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Abstract

Over the past three decades, it has been shown that discrete and continuous media can support
topologically nontrivial waves. Recently, it was shown that the same is true of the vacuum, namely,
right (R) and left (L) circularly polarized photons are topologically nontrivial. Here, we study the
topology of another class of massless particles, namely gravitons. We show that the collection of all
gravitons forms a topologically trivial vector bundle over the lightcone, allowing us to construct a
globally smooth basis for gravitons. The graviton bundle also has a natural geometric splitting into
two topologically nontrivial subbundles, consisting of the R and L gravitons. The R and L gravitons
are unitary irreducible bundle representations of the Poincaré group, and are thus elementary
particles; their topology is characterized by the Chern numbers 4. This nontrivial topology

obstructs the splitting of graviton angular momentum into spin and orbital angular momentum.

I. INTRODUCTION

It has been established that topologically nontrivial modes can exist in various media such
as solids [1], fluids [2-6], and plasmas [7-13|. The study of such modes has lead to important
physical discoveries such as the quantum Hall effects and the bulk-edge correspondence.
More recently it has been shown that the vacuum also supports topologically nontrivial
modes, in particular, left (L) and right (R) circularly polarized photons form topologically
nontrivial vector bundles with Chern numbers +2 and —2, respectively [14]. More generally,
it is possible for elementary massless particles to possess nontrivial topology due to a hole in
their momentum space at k£ = 0, although only the photon case has been studied in depth.
Here we present a thorough and rigorous examination of the topology of another massless
particle, the (linearized) graviton. While gravitational waves, and their quanta, gravitons,
were predicted early in the development of general relativity and quantum field theory, they
are of particular interest now due to two recent experimental breakthroughs. Within the
past decade, LIGO has detected gravitational waves from black hole and neutron star merger
events, experimentally confirming the existence of gravitational waves [15, 16]. Even more

recently, graviton-like quasiparticles have been observed in fractional quantum Hall liquids
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[17]. As topology, particularly Chern numbers, plays a fundamental role in the quantum
Hall effects [18-22|, an understanding of the topology of gravitons is needed.

Working in the transverse-traceless (TT) gauge for weak gravity [23|, we show that the
collection of all gravitons forms a rank-2 vector bundle = over the the forward lightcone L, .

We prove that the graviton bundle = is topologically trivial, that is,

—_
—
—

g7'1697'2 (1)

where 77 and 75 are topologically trivial line bundles over £,. As such, the Chern num-
ber of Z is zero. This implies that it is possible to write down a smooth global basis for
gravitational waves in momentum space, which we do using a modification of the clutch-
ing construction from algebraic topology [14, 24]. While such global bases are frequently
invoked in the literature [25-28|, until now there was no proof of their existence. In fact,
the stronger assumption is typically made that there exists a smooth global basis which is
linearly polarized [25-28|. This stronger assumption is, however, false; we prove that = has
no linearly polarized subbundles, even topologically nontrivial ones. Thus, any global basis
necessarily involves elliptical polarizations.

While the total graviton bundle = is topologically trivial and can be broken down as
in (1), its Poincaré symmetry gives a more natural geometric splitting into the R and L
graviton bundles =, and =_. These consist of gravitons with helicities +2 and —2, respec-
tively, describing their behavior under rotations about their momentum axis. 7, and 7, are
topologically trivial while linear polarizations do not even form well-defined vector bundles.
In contrast, =, and =_ are well-defined vector bundles with nontrivial topology completely
characterized by the Chern numbers 4. This topological nontriviality reflects the fact that
the internal (base manifold) and external (fiber) degrees of freedom (DOFs) are twisted to-
gether. This twisting acts as a topological obstruction to the splitting of graviton angular
momentum into spin angular momentum (SAM) and orbital angular momentum (OAM).
This is important since there have been recent efforts to study the OAM of gravitational
waves predicated on the validity of such a splitting [29-31].

This article is organized as follows. In section II we show that in the limit of weak gravity,
the collection of all gravitons form a smooth vector bundle = over the forward lightcone.
In section III, we show that the Poincaré symmetry of = naturally decomposes the bundle

into the R and L gravitons =Z.., which correspond to elementary particles. In section IV, we



completely classify these vector bundles via their Chern numbers, showing that = is trivial
while = are nontrivial. We proceed in section V to use a modified clutching construction to
explicitly construct a smooth global basis of =. In section VI, we show that unlike the trivial
and circular polarizations, linear polarizations do not form well-defined vector bundles and
thus have no associated topology. Lastly, in section VII it is shown that the topological
nontriviality of =, obstructs the splitting of graviton angular momentum into OAM and

SAM.

II. THE GRAVITON BUNDLE =

We work in the limit of weak gravity, in which the spacetime metric g, can be expanded

around the flat Minkowski metric 7, with signature (—, +,+,+) as

Juv = N + h/ﬂ/? (2)

where hy,, is symmetric and |h,, | < 1 [23|. h,, is the graviton field [32]|. Following Schutz
[23], in vacuum, far from the sources of the field, the Einstein equations in the TT gauge
take the form

R, =0, (3

The solutions can be written in Fourier space as
h*? = AP exp(iktz,,) (4)

where k* = (w, k) is the four-momentum and A%? is a complex symmetric tensor. We refer
to these solutions as gravitons, as they are the modes of the graviton field. k& and A are

both subject to constraints. The Einstein equation requires that
ko = 0, ()

so w = +lk|, i.e., k resides on the lightcone. It is actually sufficient to consider only the
w = |k| solutions in which k is restricted to the forward lightcone L., as the w = —|k|
solutions are then determined by the condition that h*” is real. Notably, the forward £,
has a hole at the origin k* = 0, as can be seen by a number of arguments. From a physical
perspective, modes with k# = 0 are not propagating and thus do not represent gravitons.

Such modes are not accessible by Lorentz transforming propagating modes since massless
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particles have no rest frame. Mathematically, the origin must be removed in order for £,
to be a regular submanifold of Minkowski space. By parametrizing £, by its spatial part
k, the homeomorphism £, = R?\ {0} is obtained.

Beyond the constraint that A%? is symmetric, it must additionally satisfy the TT gauge
conditions [23]:

ALy =0 (6a)
A% =0 (6b)
APUg = 0, (6¢c)

where Uj is any fixed timelike unit vector. The first two conditions reflect the transverse and
traceless gauge choices, respectively. The third condition fixes a residual temporal gauge
freedom. The canonical choice, which we adopt here, is to take Ug = 52 since this is the

distinguished timelike unit vector. The temporal gauge condition thus imposes that
A = A% — (7)

allowing us to consider just the tensors A%, where 4,5 € {1,2,3} span the spatial DOFs.
The gauge conditions (6a) and (6b) then reduce to

Ak; =0 (8a)
Al =0. (8b)

]

Thus, the set of all gravitons is given by

=={(k A7)} (9)

with £ € £, and AY symmetric and subject to the constraints (8). Denote by Z(kq) the
fiber at ko consisting of the elements of = with & = ky. The transverse gauge condition
(8a) imposes three independent linear constraints on the five-dimensional complex vector
space V3 of traceless symmetric rank-2 tensors on C?, and thus each fiber Z(kg) is a two-
dimensional complex vector space. Furthermore, the transverse condition is smooth in k,
and thus the fibers fit together to give = the form of a rank-2 complex vector bundle over
L, 2R3\ {0}; we call = the graviton bundle. As vector bundles are topological objects, this
formalism gives a concrete way to study the topology of gravitons. The essential problem is

to determine the topology of = and its subbundles.



The most obvious topological question is the following: is = topologically trivial, that is,
does = possess a global basis? It is always possible to form a local basis. For example, the

plus-cross tensors

1 0 0
B.y=10-10 (10a)
0 0 0

010
B..=1100]{, (10b)
000

are a commonly used basis at kg = e, = (0,0,1), and it is straightforward to smoothly
extend this locally to a small neighborhood about e, (e.g., by parallel transport via any
connection). However, it is commonly assumed that this can be smoothly extended to a
global basis [25-28|. One explicit globalized choice which has appeared in the literature is
[25, 26|

B (k) =u(k) @ u(k) — v(k) @ v(k) (11a)
By (k) = u(k) @ v(k) + v(k) @ u(k), (11b)

where (u(k), u(k), k) is supposed to be some orthonormal basis of R? at each k. The issue
is that it is not actually possible to smoothly choose such an orthonormal basis! Indeed,
when restricted to the unit sphere S?, u(k) and v(k) would be continuous nonvanishing
tangent vector fields on S?, violating the hairy ball theorem ([33], Theorem 1). Thus, any
basis (B, (k), Bx(k)) of the form (11) has singularities.

The reason why it is not obvious that some smooth global basis for gravitons exists is
that gravitons are massless. Indeed, for particles with mass m > 0, the momentum space is

not the forward lightcone, but rather a mass hyperboloid
M,, = {k € RYk"k, = —m} 2 R (12)

Massive particles are thus described by vector bundles over the base manifold M,, = R?
which is contractible to a point. Any vector bundle over a contractible manifold is a trivial
bundle ([24], Corollary 1.8), and therefore massive particles are topologically trivial and

possess a global basis. However, for massless particles such as photons and gravitons, the
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momentum space is the topologically nontrivial £, ; it cannot be contracted to a point due
to the hole at £ = 0. As such, there exist nontrivial bundles over £, . Indeed, the R and L
circularly polarized photon bundles 7. were shown to be nontrivial [14]. Similarly, we will
show that = can be broken into two topologically nontrivial R and L circularly polarized
subbundles =, although they are topologically distinct from .. Despite the nontriviality
of Z4, the total graviton bundle = actually is trivial, and we will construct a globally smooth

basis for it, although it is more complicated than that described in (11).

III. DECOMPOSITION OF THE GRAVITON BUNDLE INTO ELEMENTARY
PARTICLES

Although elementary particles are conventionally defined as unitary irreducible represen-
tations (UIRs) of the proper orthochronous Poincaré group ISO™(3,1) on a Hilbert space
[34, 35], they can be equivalently defined as UIRs of ISO™ (3, 1) on vector bundles |14, 36, 37].
Representations on vector bundles are the natural generalization of vector space represen-
tations, and describe symmetries of the underlying system. In particular, if E is a vector
bundle over the base manifold M, then F is a representation of the ISO™ (3, 1) with action
if for each L € ISO™(3,1), X(L) is a linear isomorphism between the fibers F(k) to F(Lk).
Furthermore, it is required ¥ respect the group structure, that is, X(LiLs) = X(L1)X(Le)
for any Ly, Lo € ISO*(3,1). Massless particles correspond to representations on bundles
over the lightcone and massive particles to bundles over mass hyperboloids. Unlike massive
particles which can correspond to higher rank (trivial) bundles, massless particles are al-
ways line bundles and can be nontrivial [14]. We will show that = is a unitary vector bundle
representation of ISO™(3,1), and find its decomposition into UIRs, that is, into elementary
particles.

The group ISO™(3,1) consists of Lorentz transformations A, spacetime translations a* €

R*, and compositions of the two. We define the action of a on (k, A*) € Z by
S(a)(k, A7) = (k, " A27), (13)

reflecting the effect of spacetime translations in momentum space. Ideally, for a general

Lorentz transformation A, (k, A*?) would transform covariantly:
(k, A) v (K, A%F) = (Ak, A AP, AM). (14)
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(k', A") satisfies the transverse and traceless gauge conditions given by equations (6a) and
(6b). However, when A ¢ SO(3), A’ generally has nonvanishing temporal components,
violating the temporal gauge condition (7) and implying that (&', A") ¢ =. It is, however,
always possible to find a gauge transformation which takes A’ to a physically equivalent A”
such that A” satisfies the TT gauge constraints (7) and (8) so that (k', A”) € Z. Indeed,
any C“ satisfying C*k,, = 0 induces the gauge transformation [23|

AP = A8 oo kB — ke CP. (15)
Since k"“k!, = C*k], = 0, A" is still transverse and traceless:

APl =0 (16a)
A" =0. (16b)

Imposing the temporal gauge condition A”*° = 0 fixes C':

7 /00

A
a0 « ]7

Then (k', A”) € Z, so the action of A on = is given by

OO{

S(A)(k, A) — (Ak, A"). (18)

We note that the action of a rotation R € SO(3) C ISO*(3,1) on (k, A) € Z(k) is simply
given by
S(R)(k, 4) = (Rk, RAR™), (19)

where A and R are both considered as three-by-three matrices.
To show that this action is unitary, we must first define a Hermitian product on =.
Consider the vector space V, consisting of symmetric, traceless rank-2 tensors on C* which

has the indefinite Hilbert-Schmidt product given by

(e} (e} 1 *\ ¢
(A%, B%) = ~(A)* B, (20)

When restricted to V3, the subspace of V, with A° = 0, this product is positive-definite
making V5 into a Hilbert space. On V3, the Hilbert-Schmidt product takes the form

(A, B) = %Tr(A*B) (21)



By equipping every fiber of = with this inner product, = is made into Hermitian vector
bundle. It is easy to see that the Poincaré action X is unitary with respect to this product,
that is, for A, B € Z(k):

(3X(N)A,X(N)B) = (A, B). (22)

In particular, the inner product of A and B is a Lorentz scalar by (20), so it is preserved by
the covariant transformation (14). The subsequent gauge transformation (15) preserves the

product since 'k, = C*k,, = 0. We have thus proved the following result:

Theorem 1. = is a unitary vector bundle representation of ISO™(3,1) with action X given

by equations (13) and (18).

This allows us to use the following theorem, proved in Ref. [14], to decompose = into
UIRs. For k € £, denote by Ri(¢)) € SO(3) C ISO™(3, 1), the rotation by angle ¢ about
the k axis.

Theorem 2. Let 7 : E — L be a unitary vector bundle representation of ISO™(3,1) of rank
r such that a spacetime translation by a € R* acts on (k,v) € Ej, by Za(k,v) = (k, ™ mv).
Then E decomposes as

EFE=E & - -®E,, (23)

where the E; are unitary irreducible line subbundles of E. Each E; has helicity hj, meaning
that for any (k,v;) € Ej,
S(Rie(¥))(k,vy) = "% (k, v;). (24)

If the h; are distinct, the decomposition (23) is unique.

Theorem 3 (R and L circularly polarized subbundles). The graviton bundle = decomposes

as

—_—
—
—

==, ®2_ (25)

where =4 are unique UIR line bundle representations of 1ISO"(3, 1) with helicities +2. They

are thus elementary particles. Elements of A € Z1(k) have the form
A= c¢(By +iBs) (26)

where ¢ € C and By, By € E(k) are real and orthonormal. We call =4 and =_ the R and L

circularly polarized bundles in analogy with the R and L photons.
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Proof. By Theorems 1 and 2, = decomposes into two bundles

[1]
[1]

- E_l,_ ED — (27)

with helicities A, and h_, respectively. To show that hy = 42, it suffices to consider any

fixed fiber, say =(e,). The elements

1
Ax=—F=(B.y £iB. _ 28a
g \/5( + -) (28a)
1 £2 0
1
=—= 1+t -10 28b
V2 ¢ (28b)
0 00
of the fiber Z(e,) satisfy
S(Re, () Az = VAL, (29)

for any v, showing that hy = +2.
Now let Ly be some Lorentz transformation taking e, to k. Since Z. are ISO™(3,1)
symmetric,
1

S(Lk)Azy = E(E(Lk)Bz,Jr +13(Ly) Bz x) (30)

span the fibers =, (k). The terms ¥(Lg)B, + and X(Lg)B, « are real and orthonormal, so
the elements of =, have the form (26). O

IV. THE TOPOLOGY OF THE TOTAL AND CIRCULARLY POLARIZED GRAVI-
TON BUNDLES

In this section we characterize the topology of = and =;. While we mostly use the
shorthand = for the graviton bundle, technically the bundle is 7 : = — £, where 7 is the
projection (k, A) — k onto the base manifold. It is often more convenient to work with the
bundle obtained by restricting the base manifold to the unit sphere S* C R3\ {0} & £,.
Since £, deformation retracts onto S?, bundles over £, are functorially isomorphic to those
over 5% (|24], Corollary 1.8). In particular, if j : S? < £, is the inclusion and r : £, — S?
is the retraction k — 12:, then the pullback map j5* sends bundles over £, to bundles over
S? and has inverse r*. If E is a bundle over £, its restriction to S? is given by the

pullback bundle E|g: = j*E. Since S? is even-dimensional and compact, complex bundles
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over S? possess Chern numbers as topological invariants [38]. Bundles over odd-dimensional
or noncompact manifolds do not generally possess Chern numbers, but the isomorphism j*
allows Chern numbers to be assigned to bundles over £, such as =. For example, the first

Chern number of = is given by
Ci(E) = C1(J°E) = C1(Els2). (31)

Complex vector bundles over S? with rank 1 or 2 are completely classified up to isomor-
phism by their first Chern number C; [14, 39|, and thus the same is true of such bundles
over L, by the equivalence induced by r* and j*. This allows us to fully classify the graviton

bundles.

Theorem 4 (The topology of gravitons). The total graviton bundle Z is topologically trivial,

while the circularly polarized bundles =+ are topologically nontrivial with Chern numbers F4.

Proof. We will determine C}(Z4) via the Berry connection induced by the Hilbert-Schmidt
product. To do so, we need smooth bases of the restricted bundles Z4|g2. It is too much to
ask for global bases of =4 | g2 since we will find that these bundles are topologically nontrivial.
However, we can find smooth bases almost everywhere and this is sufficient to calculate the

Chern number. We will obtain such a basis by applying rotations to A, 1. In particular,

define
A2(6,0) = = Re.(6)Re. (0)) Azs (32)
for € (0,7) and ¢ € [0,27). Then with

~

k = (sin 6 cos ¢, sin f sin ¢, cos 0),

we have that

AL(0,¢) € Zx(k) (33)

except at the poles where AL (6, ¢) would become discontinuous. We can thus express the

Berry connections on Z |g2 almost everywhere in these coordinates [40]:

O-:I:(Qv (b) = <A:|: (97 ¢), dA:I:(97 gb)) (343)
= F2icosfdo (34b)
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The Berry curvatures are then

Qi :dO'i—FO'i/\O'i (35&)
= +2isin0df A d¢ (35b)
— +2id5S. (35¢)

where dS is the spherical area element of S?. Note that while our calculation excluded the
poles, the Berry curvature is a globally defined and smooth 2-form [38|, and thus (35¢) must
hold globally. The Chern numbers can then be calculated [38]:

01<E:|:) = Cl(Ei|52> (36&)
7
= % o Qi (36b)

The first Chern number is additive, so by (25)
Ci(E) =Ci(E1) + Ci(E2) =0. (37)

Since the trivial rank-2 vector bundle over £, also has vanishing first Chern number, = is

isomorphic to the trivial bundle. O

Thus, the R and L gravitons are topologically nontrivial while the total graviton bundle is
trivial. It is interesting to find that the R and L gravitons have different topology than the R
and L photons, as the former have Chern number 4 while the latter have Chern numbers F2
[14]. As the Chern number can be interpreted as a measure of how nontrivial or “twisted”
a line bundle is [41], this shows that gravitons are more twisted than the photons. It is
clear that photons and gravitons have different geometry; this is reflected in their helicities
+1 and £2, respectively. However, it is important to note that a priori topology and
geometry are distinct and reflect different mathematical structures, in this case the vector
bundle structures and particular Poincaré symmetries of those bundles. There are certainly
relationships between geometry and topology, but they take the form of deep results such as
the Chern-Weil homomorphism and the Gauss-Bonnet theorem [38]. We previously proved
that vector bundle representations with the same helicity are topologically equivalent (|14],

Theorem 35). Although we did not generally establish that vector bundles with different
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helicities are topologically distinct, the photon and graviton cases support this conjecture.
Moreover, they suggest the general relationship C; = —2h.

We also remark that while the Berry connection was used to calculate C, there is no
special relationship between the Berry connection and Chern numbers. Indeed, we could
have used any connections on = and =, (and there are infinitely many) in this calculation
and obtained the same Chern numbers. The Hilbert-Schmidt product and its induced con-
nection are geometric, whereas the Chern numbers are purely topological quantities and are
independent of the various geometries one might impose on the vector bundle.

Before proceeding, we note an alternative, faster method of establishing the topological
triviality of =. The key observation is that = is the complexification of a real vector bundle
=R, Indeed, the transverse gauge condition (8a) can be applied to the real vector space Vi
of symmetric traceless rank-2 tensors on R?, generating a rank-2 real vector bundle Z¥. It

is easy to see that = is the complexification of =¥, that is,

=X ®g C. (38)

The odd Chern numbers of complexifications of real vector bundles vanish [14, 42|, thus
Ci1(E) =0. (39)

Again, since C fully classifies rank-2 complex vector bundles over £, this proves that = is
a trivial bundle. The same method was used to establish the triviality of the photon bundle
[14].

V. CONSTRUCTION OF A GLOBAL BASIS FOR GRAVITONS

By Theorem 4, = is topologically trivial and thus there exists a smooth global basis for
gravitons. However, neither of the proofs given in the previous section suggest a method
to construct such a basis. In this section, we use the an adapted version of the clutching
construction from algebraic topology to explicitly construct a globally smooth basis. The
clutching construction is a general method of classifying vector bundles over any n-sphere
S™. Tt is based on the observation that although a sphere is topologically nontrivial, it can
be split into two hemispheres which are trivial. Expositions of the clutching construction
can be found in Refs. |24, 43]. The modified method used here was developed by the authors
to construct a global basis of photons [14].
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We begin by splitting the two-sphere as S? = Dy U Dy, into the upper and lower closed
hemispheres Dy and Dy. Since Dy and Dy, are contractible, the restricted bundles =|p,,
and =|p, are topologically trivial and therefore admit global bases. We construct such bases
as follows. For each k = (0, ¢) € Dy, define a rotation Ry € SO(3) which takes e, to k via

Rodrigues’ rotation formula [44]:

Ry =1+ Ksind + K*(1 — cosf) (40)
where
0 0 coso
K = 0 0 sing |- (41)

—cos¢p —sing 0

Using Ry, we can transport A, 4 from e, to all of Dy:

Apa(k) = S(Re)A. 4 (42a)
Ava(k) = 5(Rx) A - (42D)

Since the action ¥ is unitary and the map k — Ry from Dy to SO(3) is smooth,
Fu = (Av1, Avg) (43)

forms a smooth orthonormal basis of =|p,. The SO(3) action ¥ defined by (19) naturally
extends to an O(3) action. If we let P = diag(+1,+1,—1) € O(3) be the reflection across
the xy plane, then

FL == (AL,la AL,Z) (44&)
Apa(k) = X(P)[Ava(Pk)] (44b)
Appa(k) = X(P)[Ava(PE)] (44c)

is a smooth orthonormal basis of Z|p,; the order of the indices has been flipped for conve-
nience. The bases Fyy 1, are smooth on their respective domains Dy 1, but they do not agree
on the equator S' = Dy N Dy, where they overlap. Instead, for each k = (cos(¢), sin(¢),0)

on the equator, there is a unitary transformation 7'(¢) € U(2) relating the two frames:

Fu(e) =T(¢)FL(¢). (45)
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Direct calculation shows that

T(¢p) = " € SU(2). (46)
T : S' — SU(2) C U(2) defines a loop in U(2). The clutching construction shows that
the homotopy type of this loop fully classifies the vector bundle Z|s2 (and therefore =).
In particular, this bundle is trivial if and only if 7" it is contractible to a point i.e. if T
is nullhomotopic [24, 43]|. Since T is actually a loop in the simply connected subgroup
SU(2) of U(2), it is necessarily nullhomotopic. We thus obtain a third proof that = is
topologically trivial. The advantage of this approach is that it can be adapted to give an
explicit construction of a global basis for =. The strategy is to extend the domain of T" from

the equator S* to all of D;. We do this in two steps.

A. Homotopy from T to the identity

Since T is nullhomotopic, there exists a homotopy 7" : [0,1] x S* — SU(2) between

efie 0 1 0
T(¢) = ' and 1 = . (47)
0 e 4@ 0 1
The map
T+ z
(z,y,2) € S* — Y € SU(2) (48)

-z  T—y
gives an embedding of S? in SU(2). Under this embedding, T'(¢) corresponds to the loop
around the equator traversed clockwise four times, while 1 corresponds to the constant loop
at the point (1,0,0). A homotopy can be obtained by deforming the equator into (1,0, 0)

as depicted in Fig. 1. In particular, we set

x(t, @) = cos(4¢) cos® (%t) + sin? <%t) (49a)
y(t, ¢) = sin(4¢) cos (%t (49Db)
2(t, ¢) = sin’*(2¢) sin(7t), (49¢)

and define the homotopy 7' : [0,1] x S* — SU(2) via

T(t, ¢) _ :C(ta (b) + iy@v (b) Z(tv ¢> ‘ (50)
_Z<t7 ¢) J,’(t, ¢) - Zy(t7 ¢)
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FIG. 1. Tllustration of the homotopy T'(t, ¢) : [0,1] x S* — SU(2) from T(¢) to the identity 1. The
image of T resides on an embedding of S? in SU(2). The equator at t = 0 corresponds to T'(¢) and

shrinks down to the identity (1,0,0) at t = 1.

It will be more convenient to change the homotopy parameter from ¢ € [0,1] to 6 € [5, ]:

£0,4) — (0, ¢) +iy(0, ¢) (0. ¢) (51)

—2(0,¢) 2(0,0) —iy(0,9)

where
z(0, ¢) = cos(4¢) sin®(0) + cos?(6), (52a)
y(0, ¢) = sin(4¢) sin(6), (52b)
Z(6, ¢) = — sin*(2¢) sin(26). (52¢)

B. Construction of a smooth frame of =|g2

Using the homotopy 7', we can patch together Fi; and Fy, into a continuous global basis

F for =:
Fu (0, fo<f<Z
Flog = 000 00 (53)

The condition

T(r/2,¢) =T(¢) (54)
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ensures that F(6,$) is continuous along the equator, while T(m,¢) = 1 ensures that no
singularity occurs at the south pole. While F is continuous, it is not smooth since its 6
derivatives jump abruptly at the equator. The last step is to use a smooth step function to
smooth the frame at the equator.

To this end, let g € C*°(R) be any smooth monotonic function such that

g0 <7/2)=m/2 (55a)
g >m)=m (55b)
g"(m/2) = g™ () =0 (55¢)

for all n > 1. For concreteness, define

et >0
h(t) = (56)
0 t <0,
and then set ( )
T h( —7w/2
o(6) = 5(1+ h(6—7r/2)+h(7r—9)>' (57)

We then define the frame

Ful, if0<f <z
Fo. =707 R (58)

T(g(0),¢)Fr(0.¢) if5<0<m

which we claim is globally smooth. Indeed, it is obvious that F; is smooth for § # 7. It
remains to show that

Uy O Fuly_g- = 0505 Foly_gs (59)

for all m,n. By (54), (55¢), and (58), this is equivalent to the claim that

Op 05 Ful s = 050 |T(0)FL(0.9)] (60)

_£+.
9_2

We now note that the equations (42-44) defining Fy; and F, smoothly extend to 0 < 6 < 7.

It follows from direct calculation that

whenever both sides are defined, that is, when 6 # 0, . This implies that (60) holds, proving
that F, is smooth.
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Although it is frequently assumed that such a global basis for gravitons exists [25-28|, it
appears this is the first explicit construction of such a basis. It allows an explicit decompo-
sition of =

E:Tl@TQ (62)

where 7y and 7y are the trivial line bundles over £, generated by the basis F;.

We note that while the trivial splitting (62) may be useful in practical applications such
as modeling gravitational waves, the subbundles 71 and 7, are not Poincaré symmetric and
thus do not represent elementary particles. In other words, the splittings = = 7 & 75 and
= = Z, & =Z_ both make sense topologically, but only the latter respects the Poincaré

geometry of weak gravity.

VI. THE NONEXISTENCE OF LINEARLY POLARIZED SUBBUNDLES

Unlike the basis B = (B, Bx) from equation (11), the basis F; is globally smooth. How-
ever, JF is significantly more complicated than B. Indeed, the simplest types of polarizations
are circular polarizations and linear polarizations. Circularly polarized vectors are those of
the form c¢(A; £ iAy) where ¢ € C and A; and Ay are real and orthonormal to each other.
While = uniquely decomposes into the sum of circularly polarized subbundles =, these
bundles are nontrivial and thus it is not possible to construct a globally smooth basis of
circularly polarized gravitons. The basis B is an attempt to construct a linearly polarized
basis, that is, a basis of real tensors; however, we showed that B necessarily has singularities
and is not globally smooth. While this basis fails, it is natural to ask if it is possible to
construct some other linearly polarized basis. Fs does not satisfy this criteria—while it is
linearly polarized in the upper hemisphere, it is generally elliptically polarized in the south-
ern hemisphere. In this section, we prove that it is impossible to construct a global linearly
polarized basis for gravitons, but for a reason which is fundamentally different than the
obstruction precluding a circularly polarized basis. While the bundles = are topologically
nontrivial, they are still well-defined topological objects. In contrast, = possesses no linearly
polarized subbundles, even topologically nontrivial ones.

To prove this, we must first be more precise about the definition of linearly polarized
vectors and subbundles. Indeed, if Ay is real than it is certainly linearly polarized, however,

cAp should also be considered linearly polarized for any ¢ € C since cA differs from Ag only
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~

in a phase and scaling. Recall that = = ZF @y C is the complexification of the underlying
real vector bundle =F. Recall also that in a tensor product X ® Y, simple tensors are those
of the form x ® y for x € X and y € Y; general elements of X ® Y are finite sums of simple

tensors [45].

Definition 5 (Linearly polarized vectors). (k, A) € = = =8 @g C is linearly polarized if A
is a simple tensor, that is, if A = cAy = Ay ®r ¢ for some ¢ € C and Ay € ZX. Equivalently,

(k, A) is linearly polarized if the set {Re(cA) : ¢ € C} is a one-dimensional real vector space.

Definition 6 (Linearly polarized subbundles). A line bundle ¢ is a linearly polarized sub-
bundle of = if every element of £ is linearly polarized. Equivalently, ¢ is linearly polarized if

it is the complezification of a real line subbundle (® of =X.
The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 7. = has no linearly polarized subbundles. As a result, there exists no smooth,

linearly polarized global extension of the basis (B, 4+, B, x) at e..

To prove this, we first establish the following lemma. In it, we use the Euler class e, which
is a characteristic class for real, oriented vector bundles. The Euler class is less commonly

used in physics than the Chern classes; expositions can be found in Refs. [24, 41].
Lemma 8. If = has a linearly polarized subbundle then the Fuler class of ZF vanishes.

Proof of Lemma 8. Assume = has a linearly polarized subbundle, and therefore that =X
possesses a real line subbundle. Since S? is simply connected, there exist no nontrivial real
line bundles over S? (|14], Lemma 21). Thus, Z® has a trivial line subbundle and must
therefore possess a globally nonvanishing section. =® is orientable since every real vector
bundle over S? is orientable ([41], Proposition 11.5). If a real oriented vector bundle has a

nonvanishing section, then its Euler class is zero (|24], Proposition 3.13(e)). Thus, the Euler

class of =¥ vanishes. ]

Proof of Theorem 7. By the lemma it suffices to show that the Euler class of ZF is nonzero.

The tensors B, , and B,, form an orthonormal basis of =%(e,). Then

B(k) = (B (k). B (k). (63)
B (k) = % (Re.(0)Re. (0) ) B- s (63b)
By (k) = 3(Re.(6)Re, (9)) B... (63¢)
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forms a smooth orthonormal basis of Zg (6, ¢) at all k except at the north and south poles,

where

k = |k|(sin 6 cos ¢, sin 6 sin ¢, cos ).
We can then calculate the corresponding Berry connection matrix with respect to the spher-
ical coordinate system for £ :

wg = (B, dB) (64)

0 —2cos(#)de
2 cos(0)do 0

The curvature matrix in these coordinates is

QR = dwR + wr A Wr (66)
0 2dS
= (67)
—2dS 0
The Pfaffian of this matrix is [3§]
Pf(Qg) = 2dS. (68)

The Euler class is the de Rham cohomology class of the Pfaffian [38], so
() = 2[dS] (69)

where the brackets denote the cohomology class. dS is not exact (since |, g2 S =47 # 0),

so e(Qgr) is nonvanishing, and therefore = has no linear subbundles. O

VII. GRAVITONS DO NOT HAVE SPIN OR ORBITAL ANGULAR MOMENTUM

An important consequence of the nontrivial topology of R and L gravitons is that their
angular momentum cannot be split into SAM and OAM parts. We begin by reviewing the
more familiar case of photon angular momentum. There has been a long controversy over
the legitimacy of splitting photon angular momentum into SAM and OAM parts [14, 46-53].
Although experimentalists have found the concept of the OAM of light very useful (see Ref.
[51], and references therein), it is generally believed that there is no gauge invariant way to

split photon angular momentum into SAM and OAM, although even this point has been
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debated [54, 55]. Even more disquieting is a conclusion reached by Leader and Lorcé in
their review article [55] that “the choice of a particular decomposition is essentially a matter
of taste and convenience.” The issue with this viewpoint is that it fails to account for the
fundamental defining feature of angular momentum, namely that angular momentum must
derive from an SO(3) symmetry of the system. That is, any angular momentum operators,
such as the SAM and OAM operators, must satisfy s0(3) commutation relations so that they
are generators of an SO(3) symmetry [14, 47]; this was acknowledged by Leader and Lorcé
in a corrigendum [53] to the aforementioned review article. Furthermore, SAM operators
must generate an SO(3) symmetry of the internal (fiber) DOFs. The issue is that none
of the proposed SAM and OAM operators are both well-defined and generators of SO(3)
symmetries. The most obvious attempt to define the SAM operator is to take it to be the
conventional spin 1 operator [46]. However, this operator is ill-defined on photons because
the spin s operator must act on an internal 2s+ 1-dimensional vector space. Thus, the spin 1
operators must act on a three-dimensional vector space while the internal polarization space
of photons is only two-dimensional; the result is that the spin 1 operator is not well-defined
on the space of photons. This is concretely illustrated by the fact that spin 1 operators do
not preserve the transversality of photon polarizations, and thus map photons to nonphysical
modes [47, 49]. This issue is well-known, and based on a number of different arguments, it

has been proposed that the SAM and OAM operators should instead be defined via [47-49]

J,=(k-J)k (70a)
J, —J,, (70b)

where J is the total angular momentum operator. While these vector operators are well-
defined, they do not satisfy s0(3) commutation relations, and therefore do not generate a
3D rotational symmetry, which is the defining feature of angular momentum |14, 47, 53|.

Instead, they satisfy the nonstandard commutation relations

[Js,aa Js,b] = 07 (71&)
[Jo,m Js,b] - Z.eachs,ca (71b)
[Jo,aa Jo,b] = Z-‘Eabc(‘]o,c - Js,c) (71C)

where the indices a,b,c run over {1,2,3}. It can be shown that J is associated with an

R3 Lie algebra symmetry (rather than an so(3) symmetry), while J, does not generate any
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symmetry at all [14]. It is then clear that these are not truly angular momentum operators.

Despite these foundational issues, the so-called OAM of light has been a popular concept
in research [56, 57]. Given this popularity as well as the breakthroughs in the detection of
gravitational waves of the last decade [15, 16], it is unsurprising that researchers have begun
looking into the “OAM” of gravitational waves [29-31]. However, we show now that, as in
the case of the angular momentum of light, gravitational angular momentum cannot be split
into SAM and OAM.

The (total) angular momentum operator J of gravitons is the generator of the Poincaré
action Yso() restricted to SO(3) C ISO*(3,1). If the angular momentum splits into SAM
and OAM, then

J=L+8S (72)

where L and S satisfy s0(3) commutation relations, and thus generate SO(3) actions ¥, and
Yl on =. Furthermore, because spin symmetries are internal symmetries, S must generate
an internal symmetry, that is, the action of ¥g on (k, A) does not change k. More formally,

we say that Yg is stabilizing.

Theorem 9. There exist no nontrivial SAM-OAM splittings of the angular momentum of

gravitons as in equation (72).

Proof. Suppose there were such a splitting. Since Xg is stabilizing, each fiber Z(k) is a
two-dimensional vector space representation of SO(3) with the action ¥g. However, the
(nonprojective) irreducible representations of SO(3) are labeled by their integer spin s and
have dimensions 2s+1 [58]. Thus, the representation g on =(k) must be the direct sum of
two spin 0 representations. Since the spin 0 representation is simply the trivial representation
which leaves the vectors unchanged, ¥¢ must be the identity operator. Thus, S = 0, and
therefore J = L and X|so(3) = Xz. Thus, there is no nontrivial way to split gravitational

angular momentum into SAM and OAM parts. O

This argument against the splitting of gravitational OAM and SAM appears geometric,
relying on the rotational symmetry of the gravitons. However, as in the case of photon an-
gular momentum, this obstruction is, at its root, topological. As the discussion is essentially
the same as for the photon case and the technical apparatus somewhat large, we summarize
the discussion here and refer the reader to Ref. [14] for the detailed mathematics. Ele-

mentary particles can be described as vector bundle representations of the Poincaré group
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ISO*(3,1) [14, 36, 37]. The little group of particles with four-momentum k is defined as the
subset of the Lorentz group SO™ (3, 1) which do not change k. Up to group isomorphism, the
little group H is independent of k. By its definition, the little group depends only the mo-
mentum space M and not on the fibers (the polarizations). Furthermore, each particle has a
canonical little group action which is stabilizing in the sense that the action does not change
the fiber. Thus, the little group describes an internal symmetry of the particles. For massive
particles, the momentum space is a mass hyperboloid and the little group is SO(3). The
canonical little group action of massive particles thus describes an internal SO(3) symmetry;
its generator is the spin angular momentum. However, a topological singularity occurs as
the m — 0 limit is realized. The momentum space jumps from the topologically trivial mass
hyperboloid to the nontrivial forward lightcone. This topological singularity allows the little
group to jump as well from SO(3) to ISO(2), where the latter is the 2D Euclidean group
consisting of translations and rotations of R?. However, the translations always act trivially,
so the little group is effectively just SO(2). The generator of this two-dimensional rotational
symmetry is the helicity operator k- J. Since this is not an SO(3) generator, helicity is not
an angular momentum operator. Indeed, helicity is a scalar operator, and so it is not even
a vector operator. The commonly proposed SAM operator J, = (12: -J )12: can be seen as an
ad hoc attempt to “vectorize” the helicity operator. However, this attempt fails because the
components of this new operator commute, and thus describe an R?® symmetry rather than
an SO(3) symmetry. We can summarize the situation by saying that massive particles have
spin while massless particles have helicity. Something special happens for massive particles
which does not happen for massless particles, namely, the little group happens to coincide

with SO(3), so spin is actually an angular momentum. The same is not true of helicity.

Heuristically, it is not surprising that the topological nontriviality of R and L photons and
gravitons obstructs splitting the angular momentum into SAM and OAM. An SAM-OAM
decomposition relies on nicely splitting the internal (fiber) and external (base manifold)
DOFs, and likewise splitting the rotational symmetry into parts acting internally and exter-
nally. Furthermore, the action X acts independently on =z and =j, so the same would be
true of the spin and orbital symmetries ¥g and ;. However, the topological nontriviality
of the R and L gravitons means that their internal and external DOFs are twisted together,

and this precludes splitting the rotational action into internal and external parts.

We finish this section by remarking on a potential point of confusion. There are known
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methods for starting with a spin s > 1 representation and subsequently applying gauge
constraints to eliminate DOFs until one ends up with only two DOFs which correspond to
massless helicity +s particles [26, 59]. This might appear to suggest that these massless
particles have spin s. However, while these techniques highlight an interesting relationship
between massive spin s particles and massless helicity +s particles, in eliminating DOFs
one also destroys the internal SO(3) symmetry of the system, and thus it is incorrect to say
particles with helicity 4+s have spin s. Indeed, the representations of SO(3) are completely
classified |58], and there is a unique (nonprojective) vector space representation of SO(3) on
the two-dimensional fibers of a massless particle, namely, the trivial representation which is
the direct sum of two spin 0 representations. Thus, the fibers of the massless particle do not

form spin s representations.

VIII. CONCLUSION

This study of gravitons gives a further illustration of the fact that there is a fundamental
connection between massless particles and nontrivial topology. An immediate implication of
the nontriviality of =, and =Z_ is that it is not possible to construct global bases of R and L
gravitons. It is also not possible to construct a global basis of linearly polarized gravitons,
but this is due to the more fundamental issue that such polarizations are not even globally
well-defined. In light of these facts, it is rather surprising that the full set of gravitons = is
topologically trivial, allowing the construction of a smooth global basis. Such global bases
have been previously invoked in the literature, although the explicit expressions given for
them were not smooth [25-28|.

The Poincaré symmetry of the graviton bundle induces a geometric decomposition of =
into the topologically nontrivial R and L graviton bundles. These nontrivial bundles have ge-
ometry characterized by the helicities 2 and topology characterized by the Chern numbers
F4. It is interesting to note that the —2 factor relating the helicities and Chern numbers also
appears for the R and L photons which have helicities +1 and Chern numbers F2 [14, 60].
We conjecture that this relationship C' = —2h between topology and geometry generally
holds for massless particles. Future work will examine the validity of this conjecture.

An important finding is that the topological nontriviality of =, and =_ obstructs the

splitting of graviton angular momentum into SAM and OAM. That is, gravitons, like pho-
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tons, have well-defined angular momentum but it is not possible to decompose it into two
parts depending only on the internal and external DOFs, respectively. Indeed, that the
R and L gravitons have nontrivial topology means that they cannot simply be written as
L, x C, showing that the internal and external DOFs do not split nicely. They are rather
twisted in a nontrivial way, ultimately preventing the splitting of angular momentum into
OAM and SAM. That massless particles can be topologically nontrivial is a recent finding,
and we anticipate that future research will uncover more important physical consequences

of such nontriviality.
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