as the spacelike separation of two events
replaces in a relativistic theory the time coincidence (simultaneity) of the
Newtonian theory. In a situation in which the light velocity can be considered
as infinite, there is no observable difference between spacelike separation and
simultaneity. In a similar way, in a situation in which one can disregard
the fundamental length, there is no observable difference between reciprocal
influence and spacetime coincidence.

Note that the relation of reciprocal influence (as well as the relation of
spacelike separation) is not transitive and cannot be used to build equivalence
classes, to be interpreted as points of spacetime (events).

From the property (3.37) we see that only the orbits 77; and 73, contain
straight lines. The orbit 755 also contains 3-dimensional vector subspaces, for
instance the subspace generated by A;, A; and As. Though we have no proof,
we conjecture that 755 does not contain 4-dimensional vector subspaces.

We say that a submanifold of S is spacelike if all its tangent vectors
belong to 755. We shall see in Section 4.1 that important physical quanti-
ties (conserved or not) are given by integrals of 3-forms on a 3-dimensional
submanifold. It is natural to choose spacelike submanifolds, but a more
restrictive choice may be necessary.
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3.5 SL(4,R) spinors and SO(3,3) tensors

The symmetry group F¢ introduced in Section 2.5 leaves the geometry of 7
and in particular the cone 71 invariant and therefore it must be a subgroup
of the 16-dimensional group GL(4, R). In the present Section we study some
tensor representations of this group and of its subgroup SL(4,R). In order
to avoid confusion with the tensors of the Lorentz group and of other pseudo-
orthogonal groups, we use the word spinors.

We have already met the symmetric contravariant spinor 642, which de-
termines an element of the vector space 7. In a similar way one can de-
scribe the 10-momentum introduced in Section 1.9 by means of a symmetric
covariant spinor psp that transforms according to a different inequivalent
representation of SL(4,R). It is given by

P=pal"  pa=2"Tr(Tup) (3.47)

and we have ' '
bpe = bip; + 2720 py = 272 Tr (bp). (3.48)

The determinant of the matrix p which is invariant under SL(4,R), can
be written in the form

detp = (2(po)? = [|p[* = IP'[I> = [p"[1)* — 4¢2|[p x p/|?
—4[lp’ x p"||* = 4¢%|]p" x p||* = 8pyp - P’ x P” (3.49)

where we have introduced the 3-dimensional vector notation (1.74)
In the following, we shall also meet antisymmetric spinors. A covariant
antisymmetric spinor fap can always be written in the form

f=1£0"  fo=-27Tr(0.f), (3.50)
where u = 0,...,5. We have introduced the antisymmetric matrices
0; = 77:C 7, 0, =-C", Q5 = —C ' =-G71. (3.51)

0"=—(0,)"", O =0y, ©'=C 0 =0y=G (352

The matrix 75 is defined in Section 0.3. In the Majorana representation it is

real and has the property
v = Cys O (3.53)

56



We have }
—272Tr (6"0,) = §“. (3.54)

In a similar way, a contravariant antisymmetric spinor h48 can always be
written in the form

h=h"0,,  h"=—2"Tr(6"h). (3.55)

The group GL(4,R) has two connected components with different signs
of det a. In the following we treat with some detail only the connected com-
ponent of the identity GL(4,R)y. The 15-dimensional subgroup SL(4,R) C
GL(4,R)o is defined by the condition det @ = 1 and is connected. The totally
antisymmetric spinors €8P and e4pcp are invariant under this subgroup.
They define an invariant (not positive) quadratic form (namely the Pfaffian)
in the spaces of the covariant and contravariant antisymmetric spinors and
SL(4,R) acts on these spaces by means of pseudo-orthogonal transforma-
tions.

By means of eq. (3.18), we obtain

22RO L0 = 9", 2 eapon©, P00 = gu, (3.56)

27Nl fapfop = " fufo, 2 %apeph™PhP = guh"h¥,  (3.57)

where ¢"* = g, is the diagonal 6-dimensional metric tensor with ¢! = ¢?? =
g® =1, g% = ¢g" = ¢°° = —1. The representation of SL(4,R) in the
space of the antisymmetric spinors defines a homomorphism SL(4,R) —
0(3,3). Since both these Lie groups have dimension 15, this is a local iso-
morphism and the Lie algebras si(4,R) and o(3,3) are isomorphic. The
group SL(4,R) is mapped onto the connected component of the identity
SO(3,3)9 C SO(3,3) and the kernel of the homomorphism is composed of
the two matrices £1.
We can write the infinitesimal transformations of SL(4,R) in the form

a~1+27¢My,,, w,v=0,...,5, (3.58)
where the 4 x 4 real matrices X are given by eq. (1.17) and

Vg = — D = 2775, Yiis) = — s = 27,
2[45] = —2[54} == 2_1")/5. (359)
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They provide a basis for the Lie algebra sl(4,R) = so(3,3) and satisfy the
commutation relations

[E[uv]a Z[my]] = gvxz[uy} - guxz[vy} - gvyz[ux] + guyz[vx] (360)

Note that the elements of the Lie algebra, on which the adjoint representation
of the group operates, can be represented by traceless mixed rank two spinors
or by antisymmetric rank two tensors.

The infinitesimal transformations of Dirac spinors and of covariant and
contravariant antisymmetric spinors are given by

60 = 27 1¢Iy, T, (3.61)
of = =27 ¢MUSh o f 4 fl), 0k =27 (S + AE,). (3.62)

[uv]

One can easily check the formulas
E[uv}@w + @wz[{w} = ngGu - guw@va
51y OY + OVS () = 0Y0, — 61O, (3.63)

and from egs. (3.50) and (3.55) one obtains the expected 6-vector infinitesimal
transformations

5fu = Cuvfm ohY = Cuyhv- (364)

The infinitesimal transformations of covariant and contravariant symmet-
ric spinors are

op = =27 ¢NET 0 + PEjn), b = 271N (S + b5],,). (3.65)

[uv [uv
In order to introduce the corresponding SO(3, 3) tensors, we define the quan-
tities
Pluvw] = 27°Tr (0, 0,0.,p), plvel — 972 Ty (O ©VOYD). (3.66)
It is easy to show that they transform as tensors of rank 3, namely
6p[uvw} = Cuxf[wi] + Cvxf[uxw} + C’wxf[uvx]u
6b[uvw} — Cuggb[m}w} + Cvggb[uww} + wab[uwj}. (367)

By computing the traces, we find that, as it is suggested by the notation,
these quantities are antisymmetric with respect to their three indices and are
given by

Pliss) = —p; Plijk] = —feijklpb
Dlik4] = Plik] Priks) = 27 e prjns (3.68)
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b[i45} — 1y b[ijk} — 671€ijklbl,
b[ik4} — b[ik], b[ikk’)} — _2—1€ikﬂb[jl}‘ (369)

We enclose an antisymmetric set of three indices into square brackets to
indicate that they replace a greek index that labels a basis in the space 7 or
7. In a similar way we define the vector fields Ay, and the 1-forms wluvw],

The general 6-dimensional antisymmetric tensors of rank 3 have 20 inde-
pendent components and, in order to describe the vectors of a 10-dimensional
space, they must satisfy some constraint. In fact, from the formulas given
above, we have

671€uvwxyzp[$yz} = Pluvw]s 671€uvw$yzb[xyz] - _b[uvw}' (370)

This means that these tensors are respectively self-dual and anti-self-dual.
In terms of the usual Lorentz components, the transformation formulas

(3.67) take the form

op; = Cijpj + gflg[k‘t’]l)[ik] - 271571@]'4]@3‘“1)%1]7
opin) = G prjm + G ppg) + (s — Csii)
—0¢eyytpr — 271 Wley I pyyg (3.71)

0" = C'5b7 + Lz b™ — 270U e 5y bIM
Sblikl — gijb[jk] + ijb[ij] + gfl(g[if’]bk _ C[’“E’]bi)
—(tclek bt 2=l etk bl (3.72)
These formulas can be interpreted as the transformations of the components
corresponding to the infinitesimal transformations of the basis vectors A,

and w® in the vector spaces 7 and 7*. It follows that A, and w® transform,
respectively, in the same way as the components p, and b“.

3.6 Subgroups of SL(4,R)

A subgroup of GL(4, R) that leaves a nondegenerate antisymmetric covariant
spinor f invariant, namely

alfa=f,  detf#0, (3.73)
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is contained in SL(4,R). It is isomorphic to the symplectic group Sp(4, R)
and locally isomorphic to the anti-de Sitter group SO(2,3), namely to the
subgroup of SO(3,3) that leaves the 6-vector f, invariant.

All these symplectic subgroups are reciprocally conjugate and we shall
use only the ones that contain the subgroup SL(2,C) defined by eq. (3.27).
They are defined by the condition (3.73) with

f =cosaC +sinaG, /2 <a<m/2 (3.74)

and we indicate them by Sp(4,R),. In particular, we call Sp(4,R)q =
Sp(4,R)y the vector symplectic subgroup, because its Lie algebra contains,
besides the six independent generators Yy of SL(2,C), the four elements
Y5 that transform as the components of a 4-vector. In a similar way we call
Sp(4,R)x/2 = Sp(4,R) 4 the azial symplectic subgroup, because its Lie alge-
bra contains, besides the generators of SL(2,C), the four elements X4 that
transform as the components of an axial vector. We indicate by SO(2,3)y
and SO(2, 3) 4 the corresponding anti-de Sitter groups or, more exactly, their
identity connected components. They leave invariant, respectively, the com-
ponents f; and f5 of a 6-dimensional vector f,,.

We indicate by Fy the subgroup of GL(4,R) containing the transforma-
tions that do not mix the vertical and the horizontal subspaces and do not
involve the parameter ¢. It is defined by the condition

ays; = £ysa (3.75)

and it contains the subgroup SL(2,C), the space reflection represented by
a = +7y, the dilatations of 7 and the one-parameter subgroup U(1)s gener-
ated by Y45 and described by the formulas

a = exp(2~ays), (3.76)

b — b, b — cos(a)b*) + 271 sin(a)e™® ;U1 (3.77)

In particular, for « = +7 we obtain the vertical reflection, represented by
a = =£7;5, which changes the sign of the vertical vectors leaving the horizontal
vectors unchanged. Note that

WCyn =0, Gy =-G,
Y Cys=-C,  AIGys = -G, (3.78)
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and therefore
% € Sp(4, R)v, 7075 € Sp(4,R)a. (3.79)

Since these groups are connected, a symmetry with respect to vy or yovs
follows from the symmetry with respect to infinitesimal transformations of
the corresponding group. Since space inversion is not a symmetry of nature,
this remark gives an argument in favour of of the choice of Sp(4,R)4 as a
high symmetry group, as it was observed in refs. [6] and [12].

If, after the rescaling

M =g e = (3.80)

of the parameters, we perform the limit ¢ — 0, we obtain a contraction
[87,88] of the group GL(4,R). The subgroup Fy, that does not involve ¢ is
not affected by the the contraction. The contracted group is a semi-direct
product of Fy and a 8-dimensional commutative group parametrized by Y
and (},.

By taking the limit of egs. (3.71) and (3.72), we find the transformation
laws with respect to the commutative subgroup of the contracted group

pi — i + Goping — 27 Chei M ppa, Plik] — Plik]» (3.81)

0=, b — b B — R — Chet (3.82)

that also describe finite transformations. Note that the contracted group is
a symmetry group of the normal wedge defined by eq. (3.5). The complete
symmetry group of this wedge, however, is much larger.

In order to introduce the fundamental length ¢ by means of a symmetry
group, in the same way as one introduces the fundamental velocity assuming
the Lorentz symmetry, one has to use at least one of the symplectic groups
Sp(4,R),. We shall see in Chapter 7 that Sp(4,R) 4 is the best choice. This
group is locally isomorphic to the anti-de Sitter group SO(2,3)4, and it is
possible to develop a 5-dimensional tensor formalism based on this group,
which was introduced in ref. [6].

We have already seen in Section 3.5 that an antisymmetric covariant
spinor fiap) is equivalent to a 6-dimensional SO(3,3) vector f,. If we con-
sider only the subgroup SO(2,3)4, the quantities f,, u = 0,...,4 are the
components of a 5-dimensional vector and f5 is a scalar. We have also seen
that a contravariant symmetric spinor b5 is equivalent to a 6-dimensional
self-dual antisymmetric tensor bl**!  that is completely determined by its
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components of the form b**® | with w,v = 0,...,4. These components trans-
form as a 5-dimensional antlsymmetrlc tensor of rank 2 under SO(2,3)4,
since the last index is not affected by this group. In a similar way, a con-
travariant spinor hi4p; is equivalent to a 5-dimensional antisymmetric tensor
of rank 2 hyy,s).
In the transition from the 6-dimensional to the 5-dimensional tensor for-
malism, the following consequences of eq. (3.70) are useful:
Pluvw] = Zileuvwxyp[xyfy]a b[uvw} - 271€uvw$yb[xy5}’

w,v,w,r,y=0,...,4. (3.83)

3.7 The spinor representation of the struc-
ture coefficients
All the geometric quantities introduced in Section 1.7 can be written in spinor

form by means of a change of basis in the spaces 7 and 7*. For instance we
put

Aup) = Tupda,  wB) =T¢P 0 (3.84)
EF Yo
F((AB))(CD) = (AB)F(E )F(CD)F (3-85)

We enclose a symmetric pair of indices into round brackets to indicate that
they replace a greek index.
The structure coefficients for a spacetime with constant curvature, given

by egs. (1.12), (1.36) and (1.78) take the form
A(EF) . (E F)
F(AB)(CD) =4(3 - ?p) 5(A Chyc 51))
—4(1+2p) (45)P (4 Gpy(c 53
—4(1+p) 65 Gy (1) p)
+4(1 + 62,0) (’75)(E(A CB)(C (’75)F)D). (386)
where the round brackets indicate the symmetrization of the enclosed indices.
This expression contains the spinors C' and 75 and it is not invariant
with respect to the whole group GL(4,R) and not even with respect to its
symplectic subgroups. It is invariant with respect to a subgroup isomorphic

to SL(2,C), namely it is Lorentz invariant, as it is evident from the original
definition given by egs. (1.12), (1.36) and (1.78). Actually, 75 appears an
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even number of times and the structure constants are also invariant under
space reflection. Their sign changes under vertical reflection.

For p = —(72, 75 disappears from the expression (3.86) and the struc-
ture constants are invariant with respect to the vector symplectic subgroup
Sp(4, R)y locally isomorphic to an anti-de Sitter subgroup. These structure
constants describe a space-time with a very large constant negative curva-
ture. It has no physical relevance, not even as a highly unstable inflationary
vacuum, due to the wrong sign of the curvature R = 12p.

The contractions of the expressions (3.86) with respect to one or two pairs
of indices are given by the useful formulas

e eer = 6(3 = 2p) 6E,Cryc — 6(1 + 2p) (15)" 4G ryc, (3.87)
F((f}g))(FC) =12(4 — ?p) Cac. (3.88)

An interestig linear function of the structure coefficients is the antisym-

metric spinor
F(CD
48tap = ((AC))(DB)’ (3-89)

which can be written in matrix form as
48t = (CY Yy F + 27 P Cy ey ™
=27 C(Y Y Ym Y — Y ym YY) Fiys

—2 2O (YA YV — VY V) Fr)
22O Y By + 27007 it Bl (390)

From eq. (3.50), by computing the traces, we can obtain the components of
the corresponding 6-dimensional vector ¢,, which are rather long expressions.
In the case of a spacetime with constant curvature we have

t;i=0, ty=1—(48)""*R,  t;=0. (3.91)

In the general case, we prefer to use a different method based on the
6 and 5-dimensional tensor calculus. The component t; is invariant under

SO(2,3) 4. The structure coefficients are the components of a 5-dimensional

tensor of the kind I*}Ef;}%mﬂ and, by contraction of the indices, one can obtain

only one linear SO(2, 3) 4 invariant, namely we have
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The choice of the numerical coefficient will soon be justified.
In a similar way, one can define the following 5-dimensional vectors de-
pending linearly on the structure coefficients:

vw:c 25
48fu == [%US}}[w.rﬂ

48f, = Guyva [%g[msp
A8f! = €y g7 FLH (3.93)

[vz5][z'w5]’
where €*"*Y is the 5-dimensional completely antisymmetric tensor. We have

[yz5] v’ jww' xx’ ww’

EyszwF[uvl5] [w/$/5}g g g 2€yuvw35F[[zv’5]} [w’ a:’5]g g g
_2€yszuF[[xyj/i,]][w/x/5}g gww g$$ = 07 (394)

because this expression has been antisymmetrized with respect to the 6 in-
dices u,y, z,v, w, x, which can take only 5 values. In this way we obtain

—fut2f, =2, =0 (3.95)

and we see that there are only two independent 5-dimensional vectors that
are linear functions of the structure coefficients.
The other components ¢, with v = 0,...,4 can be determined starting
from t5 by means of the transformation property
48(5"t, = 485t = UV (suF™Y)

[zvu][wyb]

+ng< uF 5] + ngC5 wyu} (396)

[xv5][wyu] [zv5][wy5]

Since the infinitesimal parameters (5" are arbitrary, we obtain, also using eq.
(3.83),
ty=f, =271l =272, + 27 f.. (3.97)
The quantities defined above can be expressed as 4-dimensional tensors
by means of egs. (3.68) and (3.69) and we obtain

km)] m ! - ] tm
A8t; = Leg?* Fly + 2ein Fiey! + 271y AL — 27206,
1 jl lkm] 1p—1 gkjl Le glm pk
—2 ey Fye — 27 M B+ 27 e
— 2R zk] k [il]
48ty = CFy" + 29" Fiyys + 9% Fiun,

{2 l {2
48t5 = —271%H; F,[,gl — &M
) ¢, bt )
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48[y = ACFR" + 4gH Fyo . (3.99)

In particular, if we consider a bundle of frames, for instance a solution of
the Einstein-Cartan equations, we have

ti=(48) ey M Fl,  ti=1-(48)""’R,  t;=0, (3.100)

fi=0,  fi=1-(12)""R. (3.101)

In conclusion, the 5-vectors obtained linearly from the structure coefficients
are linear cobinations of ¢, and f,. The first 5-vector, together with 5 forms a
6-vector and the second one, which was introduced in ref. [6], is characterized
by the property that it does not depend on the torsion.

We have seen that, if the geometric symmetry group F¢ of the field equa-
tions is larger than the orthochronous Lorentz group, the vacuum solution
has a lower symmetry, namely we have a spontaneous symmetry breaking.
In Chapter 7 we shall consider field equations symmetric with respect to
the axial symplectic group Sp(4,R)4 and the symmetry breaking can be at-
tributed to a nonvanishing asymptotic value of the 5-vector f,, which plays
a role similar to the role played by the Higgs field in the Standard Model of
elementary particles [41].

3.8 Subgroups of GL(4,R) as gauge groups?

In the present notes we always consider the symmetry group F¢ acting on the
tangent spaces of S as a global symmetry, namely the transformation acting
on T,S does not depend on s and can be considered as a transformation
of the linear space 7. Of course, it must preserve the cone 7, namely it
must be a subgroup of SL(4,R). Note that, while SL(2, C) is considered as
a gauge group on the spacetime M it represents a global symmetry when
considered as a subgroup of F¢.

One may ask if F¢ can be considered as a gauge group, namely if a
different group element can act on different tangent spaces. Of course one
has to give up the absolute parallelism of S and therefore the operational
interpretation of the vector fields described in Section 2.2. This interpetation
can be criticized as a realistic description of the physical operations, but it
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provides a very useful guide for the theoretical intuition. We think that we
cannot renounce to this guide in the present stage of the theoretical research.
We note that § is a generalization of a principal bundle, namely of the
mathematical structure that describes a gauge theory defined on the space-
time manifold M. A gauge theory defined on & would deserve the name of
“second gauge theory” in analogy with the denomination “second quantiza-
tion” used in the old times to indicate the construction of a quantum field
theory. Then, why not to introduce a “third gauge theory” and so on?
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Chapter 4

Lagrangian dynamics of
classical fields

4.1 Conserved forms

A scalar conserved quantity, for instance the electric charge, is described in
the spacetime formalism by a four-vector field J#(x), called a current. The
charge contained in a space region ¥ belonging to a spacelike surface 2° = ¢
is given by

q:/ JO(t, %) (— detg)1/2d3x:/ 7, (4.1)
M N
where we have introduced the differential 3-form

7 =61 JMN2)(— det 9) *exuo dat A dx” A da®. (4.2)

The conservation law

55 ((— det g)/27*) =0 (4.3)

can be written in the simple form d7 = 0.
We consider the pull-back of 7 on S, given by

Te = Tyl = Ji(s) n =Tin;, (4.4)

where the forms 7; are defined in Section 0.3. The quantities .J¢, that we
also indicate by T}, are the anholonomic components of the current and we
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assume that the determinant of the matrix € is positive. We have used the
formula
T dat = efwh. (4.5)

The conservation law takes the form
dre =0 (4.6)

and the charge is given by an expression of the kind

q:/ZT., (4.7)

where ¥ is a three-dimensional submanifold of & which has a spacelike pro-
jection on M. Note that, in order to obtain the correct sign, one has to
choose the orientation of the submanifold ¥ in such a way that the 3-form
w! A w? A w? defines a positive density.

If 7, has the form (4.4), we say that it describes a spatially localized
quantity, but 7, may have a more general form, depending on all the one-
forms w®. In this way, as we shall see in Section 5.1, one can describe the
energy-momentum the gravitational field, that is known to be “nonlocalized”
in the sense that its spatial density depends on the choice of the coordinates
or of a tetrad field [28,31,32]. The description of conserved quantities by
means of 3-forms is valid also when § is not a fibre bundle and a spacetime
manifold cannot be defined. In this case, the choice of the submanifold X
and of its orientation becomes a delicate problem that we discuss in Capter
7.

In Maxwell’s theory the current is given by the formula

(— det g) /2" = % ((— det g) /2 Fr). (4.8)

There is no agreement between various textbooks on the sign in this formula,
namely on the definition of the electromagnetic field tensor F},,. We indi-
cate by Fj, the anholonomic components of the electromagnetic field and we
identify them with the structure coefficients F3. With our conventions, the
connection with the electric and magnetic 3-dimensional vectors is

E= (F01>F02aF03)a B = (F32>F13>F21)' (49)

It follows that

T = 618i ((— det g)l/QFT)‘) Expve Azt N dz¥ A dx’ = —do, (4.10)
I-’T
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where
& = 272(—det )2 F ey dat A da. (4.11)

The 2-form —¢ is called sometimes the Mazwell 2-form [28] and it is related
to the dual electromagnetic tensor.
In this case too, we consider the pull-back of & on S, given by

Oo = M6 = 272 F5 ()€ i A W (4.12)

and we have

Te = —do,, q= / Te=— [ O (4.13)
2 ox

This is a generalized form of the Gauss law, that gives the charge as a surface
integral of the electric field. We shall see in the following that a similar
generalized Gauss law holds for other conserved quantities, related to gauge
symmetry properties.

4.2 The action principle and the field equa-
tions

Now we want to derive the field equations and the conservation laws of a
classical field theory from an action principle. It will be clear in the treatment
of the Noether theorem given in Section 4.3 that, if the conserved quantities
are given by integrals of differential 3-forms on 3-dimensional surfaces, the
action must be given by an integral of a differential 4-form on a 4-dimensional
surface. This important idea has been proposed independently in refs. [3,4]
and [51,52].

Note the difference with respect to the Kaluza-Klein theory [47,48] and
its generalizations in a d-dimensional space, in which the action is given
by a d-dimensional integral. We shall follow, with some simplifications, the
treastment of refs. [3,5].

It is convenient to use as dynamical variables the 1-forms w® and the
scalar fields WY, where A is not necessarily a spinor index. Some of the
fields WY may be anticommuting quantities, that, after quantization, become
Fermionic fields. Then, the order of some factors is relevant and we define
the derivative of a function A\ with respect to the quantity ¥ in such a way
that

o\

6X =6V (4.14)
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In other words, the derivative with respect to an anticommuting variable is
an antiderivation of the graded algebra of functions (see Chapter 10).

If we exclude the presence of higher derivatives, the action principle takes
the general form

5/5)\ —0, (4.15)

where the Lagrangian form A (sometimes simply called Lagrangian) is given
by
A= (24)" Nagys (Fb, APV, ) w0 Al Aw? Aw’, (4.16)

The relativity principle, in the form discussed in Section 2.2, requires that A
has no explicit dependence on s and we shall exploit this property in Section
4.3. The condition (4.15) must hold for an arbitrary choice of the compact
4-dimensional integration surface S, provided that the variations dw” and
SWY vanish on the boundary 95 of S.

We assume first that the variations ¥V and éw” vanish on the surface
S, namely we put

007 = CY(s)f(s), 0w’ = Cl(s)f(s)w, (4.17)

where ¢Y(s) and ¢/(s) are arbitrary infinitesimal function and the commut-
ing function f(s) vanishes on the surface S. The quantities ¢V have the
same commutation properties as the fields Y. On the surface S we have,
disregarding higher order infinitesimals,

STV =0, SA VY = (YA, ¢, (4.18)

ow” =0, ddw" = (7 df N we. (4.19)

The last equality can also be written in the form

—27VFLwt Aw = (TAfwt Aw' (4.20)
namely
SF) = CIAf — CIA.S. (4.21)
The action principle takes the form
oA O\
U o n i
/S << Al 5 2QAJ8F2> 0, (4.22)
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and, since ¢Y(s) and ¢/(s) are arbitrary, we get

oA O\

W ; Aef - 0, aTnC SAef - 0, (423)

where |g means the restriction of the differential form to the surface S and
f must vanish on S.

Given five different indices «, 3,7, 6, €, we can choose S and f in such a
way that, at a given point of S, only the restrictions of w®, w?, w?,w? do not
vanish and only A.f is not zero. In this way we obtain the conditions

OMNaprs Iapys
— 0, — 0. (4.24)
DA UU OF.

This means that these expression vanish if all the indices «, 3,7, ¢ are differ-
ent from e. Therefore we can write, for any value of the indices,

AN c\ 0N
w = U, w aF?C

with no sum over the index e.
Since these condition hold for any choice of the basis in the space 7, for
any choice of the coefficients £, we have

oA

N —— = o = 4.2

f@few A 3A€\I/U 07 f@gew A aF:C 0 ( 6)
and we obtain the following equations
O\
0 €
A N=—7=—"=0 4.27
N A Y N aaur 427)
oA oA

b ¢ = 0. 4.2

w A8F€Z+w AaF& 0 (4.28)

We call them the normal field equations because they are obtained by con-
sidering the derivatives of the fields normal to the integration surface. They
have no analog in field theries based on spacetime.

If we apply the interior product operator i, = i(A.) to these equations,
we obtain

N __ ., 3 A
A QU W AT U= AR DA TU

(4.29)
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0N _ (n —3) 1w Adg A

— . (4.30)
OF}; OFy;
By using the last equation twice, after some calculations, we obtain
oA 1 _ 1. . OA
5ET = —2 W AW Ay, oy =2(n—3)"(n—2) 126%1:_2- (4.31)

Now we simplify the action principle by means of the equations (4.29),
(4.31) and we derive another set of field equations called the tangential field
equations. We consider a general choice of J¥Y and éw” and we have

oA =00V 20 + 0(A W) Ay 4 0w Nigh — 27H0Fw* AwP Aoy,

= 6\I/U6‘?I,—’\U +doWY Ay — AUV 6w Ay
F0W NigA + dow" A oy + Flg 0w AwP Aoy, (4.32)

By means of the generalized Stokes theorem, we obtain
3 Js A= Jos(0UVmy + 6w A 00) + [ 00V (—dmy + 22)
+ [ 0w A (dog +iad — AWy + Flywb Aay) . (4.33)
If 5TV and dw® vanish on OS5, the first integral vanishes and, since these

quantities are arbitrary at the internal points of S, from the action principle
we obtain the following tangential field equations

O\

dmy = —— 4.34
U a‘IIU ) ( )
doy = —Ta, (4.35)
where
Ta = =AWy — L(AL)W" A 0y + g\ (4.36)
We have introduced the Lie derivative
L(Agw" = —Fl5w°. (4.37)
It follows that
dr, =0, (4.38)

namely the forms 7, describe quantities that are conserved as a consequance
of a Gauss law.
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4.3 Noether’s theorem

In order to discuss the relation between symmetry and conservation laws,
we start from eq. (4.33). We do not assume that the variations of the fields
vanish on 95, but we take into account the field equations, so that the last
two integrals vanish. We obtain

/ 6= / 0N, 0=30Vny + 6w® A 0. (4.39)
as S
Since S is arbitrary, we have

df = 5\ (4.40)

and if A is invariant, namely A = 0, the 3-form 6 is conserved, namely
df = 0. This equation can be considered as a formulation of the Noether
theorem.

We consider two different kinds of infinitesimal symmetry transforma-
tions. If we use eq. (2.11), that describes a symmetry property of the La-
grangian, for any element x of the Lie algebra of the symmetry group F, we
obtain the conserved quantity

0(k) = 0% (k) + 0M (),
0% (k) = C%(k)W° A 04, M (k) = SYy (k)WY mp. (4.41)

If we consider an infinitesimal diffeomorphism generated by the infinites-
imal vector field B, we have, since A\, does not depend on s explicitly,

WY = BUY, dw® = L(B)w?,
A = L(B)A = i(B)dA + di(B)A. (4.42)

If we put
7(B) =0 —i(B)A = BUYny + L(B)w® A o4 — i(B)A, (4.43)
from eq. (4.40) we obtain
dr(B) = i(B)dA. (4.44)
For B = —A,, we have 7(—A,) = 7, and these quantities are interpreted

as the density and the current density of (104n)-momentum with respect
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to the moving frame s. We have introduced a minus sign because we are
considering active transformations of the fields, defined, for scalar fields, by

s— s, U(s) — W'(s), U'(s") = W(s). (4.45)

One has to remember that the energy density is described by 70 = —7y. In
fact, even in elementary mechanics, the Hamiltonian is the generator of the
passive time translations.

From eq. (4.38) we obtain

ind\ = —d7y =0 (4.46)

and therefore
d\ = 0. (4.47)

This formula, that follows from the field equations and the invariance of the
Lagrangian under diffeomorphisms, implies that the action integral depends
only on 0S and not on the details of S. It is trivially satisfied in a theory
based on the 4-dimensional spacetime.

In conclusion, for any choice of the vector field B, as a consequence of
the invariance under diffeomorphisms, we have the conservation law

dr(B) = 0. (4.48)

Note that the conservation laws can be easily derived from the field equations.
We have derived them from the action integral for pedagogical reasons and
to make more clear their connection with the symmetry properties.

In order to show that eq. (4.48) follows from a generalized Gauss law, we
introduce the 2-form

o(B) = —b%0,, B =101"A, (4.49)
and, by means of the formula
L(B)w® = i(B)dw® + di( B)w® = b’ L(Ag)w® + db*, (4.50)
we see that
do(B) = —db® N\ 04 + b1, = —7(DB). (4.51)

In the following Sections, we consider Lagrangian forms invariant with
respect to the infinitesimal Lorentz transformations (2.13) and from eq. (4.41)
we obtain the conserved quantities

Olin) = F[?kmwﬂ Noo + E[ik}UV‘IIVﬂ'U- (4.52)
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Their conservation does not depend on the geometry of S. If S is a bundle
of frames, as in Chapter 1, we have

Tiik) = Opir) + i\ (4.53)
Note that
digA = L(Apr))A —igirgdA = 0 (4.54)

and the three forms that appear in eq. (4.53) are all conserved.

4.4 Minimal coupling and the balance equa-
tions

In many interesting cases, there is a minimal coupling between geometry and
matter, namely a decomposition of the kind

A=\ M (4.55)

where A“ describes the geometry, namely the gravitation and other gauge
fields and does not contain ¥ and its derivatives, while AM describes the
matter and does not contain the structure coefficients or the two-forms dw®.
We shall see in Section 5.1 that there are terms that depend only on w® and
can be attributed arbitrarily to A% or to AM.

The conserved quantities can be decomposed in a similar way:

7(B) = 7%(B) + ™(B), (4.56)
7%(B) = L(B)w™ A o4 — i(B)A\, (4.57)
™(B) = BUYry —i(B)A\M (4.58)
and the tangential field equation (4.35) can be written in the form
dog + Flyw® Aoy +ig\S = =12, (4.59)
M = M(—A,) = =AYV Ty i\ (4.60)

In general 7 (B) is not conserved separately and its conservation law
has to be replaced by a balance equation that takes into account the forces
exerted by the geometric fields. By means of the same procedure used to

)



derive eq. (4.32) and by taking the tangential field equations into account,
we obtain
SAM = d(6WYmy) + dw* AT (4.61)

By introducing the variations (4.42), we have
i(B)d\M + di(B)AM = L(B)AM = d(BYYny) + L(B)w* ATM  (4.62)
and finally the balance equation
dr™(B) = —L(B)w* AT +i(B)d\M. (4.63)

In many cases the last term vanishes. In particular, if AM is a homoge-
neous function of degree m # 0 of ¥ and its derivatives, we can put

Sw* =0, sl = oY, §AVY = A TY SAM = m¢AM (4.64)
and from eq. (4.61) we obtain
mA\ = d(Wry),  d\M =0. (4.65)

If S is the bundle of frames of the Minkowski spacetime, and we consider
the isomorphism g — 59 between S and the Poincaré group, the vector fields
AL defined by eq. (1.66), commute with all the fundamental vector fields A,
and we have L(A,)w” = 0. It follows that the quantities

™(—AL) = Dﬁa(g_l)TéV[ (4.66)

are conserved. They describe the energy-momentum and the relativistic total
angular momentum of matter with respect to the fixed frame §. No symmetry
property of the Lagrangian form is required for these conservation laws.

For B = —A,, we have

dr)t = —FJ3" A 7’,3/[. (4.67)

We shall use this formula in Chapter 8 in order to describe the motion of a
test particle in external geometric fields. The differential 3-forms 7/ describe
the density and the flow of the (10+n)-momentum of matter (see Section 1.9).
The balance equations show that the change of a component of the (10+n)-
momentum is given by the product of some other components of (10+n)-
momentum and some geometric fields. For instance, a change of momentum

76



is given by the product of the electric charge and the electric field. All the
relations of this kind are contained in a compact way in eq. (4.67).

We see that the structure constants of the Poincaré group play a role
similar to the role played by the electromagnetic field. This remark gives
another support to the idea that all the structure coefficient should have a
dynamical nature.

If we consider spatially localized quantities of the kind (4.4), or, more in

general
To =T, (4.68)

we assume that S has the structure of principal bundle as in Chapter 1, and
we use the formula

dn; = —Fjn + 2_1F[Jl.cl]iw[k” A1, (4.69)

(2

from eq. (4.67) we obtain the Lorentz and gauge transformation properties

A[ik}Tg:ka]aTg— gk]lTl, AT! = F.T) (4.70)

«

and the balance equations
AT = FLTS = P, (4.71)
In particular we have the equation

ATy — Fi Ty = 95T — 91T (4.72)
showing that, even in the absence of external fields, the spin density is not
conserved, unless the energy momentum tensor 7 is symmetric.

4.5 Pre-symplectic formalism and double dif-
ferential forms

Many quantization procedures start from some kind of canonical formalism.
A covariant canonical formalism on a group manifold has been developed
in refs. [89,90]. A covariant symplectic approach to geometric field theories
proposed in ref. [91] can be adapted very naturally to the theories described
in the present notes and we shall follow many of its ideas, that will play an
important role in the following. The symplectic structure of the phase space
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is the starting point of geometric quantization [67,68]. Though we have no
reasonable hope to carry out the whole quantization of the classical theories
we are considering, the general concepts given in the present Section may
suggest some useful ideas.

It is useful to start from the analogy with a mechanical system with d
degrees of freedom [92-94]. The phase space I' can be interpeted as the space
of motions, namely the space of the solutions of the equations of motion
or of the corresponding initial conditions at a given time t. We indicate
by ¢%, x = 1,...,d a local system of Lagrangian coordinates, by ¢X the
corresponding velocities and we define, as usual, the canonical momenta

oL
Py(t) = aax (4.73)

where L(gX, ¢¥) is the Lagrange function. The (closed, nondegenerate) sym-
plectic form is given by

Q(t) = dg¥(t) Adpy(t),  dQUt) = 0. (4.74)

We use the symbol d to denote the exterior derivative of differential forms
defined on I', in order to avoid confusion with the exterior derivative of
differential forms defined on §,,, that we continue to indicate by d. We also
introduce the notation #(X) and L(X) for the inner product and the Lie
derivative acting on the differential forms in I'. For the exterior product, we
use in both cases the symbol A.

In the following it is useful to consider double differential forms, a con-
cept treated with some detail in ref. [95]. A (u,v)-double form defined, for
instance, on I' X §,, is given, at a given point of this manifold, by a multilinear
form depending (antisymmetrically) on u vectors of the tangent space of '
and v vectors of the tangent space of §,,. The manifold S,, can be replaced by
the manifold that describes the geometry in other theories, for instance the
spacetime M or, in the simple mechanical system we are now considering,
the time axis R.

The time evolution of the system is described by a one-parameter group of
diffeomorphisms of I" generated by a vector field X. The dynamical variables
are functions defined on I' x R, that we can also consider as (0, 0)-double
differential forms. Their time derivative is given by

d . A .
ﬁf:f:Xf:i(X)df (4.75)
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and the canonical equations of motion can be written in the form
((X)Q = dH, (4.76)
where H(gX,p,) is the Hamiltonian function. It follows that

%Q = L(X)Q = di(X)Q = ddH = 0, (4.77)
namely the symplectic form €2 does not depend on time. This is the property
that justifies its definition.

We can consider €2 as a double (2,0)-form on the manifold I' x R. More
explicitly, it is at the same time a 2-form on I" and a 0-form (namely a
function) on R. The fact that it does not depend on ¢ can be written as
dQ) = 0, while dQ = 0 means that, for any value of ¢, it is a closed form on T'.

If we consider a field theory, the space I' is infinite-dimensional and the
mathematics of differential forms [27] becomes rather delicate and also am-
biguous, because one has to choose a norm, or at least a topology, in the
tangent spaces. We shall not enter into these details and our proposal is ad-
mittedly deprived of any mathematical rigour. We hope that, if necessary, it
will be possible to transform it into a mathematically acceptable treatment.

Following the analogy with a mechanical system we treat the quantities
w® and WY as “Lagrangian coordinates” and the quantities F ;ﬂ and A, VY as
the “velocities”. A comparison between the normal field equations written
in the form (4.29), (4.31) and eq. (4.73) suggests that the forms o, and m,
should be considers as the “canonical momenta” of the theory.

A natural generalization of eq. (4.74) is

Q) = /EQ O = dw® A do + dWY A dy. (4.78)

Under the integral sign, we have the (2, 3)-double form 2, that we call the
symplectic double form and represents, in some sense, a “density” of symplec-
tic form. The 3-dimensional submanifold ¥ of S,, should be chosen with the
same criteria used in Section 4.1 to define the global conserved quantities, for
instance the electric charge, starting from the corresponding closed 3-forms
that describe their “densities”.

The choice of ¥ is a difficult problem, but fortunately we can prove that,
as a consequence of the field equations, we have d{2 = 0. As in the mechanical
case, this is the crucial property of Q. It follows that Q(X) is not affected by
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deformations of ¥ that modify only a compact subset and not its boundary
0%.. However, 3 should extend to infinity and problems of convergence may
arise. Moreover, 2(3) could depend on the asymptotic behavior of X.

It has been remarked, in the framework of quantum field theory [96,97],
that globally defined quantities are not really observable and that a field the-
ory should be described in terms of local algebras of observables concerning
compact regions of spacetime. Perhaps the form (X)) with sufficiently large
but compact ¥ could be sufficient for the construction, by means of some
quantization procedure, a local algebra of observables. A further develop-
ment of this idea is completely outside the purposes of the present notes.
In the following we do not specify the choice of ¥, since many local results
can be obtained by considering the symplectic double form €2, without any
reference to the symplectic form Q(X).

The infinitesimal variations indicated by ¢ in the preceding Sections can
be described by an infinitesimal vector field X defined on I'. If f is a dynam-
ical variable, described as a (0,v)-double form, its infinitesiamal variation
previously indicated by §f, in the present Section should be indicated by
Xf=uX)df.

The 3-form 6 defined by eq. (4.39) depends on a vector field X that
describes the variations indicated by the symbol ¢ and it is more correctly
interpreted as a (1, 3)double form defined by

0 = dUY A7y 4 dw® A o (4.79)
and eq. (4.40) gives A o
1(X)d = i(X)dA. (4.80)

Since X is arbitrary, we obtain the important relation between (1,4)-double
forms

do = d, (4.81)

that can be considered asd a formulation of Noether’s theorem in terms of
double forms. In conclusion, we have

A

O=—df, dQ=—ddd = —dd) =0, (4.82)
as it was announced above. We also have

Q) = —di(x),  6(%) = /E 0 (4.83)
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and we see that, in the circumstances we are considering, the symplectic form
(), besides being a closed form, is also exact.

Many interesting theories are described by a degenerate Lagrangian and
one can eliminate (locally) the “velocities” F;, A,¥Y from the the normal
equations (4.29) and (4.31), obtaining primary Lagrangian constraints that
involve only the “Lagrangian coordinates” w®, ¥V and the “canonical mo-
menta” o, and 7. In some cases, from the other field equations one also
obtains secondary constraints. As a consequence, the states of the system
are described by the points of the submanifold IV C I' defined by all the
constraint equations. A more detailed dicussion of primary and secondary
constraints can be found, for instance, in ref. [98]. It may be useful to re-
mark that the submanifold I" is not necessarily defined by a set of global
constraint equations. It may be necessary to use different constraint equa-
tions in a neighborhoods of differnt points of I".

The symplectic formalism allows a treatment of the constraints consider-
ably simpler than the better known approach based on the Poisson and Dirac
brackets [98]. If the restriction ©'(X) of the form 2(X) to the submanifold I"
is nondegenerate, I'' is a symplectic manifold to be identified with the phase
space of the system. The corresponding Poisson brackets (different from the
Poisson brackets of I') are called the Dirac brackets.

However, in the most interesting cases the 2-form ' (X) is degenerate. In
this case, the space I is not a symplectic space, but a pre-symplectic space
and there are vector fields X on I that satisfy the condition

i(X)(Z) = 0. (4.84)

These vector fields are interpreted as the generators of gauge transformations.
As a consequence of the property

dY(2) =0, (4.85)

they define an integrable distribution of subspaces in the tangent spaces of
['" and one can apply Frobenius’ theorem, as we have done in Section 2.3 (if
there is a version of this theorem valid in the infinite-dimensional manifolds
we are considering!). If the set I of the leaves has a manifold structure, one
can define on it a symplectic (nondegenerate) form 2”(3) and one obtains
in this way the true phase space of the theory.

Alternatively (under suitable conditions), one can introduce, besides the
Lagrangian constraints, other gauge fixing constraints that define a subman-
ifold I C T C T that itersects all the leaves of I at only one point and is

81



clearly equivalent to the set of the leaves introduced above. In this case, one
can identify Q”(X) with the restriction of Q(X) to I'"". We can also consider
the restriction 6”(X) of the 1-form 6(X) to I'” and we have

Q'(%) = —do" (%), (4.86)

namely Q"(X) is exact. It is not necessary to assume that I is defined
globally by a set of constraint equations.

However, it is not always possible to find a submanifold I with the
required properties, as one can see from simple finite-dimensional examples.
Then the closed form Q”(3) does not need to be exact and may have nontriv-
ial topological (cohomological) properties that can give rise to obstructions
to the quantization procedure [67,68] unless the Planck constant i takes
some special values, as we have shortly discussed in Section 2.4. It is for this
reason that we try to give some attention to the topological properties of the
phase space.

We have already remarked in Section 2.5 that the theories we are consid-
ering have gauge transformations corresponding to the diffeomorphisms of
S,,. If the vector field B in §,, generates infinitesimal diffeomorphisms of this
manifold, the vector field X on I' that generates the corresponding gauge
transformations is defined by

Xf=i(X)df = L(X)f = L(B)f, (4.87)

where f is an arbitrary dynamical variable, namely a (0,v)-double form.
Since the Lie derivatives are derivations of the algebra of the differential
forms, this formula can be extended to an arbitrary (u,v)-double form f,
namely we have in general

L(X)f = L(B)f. (4.88)

If there are Lagrangian constraints, the vector field X is tangent to I and it
can be considered as a vector field on this submanifold.

By means of the formulas given above and eq. (4.43) and (4.51), we can
write

~ ~ ~

(X)) = —i(X)do = —L(X)6 + di(X)0

(
— —i(B)df — di(B)0 + d(L(B)¥ny + L(B)w® A 04)
l 0 = —d(do(B) + i(B)f). (4.89)
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It follows that R X
QD) = — /8 _(do(B) +i(B)0) (4.90)

and, if B has a compact support that does not intersect the boundary 0%, this
expression vanishes as it is expected if X generates a gauge transformation.

If X generates a symmetry transformation of the kind (2.11), all the
quantities that have only contracted indices are invariant and in particular
we have

LX)A=0, L(X)¥=0, LX)Q=0. (4.91)

It follows that
(X)) = —i(X)do = di(X)0, (4.92)
(XD = di(X)(Z). (4.93)

We see that i(X)f(X) is the generator of the infinitesimal symmetry trans-
formation in the same sense as the Hamiltonian is the generator of the time
evolution in eq. (4.76). Note that this quantity is just the one that is con-
served according to the Noether theorem of Section 4.3.

As a further application of the double forms, we consider the addition to
the Lagrangian form of an exact term of the kind du , where the 3-form u
depends only on w® and WY, namely on the “Lagrangian coordinates”, but
not on the “velocities”. We know that the field equations remain unchanged.
We have

)\—>)\—|—d,u:A+dwaAi(Aa)u+dWUAa?Ij—uU. (4.94)
It follows that
O — 0o+ i(Ad) i, U — Ty + on (4.95)
oY
and
0—>6’+Jwa/\i(Aa),u+cZ\I/U/\% —0+du, Q—Q (4.96)

The symplectic double form €2 is not affected by the new term.

If the vector field X defined on I' generated a symmetry transformation
leaving the Lagrangian invariant, for the corresponding conserved quantity
f we have

0=1(X)0— 0+i(X)du =0+ Xp. (4.97)

We see that 6 remains unchanged if p is symmetric.
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Chapter 5

Reformulation of some classical
field theories

5.1 The Einstein-Cartan theory of gravita-
tion

In the present Chapter we treat some classical field theories in the space S,
which are symmetric with respect to the Lorentz group, do not satisfy the
equity principle and do not contain a fundamental length ¢ (see Section 2.4).
They allow an alternative formulation based on the spacetime M, but some
fields may acquire a geometric meaning that is not present in the spacetime
formulation. A careful study of these theories is necessary for the search of
new theories with a higher symmetry group, that is the object of Chapter 7.

We start with the Einstein-Cartan theory of gravitation [37,38], that gen-
eralizes Einstein’s theory by allowing nonvanishing values of the torsion and
an influence of the spin density on the geometry. It may be considered as a
step towards a theory in which all the structure coefficients have a physical
relevance. However, in this theory the torsion is not a really new dynamical
variable, since it is given as an algebraic function of the spin density. The
physical consequences of the Einstein-Cartan theory and of General Relativ-
ity cannot be distinguished by means of the presently available experimental
techniques. In a first approach, we disregard the presence of electromagnetic
fields and of other internal gauge fields, namely we consider a 10-dimensional
space S.

A Lagrangian form that describes the Einstein-Cartan theory in the space
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S has been proposed in ref. [3]. A simpler and more elegant Lagrangian
has been proposed independently by Ne’eman and Regge in refs. [51,52].
In the following we consider a slight generalization of the Ne’eman-Regge
Lagrangian form and we decompose it into a hard part A, that depends
linearly on the structure coefficients through the exterior derivatives dw®,
and an additional part A*, which does not contain them and could equally
well be considered as a part of the matter Lagrangian A™. For instance, one
can include a cosmological constant &, in the potential (5.61) of the Higgs
scalar field.
We put A¢ = M + 2\ with

M = (k — Ey)egpj dw™ A wl AWt
+2k1 €1 dwt A WFIT A W — Egeipin Gimdw™ A Wl A lmn], (5.1)

M= ks€irji Gorn WA WIPFA W A Wb — kg, (5.2)

where 7 is defined in Section 0.3, k = k3 = (327G)~! and G is Newton’s
gravitational constant. In Section 6.1 we need this formula with k3 # k.

One can show that these equations give the most general Lorentz invariant
4-form depending on the 1-forms w® and at most linearly on the 2-forms dw?®,
with the property that it is odd under space reflection, namely it contains
the antisymmetric quantity €;;;. One can easily see that a 4-form with these
properties depending only on the 1-forms wl*! necessarily vanishes.

In refs. [51,52] the special case with k; = ky = ky = 0 was considered.
The two terms proportional to k; and ks are exact forms, since they can be
written as

—d (k‘leikﬂ WA Wl A Wl 4 3_1k26ikjnglmw[ik] A Wbl A w["m}) . (5.3)

They do not affect the field equations and the action integral, if dw® = 0
on the boundary 0S. However, they influence the definition of the four-
momentum and angular momentum of the geometric fields, which are known
to be ambiguous in General Relativity [28,99]. They also play a role in the
construction of the theories treated in Section 6.1 and in the Chapter 7. The
term proportional to k4 takes into account a cosmological constant, that has
raised a considerable interest in the recent years [100,101].
The normal field equations are automatically satisfied and we have

o) = 2(k — k)€ w? A W' — 2ka€ingimwl A wlmml,
g; = 2k1€ikjl w[kj] AN wl. (54)
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These quantities do not depend on the structure coefficients and we can write
M = dw* A o, (5.5)

As a consequence, we obtain the following simplified formulas for the grav-
itational 10-momentum (4.57) and for the geometric tangential field equa-
tions (4.59):

78 = dwP Nigog 4 ig\?, (5.6)

dog + dw® Nigog + igh\t = —1M. (5.7)

[0

Even in a flat spacetime, the forms 7¢ are not spatially localized, since

(03
they contain the forms w!. In a theory in which all the structure coefficients
have a dynamical role, this flow of 10-momentum can be considered as the
source of the structure constants of the Poincaré group. This is a relevant
change of perspective, which can influence the construction of new modified
classical theories of gravitation.

The tangential field equations have the explicit form

2keiklegﬁw°‘ A wP AW

_2k3(€injlgkm - Eknjlgim)w[mn] A wj A wl - T[]Z‘\i]a (58)

keikﬂF[kﬁj]wa A WP AW

«,

—2k3eijklgmnw[jm} A WA Wb g = M (5.9)

(2

We call them the vertical and the horizontal tangential equations. As it was
expected, the coefficients k; and ky have disappeared.

If the 10-momentum of matter has the spatially localized form (4.68), we
obtain

% 1 ol (A nl) 7 {J i ]
Fjy + 0jF — 0y = 87 Gy, Fljy = Fliugr Fljtgpmn = 0, (5.10)

~E 4 2 = 82G(T — ki),
gl o gl pli

[lm (5] [mn] [il][mn]®

(5.11)

namely the field equations of the Einstein-Cartan theory, together with the
properties of the structure coefficients that are expected when S is the bundle
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of the Lorentz frames of a spacetime manifold. We stress that all these
properties are consequences of the action principle.

Besides these equations, we have to take into account two Bianchi iden-
tities, which are special cases of eq. (1.55). Also the tensor transformation
properties of curvature and torsion follow from eq. (1.55), as we have already
observed in Section 1.7.

5.2 Internal gauge theories

A Lagrangian form in an extended space S describing Maxwell’s electromag-
netism has been proposed in ref. [3] and it has been generalized to noncom-
mutative gauge theories in ref. [54]. In order to give a motivation, in the
electromagnetic case one can start from the Maxwell form o, defined in eq.
(4.12), which appears in the Gauss law (4.13). The generalization to an
arbitrary internal gauge theory is

Oq = 2*2Gabﬂl}€6ikﬂ Wl AW, do, = —Tq, (5.12)

where the nondegenerate real symmetric matrix G, is invariant under the
internal gauge group G, namely it has the property

ngGdc + F;chbd = 0. (513)

Eq. (5.12) can be obtained from the extended geometric Lagrangian form
A = A 4 A4 + X where the new term is given by

M =dw* Ao, + 273Gy A&F&eikﬂ WA wd AWl AW
+272G Z-‘}CF;’lgijgkln. (5.14)

In the usual formulation of the Standard Model of the elementary particles,
the matrix GGy, contains the coupling constants of the theory. Alternatively,
one can rescale the vector fields A, the forms w?®, the structure constants
F;C and the matrices ¥, in such a way that G, = d4. Then, the coupling
constants are contained in Fgg and in X,. For the Maxwell theory we adopt
the standard convention with rationalized units, namely we put G4, = 1 and
the coupling constant, namely the elementary charge, appears in X,, namely
in the gauge transformation law of the charged fields given by eq. (1.28). If
one prefers nonrationalized units, one has to put Gee = (47) 7"
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The Lagrangian form (5.14) depends only on the structure coefficients
Fgs with a > 10, while these coefficients do not appear in the other parts
of the Lagrangian form A. The partial derivatives of A with respect to Fjs
have a contribution from the structure coefficients implicitly contained in
dw® and a contribution from the structure coefficients explicitly present in
the Lagrangian, namely we have

)
OF:

oM
=271 AW A, + ( - ) : (5.15)
oFs )

where the subscript E indicates the second contribution, that, as we see
from eq. (5.14), vanishes if € > 3 or ¢ > 3. The first contribution disappears
from the normal field equation (4.28) and we easily see that, for n = a, this
equation is equivalent to the simpler condition

ON
<8F&>E — 0. (5.16)

More explicitly we have
—273F8e* w0 AW AW AW
+2’3F;leikjl wC AWt AW AW+ 271 R Fan = 0 (5.17)

and, considering various values of the indices o and 3, we obtain the normal
field equations in the form

F =2 Fy, =—Fj3=0, <9, a>4 (5.18)

If these equations are satisfied, the quantity (5.12) is the same that appears
in eq. (4.31) and we have

N = 272G F3 Flhg” g*'n. (5.19)

We describe gravitation as in Section 5.1, but in the extended space S.
The presence of A\ affects the tangential field equations (4.59) by adding to
the source term 7 the new term

1 = Fg Wb Ao, + i\ = Iy,

I = Gup(Fg Fhg™ g9 — 272 F5, Flg™g"6)), (5.20)

n q
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that represents the energy-momentum of the gauge field. There is no contri-
bution of the gauge field to the spin density, in agreement with the treatment
given in ref. [37]. The energy density cannot be negative, namely

I = — 1§ =27 G F§L.Fb.g™ > 0, (5.21)

if the matrix G, is positive definite.
There also is the additional tangential field equation

dog+ FS W Ao, = —1M (5.22)

a )

where the right hand side describes the charges of matter. The second term
in the left hand side, that describes the charges of the Yang-Mills field, is
absent in Maxwell’s theory. Note that it is not spatially localized, since it
contains w®.

If 7M is spatially localized, eq. (5.22) can be written in the more explicit

form

Gan(97 g™ AF,, — g7 g™ Fi Fy — 27 g g F) B ) = =T, (5.23)
A Fy, = —FL g, A Fii = Fliggi Fou + FligiF - (5.24)

The first formula is the Yang-Mills field equation with torsion corrections. In
particular it gives the inhomogeneous Mazwell equations. The other formulas
give the transformation properties of the gauge field strength with respect
to gauge and Lorentz transformations. As we have observed in Section 1.7,
these properties also follow from eq. (1.55). From the same general formula
we also obtain the equation

AiFjy + A + ARF — I — F B — Fy =0, (5.25)

that in the electromagnetic theory is just the homogeneous Maxwell equation.
Note that, in this case too, the typical properties of the structure coeffi-
cients of a principal fibre bundle are consequences of the action principle.

5.3 Scalar fields

A treatment of matter fields is given in refs. [4,5,102], where fields with
arbitrary spin are considered. In the present notes we treat only scalar and
Dirac fields, which are needed in the Standard Model of elementary particles
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[41] to describe the Higgs field and Fermions, namely we put AM = X% + \P,
We try, as far as it is possible in a classical framework, to take into account
some special features of the Standard Model, in particular the chiral character
of the internal gauge transformation of Fermions and the mass generation
mechanism.

The word “scalar” has two different meanings. From a first point of view,
a scalar field is invariant under the Lorentz transformations considered as
elements of the structural group of a principal fibre bundle. This property
will appear as a consequence of the field equations. From another point of
view, it is invariant with respect to the Lorentz transformations considered
as elements of the symmetry group F of the Lagrangian and of the field
equations.

We describe the real scalar fields of the theory by the one-column matrix
=, on which an orthogonal representation of the internal symmetry group
operates. A complex scalar field can be decomposed in its real and imaginary
parts, that appear as different elements of the one-column matrix =. We
indicate by ¥ the real antisymmetric matrices that describe the infinitasimal
internal symmetry transformations of this group.

The field equations can be derived from the Lagrangian form [4,5,102]

N = —gRd=T A2 A+ gRETSS AL 2w A,
+27 R AET ALE N — V (2, (5.26)
where V(Z) is a function of the scalar fields invariant under the internal

symmetry group.
The dericatives of = appear only in A* and we have

O\ g NS
=W 2
oAz AT (aA@)E’ (5:27)
where 4
7 = —g'* A En; (5.28)

is a one-column matrix. The subscript F indicates a partial derivative that
does not take into account the dependence on the quantities A,= implicitly
contained in d=. It vanishes if & > 3. The term containing 7 disappears
from the normal field equation (4.27) and one can easily see that this equation
is equivalent to the simpler equation

ON® )
] =0 (5.29)
<8A2‘: E
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After some calculations, we obtain the normal field equations in the more
explicit form

A= =0, E =25 (5.30)

o
They describe the transformation properties of = under the Lorentz and the
internal symmetry group. The quantity (5.28) is the same that appears in

eq. (4.29) and the tangential equation (4.34) takes the form
ov

. L oM
—g A AE + glkF;'JjAkE + = +v'C 9=

U =0. (5.31)

Note that A depends on = through the function V', but also through the mass
generating term in the Fermion Lagrangian (5.36) introduced in the following
Section.

If we use the normal field equations, the Lagrangian (5.26) takes the form

= (27 g*AETALE 4+ V(E)n. (5.32)

From eq. (4.60), we see that the contribution of the scalar field to the spin
density vanishes and the contribution to the energy-momentum and to the
charges is given by

T = g% AETAE — (27 g AET A+ V(D))d, (5.33)

T = g*=Ty ALE. (5.34)

Note that if V(Z) is positive, the contribution to the energy density 7" is
positive too.

5.4 Spinor fields

As in the case of scalar fields, the spinor character of a field may have two dif-
ferent meanings, namely a transformation property of the kind (1.6), (1.14)
with respect to the structural group of a fibre bundle or a transformation
property of the kind (2.10), (2.11) with respect to the symmetry group F of
the Lagrangian and of the field equations. In the present Chapter, disregard-
ing internal symmetries, both the groups are SL(2, C), but in the following
developments the distinction becomes more relevant. If S is not a fibre bun-
dle, a structural group may not exist. On the other hand, the geometric
symmetry group of the Lagrangian may be larger than SL(2, C).
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We use the Majorana representation in which the gamma matrices are
real (see Section 3.3) and we consider a set of Majorana fields U (namely
real Dirac fields) with a spinor index and other indices describing other de-
grees of freedom, on which a real orthogonal representation .S of the internal
symmetry group Z operates. The group Z contains the gauge group G, but
it may also contain other elements that represent global symmetries. It is
irrelevant to distinguish between upper and lower internal indices. All these
indices are understood and VU, as well as the 3-form 7" are considered as
one-column matrices.

We assume that the components of ¥ anticommute, in order to obtain
Fermion fields after quantization. We remark that in a classical theory an-
ticommuting fields cannot be used for the construction of observables, since
an arbitrary product of these fields has a vanishing square and it cannot be
considered as a real or a complex number, even if it contains an even number
of Fermionic fields and commutes with all the other fields.

In other words, the classical fields take their values in a Grassmann al-
gebra, as it is discussed with more deatail in Chapter 10. The analogy with
quantum theory requires that it is a complex algebra with an involution
U — U* that we call “complex conjugation”. From the property

(U1 W,)* = UEWT, (5.35)

we see that the product of two real anticommuting fields is imaginary. This
is the reason of the factors ¢ that appear in many formulas in the following.

When expressions containing Fermionic fields appear as sources of clas-
sical geometric fields, one has to replace them by the averages of the cor-
responding quantum fields in a suitable state, a procedure that necessarily
requires drastic approximations. Note that an expression of the kind 7 AW
vanishes if the numeric matrix A is symmetric. This is also true if ¥ is an
Hermitian Fermionic free quantum field and normal products are used.

A complex Dirac field ¥e can be decomposed into its real and imag-
inary parts, which are real fields and appear as different elements of the
one-column matrix W. As we shall see in Section 5.5, specific theories of
elementary particles are more simply formulated in terms of complex Dirac
fields, but for our present purposes a formulation in terms of real fields is
more convenient, since it permits a more clear distinction between geometric
and internal symmetries.

In quantum theory, one has to be careful with the charge superselection
rule [59]: given a charged field, its real part when applied to the vacuum
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creates a superposition of states with different electric charges, that do not
exist in nature. A similar problem arises with quark and gluon fields.

In order to derive the field equations, we start from the following La-
grangian form, written in terms of real fields

AP = —idWTCy U Ay + 27 20T C (v Sy + Spay’ ) Wwlt A,
HiUT Oy S, W A + iWTC MU, (5.36)

where the forms 7; and 1 are defined in Section 0.3 and the matrices ¥;; that
represent the Lorentz Lie algebra, are defined by eq. (1.17). The matrices
Y, describe the infinitesinal transformations of the internal gauge group as
in eq. (1.25). In the Einstein-Cartan geometry of Section 5.1 we have to put
¢ =1 and in the geometry described in Section 6.1 ¢ is defined by eq. (6.1).
In the second case, we have not a minimal coupling of the kind discussed in
Section 4.4. The real matrix M, that determines the masses of the Fermions,
may contain the Higgs fields. The matrices Cv'Y, and CM may contain
75 and must be antisymmetric. M and X, are invariant under SL(2C') and
commute with ~s.
The normal field equations are automatically satisfied and we have

7P = —iCy" ;. (5.37)

The tangential field equations take the form

AV = — S ¥, (5.38)

AU = -%, 0, (5.39)

VAU — 27 FE AN+ MU = 0. 5.40
ik

We have used the formula (4.69). Note that the Dirac equation and the
transformation properties of the fields are field equations on the same footing.

The eigenvalues of hM are the Fermion masses, possibly after a change
of sign. It is important to remember that, given a classical field configura-
tion, in the corresponding quantum state, in the limit 7 — 0, mass, energy,
momentum, charge and spin of a particle are proportional to h, while the
particle number density is proportional to A"

The Lagrangian form vanishes as a consequence of the field equations and
the energy-momentum, the angular momentum and the charges are described
the spatially localizable 3-forms of the kind (4.68) with

T; = iA VT CH' Y, (5.41)
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Ty = iU CEuy' ¥ = ¢ W', (5.42)

T, =0 CSA'Y, (5.43)
fo-k] - ¢717{]fk] = € jW'n;. (5.44)
Note the following formula that we shall use in Section 6.1
_a)‘D —1 Uk A D —1i k]
oo (20) W™ ATy = (20) T Tijw™ A (5.45)

We have introduced a 6-vector with components
W =27 4wTevw, (5.46)
W= 2750TCy 5, W =2750TCw, W5 =274%UT 0. (5.47)
All the bilinear forms that are trivial with respect to the internal indices
and imply only the geometric (spinor) indices are linear combinations of
the quantities W*, that are invariant with respect to the internal symmetry
transformations, including charge conjugation. They are natural candidates
to provide sources for the purely geometric (gravitational) fields. We have
seen in Section 5.1 that W are the sources of torsion in the Einstein-Cartan
theory. It is natural to expect that the other components W*" play a similar

role in gravitational theories with a higher symmetry group.
The other components of

0y = —i(Spy V) Cy O, (5.48)

do not appear in conservation laws derived by the Noether theorem, until
higher symmetries are present. However, they are useful in the following and
are given by

‘9[%5] = —Wy;, 0[]\;54} = —WPn, 9[]\55} = W (5.49)

If we apply eq. (4.63) to the infinitesimal transformations of the subgroup
U(1)s generated by 45 (see egs. (3.76) and (3.77)), we obtain the formula

iy = —iwTCy° M, (5.50)
that can also be written in the form
AW — FEW? =0T CryS M (5.51)
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and proven directly starting from the Dirac equation (5.40). We see that in
a theory in which all the Fermions are massless, the 3-form 6%5} is conserved.
This result takes also into account gravitational and other gauge fields, but
is not an application of the Noether theorem, because the gravitational La-
grangian is not symmetric under U(1)s.

5.5 Fermions in the Standard Model of ele-
mentary particles

In Chapter 7 we need some more details about the matrices ¥, and M
that appear in the Lagrangian (5.36). They are completely specified in the
Standard Model of elementary particles [41], that explains with great precision
a very large amount of experimental data.

In its detailed formulation it is convenient to use complex Dirac fields
that can be decomposed into their real and imaginary parts:

Ve = Ug + U7, U* = Up — iUy, U = < ‘\II’/R ) . (5.52)
T

In the rest of this Section we drop the subscript C and we assume that all
the Dirac fields are complex. We indicate by ¥, and M complex matrices
that operate on complex fields. They have half the dimension of the matrices
indicated by the same symbols in the preceding Section. Note that not all
the real matrices can be considered as complex matrices with half dimension:
this possibility is a relevant physical assumption. We also adopt the standard
notation

U =—uic  wlh =y (5.53)
It is easy to show that the Lagrangian
AP = 271dWU~ W A gy — 2710 W A
—2720W (v Sy + Spry') Yl Ay,
— Uy S, Ww An; — UMW, (5.54)
when written in terms of real fields takes the form (5.36). In a similar way

we get . . ‘
TP = =27 A 04U + 27104 A, T, (5.55)

W= 2710720, W= 27100, W= —-2"10,5V. (5.56)
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A Dirac field can also be decomposed into the sum of two (necessarily
complex) left and right-handed Weyl fields

Ul = 27H(1 i), WH = 2711 — i) 0. (5.57)

They transform separately under proper orthochronous Lorentz transforma-
tions (namely under SL(2, C)) and they satisfy separate Dirac equations only
for vanishing mass. A massless neutrino is described in the original version
of the Standard Model by a left-handed Weyl field that has no right-handed
partner. We, however, assume that neutrinos have a small mass.

In order to explain the absence of the parity symmetry in the weak in-
teractions, one assumes that the internal gauge symmetries have a chiral
character, namely they act in a different way on the left and right-handed
Weyl fields. This means that the matrices that represent the infinitesimal
transformations of the gauge group G = SU(2)w x SU(3)c x U(1)y have the
form

Yo =27 (14 dvs) B8 + 2711 — i) 2F, (5.58)

where the anti-Hermitian matrices ¥ and ©F represent two different repre-
sentations of the Lie algebra of G. Note that Cy'Y, is anti-Hermitian, as it
must be in order to have a real Lagrangian.

In the following few formulas we write explicitly the weak isotopic spin
indices t3 = +1/2 on which the 2-dimensional complex representation of
SU(2)w operates and the hypercharge indices y. We remember that the
electric charge is given by y/2 + t3. The two components of the Higgs field
have y = 1 and weak isotopic spin +1/2. Note that both the spinors

( S ) ( 521*/2 ) (5.59)
=-1/2 —=1)2

transform according to the same representation of SU(2)yy .
The same representation acts on the left-handed Fermion fields, while the
right-handed field are invariant under SU(2)y . It follows that the new fields

‘I’;H = U_l(q’g],:,l/zE—l/? - II13112,71/251/2) + \IJZ]iFl’

Uy, = Ufl(\l/;ﬁl/QETp + \115,—1/2Ei1/2) + \11511 (5.60)

are both invariant under SU(2)y,. The hypercharge index y takes the value
—1 for leptons and 1/3 for quarks.
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For the potential of the Higgs field we adopt the expression
V(E) = ME'E —v?)?, (5.61)

that takes its minimum value for Z'Z = v? After the spontaneous symmetry
breaking, the Higgs field takes (for instance) the vacuum expectation value

< 51/2 >= 0, < 571/2 >=0v=0v" (562)

and we have, disregarding fluctuations of the Higgs field around its vacuum
expectation value, W &~ W', It follows that the Fermions acquire their physical
masses if we put

ARUMU =¥ KmKTW, (5.63)

where m is a diagonal mass matrix and K a unitary matrix that contains the
Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matriz that mixes the d, s, b quark fields
and possibly another matrix that mixes the neutrino flavours. By means of
this equation and eq. (5.60), it is easy to find an explicit expression in terms
of the Higgs field = for the matrix M that appears in the Lagrangian. Note
that the expression (5.63) is invariant with respect to the internal symmetry
group and that the matrix C'M is anti-Hermitian, as it is required in order
to obtain a real Lagrangian.

It is important to remark that in the Standard Model there is no natural
correspondence between the left handed and right handed Weyl fields that
permits a natural introduction of Dirac fields. This correspondence is gen-
erated by the mass term only after the Higgs field has acquired a vacuum
expectation value.

However, in order to introduce higher geometric symmetries, we have to
specify the action of SL(4,R) on the Dirac fields and this group contains
elements that do not commute with 7% and mix Weyl fields with different
helicities. In other words, the SL(4,R) transformations do not commute
with the internal gauge transformations given by eq. (5.58). In Chapter 7 we
solve the problem by modifying this formula.
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Chapter 6

Theories with a variable
gravitational coupling

6.1 A geometrized scalar-tensor theory of grav-
itation

A very interesting class of generalizations of Einstein’s theory is based on the
replacement of the gravitational constant G by a variable scalar field [69-71].
A motivation for this assumption is the explanation of the extremely small
value of G when measured in atomic units (Dirac’s large numbers problem).
According to these theories, the value of the scalar field that replaces G
is determined by the distribution of matter in the universe, in agreement
with the ideas of Mach [103] on the influence of very far celestial bodies on
the locally observed phenomena. The best known Lagrangian scalar-tensor
theory of this kind has been proposed by Brans and Dicke [71] and theories
including torsion have been discussed in ref. [104].

We think that it is important to give to this scalar field a geometric
interpretation, by writing it as a function of the structure coefficients, in
agreement with the idea that all the structure coefficients should have a
dynamical relevance. In the discussion of this problem we also clarify some
concepts introduced in Chapters 2 and 3 and we introduce some ideas useful
for the developments of Chapter 7.

We have seen in Section 5.2 that one can include the coupling constants
of a Yang-Mills theory in the structure constants F, of the gauge group. If
the coupling constant becomes a variable [105], these structure coefficients
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acquire a dynamical role. In a similar way, one can try to include the grav-
itational constant G, or the variable field that replaces it, in the structure
constants F[%% and F[lik] ; of the Poincaré group. A theory of this kind,
equivalent, if spin is neglected, to the Brans-Dicke theory [71], has been
discussed in ref. [5]. Here we give a slightly different treatment.

We define the scalar field ¢ by means of the formula

¢ = (12)"'g" Fiy;- (6.1)

A

Note that if Ffik]j = Fy);» we obtain ¢ = 1. Since we want to preserve
the large amount of physical information contained in Einstein’s theory, we
consider a minimal modification of the Lagrangian form given by eqgs. (5.1)
and (5.2). First of all, we replace the constants k, ki, ..., ks by suitable
functions of ¢ indicated by the same symbols. Note that adding a constant
to the functions k; or ks results in adding to the Lagrangian an irrelevant
exact form, that leaves the field equations unchanged.

Moreover, we have to add new terms to the Lagrangian, in order to obtain
the field equations that determine the field ¢ starting from the matter dis-
tribution in the universe and from suitable initial conditions. It seems that
these new terms should contain the derivatives A;¢, but we want to avoid
the appearance in the Lagrangian of derivatives of the structure coefficients.
We try to use for the same purpose suitable functions of the structure co-
efficients, increasing in this way their physical role, in agreement with our
program.

The structure coefficients that appear in the forms dw® are not sufficient
and we have to introduce some other expressions y;. After several attempts,
one finds that it is convenient to put

Xi = Fj, (6.2)
and to add to the Lagrangian the expression

M= g€ pidw® A w? A Wb+ ksdXi€ kjigmnw®™ A w™ A wl A W
+ksxix'1, ks # 0, (6.3)

which contributes to both A and A\. It may look strange to involve the
torsion tensor in the description of the variable gravitational coupling, but
we shall see that this procedure works.
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The derivatives of A that appear in the normal field equation (4.28) con-
tain two contributions, one coming from the forms dw® and the other origi-
nated by the dependence on the quantities ¢ and y;, namely we have

o\ O\ 0¢ O\ Ox;
=27 AW A — : 6.4
I NN B oFT T By, OF (6.4)
where
oir) = 2(k — kn)€irjiw? A wh = 2ka€ipjngimwl” A wl™,
o; = Zkleikjl w[kj] VAN wl + k5Xk€kijle A wl. (65)

The first contribution satisfies the normal field equation automatically
and the second contribution gives the condition

90 o, 99 )\ OXi o9, OXi ox
<8F672w + 3F9’7Cw>/\ 3¢+ <8F672w +8F57<w A oy, =0. (6.6)

By using the definitions of ¢ and y; and choosing the indices €,(,n, 0 in a
proper way, we obtain, for all the values of [jk]

O\ 4 OA
96 0, WA o 0. (6.7)

For a given value of [jk], the condition wV* A o = 0 implies that the form
« is proportional to wl*. If we require that this condition holds for all the
six values of [ik], either o vanishes or it is a form of degree not smaller than
6. In conclusion, we obtain the conditions

o

w[j}/\

35 = (6.8)
oA
v 0, (6.9)

that are equivalent to the normal field equations.

We assume that AM does not depend on y; and that its dependence on ¢
is given by eq. (5.45). The normal equation (6.9) involves only the additional
Lagrangian A\X and it is equivalent to the conditions

I p m
Flry = 0Fay, - Flikgy = 0- (6.10)
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In order to obtain simpler and more consistent results, we choose the
functions ky, ko and k3 in such a way that

K=K + k), k=0, K-k#0, (6.11)

where £’ indicates the derivative of k£ with respect to ¢. By taking into
account the formula (5.45), the normal equation (6.8) gives the conditions

[ik] | fa[ik)
Fjmn = OFfjnmny (6.12)

ARy G(Fly+ 0L Fy — 01 F ) — 256 (x ;0 — X0 —A(K — K, ) Fy) = Tiyg. (6.14)

From egs. (6.10) and (6.12) and the special case J{jj = 0 of the
generalized Jacobi identity (1.55), we see that

Ao =0, (6.15)

namely that ¢ is indeed a scalar field.

The eqgs. (5.5), (5.6) and (5.7) are still valid and the explicit equations
(5.8) and (5.9) contain additional terms proportional to ks and to the deriva-
tives of ¢ and x;. By performing the calculations, if the 10-momentum of
matter has the local form (4.68), from the vertical tangential equation we
obtain first of all the condition

AR(F), + 051y — 04 F) — 2ksd (x50}, — Xx0})
—4(K' — k) (A0} — Aj0d;) = T, (6.16)

which is compatible with the normal equation (6.14) only if
k1o =k, (6.17)

Ardd; — 4500}, = OFj. (6.18)

Continuing the analysis of the vertical tangential equation, we see that it
is compatible with eq. (6.10) only if we choose

ks = ok. (6.19)
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If we take into account all the conditions found up to now, from the horizontal
tangential equation we obtain

O = Aip(000] — 610), (6.20)

Ak(—F + 2716 M) — 2k (' Ajg — yF Apgot)
—2k5(A; X — Akxké;) + (ky — ksxkxk)(s;. =T (6.21)

and eq. (6.18) follows as a consequence.
By using the conditions (6.10), from the generalized Jacobi identity (1.55)
we obtain the formula

T = Aprxe — Flgxa + Ajégi — Ardgrj + d)Fq[Z[;g]l]glp =0, (6.22)

which combined with eq. (6.18) gives the condition

Apexi = Fijrxi, (6.23)

showing that yx; is a vector field.
Note that, if we put ks = 0 from egs. (6.13) and (6.21) we have the
condition

T} = 4k, — 2Kk, (K — k), (6.24)

which is too restrictive, at least if massive particles are present. This means
that the introduction of the term (6.3), proportional to ks, in the Lagrangian
cannot be avoided

Attempts to generalize the above discussed model by introducing anisotropic
features of the gravitational field are discussed in ref. [108].

6.2 Macroscopic physical interpretation

From these rather boring calculations we have learned several important
lessons. We have shown that some scalar fields, which play a peculiar role in
modern physics [106], can be generated in a purely geometric way.

We have also seen that we have to carefully choose the Lagrangian in
order to get a consistent set of field equations that have a reasonably wide
set of solutions. In fact, since the action principle (4.15) must be satisfied
for an arbitrary choice of the integration surface S, one often obtains a too
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restrictive set of field equations. For instance, the choice of the matter La-
grangian is not independent of the choice of the geometric Lagrangian, since
eq. (5.45) is necessary in order to avoid a contradiction between the normal
equation (6.14) and the tangential equation (6.16)

Moreover, the functions k, k1, ..., ks cannot be chosen at will, but they
must satify egs. (6.11), (6.17) and (6.19), which are not field equations, but
just limitations to the form of the Lagrangian. According to these conditions,
that are not independent, k, k4 and k5 can be chosen as arbitrary functions of
¢, but k3 is uniquely determined and &y, ks are determined up to an irrelevant
additive constant, that adds to the Lagrangian an exact differential form.

We are interested in gravitational theories that do not contain the gravi-
tational constant GG of Einstein’s theory and we also require that they do not
contain any other constant with nontrivial dimension (besides the velocity of
light). Then k has to be a power of ¢ and a possible numeric constant factor
can be absorbed in the definition of the forms wl*!. Taking into account the
above mentioned constraints, we put, as in ref. [5],

k= 272¢m71’ kl — 272(m - 1)71¢m71’
kg = 0, ]Cg = 2—2¢m7 m 7é 1. (625)

For m =1, we have
k=272 ki = 2721og(¢/ o), ko =0 ks = 2720, (6.26)

where ¢g is a dimensional constant that, however, is irrelevant.

Other interesting results follow from a dimensional analysis. We indicate
by [L] the dimension of time and lenght and by [M] the dimension of mass,
energy and momentum. Since the coordinates of the manifold S are dimen-
sionless, the Lagrangian form has the dimension of an action. We have the
dimensional relations

N =[LM],  [W]=I[L]  Dal=[L7"]. (6.27)
It follows from eqs. (5.1) that
W] = [g] 7t = [L7VETmMYETm] w2, (6.28)

For m = 2 the introduction of a dimensional coupling constant is inavoidable,
but this choice is already excluded by the conditions (6.11).
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From eqs. (5.2) and (6.3) we also have
[ka] = [L7°M],  [ks] = [L7M] (6.29)

and we have to put
ks = —ag™ 2, (6.30)

where « is a dimensionless constant. It is not possible to write k4, that
describes a cosmological term, as a function of ¢ without introducing a di-
mensional constant.

In order to write the field equations in a more familiar form, it is conve-
nient to introduce the new vector fields

A[ik] = qb_lA[Z-k], 1212 = A;. (6.31)

As we have discussed in Section 2.2 and we shall see with more detail in
the next Section 6.3, this change of basis in the tangent spaces T,S may be
operationally unjustified from a microscopic point of view.

We also define the new differential 1-forms

QIR = ikl G = (6.32)

and, by computing the commutators and taking into account the field equa-
tions (6.10), (6.12) and (6.20), we obtain the new structure coefficients

TR I S o) pimn] 1 gplmn] _ py[mn]
Fagy = 07 Fly = Fiwyp Fpan = 97 Fpanig = £

k]l ki) = Frwiin-
Fipn =0 Fji) = i) — 671 A;0(070% = 0pop) = 0.
Fi=Fj,  F"=or". (6.33)

They are compatible with a stucture of principal bundle of the manifold &
and the fields fl[ik} are the generators of the structural group namely of the
Lorentz group.

We remark that, after the substitution (6.31), the field ¢ disappears from
the Fermion Lagrangian (5.36) and we obtain a theory with a minimal cou-
pling of the kind considered in Section 4.4. We also introduce the quantities

Bl
Tijey = ¢ T, (6.34)
that describe the usual angular momentum, corresponding to the infinitesi-
mal transformations generated by —Aj;y.
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Expressed in terms of the new variables, the egs. (6.13), (6.16), (6.21),
take the form

iy dk .
o 1R L 22 vyt =0 6.35
ik + Add axiX ) ( )
OFl, + (1 — 20) (0! — x;0}) — (Ap®0} — A;067) = T[g.k], (6.36)

O(—Fi 4 2716 B 4 20 (P A; @ — XFALDY)
+20P(A;jx" — Aex*0%) + (ks + a®xpx*)o: = T}, (6.37)

where the field ® given by
P =2 (6.38)

will be identified with the Brans-Dicke scalar field. After the change of basis
(6.31), it has lost its geometric character since it cannot be written as a
function of the new structure coefficients. The fields y; are still given by eq.
(6.2). The locally measured gravitational constant is G = (87®)~!. In some
treatments, the factor 87 is included in the definition of ® and it appears in
the field equations.

Note that the dependence of the various coefficients on ¢ and in particular
the exponent m have disappeared from these equations. This means that
the choice of the fundamental fields Ay, is ambiguous in this macroscopic
context, as we discuss in the next Section 6.3.

If we consider only Dirac spinning particles, from eq. (5.42) we see that
eq. (6.36) is equivalent to the equations

Fio+ 37 (b — x504) = e W, (6.39)
(2 —6a)y; — 30 1A;® = 0. (6.40)
Assuming « # 1/3, we have
Fl=xr = —wd 14,9, (6.41)
where
w=3(6a—2)"". (6.42)

These equations show that the idea of replacing the derivatives of the scalar
field by the vector part of torsion was correct.

We see from eq. (6.35) that, even in the absence of spinning particles,
the torsion may not vanish. Since it does not appear in the Brans-Dicke
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equations, in order to compare them with our formulas, we have to eliminate
torsion by changing again the choice of the fundamental vector fields, namely
by introducing a torsionless connection, by means of the substitution

fulk = A, — 3_1Xizzi[ik], A[ik] = A[ik]' (643)
Note that, since ® is a scalar field and y; is a vector field,
A® = A0, Arxi = Arxa + 37006 — 37 gine (6.44)

By computing the Lie brackets of the new fields and using eq. (6.39) with
W' =0, we obtain the new structure coefficients

Fi, =0, (6.45)

(il ~ [l _ m( S 7

F}k] = F;[k} — 372 XmX " (050}, — 0;.0%)

=3 L Apxio) — Apxiot — Apxol + Apx'ol)

+3720GX 0 — xeX'O0h — X X0k + xkX'0E). (6.46)

By means of these formulas and of eq. (6.41), we can write egs. (6.35)
and (6.37) in the form

L - o dk
—E 2w 4D — w40 40P — 2 =0, (6.47)

O(— B 42 s — A A 4+ A Ao
—wd (AR PAD — 27 A;DATDESL) + kydl = T} (6.48)
and, as a consequence, also taking eq. (6.41) into account, we obtain

(34 2w)AAD = T — dky + 2@%. (6.49)

These are just the field equations of the Brans-Dicke theory [71], with the
addition of a variable cosmological term.

The elimination of torsion by means of a different choice of the funda-

mental vector fields (namely of the connection) is not completely harmless,

since the motion of spinning test particles may be influenced by torsion [37].
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A comparison with astronomical measurements in the solar systems gives
a rather high lower bound on the dimensionless parameter w. Recent data
from Cassini-Huygens spacecraft give w > 4 x 10? [109]. This means that
a =~ 1/3 and the field ® is approximately constant. Then the limit w — oo
or @« — 1/3 of the Brans-Dicke equations is physically very interesting, but
it is not trivial [110].

In our geometric approach, however, we can introduce the choice a« = 1/3
from the begining directly in eq. (6.30), in the Lagrangian (6.3) and in egs.
(6.35), (6.37) and (6.39). From eq. (6.40) we see that Ay® = 0, namely
® = (87G)~! is constant. From eq. (6.20) and (6.2) we also obtain

Fi =0,  y;=F2. (6.50)

In this way, we obtain a theory with a constant gravitational coupling,
that is not determined by the theory, but by the initial conditions. It also
has a dynamical torsion, since the quantities y;, that represent the 4-vector
part of the torsion, are true dynamical variables and their derivatives appear
in the field equations. Theories with a dynamical torsion have been proposed
by various authors.

If the spin density vanishes, by introducing the new fields fula, we obtain
the equations

o(—F 4 27 FNSE) + kadl = T (6.51)
L dk
20 A, =T — dky + 2<I>d—£. (6.52)

These equations can also be obtained from the Brans-Dike equations (6.48)
and (6.49) by introducing the substitution w® ' A4;® — —y; before perform-
ing the limit w — oo.

The first formula is just the field equation of general relativity. The
second formula determines only partially the vector field y; that, since torsion
has been eliminated, has lost its geometric meaning and does not give any
contribution to the source of the gravitational field. These properties of y;
are hardly acceptable from the physical point of view. One may suggest
that the model in not complete and that new terms have to be added to the
Lagrangian. We shall consider again this suggestion in Chapter 7.
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6.3 Microscopic considerations and dilatations
of 7.

As we have discussed if Section 2.2, the choice of the fundamental vector fields
that determine the absolute parallelism structure of S cannot be arbitrary
if the minimum time necessary to perform physical operations cannot be
neglected. In fact, if we consider the above described theory as a macroscopic
approximation of a more complete theory in which the cone 7% and the
constant ¢ play a nontrivial role, the fields A, used to define the cone have
to be unambiguously specified (up to a transformation of GL(4,R)). Then
also the field ¢ and the exponent m acquire a physical relevance.
The constant ¢ that appears in the definition of 7+ has dimension

) = W = (L)) = [L/emMYem] (653)

and in general it is not a length. The acceleration and the angular velocity
of a frame are defined in terms of the fields fl[ik} and therefore the maximal
acceleration introduced by 7+ is given by ¢¢/~! and may depend on the point.

In a theory with variable couplings, one has to decide which parameters
are really constant and which are variable fields. Our point of view (not
shared by some authors [107]) is that the velocity of light ¢ = 1 and the
parameter ¢ should be really constant, because they determine the structure
of 77, namely of the fundamental causal structure of the geometry.

In order to avoid serious problems with the quantization procedure, Planck’s
constant too has to be really constant. If one wants to avoid the proliferation
of fundamental constants (an economy principle), an appealing choice is

m=4,  {=vh'? (6.54)

where v is an adimensional factor, presumably of the order of one. We get in
this way a classical theory “prepared” for quantization, and the quantization
procedure should determine the possible values of v. As we have noted in
Section 2.4, a similar situation also appears in classical theories with constant
gravitational coupling G and a fixed fundamental length /.

In ref. [5] the different choice m = 1 has been suggested, starting from
considerations based on Mack’s principle. One assumes that the forms w!%”!
do not measure directly the acceleration of a frame, but the force per unit of
gravitational mass acting on the object associated to the frame. The forms
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& introduced above measure the acceleration, namely the force per unit of
inertial mass and the ratio ¢! between the two forms gives the ratio between
the inertial and the gravitational mass. According to Mack’s principle, the
inertia is determined by the matter present in the universe and is proportional
to the field @, that satisfies the field equation (6.49) in which the energy-
momentum of the cosmic matter provides the source. In conclusion, we have,
with suitable normalizations, ® = ¢!, namely m = 1.

Note that in the model we are considering, assuming that the coefficient
k4 vanishes or is proportional to ¢, the gravitational Lagrangian form is an
homogeneous functions of degree m of the structure coefficients. It follows
that it has a simple behavior under the dilatations of the vector space 7,
that we call total dilatations, since they imply dilatations of both the vertical
and the horizontal subspaces. Note that the cone 7 is invariant under total
dilatations, but not under separate vertical or horizontal dilatations. The
infinitesimal total dilatations are given in terms of the infinitesimal parameter

¢ by

6Aa = CAOU 6wa = _Cwa, 5FO’(Y,8 = Cthﬂ7

0¢ = (9, Oxi = CXi,
— (m — 4)()\H, I = (m— 4)§AA. (6.55)

It is interesting to investigate the behavior of the other parts of the La-
grangian form under total dilatations. For the Dirac Lagrangian (5.36) we
put

§U =27 m — 1),  w'=0, 0= =(E,
SAD = (m — 4)CAP. (6.56)

Note that we have to assume that the basis vectors A, of the extended vector
space 7 are not affected by the dilatations. We also have to assume a specific
transformation property of the Higgs field =. With the same assumptions we
find that the Lagrangian (5.14) of the internal gauge fields is invariant and
the Lagrangian (5.26) of the Higgs scalar field is also invariant if we disregard
the potential term —V (Z)n.

In conclusion, if we put m = 4, the complete Lagrangian form of gravi-
tation and elementary particles is invariant, apart from the terms containing
the cosmological constant and the Higgs potential (one can redefine the Higgs
potential in such a way that it includes the cosmological constant). If we take
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these terms into account, we have
A= —6(V(E)) — 0(ksn) = C(—4M?*(ETE — v?) + 4ky)n, (6.57)

where we have adopted the expression (5.61) for the Higgs potential and we
have assumed that k4 is constant. This simple result is a further indication
that m = 4 is an interesting choice.

Note that the potential term that is necessary in order to obtain the
spontaneous symmetry breaking of the internal gauge symmetry is also re-
sponsible for the explicit symmetry breaking of the total dilatation symmetry.
If one likes to preserve the total dilatation symmetry, one has to invent a dif-
ferent way to generate a nonvanishing vacuum expectation value of the Higgs
field =.

For instance, it could have a cosmological origin, as it happens for the
Brans-Dicke field ®. However, a model of this kind would imply the existence
of unobserved zero mass Higgs particles. Note that also the Brans-Dicke field
should describe unobserved zero-mass particles. In any case, it is very diffi-
cult to modify the Standard Model of elementary particles without spoiling
its very good agreement with the experimental observations. A serious dis-
cussion of these problems lies outside the scope of the present notes.

In analogy with eq. (4.41), one can define (using the real formalism) the
3-form

Op = —w' Aoy — 27 W A gy + ET75. (6.58)

Note that the internal gauge fields and the Dirac fields do not contribute.
For m = 4 we have some relevant cancellations and we obtain (introducing
the complex formalism for =)

Op = 6ady'n; — 27T AYETE)n,. (6.59)

This form is conserved (namely it is closed) only if JA = 0. Otherwise we
have
dfp = (—4 *(ETZ — 0?) + 4ky)7. (6.60)

Note that the right hand side vanishes if k£, = 0 and = takes its vacuum
expectation value.
By means of eq. (4.69) we obtain the more explicit formula

= —4\?(ZTE — v?) + 4ky. (6.61)

110



The same equation can also be obtained directly from the field equations,
but the derivation given above helps us to understand their meaning and
may suggest further developments.

6.4 Lagrangian constraints and pre-symplectic
double forms

It is interesting to apply the pre-symplectic formalism described in Section 4.5
to the specific models defined in the preceding Sections. We consider first
the Einstein-Cartan theory of Section 5.1. The normal equations (6.5) do
not contain the “velocities” namely the structure coefficients, and therefore
coincide with the primary constraints. By sustituting them into eq. (4.79),
we obtain

0 = ke dwlt® A Wi A w! — kleikﬂd(w[ik] AWl AW
+3*1k26ikjnglmcz(w[ik] A Wbl A lmnl) 2]€5Xk627]]€. (6.62)

Since we have ks = 0 and the other coefficients k, k1, ks are constant, we
obtain immediately the pre-symplectic double form

O = —do = keiri dw™ A cZ(wj Awh) = 2ken;i dwl™® A dw? A Wt (6.63)

One must keep in mind that only the restriction of this form to the 3-
dimensional surface ¥ contributes to the pre-symplectic form Q(X).

In the scalar-tensor theory of Sections 6.1 and 6.2 the coefficients are given
by egs. (6.25) and (6.30) and the normal equations contain the structure
coefficients through the fields ¢ and x. In order to obtain the constraint
equations, we have to express them as functions of the “canonical momenta”
04, for instance (for m # 1,2) by means of the equations

"R A)i(Ay)og, = 24(m — 2)(m — 1) L™, (6.64)
"R (A)i(Ay)o = 12a0™ 2", (6.65)
that follow from eq. (6.5). Remember that the vector fields A, are uniquely

determined by the 1-forms w®.
In this way we obtain the pre-symplectic double form

O = 2_26ikj162(¢m_1) A dwl® A wi A w! + 272 e dwl™® A d(wi A Wh)
—272(m — 1) eud(6™ 1) A d(Wl™ A wi A W)
—2ad(¢™ %) A dn. (6.66)
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If we introduce the new variables ® and @ by means of eqs. (6.32) and
(6.38), after some calculations, we get

Q' = 2 2655, dot™ A d(Dw? A wh) — 2ad(DXF) A diy. (6.67)

Through this change of variables (that depends on m) we have obtained a pre-
symplectic form that, as the field equations, does not contain the parameter
m. This means that m should also be absent in an hypothetic quantized
theory, as soon as a parameter ¢ is not introduced.

If n > 10, namely if internal gauge fields are present, one has to take into
account the primary constraint following from eq. (5.12), namely

Z'(A[ik})O'a = i(Ab)Ua = 0. (668)

The contribution of the internal gauge fields to the pre-symplectic double
form is formally unchanged, namely

Q' = dw” A do,, (6.69)

but it is defined in the submanifold I". It may be difficult to find the con-
nection with the primary constraint of the usual formalism in the spacetime
M. It is based on a different choice of the unconstrained phase space I', but
what is relevant is the physical phase space.

If there is a scalar field = of the kind described in Section 5.3, from eq.
(5.28) we obtain the primary constraints

i(Ap) 7 = i(A)7® =0 (6.70)
and the contribution to the pre-symplectic double form maintains the form
Q' = d=" A dn. (6.71)

Finally, we have to consider the Dirac fields. Eq. (5.37) does not contain
the “velocities“ and therefore provides directly the primary constraint. The
contribution to the pre-symplectic double form is

Q = —idVTCHy' A dOn;. (6.72)

A new feature is that the fields ¥ are anticommuting and this expression does
not vanish because the matrices Cy%, according to eq. (3.15), are symmetric.
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Chapter 7

Classical field theories with
Sp(4,R) symmetry (not
complete)

7.1 Higher symmetries and a substitution rule

In Section 2.5 we have introduced the geometric symmetry group of the field
equations F¢ and in Section 3.3 we have suggested that it is a subgroup of
the symmetry group GL(4,R) of the cone 7. In the present Chapter we
deal with field theories with a geometric symmetry group F¢ larger than the
Lorentz group. In this way we introduce the new fundamental constant ¢.

A detailed analysis of the possible geometric symmetry groups containing
the Lorentz group was given in ref. [6]. Since at that time the explicit forms
of the cone 77 and of its symmetry group were not known, one had to
consider all the sugroups of the group GL(10,R) containing all the linear
transformations of 7 and a definite choice could not be obtained. In this
analysis the most relevant group GL(4,R) was omitted and an erratum [6]
was published to correct this mistake.

The higher symmetry theories should not contradict the normal Lorentz
symmetric theories treated in Chapter 5 in their range of validity. Einstein’s
General Relativity has been confirmed with high precision by laboratory
experiments, for instance on the equivalence principle, and by accurate ob-
servations of the planetary system and of the binary pulsars. For an updated
review, see ref. [109]. The Einstein-Cartan theory is not, at present, ex-
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perimentally distinguishable from General Relativity and we prefer it in the
present notes only because it gives a more symmetric treatment of energy-
momentum and spin, in agreement with the equity principle (see Section 2.4).
Also the Brans-Dicke scalar-tensor theory cannot be distinguished from Gen-
eral Relativity if the parameter w is sufficently large.

There is some possibility for modifications of Einstein’s gravitational the-
ory at very small distances, or very large curvatures, and at very large dis-
tances, which appear in the galactic and cosmological observations. It may
look strange that the phenomena at very large distance can be influenced by
the introduction of a very small fundamental length. It is possible, however,
that very small local effects due to the fundamental length accumulate over
very long distances giving observable effects. This idea has been discussed,
in a different context, in ref. [111].

In the search of new theories, it is important to take into account a
“correspondence principle” that requires that the old theory is, in some way,
a limit of the new theory. The simplest example is the nonrelativistic limit of
a relativistic particle. If we consider the particle Lagrangians as differential
1-forms and we reintroduce the symbol ¢ for the velocity of light, we have

lim (—me*(1 = ¢ 2[[%|*)2dt + d(mct)) = 27 'mx|%dt,  (T.1)
namely the limit of the Lorentz invariant Lagrangian, after the subtraction of
a divergent exact form, gives the nonrelativistic Lagrangian. The contraction
of the Lorentz group is the Galilei group and under the Galilei transformation

X — X+ Vit (7.2)
we have
27 m||x||?dt — 27 'm||x||?dt + d (mv “X + 2’1mHvH2t) : (7.3)

We see that the new Lagrangian is quasi-tnvariant, namely invariant up to
an additional exact form that does not affect the equations of motion.

We could expect a similar situation when we consider the normal limit
¢ — 0 of a theory with higher symmetry, but the Lagrangian forms of the
normal theories examined in Chapter 5 are not quasi-invariant with respect
to any of the contracted transformations given by egs. (3.81) and (3.82). This
remark could be discouraging, but we have to consider that our problem has
some more complications. In particular, as we have remarked in Section 3.7,
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the higher symmetry group is spontaneously broken and there are several
nonsymmetric vacuum states. It follows that it is not sufficient to consider
the limit £ — 0, but one has also to choose one of the degenerate vacuum
states. The new Lagrangian should approach the old Lagrangian only for
configurations which are, in some sense, near to one of the vacuum states,
that becomes the unique vacuum state of the old theory. In this way the
quasi-invariance of the old Lagrangian with respect to the contracted high-
symmetry group is lost.

In order to obtain a gravitational Lagrangian form with higher symmetry
by means of a minimal modification of a known Lorentz invariant Lagrangian
form of the kind considered in Chapter 5, one can rewrite the latter by using
the spinor formalism, namely introducing the forms w“?) and the structure
coefficients F| ((fQ(C py- The expression obtained in this way must also contain
the antisymmetric constant Lorentz invariant spinors Cyp and G 4p defined
in Sections 3.3 and 3.5, that, however, are not invariant under GL(4,R). A
Lagrangian symmetric under a larger group can be obtained by replacing
these constant spinors by antisymmetric spinor expressions obtained from
the structure coefficients by means of the rules of the spinor calculus. We
call this procedure the substitution rule.

Of course, the new expressions must be very near to the constant quan-
tities C' or GG in the physical situations in which the old theory is valid, in
particular in the Poincaré vacuum. As a matter of fact, it is impossible
to find an expression that replaces GG, because it is odd under space inver-
sion (represented by ~) while the Poincaré structure constants are invariant
under space inversion. Instead, a very natural replacement for C' can be
found in terms of the spinor t4p5 defined in Section 3.7 by eq. (3.89). If
we replace only €, we obtain a Lagrangian symmetric with respect to the
subgroup of GL(4,R) that leaves G invariant, namely the axial symplectic
group Sp(4, R) 4 introduced in Section 3.6. It is possible that theories invari-
ant with respect to GL(4,R) or SL(4,R), can be found in a more general
geometric scheme, but some new idea is necessary.

Actually, in the construction of Lagrangians symmetric with respect to
Sp(4,R) 4 it is convenient to use the 5-vector f, defined by eq. (3.93) instead
of the 6-vector t, equivalent to the antisymmetric spinor ¢4z, because we
have f; = 0 in all the theories cosidered in Chapter 5. With this choice, the
substitution rule takes thye form

C — ¢ 0" = ¢7'C(fa+ f'°) = C(u + iv'?), (7.4)
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where

6= (—fuf")?  Yu=0"fu Y= -1 (7.5)
As a consequence, we also have
Y5 =G'C = (Yays — ¥iY'). (7.6)

This substitution tends to an equality in the limit
W — 1 = (0,0,0,0,1), (7.7)

in particular when the geometry of S approaches the geometry of a principal
bundle of frames, as we have shown in Section 3.7. We are assuming the
inequality

(f2)* > fif', (7.8)

that is satisfied if the structure coefficients are not too different from the
structure constants of the Poincaré group. We cannot assume ¢, > 0, be-
cause a transformation of Sp(4, R) 4 can change the sign of this variable. We
shall often use an approximation in which the quantities 1; are infinitesimal
and ¢4 — 1 is infinitesimal of the second order.

The substitution rule can also be treated in a more abstract and general
way, also working for the matter fields. We indicate by Z all the geometric
objects and the other dynamical fields on which the Lagrangian A\ depends
and by A(a) the representation of Sp(4,R)a acting on them. A normal
Lagrangian form A(Z) of the kind treated in Chapter 5 has the Lorentz
invariance property

MA(a)Z) = N2Z), a€ SL(2,C). (7.9)

After the substitution rule, we obtain the new Lagrangian form A(Z, 1)) that
also contains the normalized 5-vector ¢ and is defined by

A(Z,t) = N(A(a)2), (7.10)
where a is an element with the properties
acSp(4,R)s,  Ala) = 1. (7.11)

Since the 5-vector @/A) is Lorentz invariant, this condition determines the ele-
ment a up to the multiplication on the left by an element of SL(2,C), but
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this ambiguity does not influence the result because A satisfies the invariance
relation (7.9). We have A(Z,v¢) = A\(Z) and

MA(@)Z, Ala)y) = N(Z,%),  a€ Sp(4,R)., (7.12)

namely the new Lagrangian is invariant under Sp(4, R)4. These two prop-
erties characterize the result of the substitution rule.

We can also apply the substitution rule to other Lorentz invariant ex-
pressions, to be used as building blocks in the construction of invariant La-
grangians. In particular starting from the 4-form 7 defined in Section 0.3 one
obtains

7](¢) = _(24)_1€4¢u’¢v’¢w’¢$’¢y€uvwwyw[uw5]/\W[UUIS}/\w[ww/S}/\w[ﬁB/S}. (713)

One can immediately see that this expression is invariant under Sp(4, R)4

~

and that n() = 7.
We shall also use the 3-forms

na(qu)) = Z(Aa)n(qu)) (714)
with the properties R R
m(zﬁ) = M, U[ik](@b) = 0. (7'15)
Another useful formula is
<a77(¢)> = — WAy = 2_1€6ikﬂw[m A M. (7.16)

7.2 Normal field equations and use of the sym-
metry property.

The Lagrangians studied in Chapter 5 have a particular structure that per-
mits a simpler treatment of the normal field equations. In the present Chap-
ter too, we consider Lagrangian of the form

A =dw® Aoy + A+ AM, (7.17)

where the quantities o,, A4, and AM contain, besides the forms w?, the field
¢ defined by eq. (7.5) and the fields
. i . A
Xo = Fis, Xi = Fj+2 IFZ-[[J]-Z]], Xjik] = Fiipg; +2 IF[EJk]][jl}' (7.18)

i
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Note that these fields are not exactly equal to the fields indicated by the same
symbols in egs. (6.1) and (6.2). They have similar properties, but transform
in a simpler way. After the application of the substitution rule, also the fields
1, appear in the Lagrangian. Instead of the fields ¢ and ,, one can use
directly the fields f,.

The derivatives of A with respect to the structure coefficients that appear
in the normal field equation (4.28) contain two contributions, one coming
from the exterior derivatives dw® and the other originated by the dependence
of A on the quantities f, and y,. The first contribution satisfies the normal
field equations automatically and the second contribution gives the condition

Ofu o Ofu o\ IXa o OXa o\
€ — € = 1
<MQW+8ﬂf)Aaﬁ+<MQw+aﬂf’AaM 0, (7.19)

or, more explicitly, by using the 5-dimensional tensor notation and egs. (3.93)
and (7.18),

v vww' _ v vww' _ Sw w'v’ w’ wov', [zx’5)
a ((5u€yy’ Oy, Eyy Oy €y’ + 0y €y Jw

x z'ww’ x’ zww’ w w'zx’ w’ wzz', ,[vv'5) O\
+(0y€yy — 0y €y — 0 €yy + 0 €y )w ) N ot
v’ Sww’ ww’ svv'Y, [zz’5
A (OO

(3 swe — 5%1’/5;5’,)“)[%,5]) A2 =0, (7.20)

uu! Yy’ X [uu's)

where a and (3 are irrelevant constant coefficients and
80, = V6%, — 88,6V (7.21)

We fix arbitrarily the indices u = v = y and x # 2/, and without loss of
generality we assume, for instance, that v # x. Then we chose v’ # y, x, 2’
and v' # v, x,2',y". We choose the other indices w,w’ in such a way that
y,y', v w,w are all different. Then only the first term of eq. (7.20) survives
and we have

oA

[ea’s) A 27— 0, 7.22
w ar, (7.22)

By reasoning as in the case of eq. (6.8) we obtain

on

a7, = O (7.23)
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In order to treat the second part of eq. (7.19), we write it in the form

oA
o~ (7.24)

(8505 — 8508)w” + (9585 — 85,07)w) A

We choose arbitrarily the indices a = ( and 6. It is always possible to put
€ =1 # «, 0 and we obtain

oA\
9
A = (. 7.25
S (7.25)
It follows that 9
=0. 7.26
v (7.26)

For the particular kind of Lagrangians we are considering, eqs. (7.23)
and (7.26) are equivalent to the normal equation (4.28). By introducing the
variables ¢, 1;, eq (7.23) can also be written in the form

O\
=0 7.27
o0, (720
oA
— =0. 7.28
- (7.28)
From eq. (7.17) and the normal field equations (7.23) and (7.26) we have
o\ ( O\ ) 71
= = 27" AP Ao (7.29)
OF s OF)s 5 K

in agreement with eq. (4.31). The subscript £ means that the partial deriva-
tive takes into account only the explicit dependence of A on the structure
coefficients and not the indirect dependence through the quantities f, and
YXa-

The conservation laws corresponding to the infinitesimal Sp(4, R)4 sym-
metry transformations play an important role in the following discussion.
As it is explained in Section 4.5, these transformations are generated by the
vector fields X, (in the phase space) that act on the dynamical variables
in the following way

X[uy}w[xzﬁ] = (5$gvzw[zy5} + (Szgvzw[xza _ 5$guzw[zy5} _ 5§guzw[’”5},
X[uv]¢ = O7 X[uv]ww = guwwv _ ngwiu
Xiuo] Xiwys]) = Gau0y X(zys] + Gyuls X(azs] = Jrv0uX(eys) — GyoluXfezs]- (7-30)
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According to eq. (4.41), this symmetry gives rise to the conservation laws

) = 0, Ou) = Oy + Oy, (7.31)
where
O = X A0y Oy = X 9o (7.32)

These conservation laws, are a consequence of all the field equations and
we want to show that, when all the other field equations are satisfied, the
normal equation (7.27) is equivalent to the following equation that sometimes
has an easier treatment and a more direct meaning;:

Y dBp = 0. (7.33)

We use the invariance property of A\, which, using the shorthand notation
introduced in Section 7.1, can be written in the form

O\

XA = X Z
[ur] w57+

3% v

or, more explicitly,

X[uv]‘l’ \yU + Xfue) (A vy )8A U
=27 Xy Flgw® A WP A oy + Xju)w®ia A + X Pz = 0, (7.35)

where egs. (7.26) and (7.29) have been taken into account.
By means of the normal field equation (4.29) and of the tangential equa-
tions (4.34), (4.35) and (4.36), we obtain

d(X[uv]\I/UﬂU) A \I’U(X[uv]wa) N Ty + d(X uv]wa) /\ Oa
+F ﬁX[uU}w /\wﬁ/\av%—X[ww oA + X[ 1/)w
—d(X[uU\I/ WU)—(X[M,} )/\Ta

+d(X[uU}wa) N0oq+ X[uv]wwaaT);} =0 (736)
and finally
O\
de[uv] + (guw¢v - ngzﬁu)w = 0. (737)

If the normal equation (7.27) is satisfied (as well as all the other field
equations) this is just a new proof of the conservation of 6. Conversely,
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if we assume eq. (7.33), we easily obtain the normal equation (7.27), as we
have anticipated above.

In the analysis of the field equations, a considerable simplification can
be obtained by choosing an adapted basis in the space 7 by means of a
suitable (global) transformation of the symmetry group Sp(4,R)4. In this
way, assuming the inequality (7.8), we can put, at a single distinguished point
5e€S8, fi=0ory; =0. At this point the Lagrangian form X is not affected
by the substitution rule. Besides A, also m, 04, 04, and 7, have, at the
particular point §, the same form they have before the application of the
substitution rule. In particular, the quantities 7 have the local form (4.68).

However, one has to be careful in dealing with expressions containing
derivatives with respect to 1; or other differential operators applied to ex-
pressions containing 1;: one has to compute the derivatives first and then to
put ¢; = 0. For instance, the field equations and the conservation laws may
contain new terms that do not vanish at the point s. In order to compute
them, we need the derivatives of various quantities with respect to 1; at the
point .

In some simple cases, these derivatives can be obtained directly or by
means of eq. (7.16). They can also be obtained by means of the covariance of
these quantities with respect to the infinitesimal transformations X[j4] given
by

XiigV =YgV,
Xgw! = —27 el gkl X[i4}w[jk] = 0tk 0t
Xugx; = =270 e XugXyjn = —Llejrixi- (7.38)
X7 = —2[7;4}77',
Xugo; = =271 Moy, Xugopyn = —Llejii'on,
XiiaOw) = ginija) — 9ijOwa,  XiayOjay = 0. (7.39)

By using the shorthand notation introduced at the end of Section 7.1,
since at the point § it is

Xiig¥x = gixVs = Giks Xy = ;i =0, (7.40)
we obtain, at the same point,
o or
B_wi = —2[7;4]71' — ﬁX[M}Z?
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Jdo; — _Qflgflejiklo.[k” _ %X[M]Za

ot
a;’f;fl = —lejpilor — 23 Xy Z,
00 00,
S = gik0pja — 9i0ma) — 55 X Z,
Ba — g — 2 Xy 7 7.41
oyt Uil oz “ri]4- (7.41)

In many situations the “old” theory, considered before the application
of the substitution rule, agrees with a good accuracy with the empirical
data. As a consequence, it is important to understand the conditions under
which the solutions of the “old” theory are also solutions of the “new” theory
obtained by means of the substitution rule. For these solutions we have
Y= zﬂ and the corrections to the field equations, proportional to derivatives
of ¢ vanish. However, the “new” theory has the additional normal equation
(7.27), equivalent to the conservation law (7.33), that in the case we are
considering takes the form dfj;5y = 0. If and only if it astisfies this equation
a solution of the “old” theory is also a solution of the “new” theory.

7.3 Two examples of Lagrangians invariant
under Sp(4,R) 4.

In ref. [6] two Lagrangians with Sp(4,R)4 symmetry have been suggested,
showing that the corresponding theories have the Poincaré vacuum solution,
besides the degenerate vacuum solutions obtained from it by the action of the
symmetry group. The existence of nonvacuum solutions was not investigated,
due to mathematical difficulties, and in the present Chapter we continue this
study using the concepts developed in the preceding Sections. We find that
these models are not completely satisfactory, but they provide a basis for the
construction of more acceptable theories.

We use the conventions we have adopted in the present notes and the
5-dimensional tensor calculus for SO(2,3)y described in Section 3.6. In par-
ticular we use the 5-vectors f,, 1, defined by egs. (3.93), (7.5) and the
notation wl“® for the 1-forms w®, in analogy with eq. (3.69). The index 5 is
added for compatibility with the 6-dimensional formalism and to recall that
the other two indices take the values u,v =0, ..., 4 and transform according
to S 0(2, 3) A-
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The first Lagrangian is
N = 20Ky Gt ooy ™) A w5 P 9],
M = Pl Guu v w0 A WA WS A Bl (7.42)

It contains the fields v, but not the field ¢ and the normal equation (7.28)
is trivially satisfied. We have seen in Section 7.2 that the normal equation
(7.27) is equivalent to the conservation of 0},,) and we do not need to consider
it. If the normal field equations are satisfied, we have

Oluvs] = _4£2kwxwyguu’gvv/w[xu,5] A w[yv’S]‘ (743)

In order to find the primary constraints, we have to express the quantity
Y310y, that contains the structure coefficients, in terms of the “canonical
momenta.” From eq. (7.43) we have

9" 6" i(Apurs) )i( Ayrs)) Oluns) = 2402k1,1b, (7.44)
and the pre-symplectic double form can be written as
Q' = —db = =202k gy Go dw™ A d(1h 1, w™® A WY, (7.45)

0 = —202ktpu1by G Gow A A W3 A BV, (7.46)
One can see that for ¥ = ¢ the Lagrangian (7.42) coincides with the
Regge-Ne’eman Lagrangian given in eqs. (5.1) and (5.2) with k1 = ko =
ky = 0 and k3 = k and the pre-symplectic form (7.45) coincides with eq.
(6.63). It follows that the model we are considering can be obtained from
the Regge-Ne’eman Lagrangian by means of the substitution rule.
The conserved 3-forms (7.32) are
H[C;v} - %(X[uv])el = ngw[ww’k’)} N Ofuw's] — guww[ww%] N Ovw's)
= _4€2k¢$¢y(guu’gm}’ - guv’gvu’)gww’w[v/wa A W[:BU%] A w[yw’S}' (747)
An important consequence is

P0G, =0 (7.48)

showing that a solution of the Einstein-Cartan theory is also a solution of
the theory we are considering if and only if dQ{Z[M = 0. From eqs. (4.69) and
(5.49) we obtain

Oy = Wk, dby = (AW — FLW® ) + oW g™ A . (7.49)
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In the model we are considering we have F,gj = 0 and ¢ = 1, but these
terms are necessary in the second model. We see that the condition is simply
W5 = 0.
From the conservation law (7.32) we obtain

dyp A GG, = v dol. (7.50)
and we see that if the 5H-vector ¢* is constant, the right hand side must
vanish. In order to discuss this equation with more detail, we choose an
adapted basis in T3S, so that at the particular point § we have 1 = 1 and
therefore, in the 4-dimensional Lorentz formalism,

9@-] =0, Hgk} = 2k (Gij€rtmn — Grj€itmn) W™ A W AW, (7.51)

A’ A Oy = 4k(9imO08 + Gind}08, — Grm0r 0% — Gend202) il A gy,
+k(gij€rtmn — Grj€itmn) Apg ' wP? A W™ A wI A W (7.52)

In the absence of Fermion fields, this expression must vanish and, after
some calculations, we find that the derivatives of ¢; must vanish too. If this
happens in a connected region of S, in this region we have v); = 0 and all the
equations coincide with the ones examined in Chapter 5. It is interesting to
consider a situation in which the Fermion fields are very small and therefore
1; is very small too and eq. (7.49) has an approximate validity. A comparison
of the preceding equations gives the approximate results, valid in an adapted
frame,

A WP =0, Apigth; = 0, Ay, = (2k) W0 g, (7.53)

From this equation we learn that the quantity W?, related to the Fermion
spin, is responsible for the appearance of nonvanishing (or nonconstant) val-
ues of ¢;. If in a connected region W® = 0, the theory is perfectly equivalent
to the Einstein-Cartan theory. We shall see in Chapter 9 that W? is ex-
tremely small if one excludes the interior of stars and the first few minutes
of the big bang. It follows that the model presented in the present Section
is in agreement with the observations.

Unfortunately, eq. (7.53) shows that T¥/® must be a constant and this
in an unacceptable condition on the Fermion fields. We conclude that the
model is (at least) incomplete and that other gravitatinal degrees of freedom
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must be introduced in order to obtain a correct matching of the two sides of
eq. (7.50). The first candidates are the fields x, defined in eq. (7.18), as we
discuss in the following Section.

The second Lagrangian proposed in ref. [6], symmetric under total dilata-
tions as in eq. (6.55), is

M= —2712¢™ 1 (Yathy + (M — 1) gay) Guw G de!™®) A wl™ P A 193]
M = 272024, 1hy D G €t 20 A WL A IUSL A ST (7 54)

One can see that for ¢ = zﬂ it coincides with the Lagrangian studied in
Sections 6.1 and 6.2 with

k = 2—2¢m—1’ kl — 2—2(m _ 1)—1¢m—1’
ky = —£2]€1, ks = 272¢m7 ky = ks =0. (755)

Note that the field ¢ is defined in a different way. If we also take the limit
¢ — 0, we obtain the model of Section 6.2 without the cosmological term and
the Lagrangian A\X proportional to k5. We have shown in Section 6.1 that a
model with k5 = 0 has problems if massive particles are present and is, in
any case, in disagreement with observations that suggest a very large value
of the parameter w.

In analogy with the first model, we have

Oluvs] = _£2¢M71(wxwy + (m - 1)7lgxy)guu’gvv/w[xu,5] A w[yv’5]7 (756)
e[ﬁv} = _€2¢m71w1wy(guu/gvv’ - guv’gvu’)gww/w[vlws} A w[xuls} AN w[ywls} (757)

and eqs. (7.48) and (7.50) are valis also in this case.
It is interesting to examine, as in the first model, the approximate explicit
form of eq. (7.50) for small values of W® and of v; and we obtain

AW? = FlngE’; Apiw; = 0, Ay = 20" WP gsy.. (7.58)

In this approximation the scalar-tensor theory of Sections 6.1 and 6.2 is
approximately valid an we can use, eq. (6.41) to obtain the relation

Ay WP = F, = —wAyIn®, &= C(W?) ¥, (7.59)

where C'is a constant. This means that in an empty region, where W° — 0,
we have ® — oo or & — 0, according to the sign of w. This unacceptable
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feature can be avoided only if 1/w — 0 (as it is suggested by the astronomical
observations) namely if & = 1/3. In the model we are considering, without
the additional term (6.3), we have a = 0 and w = —3/2. This argument
suggests that we have to add to the Lagrangian the additional term (6.3)
with the appropriate coefficient.
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Chapter 8

Test particles in geometric
fields (not ready)

See ref. [8,10,21,22,24].
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Chapter 9

Cosmological applications (not
ready)
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Chapter 10

Graded field algebras and
antiderivations (not ready)

See ref. [15].
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Chapter 11

Quantum fields in a fixed
geometric background (not
ready)

See ref. [12,16,17].
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