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Abstract

Thomas-Whitehead (TW) gravity is a gauge theory of gravitation based on projective geometry.

The theory maintains projective symmetry through the TW connection, an affine connection over

the volume bundle of the spacetime manifold. TW gravity obtains dynamics through Lovelock

expansions in the action while preserving general relativity as a weak field limit. In this paper

we clarify the process of lifting tensor and spinor fields from spacetime to the volume bundle and

demonstrate that a choice of lifting amounts to a gauge fixing condition. This leads to a natural

extension of previous work, where we now realize these prior constructions have been restricted to a

particular gauge. In pursuit of generality, we also introduce torsion to the TW connection, leading

to new dynamics. In particular, the appearance of torsion induces interaction terms involving

gravitational coupling with Yang-Mills fields and Dirac spinors. An explicit realization of this is a

geometrically sourced chiral mass term arising from the torsion dynamics.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Projective gravity in some form has been around for over a century as a strategy to

incorporate reparametrization invariance of geodesics [1–3] in dynamical actions, especially

as related to Kaluza-Klein theories. In the context of TW gravity, the covariant derivative

on the Thomas cone ties projective geometry to string theory and higher dimensional gravity

through projective Gauss-Bonnet terms on the manifold [4]. This construction allows fields

appearing through the TW sector to be interacting and dynamical while preserving general

relativity as a weak field limit.

In the recent work [5] the authors explored the subtle relationship between the Palatini

formalism [6] and reparametrization invariance. They explicitly showed that solutions to the

connection field equations arising from the Einstein-Hilbert action include more than just

the Levi-Civita connection. In particular, the solution space is parametrized by projective

transformations of the Levi-Citiva connection, thereby demonstrating a deep relationship

between the Palatini formalism and projective geometry. The Palatini formalism of Lovelock

gravity has been studied in [7], wherein the authors examined consistency of solutions to

the field equations derived in the Palatini formalism from the Lovelock Lagrangian. In TW

gravity the action contains the projective analogue of the Gauss-Bonnet action, which allows

a dynamical interpretation of the components of the TW connection.

Given the fact that TW gravity lives on a bundle over a manifold M , it is natural to ask

how to make sense of ordinary tensor fields onM in the context of this bundle. A particular

answer to this question has been given in the course of the papers [4, 8, 9], wherein tensor

indices on M can be extended to the Thomas cone by viewing M as a certain section

of the bundle. Motivated by a desire to understand the underlying geometry, this paper

reexamines the aforementioned procedure through studying the representations of tensor

fields on M , through which we find that the previously known lift is not unique. Indeed,

the possible lifts are parametrized by a specific vector field on M . In all previous works

this vector has been assumed to vanish identically, a condition dubbed the Roberts gauge

after [10, 11]. Furthermore, when considering spinor fields on M such a lift induces a spinor

weight, ultimately modifying the fermionic dynamics conscripted by the Dirac equation. In

this way there is a natural geometric origin for a chiral mass, as well as other interaction

terms involving the TW connection components.
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Thus far all studies of connections in the context of a TW Lagrangian have assumed the

absence of torsion [4]. While at first glance a benign assumption, it is known that including

torsion into a gravitational theory can induce gravitational coupling to spinor fields [12] and

Yang-Mills gauge fields [13]. Including torsion in the TW connection gives rise to several

new tensor fields while preserving certain limits that recover general relativity. As such,

a study of how torsion modifies the current TW theory will provide theoretical insights

and phenomenological implications, especially with regard to gravitational interactions with

other fundamental fields.

Although it is natural to view TW gravity as an extension of general relativity, the his-

torical origin came from 2d quantum gravity [14]. For the interested reader we include a

brief summary of this story - for the full technical details, see [4]. In 2d quantum gravity,

one may integrate the Kirillov two-form over coadjoint orbits [15, 16] of the Kac-Moody

and Virasoro algebras [17, 18], leading to the two-dimensional Wess-Zumino-Witten [19, 20]

and Polyakov actions [21, 22], respectively, which are inherently geometric by construction

[23–25]. In such actions, one promotes coadjoint elements to fields and central extensions

to coupling constants. Thus the action interprets a Virasoro coadjoint element as a back-

ground field coupling to the Polyakov metric. This element is known in the literature as the

diffeomorphism (diff) field [17], written Dbc, and is analogous to the Yang-Mills connection

Aµ. The fields Aµ and Dbc can be rendered dynamical through the Yang-Mills and Thomas-

Whitehead (TW) actions [4, 8, 9], respectively, resulting in a realization of the coadjoint

elements as components of connections in higher dimensions. In [4] a detailed construction

of TW gravity is discussed, including a derivation of the spin connection and Dirac equation

on the Thomas cone [26]. For a historical overview of the genesis of TW gravity, see [14].

This paper opens with a review of TW gravity in the next section, outlining developments

in [4, 8, 9]. The review is a brief summary of published results, although we formally

introduce the Mera convention for index manipulations, which in the literature has been

implied but not explicitly defined [27]. After our review we describe the representation

theory behind lifting tensor fields onM to the volume bundle VM and introduce the Roberts

gauge, which formally classifies a certain ambiguity in this lifting process that has thus far

been unaddressed. Once we have an explicit description of the lifting process, we turn our

attention to torsion, describing the TW connection with torsion and constructing associated

curvature tensors. We then find the spin connection and build the TW-Dirac action, followed
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by the next two sections, which are devoted to exploring the interactions between TW

gravity and Maxwell/Yang-Mills gauge theories. Finally, in the last section we construct

the conglomerate Thomas-Whitehead-Dirac-Yang-Mills action with torsion, encompassing

everything in this paper.

II. REVIEW OF THOMAS-WHITEHEAD GRAVITY

A. Building the Thomas Cone

Throughout this paper, letM be a smooth orientable Lorentzian manifold. Starting with

a (not necessarily metric-compatible) torsionfree affine connection Γa
bc on M , the funda-

mental projective invariant Π is defined as

Πa
bc = Γa

bc −
1

d+ 1

(

Γd
dcδ

a
b + Γd

dbδ
a
c

)

, (1)

which is invariant under projective transformations of the form

Γa
bc → Γa

bc + δabvc + δacvb. (2)

Letting Ja
b be the Jacobian of the coordinate transformation xa → ya, the coordinate

transformation law of the fundamental projective invariant is

Πa
bc → Ja

f

(

Πf
deJ̄

e
cJ̄

d
b +

∂2xf

∂yb∂yc

)

+
1

d+ 1

(

J̄m
cδ

a
b + J̄m

bδ
a
c

) ∂

∂xm
log |J |. (3)

From equation 3 it is apparent that Π is not a connection due to the extra terms in the

transformation law. To construct a connection realizing projective invariance we follow [2, 3]

and consider instead a connection on the volume bundle VM .

Any smooth function v :M → R
+ determines a volume form

v(x) dx1 ∧ ... ∧ dxd, (4)

which can be interpreted as a section of the volume bundle VM as in [2, 3, 28]. The Thomas

cone is the bundle VM , which is the collection of all such volume sections. The Thomas cone

is an R
+ line bundle over M , and we use λ as the coordinate for the fiber, so the coordinates

on VM are (x0, x1, ..., xd−1, λ), where 0 < λ <∞. Actually, the Thomas cone is well defined

even for non-orientable manifolds; for a formal construction, we refer to [10, 11, 28], where
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VM is built using the notion of an odd scalar density, amending the definition in equation 4

to the case where M is non-orientable. We omit this discussion here only to avoid a lengthy

digression into tensor densities.

Finally, before lifting Π to a connection on VM we introduce the Mera convention for

Thomas cone coordinates. In the Mera convention we use uppercase letters to denote coor-

dinates on VM , while lowercase letters range from 0 to d− 1 and denote the corresponding

coordinates on M , e.g. xA = (x0, . . . , xa, xλ). This notation collaborates well with tensors

of higher rank. Indeed, if TAB is some rank 2 tensor on VM , we can express it in block form

as

TAB =





Tab Taλ

Tλb Tλλ





AB

, (5)

a convention that is immensely beneficial when considering metrics and curvature tensors.

B. Thomas-Whitehead Connection

The Thomas-Whitehead connection Γ̃A
BC is an affine connection on the Thomas cone

that is projectively invariant. The TW connection can be decomposed in components as

Γ̃A
BC =







































Γ̃a
bc = Πa

bc

Γ̃λ
bc = λDbc

Γ̃a
bλ = Γ̃a

λb =
1
λ
δab

Γ̃λ
bλ = Γ̃λ

λb = Γ̃λ
λλ = 0

, (6)

where Dbc is a (non-tensorial) rank 2 object onM known as the Diffeomorphism (Diff) Field

[29]. As Γ̃ is a connection, it satisfies

Γ̃A
BC →

∂yA

∂xD
∂xE

∂yB
∂xF

∂yC
Γ̃D

EF +
∂yA

∂xD
∂2xD

∂yC∂yB
, (7)

under coordinate transformations XA → Y A on VM , which, using equation 3, implies the

transformation law for the Diff field is [2–4]

Dbc →

(

Def −
∂

∂xe
jf +Πd

efjd − jejf

)

∂xe

∂yb
∂xf

∂yc
, (8)

where ja = ∂a log J
− 1

d+1 . In brief, Dbc lives on M and ensures that Γ̃ transforms as a

connection over VM .
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C. Projective geometry

The projective curvature tensor is built in the usual manner,

KA
BCD = ∂C Γ̃

A
BD − ∂DΓ̃

A
BC + Γ̃A

CEΓ̃
E
BD − Γ̃A

DEΓ̃
E
BC . (9)

Using equation 6 to expand Γ̃A
BC , the only nonvanishing components of KA

BCD are

Ka
bcd = Ra

bcd + δa[cDd]b (10)

Kλ
bcd = λ∂[cDd]b + λΠe

b[dDc]e. (11)

Here Ka
bcd is known as the Projective Riemann curvature tensor. The object Kλ

bcd is not

itself a tensor on either M or VM , but

Kbcd =
1

λ
Kλ

bcd + gaK
a
bcd (12)

is tensorial on M and is known as the Projective Cotton-York tensor.

D. The Metric on VM

For any metric gab on M , there is an associated metric on VM given by [4]

GAB =





gab + λ20gagb
λ2
0

λ
ga

λ2
0

λ
gb

λ2
0

λ2





AB

, (13)

where ga = − 1
d+1

∂a log
√

|g| with g the metric determinant. It should be noted our choice for

gab is the mostly plus signature, and (regardless of signature) λ has the sign of a spacelike

component. Our choice for the mostly plus convention is in contrast to previous works

including [4, 8], which universally use the mostly minus convention. The factor of λ0, like

λ, has units of length, and ensures that GAB remains dimensionless. Further, because GAB

depends only on gab it is projectively invariant.

Equation 13 implies

|G| =
λ20
λ2

|g|,
√

|G| =
λ0
λ

√

|g|, (14)

where g is the determinant of gab on M , a relationship that is useful when constructing

actions as it provides a natural measure over VM . Lastly, the inverse of GAB is given by

GAB =





gab −λgamgm

−λgbmgm
λ2

λ2
0

+ λ2gmngmgn





AB

(15)

where gab is the inverse of the spacetime metric gab.
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III. VECTORS ON THE THOMAS CONE

A general procedure for lifting a vector from M to VM was given in [4]. Given a vector

V a on M , it has a transformation law

V a → Ja
bV

b, (16)

under a change of coordinates xa → ya on M . The simple extension V A = (V a, 0) is not

tensorial under the transformation XA → Y A on VM , but the conglomerate

V A = (V a,−λV bκb) (17)

is. Here κb is any object that has the transformation law

κa → J̄ b
aκb + J̄ b

ajb, (18)

under a transformation xa → ya on M . This is identical to the transformation law for ga,

and is the origin for the factors of ga in the metric on VM in equation 13. Similar to vectors,

a one-form Xa can be extended to VM by taking

XA = (Xa + κa,
1
λ
), (19)

and the combination of equations 17 and 19 preserves the inner product on VM , i.e. V AXA =

V aXa.

One may wonder if the converse is true; in other words, if any vector and one-form on

VM are of the form in equations 17 and 19, respectively. To answer this, suppose we have

some one-form XA on VM which transforms by

XA → J̄B
AXB. (20)

This expands as

XA → J̄ b
AXb + J̄λ

AXλ. (21)

or, in components,

(Xa, Xλ) → (J̄ b
aXb + J̄λ

aXλ, J̄
b
λXb + J̄λ

λXλ). (22)
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Evaluating this rule with the coefficients from A34, we find

(Xa, Xλ) → (J̄ b
aXb − J̄ b

ajbXλ, |J |
1

d+1Xλ), (23)

which exactly fixes XA to be of the form in equation 19.

To classify vectors on VM , we can work in the other direction; in the review article [28],

as well as [8], it is shown that the Lie algebra structure in projective geometry requires the

inner product to be invariant under lifting to VM , establishing the relation V AXA = V aXa

prior to introduction of geometric structures. Substituting the coefficients from equation 19

into the inner product relation, a brief computation reveals that any vector on VM must

take the form in equation 17.

Actually, this is not quite true; as observed in [4], if we have a vector V a on M , then for

any V⊥ that is a smooth R
+-valued function over M , both

(V a,−λV bκb) and (V a,−λV bκb + λV⊥) (24)

project to V a. This should come as no surprise, as such a choice of V⊥ is perpendicular

to M , so including this contribution in a vector amounts to moving to a different section

of VM over M . Indeed, we can remove this term by an appropriate choice of projective

transformation, by redefining κb to take V⊥ into account, or by rescaling λ. Thus given the

plethora of means for expunging V⊥ we will not be unduly concerned with perpendicular

components.

To sum up, for any particular choice of κb and V⊥, there is an exact correspondence

between vectors on M and vectors on VM given in equation 17. As such we will follow the

conventions in [4] and assume V⊥ = 0 and κb = gb, leaving discussion of these degrees of

freedom to future research. This condition is known as the Roberts gauge [10, 11], and will

be frequently assumed in this work.

At this point the above demonstration may reasonably seem unapologetically esoteric.

However, as we will see, the correspondence between vector fields on M and VM has im-

portant consequences with regard to gauge theories on VM , and therefore really warrants

a close inspection.

Before concluding our review we describe one final object that appears naturally and sim-

plifies numerous computations. Above we observed that ga has a nontrivial transformation

law. From equation 19 we see that the extension gA = (ga,
1
λ
) is tensorial on VM and is
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actually the lift of the zero covector from M to VM . This is why gA, not just ga, is what

appears in GAB if λ components are included.

IV. TORSIONFUL THOMAS-WHITEHEAD CONNECTION

A. General Projective Transformations

As discussed in the introduction, as well as in [4, 8, 9], the Thomas-Whitehead connection

has been constructed to ensure that connections on M related by a transformation of the

form

Γa
bc → Γa

bc + δabvc + δacvb (25)

are contained in the same equivalence class and produce identical physics. However, the

more general transformation

Γa
bc → Γa

bc + δabvc + δacwb, (26)

where generally wc 6= vc, still preserves equivalence classes of geodesics. Therefore, a true

gauge theory of projective gravity really should be broad enough to include these ‘lopsided’

transformations. As we will see, constructing Π in such a manner as to be invariant under

transformations such as in equation 26 naturally introduces torsion into the TW connection.

B. Definition of Π

Constructing Π to be invariant under symmetric projective transformations was accom-

plished by starting with Γ and subtracting off the trace. Generalizing the fundamental

projective invariant to the asymmetric case can be accomplished in a similar manner, but

where we must now take into account the asymmetry of Γ. This can be achieved by defining

Π to be

Πa
bc = Γa

bc −
1

d+ 1

(

d

d− 1
Γe

ec −
1

d− 1
Γe

ce

)

δab −
1

d+ 1

(

d

d− 1
Γe

be −
1

d− 1
Γe

eb

)

δac, (27)

which is invariant under both Γa
bc → Γa

bc + δabvc and Γa
bc → Γa

bc + δacwb. The symmetric

part of Π is given by

1

2
Πa

(bc) =
1

2

(

Γa
bc −

1

d+ 1

(

Γe
ec + Γe

ce

)

δab + Γa
cb −

1

d+ 1

(

Γe
eb + Γe

be

)

δac

)

, (28)
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(note the factor of 1
2
!) which reduces to the definition in equation 1 when the connection is

symmetric. By nature of equation 27, Π now has an antisymmetric part given by

1

2
Πa

[bc] =
1

2

(

Γa
bc − Γa

cb −
1

d− 1

(

Γe
ec − Γe

ce

)

δab +
1

d− 1

(

Γe
eb − Γe

be

)

δac

)

, (29)

which can be identified with the canonical torsion tensor with the trace removed.

The coordinate transformation law for an arbitrary (noncompatible, torsionful) affine

connection under the transformation xa → ya is just the usual law

Γa
bc → Ja

d

(

J̄e
bJ̄

f
cΓ

d
ef +

∂2xd

∂yb∂yc

)

, (30)

which, using equation A35, descends to the transformation of Π as

Πa
bc → Ja

d

(

J̄e
bJ̄

f
cΠ

d
ef +

∂2xd

∂yb∂yc

)

+
1

d+ 1

(

δabJ̄
m
c + δacJ̄

m
b

)

∂m log |J |. (31)

Because this is the same transformation rule as in the torsionfree case, we can use Π to

build Γ̃ as before. However, because Π is now allowed to contain antisymmetric degrees of

freedom, the more general TW connection will naturally contain torsion on VM .

C. TW Connection with Torsion

Before presenting the components of Γ̃, a brief digression on conventions is in order.

Let Γ̂a
bc denote the Levi-Civita connection on M , while Γa

bc is some other arbitrary affine

connection. Because the difference of two affine connections is tensorial, we can write

Γa
bc − Γ̂a

bc = Ca
bc + T a

bc, (32)

where T a
bc = −T a

cb is the torsion tensor [13] and Ca
bc = Ca

cb is the Palatini field [4]. This

provides a useful formulation as now we are able to express all quantities in terms of tensors

and the Levi-Civita connection. These fields will appear in the connection only with their

traces removed, i.e.

Π̂a
bc = Γ̂a

bc −
1

d+1
δabΓ̂

e
ec −

1
d+1

δacΓ̂
e
eb,

C
a

bc = Ca
bc −

1
d+1

δabC
e
ec −

1
d+1

δacC
e
eb,

T
a

bc = T a
bc −

1
d+1

δabT
e
ec −

1
d+1

δacT
e
eb. (33)
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The TW connection then takes the form

Γ̃A
BC =



































































Γ̃a
bc = Πa

bc = Π̂a
bc + C

a

bc + T
a

bc

Γ̃λ
bc = λDbc + λVbc

Γ̃a
λb =

1
λ
(δab + uab)

Γ̃a
bλ = 1

λ
(δab − uab)

Γ̃λ
λb = −Γ̃λ

bλ = ab

Γ̃λ
λλ = Γ̃a

λλ = 0

. (34)

Here Dbc is unchanged from equation 6, but Vbc can be any antisymmetric rank two tensor,

which we dub the Veblen 2-form after [1]. The field uab is an arbitrary rank two symmetric

tensor (i.e. uab = uba), while ab can be any rank one tensor. We collectively refer to the

fields T ,V, u, and a as the torsion fields as they are the constituent components of torsion

on VM . It may be worth remarking that T is the tracefree part of the usual torsion tensor,

such as in Einstein-Cartan gravity [13], but to the best of our knowledge there is no analogue

for the other torsion fields. Likewise, the role of torsion and the Palatini field have been

explored in [30], although not in the context of TW gravity.

Examining the transformation law for D, we see that using the coefficients from equation

34, as well as the transformation rules in A34, we get

Γ̃λ
bc → λ|J |−

1

d+1

(

jdΠ
d
ef +Def − jf je − ∂fje

)

J̄e
bJ̄

f
c, (35)

which is identical to the torsionfree case, meaning that adding Vbc to this component of Γ̃

does not change the properties of Dbc.

V. PROJECTIVE RIEMANN CURVATURE TENSOR

Because we now have asymmetric connection coefficients, we must be careful about distin-

guishing conventions for covariant derivatives. We choose our convention where the deriva-

tive index on covariant derivative operators should always be the first index in Γ and Γ̃, so

for example

∇̃AV
B = ∂AV

B + Γ̃B
AEV

E, ∇̃AVB = ∂AVB − Γ̃E
ABVE,

∇aV
b = ∂aV

b + Γb
aeV

e, ∇aVb = ∂aVb − Γe
abVe. (36)
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We are now ready to define the curvature tensor. Usually curvature tensors are commuta-

tors of covariant derivatives. However, for a gravitational theory built from a general affine

connection the definition of curvature should contain a term proportional to the torsion

tensor, as discussed in the timeless text [31]. For a more recent understanding of the role

of this construction in metric-affine models of gravity, see [32]. In our context the curvature

tensor is

KA
BCDV

B = [∇̃C , ∇̃D]V
A + (Γ̃B

CD − Γ̃B
DC)∇̃BV

A, (37)

a detailed derivation of which is in the appendix. Equation 37 expands to

KA
BCD = ∂C Γ̃

A
DB − ∂DΓ̃

A
CB + Γ̃A

CEΓ̃
E
DB − Γ̃A

DEΓ̃
E
CB. (38)

Using the components of the TW connection from equation 34, the entries of KA
BCD are

Ka
bcd = Ra

bcd + (δac − uac)
(

Ddb + Vdb

)

− (δad − uad)
(

Dcb + Vcb

)

Ka
bcλ = −Ka

bλc =
1
λ

(

∂cu
a
b +Πa

ceu
e
b − uaeΠ

e
cb + (δac − uac)ab

)

,

Ka
λcd =

1
λ

(

∂[du
a
c] + T

a

cd −Πa
[c|e|u

e
d] + δa[dac] − ua[dac]

)

,

Ka
λcλ = −Ka

λλc =
1
λ2 (u

a
eu

e
c − uac),

Kλ
bcd = λ

(

∂[cDd]b + ∂[cVd]b +Πe
[d|b|Dc]e +Πe

[d|b|Vc]e + a[dDc]b + a[dVc]b

)

,

Kλ
bcλ = −Kλ

bλc = ∂cab + (Dce + Vce)u
e
b − acab − aeΠ

e
cb,

Kλ
λcd = ∂[dac] + ue[cDd]e + ue[cVd]e + 2Vcd,

Kλ
λcλ = −Kλ

λλc =
1
λ
(aeu

e
c − ac),

Ka
bλλ = Ka

λλλ = Kλ
bλλ = Kλ

λλλ = 0. (39)

Here the equi-projective Riemann tensor is

Ra
bcd = ∂cΠ

a
db − ∂dΠ

a
cb +Πa

ceΠ
e
db −Πa

deΠ
e
cb, (40)

which is projectively invariant but not tensorial. When the torsion fields vanish the only

surviving components of KA
BCD are Ka

bcd and Kλ
bcd, recovering the components in [4] as the

limiting case.
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VI. SPINOR FIELDS AND THE DIRAC EQUATION

A. Setting up Spinors: Frame Fields and Gamma Matrices

Before constructing objects required for studying spinor fields, we begin by fixing conven-

tions. In addition to the assumption of orientability throughout, in this section we assume

M (at least locally) admits spinors. Further, we impose the conditionM is even dimensional

so that the dimension of the spin representation onM is the same as that on VM . For index

placement we continue to follow the Mera convention but also introduce underlined indices

to indicate flattened coordinates, e.g. V A is a vector on VM , but V A is a vector in d + 1-

dimensional Minkowski space. Much of the setup involved here is fairly standard material

recast in the setting of projective geometry, a helpful resource for which is [33], especially

regarding spinors on a curved spacetime.

In order to study spinors on VM it is necessary to construct tetrads. Because GAB is not

changed from equation 13 by including torsion, we construct frame fields using equations 13

and 15, so tetrads on VM take the form

ẽMA =





ema 0

−λepagp
λ
λ0





M

A

, ẽAM =





eam 0

λ0gm
λ0

λ





A

M

, (41)

where ema and eam are the frame fields for gab on M . With tetrads in place, we can move

between spacetime and flattened coordinates on both VM and M , e.g. V A = ẽAAV
A while

V a = eaaV
a.

In addition to tetrads, spinor computations generally require gamma matrices. Here

gamma matrices come in two forms, those on M and those on VM . The gamma matrices

on M satisfy the usual relation

{γm, γn} = −2gmnID, (42)

where the minus sign is for consistency with our signature of metric, D = 2⌊
d
2
⌋ is the

dimension of the representation of the gamma matrices, and ID is the D × D identity

matrix. The Clifford algebra on M , denoted by Cl(M), is generated by gamma matrices

and their products and contains the chirality matrix

γd+1 = i⌊
d
2
⌋+1γ0γ1 . . . γd−1 (43)
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as an element. An explanation for the factor of i and a general discussion of gamma matrices

in arbitrary dimension can be found in [34]. In particular, if d = 4 our chirality matrix is

just the usual γ5 appearing in the Dirac equation, albeit in a curved spacetime. For a

derivation of gamma matrices, frame fields, and spinors in the first order formulation in a

curved spacetime, see [35].

Given the fact that VM has dimension d + 1, it is natural to look for an extension

of our gamma matrices to the Thomas cone by adding a single generator. As M is even

dimensional we can form such an extension by including γd+1 as a generator, following

the usual process for dimensionally extending Clifford algebras [34]. Our extended algebra

satisfies the commutation relations

{γd+1, γm} = 0, (γd+1)2 = ID. (44)

Unfortunately this is not the algebra we are after, as the anticommutators do not give the

components of the metric on VM . In particular, we are seeking the algebra where

{γ̃M , γ̃N} = −2GMNID. (45)

To remedy this situation, we can instead choose γ̃N to be

γ̃n = γn, γ̃λ = λ
λ0
(iγd+1 − λ0gmγ

m) = λ
λ0
(γd+1 − λ0gmγ

m), (46)

(here γd+1 is the flattened chiral gamma matrix) which satisfy

{γ̃λ, γ̃m} = 2λgmngnID, (γ̃λ)2 = −
(

λ2

λ2
0

+ λ2gmngmgn
)

ID. (47)

This set of gamma matrices gives the desired Clifford algebra Cl(VM), wherein we were

required to ‘twist’ the last gamma matrix in accordance with the procedure of lifting to

VM . Of particular importance is understanding the roles of the respective matrices; the

matrix γd+1 is the usual spacetime chirality matrix. The matrix γ̃λ does not have this

interpretation as it is defined by the lifting from M to VM . The remarkable fact that γ̃λ

contains γd+1 as a component demonstrates that projective geometry provides a natural

source of fermion chirality, rather than as an ad hoc addition. For an overview of spinors

in curved spacetime relevant to the current context, see [35, 36]. For further background of

spacetime chirality, see [37].
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Our quest to understand spinors will necessitate the use of indices living in flat spacetime.

Using the frame fields we can translate the algebra on M to TM by taking

γa = eamγ
m. (48)

The algebra CL(M) of flattened gamma matrices satisfies

{γa, γb} = −2ηabID, (49)

and contains γd+1, the usual chiral matrix in flat space. Likewise, taking γ̃A = ẽ
A
M γ̃

M gives

the algebra CL(VM) of flattened gamma matrices on VM , obeying

{γ̃A, γ̃B} = −2ηABID. (50)

Warning: ηAB is the metric on the tangent bundle of VM and is not the same as the extended

metric for VM over a Minkowski spacetime. Explicitly, the extended metric over Minkowski

is ηAB = diag(−1, 1, . . . , λ
2

λ2
0

), while the tangent metric is ηAB = diag(−1, 1, . . . , 1); only ηAB

has λ dependence.

With all of the gamma matrices in place, it is helpful to organize them by their respective

Clifford algebras. The usual algebra CL(M) is generated by the matrices γ0, . . . , γd−1 and

contains γd+1 as an element by virtue of equation 43, thus having a total dimension of 2d. A

frequent extension of this algebra is constructed by repurposing γd+1 as a generator, giving

a Clifford algebra of dimension 2d+1 [34]. This is not the algebra CL(VM). Rather, the

Clifford algebra on VM is generated by products of γ̃0, . . . γ̃d−1 as well as γ̃λ. This can

be identified with the usual extended algebra by exhanging γ̃λ ⇐⇒ γd+1. However, this

identification really misses the spirit as the algebra on VM is ‘geometrically twisted’ in the

sense of equation 46, so we will still distinguish between these choices of generators.

The flattened Clifford algebra CL(M) is the usual algebra in Minkowski space found in

any quantum field theory text, namely, the algebra generated by the γa. It contains the

flattened chiral gamma matrix γd+1 as an element. The extension of this latter algebra is

obtained by letting γd+1 be an independent generator. To illuminate and summarize the

Clifford algebras and their respective roles, we include the following diagram:
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{γm, γn} = −2gmnID

CL(M): Usual Space-

time Representation

{γ̃M , γ̃N} = −2GMNID

CL(VM): Representation

on Thomas Cone with γ̃λ

{γa, γb} = −2ηabID

CL(M): Flattened

Indices Containing γd+1

{γ̃A, γ̃B} = −2ηABID

CL(VM): Flattened In-

dices with γd+1 Generator

Lift to VM

e
a
mema ẽ

A
M

ẽMA

Extend Representation

B. Spin Connection and Spin Representations

1. Spin Connection

The total covariant derivative of the frame fields (both flat and curved indices) should

always vanish [33]. Using this fact, we find the spin connection on VM is required to take

the form

ω̃MAB = ẽCNηAC∇̃M ẽ
N
B = ẽCNηAC

(

∂M ẽ
N
B + Γ̃N

MP ẽ
P
B

)

, (51)

where ∇̃ acts only on the unbarred indices. Expanding this expression with the components

of the tetrads in equation 41 and Γ̃ from equation 34, we find the components of the spin

connection are

ω̃mab = ecnηac
(

∂me
n
b +Πn

mpe
p
b − (δnm − unm)e

p
bgp
)

ω̃maλ = 1
λ0
ecnηac(δ

n
m − unm)

ω̃mλb = λ0e
p
b

(

gnΠ
n
mp − gp(gm − gnu

n
m − am)− ∂mgp +Dmp + Vmp

)

ω̃mλλ = gm − gnu
n
m − am

ω̃λab =
1
λ
ecnηac(e

n
b + unpe

p
b)
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ω̃λaλ = 0

ω̃λλb =
λ0

λ
epb(gnu

n
p + ap)

ω̃λλλ = 1
λ
. (52)

It is worth noting that in our convention ηλλ = 1, in contrast to [4, 8, 9] where it is negative,

a distinction that carries implications for minus signs in various components of ω̃. When

the torsion fields vanish the components of ω̃ reduce to

ω̃mab = ecnηac
(

∂me
n
b +Πn

mpe
p
b − δnme

p
bgp
)

ω̃maλ = 1
λ0
ecmηac

ω̃mλb = λ0e
p
b

(

gnΠ
n
mp − gpgm − ∂mgp +Dmp

)

ω̃mλλ = gm

ω̃λab =
1
λ
ηab

ω̃λaλ = ω̃λλb = 0

ω̃λλλ = 1
λ
. (53)

It provides peace of mind to confirm these are indeed the same coefficients as those derived

in [4]. Further, it is apparent that the torsion fields will induce various fermion couplings

not seen in the torsionfree case, as will be elaborated below.

2. Thomas Cone Spinors

An important feature of spinors on VM is their natural relationship with weighted spinors

over M . Under a Lorentz transformation Λa
b, an ordinary spacetime spinor field ψ(x) on M

transforms by

ψ → Sψ, (54)

where S is a member of the standard spin representation of the Lorentz group (here we have

suppressed spinor indices).

Above we saw the gamma matrices on the Thomas cone are the usual spacetime gamma

matrices augmented by γ̃λ, implying spinors on VM have the same dimension as those on

M . Therefore spinors on VM take the form

Ψ(x, λ) = W(x, λ)ψ(x), (55)
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where ψ = ψ(x) is a spinor on M and W(x, λ) is an object that acts linearly on ψ at each

point (xa, λ). Furthermore, at any particular fixed value of λ, say λ̂, the field Ψ(x, λ̂) must

project down to a spinor field on M . This requires W(x, λ̂) to be an element of the spin

representation (i.e. a change-of-basis in spinor space) for any λ̂, so W(x, λ̂) → SW(x, λ̂)S−1

under Lorentz transformations on M. This leads to the conclusion W(x, λ) has the form

W(x, λ) = f(λ)W (x), (56)

where W = W (x) is an element of the spin representation of the Lorentz group over M .

We would like to understand what form f(λ) can take. The answer is unveiled through

the transformation law of Ψ(x, λ). If f(λ) → f̂(λ) under a transformation xa → ya, λ →

λ|J |−
1

d+1 , then

Ψ = Wf(λ)ψ →Wf̂(λ)ψ =
f̂(λ)

f(λ)
Ψ. (57)

This transformation must be autonomous in both xa and λ (that is, there should be no

explicit dependence on λ), which requires the ratio f̂(λ)
f(λ)

to have no λ dependence. This

can be achieved by f(λ) =
(

λ
λ0

)

U

where U can be any real number (here U is the ‘schwa’

character, pronounced ‘schwa’). With this in place, we finally see

W(x, λ) =
(

λ
λ0

)

U

W, (58)

which means

Ψ(x, λ) =
(

λ
λ0

)

U

Wψ(x). (59)

Under Lorentz transformations on M , the TW spinor of equation 59 transforms like an

ordinary spinor, Ψ → SΨ. Further, under a coordinate transformation xa → ya on M , the

transformation law for Ψ = Ψ(x, λ) on VM is identical to that of a weighted spinor on M

with weight − U

d+1
,

Ψ → |J |−
U

d+1Ψ. (60)

This statement fixes our convention for weights throughout. We note that our selection for

f(λ) provides a choice of local sections of VM , which raises the possibility of dynamical

weights. Combining a Lorentz transformation ΛA
B with a TW coordinate transformation

gives the total transformation law

Ψ → |J |−
U

d+1SΨ. (61)
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3. Adjoint Spinors

The adjoint spinor Ψ̄(x, λ) of Ψ(x, λ) can be determined by demanding Ψ̄Ψ to transform

as a scalar under Lorentz transformations and coordinate transformations of VM ; in other

words, Ψ̄Ψ → Ψ̄Ψ. This necessitates

Ψ̄ → Ψ̄S−1 (62)

under Lorentz transformations, and

Ψ̄ → Ψ̄|J |
U

d+1 (63)

under TW coordinate transformations.

As always, the Dirac adjoint ψ̄(x) of the manifold spinor ψ(x) transforms as ψ̄ → ψ̄S−1.

As with vector fields on VM , the inner product should be preserved when lifting from M to

VM , i.e., we should have ψ̄ψ = Ψ̄Ψ. Using the form of Ψ found in equation 59, this requires

Ψ̄Ψ = Ψ̄

(

λ

λ0

)

U

Wψ(x) = ψ̄ψ, (64)

which, combined with the transformation laws in equations 62 and 63, fixes Ψ̄ to be

Ψ̄ = ψ̄(x)W−1

(

λ

λ0

)−U

. (65)

It is straightforward to verify this has the desired transformation laws.

4. Representations and Clifford Algebras

It is worthwhile to transcribe several notes about the coordinate transformation of TW

spinors given by equation 60. Elements of the spin representation on M , such as S and W ,

may be written in terms of generators of the spacetime Clifford algebra via the exponential

map. For the present we label the generators as vi (so i ranges from 1 to 2d) and write

W = exp(wiv
i). (66)

Here the weights wi are complex functions on M .

Substituting the components from equation 66 in the definition of Ψ, we have

Ψ =
(

λ
λ0

)

U

exp(wiv
i)ψ(x). (67)
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Moving the λ term inside the exponential, we can express spinors on VM in terms of those

on M at the level of the algebra. Indeed,

Ψ = exp(wiv
i + U log( λ

λ0
)ID)ψ(x). (68)

It is also straightforward to understand the transformation law from the algebra. In analogy

with the decomposition of W in equation 66, we write S = exp(siv
i), so the combined

transformation law in equation 61 becomes

Ψ → exp
(

− U

d+1
log |J |ID + siv

i
)

Ψ

= exp
(

U

(

log
(

λ
λ0

)

+ log |J |−
1

d+1

)

ID + (si + wi) v
i
)

ψ. (69)

Putting this all together, equation 69 classifies the spinors we may expect to see; spinors

on VM have the same transformation as spinors on M with an additional overall weight.

Ultimately the dependence on λ
λ0

introduces the weight, whereas the ‘coupling’ is determined

by U.

C. Spinor Covariant Derivative

Armed with a basic understanding of the properties of TW spinors, we may now in-

vestigate their dynamics. From equation 61, we see the derivative of Ψ transforms under

a simultaneous Lorentz transformation ΛA
B and TW coordinate transformation xa → ya,

λ→ λ|J |−
1

d+1 as

∂AΨ →
∂xB

∂yA
∂B

(

|J |−
U

d+1SΨ
)

=
∂xB

∂yA

(

|J |−
U

d+1S∂BΨ+ ∂B

(

|J |−
U

d+1S
)

Ψ
)

. (70)

Equation 70 demonstrates that the partial derivative on VM does not preserve spinorality,

in accordance with ordinary spinors [33]. As with any geometric object, we can only make

meaningful statements about the dynamics of a TW spinor field with a covariant derivative,

which we define by

∇̃M = ∂M + Ω̃M . (71)

This serves as the definition of the TW spinor connection Ω̃M . Under Lorentz and TW

coordinate transformations, the covariant derivative of a TW spinor transforms as

∇̃AΨ = ∂AΨ+ Ω̃A →
∂xB

∂yA

(

|J |−
U

d+1S∂BΨ+ ∂B

(

|J |−
U

d+1S
)

Ψ
)

+ ˆ̃ΩA|J |
− U

d+1SΨ. (72)
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We will determine the form of the transformed coefficients ˆ̃ΩA out of a desire for ∇̃AΨ to

have the same transformation law as Ψ with an additional vector index. In other words, it

should be the case that

∇̃AΨ →
∂xB

∂yA
|J |−

U

d+1S∇̃BΨ. (73)

Comparing equations 72 and 73, we find that

ˆ̃ΩA =
∂xB

∂yA

(

SΩ̃BS
−1 − ∂B

(

|J |−
U

d+1S
)

S−1|J |
U

d+1

)

=
∂xB

∂yA

(

SΩ̃BS
−1 − (∂BS)S

−1 − ∂B

(

|J |−
U

d+1

)

|J |
U

d+1

)

. (74)

This is a desirable transformation law to obtain; indeed, examining equation 74, we see

Ω̃A has the same transformation as a connection associated with a spinor density of weight

− U

d+1
on M . Breaking equation 74 into its spacetime and λ components, we have the

transformation laws

Ω̃a → J̄ b
a

(

S
(

Ω̃b − λjbΩ̃λ

)

S−1 − (∂bS)S
−1 − Ujb

)

Ω̃λ → S
(

|J |
1

d+1 Ω̃λ

)

S−1. (75)

D. The Spinor Connection in Terms of the Spin Connection

It has long been known that the presence of torsion in a gravitational theory can sig-

nificantly alter the behavior of spinors [12, 13], and thus the spinor covariant derivative

[38]. At this point it is reasonable to hypothesize that there may be a similar effect in TW

gravity, with the additional possibility of the TW fields influencing fermonic physics. To

pursue this investigation it would be advantageous to obtain an explicit description of the

TW spinor connection Ω̃A, which can be achieved by relating Ω̃A to the TW spin connection

ω̃CAB. This derivation follows from the requirement that the total covariant derivative (i.e.

respecting both curved and flat indices) of the frame fields is zero, a condition equivalent to

equation 51. Since Ψ̄Ψ is a scalar under TW coordinate transformations and TW Lorentz

transformations, we have

∇̃A

(

Ψ̄Ψ
)

= ∂A
(

Ψ̄Ψ
)

. (76)

Expanding both sides of this equation with the Leibniz rule and simplifying, we arrive at

the expression

∇̃AΨ̄ = ∂AΨ̄− Ψ̄Ω̃A, (77)
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where Ω̃A is applied on the right and with a minus sign.

Next we examine the covariant derivative of the metric tensor GAB and gamma matrices

γ̃A. We denote the non-metricity tensor of the TW connection by ÑCAB,

∇̃CGAB = ÑCAB. (78)

The defining relation of the gamma matrices on VM is γ̃Aγ̃B + γ̃B γ̃A = −2GAB. Taking the

covariant derivative of both sides and simplifying leads to

∇̃C γ̃
A = 1

2
Ñ A

C B γ̃
B. (79)

We now have all of the necessary pieces to find an expression for Ω̃B. The object Ψ̄γ̃AΨ

transforms as a vector under coordinate transformations xa → ya, λ → λ|J |−
1

d+1 on VM ,

meaning

∇̃B

(

Ψ̄γ̃AΨ
)

= ∂B
(

Ψ̄γ̃AΨ
)

+ Γ̃A
BC

(

Ψ̄γ̃CΨ
)

. (80)

Expanding this equation with the Leibniz rule and collecting factors of Ψ gives

Ψ̄
(

−Ω̃B γ̃
A + 1

2
Ñ A

C B γ̃
C + γ̃AΩ̃B

)

Ψ = Ψ̄ω̃ A
B C γ̃

CΨ, (81)

from which it follows that

γ̃EΩ̃B − Ω̃B γ̃
E + 1

2
Ñ E

B C γ̃
C = ω̃ E

B C γ̃
C . (82)

Rearranging a few terms and contracting both sides with γ̃E, we conclude

γ̃E

[

Ω̃B, γ̃
E
]

= 1
2
ÑE

EB − ω̃BEC γ̃
Eγ̃C . (83)

We now take the ansatz

Ω̃B = 1
d+1

ω̃B[EC]γ̃
E γ̃C + VB (84)

where VB is some spinor object with one (not necessarily tensorial) VM index. To solve for

VB, we plug the ansatz from equation 84 back into equation 83. After some simplification,

this yields

γ̃EVB γ̃
E − (d+ 1)VB = 0, (85)

from which we conclude that VB is in the center of the algebra, and therefore each fixed value

B yields a multiple of the spinor identity. This can be seen by noting γ̃Eγ̃
E = (d + 1)ID,
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which imposes the condition [VB, γ̃
E] = 0. With this form of VB, the TW spinor connection

coefficients Ω̃B are given in terms of ω̃CAB by equation 84.

Now we restrict the form of VB in view of the transformation law of Ω̃B given by equa-

tion 74. Letting T be any scalar density of weight − 1
d+1

on M , under TW coordinate

transformations we have

∂B log(T U) → J̄C
B∂C log(T U|J |−

U

d+1 ) = J̄C
B

(

∂C log(T U) + ∂C

(

|J |−
U

d+1

)

|J |
U

d+1

)

. (86)

This transformation is clearly non-tensorial on VM due to the latter term. However, up to

a minus sign this is precisely what is needed for the general transformation law of Ω̃B given

by equation 74. Therefore, we conclude

VB = −∂B log (T U) , (87)

and rewrite equation 84 as

Ω̃B = 1
d+1

ω̃B[EC]γ̃
E γ̃C − ∂B log(T U). (88)

Noting that
√

|g| is a scalar density of weight 1, we see that
√

|g|
− 1

d+1 is a possible choice for

T in equation 88 (a scalar density of weight − 1
d+1

). Plugging this choice of T into equation

88 yields

Ω̃b =
1

d+1
ω̃b[EC]γ̃

E γ̃C − Ugb,

Ω̃λ = 1
d+1

ω̃λ[EC]γ̃
E γ̃C .

(89)

More generally, Ω̃b may be offset from the expression given in equation 89 by a vector on

M times the spinor identity matrix. This amounts to replacing gb with κb. This is the most

general form for the TW spinor connection Ω̃B in terms of the TW spin connection ω̃CAB.

In this paper, we focus on the specific case where gb appears in the spinor connection, which

amounts to assuming the Roberts gauge.

Finally, note what happens if we include a term with the symmetric part of the spin con-

nection coefficients; i.e., 1
d+1

ω̃C(AB)γ̃
AγB. Since ω̃C(AB) is proportional to the non-metricity

tensor [33, 39], this term is a vector multiple of the identity matrix in the spinor space. In

light of the previous discussion, this means that this term will simply have the same effect

as shifting gb to some κb in equation 89. Therefore such a term can be included in the spinor

connection Ω̃B, but it is not as fundamental as the antisymmetric part, which is necessary

to produce the correct transformation law.
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E. TW Dirac Equation

Now that all of the geometric preliminaties are established we are ready to present the

TW Dirac equation. Based on knowledge of spinors in general relativity [40], we expect

to find torsion contributing to spin interactions with fermions [12, 13, 41]. Defining the

differential operator

∇̃M = ∂M + Ω̃M ,

/̃∇ = γ̃M∇̃M , (90)

the Dirac equation on VM is

(

i /̃∇−m
)

Ψ = 0. (91)

We acknowledge that to preserve unitarity the metric-affine Dirac equation should have the

term ∇̃M(γ̃MΨ) instead of γ̃M∇̃MΨ [39]. However, the part we have not included is

(

∇̃Mγ
M
)

Ψ = 1
2
Ñ M

M Bγ̃
BΨ, (92)

which can be recovered by the replacement Ω̃M → Ω̃M + 1
2
Ñ A

A M . This amounts to adding a

vector multiple of the spinor space identity matrix to the spinor connection, or equivalently,

replacing gb with an arbitrary κb in equation 89. Since we are already restricting to the

Roberts gauge κb = gb in this paper, there is no reason to include this term in the Dirac

equation.

Expanding /̃∇ by substituting the gamma matrices from equation 46 and the components

of Ω̃ from equation 89, the spinorial influence of /̃∇ is revealed. Indeed, equation 91 can

equivalently be written

(

i/∂ + i
2(d+1)

(

(

/∂enb
)

γ b
n +O − 2i

(

χ+ d−u
λ0

)

γd+1
)

+ iγ̃λΞλ −m
)

Ψ = 0, (93)

where /∂ = γm∂m denotes the usual Dirac operator on M , and we have introduced O, χ, and

Ξλ as

O = γm (Πnmp − gp (gnm − unm)) (γ
nγp − γpγn)− Uγmgm,

χ = λ0
(

gnΠ
n
mp − gp (gm − gnu

n
m − am) + ∂mgp −Dmp + Vmp

)

γmγp, and

Ξλ = ∂λ −
λ0

λ(d+1)

(

gnu
n
p + ap

)

γpγd+1. (94)
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For a free spinor field the first term O is an ordinary mass term, while the factor of χ

contributes to a χral (chiral) mass. The presence of the TW fields in χ also indicates that

the TW fields contribute to a chiral mass. At this stage the role of Ξ is not so clear, but we

will shortly find a better approach to understanding its physical contribution. Taking the

torsionfree limit, the above reduces to

(

i/∂ + i
2(d+1)

(

(

/∂enb
)

γ b
n +O − 2i

(

χ + d
λ0

)

γd+1
)

+ iγ̃λ∂λ −m
)

Ψ = 0, (95)

where now

O = γm (Πnmp − gpgnm) (γ
nγp − γpγn)− Uγmgm and

χ = λ0
(

gnΠ
n
mp − gpgm + ∂mgp −Dmp

)

gmp. (96)

Interestingly, the factor of Ξ has now reduced to a λ derivative operator.

Although equations 93 and 95 provide a concise theoretical formulation for studying the

Dirac equation on VM , their experimental interpretations leave much to be desired, as any

observable physical quantity lives on M [4]. We therefore want to expand Ψ into manifold

components, under which equation 93 becomes

(

i/∂ + i
2(d+1)

(

(

/∂enb
)

γ b
n +O − 2i

(

χ+ d−u
λ0

)

γd+1
)

+ i
λ
γ̃λΞ−m

)

(Wψ) = 0, (97)

where now

O = γm (Πnmp − gp (gnm − unm)) (γ
nγp − γpγn)− Uγmgm,

χ = λ0
(

gnΠ
n
mp − gp (gm − gnu

n
m − am) + ∂mgp −Dmp + Vmp

)

γmγp, and

Ξ = U− λ0

(d+1)

(

gnu
n
p + ap

)

γpγd+1. (98)

The mass O and chiral mass χ contributions are unchanged from before, but Ξ no longer

contains a λ derivative operator, and is now a scalar. In fact, the ∂λ term has sourced the

explicit U factor now appearing in Ξ. Again taking the torsionfree limit gives

(

i/∂ + i
2(d+1)

(

(

/∂enb
)

γ b
n +O − 2i

(

χ+ d
λ0

)

γd+1
)

+ iU
λ
γ̃λ −m

)

(Wψ) = 0, (99)

with

O = γm (Πnmp − gpgnm) (γ
nγp − γpγn)− Uγmgm and

χ = λ0
(

gnΠ
n
mp − gpgm + ∂mgp −Dmp

)

γmγp. (100)
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This framework for studying the Dirac equation is more general than has been previously

considered. However, the above equations are still restricted to the Roberts gauge. The dy-

namics of the Dirac equation when allowing this full gauge symmetry is under investigation.

VII. MAXWELL INTERACTIONS

A. Thomas-Whitehead Action

Before undertaking a study of gauge fields in TW gravity we summarize the TW action

and several relevant features. The Thomas-Whitehead action [4, 8, 9] consists of two compo-

nents, the Projective Einstein-Hilbert action SPEH and the Projective Gauss-Bonnet action

SPGB, which are given by

SPEH =
1

2κ0

∫

√

|G|Kdλddx, (101)

and

SPGB = J0c

∫

√

|G|
(

KA
BCDK

BCD
A − 4KABK

AB +K2
)

dλddx, (102)

where the whole TW action is then STW = SPEH + SPGB. In the TW action SPEH couples

the metric to D and C, whereas SPGB endows D and C with dynamics through the Riemann

squared and Ricci squared terms. The fact that the TW action takes the form of SPEH+SPGB

avoids higher derivatives that could lead to instabilities [42, 43]. From equations 101 and

102, we can see that the only components present in the TW action are built from KA
BCD,

KBD, and K. Henceforth, in our study of electromagnetic and Yang-Mills couplings, we will

be interested not in the exact form of the action so much as the contractions of KA
BCD that

appear.

As mentioned above, the Projective Gauss-Bonnet term renders D and C as dynamical

fields. Conceivably there are many Lagrangians that could be paired with SPEH that would

accomplish this purpose. The motivation behind the particular choice of SPGB lies in the

property of weak field approximations. We define the Lovelock limit of STW (after [42]) to

be the result of taking both D, C → 0, which may equivalently be though of as a vanishing

diff field and choosing Γa
bc to be the usual Levi-Civita connection Γ̂a

bc. We then further

define the Einstein limit to be the Lovelock limit with J0 → 0. In the Lovelock limit the
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action becomes (up to an overall integral of 1
λ
)

SLovelock =
1

2κ0

∫

√

|g|R̂ ddx+ J0c

∫

√

|g|
(

R̂a
bcdR̂

bcd
a − 4R̂abR̂

ab + R̂2
)

ddx. (103)

The first term is just the usual Einstein-Hilbert action, while the second is the Gauss-Bonnet

action, which by virtue of the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet theorem does not contribute to the field

equations in d ≤ 4. Further applying the Einstein limit ensures this term does not contribute

in any dimension and recovers the action

SEinstein-Hilbert =
1

2κ0

∫

√

|g|R̂ ddx. (104)

In other words, the Einstein limit of TW gravity is just general relativity.

Seeing as one of the primary objectives of this paper is to introduce torsion in Γ̃, we would

like to amend our above definition. The Einstein limit is really the torsionfree Einstein limit,

which is a natural weak field limit of torsionfree TW gravity. However, the torsionful Ein-

stein limit will start with the torsionful TW connection and build the identical action (now

including torsion), and taking all of D, C,V, u, a → 0, as well as J0 → 0. The motivation

for this limit is to recover Einstin-Cartan gravity, wherein T is the usual (trace-free part of

the) torsion tensor, as in [13]. To recover Einstein-Cartan gravity we must take J0 → 0 to

remove the dynamics of T endowed through the Gauss-Bonnet term. Further study of the

dynamics provided to T through the Gauss-Bonnet action may prove insightful and would

accurately be viewed as the torsionful Lovelock limit of TW gravity.

B. Electromagnetism on the Thomas Cone

Given an electromagnetic vector potential Am on M , we can extend it to live on VM by

taking AM = (Am + gm,
1
λ
) as in [4] and described in the introduction. To lift the vector

index on Am we can actually use any κm with the transformation law from equation 18, but

we shall continue with the assumption κm = gm in this paper. Following the prescription

for minimally coupling electrodynamics to gravity, we take

∇̃M → DM ≡ ∇̃M − iAM (105)

as the gauge covariant derivative with e the coupling constant. Recalling the definition of

KA
BCD as

KA
BCDV

B = [∇̃C , ∇̃D]V
A + (Γ̃B

CD − Γ̃B
DC)∇̃BV

A, (106)
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we promote this to

K
A
BCDV

B = [DC ,DD]V
A +

(

Γ̃B
CD − Γ̃B

DC

)

DBV
A

= KA
BCDV

B − i
(

∇̃CAD − ∇̃DAC

)

V A, (107)

so the full curvature tensor can be succinctly expressed as

K
A
BCD = KA

BCD − iδAB(∇̃CAD − ∇̃DAC). (108)

Before writing the final form of our action, a notational interlude is appropriate. Following

[4], we introduce the Gauss-Bonnet operator

G
BFCGDH

AE = GAEG
BFGCGGDH − 4δACδ

E
GG

BFGDH + δACδ
E
GG

BDGFH . (109)

There is no special significance to the operator G other than aesthetic appeal and compu-

tational convenience. Indeed, the above definition allows us to write

G
BFCGDH

AE KA
BCDK

E
FGH = KA

BCDK
BCD

A − 4KABK
AB +K2, (110)

a recombination of terms that is exceedingly helpful when deriving field equations.

Now that we have working definitions of K and G in place, we can construct the Maxwell-

TW action. It is

SMTW =
1

2κ0

∫

√

|G|K dλddx+ J0c

∫

√

|G|
(

G
BFCGDH

AE K
A
BCDK

E
FGH

)

dλddx, (111)

in which there are again essentially three constituent terms: K A
BCD,KBD, and K . We

examine their properties in the next several sections.

C. Torsionfree Maxwell-TW Decoupling

While beginning our Coulombic endeavors let us temporarily revert to assuming Γ̃ is

torsionfree. From the definition of K in equation 108, we see only the latter portion involves

A. Expanding this term, we find

∇̃CAD − ∇̃DAC = ∂CAD − Γ̃E
DCAE − ∂DAC + Γ̃E

DCAE = ∂CAD − ∂DAC , (112)

so for a torsionfree TW connection this resembles the usual electromagnetic tensor. Recog-

nizing this, we write

FCD = ∂CAD − ∂DAC , (113)
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which in block form is

FGH =





∂gAh − ∂hAg 0

0 0





GH

. (114)

Clearly F is the just usual electromagnetic tensor when restricted to M .

We now wish to examine the relevant terms in the Maxwell-TW action to understand

possible coupling between the potential A and Γ̃. First, the projective Riemann contribution

is

K
A
BCDK

BCD
A = KA

BCDK
BCD

A − 2iKA
BCDδ

B
A F

CD − (d+ 1)FCDF
CD

= KA
BCDK

BCD
A − (d+ 1)FCDF

CD, (115)

where the middle term KA
ACDFCD vanishes. In the projective Ricci term we obtain

KBDK
BD = KBDK

BD − FBDF
BD, (116)

and the projective Einstein-Hilbert term is

K = K, K
2 = K2, (117)

where the scalar curvature K is unchanged under minimal coupling. Therefore, putting

our three components together tells us that A completely decouples from D and C in the

Maxwell-TW Lagrangian.

D. Generalized Maxwell-TW Decoupling

It is well known that including torsion into a gravitational theory can induce gravitational

coupling to spinors [12, 13] and gauge fields [44]. Now that we have seen how a U(1) gauge

field acts on VM , we wish to understand ramifications of including torsion. Again for

minimal coupling we have

K
A
BCD = KA

BCD − iδAB(∂CAD − ∂DAC), (118)

and recognizing the latter term as the electromagnetic field strength we again define

FCD = ∂CAD − ∂DAC . (119)
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In block form this is

FGH =





∂gAh − ∂hAg 0

0 0





GH

. (120)

Equation 118 tells us the projective Riemann contribution is

K
A
BCDK

BCD
A = KA

BCDK
BCD

A − 2iK ACD
A FCD − (d+ 1)FCDF

CD, (121)

where the middle term will no longer vanishes due to the torsion fields. The projective Ricci

tensor term becomes

KBDK
BD = KBDK

BD − FBDF
BD, (122)

and the projective Ricci scalar is

K = K, K
2 = K2. (123)

Examining equations 123 and 122, we see F and K decouple, so the only possible inter-

actions between A and Γ̃ come from the factor of K ACD
A FCD in equation 121. This term

can be expanded to

K ACD
A FCD =

(

∂dac − ∂cad − 2gd∂cu
)

F
cd, (124)

where u = uaa. The exact form of equation 124 will be quite relevant in some future

projects, such as determining field equations or studying quantum interactions. However,

for this paper we are not interested in the exact expression, but just the role each field plays.

Indeed, two properties are apparent: first, as required, letting the torsion fields vanish means

the entire expression vanishes, recovering equation 115 in the weak field limit. Second, A

couples to a and u, which provides interaction terms in the Lagrangian.

Finally, we include one last observation that is both the most subtle and the most im-

portant: D and C are not present in this expression. Results in [4, 8, 9] (summarized in the

introduction) show that D and C act as geometric sources through the energy momentum

tensor. From equation 124 we see that, even in the presence of torsion fields, D and C will

contribute to the energy momentum tensor, but will not couple to A in the Maxwell-TW

Action! This decoupling is sufficiently remarkable that we would like to characterize it as

the Maxwell Miracle.
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The main result from this section is that in the Maxwell-TW action the fields D and

C, introduced through the TW connection, naturally appear as contributions to an electro-

magnetically dark sector. One may speculate if this property is unique to the Maxwell-TW

action, or if more general Lagrangians share this ‘miracle property’. Indeed, it may be

worth further study to examine the relevant dynamics in the context of, say, including a

Born-Infeld action [45], adding contributions from higher order Lovelock terms [5, 42], or by

including a Palatini expansion of the curvature tensors such as in [7].

VIII. YANG-MILLS INTERACTIONS

A. Nonabelian Gauge Fields on the Thomas Cone

We would now like to extend our above results to the context of a non-abelian gauge

theory and describe the mechanism by which D and C decouple from general Yang-Mills

fields. After the previous section there will be few surprises, but it is nevertheless insightful

to detail the precise construction of nonabelian gauge fields on the Thomas cone, especially

regarding extensions of Lie algebra representations from M to VM . It is also likely that,

despite the classical similarities, moving to a nonabelian gauge group will have significant

quantum repercussions and thus warrant a separate treatment.

Our immediate priority is establishing conventions. Let g be any compact semisimple

Lie algebra and G a Lie group with Lie algebra g. We really have G = SU(N) in mind

as in Yang-Mills, but all results in this section are valid for any compact semisimple g. In

particular, taking g = su(3)× su(2)× u(1), we may consider the Standard Model.

Let T α be the generators of g in the adjoint representation, where α indexes the basis

elements. When working with Yang-Mills connections we generally display the Greek basis

indices of g but suppress the internal representation indices of T α. It is a minor travesty that

our convention inexorably results in Latin spacetime indices and Greek group representation

indices, but the benefits of the Mera convention ultimately outweigh the initial notational

translation. Finally, the structure constants are defined by the usual commutation relation

[T α, T β] = ifαβ
γT

γ. By assumption that g is compact semisimple we can take the structure

constants to be totally antisymmetric; this is not always true for arbitrary Lie algebras. Of

course, λ will not be used for a Lie algebra index and is reserved for the coordinate on VM .
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The Yang-Mills potential on M is the usual sum AmαT
α, which is often described as a

g-valued 1-form. By no means do we wish to contest this perspective, but here it will prove

more convenient to view Amα as a collection of vectors indexed by α. For each fixed α we

can extend Amα to VM by the usual lifting, i.e.,

AMα =
(

Amα + gm,
1
λ

)

, (125)

which is a well-formed object for any particular value of α. As by now expected, the

appearance of gm is the result of the Roberts gauge, and a more general form would include

an arbitrary choice of κm. This is planned for future study.

To have a genuine Yang-Mills potential we need a consistent way to sum our collection

of vectors over the generators T α. To this end, note that both gm and 1
λ
commute with each

of the Amα, so these terms should only appear in the center of g. This requires the potential

A to take the form [4]

AM ≡
(

AmαT
α + gmI,

1
λ
I
)

, (126)

where I is the identity of the same dimension as the T α. To compute the curvature we

decompose A as

AM = (AmαT
α, 0) +

(

gm,
1
λ

)

I = (AmαT
α, 0) + gMI, (127)

which also demonstrates that A is tensorial on VM . With this in place, we can define the

gauge covariant derivative

DM = ∇̃M − iAM . (128)

The curvature is again (see appendix)

K
A
BCDV

B = [DC ,DD]V
A + (Γ̃B

CD − Γ̃B
DC)DBV

A, (129)

which boils down to

K
A
BCD = KA

BCD − ieδAB

(

∇̃[CAD] − iA[CAD]

)

. (130)

As in the case of electromagnetism, the latter term is the field strength of A , so we can

succinctly write

K
A
BCD = KA

BCD − iδABFCD, (131)
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where we have introduced

FCD = ∇̃CAD − ∇̃DAC − iA[CAD]. (132)

The Yang-Mills-TW action is then

SYMTW = 1
2κ0

∫

√

|G|K dλddx+ J0c

∫

√

|G|G BFCGDH
AE K

A
BCDK

E
FGHdλd

dx, (133)

which is of the same form as in equation 111.

B. Torsionfree Yang-Mills-TW Decoupling

To classify coupling between the Yang-Mills potential A and Γ̃ we again consider the

torsionfree case prior to full generality. Assuming Γ̃ is torsionfree, we can use equation 132

to expand F in block form as

FGH =





∂gAh − ∂hAg + fαβ
γT

γAgαAhβ 0

0 0





GH

, (134)

which is the usual Yang-Mills field strength in the first block M .

Again we wish to examine the coupling between F and the TW sector. To this end, we

first find the Riemann tensor,

K
A
BCDK

BCD
A = KA

BCDK
BCD

A − 2iKA
BCDδ

B
A F

CD − (d+ 1)FCDF
CD

= KA
BCDK

BCD
A − (d+ 1)FCDF

CD. (135)

As by now expected, the term KA
ACDFCD vanishes identically in the above expression.

Taking the trace gives us the Ricci term,

KBDK
BD = KBDK

BD − FBDF
BD, (136)

and another trace gives the Ricci scalar,

K = K, K
2 = K2. (137)

As before, no new dynamics are introduced through the Ricci scalar. Putting all of this

together implies a total decoupling between Yang-Mills fields A and TW fields D and C

in the context of the torsionfree Yang-Mills-TW Lagrangian, in exact analogue with the

electromagnetic case.
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C. Generalized Yang-Mills-TW Decoupling

The final case to explore in our study of decoupling is the Yang-Mills action with torsion,

which is the natural subsummation of the last two sections. Including torsion in the TW

connection still leaves the block form of F as

FGH =





∂gAh − ∂hAg + fαβ
γT

γAgαAhβ 0

0 0





GH

. (138)

We find that the projective Riemann squared contribution is

K
A
BCDK

BCD
A = KA

BCDK
BCD

A − 2iK ACD
A FCD − (d+ 1)FCDF

CD, (139)

the projective Ricci tensor squared term becomes

KBDK
BD = KBDK

BD − FBDF
BD, (140)

and the projective Ricci scalar is

K = K, K
2 = K2. (141)

As is the case in the Maxwell coupling, the mechanism by which the Yang-Mills fields could

potentially couple to D and C in the TW Lagrangian is from the presence of the term

K ACD
A FCD. (142)

Expanding this out, we find

K ACD
A FCD = (∂dac − ∂cad − 2gd∂cu)F

cd. (143)

On paper this term is identical to the U(1) case, the only difference being in the components

of F . We see that D and C decouple from any Yang-Mills field, even in the presence of

torsion, which we would like to analogously dub the Yang-Mills Miracle.

Before concluding this section we offer several remarks. First, in some sense the Maxwell

and Yang-Mills miracles are poorly named as the decoupling is not due to any property of

SU(N) gauge theories! Instead they are really special cases of a ‘Projective Miracle,’ as the

decoupling comes from the form of KA
BCD. Indeed, the form of the term in equation 143 is

identical for any two-form in the place of F , underpining the assumption that g is compact
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and semisimple: any compact semisimple g has totally antisymmetric structure constants

fαβ
γ in the adjoint representation, implying that F is antisymmetric, and therefore does not

interact with D or C. It may be interesting to investigate the possibility that more general

Lie algebras induce such coupling.

Presently much remains before detailed study of the quantum theory. Although we

cannot hope to establish the quantum theory here, several prior formulae provide insights

into conceivable results. One we wish to highlight is a manifestation of tree level diagrams.

In equation 143 there is a decoupling of A from the TW fields, contrasting with the fact

that a and u couple to A as well as D and C. It is therefore possible that in multiple vertex

diagrams the torsion fields allow interactions between standard model fields and fields in the

dark sector. This may conceivably be observed as an interaction beginning with baryonic

matter that produces particles in the dark sector, especially if the torsion fields decay rapidly.

Despite a likely first impression, this possibility does not rule out phenomological viability;

each vertex of this interaction has a factor of J0c. Recent work [46] gives an order-of-

magnitude estimate for J0 in a dark energy dominated universe at 1010α~ (α is the fine

structure constant), so the interaction term is extremely small. The authors of [46] also

found other situations for which J0 can be much larger, but the dark energy solution is the

main interest to us. With J0 taking a small value, it may then be reasonable to speculate

that at sufficiently high energies there is a thermal exchange between TW and GUT fields.

Given the energy scales, this suggests the possibility that D and C were prominent in the

very early universe but have since decoupled from baryonic matter.

IX. THOMAS-WHITEHEAD-YANG-MILLS-DIRAC ACTION

A. Lifting Geometric Actions

1. Lifting Fundamental Representations

This section is the capstone to this paper, synthesizing all previous constructions with

spinors, projective geometry, torsion, and Yang-Mills fields. All of the actions hitherto

discussed will be combined to form the overall action, which is the sum of the Thomas-

Whitehead, Yang-Mills, and Dirac actions. By now we have all of the necessary background

in place, with the minor exception that we will also need the lift of the fundamental repre-
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sentation of gauge groups to VM when coupling A to fermions.

Again let g be a compact semisimple Lie algebra, G a Lie group with Lie algebra g, and

T α be the generators of g in the fundamental representation, where α indexes the basis

elements. The structure constants satisfy [T α, T β] = ifαβ
γT

γ and are totally antisymmetric.

Again following [4], the lift of A to VM is formally identical to that in equation 126, i.e.

AM ≡
(

AmαT
α + gmI,

1
λ
I
)

, (144)

where I has the same dimension as the T α. The only change in this construction from the

lift of A in the adjoint representation is the internal indices, which have no interaction with

the actual lifting mechanism.

2. Lifting Yang-Mills Actions

Now that we have established the form of the Yang-Mills field strength on VM , we can

form the Yang-Mills action by the usual quadratic term. Accounting for the λ dependence,

we have

SYM =
1

e2

∫

√

|G|FABF
ABdλddx =

1

e2

(
∫

λ0
λ
dλ

)
∫

√

|g|FabF
abddx (145)

where Fab is the usual Yang-Mills tensor on M . The factor of λ0 again arises from equation

14 and ensures the overall action is dimensionless. It can readily be observed that the

equations of motion from the Yang-Mills action are identical to the standard equations in a

classical gauge theory, up to the integral of λ in front, which, as suggested in [4], seems to

be acting as a renormalization factor. Further work on this is under way.

3. Lifting Dirac Actions

The Dirac action on VM is

SDirac =

∫

√

|G|Ψ
(

i /̃∇−m
)

Ψdλddx. (146)

Unraveling the definition of /̃∇ from equation 90, we minimally couple the Dirac operator to

our Yang-Mills field by the usual concoction

/̃∇ → /D = /̃∇− i /A . (147)

36



Then expanding the minimally coupled Dirac action, we obtain

SDirac =

∫

√

|G|Ψ

(

i/∂ + /A + iγ̃λ
(

Ξλ +
i
λ

)

+ i
2(d+1)

(

(

/∂enb
)

γ b
n +O − 2i

(

χ+ d−u
λ0

)

γd+1
)

−m

)

Ψdλddx, (148)

where each of the fields are now explicit. As when originally constructing /̃∇, we let /∂ = γm∂m

and introduced the fields

O = γm (Πnmp − gp (gnm − unm)) (γ
nγp − γpγn)− Uγmgm,

χ = λ0
(

gnΠ
n
mp − gp (gm − gnu

n
m − am) + ∂mgp −Dmp + Vmp

)

γmγp, and

Ξλ = ∂λ −
λ0

λ(d+1)

(

gnu
n
p + ap

)

γpγd+1. (149)

Noticing the Yang-Mills coupling constant appears with a factor of 1
λ
, it is reasonable to

speculate that the λ component may play some role in renormalization. This is another

avenue of further research that we hope to explore in the future.

B. The Holy Trinity

Now that we have an understanding of all of the relevant geometries on the Thomas

cone, we can construct an action simultaneously encompassing the TW, Yang-Mills, and

Dirac sectors that is both projectively invariant and covariant. The overall action is

S = STW + SYM + SDirac, (150)

where the respective components are

STW =
1

2κ0

∫

√

|G|K dλddx+J0c
∫ √

|G|G BFCGDH
AE

K
A
BCD

K
BCD

A
dλddx,

SYM =
1

e2

∫

√

|G|FABF
ABdλddx, and

SDirac =

∫

√

|G|Ψ
(

i /D −m
)

Ψdλddx. (151)

Written under one integral sign, the total action is

S =

∫

√

|G|
(

Ψ
(

i /D −m
)

Ψ+ 1
e2

FABF
AB

+ 1
2κ0

K + J0cG
BFCGDH

AE K
A
BCDK

E
FGH

)

dλddx. (152)
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Although equation 152 offers a clean expression of all of the material covered in this paper,

it leaves much of the underlying machinery regarding field interactions hidden. For the

purpose of completeness we have included the expansion in section C in the appendix.

X. CONCLUSION

The geometric structure associated with the volume bundle naturally includes a gauge

symmetry over spacetime. We have seen how this symmetry arises and the impact it has

on lifting tensor and spinor fields from M to VM . It is now clear that all work thus far on

TW gravity has been constrained to the Roberts gauge, a particular gauge fixing condition.

This geometric lifting also induces a weight on spinors which ultimately contributes to a

mass term.

Although TW gravity is naturally intertwined with the Palatini formalism, the effect

of torsion on gravitational interactions has not previously been studied in this context. By

including torsion in the TW connection we have seen that the torsion fields add contributions

to the Dirac operator through both ordinary and chiral mass terms. Further, we also saw

that the torsion fields appear in the Yang-Mills sector, interacting with both Yang-Mills

and TW fields in n-point correlation functions suppressed by factors of J0c. Given the

exceedingly small scale of J0c, this raises the possibility that at extreme energies the Yang-

Mills and TW fields may have a thermal exchange mediated by torsion. In particular, this

may have played a role in the very early universe.

In addition to understanding these interaction terms, we have constructed the lifting

of Yang-Mills and Dirac actions to VM , allowing the construction of the total action S =

STW+SYM+SD. With this action in place there is now a natural route forward to computing

field equations and to begin quantizing TW gravity.

A natural question is how moving away from the Roberts gauge may affect the dynamics

of TW gravity. At the fundamental level it is clear this will impact the process of lifting

tensor and spinor fields from M to VM , but how this will manifest in relevant actions and

field equations is currently nebulous. This is presently under investigation.
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Appendix A: Assumptions, Conventions, and Useful Identities

1. Assumptions and Conventions

Everywhere in this paper we assume all manifolds, functions, tensors, spinors, etc. are

smooth (infinitely differentiable), and that our spacetime manifold M is Lorentizian and

orientable. Unless otherwise stated we make no further assumptions. Our work employs the

language of abstract index notation as there exist no circumstances in which coordinate free

notation provides any advantage over the use of indices. As usual repeated indices indicate

summation, and parentheses and brackets denote symmetrization and antisymmetrization,

respectively. For example, if Tab is a rank 2 tensor we have

T(ab) = Tab + Tba, T[ab] = Tab − Tba, (A1)

where we do not include a factor of 1
2
. On both the manifold M and the bundle VM the

usual index juggling patterns apply. It is important to distinguish indices between M and

VM , which is elegantly accomplished with the Mera convention.

The chosen signature is mostly plus, so ηab = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1). Furthermore, the λ

component has a spacelike signature, so ηAB = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1, 1). An immediate corollary

of this is the requirement for a minus sign in the definition of the gamma matrices; indeed,

the defining relations are

{γa, γb} = −2gab, {γ̃A, γ̃B} = −2GAB, (A2)

for the algebras on M and VM , respectively.
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2. Definitions, Summarized

The piecemeal parts used to construct fields are

ga = − 1
d+1

∂a log
√

|g|, ja = ∂a log J
− 1

d+1 , (A3)

and the metric and its inverse on VM are

GAB =





gab + λ20gagb
λ2
0

λ
ga

λ2
0

λ
gb

λ2
0

λ2





AB

, GAB =





gab −λgamgm

−λgbmgm
λ2

λ2
0

+ λ2gmngmgn





AB

. (A4)

Their determinants satisfy the relations

|G| =
λ20
λ2

|g|,
√

|G| =
λ0
λ

√

|g|. (A5)

The fundamental projective invariant with torsion is

Πa
bc = Γa

bc −
1

d+1

(

d
d−1

Γe
ec −

1
d−1

Γe
ce

)

δab −
1

d+1

(

d
d−1

Γe
be −

1
d−1

Γe
eb

)

δac, (A6)

which decomposes as

Πa
bc = Π̂a

ab + C
a

bc + T
a

bc, (A7)

where

Π̂a
bc = Γ̂a

bc −
1

d+1
δabΓ̂

e
ec −

1
d+1

δacΓ̂
e
eb,

C
a

bc = Ca
bc −

1
d+1

δabC
e
ec −

1
d+1

δacC
e
eb,

T
a

bc = T a
bc −

1
d+1

δabT
e
ec −

1
d+1

δacT
e
eb. (A8)

The projective Riemann curvature tensor is defined through a commutator of covariant

derivatives,

KA
BCDV

B = [∇̃C , ∇̃D]V
A + (Γ̃B

CD − Γ̃B
DC)∇̃BV

A, (A9)

and the projective Ricci tensor is the contraction over the first and third indices. Ricci

scalars are the trace of their associated Ricci tensors:

KBD = δCAK
A
BCD, K = GBDKBD. (A10)
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The tensor KA
BCD houses the equi-projective Riemann tensor as a component, which is

defined as

Ra
bcd = ∂cΠ

a
db − ∂dΠ

a
cb +Πa

ceΠ
e
db −Πa

deΠ
e
cb. (A11)

As before, the equi-projective Ricci tensor is the trace over the first and third index, and

the equi-projective Ricci scalar is the trace of the equi-projective Ricci tensor:

Rbd = δcaR
a
bcd, R = gbdRbd. (A12)

All of the aforementioned equi-projective objects are invariant under projective transforma-

tions, but are not tensorial under ordinary coordinate transformations.

Gamma matrices on M take the usual defining relation

{γa, γb} = −2gab. (A13)

When using gamma matrices we assume M has even dimension. In this case the product

γd+1 = i⌊
d
2
⌋+1γ0γ1 . . . γd−1 (A14)

acts as a chirality matrix while simultaneously extending the representation by one dimen-

sion. It satisfies

{γd+1, γm} = 0, (γd+1)2 = ID. (A15)

This is not to be confused with the algebra of gamma matrices on VM , which satisfy

{γ̃M , γ̃N} = −2GMNID, (A16)

a condition that the chirally extended γ do not. The gamms matrices on VM take the

explicit form

γ̃n = γn, γ̃λ = λ
λ0
(iγd+1 − λ0gmγ

m) = λ
λ0
(γd+1 − λ0gmγ

m). (A17)

Frame fields on VM take the form

ẽMA =





ema 0

−λepagp
λ
λ0





M

A

, ẽAM =





eam 0

λ0gm
λ0

λ





A

M

, (A18)
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which are used to define the TW spin connection

ω̃MAB = ẽCNηAC

(

∂M ẽ
N
B + Γ̃N

MP ẽ
P
B

)

. (A19)

The frame fields also allow us to exchanges indices between the flattened Clifford algebras

and the spacetime Clifford algebras. Using the spin connection we construct the spinor

connection

Ω̃B = 1
d+1

ω̃B[EC]γ̃
Eγ̃C + VB, (A20)

where the choice of VB in the Roberts gauge gives the components as

Ω̃b =
1

d+1
ω̃b[EC]γ̃

E γ̃C − Ugb, Ω̃λ = 1
d+1

ω̃λ[EC]γ̃
E γ̃C . (A21)

The spin connection induces a Dirac operator, given by

∇̃M = ∂M + Ω̃M , /̃∇ = γ̃MDM . (A22)

Expanding the implicit sums, the Dirac equation becomes

(

i/∂ + i
2(d+1)

(

(

/∂enb
)

γ b
n +O − 2i

(

χ+ d−u
λ0

)

γd+1
)

+ iγ̃λΞλ −m
)

Ψ = 0, (A23)

where

O = γm (Πnmp − gp (gnm − unm)) (γ
nγp − γpγn)− Uγmgm,

χ = λ0
(

gnΠ
n
mp − gp (gm − gnu

n
m − am) + ∂mgp −Dmp + Vmp

)

γmγp, and

Ξλ = ∂λ −
λ0

λ(d+1)

(

gnu
n
p + ap

)

γpγd+1. (A24)

The Gauss-Bonnet operator is defined as

G
BFCGDH

AE = GAEG
BFGCGGDH − 4δACδ

E
GG

BFGDH + δACδ
E
GG

BDGFH . (A25)

The Projective Einstein-Hilbert action is

SPEH =
1

2κ0

∫

√

|G|Kdλddx, (A26)

while the Projective Gauss-Bonnet action is

SPGB = J0c

∫

√

|G|
(

G
BFCGDH

AE KA
BCDK

E
FGH

)

dλddx. (A27)
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With both of these terms in place, the TW action is given by

STW = SPEH + SPGB. (A28)

Minimal coupling follows the standard procedure, up to minor caveats associated with

the geometry of VM , as described in section VIII. The covariant derivative is promoted to

a gauge covariant derivative by taking

∇̃M → ∇̃M − iAM . (A29)

Likewise, the Dirac operator is minimally coupled through the process

/̃∇ → /D = /̃∇− i /A . (A30)

The Projective Riemann tensor with minimal coupling is

K
A
BCD = KA

BCD − iδAB

(

∇̃[CAD] − iA[CAD]

)

. (A31)

The total action involving all of the constituents constructed in this paper is the sum

S = STW + SYM + SDirac, (A32)

where the respective components are

STW =
1

2κ0

∫

√

|G|K dλddx+ J0c

∫

√

|G|G BFCGDH
AE K

A
BCDK

BCD
A dλddx,

SYM =
1

e2

∫

√

|G|FABF
ABdλddx, and

SDirac =

∫

√

|G|Ψ
(

i /D −m
)

Ψdλddx. (A33)

3. Helpful Identities

The Jacobian and its inverse for a coordinate transformation XA → Y A on VM are

JA
B =





Ja
b 0

λ|J |−
1

d+1 jb |J |−
1

d+1





A

B

, J̄A
B =





J̄a
b 0

−λJ̄e
bje |J |

1

d+1





A

B

. (A34)

The coordinate transformation for the trace of Γ is

δabΓ
e
ec → δab

(

Γe
emJ̄

m
c − J̄m

c∂m log |J |
)

,

δacΓ
e
be → δac

(

Γe
meJ̄

m
b − J̄m

b∂m log |J |
)

. (A35)

The curved and flat chiral gamma matrices are related by the identity

γd+1 = iγd+1. (A36)
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Appendix B: Curvature in Palatini Formalism

1. Curvature in Metric-Affine Gravity

Let V A be a vector and τ ∈ [0, 1] an affine parameter for a loop γE on VM . For

equational brevity we write γ0 = γ(0) = γ(1) as the base point, and use γ̇E = dγE

dτ
, V̇ A = dV A

dτ

interchangeably. The change in V A from transporting along γ is

∆V A =

∮

dV A

dτ
dτ, (B1)

where
∮

should be understood as the integral along γ. For curvature we are interested in

choosing γ to be an infinitesimal loop, so that δV A gives the curvature at γ0. Because we

are parallel transporting V A we have by definition

γ̇B∇̃BV
A = 0. (B2)

Expanding equation B2 with connection coefficients gives

γ̇B∇̃BV
A = V̇ A + Γ̃A

BC γ̇
BV C = 0, (B3)

from which it follows

V̇ A = −Γ̃A
BC γ̇

BV C . (B4)

Substituting equation B4 into our integral in equation B1, we have

∆V A = −

∮

Γ̃A
BC γ̇

BV Cdτ. (B5)

It is worth remarking our discussion thus far is valid for any (not necessarily infinitesimal)

loop γ. The necessity of γ being infinitesimal now arises: we Taylor expand in γ and require

second order terms to be negligible. The Taylor expansion around γ0 to first order is

Γ̃A
BC(γ(τ)) = Γ̃A

BC(γ0) + (γE − γE0 )∂EΓ̃
A
BC(γ0) +O

(

(γ − γ0)
2
)

,

V A(γ(τ)) = V A(γ0) + (γE − γE0 )
∂V A(γ0)

∂γE
+O

(

(γ − γ0)
2
)

. (B6)

Here ∂E = ∂
∂γE , and the sole reason for expressing this differently between the first and

second line in equation B6 is later convenience. A different form of the expansion for V A
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will be more helpful; chain ruling and another use of equation B4 changes the expansion for

V A to

V A(γ(τ)) = V A(γ0) + (γE − γE0 )
∂τ

∂γE
V̇ A(γ0) +O

(

(γ − γ0)
2
)

= V A(γ0)− (γE − γE0 )
∂τ

∂γE
(

Γ̃A
BC(γ0)

dγB

dτ
V C(γ0)

)

+O
(

(γ − γ0)
2
)

= V A(γ0)− Γ̃A
BC(γ0)(γ

B − γB0 )V
C(γ0) +O

(

(γ − γ0)
2
)

. (B7)

Therefore the Taylor expansion rules we really want are

Γ̃A
BC(γ(τ)) = Γ̃A

BC(γ0) + (γE − γE0 )∂EΓ̃
A
BC(γ0) +O

(

(γ − γ0)
2
)

,

V A(γ(τ)) = V A(γ0)− Γ̃A
BC(γ0)(γ

B − γB0 )V
C(γ0) +O

(

(γ − γ0)
2
)

. (B8)

Now we are ready to find the curvature. The Taylor expansion of equation B5 to first

order in γ is

∆V A = −

∮

(

Γ̃A
BC(γ0)V

C(γ0)
)

γ̇Bdτ +

∮

(

Γ̃A
BC(γ0)Γ̃

C
EF (γ0)γ

E
0 V

F (γ0)
)

γ̇Bdτ

−

∮

(

− Γ̃A
CE(γ0)Γ̃

E
DB(γ0)γ

DV B(γ0) + γDV B(γ0)∂DΓ̃
A
CB(γ0)

)

γ̇Cdτ. (B9)

The first term above is

−

∮

(

Γ̃A
BC(γ0)V

C(γ0)
)

γ̇Bdτ = −Γ̃A
BC(γ0)V

C(γ0)

∮

γ̇Bdτ = 0, (B10)

while the second term is
∮

Γ̃A
BC(γ0)Γ̃

C
EF (γ0)γ

E
0 V

F (γ0)γ̇
Bdτ = Γ̃A

BC(γ0)Γ̃
C
EF (γ0)γ

E
0 V

F (γ0)

∮

γ̇Bdτ = 0. (B11)

Substituting these identities into equation B9, the integral becomes

∆V A =

∮

γDV B(γ0)
(

Γ̃A
CE(γ0)Γ̃

E
DB(γ0)− ∂DΓ̃

A
CB(γ0)

)

γ̇Cdτ. (B12)

Already there are vivid apparitions of curvature, but half is still unaccounted for. To find

the rest of the usual terms, observe integration by parts tells us
∮

γDγ̇Cdτ = −

∮

γC γ̇Ddτ. (B13)

Therefore ∆V A really needs to have an antisymmetrization on these indices. Following this

through, we finally have

∆V A =
1

2

∮

γDV B(γ0)
(

Γ̃A
[C|E|(γ0)Γ̃

E
D]B(γ0) + ∂[CΓ̃

A
D]B(γ0)

)

γ̇Cdτ
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=
1

2

∮

γDKA
BCD(γ0)V

B(γ0)γ̇
Cdτ. (B14)

Therefore

KA
BCD = ∂C Γ̃

A
DB − ∂DΓ̃

A
CB + Γ̃A

CEΓ̃
E
DB − Γ̃A

DEΓ̃
E
CB. (B15)

This tells us that in the presence of torsion the commutator of covariant derivatives is not

the correction definition of K. To reproduce equation B15 we must therefore take

KA
BCDV

B = [∇̃C , ∇̃D]V
A + (Γ̃B

CD − Γ̃B
DC)∇̃BV

A. (B16)

2. Curvature in the Presence of a Yang-Mills Field

Let all conventions be the same as the previous section. We now want to answer the

question of what happens to V A along γE(τ) in the presence of a Yang-Mills field. The

computations will be somewhat abbreviated as they are almost identical to the prior section;

we believe the detail above justifies any omissions. The parallel transport equation for a

minimally coupled Yang-Mills field is

γ̇BDBV
A = 0, (B17)

from which the expansion in components implies

V̇ A = −Γ̃A
BC γ̇

BV C + iAB γ̇
BV A. (B18)

Therefore

∆V A = −

∮

Γ̃A
BC γ̇

BV C − iABγ̇
BV Adτ. (B19)

As before, is it time to Taylor expand,

Γ̃A
BC(γ) = Γ̃A

BC(γ0) + (γE − γE0 )∂EΓ̃
A
BC(γ0) +O

(

(γ − γ0)
2
)

,

V A(γ) = V A(γ0)− (γB − γB0 )Γ̃
A
BC(γ0)V

C(γ0)

+ i(γB − γB0 )AB(γ0)V
A(γ0) +O

(

(γ − γ0)
2
)

,

AB(γ) = AB(γ0) + (γE − γE0 )∂EAB(γ0) +O
(

(γ − γ0)
2
)

. (B20)

On substitution, our integral to first order becomes

∆V A =

∮

(

Γ̃A
BE(γ0)Γ̃

E
FG(γ0)− iΓ̃A

BG(γ0)AF (γ0)− ∂F Γ̃
A
BG(γ0)− iAB(γ0)Γ̃

A
FG(γ0)
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−AB(γ0)AF (γ0)δ
A
G + iδAG∂FAB(γ0)

)

γFV G(γ0)γ̇
Bdτ. (B21)

We again must antisymmetrize, giving

∆V A =

∮ (

∂[CΓ̃
A
D]B(γ0) + Γ̃A

[C|E(γ0)Γ̃
E
D]B(γ0)

− iδAB
(

∂[CAD](γ0)− iA[C(γ0)AD](γ0)
)

)

γDV B(γ0)γ̇
Cdτ, (B22)

or more eloquently,

∆V A =

∮

(

KA
BCD(γ0)− iδABFCD(γ0)

)

V B(γ0)γ̇
CγDdτ

=

∮

K
A
BCD(γ0)V

B(γ0)γ̇
CγDdτ. (B23)

Therefore

K
A
BCD = KA

BCD − iδABFCD

= ∂C Γ̃
A
DB − ∂DΓ̃

A
CB + Γ̃A

CEΓ̃
E
DB − Γ̃A

DEΓ̃
E
CB

− iδAB
(

∂CAD − ∂DAC − iACAD + iADAC

)

. (B24)

In a similar manner to the previous section, this forces our curvature to be defined as

K
A
BCDV

B = [DC ,DD]V
A + (Γ̃B

CD − Γ̃B
DC)DBV

A. (B25)

Appendix C: The Complete Action

For the sake of illumination we present the expansion of the total action into its con-

stituent fields on M . It then takes the form

S =

∫

√

|G|

(

(

1
e2
− J0c(d− 3)

)

FabF
ab − 2iJ0c∂[aab]F

ab

+ ψW−1
(

i/∂ + /A + i
2(d+1)

(

(

/∂enb
)

γ b
n +O − 2i

(

χ+ d−u
λ0

)

γd+1
)

+ i
λ
γ̃λΞ−m

)

Wψ

+ 1
2κ0

K + J0c
(

KA
BCDK

BCD
A − 4KBDK

BD +K2
)

)

dλddx. (C1)

As before, we have introduced the definitions

O = γm (Πnmp − gp (gnm − unm)) (γ
nγp − γpγn)− Uγmgm,
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χ = λ0
(

gnΠ
n
mp − gp (gm − gnu

n
m − am) + ∂mgp −Dmp + Vmp

)

γmγp, and

Ξ = U− λ0

(d+1)

(

gnu
n
p + ap

)

γpγd+1. (C2)

Examining the complete action, the last line is the standard TW action, which has been

discussed above. In the first line we have the usual Yang-Mills action from the first term

through the factor of 1
e2
. However, we see this is actually modified by a term proportional to

J0c. Again recalling the extremely small value of J0, at low energies this term is negligible,

although at very high energy levels this may significantly change the overall coupling strength

of any Yang-Mills fields. Considering the second term in this line, we also see the Yang-Mills

fields couple to a, one of the torsion fields. In light of the discussion in section VIII this is

not surprising, but it is worth noting that this term will allow interactions between Yang-

Mills and torsion fields at high energies. Finally, considering the second line involving the

expansion of the TW-Dirac action, we see that as before is contains the usual Dirac action

in curved spacetime, as well as new contributions to mass and chiral mass terms.
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