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Physics and Geometry from a Lagrangian: Dirac Spinors on
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Abstract

We clarify the structure obtained in Hélein and Vey’s proposition for a variational prin-
ciple for the Einstein-Cartan gravitation formulated on a frame bundle starting from a
structure-less differentiable 10-manifold lﬂ} The obtained structure is locally equivalent to
a frame bundle which we term “generalised frame bundle”. In the same time, we enrich the
model with a Dirac spinor coupled to the Einstein-Cartan spacetime. The obtained varia-
tional equations generalise the usual Einstein-Cartan-Dirac field equations in that they are
shown to imply the usualy field equations when the generalised frame bundle is a standard
frame bundle.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Introduction

The theory of General Relativity models spacetime as a 4-dimensional differentiable manifold.
The gravitational field is encoded in a linear connection and provides geometrical structure to
the manifold. In the original approach, a Lorentzian metric models the gravitational potential
and the gravitational field corresponds to the associated Levi-Civita connection. The variational
formulation of the theory is due to Einstein and Hilbert [17]; the dynamical field is the metric
and the Lagrangian density is simply the scalar curvature (multiplied by the pseudo-Riemannian
density).

Following the development of the framework of differential geometry as well as research on
General Relativity, alternative formulations were discovered. The Palatini formulation of General
Relativity relaxes the relation between the linear connection and the metric. This allows for a
first-order formulation of gravity. A variant of this formulation uses the tetrad formalism: the
metric field is replaced by a frame field which defines the metric for which it is orthonormal and
an orientation. Since the metric field is a quadratic function of the frame field, the tetrad can
be thought of as a “square-root of the metric”. It is non-unique and is in fact subject to a SOi”ﬁ3
gauge freedom.

The Einstein-Cartan theory is the case where there is a Lorentzian metric and the connection
is required to be metric but torsion is allowed. The corresponding geometry on spacetime is suit-
ably understood in the framework of Cartan geometry |23]. Differences with Einstein’s original
theory manifest themselves when the gravitational field is coupled to spinor fields, since they act
as a source for the torsion field. One simple example is the Einstein-Cartan-Dirac theory which
couples the Einstein-Cartan gravitation with a Dirac spinor. The usual variational treatment of
spinor field theories in a dynamical spacetime uses a tetrad in order to allow variations of the
metric structure while the coefficients of the spinor fields remain “constant”. When a tetrad is
used instead of a metric, the theory is called Sciama-Kibble theory [11, 120].

The theory we discuss in this paper stems from the idea of formulating gravitation not on
spacetime itself but on the frame bundle of spacetime. This frame bundle forms a principal
bundle above spacetime and General Relativity and its generalisation can be understood as gauge
theories for the Poincaré group [8, 12]. As such, our theory can be likened to the Kaluza-Klein
theories in which a theory on a principal bundle induces a field theory on the base spacetime
manifold. More motivations come from the perspective of a quantum version of the theory. On
one hand, Lurgat suggested [15, 7] to consider interacting theories not on Minkowski space but
on the Poincaré group: this could allow for quantum particles to go out of their usually fixed
“spin shell”. On the other hand, since our theory only fixes the manifold structure of the frame
bundle, it is conceivable to obtain solutions with non diffeomorphic spacetimes. This possibility,
as well as its quantum implications, are left for further investigation.

In [12] Hélein and Vey, following [22], proposed an action defined on a (structure-less) 10-
dimensional manifold P such that under some hypotheses a solution of the associated Euler-
Lagrange equations defines:

¢ A 4-dimensional manifold £ over which P is fibred,
¢ A Riemannian metric and an orientation on &,

¢ An identification from the fibration bundle P — £ to the orthonormal frame bundle of &£,



o A metric connection on & satisfying the (Riemannian) Einstein-Cartan field equations.

As is already mentioned in [12], their model can be used with a Lorentzian signature (and
space-and-time orientations) but in this case both the construction of the fibration and the
mechanism giving the Einstein-Cartan field equations in vacuum require additional hypotheses
to work. The reason lies in the non-compactness of the (connected) Lorentz group. We argue
that there is another obstruction to the construction of the fibration P — £, even in Riemannian
signature. Indeed in this case the 4-dimensional base space £, obtained as an orbit space, can have
singularities and is not @ priori a smooth manifold. Our second point is that their derivation
of the field equations involves heavy computations on which we pretend a more geometrical
perspective can shed some light.

The aim of the present paper is twofold: we provide an extension of Hélein & Vey’s model to
Einstein-Cartan’s gravity coupled to Dirac spinors, and we take a very different approach to the
cancellation mechanism which allows the factor the obtained field equations to the underlying
spacetime.

The (tentative) principal bundle structure is constructed from a nondegenerate 1-form w @ «
with value in the Poincaré Lie algebra decomposed as 501 3 x R!3. The 1-form obeys the following
equations:

dw' + 3 [wAw]" = §Q§,Cab Aaf (1a)
1
da® +[wAa]” = QQZCab Aaf (1b)

From these equations it is possible to build a Lie algebra action on the manifold. In fact,
this mechanism is well known from the group manifold approach to supergravity |4, 13]. However
more hypotheses (of a global nature) are needed for the action to integrate to a Lie group action,
and for the fibration over the orbit space to form a principal bundle fibration. For this reason, we
will call “generalised frame bundle” a manifold equipped with such a coframe. We do not discuss
the comparison with standard frame bundles: it will be the subject of an upcoming publication.

In [12] field equations on the base manifold are obtained in the following way: one first uses
the Euler-Lagrange equations associated to the variation of an extra field that plays the role of
Lagrange multipliers. They allow to construct the frame bundle structure on the 10-manifold.
Then in order to deal with the remaining Fuler-Lagrange equations, associated to variations of
the fields w and «, a change of fibre coordinates is applied that amounts to choosing a local
frame on the four dimensional base manifold. This allows converting equivariant quantities on
the frame bundle to invariant quantities. In these coordinates the Euler-Lagrange equations
decompose into two terms: one is manifestly an exact divergence and the other one is invariant
under the group action. Integration along fibres allows concluding that the invariant part of the
Euler-Lagrange equations has to vanish, which turns out to be equivalent to the Einstein field
equations on spacetime.

Once a part of Euler-Lagrange equations is used to obtain the (local) frame bundle struc-
ture, we approach the problem of the field equations from a different perspective. Instead of
considering the Euler-Lagrange equations corresponding to field variations associated with a lo-
cal trivialisation and specific fibre coordinates, it is enough to consider variations of the fields
which are equivariant with respect to the action of the structure group. The calculations are in
a sense equivalent but our perspective makes it clear why and how the Euler-Lagrange equations
split into two terms that respectively give an exact term and the usual field equations on the
base manifold. With this insight it is simple to extend the theory to include spinor fields. One
peculiarity of the spinor theory thus constructed is that instead of starting from a spacetime and
a tetrad which connects the spacetime to a reference bundle in which spinor fields live, we start



from the tentative frame bundle, on which the spinor fields are maps to a fixed vector space, and
from there construct back the spacetime.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the physical Lagrangians for
the FEinstein-Cartan theory of gravitation with torsion, and its minimal coupling with a Dirac
spinor. Section [3 starts with a quick presentation of the structure of frame bundles and con-
nections thereon. We then motivate and define the structure of generalised frame bundles. Our
Lagrangian field theory is finally introduced in Section F in which we also derive the Euler-
Lagrange equations. The theory is defined on a structure-less 10-manifold which is meant to
acquire a structure of generalised frame bundle. We show in Section Bl that when the generalised
frame bundle structure is that of a standard frame bundle, the Euler-Lagrange equations im-
ply the Einstein-Cartan-Dirac field equations on the underlying 4-dimensional spacetime. The
derivation relies crucially on a cancellation mechanism, which allows decoupling out an exact
term from the Euler-Lagrange equations.

1.2 Notations and conventions

We will make free use of the Einstein convention:

as well as of the so-called “musical” isomorphisms raising and lowering indices through a metric
that will generally be implicit (as long as there is no ambiguity). The convention for the order
of the indices will be to keep the relative order of upper indices and lower indices, and place
upper indices before lower indices. For example given a tensor 1™, the corresponding totally
covariant and totally contravariant tensors are

T‘r,uv = gTwTw,uu
TTTP . gT“gp”T”W

given a metric g on the space in which the indices 7, u,v live. The metric and the inverse
metric will be both written with the same symbol, but we will generally use the Kronecker delta
ot = gt g,, for the identity which is the corresponding endomorphism of both covariant and
contravariant vectors.

We will write 7,5 for the Minkowski metric on the Minkowski space R3, used at the same
time as an abelian Lie group and as an abelian Lie algebra. Our convention for the Lorentzian
signature is (+— ——) and for the Clifford algebras u-v+v-u = —2(u|v). We will be working with
the connected proper orthochronous Lorentz group SOf3 which we will just call Lorentz group.
Its Lie algebra is 501 3. The Poincaré group is isomorphic to the semi-direct product SOf3 xRL3
and its associated Lie algebra is s0q 3 x R

The differentiable manifolds we consider are always finite dimensional second countable Haus-
dorff.

We will be using for vector-valued differential forms a duality notation convention that is
described in detail in Appendix [Al

2 Spacetime with torsion: the Einstein-Cartan theory

We start with a very succinct presentation of the Einstein-Cartan theory of gravitation and its
coupling to Dirac spinor fields.



Einstein’s General Relativity In Einstein’s original theory, gravitation is modelled by the
curvature of a Lorentzian metric a the differentiable manifold modelling the spacetime. More
accurately, the Newtonian gravitational field is replaced by the torsion-free Levi-Civita connec-
tion associated to the metric, which defines the geodesic equation governing inertial trajectories.
Newton’s formula for the interaction between massive bodies and Poisson’s equation for the grav-
itational potential are replaced by Einstein’s field equation, which is a second order differential
equation, and the geodesic equation.

Einstein’s general relativity can be formulated as a Lagrangian field theory as follows: space-
time is modelled by a 4-dimensional manifold £ with a dynamical metric g of Lorentzian signature.
The (adimensional) Lagrangian is the Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian:

Zuglg] = Scal? vol? (2)

with vol the Lorentzian volume density associated with g and Scal? the scalar curvature.

Palatini’s Lagrangian It was then realised that a first order formulation is possible if one was
to consider as possible field a couple gathering the metric g itself and an a priori independent affine
connection V. This is called the Palatini formalism and exists in several variations, requiring
the connection to be metric or not (see |9, 10, 5]). In the case the connection is neither assumed
to be metric nor torsion-free an extra gauge freedom appears, the so-called projective symmetry
[9,15]. The Palatini Lagrangian is formally similar to (2]):

Lpalatinilg, V] = trg (Ricv) vol? (3)

Tetradic formulation Within the Palatini formalism, it is possible to make explicit a Lorentzian
gauge symmetry: this is the so-called tetradic Palatini formalism, in which the metric field is
replaced by a field of linear frames, or equivalently (in our case) coframes. The linear frame is
called a tetrad, or vierbein (vielbein in general dimension). The Einstein-Cartan theory (more
precisely Einstein-Cartan-Sciama-Kibble) [11] is the case in which the connection is assumed to
be metric but is allowed to have torsion.

The Lagrangian has a convenient expression if instead of working with the affine connection
on spacetime we use the image connection V on R x £ — &£ under the tetrad e® : TE — R13 < £.
Since R!3 x &€ is a trivial vector bundle, V has a global connection 1-form w and the Lagrangian
takes the following form:

b
1
Protradle, w] = n* <dw + 5 [wA w]> A e,()i) (4)

a
with

e 1% the inverse Lorentzian metric on R3,

dw + 3 [wAw] := R € Q2(£,End(R"3)) the curvature endomorphism of V,

el(j)) the dual 2-forms as defined in Appendix [Al

This is the form of the Lagrangian we will be using.



The Einstein-Cartan field equations The field equations are the Euler-Lagrange equations
associated to the Lagrangian (). They take the following form:

1
R nel) =0 (5a)

T4 A el =0 (5b)

with T¢ = de? + [w,€]? the torsion of the affine connection, transported back to a V-valued
2-form.
These equations are equivalent to the more usual equation

2Ric” —trgRic”n =0 (6a)
along with a similar equation on torsion (after multiplication by 1/2)
T+2tr(T)ANid=0 (6b)
Einstein-Cartan-Dirac theory The Einstein-Cartan theory can be coupled to dynamical
Dirac spinors. We need to introduce the relevant structures:
1. ¥ is an irreducible complex module over the Clifford algebra Cl; 3,

2. 5013 < Cly 3 acts on ¥ by endomorphisms ¢ which preserve (infinitesimally) a hermitian

product (1 |¢2) =: 192,
3. 4% : RY3" — End(X) represent the action of dual vectors on the spinor module,
4. The End(X)-valued 3-form 73 = y2e(¥.
Let 9 be a X-valued field on £. Its covariant derivative takes the form
dp + wirolep
The Einstein-Cartan-Dirac Lagrangian is the following: [

1 /- _ _ _
Zioplesw, ] = n" Ry Aefy) = = (7@ A (A +wioly) + (A6 +wf5hd) Ay ®e) +mP e
(™)

with &% the transpose of o?.

Einstein-Cartan-Dirac equations The field equations are the Euler-Lagrange equations cor-
responding to the Lagrangian (7). Using a notation Vi) = dw+wga—3w for the covariant derivative,
they take the following form:

1/- . _
n*RY A 65(121 =3 (1/1’7°€£2d) AVY — Vi) Ay egz)w) + mwwef) (8a)
1 -
T A e = TR R A (8b)
1
—~BAVY + 57“1/1Tb A aﬁ) —my =0 (8¢)

LA careful physical coupling between the two terms would use coupling constants.



Our manipulations will be clearer if we use “generalised tetrads” which are isomorphisms
between T'€ and a fixed reference vector bundle V. This is also convenient from a geometric
perspective since their global existence does not require spacetime to be parallelisable. |4 The
Lorentzian product 7 is thus replaced by a product n of Lorentzian signature on the vector bundle
V. The 1-form w is replaced by a non-trivialised connection on V.

The theory we want to study is a version of the Einstein-Cartan-Dirac theory formulated on
a “generalised frame bundle”. This structure is introduced in the following section.

3 Frame bundle, Ricci curvature and torsion

In this section we recall the framework of frame bundles and introduce that of the so-called
“Generalised Frame Bundles”.

3.1 Frame bundles
Structure of frame bundles

We start with a brief reminder on the structure of the bundle of orthonormal frames. A general
reference is [13]. Everything done in this section applies in a straightforward manner to any
metric signature and to unoriented frame, time-oriented frame and space-oriented bundles as
well as to spin (and pin) frame bundles.

Let us start with an n-manifold M, provided with a metric g of signature (p, ¢) as well as an
orientation. The bundle of positive orthonormal frames SO* (M) = M has as underlying set

U {0 (. Ert o)}

with 7, , the metric of signature (p, ¢) on RPT%. It has the structure of a SOp -principal bundle.

On the other hand, there is the bundle of linear frames GL(M), which is defined similarly
but using vector space isomorphisms. It is equipped with a “canonical soldering form” [13, [16]
defined according to the following diagram:

TGL

T GL(M /VGL wx

The canonical soldering form restrics to a “soldering form” on SO (M), which we now define:

Proposition 3.1. Let G be a Lie group with an action on R™. Let P T M be a G-principal
bundle. There is a natural equivalence between the following data:

1. A G-equivariant bundle map P — GL(M) to the bundle of linear frames of TM,
2. A G-equivariant, horizontal R™-valued 1-form o on P which is onto R™ at each point.

3. A vector bundle isomorphism TM P x g R".

2Note however that the existence of a (real) Spin structure on a noncompact Lorentzian manifold requires it
to be orthonormally parallelisable [6].



Proof. The mapping 1. = 2. is simply pulling back the canonical soldering form of GL(M). It
gives a G-equivariant form which is also horizontal (since the bundle map maps vertical vectors
to vertical vectors). The inverse mapping is constructed as follows: since a : TP — R" is
horizontal, it factors to a map 7*T'M — R™ which has to be an isomorphism over each point of
P. This gives the following commutative diagram of vector bundle above P

TP —*— PxR"

T
dm -5

T TM

with the factorised map which is G-equivariant. It thus defines above each point p of P a vector
space isomorphism R"” -N%Tw(p)M , and this in a smooth and equivariant fashion: this is exactly
an equivariant bundle map P — GL(M).

The mapping 2. = 3. is done by factoring the G-equivariant map 77T M =3P x R™ under
the quotient by G: this gives a vector bundle isomorphism above M : 7*TM/G = TM =P x gR".
The inverse mapping is just pulling back under the bundle fibration P = M the isomorphism
TM =3P xg R™ and composing with the natural trivialisation 7 * (P xg R") = P x R". O

Datum 1. is a reduction of structure group of GL(M) along G — GL,; we call a form
satisfying the properties of 2. a soldering form.

Spin structures

s+ : : (73 EY I} + s+
A Spin,, -structure is given by a “lifting” of the so-called structure group SO, , to Spin, ;. In
other words, given a metric and a space-and-time orientation, it is defined by a Spin;q—principal

bundle P — M with an equivariant bundle map P — SO (M). B According to Proposition B.1],
the mapping P — SOT(M) is equivalent to the data of the solder form pulled back to P:
the Spin;q—structure corresponds to a principal Spin;q—bundle equipped with an nondegenerate

horizontal RP-?-valued 1-form which is equivariant for the action Spin;; ¢ SO;; -

Connection forms

A (principal) connection 1-form on SOT (M) (hereafter connection form) is given by an so,, ,-
equivariant 50, ,-valued 1-form B w on SO+(p, q), which is normalized for the action of soy, 4.
Namely, writing £ € T(T'SO™(M)) the action on M of an element ¢ € so0, ,, the normalisation

condition is
w(§) =¢ (9)

A connection form defines an Ehresmann connection (horizontal distribution) given by its ker-
nel. The equivariance of the form ensures that the horizontal distribution is equivariant. The
combined data of

w®a € QYSOT(M),s0,,, xRPY) (10)

is called a Cartan connection form, or affine connection.

3Note that a similar lifting of the positive linear frame bundle to a principal bundle with the connected double

cover of GL;} as structure group induces a Spin;q—structure for every metric and space-and-time orientation.

4This is different, although related, from the w used in Section [@ which is a 1-form on £ and not P.



Tensorial forms

Similarly to the identification 7*T M =3 SO™" (M) x RP4, the solder form induces an equivariant
trivialisation of the pullbacks of tensor bundles to SO™ (M):

7 (TM®* @ T* M®') — RPI®F g RP*®!

As a consequence, any tensor-valued differential form on M pulls back to SO™ (M) to a differential
form with values in a trivialised bundle, which is a horizontal (contracts to 0 with any vertical
vector) and equivariant form. Such forms on SOT (M) are called basic or tensorial Ff and are in
bijection with forms of the corresponding tensorial type on M. We write

. + Rk *Q®l SOT,S
. (SO (M), RPI®F @ RP4 )
for the space of RP9®% @ RP-7*®!_yalued tensorial forms. There is the following more general

result:

Proposition 3.2 (|13], Example I1.5.2). Let G be a Lie group acting on a vector space ¥.. Let
P — M be a G-principal bundle: there is an associated vector bundle P[X] := P xg % of fibre X.
There is a natural bijection of graded vector spaces

QF(M, P[X]) < QF (P, %)¢

hor

The equivariance criterion

Equivariance under the connected group SOf3 is equivalent to equivariance under so; 3, which
can be written as follows for a RP4¥% @ RP-4*®_yalued form 1 on SOT(M):

VE €50y, (dig+igd)p +&-9=0 (11)
Since 1) is horizontal, Equation (I is equivalent to
(igd+ &)Y =0

Since w vanishes on the horizontal directions, is normalized (Equation (@) and since a® span
the horizontal forms, the infinitesimal equivariance can be equivalently written as

di) +w -9 = Szat (12)
where 7 are multi-indices, o form a basis of the horizontal forms and Sz are (variable) coefficients
determined by o.

Covariant derivative

Given a RP4%%F @ RP*®!_yalued tensorial k-form ¢ on SO (M), it has a covariant derivative
which is defined as

A 1= dop + w - € QP (so+(M), RP19k Rp«q*@)

with w - ¢ implying a wedge product on the differential forms. The form d“%) is a tensorial
(k + 1)-form of the same type and therefore corresponds to a tensor-valued (k + 1)-form on M.

5There seems to be an ambiguity regarding this terminology. [13] uses “tensorial forms” and calls “pseudoten-
sorial” equivariant forms without any horizontality requirement; [16, [14] uses “basic forms” and calls “semibasic”
horizontal forms without equivariance requirement.



Curvature and Torsion forms

To a principal connection w on SO™ (M) are associated its torsion 2-form © € Q2(SO™ (M), RP+)
and its curvature 2-form Q € Q2(SO* (M), s0,,,) defined by

O =da+tw-a (13)
Q= der%[w/\w] (14)
with
(w-a)(X,)Y)=wX) alY)—w(lY) ao(X)
~—— e N
S0p. g RP:q 50p.q RP:q
and

% lw A w] (X,Y) = [w(X),w(Y)]

They both are horizontal and equivariant and are as such associated to fields on M.
We will be using throughout the following indices convention:

e indices a,b... used for RP9,
e indices 7, j ... used for so, 4,
o indices A, B... used for so, ; xRP"4,

e indices a, ... used for the spinor module .

3.2 Generalised Frame Bundles

In this section we define the structure of “generalised frame bundles”, a characterisation of the
local structure of the total spaces of frame bundles equipped with a principal connection. In
particular, it does not involve a group action nor a locally trivial fibration. The definition will
rely on the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3. Let p,q € N and let P be a smooth manifold. Assume it is provided with a
1-form w = w @ a € Q (P, s0, ; xRP9). Assume furthermore that w defines a coframe, namely
a vector bundle isomorphism TP—5P x 50, g XIRPD,

Then the following assertions are equivalent:

1. There exist (variable) coefficients ., ©%, such that
1
da® +w-a= §@§Cozb A af (15a)
i 1 i 1 i b c
dw' + 5 [wAw]" = §cha A« (15Db)

7

2. The map £ € s0p 4 — £ =w 1(£,0) € D(TP) defines an action of the Lie algebra S0y, 4 ON
P for which w is equivariant.

Remark. 1. Equations (I3 can be gathered into a single equation
1 1
dw? + 5 (@A w]? = 59{10/’ Aaf (16)

using the notation Q4 gathering both ©¢ and .

10



2. Such a structure was already defined in [1] but for different geometrical purposes. They
write the equivalent condition

V€ e 50p,qac € 50p 4 xXRP9, [éa E] = [ ad

with ¢ € 50, XRP? s ( := w™1(() € T(TP),

3. The action of the Lie algebra so, , is necessarily free.

4. Since there is no distinction between the Lie algebras so, ; and spin, , the local structure of
a generalised frame bundle cannot make the distinction (it requires global considerations).

Proof. We are going to prove the following: V¢so, 4, Lzw + & = 0 if and only if @ satisfies
Equation (I6]). The former implies that

VE € 50,4, C € 50,4 xRPY[EC] = [£,(]

and therefore that € define an action of 50, 4 0N P.
Let £ € s0, 4. Then we compute

Liw = (z’gd + dig-) w = igdw + d§ = igdw
and
ig [w N w] = 2[¢, @]
so that
ig (dw—l—%[w/\w]) =Liw+{-w

To conclude, it is enough to remark that ig (dww + 4 [w A w]) vanishes for all £ € so,, 4 if and
only if it is purely horizontal, namely it decomposes over the horizontal 2-forms a® A a®. |

Definition 3.4 (Generalised frame bundle). Let P be a smooth manifold. The structure of a
generalised frame bundle of signature (p,q) on P is the datum of a sop , xRP%-valued coframe

A satisfying Equation (I0).

. . . . 1
Remark. The existence of a s0,, ; X RP*%-valued coframe on P requires it to be of dimension %

with n = p + ¢, and furthermore to be parallelisable.

It is straightforward from the definition that a frame bundle equipped with its soldering form
a® and a connection form w® has a structure of generalised frame bundle.

A generalised frame bundle has an action of the Lie algebra so, , and a decomposition of its
tangent bundle into horizontal and vertical parts:

TP =VP & HP

a=0 w=0
~S504, ~R"™

It has enough structure to define the following objects, which coincide with the standard
notions in the case of a usual frame bundle:

o Basic vector fields which are so, s-equivariant maps P — R4,

e Basic tensor fields or more generally basic sections of associated vector bundles which are
50, g-equivariant maps P — M into a linear representation M of so, 4. In particular for
spinor modules there are basic spinor fields.

11



o Covariant derivative of basic sections (and vector bundle-valued forms) which are computed
using
d¥ :=d+wA

e Clurvature and torsion computed from w = w & a:
A Al A
Q% :=dw +§[w/\w]
The a components correspond to the torsion while the ¢ components correspond to the
curvature. It is by hypothesis a horizontal so,, ; xRP-?-valued 2-form, which is always so, 4-

equivariant. In particular, it is possible to formulate Einstein’s equation on a generalised
frame bundle.

The notation d“ will be freely used for arbitrary forms with values in a representation of
50, 4, DOt necessarily horizontal or equivariant.

Equivariant quantities on P can be characterised using the following lemma, which is the
generalised frame bundle version of the equivariance criterion of Section B.Ik

Lemma 3.5. Let M be a representation of sop, 4 and (P,w = w @ a) be a (s0p, ; xRP9)-valued
generalised frame bundle. Let W be a M -valued horizontal k-form on P. Then W is sop q-
equivariant if and only if AU 4+ w A W is horizontal, in which case it is necessarily equivariant.

Proof. The argument is almost the same as for the proof of Proposition 3.3 Let £ € so0, 4, and £
be the associated vector field on P. Then under the assumption mentioned in the statement,

LV = (igd + dig) U = igd¥ +0

and
i,;:(w/\\ll):w(f)\ll—w/\ig—q/:,g.\p_i_o

One thus concludes that LU + £ - ¥ vanishes for all § € so0,, 4 if and only if d¥ +w A VU is
purely horizontal.

If this is the case, then since £ commutes with d, d¥ is equivariant and so does w A . As
a consequence, dV + w A W is equivariant. O

Remark. The lemma and its proof hold even when the coframe is not a generalised frame bundle,
defining equivariance in this case by the characterisation used in the proof.

The question of relating and comparing generalised frame bundles to usual frame bundles is
discussed in [18] and will be the subject of an upcoming publication |19]. We now have all the
tools in hands to introduce our Lagrangian theory and study it.

4 Einstein-Cartan-Dirac theory on a generalised frame bun-
dle

We want to build a Lagrangian field theory on a 10-dimensional manifold P such that its solution
endow P with the structure of generalised frame bundle which satisfies (a generalised frame
bundle version of) the ECD Equation (). The model we construct does not satisfy the “natural”
generalised frame bundle version of the equations, however we will show in Section[Hlthat (part of)
the Euler-Lagrange equation imply as expected the ECD equations when the generalised frame
bundle is a classical frame bundle.
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4.1 The Lagrangian

Let us recall the ECD Lagrangian using trivial tetrads on a 4-manifold &:
. 1/- -
Zicplesw, ] = 1" Aef?) — 2 ($1D A (A + wioby) + (A +wihd) A DY)

Tetrads from a frame bundle perspective

The tetrad e is a vector bundle isomorphism 7€ R x £. We propose to replace R"3 x &
with an arbitrary vector bundle V' equipped with a Lorentzian product ny and a space-and-time
orientation. The corresponding “generalised” [ tetrad is a vector bundle isomorphism TV
Using the following chain of equivalences

1. Vector bundle isomorphism T& =V
—

2. GL,(R)-principal bundle isomorphism GL(E) +— GL(V) with GL(V) the bundle of linear
frames of V'
—

3. Equivariant embedding SO™ (V) “sot, GL(T¢)
= ’

4. Soldering form on SOT (V).

the tetrad is seen to be an equivalent datum to a soldering form on SO™ (V).
Since we want to handle spinors, V' will be assumed to be furthermore equipped with a spin
structure and we will consider a “spin frame bundle” Spin™ (V) with structure group Spinf3

instead of SO* (V). We will use indices I, J, ... for tensorial components in V (or V*).

The Einstein-Cartan term

replaced on V by niX R/ /\6521)(, let us express the pullback

Focusing first on the term 7% R? /\eg)
to Spint (V).
The term X R is a 2-form on P with value in A2V. The associated basic 2-form on Spin™ (V)
is
n*Qipt e O (Spin+(V),A2R1’3)
with p;% : 5015 — End(R"?) the standard representation and Q' = dw’ + 3 [w A w]".

The term e(f}( can be understood as a A2V *-valued 2-form, and as such is associated to
oz,()i) €0} (Spin+(V),A2R1’3*)

As a consequence the term n{ Q7 A 652% lifts to

n"Qpih A agy (17)

6This is unrelated to the notion of generalised frame bundles.
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The Dirac term

We now want to express the pullback of a term
1 /- - _
5 (97 AV + V5 Ay D) —miyet

to Spin™t (V).
The spinor field ¢ corresponds to an equivariant map ¥ : Spin™ (V) — ¥ and its covariant
derivative corresponds to

AV =d¥ 4w ¥ € QL (SpinT(V),X)

The term is thus pulled back to

1 /- _
5 (\Iw<3> Ad®T + d¥T A 7<3>\p) — mIva® (18)

Lagrange multipliers

We want to define a field theory on a 10-manifold: we need for this a Lagrangian 10-form. Let
us turn the pulled back 4-forms into 10-forms:

. 1 /- _
(n“cﬂzpig Aal?) — 3 (\117(3) AdT + d°T A 7<3>\11) - m\I/\I/a(4)) Aw®
. 1 /- _
=n*Qip;b A wl()i) ~3 (\P'y(g) AdYT +d¥T A 7(9)\1') —mUPp(10)
with
MU

We want to define a Lagrangian theory on a structure-less 10-manifold P such that its solu-
tions provide P with the structure of generalised frame bundle and satisfy equations similar to
that of the ECD theory (8). The fields for this theory will be:

o A 5013 xRb3-valued coframe w = w & «,
e A Y-valued field ¥,
o Two extra fields we now introduce.

Aside from the (generalised) field equations we want to impose Equation (I6), defining a gen-
eralised frame bundle, and a similar horizontality condition on ¥ making it equivariant according
to Lemma To this end, we will introduce Lagrange multiplier fields:

o A field
PBC P — (5013 xRV3)* @ A2 (s01,3 xRY?)

which will be required to satisfy the following conditions:

1. P4 =0 (which will be replaced below by Equation (Z0)),

2. Pfc has compact support.

14



It will be involved in a term

1 1
3 BC <de +t5 [ A w]A) /\wg%
in the Lagrangian which will impose Equation (I6]) on o thus defining a generalised frame
bundle,
o A field

KY.p - %* ® 5071,3

of compact support, which will impose the equivariance equation on ¥ using a term
KY4“w A wgg)

Note that the term

1 1
§Pfc (de +t5 [ A w]A) A wg%

and the term .
"
have the same form. As a consequence, we define
Ky = 204" pig (19)
and replace the condition P§® = 0 with the condition
P = K 20)

in order to write ) )
BC A A 8)
§PA <dw +t5 [w A w] ) /\w%c
for the sum of the term with variable P’s and the term with £%, derived from the usual Einstein-
Cartan-Dirac Lagrangian. We will be using the following notation: BC to denote indices cor-
responding to components in A?so0; 3@ 5013 AR, namely components in the supplementary

subrepresentation to A’R!3. For example, PP are the unconstrained components of PFC.
This Lagrangian (without ¥ terms or K terms) was first introduced in [12].
The total Lagrangian we will be interested in is the following:

1 1
LNw, U, P,k] = inC (de +t5 [w/\w]A> /\wgé

(K'd“W — d“UK) A w”  (21)

%

|~

- 1 /-
- mwm0 - (\Iw<9> AdYT + d“ A 7<9>\11) n
(with the contracted spinor « index left implicit).

4.2 Deriving the Euler-Lagrange equations

We now derive the Euler-Lagrange equations associated to the Lagrangian (21]).
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Useful identities

Assume in this section P is equipped with a s0q 3 x RM3-valued 1-form @ = w @ o which defines
a structure of generalised frame bundle. We gather in this section a couple of identities which

will be useful in order to handle the Euler-Lagrange equations.

For this section, let M be any representation of the Lie algebra so; 3. Let ¥® a M-valued
k-form on P and ¥, a M*-valued map on P. Recall that we defined d“V¥ = d¥ + w - ¥ with
an implicit wedge product. Let u be any differential form on P. We will establish the following

formulae:
dwfg =Q%A dwgl)gc — chw(g)

dwwéi) =02 Anz(D

beD
d“a® = Qb A aﬁ)

d¥ (T A p) = (A“T) A 4 (—1)PT* Adp

The first computation uses the unimodularity of the Poincaré algebra :
the structure coefficients:

dw(} = ([dw) Aw{he
_ 1 <
= in[w/\w] Ny pe

1
= Q%A w,(471)30 - §CngD AN A w,(471)30
7 9 9 9
=09 w,(au)ec - (Cgcw,(q) - Cgcwj(g) + Cngé))
=Q9A w1(47])30 - CiBw(cg)

Next,

® _ _, k.d __(8) k.d __(8) _
Wwewy = —W Cpp @y, — W Cap @y =0

thus

d“’wéi) = dwz(;i) =0P A wz(;Z:)

The calculation for a,(f) is very similar:

d“’a,(f’) = daff) — cli’awi A aég)
=da’ A aﬁ) — Wi A algg)
= (0" — [w,a]") A a((fb) — Wt A aég)
=QbA al(j)) - ci-’dwi Aad A oz((j)) — c?awi A ozl()s)
=QA al(j)) — cﬁ-’bwi A agg)
=Q°A al(j))

For p a differential form, we obtain the following

cﬁB = 0 with CSB

dY (WA p) =d (PO Ap) +@- U A p = (dT) A p+ (=1 Adp
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Next we check the compatibility with invariant contractions:

d(T, T = (AU, )T + ¥,dv°
= (d“vw - \Il) T 4 U, (YT — - T)®
= (YU )T + U, (d“V)* — (- U)oU) + Vo (d“T — - T)
= (

d“w a)\Pa + U, (YT
In particular, for ¥ a M-valued k-form over P and v a M*-valued [-form, the following holds
A(tha AN TY) = (d“Pa) AT + (1)1 A (A D) (23)

We are now ready to derive the Euler-Lagrange equations.

Variations of P§¢

Let us derive the Euler-Lagrange equations corresponding to variations of the unconstrained PF¢.

Since the Lagrangian has an order 0, affine dependency in Pj BC , the equations are straightfor-
wardly derived:

1
<de+— [w/\w]A) A& =0
2 BC
or, more explicitly

1
<de +3 [ A w]A) A w,(s) =0

)

1
(de +3 [ A w]A) AN =0

Since (w?, w’) form a basis of the 1-forms, (wj(gé) form a basis of the 8-forms on P and as a

consequence the equations are equivalent to the existence of coefficients Q;i such that
A 1 c
dw” + 3 [ A w]? cha A« (24)

Namely, the coframe @w?® endows P with the structure of a generalised frame bundle. For the
derivation of the subsequent Euler-Lagrange equations, we will assume that this holds.

Variations of K¢

Similarly to the case of Py BC , the Euler-Lagrange equations with respect to K** are straightfor-
ward to obtain:

AU Aw® =0
namely, since (wgg), w,(lg))
such that

form a basis of the 9-forms on P, there exists coefficients S& € ¥ xR3”

d“wP = §8a (25)

According to Lemma [3.3], this is equivalent to ¥ being so; 3-equivariant.

"This is in fact not necessary for the remainder of the present section but will allow talking about equivariance.
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Variations of ¥

Since W is an arbitrary map with value in the vector space X, a variation can be represented by
an arbitrary map ® : P — X. The (C-antilinear) variation of Z[w, ¥, P, K| can be computed as
follows:

2Dy L@, U, P,K]- & = -~y A d*T — d“ Ay — d“BK A w'?) — 2md W10
— Py Ad*w —d (67@)\1/) + B~ (%9)\1:)
—d (@Kiwgg)) + édw(Kiwgg)) — 2mdUw 1Y)
As a consequence, the Euler-Lagrange equation associated to the variation ® of ¥ is

1 1 .
~57 N a4 Sa (vOw) - mw + 54 (Ki=) =0 (26)

Variations of w4

As it is a s01 3 xRb3-valued coframe, w? is a 507 3 xR13-valued 1-form satisfying an open non-

degeneracy condition. Therefore, its variations can be represented as a 1-form e € Q! (P, 5013 KR1’3).
We want the Euler-Lagrange equation corresponding to such a variation of w4.

First, we need to compute the variation of the forms wff) and wfg. For this, we compute
the variation of w(19):

(10) A A wff)

Dow “E=€

In order to compute waff), we use the following identity:

B 9 B__(10
w” A wg) =04 =19
which varies as follows under first order variations of w?:
B A wff) +@P A waff) c€= (SEGC A w(c?)
wB/\waff)-ezéffec/\wg’) —eB/\wff) :wB/\eC/\wff();
Since w is non-degenerate, this implies that
waff) ce=€e“ N wffé (27)
In particular, we obtain the variation of v(9):
'yaec A wff(}
Similarly, considering the variation of @w® A w? A wffg one obtains the expression

waffg ce=e“A w,(gl)ac (28)
We can now compute the variation of £Z[w, ¥, P, K] under the variation € of to. We make two
separate computations for the P term and the ¥ term. Let us introduce the following notation
for the action of so; 3 on 3:
0; 16013 — End(E)
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They are related to the of := i[’ya, ’Yb,]nb/b mentioned in Section 2] as follows:

1
501‘201? =0

In particular, the o; act on ¥ by anti-hermitian endomorphisms.
The variation of the P term is

%jw(QkA+kAw]) oL+ AL Nl )
:EPEC(&%AAwSé+eDAQAAaﬁ%D) (29)
—d( PROA Aw(8)> et Ade (2 o wg)c) + %PECGDAQA Aol
The variation of the term —1 (\117(9) AdYT — KHd“T A wgg)) is

1- 1- 1
R /\w(ig AT — Uy eig o + ~K'do; \Il/\w(g) + = sz“’\lf/\e /\w(g)
2 e 2 2 2 (30)

1 _ o _
= —5€¢" A (U @ A=) — 50070 + K (=509 + d°w A o))

The variation of the complex conjugate term is then the complex conjugate variation.
The variation of mU W10 is -
mU et A wff)

The Euler-Lagrange equation associated to .Z[w, ¥, P, K| with respect to variations of w?”
is therefore:

1 1 1, - _
d- < PEw <8)) + 5 PROQY Nl + 500 ¥ {00,y N — mUTw)
1 /- o _
= (Uya=w A @) - 6500 + K (~ho, 0 +d“w n =) (31)
1 _ o o _ ,
+3 (dwqu Ao + 6500w — (%\ngm —d“Tw) ) K ) =0

using the anticommutator notation {X,Y} := XY + Y X.

Proposition 4.1 (Euler-Lagrange equations). The Euler-Lagrange equations associated to the
Lagrangian ([ZI) are the following:

1
dw? + 3 [ Aw]? = cha Aaf (32a)
dvwh = 58 (32b)
1 (9) w L. (9) (10) 1w (i (9
—57® Adw + 5d (7 \P)—m\llw +5d (Kwi ):0 (32¢)

1
o (SrEte) PR Ay 1 Lo b (o0 -t
1 /-
- = (\Il'yadw\ll A w(8) + K° ( 5 J]\Ilw(g) +d¥W A w(s))) (32d)

(dw\wl\p Al - (h e — 4B A w)) KT) =0
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In the next section we present the mechanism which allows to interpret these equations as
a generalisation of the ECD field equations. In particular, there is a topological cancellation
mechanism which is crucial in order to decouple the physical fields from the Lagrange multipliers
Pf ¢ and K.

5 Derivation of the classical field equations

In this section, we show how the ECD field equations () can be derived from the Euler-Lagrange
equations ([32). This will be done under the assumption that the generalised frame bundle
structure defined by w? is a classical frame bundle. In this sense, the Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions ([B2dB2d) give a generalisation of the classical field equations to the framework of generalised
frame bundles.

5.1 Preliminary manipulations

Our analysis will allow decoupling the “physical fields” @, ¥ from the Lagrange multipliers P, K.
This is necessary since the Lagrange multipliers are coupled to differential terms as opposed to
the simpler case of holonomic constraints (of type f = 0).

To this aim, we will not use the Euler-Lagrange form of the variations of .Z. Let us separate

the PBC terms from the k% terms in PECd“e? A wgé:

1 1 o~
§Pfcd‘”€‘4 A w(g) = §Pfcdwe’4 (8) —|— QRdewel A wlgg)
1
= —PBde AN w(s) +d ( KICAYe A w1§8)> +eénd” (— bcw(s))

1 1
_ PBde Ane® +d< pedeel /\w(s)>+e A Lybeqoe®

1
2

o
~pBOgwed w@ +d ( KPd“el A w(g)) + €A 5;4?"(2[’ Aw?

We used d“k b‘ = 0 which is a consequence of /i ¢ being constants which are so; s-invariant
(defined at (IIQI)

Instead of the Euler-Lagrange equations (32dB32d]), we will use the following equations with
differential terms:

1 5o 1
§Pfcdwe’4 /\w(s) + €A QHfCQD ,()23 + —PfCeD AQA /\wgéD
1p T oaqwyg | W@ (®) i qw w3 i ®) )
5€ A (T d*V — d*Uy* V) A, p + (K'dYV — d“VK") Ay — 6% (K'o; ¥ — Vo, K*)
0

w
1
+ ¢ Ao} - d( PBCA/\WE/?):

_ /1 1 o _
—d (5%9) Adw = Sd* (7<9>\11) + mllfw(lo)) PR A w® = —d ((I)KZ A w§9>) (33b)
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5.2 Restricting the variations

We want to obtain fields equations from Equations (B233). We first assume that Equations (32a]
[B2D)) are satisfied, so that w? defines a generalised frame bundle structure on P. In particular,

both Q4 and d“W¥ are horizontal.
‘We now assume that this generalised frame bundle structure is that of a classical
spinor frame bundle P — £. We will show that in this case, we can obtain the ECD field

equations on &.

Remark. From a topological perspective, this is equivalent to requiring that the action of so0; 3
on P is complete, that it integrates to a free action of Spinf’3 and that this action is proper (|21],

Corollary 6.5.1).
We will restrict the considered variation €, ® in two ways:
1. € will be required to be horizontal: et = efab. This corresponds to restricting to a subset

of the Euler-Lagrange equations.

2. ¢4 and @ will be (provisionally) required to be Spinfg-equivariant. It will turn out that
the obtained equations manifestly extend [ to non-equivariant e, ®.

As a consequence of these hypotheses, both d“e# and d“® are purely horizontal (Lemma [3.5).
Therefore we obtain the following identities:
1 1
§Pfcdwe’4 A wgé = §nffd“’e‘4 A wgi)

%PECGD AQAN wgéD = %P}Zfﬁd AQAN wézzl
Kid“w A =0
UK Ay =0
K'd“d pnw” =0
eD/\d‘”\I//\wS)) =0

eD/\d“’\i//\wS;):O

We thus obtain the following equations:

1 - - 1 - -
5530 (6Z AQP A wz(;Z:) + e AQEA wz(;ZZl) - er A (I7*d9T — d“Ty W) A WS;)
(34a)

1. - _ 1 _ 55
+ 561 AT {o;, YD} — mITe A wgg) =d <§Pfce’4 A w%%)

1= 1 N = 1./ .
50 (-4 naw +a (1Ow)) - S(@OK = —mbwm00 — —2d (er7=l")  (34)

In order to decouple the two sides, we will need on the cancellation mechanism described in
the next section.

8Since the variational derivative of .Z in the direction (e, ®) is C>(P)-linear in (e, ®) and given that Spinfg—
equivariant maps generate all maps over C*°(P), restricting to equivariant variations does not weaken the set of

equations.
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5.3 The cancellation mechanism

The cancellation mechanism uses integration on Spinfg—orbits in order to decouple the left and
right sides of Equations (34)). It relies on the following Lemma:

Lemma 5.1. Let P be a manifold with an action of Spinfg. Denote by A the ideal of differential
forms vanishing on each orbit of Spinj 5. Let E € Q5(P) and P € Q°(P) such that:

o Fis Spinfg—invariant,

e P has compact support on every Spinfg-orbit,
e E=dP mod A.

Then E = dP =0 mod A.

Proof. Let O be a Spinfg—orbit of P; we see it as an immersed submanifold. Since dP has
compact support on O, so does E. They are thus integrable and

[E=[ar=0
o o

However, since E is Spinfg—invariant, it is either identically 0 or defines a volume form on O.
Thus F € A. O

Remark. It is possible to replace the group action of Spinf3 by a Lie algebra action of spin, 5
since the orbits always form immersed submanifolds (]16], Section 1.3).

We want to turn Equations (B4]) into an equation of the form involved in Lemma BEIl In
particular, we want 6-forms. We will be using the following notations

1
o4 = §chab At (35)
dv P = 582 (36)
A =eltab (37)
d“e’ = FPas (38)

as well as a bracket notation [abc] to denote normalised antisymmetrizing of the indices. Fur-
thermore, note that ¥ is Spinf3 equivariant and v is as well, as a contraction between the

Spinfﬁ—invariant ~v* and the equivariant wt(lg). As a consequence, 79 W is equivariant and
@ (O0) = MPz(0 (39)

with M# which are Spinfg-equivariant.
The idea is to factor out of a factor a*) from Equations (34)) in order to obtain equations on
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6-forms which hold on orbits. We will handle the different terms separately:
EAQP A wl(m)[) = e['ngd}w(fs) A a®
R A ol = i f
e Ad¥T A w((f;) = efaSb]w(G) Aa®
a(PEC A @) = d (1P etm?) = ad (Picdn) nat)
FYDANAYD =42 F,w® A @
4O A QTP = 49584,(0) A @)
q (7<9>\1,)ﬂ — MP© A 0@
e N {05,7 D} =€ {o5,7 I 0® A @
e A wlgg) = egw@ A a®

We used da(®) = 0 which is a consequence of (B2al). Note that the M# are non independent from
the S2.
We thus obtain the following equations

1 1 T QA0
3 fi (e[chd] +6[chd]) © _ _elfa (7" Sy) — Sy ‘I’)W(G)

o (40a)
+ 562\11{01',7“}@@(6) emIvw® = Qd( JceAw(s)) mod a®

J

1- _ -
f—tl)Sa "w® 4 ZEMw® — mPw® = —d (@szf)) mod o (40D)

These equations hold modulo a®, which vanishes on each orbit of Spinfg. Applying Lemmal[5.T],
we conclude that

1 - - 1 = = 1 .- _
hi (Ebegd] T eﬁyﬂid]) w® — 5€la (TY" Sy = Sy 0) W@ + 562‘1’{%7‘1}‘1’&1(6) ~m¥Pw©

=2d (P]C A (5)) = 0 mod a*

(41a)
lac a0 _ 1&nr,0 _ . &wew®) — a
f§®5a'y w') — §®Mw —m®Yuw'™ =0 mod o (41b)
As a consequence
1
aﬁfc (e AQEA wl(;) + el AQIA w£7))
1, /=
— 5 A (Uae A ) - d iy e Al ) (42a)
1 (9) 9) _
+§e Ao, YN — mUTe Ay =0
BC, ® ) —
d (2P AN ch) =0 (42b)
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e 1
@(5%”Adﬁﬂ—§&(¢”w)+mqum)=0 (42c)

hold for every equivariant and horizontal € and every equivariant ®. However since these
expressions are tensorial in €4 and ®, these equations hold for any ® and any horizontal €.
Therefore we obtain the following equations:

1
2,# 7! A+ S {007 =0 (432)
1 _
SR Al - (\Iw“dwllf Al = A0 A l)) - mBu” =0 (43b)
A A g — ¥ (%%1) +mum9 = (43¢)

In order to obtain equations on the base manifold £, we want to factor out the factor w(®
we added in Section [£.1] so as to build the Lagrangian 10-form. It is straightforward in the first

two equations: wézzl = affil Aw® and w(g) (2)

Aw® . For the third one, let us decompose
A9 = WQW,(IQ) - 7“@&3) Aw®

Then
49y = @ (43a® Aw(fs))

I
o

d¥ (~ a(?’)) Aw® 4423 A dw? /\w( )

(

w(,ya (B)AWG)JF,Ya (3)/\dw(6)
(
(

d¥ (v« 3)) Aw® 4420 A QF /\w( )
=0
=d* (7“04,(13)) A w®

with d“ (7 a,(l )) which is horizontal (Lemma BH). In fact it can be explicitly expressed as
follow:

4w (,yaal(IS)) _ dw,ya /\OA( )+,Yadw (3)
=0+Q" A al}
We bypassed the proof that the w terms cancel out since we know that the result is horizontal.
Therefore, we obtain the following basic 6-forms equations:

1
kel A gg+ \p{az, a® =0

2 7/
1 —
5 L et o), 5 (Pr°d°w 0 —a* By w nal)) - mbws” =0

1 1
57“041(;%) ANdYT — §d“’ (7“04((13)\11) +mUa =0

with
d“ (’yaal(f)\ll) =Q°A oz((j))'ya\ll —7%a® A d°w

It is possible to reformulate the first equation without the !¢ factor, since

1
b _b
Oi = =Pig0p =

2 [’va FYC]

16"
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and since 3+ defines an embedding s01,3 < (Rl’g)* ® RL3 the equation is equivalent to
“nal) + Lo NGO
Q A Cchd + 1_6\11{[713’76])7 Oéa }\I] =0

Finally, these equations can be turned into equations on the associated fields on £ as follows,
using a notation (Rg, T7) for the curvature and the torsion 2-forms and 1,1 for the associated
spinor and dual spinor fields on &:

1 -
TL A e.(fll)(L = 7E’¢){[VJ5 fYK]v 7(3)}1/) (44)
1,- _ _
REEN e =5 (0 Ve Ael) = Vv el ) + miye!) (45)
1
MONN v/ 57T A )+ mape™® =0 (46)

using the convention from Appendix [A] for the dual forms e(®~*) and 4®) := 71653).

These match with a auxiliary bundle V' version of the ECD Equations (). Thus our we
have derived the ECD equations from the Euler-Lagrange equations of our model, in the case
that the generalised frame bundle is a standard frame bundle. Therefore, these Euler-Lagrange
equations can hold as a generalised of the ECD field equations to the framework of generalised
frame bundles. Note however that since we required the variations of € to be purely horizontal,
we only handled part of the Euler-Lagrange equations. In fact our approach does not work for
the remaining Euler-Lagrange equations: these have to be analysed through other means, which
shall be the subject of future research.

5.4 A FEuclidean variant

In this final section we present a Euclidean variant of the model. More detail can be found in [1§],
Section 8.3.2. Using a global compactness assumption, it is possible to obtain strong conclusions.

We therefore replace so; 3 xRL3 with so, xR* and adapt all other definitions. The /ii?c are
adapted to the Euclidean signature and now represent the embedding so, — A2R*.

Furthermore, we assume that the 10-manifold P is compact. In this case, given a generalised
frame bundle structure on P, the associated action of so4 is necessarily integrable into an action
of Spiny, which is then proper. This implies the existence of a dense open subset Py, C P on
which all isotropy groups are identical to a subgroup S C Spin, which is either trivial or the
center subgroup {£1}. This is enough to deduce that Pprin, — Pprin/ Spin, defines a Spin, /.S-
principal bundle. The generalised frame bundle structure restricts thus to a standard frame
bundle structure on an open submanifold on P.

Theorem 5.2. Let P be a compact 10-manifold. Let:
e @ be a s04 xR4-valued coframe on P,
o PP be a N? 504 ®s0}-valued field which satisfies the constraint P4 = k%,
e U be a X-valued field on P,

o K’ be aX® sos-valued field on P.
Then if (w4, Pfc, U, K) satisfy the EL equations for the following Lagrangian:

A
1 1
X[w,P,\I/,K]ZE Bcwgé/\ (dw+§[w/\w]>

Then
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o There is an action of Spin, on P for which w is normalised and equivariant,

o The action of Spiny,, or possibly of the quotient SOy, is free on a dense open submanifold
Pprin'
If U takes somewhere a nonzero value then the group acting freely in Spin,,

o Pprin defines a Riemannian Spin structure on € := Py / Spiny,

e U has an associated spinor field ¥ on € which along with the Riemannian structure satisfies
the FEinstein-Cartan-Dirac equations
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A Conventions for dual forms

Let E a n-dimensional K-vector space with n € N. Provide it with a volume element vol € A" E.
The volume element defines an isomorphism A"E ~ K. Note that in the article we would use a
space (bundle) of linear forms as E. This Appendix will make use of the Einstein summation
convention for repeated indices (as stated in Section [[.2).

We define here the notation for interior products between p-covectors and g-vectors. We will
write Aj1_q" for the wedge product a! Aa?--- Aa?. Let o € A1E and (X;) € (E*)P. We will
use the following convention :

‘ (X1 AXg A A Xp)d@ = ix, AXonnX, @ = X, 0, - ix,Q ‘ (47)

The volume element provides isomorphisms AP E* — A"~PE under the following contraction
X e NPE* — X avol (48)

Note that if E is provided with an inner product then precomposing the isomorphisms by the
induced inner product on the exterior powers APE — AP E* gives the Hodge duality operator x.
Let (e')1<ign be a direct basis of E and (u;) its dual basis. Let I a sequence of p indices in

[1,n]. Define
el = /\ eli
i:1—p
and dually
ur = /\ Ujg
i:1—p

We will explicitly use the map APE* — A"~PFE and adopt the notation
egn_p) :=wuyavol (49)

In components, vol is represented by the Levi-Civita symbol commonly written e;, .. 5, , inter-
preted as a completely antisymmetric rank n tensor in a basis of determinant 1. For example,
the duality between E* and A"~ FE is expressed, for A = A’u; € E* as follows :

(A'u;)avol = A'(u;avol) = Aiel(.n_l) (50)
(Asvol)yy i = A%y i s (51)

n

which generalizes to the case of p-forms on E in a straightforward manner.
From now on we assume that I does not contain repeated indices of the basis so that u; and
el are nonzero. The conventions have been chosen such that for two increasing multi-indices I
and J,
urse’ =67 (52)

Define I¢ as the set of indices absent from I, identified with the corresponding increasing sequence.
We will write ¢(I) for the signature of the permutation which has I as its 1st p values and then
I¢ (the permutation is a shuffle in the case I follows the increasing order) so that

el Ael” = e(I)vol (53)
We can then express the contraction in the following way

e(n_p) =wujavol =uyjae(l el nel” = U]JGI (D) nel” =e(l)e!” 54
I
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Note that this formula can act as a definition in the case (e') form a general family of vectors
(not assumed to be a basis). Combining (G3B4) we obtain the following formula stating that

egnfp) represent a (twisted) 1-form on APE : for fje’ € APE

which justifies placing I as a subscript in e;

(fj@J) A e(Infp) = frvol (55)

(n—p)
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