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ABSTRACT

In the Special Relativity paper of Einstein (1905), only a footnote provides a reference to the
conformal group of space-time for the Minkowski metric ω. In this paper, we prove that Gen-
eral Relativity (1915) will depend on the following cornerstone result of differential homological
algebra (1990). Let K be a differential field and D = K[d1, ..., dn] be the ring of differential
operators with coefficients in K. If M is the differential module over D defined by the Killing
operator D : T → S2T

∗ : ξ → Ω = L(ξ)ω and N is the differential module over D defined by the
Cauchy = ad(Killing) adjoint operator with torsion submodule t(N), then t(N) ≃ ext1D(M) = 0
and the Cauchy operator can be thus parametrized by stress functions having strictly nothing to
do with Ω. This result is largely superseding the Kalman controllability test in classical OD control
theory and is showing that controllability is a structural ”built-in” property of an OD/PD control
system not depending on the choice of inputs and outputs, contrary to the engineering tradition.
It also points out the terrible confusion done by Einstein (1915) while following Beltrami (1892),
both of them using the Einstein operator but ignoring that it was self-adjoint in the framework
of differential double duality (1995). We finally prove that the structure of electromagnetism and
gravitation only depends on the nonlinear elations of the conformal group of space-time, showing
thus that nothing is left from the mathematical foundations of both general relativity and gauge
theory.
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1) INTRODUCTION

Being a specialist of systems of PDE in group theory and control theory, it has been a challenge
for me to apply the new methods of Differential Homological Algebra introduced around 1990 in
order to study gravitational waves. The three last papers published in 2024 (37 p., 51 p., 67 p.):
https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.1000851
https://doi.org/10.4236/apm.2024.142004
NOVA SCIENCE PUBLISHERS, ISBN: 979-8-89113-607-6
could be roughly summarized by the single formula:

t(N) ≃ ext1(M) = 0

whereM is the differential module defined by the Killing operator and N is the differential module
defined by the Cauchy = ad(Killing) operator with torsion submodule t(N), as extension modules
are torsion modules that do not depend on the resolution of M that MUST be used, namely the
differential sequence in which the order of an operator is under its arrow:

0→ Θ→ n
Killing
−→
1

n(n+1)
2

Riemann
−→
2

n2(n2−1)
12

Bianchi
−→
1

n2(n2−1)(n−2)
24

This result, a cornerstone of homological algebra, points out the terrible confusion done by Einstein
(1915) while following Beltrami (1892), both using the Einstein operator but ignoring that it was
was self-adjoint in the framework of differential double duality. The Cauchy operator can be thus
parametrized (backwards !) by n(n + 1)/2 stress functions having strictly nothing to do with the
metric, exactly like in the case of the single Airy stress function for plane elasticity, because the
Airy parametrization is only the adjoint of the Riemann operator when n = 2 !.
Though unpleasant it is, nothing is left from Einstein general relativity, that is to say both Einstein
equations and gravitational waves, because we shall prove that the Einstein equations are not com-
patible with differential double duality and that the Cauchy operator can indeed be parametrized
by the adjoint of the Ricci operator, with no reference to the Einstein operator !.

However, one of he most striking facts of this paper is also provided by the next example (Pom-
maret, 2005):

Example 1.1: (Kalman system): THE PREVIOUS FORMULA IS THE KALMAN TEST IN
CLASSICAL CONTROL THEORY. As any operator is the adjoint of its own adjoint because
ad(ad(D)) = D, one can exchange M and N in the formula, that is t(N) ≃ ext1(M) ⇔ t(M) ≃
ext1(N). Hence, ifM is the differential module defined by the formally surjective Kalman operator
(yk, ur)→ (−dyk +Ak

l y
l + Bk

ru
r) with inputs u and outputs y while N is the differential module

defined by its adjoint operator with torsion submodule t(N), then the Kalman controllability test
amounts to say that the given control system is controllable if and only if N = 0. Introducing
Lagrange multipliers λ = (λk), the kernel of the adjoint operator is defined by the OD equations
(yk → dλk + λlA

l
k = 0, ur → λkB

k
r = 0) with all their differential consequences, namely:

dλ+ λA = 0, λB = 0⇒ d(λB) = (dλ)B = −(λA)B = 0⇒ λAB = 0, ...

and so on, as a way to recover the well known controllability matrix (B,AB,A2B, ...). It follows
that t(N) = N is already a torsion module and that the Kalman system is controllable if and
only if N = t(N) = 0 as claimed. Moreover, a control system is controllable if and only if it is
parametrizable, that is M can be embedded into a free differential module. In fact, when n = 1,
D = K[d] is a principal ideal domain, that is any ideal can be generated by a single element, and
it is well known that any torsion-free module over D is indeed free. Accordingly, the kernel of
the projection of Dy +Du onto M is free too and there is no loss of generality by supposing that
the control system is made by differentially independent equations. The controllability of an OD
control system is thus the purely structural property t(M) = 0 independently of the presentation,
a fact amounting to the impossibility to find any torsion element, that is any linear combination
of the the control variables that could be a solution of an autonomous OD equation for itself.
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Example 1.2: With m = 3, n = 1 and a parameter a = a(x) ∈ K, let us consider the formally
surjective first order operator:

D1 : (η1, η2, η3) −→ (dη1 − a η2 − dη3 = ζ1, η1 − dη2 + dη3 = ζ2)

Multiplying on the left by two test functions (λ1, λ2) and integrating by parts , we obtain:

ad(D1) : (λ
1, λ2) −→ (−dλ1 + λ2 = µ1, −aλ1 + dλ2 = µ2, dλ1 − dλ2 = µ3)

In order to look for the CC of this operator, we obtain:

λ2 − aλ1 = µ1 + µ2 + µ3 ⇒ −(∂a+ a2 − a)λ1 = d(µ1 + µ2 + µ3) + (a− 1)µ2 + aµ3

Introducing the notation jq(µ) for all the derivatives of µ up to order q, we obtain therefore:

(∂a+ a2 − a)λ ∈ j1(µ)

When the structural controllability condition is satisfied, that is when a is not a solution of the
Riccati equation in the bracket, we may obtain a second order CC operator of the form:,

ad(D) : (µ1, µ2, µ3) −→ d2µ1 + d2µ2 + d2µ3 + ... = ν

Multiplying on the left by a test function ξ and integrating by parts, we obtain the second order
injective parametrization, provided that ∂a+ a2 − a 6= 0:

D : ξ → (d2ξ + ... = η1, d2ξ + ... = η2, d2ξ − ... = η3)

We have the long exact (splitting) sequence and its adjoint (splitting) sequence which is also exact:

0 −→ ξ
D
−→
2

η
D1−→
1

ζ −→ 0

0 ←− ν
ad(D)
←−
2

µ
ad(D1)
←−
1

λ ←− 0

At no moment one has to decide about the choice of inputs and outputs and we advise the reader
to effect any choice for applying the Kalman test when a is a constant parameter. Of course
a = cst⇒ a(a− 1) 6= 0 in a coherent way.

Example 1.3: (Double pendulum): Many examples can be found in classical ordinary differential
control theory because it is known that a linear control system is controllable if and only if it is
parametrizable. In our opinion, the best and simplest one is the so-called double pendulum in
which a rigid bar is able to move horizontally with reference position x and we attach two pen-
dulums with respective length l1 and l2 making the (small) angles θ1 and θ2 with the vertical,
the corresponding control system does not depend on the mass of each pendulum and the two
equations easily follow by projection from the Newton laws:

D1η = 0 ⇔ d2x+ l1d
2θ1 + gθ1 = 0, d2x+ l2d

2θ2 + gθ2 = 0

where g is the gravity. A first result, still not acknowledged by the control community, is to prove
that this control system is controllable if and only if l1 6= l2 without using a tedious computation
through the standard Kalman test but, equivalently, to prove that the corresponding second order
operator ad(D1) is injective. Though this is not evident, such a result comes from the fact D is a
principal ideal ring when n = 1 and thus, if the differential module M1 is torsion-free, then M1 is

also free and has a basis allowing to split the short exact resolution 0 → D2 D1−→ D3 → M1 → 0
with M1 ≃ D in this case. When learning control theory, it has also been a surprise to be unable
to find examples in which the controllability was explicitly shown not to depend on the choice of
inputs and outputs among the system variables, like in such an example as we shall see.
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Hence, multiplying on the left the first OD equation by λ1, the second by λ2, then adding and
integrating by parts, we get:

ad(D1)λ = µ ⇔







x −→ d2λ1 + d2λ2 = µ1

θ1 −→ l1d
2λ1 + gλ1 = µ2

θ2 −→ l2d
2λ2 + gλ2 = µ3

The main problem is that the operator ad(D1) is not formally integrable because we have:

g(l2λ
1 + l1λ

2) = l2µ
2 + l1µ

3 − l1l2µ
1

and is thus injective if and only if l1 6= l2 because, differentiating twice this equation, we also get:

(l2/l1)λ
1 + (l1/l2)λ

2 ∈ j2(µ)

Hence, if l1 6= l2, we finally obtain λ ∈ j2(µ) and, after substitution, a single fourth order CC for
µ showing that ad(D) is indeed a fourth order operator, a result not evident indeed at first sight.
It follows that we have thus been able to work out the parametrizing operator D of order 4, namely:

Dφ = η ⇔







−l1l2d
4φ− g(l1 + l2)d

2φ− g2φ = x
l2d

4φ+ gd2φ = θ1
l1d

4φ+ gd2φ = θ2

This parametrization is injective iff l1 6= l2 because we have successively with g 6= 0:

l2d
2φ+ gφ = 0,⇒ l1d

2φ+ gφ = 0⇒ g(l1 − l2)φ = 0⇒ φ = 0

We have the long exact splitting sequence and its adjoint splitting sequence which is also exact:

0 −→ 1
D
−→
4

3
D1−→
2

2 −→ 0

0 ←− 1
ad(D)
←−
4

3
ad(D1)
←−
2

2 ←− 0

We now study the way to split these sequences. As any operator is the adjoint of its own adjoint,
we define the lift ad(P1) : µ→ λ of the lower sequence as follows:

g2(l1 − l2)λ
1 = g(l1 − l2)µ

2 − g(l1)
2µ1 + l1l2d

2µ2 + (l1)
2d2µ3 − (l1)

2l2d
2µ1

g2(l1 − l2)λ
2 = g(l1 − l2)µ

3 + g(l2)
2µ1 − (l2)

2d2µ2 − l1l2d
2µ3 + l1(l2)

2d2µ1

obtain the lift P1 : (ζ1, ζ2)→ (x, θ1, θ2) of the upper sequence, up to a factor g2(l1 − l2), namely:

−g(l1)
2ζ1 + g(l2)

2ζ2 − (l1)
2l2d

2ζ1 + l1(l2)
2ζ2 = x

g(l1 − l2)ζ
1 + l1l2d

2ζ1 − (l2)
2d2ζ2 = θ1

g(l1 − l2)ζ
2 + (l1)

2d2ζ1 − l1l2d
2ζ2 = θ2

We finally consider the case l1 = l2 = l. Subtracting the two OD equations, we discover that
z = θ1 − θ2 is an observable quantity that satisfies the autonomous system ld2z + gz = 0 existing
for a single pendulum. It follows that z is a torsion element and the system cannot be control-
lable. When z = 0 ⇒ θ1 = θ2 = θ we let the reader prove that the remaining OD equation
d2x+ ld2θ + gθ = 0 can be parametrized by ld2ξ + gξ = x,−d2ξ = θ.
At this stage of the reading, we invite the reader to realize this experiment with a few dollars, check
how the controllability depends on the lengths and wonder how this example may have anything
to do with the Cosserat, Einstein or Maxwell equations !.
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This paper is also a kind of Summary Note sketching in a rather self-contained but condensed
way the results presented through a series of lectures at the Albert Einstein Institute (AEI,
Berlin/Potsdam), October, 23-27, 2017. The initial motivation for studying the methods used
in this paper has been a 1000$ challenge proposed in 1970 by J. Wheeler in the physics department
of Princeton University while the author of this paper was a visiting student of D.C. Spencer in
the close-by mathematics department, namely:
Is it possible to express the generic solutions of Einstein equations in vacuum by means of the
derivatives of a certain number of arbitrary functions, like the potentials for Maxwell equations ?.
After recalling the negative answer we already provided in 1995 (Pommaret, 1995), the main pur-
pose of this paper is to use again these new techniques of differential double duality in order to
revisit the mathematical foundations of the concepts and equations involved in general relativity
and gauge theory that are leading to gravitational waves. At the same time, we point out the fact
that the above parametrization problem is equivalent to the controllability property of a control
system, such a result showing for the first time that it is a structural property, that is a property
that does not depend on the choice of inputs and outputs or even on the presentation of the sys-
tem, that is on a change of all the independent variables used to describe the system, contrary
to the commonly accepted point of view of the control community. Many explicit examples are
illustrating the paper, ranging from ordinary differential (OD) or partial differential (PD) control
theory to mathematical physics, explaining in particular why the mathematical foundations of
both gravitation and electromagnetism only depend on the structure of the conformal group of
space-time. Accordingly, the foundations of control theory, engineering and mathematical physics
must be revisited within this new framework which has been initiated by (Oberst, 1990) but only
for systems with constant coefficients, though striking it may sometimes look like. Of course, it is
rather easy to study systems involving OD equations as we saw and we shall need new tools for
studying systems of PD equations, though these new methods can also be used for OD equations.
An additional difficulty will be met when dealing with operators having variable coefficients.

Example 1.4: While using Kalman test in control theory, it is often useful to transform a second
order system d2y = 0 to a first order system dz1 − z2 = 0, dz2 = 0 by setting y = z1, dy = z2,
transforming one OD equation for one unknown to two OD equations for two unknown. However,
the mathematical community is not aware that, more generally, this has been exactly the procedure
followed by Spencer from transforming ANY system of PD equations of order q with n independent
variables and m unknowns to a new system of PD equations of order one. One of the best examples
to be met in the literature has been provided by (Macaulay, 1916). With n = 3,m = 1, q = 2
and using the jet notation d23y = y23, let us consider the second order homogeneous system
Py ≡ y33 = 0, Qy ≡ y23− y11 = 0, Ry ≡ y22 = 0. With a reference to (Janet, 1920), differentiating
once, we notice that all the derivatives of order 3 vanish but y123−y111 = 0 and that all derivatives
of order 4 do vanish. We obtain therefore eight arbitrary parametric jets:

{z1 = y, z2 = y1, z
3 = y2, z

4 = y3, z
5 = y11, z

6 = y12, z
7 = y13, z

8 = y111}

satisfying the non-homogeneous first order ”equivalent system”, called ”First Spencer operator”:

d3z
1 − z4 = 0, d3z

2 − z7 = 0, d3z
3 − z5 = 0, d3z

4 = 0, d3z
5 − z8 = 0, ...., d1z

1 − z2 = 0, ..., d1z
8 = 0

with the eight new parametric jets {z1, z2, z3, ..., z8}. In the present situation, we can integrate
the system explicitly. We have indeed at once a basis of eight solutions, namely:

{fτ(x) | 1 ≤ τ ≤ 8} = {1, x1, x2, x3, x1x2, x1x3, x2x3 +
1

2
(x1)2, x1x2x3 +

1

6
(x1)3}

and the space of solutions is a vector space V of dimension 8 over the field Q of constants of K.

Example 1.5: With n = 1,m = 3, q = 1, a = a(x) ∈ K = Q(x), let us consider again the system
of OD equations met in Example 1.2:

dy1 − dy2 − a(x)y3 = 0, y1 + dy2 − dy3 = 0

In classical control theory, the Kalman controllability test can only be applied whenever a is a
constant parameter and we let the reader check that, independently of the choice of one input and
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two outputs among the three unknowns, the test is providing the condition a(a − 1) 6= 0, that is
both a 6= 0, a 6= 1. When a is no longera constant coefficient, not a lot of things can be said
independently of the choice of input and output.
Let us multiply the first equation by a test function λ1, the second by a test function λ2, add and
integrate by parts in order to look for the kernel of the adjoint operator, namely:

y1 → −dλ1 + λ2 = 0, y2 → dλ1 − dλ2 = 0, y3 → −aλ1 + dλ2 = 0

We get λ2 = dλ1 and thus dλ1 − aλ1 = 0, d2λ1 − aλ1 = 0, a result leading to the striking Riccati
inequality condition:

λ1 = 0⇔ λ2 = 0⇔ ∂a+ a(a− 1) 6= 0

in a coherent way with the result of the Kalman test when a is a constant parameter. We notice
that the result obtained is a structural property of the system.

Example 1.6: (Pommaret, 2023 a) With two independent variables (x1, x2) and one unknown y,
let us consider the following second order system with constant coefficients:

{

Py ≡ d22y = u
Qy ≡ d12y − y = v

where now P and Q are PD operators with coefficients in the subfield k = Q of constants of the
differential field K = k(x1, x2). We obtain at once from a first use of crossed derivatives:

d2y = d1u− d2v

and from a second use:
y = d11u− d12v − v

and could hope to obtain the 4th-order generating compatibility conditions (CC) by substitution,
that is to say:

{

A ≡ d1122u− d1222v − d22v − u = 0
B ≡ d1112u− d11u− d1122v = 0

with the only generating CC : w ≡ d11A− d12B −B = 0 .
However, in this particular case, there is an unexpected unique second order generating CC:

C ≡ d12u− u− d22v = 0

as we now have indeed PQ − QP = 0 both with A ≡ d12C + C and B ≡ d11C, a result leading
to C ≡ d22B − d12A + A. Accordingly, the systems A = 0, B = 0 on one side and C = 0 on
the other side are completely different though they have the same solutions in u, v which can be
parametrized injectively by y.
Finally, setting u = 0, v = 0, we notice that the preceding homogeneous system can be written in
the form Dy = 0 and admits the only solution y = 0. More precisely, if a linear system Rq ⊂ Jq(E)
of order q on E is given we may find two integers (r, s) such that, prolonging r+ s times to obtain

Rq+r+s and keeping only the equations of order q+r, we obtain a system R
(s)
q+r providing all the in-

formations on the solutions up to any order ( prolongation / projection (PP) procedure)(Pommare,
1978, 1994. In the present case, we get successively:

0 = R
(4)
2 ⊂ R

(3)
2 ⊂ R

(2)
2 ⊂ R

(1)
2 ⊂ R2 ⊂ J2(E)

with strict inclusions and respective dimensions: 0 < 1 < 2 < 3 < 4 < 6.

Example 1.7: Denoting by yki = diy
k for i = 1, 2 and k = 1, 2, 3 the formal derivatives of the

three differential indeterminates y1, y2, y3, we consider the system of three PD equations for 3
unknowns and 2 independent variables (x1, x2) which is defining a differential module M over
the non-commutative ring D = Q(a)(x1, x2)[d1, d2] of differential operators with coefficients in
Q(a)(x1, x2) when a is a constant parameter:







Φ1 ≡ y32 − y
2
2 = 0

Φ2 ≡ y22 + y11 − ax
2y1 = 0

Φ3 ≡ y31 − y
2
1 = 0
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No one among (y1, y2) can be given arbitrarily and that there is a unique generating CC, namely:

Ψ ≡ d2Φ
3 − d1Φ

1 = 0

Also, setting z = y3 − y2, we get both z1 = 0, z2 = 0 and z is an autonomous element. Then one
can easily prove that any other autonomous element can be expressible by means of a differential
operator acting on z which is therefore a generator of the torsion module t(M) ⊂M . Accordingly,
in the present situation, any autonomous element is a constant multiple of z.
Finally, setting z = 0 and thus y3 = y2, we obtain for (y1, y2), after substitution:

Φ′ ≡ y22 + y11 − ax
2y1 = 0

which is defining an operator D′ : (y1, y2) → Φ′ and a torsion-free module M ′ ≃ M/t(M) in the
short exact sequences:

0→ D → D2 →M ′ → 0, 0→ t(M)→M →M ′ → 0

Multiplying the previous operator by a test function λ and integrating by parts, the kernel of the
adjoint operator ad(D′) : λ→ (µ1, µ2) is defined by:

y2 → −d2λ = µ2, y1 → −d1λ− ax
2λ = µ1 ⇒ d1µ

2 − d2µ
1 − ax2µ2 = aλ

We have thus two quite different situations:
• a = 0 : The adjoint operator is not injective and we are in the situation of the div operator when
n = 2 that can be parametrized by the curl operator in such a way that M ′ is neither free nor
projective but M ′ ⊂ D with a strict inclusion.
• a 6= 0, say a = 1: The adjoint operator is injective and, using the fact that any operator can
be written as the adjoint of an operator, we have obtained a lifting operator ad(P) : (µ1, µ2)→ λ
such that ad(D′) ◦ ad(P) = idλ ⇒ P ◦ D

′ = idΦ′ . We shall prove later on that M ′ is not free
but projective, thus torsion-free, because this lift provides an isomorphism D2 ≃ M ′ ⊕D and an
isomorphism M ≃ t(M)⊕M ′ which may not exist in general.

We now sketch the main result that will be proved and illustrated through this paper. In
particular, its application to Einstein general relativity and Maxwell electromagnetism will prove
that the mathematical foundations of these two apparently well established theories will have to
be entirely revisited but for quite different reasons.

Roughly, if a differential module M is defined y a linear differential operator D and we denote
by N the differential module defined by the (formal) adjoint operator ad(D), we shall prove:

Theorem 1.8: (Pommaret, 2001, 2005) The differential module ext1(M) = ext1D(M,D) = t(N)
does not depend on the presentation of M .

Example 1.9 : As a first striking result, that does not seem to have been noticed by mechanicians
up till now, let us consider the situation of classical elasticity theory where D is the Killing operator
for the euclidean metric, namely Ω ≡ Dξ = L(ξ)ω ∈ S∈T

∗ and D1 the corresponding CC, namely
the linearized Riemann curvature with n2(n2−1)/12 components. In that case, as it is well known
that the Poincaré sequence for the exterior derivative is self-adjoint up to sign (for n = 3 the
adjoints of grad, curl, div are respectively −div, curl,−grad) then the first extension module does
not depend on the differential sequence used and therefore vanishes. Accordingly, ad(D) generates
the CC of ad(D1). Hence, in order to parametrize the Cauchy stress equations, that is ad(D),
namely:

σ12 = σ21, d1σ
11 + d2σ

21 = 0, d1σ
12 + d2σ

22 = 0

one just needs to compute ad(D1). For n = 2, we get:

φ(d11Ω22 + d22Ω11 − 2d12Ω12) = (d22φ)Ω11 − 2(d12φ)Ω12 + (d11φ)Ω22 + di(...)
i

7



and recover the parametrization by means of the Airy function in a rather unexpected way:

σ11 = d22φ, σ
12 = σ21 = −d12φ, σ

22 = d11φ

Exhibiting a parametrization for n ≥ 3 thus becomes an exercise of computer algebra, the number
of (pseudo)-potentials being the number n2(n2 − 1)/12 of components of the Riemann tensor.
We now treat the case of Cosserat equations with zero second members, namely (Cosserat, 1909):

d1σ
1,1 + d2σ

2,1 = 0, d1σ
1,2 + d2σ

2,2 = 0, diµ
i,12 + σ1,2 − σ2,1 = 0

For this, instead of using the Janet sequence as before, we now use the Spencer sequence which
is isomorphic to the gauge sequence though with quite different operators. However, according to
the general theorems of homological algebra, the existence of a parametrization does not depend
on the differential sequence used and therefore follows again, like in the previous example, from
the fact that the Poincaré sequence is self-adjoint up to the sign. In the present situation, we
have Cr = ∧rT ∗ ⊗ R1 ≃ ∧

rT ∗ ⊗ G with dim(G) = n(n+ 1)/2. We have shown that the Cosserat
equations were just ad(D1), their first order parametrization is thus described by ad(D2) and needs
dim(C2) = n2(n2 − 1)/4 (pseudo)-potentials. We provide the details when n = 2 but we know at
once that we must use 3 (pseudo)-potentials only. The case n = 3 could be treated similarly and
is left as an exercise.
The Spencer operator D1 is described by the equations:

∂1ξ1 = A11, ∂1ξ2 − ξ1,2 = A12, ∂2ξ1 − ξ2,1 = A21, ∂2ξ2 = A22, ∂1ξ1,2 = B1, ∂2ξ1,2 = B2

because R1 is defined by the equations ξ1,1 = 0, ξ1,2 + ξ2,1 = 0, ξ2,2 = 0.
Accordingly the 3 CC describing the Spencer operator D2 are:

∂2A11 − ∂1A21 +B1 = 0, ∂2A12 − ∂1A22 +B2 = 0, ∂2B1 − ∂1B2 = 0

Multiplying these equations respectively by φ1, φ2, φ3, then summing and integrating by part, we
get ad(D2) and the desired first order parametrization in the form (Pommaret, 1994, 2010):

σ1,1 = −∂2φ
1, σ1,2 = −∂2φ

2, σ2,1 = ∂1φ
1, σ2,2 = ∂1φ

2, µ1,12 = −∂2φ
3 + φ1, µ2,12 = ∂1φ

3 + φ2

as announced previously. As we are dealing with PD equations with constant coefficients, it is
important to notice that such a parametrization could also have been obtained by localization
(exercise). When the stress is symmetric, that is σ1,2 = σ2,1, the Airy parametrization can be
recovered if we cancel the couple-stress with φ1 = ∂2φ3, φ2 = −∂1φ3 and set φ3 = −φ.
Changing the presentation will be studied later on as we shall need additional tools.

We end this Introduction with one of the best examples we know in order to understand that
working out differential sequences is not an easy task, even on rather elementary examples.

Example 1.10: (Macaulay, 1916) Let us revisit Example 1.4 using more advanced methods.
With m = 1, n = 3, q = 2,K = Q, let us consider the linear second order system R2 ⊂ J2(E) with
dim(E) = 1 while using jet notations (Pommaret, 1978, 1994, Spencer, 1965):

y33 = 0, y23 − y11 = 0, y22 = 0

We let the reader check easily that dim(g2) = 3, dim(g3) = 1 with only parametric jet y111, g4 = 0
and thus dim(R2) = 8 = 23, a result leading to s dim(R3+r) = 8 that is R3+r ≃ R3, ∀r ≥ 0. We
recall the dimensions of the following jet bundles:

q → 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
SqT

∗ → 1 3 6 10 15 21 28 36
Jq(E) → 1 4 10 20 35 56 84 120

both with the commutative and exact diagram allowing to construct inductively the Spencer
bundles Cr ⊂ Cr(E) and the Janet bundles Fr for r = 0, 1, ..., n with F0 = Jq(E)/Rq and
C0 = Rq ⊂ Jq(E) = C1(E) while replacing the system Rq ⊂ Jq(E) of order q on E by the
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system Rq+1 ⊂ J1(Rq) of order 1 on Rq when q is large enough, that is q = 4 in the present
example because g4 = 0.

0 0
↓ ↓

0 −→ Rq+1 −→ J1(Rq) −→ C1 −→ 0
↓ ↓

0 −→ Jq+1(E) −→ J1(Jq(E)) −→ C1(E) −→ 0
‖ ↓ ↓

0 −→ Rq+1 −→ Jq+1(E) −→ J1(F0) −→ F1 → 0
↓ ↓
0 0

showing that we have indeed:

Cr = ∧rT ∗ ⊗Rq/δ(∧
r−1T ∗ ⊗ gq+1)

Cr(E) = ∧rT ∗ ⊗ Jq(E)/δ(∧r−1T ∗ ⊗ Sq+1T
∗ ⊗ E)

Fr = ∧rT ∗ ⊗ Jq(E)/(∧rT ∗ ⊗Rq + δ(∧r−1T ∗ ⊗ Sq+1T
⊗E))

When Rq ⊂ Jq(E) is involutive, that is formally integrable (FI) with an involutive symbol gq, then
these three differential sequences are formally exact on the jet level and, in the Spencer sequence:

0 −→ Θ
jq
−→
q
C0

D1−→
1
C1

D2−→
1
...

Dn−→
1
Cn −→ 0

the first order involutive operators D1, D2, ..., Dn are induced by the standard Spencer operator
d : Rq+1 −→ T ∗ ⊗ Rq already defineded that can be extended to d : ∧rT ∗ ⊗Rq+1 −→ ∧

r+1 ⊗Rq.
A similar condition is also valid for the Janet sequence:

0 −→ Θ −→ E
D
−→
q
F0

D1−→
1
F1

D2−→
1
...

Dn−→
1
Fn −→ 0

which can be thus constructed ”as a whole” from the previous extension of the Spencer operator
(See (Pommaret, 1978), p 183 + 185 + 391 for the main diagrams, (Pommaret, 1994) for other
explicit computations on the Macaulay example and (Pommaret, 2005) for its application to group
theory). However, such a result is still not known and not even acknowledged today in mathe-
matical physics, particularly in general relativity which is never using the Spencer δ-cohomology
in order to define the Riemann or Bianchi operators (Pommaret, 1988). The study of the present
Macaulay example will be sufficient in order to justify our comment.
First of all, as g2 is not 2-acyclic and the coeficients are constant, the CC are of order two as follows:

Qw −Rv = 0, Ru− Pw = 0, Pv −Qu = 0 ⇒ P (Qw −Rv) +Q(Ru− Pw) +R(Pv −Qu) ≡ 0

The simplest formally exact resolution, which is quite far from being a Janet sequence, is thus:

0 −→ Θ −→ 1
D
−→
2

3
D1−→
2

3
D2−→
2

1 −→ 0

Secondly, as the first prolongation of R2 becoming involutive is R4, an idea could be to start with
the system R3 ⊂ J3(E) but we have proved in (Pommaret, 2016) that the simplest formally exact
sequence that could be obtained, which is also quite far from being a Janet sequence, is:

0 −→ Θ −→ 1 −→
3

12 −→
1

21 −→
2

46 −→
1

72 −→
1

48 −→
1

12 −→ 0

Indeed, the Euler-Poincaré characteristic is 1− 12+ 21− 46+ 72− 48+ 12 = 0 but we notice that
the orders of the successive operators may vary up and down.
Then, decomposing any solution on the basis already exhibited, we may set fµ(x) = λτ (x)∂µfτ (x)
for any section of R4 by inverting a 8×8 matrix. With standard notations for multi-index notation,
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we obtain for the Spencer operator d : R4 → T ∗ ⊗R4 : ∧0T ∗ ⊗ V → ∧1T ∗ ⊗ V the formula:

∂ifµ(x)− fµ+1i(x) = ∂iλ
τ (x)∂µfτ (x)

showing that the Spencer sequence is isomorphic to a tensor product of the Poincaré sequence.
We finally let the reader discover that the Fundamental Diagram I relating the upper Spencer
sequence to the lower Janet sequence is (See (Pommaret, 1978), p 19-22 for details):

0 0 0 0
↓ ↓ ↓ ↓

0 −→ Θ
j4
−→
4

8
D1−→
1

24
D2−→
1

24
D3−→
1

8 −→ 0

↓ ↓ ↓ ↓

0 −→ 1
j4
−→
4

35
D1−→
1

84
D2−→
1

70
D3−→
1

20 −→ 0

‖ ↓ ↓ ↓ ↓

0 −→ Θ −→ 1
D
−→
4

27
D1−→
1

60
D2−→
1

46
D3−→
1

12 −→ 0

↓ ↓ ↓ ↓
0 0 0 0

In the present example, the Spencer bundles are Cr = ∧rT ∗ ⊗ R4 and their dimensions are quite
lower that the dimensions of the Janet bundles. Among the long exact sequences that must be used
the following involves a 540×600 matrix and we wish good luck to anybody using computer algebra:

0→ R7 → J7(1)→ J3(27)→ J2(60)→ J1(46)→ F3 → 0⇒ 8− 120 + 540− 600 + 184− 12 = 0

The content of the paper will follow this Introduction. In section 2 we shall recall, in the most
self-contained and elementary way as possible, the concepts and main results of homological alge-
bra before extending them to the differential framework (See Zentralblatt review Zbl 1079.93001).
In section 3 we shall apply them in order to revisit the mathematical foundations of general rela-
tivity. In section 4 we shall prove that the structure of the conformal group must also be carefully
revisited because, contrary to Riemannian geometry, the corresponding differential sequence will
drastically depend on the dimension of the ground manifold. In section 6 we present a modern ver-
sion of a few results found by H. Poincaré in 1901 but rarely quoted in this conformal background.
In section 6 we shall apply all the previous results obtained for the conformal group in order to
revisit the mathematical foundations of both electromagnetism and gravitation by chasing in the
fundamental diagram II, before concluding in section 7.

We invite the reader to keep constantly in mind the motivating examples presented in the
Introduction as these new methods, found by pure mathematicians, have never been applied to
OD/PD control theory with variable coefficients or mathematical physics (general relativity and
gauge theory), a fact explaining why we have not been able to find other references.

2) DIFFERENTIAL HOMOLOGICAL ALGEBRA

It becomes clear from the previous motivating examples that there is a need for classifying the
properties of systems of OD (classical control theory) or PD (mathematical physics) equations in a
way that does not depend on their presentations and this is the purpose of differential homological
algebra. The crucial idea will be indeed to obtain such a classification from the families of modules
they allow to define over integral domains in the following way (See (Pommaret, 2001) or Zbl
1079.93001) but a much more advanced ”purity” classification in which torsion-free amounts to
0-pure (Pommaret, 2001, 2015):

FREE ⊂ PROJECTIV E ⊂ REFLEXIV E ⊂ TORSION − FREE

pointing out the fact that such a classification just disappears when n = 1.
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2.1) MODULE THEORY

Before entering the heart of this section, we need a few technical definitions and results from
commutative algebra, in particular for localization. The reader may look at (Rotman, 1979, Kashi-
wara, 1995, Pommaret, 2001) for most of the proofs as we are using quite standard notations.

Definition 2.1.1: A ring A is a non-empty set with two associative binary operations respectively
called addition and multiplication, respectively sending a, b ∈ A to a+ b ∈ A and ab ∈ A in such a
waythat A becomes an abelian group for the multiplication, so that A has a zero element denoted
by 0, every a ∈ A has an additive inversedenoted by −a and the multiplication is distributive over
the addition, that is to say a(b + c) = ab+ ac, (a+ b)c = ac+ bc, ∀a, b, c ∈ A.
A ring A is said to be unitary if it has a (unique) element ab = ba, ∀a, b ∈ A.
A non-zero element a ∈ A is called a zero-divisor if one can find a non-zero b ∈ A such that ab = 0
and a ring is called an integral domain if it has no zero-divisor.

Definition 2.1.2: A ring K is called a field if every non-zero element a ∈ K is a unit, that is one
can find an element b ∈ K such that ab = 1 ∈ K.

Definition 2.1.3: A module M over a ring A or simply an A-module is a set of elements x, y, z, ...
which is an abelian group for an addition (x, y)→ x+ y with an action A×M →M : (a, x)→ ax
satisfying:
• a(x+ y) = ax+ ay, ∀a ∈ A, ∀x, y ∈M
• a(bx) = (ab)x, ∀a, b ∈ A, ∀x ∈M
• (a+ b)x = ax+ bx, ∀a, b ∈ A, ∀x ∈M
• 1x = x, ∀x ∈M
The set of modules over a ring A will be denoted by mod(A). A module over a field is called a
vector space.

Definition 2.1.4: A map f : M → N between two A-modules is called a homomorphism over A
if f(x+ y) = f(x) + f(y), ∀x, y ∈M and f(ax) = af(x), ∀a ∈ A, ∀x ∈M . We successively define:
• ker(f) = {x ∈M |f(x) = 0}
• im(f) = {y ∈ N |∃x ∈M, f(x) = y}
• coker(f) = N/im(f)

Definition 2.1.5: We say that a chain of modules and homomorphisms is a sequence if the com-
position of two successive such homomorphisms is zero. A sequence is said to be exact if the
kernel of each map is equal to the image of the map preceding it. An injective homomorphism
is called a monomorphism, a surjective homomorphism is called an epimorphism and a bijective
homomorphism is called an isomorphism. A short exact sequence is an exact sequence made by a
monomorphism followed by an epimorphism.

Proposition 2.1.6: If one has a short exact sequence:

0 −→M ′ f
−→M

g
−→M ′′ −→ 0

then the following conditions are equivalent:
• There exists a monomorphism v :M ′′ →M such that g ◦ v = idM ′′ .
• There exists an epimorphism u :M →M ′ such that u ◦ f = idM ′ .
• There exist isomorphisms ϕ = (u, g) : M → M ′ ⊕M ′′ and ψ = f + v : M ′ ⊕M ′′ →M that are
inverse to each other and provide an isomorphism M ≃M ′ ⊕M ′′

Definition 2.1.7: In the above situation, we say that the short exact sequence splits and u(v) is
called a lift for f(g). In particular we have the relation: f ◦ u+ v ◦ g = idM .

Definition 2.1.8: A left (right) ideal a in a ring A is a submodule of A considered as a left (right)
module over itself. When the inclusion a ⊂ A is strict, we say that a is a proper ideal of A.
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Lemma 2.1.9: If a is an ideal in a ring A, the set of elements rad(a) = {a ∈ A|∃n ∈ N, an ∈ a}
is an ideal of A containing a and called the radical of a. An ideal is called perfect or radical if it is
equal to its radical.

Definition 2.1.10: For any subset S ⊂ A, the smallest ideal containing S is called the ideal
generated by S. An ideal generated by a single element is called a principal ideal and a ring is
called a principal ideal ring if any ideal is principal. The simplest example is that of polynomial
rings in one indeterminate over a field. When a and b are two ideals of A, we shall denote by a+ b

(ab) the ideal generated by all the sums a+ b (products ab) with a ∈ a, b ∈ b.

Definition 2.1.11: An ideal p of a ring A is called a prime ideal if, whenever ab ∈ p (aAb ∈ p

in the non-commutative case) then either a ∈ p or b ∈ p. The set of proper prime ideals of A is
denoted by spec(A) and called the spectrum of A.

Definition 2.1.12: The annihilator of a module M in A is the ideal annA(M) of A made by all
the elements a ∈ A such that ax = 0, ∀x ∈M .

From now on, all rings considered will be unitary integral domains, that is rings containing 1
and having no zero-divisor. For the sake of clarity, as a few results will also be valid for modules
over non-commutative rings, we shall denote by AMB a moduleM which is a left module for A with
operation (a, x) → ax and a right module for B with operation (x, b) → xb. In the commutative
case, lower indices are not needed. If M = AM and N = AN are two left A-modules, the set
of A-linear maps f : M → N will be denoted by homA(M,N) or simply hom(M,N) when there
will be no confusion and there is a canonical isomorphism hom(A,M) ≃ M : f → f(1) with
inverse x → (a → ax). When A is commutative, hom(M,N) is again an A-module for the law
(bf)(x) = f(bx) as we have indeed:

(bf)(ax) = f(bax) = f(abx) = af(bx) = a(bf)(x).

In the non-commutative case, things are much more complicate and we have:

Lemma 2.1.13: Given AMB and AN , then homA(M,N) becomes a left module over B for the
law (bf)(x) = f(xb).

Proof: We just need to check the two relations:

(bf)(ax) = f(axb) = af(xb) = a(bf)(x),

(b′(b′′f))(x) = (b′′f)(xb′) = f(xb′b′′) = ((b′b′′)f)(x).

✷

A similar result can be obtained (exercise) with AM and ANB, where homA(M,N) now be-
comes a right B-module for the law (fb)(x) = f(x)b.

Now we recall that a sequence of modules and maps is exact if the kernel of any map is equal
to the image of the map preceding it and we have:

Theorem 2.1.14: If M,M ′,M ′′ are A-modules, the sequence:

M ′ f
→M

g
→M ′′ → 0

is exact if and only if the sequence:

0→ hom(M ′′, N)→ hom(M,N)→ hom(M ′, N)

is exact for any A-module N .
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Proof: Let us consider homomorphisms h : M → N , h′ : M ′ → N , h′′ : M ′′ → N such that
h′′ ◦ g = h, h ◦ f = h′. If h = 0, then h′′ ◦ g = 0 implies h′′(x′′) = 0, ∀x′′ ∈ M ′′ because g is
surjective and we can find x ∈ M such that x′′ = g(x). Then h′′(x′′) = h′′(g(x)) = h′′ ◦ g(x) = 0.
Now, if h′ = 0, we have h ◦ f = 0 and h factors through g because the initial sequence is exact.
Hence there exists h′′ :M ′′ → N such that h = h′′ ◦ g and the second sequence is exact.
We let the reader prove the converse as an exercise.

✷

Corollary 2.1.15: The short exact sequence:

0→M ′ →M →M ′′ → 0

splits if and only if the short exact sequence:

0→ hom(M ′′, N)→ hom(M,N)→ hom(M ′, N)→ 0

is exact for any module N .

Definition 2.1.16: IfM is a module over a ring A, a system of generators ofM over A is a family
{xi}i∈I of elements of M such that any element of M can be written x =

∑

i∈I aixi with only a
finite number of nonzero ai.

Definition 2.1.17: An A-module is called noetherian if every submodule ofM (and thusM itself)
is finitely generated.

One has the following technical lemma:

Lemma 2.1.18: In a short exact sequence of modules, the central module is noetherian if and
only if the two other modules are noetherian.

We obtain in particular:

Proposition 2.1.19: If A is a noetherian ring and M is a finitely generated module over A, then
M is noetherian.

Proof: Applying the lemma to the short exact sequence 0 → Ar−1 → Ar → A → 0 where the
epimorphism on the right is the projection onto the first factor, we deduce by induction that
Ar is noetherian. Now, if M is generated by {x1, ..., xr}, there is an epimorphism Ar → M :
(1, 0, ..., 0)→ x1, ..., {0, ..., 0, 1} → xr and M is noetherian because of the lemma.

✷

In the preceding situation, the kernel of the epimorphism Ar → M is also finitely generated,
say by {y1, ..., ys} and we therefore obtain the exact sequence As → Ar → M → 0 that can be
extended inductively to the left.

Definition 2.1.20: In this case, we say that M is finitely presented.

We now present the basic elements of the technique of localization in the non-commutative case
as it will be needed later on in a few proofs. We start with a basic definition:

Definition 2.1.21: A subset S of a ring A is said to be multiplicatively closed if ∀s, t ∈ S ⇒ st ∈ S
and 1 ∈ S. For simplicit, we shal suppose from now that A is an integral domain and consider
S = A− {0}.

In a general way, whenever A is a non-commutative ring, that is ab 6= ba when a, b ∈ A, we
shall set the following definition:

Definition 2.1.22: By a left ring of fractions or left localization of a noncommutative ring A
with respect to a multiplicatively closed subset S of A, we mean a ring denoted by S−1A and a
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homomorphism θ = θS : A→ S−1A such that:
1) θ(s) is invertible in S−1A, ∀s ∈ S.

2) Each element of S−1A or fraction has the form θ(s)−1θ(a) for some s ∈ S, a ∈ A.
3) ker(θ) = {a ∈ A|∃s ∈ S, sa = 0}.
A right ring of fractions or right localization can be similarly defined.

In actual practice, a fraction will be simply written s−1a and we have to distinguish carefully
s−1a from as−1. We shall meet four problems (Pommaret, 2021 d):
• How to compare s−1a with as−1 ?.
• How to decide when we shall say that s−1a = t−1b ?.
• How to multiply s−1a by t−1b ?.
• How to find a common denominator for s−1a+ t−1b ?.
The following proposition is essential and will be completed by two technical lemmas that will be
used for constructing localizations.

The following proposition is essential for constructing localizations:

Proposition 2.1.23: If there exists a left localization of A with respect to S, then we must have:
1) Sa ∩ As 6= 0, ∀a ∈ A, ∀s ∈ S.
2) If s ∈ S and a ∈ A are such that as = 0, then there exists t ∈ S such that ta = 0.

Proof: The element θ(a)θ(s)−1 in S−1A must be of the form θ(t)−1θ(b) for some t ∈ S, b ∈ A.
Accordingly, θ(a)θ(s)−1 = θ(t)−1θ(b) ⇒ θ(t)θ(a) = θ(b)θ(s) and thus θ(ta − bs) = 0 ⇒ ∃u ∈
S, uta = ubs with ut ∈ S, ub ∈ A. Finally, as = 0 ⇒ θ(a)θ(s) = 0 ⇒ θ(a) = 0 because θ(s) is
invertible in S−1A. Hence ∃t ∈ S such that ta = 0.

✷

Definition 2.1.24: A set S satisfying the condition 1) is called a left Ore set.

Lemma 2.1.25: If S is a left Ore set in a noetherian ring, then S also satisfies the condition 2)
of the preceding lemma.

Lemma 2.1.26: If S is a left Ore set in a ring A, then As∩At∩S 6= 0, ∀s, t ∈ S and two fractions
can be brought to the same denominator.

Let K be a differential field with n commuting derivations (∂1, ..., ∂n) and consider the ring
D = K[d1, ..., dn] = K[d] of differential operators with coefficients in K with n commuting for-
mal derivatives satisfying dia = adi + ∂ia in the operator sense. If P = aµdµ ∈ D = K[d],
the highest value of |µ| with aµ 6= 0 is called the order of the operator P and the ring D with
multiplication (P,Q) −→ P ◦ Q = PQ is filtred by the order q of the operators. We have the
filtration 0 ⊂ K = D0 ⊂ D1 ⊂ ... ⊂ Dq ⊂ ... ⊂ D∞ = D. As an algebra, D is gener-
ated by K = D0 and T = D1/D0 with D1 = K ⊕ T if we identify an element ξ = ξidi ∈ T
with the vector field ξ = ξi(x)∂i of differential geometry, but with ξi ∈ K now. It follows that
D = DDD is a bimodule over itself, being at the same time a left D-module by the composition
P −→ QP and a right D-module by the composition P −→ PQ. We define the adjoint functor
ad : D −→ Dop : P = aµdµ −→ ad(P ) = (−1)|µ|dµa

µ and we have ad(ad(P )) = P both with
ad(PQ) = ad(Q)ad(P ), ∀P,Q ∈ D. Such a definition can be extended to any matrix of operators
by using the transposed matrix of adjoint operators (See (Pommaret, 2021) for more details and
applications to control theory or mathematical physics).

Proposition 2.1.27: D is an Ore domain and S = D − {0} ⇒ S−1D = DS−1.

Proof: For this, if P,Q ∈ D, let us consider the inhomogeneous system ad(P )y = u, ad(Q)y = v.
As the number of derivative of (u, v) is quite larger than the number of derivatives of the single y,
there is at least one compatibility condition (CC) for (u, v) of the form Uu = V v leading to the
identity UP = V Q and D is an Ore domain. Conversely, if U, V ∈ D, we may repeat the same

14



procedure with ad(U), ad(V ) in order to get ad(P ), ad(Q) such that ad(P )ad(U) = ad(Q)ad(V )
and thus to get P,Q ∈ D such that UP = V Q and thus U−1V = PQ−1, a result showing the
importance of the adjoint (Compare to (Kashiwara, 1995), p 27).

✷

Accordingly, if y = (y1, ..., ym) are differential indeterminates, then D acts on yk by setting
diy

k = yki −→ dµy
k = ykµ with diy

k
µ = ykµ+1i and yk0 = yk. We may therefore use the jet coor-

dinates in a formal way as in the previous section. Therefore, if a system of OD/PD equations
is written in the form Φτ ≡ aτµk ykµ = 0 with coefficients a ∈ K, we may introduce the free dif-
ferential module Dy = Dy1 + ... +Dym ≃ Dm and consider the differential module of equations
I = DΦ ⊂ Dy, both with the residual differential module M = Dy/DΦ or D-module and we
may set M = DM if we want to specify the ring of differential operators. We may introduce
the formal prolongation with respect to di by setting diΦ

τ ≡ aτµk ykµ+1i + (∂ia
τµ
k )ykµ in order to

induce maps di : M −→ M : ȳkµ −→ ȳkµ+1i by residue with respect to I if we use to denote

the residue Dy −→ M : yk −→ ȳk by a bar like in algebraic geometry. However, for simplicity,
we shall not write down the bar when the background will indicate clearly if we are in Dy or
in M . As a byproduct, the differential modules we shall consider will always be finitely gener-
ated (k = 1, ...,m < ∞) and finitely presented (τ = 1, ..., p < ∞). Equivalently, introducing the
matrix of operators D = (aτµk dµ) with m columns and p rows, we may introduce the morphism

Dp D
−→ Dm : (Pτ ) −→ (PτΦ

τ ) over D by acting with D on the left of these row vectors while
acting with D on the right of these row vectors by composition of operators with im(D) = I. The

presentation of M is defined by the exact cokernel sequence Dp D
−→ Dm −→M −→ 0. We notice

that the presentation only depends on K,D and Φ or D, that is to say never refers to the concept
of (explicit local or formal) solutions. It follows from its definition that M can be endowed with a
quotient filtration obtained from that of Dm which is defined by the order of the jet coordinates
yq in Dqy. We have therefore the inductive limit 0 ⊆ M0 ⊆ M1 ⊆ ... ⊆ Mq ⊆ ... ⊆ M∞ = M
with diMq ⊆ Mq+1 and M = DMq for q ≫ 0 with prolongations DrMq ⊆ Mq+r, ∀q, r ≥ 0. It is
important to notice that it may be sometimes quite difficult to work out Iq or Mq from a given
presentation which is not involutive (Pommaret, 1978, 1994, 2023 a, 2024 b).

We are now in position to construct the ring of fractions S−1A whenever S is a left Ore set.
For this, usingthe preceding lemmas, let us define an equivalence relation on S ×A by saying that
(s, a) ∼ (t, b) if one can find u, v ∈ S such that us = vt ∈ S and ua = vb. Such a relation is clearly
reflexive and symmetric, thus we only need to prove that it is transitive. So let (s1, a1) ∼ (s2, a2)
and (s2, a2) ∼ (s3, a3). Then we can find u1, u2 ∈ A such that u1s1 = u2s2 ∈ S and u1a1 = u2a2.
Also we can find v2, v3 ∈ A such that v2s2 = v3s3 ∈ S and v2a2 = v3a3. Now, from the Ore condi-
tion, one can find w1, w3 ∈ A such that w1u1s1 = w3v3s3 ∈ S and thus w1u2s2 = w3v2s2 ∈ S, that
is to say (w1u2−w3v2)s2 = 0. Hence, unless A is an integral domain, using the second condition of
the last proposition, we can find t ∈ S such that t(w1u2 −w3v2) = 0⇒ tw1u2 = tw3v2. Changing
w1 and w3 if necessary, we may assume that w1u2 = w3v2 ⇒ w1u1a1 = w1u2a2 = w3v2a2 = w3v3a3
as wished. We finally define S−1A to be the quotient of S × A by the above equivalence relation
with θ : A→ S−1A : a→ 1−1a.
The sum (s, a) + (t, b) will be defined to be (us = vt, ua+ vb) and the product (s, a) × (t, b) will
be defined to be (st, ab).
A similar approach can be used in order to define and construct modules of fractions whenever S
satifies the two conditions of the last proposition. For this we need a preliminary lemma:

Lemma 2.1.28: If S is a left Ore set in a ring A and M is a left module over A, the set:

tS(M) = {x ∈M |∃s ∈ S, sx = 0}

is a submodule of M called the S-torsion submodule of M .

Proof: If x, y ∈ tS(M), we may find s, t ∈ S such that sx = 0, ty = 0. Now, we can find u, v ∈ A
such that us = vt ∈ S and we successively get us(x+ y) = usx+ vty = 0⇒ x+ y ∈ tS(M). Also,
∀a ∈ A, using the Ore condition for S, we can find b ∈ A, t ∈ S such that ta = bs and we get
tax = bsx = 0⇒ ax ∈ tS(M).
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✷

Definition 2.1.29: By a left module of fractions or left localization of M with respect to S, we
mean a left module S−1M over S−1A both with a homomorphism θ = θS :M → S−1M : x→ 1−1x
such that:
1) Each element of S−1M has the form s−1θ(x) for s ∈ S, x ∈M .
2) ker(θS) = tS(M).

In order to construct S−1M , we shall define an equivalence relation on S ×M by saying that
(s, x) ∼ (t, y) if there exists u, v ∈ A such that us = vt ∈ S and ux = vy. Checking that this
relation is reflexive, symmetric and transitive can be done as before (exercise) and we define S−1M
to be the quotient of S ×M by this equivalence relation.
The main property of localization is expressed by the following theorem:

Theorem 2.1.30: If one has an exact sequence:

M ′ f
−→M

g
−→M ′′

then one also has the exact sequence:

S−1M ′ S−1f
−→ S−1M

S−1g
−→ S−1M ′′

where S−1f(s−1x) = s−1f(x).

We now turn to the definition and brief study of tensor products of modules over rings that
will not be necessarily commutative unless stated explicitly.
Let M = MA be a right A-module and N = AN be a left A-module. We may introduce the free
Z-module made by finite formal linear combinations of elements of M ×N with coefficients in Z.

Definition 2.1.31: The tensor product of M and N over A is the Z-module M⊗AN obtained by
quotienting the above Z-module by the submodule generated by the elements of the form:

(x+ x′, y)− (x, y)− (x′, y), (x, y + y′)− (x, y)− (x, y′), (xa, y)− (x, ay)

and the image of (x, y) will be denoted by x⊗ y.

It follows from the definition that we have the relations:

(x+ x′)⊗ y = x⊗ y + x′ ⊗ y, x⊗ (y + y′) = x⊗ y + x⊗ y′, xa⊗ y = x⊗ ay

and there is a canonical isomorphismM⊗AA ≃M,A⊗AN ≃ N . When A is commutative, we may
use left modules only and M⊗AN becomes a left A-module.

Example 2.1.32: If A = Z,M = Z/2Z and N = Z/3Z, we have (Z/2Z)⊗Z(Z/3Z) = 0 because
x⊗ y = 3(x⊗ y)− 2(x⊗ y) = x⊗ 3y − 2x⊗ y = 0− 0 = 0.

As a link with localization, we let the reader prove that the multiplication map S−1A×M →
S−1M given by (s−1a, x)→ s−1ax induces an isomorphism S−1A⊗AM → S−1M of modules over
S−1A when S−1A is considered as a right module over A and M as a left module over A.
When A is a commutative integral domain and S = A−{0}, the field K = Q(A) = S−1A is called
the field of fractions of A and we have the short exact sequence:

0 −→ A −→ K −→ K/A −→ 0

If now M is a left A-module, we may tensor this sequence by M on the right with A ⊗M = M
but we do not get in general an exact sequence. The defect of exactness on the left is nothing else
but the torsion submodule t(M) = {m ∈M |∃0 6= a ∈ A, am = 0} ⊆M and we have the long exact
sequence:

0 −→ t(M) −→M −→ K⊗AM −→ K/A⊗AM −→ 0
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as we may describe the central map as follows:

m −→ 1⊗m =
a

a
⊗m =

1

a
⊗ am , ∀0 6= a ∈ A

Such a result, based on the localization technique, allows to understand why controllability has to
do with the so-called “simplification” of the transfer matrix. In particular, a module M is said to
be a torsion module if t(M) =M and a torsion-free module if t(M) = 0.

Definition 2.1.33: A module in mod(A) is called a free module if it has a basis, that is a system
of generators linearly independent over A. When a module F is free, the number of generators in a
basis, and thus in any basis (exercise), is called the rank of F over A and is denoted by rankA(F ).
In particular, if F is free of finite rank r, then F ≃ Ar.

More generally, if M is any module over a ring A and F is a maximum free submodule of
M , then M/F = T is a torsion module. Indeed, if x ∈ M,x /∈ F , then one can find a ∈ A
such that ax ∈ F because, otherwise, F ⊂ {F, x} should be free submodules of M with a strict
inclusion. In that case, the rank ofM is by definition the rank of F overA and one has equivalently :

Lemma 2.1.34: rkA(M) = dimK(K⊗AM).

Proof: Taking the tensor product by K over A of the short exact sequence 0→ F →M → T → 0,
we get an isomorphism K⊗AF ≃ K⊗AM because K⊗AT = 0 (exercise) and the lemma follows
from the definition of the rank.

✷

We now provide two proofs of the additivity property of the rank, the second one being also
valid for non-commutative rings.

Proposition 2.1.35: If 0 → M ′ f
→ M

g
→ M ′′ → 0 is a short exact sequence of modules over a

ring A, then we have rkA(M) = rkA(M
′) + rkA(M

′′).

Proof 1: Using localization with respect to the multiplicatively closed subset S = A − {0}, this
proposition is just a straight consequence of the definition of rank and the fact that localization
preserves exactness.
Proof 2: Let us consider the following diagram with exact left/right columns and central row:

0 0 0
↓ ↓ ↓

0→ F ′ → F ′ ⊕ F ′′ → F ′′ → 0
↓ i′ ↓ i ↓ i′′

0→ M ′ f
→ M

g
→ M ′′ → 0

↓ p′ ↓ p ↓ p′′

0→ T ′ → T → T ′′ → 0
↓ ↓ ↓
0 0 0

where F ′(F ′′) is a maximum free submodule of M ′(M ′′) and T ′ = M ′/F ′(T ′′ = M ′′/F ′′) is a
torsion module. Pulling back by g the image under i′′ of a basis of F ′′, we may obtain by lin-
earity a map σ : F ′′ → M and we define i = f ◦ i′ ◦ π′ + σ ◦ π′′ where π′ : F ′ ⊕ F ′′ → F ′ and
π′′ : F ′ ⊕ F ′′ → F ′′ are the canonical projections on each factor of the direct sum. We have
i|F ′ = f ◦ i′ and g ◦ i = g ◦ σ ◦ π′′ = i′′ ◦ π′′. Hence, the diagram is commutative and thus exact
with rkA(F

′ ⊕ F ′′) = rkA(F
′) + rkA(F

′′) trivially. Finally, if T ′ and T ′′ are torsion modules, it is
easy to check that T is a torsion module too and F ′ ⊕ F ′′ is thus a maximum free submodule of
M .

✷

Definition 2.1.36: If f : M → N is any morphism, the rank of f will be defined to be
rkA(f) = rkA(im(f)).
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We provide a few additional properties of the rank that will be used in the sequel. For this we
shall setM∗ = homA(M,A) and, for any moprphism f :M → N we shall denote by f∗ : N∗ →M∗

the corresponding morphism which is such that f∗(h) = h ◦ f, ∀h ∈ homA(N,A).

Proposition 2.1.37: When A is a commutative integral domain and M is a finitely presented
module over A, then rkA(M) = rkA(M

∗).

Proof: Applying homA(•, A) to the short exact sequence in the proof of the preceding lemma
while taking into account T ∗ = 0, we get a monomorphism 0 → M∗ → F ∗ and obtain therefore
rkA(M

∗) ≤ rkA(F
∗). However, as F ≃ Ar with r < ∞ because M is finitely generated, we get

F ∗ ≃ Ar too because A∗ ≃ A. It follows that rkA(M
∗) ≤ rkA(F

∗) = rkA(F ) = rkA(M) and thus
rkA(M

∗) ≤ rkA(M).

Now, if F1
d
→ F0 →M → 0 is a finite presentation ofM , applying homA(•, A) to this presentation,

we get the ker/coker exact sequence:

0← N ← F ∗
1

d∗

← F ∗
0 ←M∗ ← 0

Applying homA(•, A) to this sequence while taking into account the two useful isomorphisms
F ∗∗
0 ≃ F0, F

∗∗
1 ≃ F1, we get the ker/coker exact sequence:

0→ N∗ → F1
d
→ F0 →M → 0

Counting the ranks, we obtain:

rkA(N)− rkA(M
∗) = rkA(F

∗
1 )− rkA(F

∗
0 ) = rkA(F1)− rkA(F0) = rkA(N

∗)− rkA(M)

and thus:

(rkA(M)− rkA(M
∗)) + (rkA(N)− rkA(N

∗)) = 0

As both two numbers in this sum are non-negative, they must be zero and we finally get the very
important formulas rkA(M) = rkA(M

∗), rkA(N) = rkA(N
∗).

✷

Corollary 2.1.38: Under the condition of the proposition, we have rkA(f) = rkA(f
∗).

Proof: Introducing the ker/coker exact sequence:

0→ K →M
f
→ N → Q→ 0

we have: rkA(f) + rkA(Q) = rkA(N). Applying homA(•, A) and taking into account Theorem
2.A.14, we have the exact sequence:

0→ Q∗ → N∗ f∗

→M∗

and thus : rkA(f
∗) + rkA(Q

∗) = rkA(N
∗). Using the preceding proposition, we get rkA(Q) =

rkA(Q
∗) and rkA(N) = rkA(N

∗), that is to say rkA(f) = rkA(f
∗).

✷

2.2) HOMOLOGICAL ALGEBRA

Having in mind the previous section, we now need a few definittions and results from homo-
logical algebra (Rotman, 1979). In all that follows, A,B,C, ... are modules over a ring A or vector
spaces over a field k and the linear maps are making the diagrams commutative.
We start recalling the well known Cramer’s rule for linear systems through the exactness of
the ker/coker sequence for modules. We introduce the notations rk = rank, nb = number,
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dim = dimension, ker = kernel, im = image, coker = cokernel. When Φ : A → B is a linear
map (homomorphism), we introduce the so-called ker/coker exact sequence:

0 −→ ker(Φ) −→ A
Φ
−→ B −→ coker(Φ) −→ 0

where coker(Φ) = B/im(Φ).
In the case of vector spaces over a field k, we successively have rk(Φ) = dim(im(Φ)), dim(ker(Φ)) =
dim(A) − rk(Φ), dim(coker(Φ)) = dim(B) − rk(Φ) = nb of compatibility conditions, and obtain
by substraction:

dim(ker(Φ))− dim(A) + dim(B)− dim(coker(Φ)) = 0

In the case of modules, using localization, we may replace the dimension by the rank and obtain
the same relations because of the additive property of the rank. The following theorem is essential:

Snake Theorem 2.2.1: When one has the following commutative diagram resulting from the
the two central vertical short exact sequences by exhibiting the three corresponding horizontal
ker/coker exact sequences:

0 0 0
↓ ↓ ↓

0 −→ K −→ A −→ A′ −→ Q −→ 0
↓ ↓Φ ↓Φ′ ↓

0 −→ L −→ B −→ B′ −→ R −→ 0
↓ ↓Ψ ↓Ψ′ ↓

0 −→ M −→ C −→ C′ −→ S −→ 0
↓ ↓ ↓
0 0 0

then there exists a connecting map M −→ Q both with a long exact sequence:

0 −→ K −→ L −→M −→ Q −→ R −→ S −→ 0.

We may now introduce cohomology theory through the following definition:

Definition 2.2.2: If one has a sequenceA
Φ
−→ B

Ψ
−→ C, then one may introduce with coboundary =

im(Φ) ⊆ ker(Ψ) = cocycle ⊆ B and define the cohomology atB to be the quotient cocycle/coboundary.

Theorem 2.2.3: The following commutative diagram where the two central vertical sequences
are long exact sequences and the horizontal lines are ker/coker exact sequences:

0 0 0
↓ ↓ ↓

0 −→ K −→ A −→ A′ −→ Q −→ 0
↓ ↓Φ ↓Φ′ ↓

0 −→ L −→ B −→ B′ −→ R −→ 0
↓ ↓Ψ ↓Ψ′ ↓

0 −→ M −→ C −→ C′ −→ S −→ 0
↓ ↓Ω ↓Ω′ ↓

0 −→ N −→ D −→ D′ −→ T −→ 0
↓ ↓ ↓
0 0 0

induces an isomorphism between the cohomology at M in the left vertical column and the kernel
of the morphism Q→ R in the right vertical column.

We now introduce the extension functor in an elementary manner, using the standard notation
homA(M,A) = M∗. First of all, by a free resolution of an A-module M , we understand a long
exact sequence:

...
d2−→ F1

d1−→ F0 −→M −→ 0
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where F0, F1, ...are free modules, that is to say modules isomorphic to powers of A and M =
coker(d1) = F0/im(d1). We may take out M and obtain the deleted sequence:

...
d2−→ F1

d1−→ F0 −→ 0

which is of course no longer exact. If N is any other A-module, we may apply the functor
homA(•, N) and obtain the sequence:

...
d∗

2←− homA(F1, N)
d∗

1←− homA(F0, N)←− 0

Definition 2.2.4: One may define:

ext0A(M,N) = ker(d∗1) = homA(M,N), extiA(M,N) = ker(d∗i+1)/im(d∗i ), ∀i ≥ 1

One can prove that the extension modules do not depend on the resolution of M chosen and
have the following two main properties, the first of which only is classical [19,23].

Proposition 2.2.5: If 0→M ′ →M →M ′′ → 0 is a short exact sequence of A-modules, then we
have the following connecting long exact sequence:

0→ homA(M
′′, N)→ homA(M,N)→ homA(M

′, N)→ ext1A(M
′′, N)→ ...

of extension modules.

We provide two different proofs of the following proposition:

Proposition 2.2.6: exti(M) = extiA(M,A) is a torsion module, ∀i ≥ 1.

Proof 1: Let F be a maximal free submodule of M . From the short exact sequence:

0 −→ F −→M −→M/F −→ 0

where M/F is a torsion module, we obtain the long exact sequence:

...→ exti−1(F )→ exti(M/F )→ exti(M)→ exti(F )→ ...

As exti(F ) = 0, ∀i ≥ 1 from the definitions, we get exti(M) ≃ exti(M/F ), ∀i ≥ 2. Now it is known
that the tensor by the field K of any exact sequence is again an exact sequence. Accordingly, we
have from the definition:

K⊗Aext
i(M/F,A) ≃ extiA(M/F,K) ≃ extiK(K⊗AM/F,K) = 0, ∀i ≥ 1

We finally obtain from the above sequence K⊗Aext
i(M) = 0⇒ exti(M) torsion, ∀i ≥ 1.

Proof 2: Having in mind that Bi = im(d∗i ) and Zi = ker(d∗i+1), we obtain rk(Bi) = rk(d∗i ) = rk(di)
and rk(Zi) = rk(F ∗

i )− rk(d
∗
i+1) = rk(Fi)− rk(di+1). However, we started from a resolution, that

is an exact sequence in which rk(di)+ rk(di+1) = rk(Fi). It follows that rk(Bi) = rk(Zi) and thus
rk(Hi) = rk(Zi)− rk(Bi) = 0, that is to say exti(M) is a torsion module for i ≥ 1, ∀M ∈ mod(A).

✷

As we have seen in the Motivating Examples of the Introduction, the same module may have
many very different presentations. In particular, we have the Schanuel lemma (Pommare, 2001):

Lemma 2.2.7: If F ′
1

d′

1−→ F ′
0 → M → 0 and F ′′

1

d′′

1−→ F ′′
0 → M → 0 are two presentations of M ,

there exists a presentation F1
d1−→ F0 →M → 0 of M projecting onto the preceding ones.

Definition 2.2.8: An A-module P is projective if there exists a free module F and another (thus
projective) module Q such that P ⊕Q ≃ F . Any free module is projective.
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Proposition 2.2.9: The short exact sequence:

0 −→M ′ f
−→M

g
−→M ′′ −→ 0

splits whenever M ′′ is projective.

Proposition 2.2.10: When P is a projective module and N is any module, we have:

extiA(P,N) = 0, ∀i ≥ 1

Proposition 2.2.11: When P is a projective module, applying homA(P, •) to any short exact
sequence gives a short exact sequence.

2.3) DIFFERENTIAL DUALITY

The main but highly not evident trick will be to introduce the adjoint operator D̃ = ad(D) by
the formula of integration by part:

< λ,Dξ >=< D̃λ, ξ > +div( )

where λ is a test row vector and <> denotes the usual contraction. The adjoint can also be defined
formally, as in computer algebra packages, by setting:

ad(a) = a, , ∀a ∈ K, ad(di) = −di, ad(PQ) = ad(Q)ad(P ), ∀P,Q ∈ D

Another way is to define the adjoint of an operator directly on D by setting:

P =
∑

0≤|µ|≤p

aµdµ −→ ad(P ) =
∑

0≤|µ|≤p

(−1)|µ|dµa
µ

for any P ∈ D with ord(P ) = p and to extend such a definition by linearity.
We shall denote by N the differential module defined from ad(D) exactly likeM was defined from D
and we have the following fundamental theorem which is not easily accessible to intuition [ K, K2 ]:

Theorem 2.3.1: There is a long exact sequence:

0 −→ ext1(N) −→M
ǫ
−→M∗∗ −→ ext2(N) −→ 0

and the two following statements are equivalent:
• The corresponding operator is simply (doubly) parametrizable.
• The corresponding module is torsion-free (reflexive).

Proof: Let us start with a free presentation of M :

F1
d1−→ F0 −→M −→ 0

By definition, we have M = coker(d1) =⇒ N = coker(d∗1) and we may exhibit the following free
resolution of N where M∗ = ker(d∗1) = im(d∗0) ≃ coker(d

∗
−1):

0←− N ←− F ∗
1

d∗

1←− F ∗
0

d∗

0←− F ∗
−1

d∗

−1

←− F ∗
−2

↑ ↓
M∗ = M∗

↑ ↓
0 0

The deleted sequence is:

0←− F ∗
1

d∗

1←− F ∗
0

d∗

0←− F ∗
−1

d∗

−1

←− F ∗
−2
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Applying homA(•, A) and using the canonical isomorphism F ∗∗ ≃ F for any free module F , we
get the sequence:

0 −→ F1
d1−→ F0

d0−→ F−1
d−1

−→ F−2

↓ ↑

M
ǫ
−→ M∗∗

↓ ↑
0 0

in which ǫ :M →M∗∗ is defined by (ǫ(m))(f) = f(m), ∀f ∈ homA(M,A).
Denoting as usual a coboundary space by B, a cocycle space by Z and the cohomology byH = Z/B,
we get the commutative and exact diagram:

0 −→ B0 −→ F0 −→ M −→ 0
↓ ‖ ↓ ǫ

0 −→ Z0 −→ F0 −→ M∗∗

An easy snake chase provides at once H0 = Z0/B0 = ext1(N) ≃ ker(ǫ) and it follows that
ker(ǫ) ⊆M is a torsion module, that is ker(ǫ) ⊆ t(M).
Now, if m ∈ t(M), then we can find 0 6= a ∈ A such that am = 0. Hence, ∀f ∈ homA(M,A), we
have a(f(m)) = f(am) = f(0) = 0 and thus f(m) = 0 because A is an integral domain. We obtain
therefore t(M) ⊆ ker(ǫ) ⊆M and thus t(M) = ker(ǫ).
Finally, as B−1 = im(ǫ) and Z−1 ≃M

∗∗, we finally obtain:

H−1 = Z−1/B−1 = ext2(N) ≃ coker(ǫ)

Accordingly, a torsion-free (reflexive) module is described by an operator that admits a single
(double) step parametrization.
As ad(ad(D)) = D, it is important to notice that one can exchange M and N in any case.

✷

The same proof also provides an effective test for applications by using D and ad instead of
A and ∗ in the differential framework. In particular, a control system is controllable if it does
not admit any “autonomous element”, that is to say any finite linear combination of the control
variables and their derivatives that satisfies, for itself, at least one OD or PD equation. More
precisely, starting with the control system described by an operator D1, one MUST construct D̃1

and then D such that D̃ generates all the compatibility conditions of D̃1. Finally, M is torsion-
free if and only if D1 generates all the compatibility conditions of D. Though striking it could be,
this is the true generalization of the standard Kalman test as we already claimed in the Introduction.

Corollary 2.3.2: The constructive test in order to know if an operator D1 can be parametrized
by an operator D has five successive steps along with the following diagram in operator language:

ζ′ 5
D1

′

ր

4 ξ
D
−→ η

D1−→ ζ 1

3 ν
ad(D)
←− µ

ad(D1)
←− λ 2

D1 parametrized by D ⇔ D1 = D′
1 ⇔ ext1(N) = 0⇔ ǫ injective⇔ t(M) = 0

Any new CC brought by D′
1 is a torsion element of the differential module defined by D1.

✷
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Proof: We have used the fact that ad(ad(D)) = D and the parametrization is existing if and only if
we may have D1

′ = D1 whenever D1
′ generates the CC of D as ad(D) ◦ ad(D1) = 0⇒ D1 ◦D = 0,

that is D1 is surely among the CC of D but other CC may also exist. In addition, denoting by M1

the differentia module determined by D1 and using the fact that rkD(D′
1) = rkD(D1) = p−rkD(D)

because rkD(ad(D)) = p− rkD(ad(D1)), then any new CC provides an element of t(M1).

Corollary 2.3.3: The constructive test in order to know if an operator D1 can be parametrized by
an operator D which can be itself parametrized by an operator D−1 has 5 steps which are drawn
in the following diagram where ad(D) generates the CC of ad(D1) and D′

1 generates the CC of
D = ad(ad(D)) while ad(D−1) generates the CC of ad(D) and D′ generates the CC of D−1:

η′ ζ′ 5
D′

ր
D′

1

ր

4 φ
D−1

−→ ξ
D
−→ η

D1−→ ζ 1

3 θ
ad(D−1)
←− ν

ad(D)
←− µ

ad(D1)
←− λ 2

D1 parametrized by D ⇔ D1 = D′
1 ⇔ ext1(N) = 0⇔ ǫ injective⇔ t(M) = 0

D parametrized by D−1 ⇔ D = D′ ⇔ ext2(N) = 0⇔ ǫ surjective

Corollary 2.3.4: In the differential module framework, if F1
D1−→ F0

p
−→ M → 0 is a finite

free presentation of M = coker(D1) with t(M) = 0, then we may obtain an exact sequence

F1
D1−→ F0

D
−→ E of free differential modules where D is the parametrizing operator. However,

there may exist other parametrizations F1
D1−→ F0

D′

−→ E′ called minimal parametrizations such
that coker(D′) is a torsion module and we have thus rkD(M) = rkD(E′).

Example 2.3.5 : When n ≥ 3, the existence of the Poincaré differential sequence:

0→ Θ→ ∧0T ∗ d
→ ∧1T ∗ d

→ ...
d
→ ∧n−1T ∗ d

→ ∧nT ∗ → 0

for the exterior derivative ”d”, proves that the differential module defined by the last operator
is surely reflexive. However, when n = 3, the operators involved, namely (grad, curl, div), are
such that the div may be parametrized by an operator defining a torsion module as follows by
considering the involutive system:







d3y
3 = z1

d3y
2 = z2

d2y
1 − d1y

2 = z3

1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 •

⇒ d1z
1 + d2z

2 + d3z
3 = 0

Now, in order to have a full picture of the correspondence existing between differential modules
and differential operators, it just remains to explain why and how we can pass from left to right
modules and conversely. By this way, we shall be able to take into account the behaviour of the
adjoint of an operator under changes of coordinates. We start with a technical but quite useful
lemma (Pommaret, 2001, 2023 b):

Lemma 2.3.6: If f ∈ aut(X) is a local diffeomorphism of X , we may set y = f(x) ⇒ x =
f−1(y) = g(y) and introduce the jacobian ∆(x) = det(∂if

k(x)) 6= 0. Then, we have the identity:

∂

∂yk
(

1

∆(g(y))
∂if

k(g(y)) ≡ 0.

Accordingly, we notice that, if D : E → F is an operator, the way to obtain the adjoint through
an integration by parts proves that the test function is indeed a section of the adjoint bundle
F̃ = F ∗⊗ΛnT ∗ and that we get an operator ad(D) : F̃ → Ẽ. This is in particular the reason why,
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in elasticity, the deformation is a covariant tensor but the stress is a contravariant tensor density
and, in electromagnetism, the EM field is a covariant tensor (in fact a 2-form) but the induction
is a contravariant tensor density.
Also, if we define the adjoint formally, we get, in the operator sense:

ad(
1

∆
∂if

k ∂

∂yk
) = −

∂

∂yk
◦ (

1

∆
∂if

k) = −
1

∆
∂if

k ∂

∂yk
= −

1

∆

∂

∂xi

and obtain therefore:

∂

∂xi
= ∂if

k(x)
∂

∂yk
⇒ ad(

∂

∂xi
) = −

∂

∂xi
= ∆ad(

1

∆
∂if

k(x)
∂

∂yk
)

a result showing that the adjoint of the gradient operator d : Λ0T ∗ → Λ1T ∗ is minus the exterior
derivative d : Λn−1T ∗ → ΛnT ∗.

If A is a differential ring and D = A[d] as usual, we may introduce the ideal I = {P ∈
D|P (1) = 0} and obtain A ≃ D/I both with the direct sum decomposition D ≃ A ⊕ I. In fact,
denoting by Dq the submodule over A of operators of order q, A can be identified with the subring
D0 ⊂ D of zero order operators and we may consider any differential module over D as a module
over A, just “ forgetting” about its differential structure. Caring about the notation, we shall set
T = D1/D0 = {ξ = aidi|a

i ∈ A} with ξ(a) = ξi∂ia, ∀a ∈ A, so thatD can be generated byA and T .

The module counterpart is more tricky and is based on the following theorem (Pommaret, 2001):

Theorem 2.3.7: If M and N are right D-modules, then homA(M,N) becomes a left D-module.

Proof: We just need to define the action of ξ ∈ T by the formula:

(ξf)(m) = f(mξ)− f(m)ξ, ∀m ∈M

Indeed, setting (af)(m) = f(m)a = f(ma) and introducing the bracket (ξ, η) → [ξ, η] of vector
fields, we let the reader check that a(bf) = (ab)f, ∀a, b ∈ A and that we have the formulas:

ξ(af) = (ξ(a) + aξ)f, (ξη − ηξ)f = [ξ, η]f, ∀a ∈ A, ∀ξ, η ∈ T

in the operator sense.
✷

Finally, if M is a left D-module, according to the comment following lemma 3.1.13, then
M∗ = homD(M,D) is a right D-module and thus N = Nr is a right D-module. However, we have
the following technical proposition:

Proposition 2.3.8: ΛnT ∗ has a natural right module structure over D.

Proof: If α = adx1 ∧ ... ∧ dxn ∈ T ∗ is a volume form with coefficient a ∈ A, we may set α.P =
ad(P )(a)dx1 ∧ ... ∧ dxn. As D is generated by A and T , we just need to check that the above
formula has an intrinsic meaning for any ξ ∈ T . In that case, we check at once:

α.ξ = −∂i(aξ
i)dx1 ∧ ... ∧ dxn = −L(ξ)α

by introducing the Lie derivative of α with respect to ξ, along the intrinsic formula L(ξ) = i(ξ)d+
di(ξ) where i() is the interior multiplication and d is the exterior derivative of exterior forms.
According to well known properties of the Lie derivative, we get :

α.(aξ) = (α.ξ).a − α.ξ(a), α.(ξη − ηξ) = −[L(ξ),L(η)]α = −L([ξ, η])α = α.[ξ, η].

✷

According to the preceding theorem and proposition, the left differential module corresponding
to ad(D) is not Nr but rather Nl = homA(Λ

nT ∗, Nr). When D is a commutative ring, this side
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changing procedure is no longer needed.

Of course, keeping the same module M but changing its presentation or even using an iso-
morphic module M ′ (2 OD equations of order 2 or 4 OD equations of order 1 as in the case of
the double pendulum), then N may change to N ′. The following result, totally unaccessible to
intuition, justifies “a posteriori” the use of the extension functor by proving that the above results
are unchanged and are thus “intrinsic” (Pommaret, 2001, 2005): //
Theorem 2.3.9: N and N ′ are projectively equivalent, that is to say one can find projective mod-
ules P and P ′ such that N ⊕ P ≃ N ′ ⊕ P ′.

Proof: According to Schanuel lemma, we can always suppose, with no loss of generality, that the
resolution of M projects onto the resolution of M ′. The kernel sequence is a splitting sequence
made up with projective modules because the kernel of the projection of Fi onto F

′
i is a projective

module Pi for i = 0, 1. Such a property still holds when applying duality. Hence, if C is the kernel
of the epimorphism from P1 to P0 induced by d1, then C is a projective module and the top short
exact sequence splits in the following commutative and exact diagram:

0 0 0
↓ ↓ ↓

0 → C → P1 → P0 → 0
↓ ↓ ↓ ↓

0 → K → F1
d1→ F0 → M → 0

↓ ↓ ↓ ↓

0 → K ′ → F ′
1

d′

1→ F ′
0 → M ′ → 0

↓ ↓ ↓ ↓
0 0 0 0

Applying homA(•, A) to this siagram while taking into account Corollary 3.1.15, we get the fol-
lowing commutative and exact diagram:

0 0 0
↑ ↑ ↑

0 ← C∗ ← P ∗
1 ← P ∗

0 ← 0
↑ ↑ ↑ ↑

0 ← N ← F ∗
1

d∗

1← F ∗
0 ← M∗ ← 0

↑ ↑ ↑ ↑

0 ← N ′ ← F ′
1
∗ d′

1

∗

← F ′
0
∗
← M ′∗ ← 0

↑ ↑ ↑ ↑
0 0 0 0

In this diagram C∗ is also a projective module, the upper and left short exact sequences split and
we obtain N ≃ N ′ ⊕ C∗.

✷

Accordingly, using the properties of the extension functor, we get:

Corollary 2.3.10: exti(N) ≃ exti(N ′), ∀i ≥ 1.

Remark 2.3.11: When A is a principal ideal ring, it is well known (See (Pommaret, 2001, Rotman,
1979) for more details) that any torsion-free module over A is free and thus projective. Accord-
ingly, the kernel of the projection of F0 onto M is free and we can always suppose, with no loss of
generality, that d1 and d′1 are monomorphisms [8]. In that case, there is an isomorphism P0 ≃ P1

in the proof of the preceding theorem and C = 0 ⇒ C∗ = 0, that is to say N ≃ N ′. This is the
very specific situation only considered by OD control theory where the OD equations defining the
control systems are always supposed to be differentially independent (linearly independent overD).
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Example 2.3.12: Revisiting the introductory example 1.6, we discover that, the only solution of
the given system being y = 0, the differential modules defined by the systems (A = 0, B = 0) or
(C = 0) are isomorphic to M = Dy and we have the following commutative and exact diagram of
operators:

0 0 0
↓ ↓ ↓

0 → y
D
→
2

(u, v)
D′

1→
2

C → 0

‖ ‖ ↓ 2 ↓

0 → y
D
→
2

(u, v)
D1→
4

(A,B) → w → 0

↓ ↓ ↓ 2 ‖
0 0 → w = w → 0

↓ ↓
0 0

Translating this result in the language of differential modules, we obtain the commutative and
exact diagram showing that C ≃ D:

0 0
↓ ↓

0 → C = D → 0 0
‖ ↓ ↓ ↓

0 → D → D2 d1→ D2 → D → 0
↓ ↓ ↓ ‖

0 → D
d′

1→ D2 → D → 0
↓ ↓ ↓
0 0 0

Applying homD(•, D) we obtain the commutative and exact diagram:

0 0 0
↑ ↑ ↑

0 ← D = D ← 0 0
↑ ↑ ↑ ↑

0 ← N ← D2 d∗

1← D2 ← D ← 0
↑ ↑ ↑ ‖

0 ← N ′ ← D
d′

1

∗

← D2 ← D ← 0
↑ ↑ ↑ ↑
0 0 0 0

We obtain N ≃ N ′ ⊕D and ext1(N) = ext1(N ′) = 0 because ad(D′
1) is an injective operator with

N ′ = 0, exactly like D is an injective operator, and the bottom horizontal sequence splits.

We are now ready for exhibiting the final desired link with operator theory.

Theorem 2.3.13: One has ad(D) = ad(D) for any change x̄ = ϕ(x) of independent variables.

Proof: As the proof is rather technical, we shall divide it into three steps:
Step 1: We start providing the tricky computation for a change x̄j = ϕj(x) on any ξ = ξi(x)∂i ∈ T .
Dealing with operators and no longer with vector fields, we may set ξ = ξidi ∈ D, writing

x̄j = ∂iϕ
jξi = ∂x̄j

∂xi ξ
i in order to keep the duality existing between x and x̄. Using crucially

Lemma ... with now ∆ = det(∂iϕ
j), we obtain successively in the framework of operators:

ξ = ξidi ∈ D ⇒ ad(ξ) = −diξ
i = −ξ − ∂iξ

i ∈ D

ad(ξ̄) = −
d

dx̄j
ξ̄j = −

d

dx̄j
∂x̄j

∂xi
ξi = −ξ − ∂iξ

i − ξi
∂

∂x̄j
((

1

∆

∂x̄j

∂xi
)∆) = −ξ − ∂iξ

i −
1

∆
ξi∂i∆
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and thus ∆ad(ξ̄) = −∆ξ∆− ∂i(∆ξ) = −diξ
i∆ = ad(ξ)∆, that is ad(ξ̄) = ad(ξ) .

Step 2: As any operator P ∈ D can be written as P = ξ1...ξr with ξ1, ..., ξr ∈ D, we obtain from
the first step:

∆ad(P̄ ) = ∆ad(ξ̄1...ξ̄r) = ∆ad(ξ̄r)...ad(ξ̄1 = ad(ξr)∆ad(ξ̄r−1)...ad(ξ̄1) = ad(ξr)...ad(ξ1)∆

and thus the formula ∆ad(P̄ ) = ad(P )∆, that is ad(P̄ ) = ad(P ) .

Step 3: With D = ξ → η and ad(D) : µ → ν, using an integration by parts with contraction <>,
we get:

< µ,Dξ > − < ad(D)µ, ξ >=
∂

∂xi
()i

As any contraction is a n-form, we obtain in the new coordinate system:

< µ̄,Dξ̄ >=
1

∆
< µ,Dξ >, < ad(D)µ̄, ξ̄ >=

1

∆
< ad(D)µ, ξ >

and thus:

< µ̄,Dξ̄ > − < ad(D)µ̄, ξ̄ >=
1

∆

∂

∂xi
()i =

1

∆

∂x̄j

∂xi
∂

∂x̄j
()i =

∂

∂x̄j
(
1

∆

∂x̄j

∂xi
()i)

and thus ad(D) = ad(D) as the adjoint of an operator is uniquely defined by such an identity.
✷

Corollary 2.3.14: To any linear differential operator E
D
−→
q
F of order q we may associate another

linear differential operator ∧nT ∗⊗E∗ ad(D)
←−
q
∧nT ∗⊗F ∗ of order q, in such a way that ad(ad(D)) = D

but it is important to notice that its arrow is now going backwards, that is from right to left. We
shall use to set ad(E) = ∧nT ∗⊗E∗ in order to simplify the notations for applications while keeping
the same dimension.

Important Remark 2.3.15: In actual practice and in the operator framework, we may consider
an operator matrix acting on the left of column vectors (sections of vector bundles).
Similarly, in the framework of left D-modules, we may use now row vectors and write:

D⊗AF
∗ D
−→ D⊗AE

∗ p
→M → 0

with D acting now by composition on the right of row vectors while D is acting on the left by
usual composition of operators. We shall set D(E) = D⊗AE

∗ with E∗ = homA(E,A) and obtain
therefore homD(D(E), A) = E. Applying homD(•, D) and using right D-modules or using the
side changing functor homA(∧

nT ∗, •) and using left D-modules, we get:.

D(F )→ D(E)→M → 0

In the dual situation, we shall obtain:

0← N ← D⊗A∧
nT⊗AF

ad(D)
←− D⊗A∧

nT⊗AE

in order to keep on going with left differential modules. Such a difficulty is explaining why adjoint
operators have never been used in mathematical physics up to our knowledge.
We point out another difficulty existing because, in general, ad(D) is far from being involutive or
even formally integrable whenever D is involutive. This is particularly true even for OD systems
like the Kalman systems or the double pendulum as we saw. For this reason, we shall rather
suppose that the coefficients of the operators or systems are in a differential field K rather than
in a ring A. In a word, one has to get used to a new language.

27



3) GENERAL RELATIVITY

From standard results in continuum mechanics and the preceding formulas, we have:

Proposition 3.1: The Cauchy operator is the adjoint of the Killing operator.

Proof: Let X be a manifold of dimension n with local coordinates (x1, ..., xn), tangent bundle T
and cotangent bundle T ∗. If ω ∈ S2T

∗ is a metric with det(ω) 6= 0, we my introduce the standard
Lie derivative in order to define the first order Killing operator:

D : ξ ∈ T → Ω = ξ → L(ξ)ω = Ω ≡ (Ωij = ωrj(x)∂iξ
r + ωir(x)∂jξ

r + ξr∂rωij(x)) ∈ S2T
∗

Here start the problems because, in our opinion at least, a systematic use of the adjoint operator
has never been used in mathematical physics and even in continuum mechanics apart through
a variational procedure. As we have seen, the purely intrinsic definition of the adjoint can only
be done in the theory of differential modules by means of the so-called side changing functor.
From a purely differential geometric point of view, the idea is to associate to any vector bundle
E over X a new vector bundle ad(E) = ∧nT ∗ ⊗ E∗ where E∗ is obtained from E by patching
local coordinates while inverting the transition matrices, exactly like T ∗ is obtained from T . It
follows that the stress σ = (σij) ∈ ad(S2T

∗) = ∧nT ∗ ⊗ S2T is not a tensor but a tensor density,
that is transforms like a tensor up to a certain power of the Jacobian matrix. When n = 4,
the fact that such an object is called stress-energy tensor does not change anything as it cannot
be related to the Einstein tensor which is a true tensor indeed. In any case, we may define as usual:

ad(D) : ∧nT ∗ ⊗ S2T → ∧
nT ∗ ⊗ T : σ → ϕ

Multiplying Ωij by σij and integrating by parts, the factor of −2ωkr ξ
r is easly seen to be:

∇iσ
ik = ∂iσ

ik + γkijσ
ij = ϕk

with well known Christoffel symbols γkij =
1
2ω

kr(∂iωrj + ∂jωir − ∂rωij).
However, if the stress should be a tensor, we should get for the covariant derivative:

∇rσ
ij = ∂rσ

ij + γirsσ
sj + γjrsσ

is ⇒ ∇iσ
ik = ∂iσ

ik + γrriσ
ik + γkijσ

ij

The difficulty is to prove that we do not have a contradiction because σ is a tensor density.
If we have an invertible transformation like in Lemma 2.C.6, we have successively:

τkl(f(x)) =
1

∆
∂if

k(x)∂jf
l(x)σij(x)

∂τkl

∂yk
=

1

∆
∂if

k ∂

∂yk
(∂jf

l)σij +
1

∆
∂if

k∂jf
l ∂

∂yk
σij =

1

∆
(∂ijf

l)σij +
1

∆
∂jf

l∂iσ
ij

Now, we recall the transformation law of the Christoffel symbols, namely:

∂rf
u(x)γrij(x) = ∂ijf

u(x) + ∂if
k(x)∂jf

l(x)γ̄ukl(f(x))⇒
1

∆
∂rf

uγrijσ
ij =

1

∆
∂ijf

uσij + γ̄ukl(y)τ
kl

Eliminating the second derivatives of f we finally get:

ψu =
∂τku

∂yk
+ γ̄uklτ

kl =
1

∆
∂rf

u(∂iσ
ir + γrijσ

ij) =
1

∆
∂rf

uϕr

This tricky technical result, which is not evident at all, explains why the additional term we had
is just disappearing in fact when σ is a density.
One can prove, in a similar but even simpler fashion, that the two sets of Maxwell equations are
invariant under any invertible transformation and that that the conformal group of spacetime is
only the group of invariance of the Minkowski constitutive laws in vacuum (Pommaret, 2023 b).

✷
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Linearizing the Ricci tensor ρij over the Minkowski metric ω, we obtain the usual second order
homogeneous Ricci operator Ω → R with 4 terms (This result can be found in any textbook on
general relativity but (Pommaret, 2013) is a fine reference using the same notations):

2Rij = ωrs(drsΩij + dijΩrs − driΩsj − dsjΩri) = 2Rji

tr(R) = ωijRij = ωijdijtr(Ω)− ω
ruωsvdrsΩuv

We may define the Einstein operator by setting Eij = Rij −
1
2ωijtr(R) and obtain the 6 terms:

2Eij = ωrs(drsΩij + dijΩrs − driΩsj − dsjΩri)− ωij(ω
rsωuvdrsΩuv − ω

ruωsvdrsΩuv)

We have the (locally exact) differential sequence of operators acting on sections of vector bundles
where the order of an operator is written under its arrow:

T
Killing
−→
1

S2T
∗ Riemann

−→
2

F1
Bianchi
−→
1

F2

n
D
−→ n(n+ 1)/2

D1−→ n2(n2 − 1)/12
D2−→ n2(n2 − 1)(n− 2)/24

Our purpose is now first to study the differential sequence onto which its right part is projecting:

S2T
∗ Einstein

−→
2

S2T
∗ div

−→
1

T ∗ → 0

n(n+ 1)/2 −→ n(n+ 1)/2 −→ n → 0

and then the following adjoint sequence where we have set (Pommaret, 2021 a) :

0←− ad(T )
Cauchy
←− ad(S2T

∗)
Beltrami
←− ad(F1)

Lanczos
←− ad(F2)

In this sequence, if E is a vector bundle over the ground manifold X with dimension n, we may
introduce, as we already said, the new vector bundle ad(E) = ∧nT ∗ ⊗ E∗ where E∗ is obtained
from E by inverting the transition rules exactly like T ∗ is obtained from T . We have for example
ad(T ) = ∧nT ∗ ⊗ T ∗ ≃ ∧nT ∗ ⊗ T ≃ ∧n−1T ∗ because T ∗ is isomorphic to T by using the metric ω.
The 10× 10 Einstein operator matrix is induced from the 10× 20 Riemann operator matrix and
the 10× 4 div operator matrix is induced from the 20 × 20 Bianchi operator matrix. We advise
the reader not familiar with the formal theory of systems or operators to follow the computation
in dimension n = 2 with the 1× 3 Airy operator matrix, which is the formal adjoint of the 3 × 1
Riemann operator matrix, and n = 3 with the 6×6 Beltrami operator matrix which is the formal
adjoint of the 6×6 Riemann operator matrix which is easily seen to be self-adjoint up to a change
of basis.
With more details, we have:

• n = 2: The stress equations become d1σ
11 + d2σ

12 = 0, d1σ
21 + d2σ

22 = 0. Their second order
parametrization σ11 = d22φ, σ

12 = σ21 = −d12φ, σ
22 = d11φ has been provided by George Biddell

Airy in 1863 and is well known in plane elasticity. We get the second order system:







σ11 ≡ d22φ = 0
−σ12 ≡ d12φ = 0
σ22 ≡ d11φ = 0

1 2
1 •
1 •

which is involutive with one equation of class 2, 2 equations of class 1 and it is easy to check that
the 2 corresponding first order CC are just the Cauchy equations. Of course, the Airy function
(1 term) has absolutely nothing to do with the perturbation of the metric (3 terms). With more
details, when ω is the Euclidean metric, we may consider the only component:

tr(R) = (d11 + d22)(Ω11 +Ω22)− (d11Ω11 + 2d12Ω12 + d22Ω22)
= d22Ω11 + d11Ω22 − 2d12Ω12

Multiplying by the Airy function φ and integrating by parts, we discover that:

Airy = ad(Riemann) ⇔ Riemann = ad(Airy)
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in the following adjoint differential sequences:

2
Killing
−→
1

3
Riemann
−→
2

1 −→ 0

0 ←− 2
Cauchy
←−
1

3
Airy
←−
2

1

• n = 3: It is quite more delicate to parametrize the 3 PD equations:

d1σ
11 + d2σ

12 + d3σ
13 = 0, d1σ

21 + d2σ
22 + d3σ

23 = 0, d1σ
31 + d2σ

32 + d3σ
33 = 0

As we explained in (Pommaret, 2017, 2021 b), a direct computational approach has been provided
by Eugenio Beltrami in 1892, James Clerk Maxwell in 1870 and Giacinto Morera in 1892 by intro-
ducing the 6 stress functions φij = φji in the Beltrami parametrization. The corresponding system:































σ11 ≡ d33φ22 + d22φ33 − 2d23φ23 = 0
−σ12 ≡ d33φ12 + d12φ33 − d13φ23 − d23φ13 = 0
σ22 ≡ d33φ11 + d11φ33 − 2d13φ13 = 0
σ13 ≡ d23φ12 + d12φ23 − d22φ13 − d13φ22 = 0
−σ23 ≡ d23φ11 + d11φ23 − d12φ13 − d13φ12 = 0
σ33 ≡ d22φ11 + d11φ22 − 2d12φ12 = 0

1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 •
1 2 •
1 2 •

is involutive with 3 equations of class 3, 3 equations of class 2 and no equation of class 1. We
have dim(g2) = dim(S2T

∗ ⊗ S2T
∗)− dim(S2T

∗) = (6× 6)− 6 = 30. The 3 CC are describing the
stress equations which admit therefore a parametrization ... but without any geometric framework,
in particular without any possibility to imagine that the above second order operator is nothing
else but the formal adjoint of the Riemann operator, namely the (linearized) Riemann tensor with
n2(n2 − 1)/2 = 6 independent components when n = 3 (Pommaret, 2023 b).
Breaking the canonical form of the six equations which is associated with the Janet tabular, we may
rewrite the Beltrami parametrization of the Cauchy stress equations as follows, after exchanging
the third row with the fourth row, keeping the ordering {(11) < (12) < (13) < (22) < (23) < (33)}:





d1 d2 d3 0 0 0
0 d1 0 d2 d3 0
0 0 d1 0 d2 d3





















0 0 0 d33 −2d23 d22
0 −d33 d23 0 d13 −d12
0 d23 −d22 −d13 d12 0
d33 0 −2d13 0 0 d11
−d23 d13 d12 0 −d11 0
d22 −2d12 0 d11 0 0

















≡ 0

as an identity where 0 on the right denotes the zero operator. However, if Ω is a perturbation of
the metric ω, the standard implicit summation used in continuum mechanics is, when n = 3:

σijΩij = σ11Ω11 + 2σ12Ω12 + 2σ13Ω13 + σ22Ω22 + 2σ23Ω23 + σ33Ω33

= Ω22d33φ11 +Ω33d22φ11 − 2Ω23d23φ11 + ...
+Ω23d13φ12 +Ω13d23φ12 − Ω12d33φ12 − Ω33d12φ12 + ...

because the stress tensor density σ is supposed to be symmetric. Integrating by parts in order to
construct the adjoint operator, we get:

φ11 −→ d33Ω22 + d22Ω33 − 2d23Ω23

φ12 −→ d13Ω23 + d23Ω13 − d33Ω12 − d12Ω33

and so on. The identifications Beltrami = ad(Riemann), Lanczos = ad(Bianchi) in the diagram:

3
Killing
−→
1

6
Riemann
−→
2

6
Bianchi
−→
1

3 −→ 0

0←− 3
Cauchy
←−
1

6
Beltrami
←−
2

6
Lanczos
←−
1

3
.
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prove that the Cauchy operator has nothing to do with the Bianchi operator along with (Pom-
maret, 2017, 2021 b,2023 b).
When ω is the Euclidean metric, the link between the two sequences is established by means of
the elastic constitutive relations 2σij = λtr(Ω)ωij + 2µΩij with the Lamé elastic constants (λ, µ)
but mechanicians are usually setting Ωij = 2ǫij . Using the standard Helmholtz decomposition
~ξ = ~∇ϕ+ ~∇∧ ~ψ and substituting in the dynamical equation diσ

ij = ρd2/dt2ξj where ρ is the mass

per unit volume, we get the longitudinal and transverse wave equations, namely ∆ϕ− ρ
λ+2µ

d2

dt2
ϕ = 0

and ∆~ψ − ρ
µ

d2

dt2
~ψ = 0, responsible for earthquakes !.

Then, taking into account the factor 2 involved by multiplying the second, third and fifth row
by 2, we get the new 6× 6 operator matrix with rank 3 which is clearly self-adjoint:

















0 0 0 d33 −2d23 d22
0 −2d33 2d23 0 2d13 −2d12
0 2d23 −2d22 −2d13 2d12 0
d33 0 −2d13 0 0 d11
−2d23 2d13 2d12 0 −2d11 0
d22 −2d12 0 d11 0 0

































Ω11

Ω12

Ω13

Ω22

Ω23

Ω33

















= −1

















E11

2E12

2E13

E22

2E23

E33

















Surprisingly, the Maxwell parametrization is obtained by keeping φ11 = A, φ22 = B, φ33 = C
while setting φ12 = φ23 = φ31 = 0 in order to obtain the system:































σ11 ≡ d33B + d22C = 0
σ22 ≡ d33A+ d11C = 0
−σ23 ≡ d23A = 0
σ33 ≡ d22A+ d11B = 0
−σ13 ≡ d13B = 0
−σ12 ≡ d12C = 0

1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 •
1 2 •
1 • •
1 • •

This system may not be involutive and no CC can be found ”a priori ” because the coordinate
system is surely not δ-regular. Effecting the linear change of coordinates x̄1 = x1, x̄2 = x2, x̄3 =
x3 + x2 + x1 and taking out the bar for simplicity, we obtain the homogeneous involutive system
with a quite tricky Pommaret basis:































d33C + d13C + d23C + d12C = 0
d33B + d13B = 0
d33A+ d23A = 0
d23C + d22C − d13C − d13B − d12C = 0
d23A− d22C + d13B + 2d12C − d11C = 0
d22A+ d22C − 2d12C + d11C + d11B = 0

1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 •
1 2 •
1 2 •

It is easy to check that the 3 CC obtained just amount to the desired 3 stress equations when
coming back to the original system of coordinates. We have thus a minimum parametrization.

Again, if there is a geometrical background, this change of local coordinates is hiding it totally.
The following new minimum involutive parametrization does not seem to be known or even used:































σ11 ≡ d33φ22 = 0
−σ12 ≡ d33φ12 = 0
σ22 ≡ d33φ11 = 0
σ13 ≡ d23φ12 − d13φ22 = 0
−σ23 ≡ d23φ11 − d13φ12 = 0
σ33 ≡ d22φ11 + d11φ22 − 2d12φ12 = 0

1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 •
1 2 •
1 2 •

When n = 4, the following crucial theorem is showing that the Einstein operator is useless
contrary to the classical GR literature (Pommaret, 2024 a, 2024 b).
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Theorem 3.2: The GW equations are deined by the adjoint of the Ricco operator which is not
self-adjoint contrary to the Einstein operator which is self-adjoint.

Proof: Multiplying the Ricci operator by the Lagrange multipliers λij = λji used as test functions,
setting ✷ = ωrsdrs and integrating by parts, we get the adjoint operator ad(Ricci) : λ→ σ:

✷λrs + ωrsdijλ
ij − ωsjdijλ

ri − ωridijλ
sj = σrs

that is, exactly but backwards, the operator defining GW in the literature [32]. We also obtain:

drσ
rs = ωijdrijλ

rs + ωrsdrijλ
ij − ωsjdrijλ

ri − ωridrijλ
sj = 0

and finally the commutative diagram coherent with double differential duality:

4
Killing
−→
1

10
Ricci
−→
2

10 −→ 4 → 0

0 ←− 4
Cauchy
←−
1

10
ad(Ricci)
←−
2

10

It follows that GW cannot exist as they cannot be considered as ripples of space-time because λ
has nothing to do with the deformation Ω of the metric ω.

✷

We finally prove that this result only depends on the second order jets of the conformal group
of transformations of space-time, a result highly not evident at first sight for sure and not known.
We need a few steps in order to show that:
The mathematical foundations of conformal geometry must be entirely revisited.

4) CONFORMAL GROUP

We start proving that the structure of the conformal with (n+1)(n+2)/2 parameters may not
be related to a classification of Lie algebras ( Pommaret, 2021 c).
For n = 1, the simplest such group of transformations of the real line with 3 parameters is the
projective group defined by the Schwarzian third order OD equation:

Φ(y, yx, yxx, yxxx) ≡
yxxx
yx
−

3

2
(
yxx
yx

)2 = ν(x)

with linearization the only third order Medolaghi equation with symbol g3 = 0 and no CC:

L(ξ3)ν ≡ ξxxx + 2ν(x)ξx + ξ∂xν(x) = 0

When ν = 0, the general solution is simply ξ = ax2+bx+c with 3 parameters, namely 1 translation
+ 1 dilatation +1 elation with respective generators {θ1 = ∂x, θ2 = x∂x, θ3 = 1

2x
2∂x}.

For n = 2, eliminating the conformal factor in the case of the Euclidean metric of the plane
provides the two Cauchy-Riemann equations defining the infinitesimal complex transformations of
the plane. The only possibility coherent with homogeneity is thus to consider the following system
and to prove that it is defining a system of infinitesimal Lie equations, leading to 6 infinitesimal
generators, namely: 2 translations + 1 rotation + 1 dilatation + 2 elations:







ξkijr = 0
ξ222 − ξ

1
12 = 0, ξ122 + ξ212 = 0, ξ212 − ξ

1
11 = 0, ξ112 + ξ211 = 0

ξ22 − ξ
1
1 = 0, ξ12 + ξ21 = 0

{θ1 = ∂1, θ2 = ∂2, θ3 = x1∂2−x
2∂1, θ4 = x1∂1+x

2∂2, θ5 = −
1

2
((x1)2+(x2)2)∂1+x

1(x1∂1+x
2∂2), θ6}
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with the elation θ6 obtained from θ5 by exchanging x1 with x2. We have ĝ3 = 0 when n = 1, 2.

Remark 4.1: (Special relativity): Though surprising it may look like at first sight after replacing
the Euclidean metric d(x1)2 + d(x2)2 by the Minkowski metric d(x1)2− d(x2)2, the above example
with n = 2 perfectly fits with the original presentation of Lorentz transformations if one uses the
”hyperbolic” notations sh(φ) = (eφ − e−φ)/2, ch(φ) = (eφ + e−φ)/2, th(φ) = sh(φ)/ch(φ) with
ch2(φ) − sh2(φ) = 1 instead of the classical sin(θ), cos(θ), tan(θ) = sin(θ)/cos(θ) with cos2(θ) +
sin2(θ) = 1. Indeed, setting x1 = x, x2 = ct and using the well defined formula th(φ) = u/c among
dimensionless quantities, the Lorentz transformation can be written:

x̄1 =
x1 − u

c
x2

√

1− (u
c
)2
, x̄2 =

−u
c
x1 + x2

√

1− (u
c
)2
⇔ x̄1 = ch(φ)x1 − sh(φ)x2, x̄2 = −sh(φ)x1 + ch(φ)x2

Moreover, setting th(ψ) = v/c, we obtain easily for the composition of speeds:

th(φ+ ψ) =
(th(φ) + th(ψ))

(1 + th(φ)th(ψ))
⇔ composition (

u

c
,
v

c
) =

(u
c
+ v

c
)

(1 + u
c
v
c
)

without the need of any ”gedanken experiment” on light signals.

Lemma 4.2: We have as in (Pommaret, 2016 a, 2016 b):
• ĝ1 is finite type with ĝ3 = 0, ∀n ≥ 3.
• ĝ2 is 2-acyclic when n ≥ 4.
• ĝ2 is 3-acyclic when n ≥ 5.

In order to convince the reader that both classical and conformal differential geometry must be
revisited, let us prove that the analogue of the Weyl tensor is made by a third order self-adjoint
operator when n = 3, a result which is neither known nor acknowledged today (Pommaret, 2024
b). We shall proceed by diagram chasing as the local computation done by using computer al-
gebra does not provide any geometric insight (See arXiv:1603.05030 and (Pommaret, 2016 b) for
the details). We have E = T and dim(F̂0) = 5 in the following commutative diagram providing F̂1:

0 0 0
↓ ↓ ↓

0 → ĝ4 → S4T
∗ ⊗ T → S3T

∗ ⊗ F̂0 → F̂1 → 0
↓ ↓ ‖

0 → T ∗ ⊗ ĝ3 → T ∗ ⊗ S3T
∗ ⊗ T → T ∗ ⊗ S2T

∗ ⊗ F̂0 → 0
↓ ↓ ↓

0 → ∧2T ∗ ⊗ ĝ2 → ∧2T ∗ ⊗ S2T
∗ ⊗ T → ∧2T ∗ ⊗ T ∗ ⊗ F̂0 → 0

↓ ↓ ↓

0 → ∧3T ∗ ⊗ ĝ1 → ∧3T ∗ ⊗ T ∗ ⊗ T → ∧3T ∗ ⊗ F̂0 → 0
↓ ↓ ↓
0 0 0

0 0
↓ ↓

0 → 45 → 50 → 5 → 0
↓ ↓

0 → 90 → 90 → 0
↓ ↓ ↓

0 → 9 → 54 → 45 → 0
↓ ↓ ↓

0 → 4 → 9 → 5 → 0
↓ ↓ ↓
0 0 0
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A delicate double circular chase provides F̂1 = H2
2 (ĝ1) in the short exact sequence:

0 −→ F̂1 −→ ∧
2T ∗ ⊗ ĝ2

δ
−→ ∧3T ∗ ⊗ ĝ1 → 0 0 −→ 5 −→ 9

δ
−→ 4→ 0

but we have to prove that the map δ on the right is surjective, a result that it is almost im-
possible to find in local coordinates. Let us prove it by means of circular diagram chasing in
the preceding commutative diagram as follows. Lift any a ∈ ∧3T ∗ ⊗ ĝ1 ⊂ ∧

3T ∗ ⊗ T ∗ ⊗ T to
b ∈ ∧2T ∗ ⊗ S2T

∗ ⊗ T because the vertical δ-sequence for S4T
∗ is exact. Project it by the symbol

map σ1(Φ̂) to c ∈ ∧
2T ∗ ⊗ T ∗ ⊗ F̂0. Then, lift c to d ∈ T

∗ ⊗ S2T
∗ ⊗ F̂0 that we may lift backwards

horizontally to e ∈ T ∗ ⊗ S2T
∗ ⊗ T to which we may apply δ to obtain f ∈ ∧2T ∗ ⊗ S2T

∗ ⊗ T .
By commutativity, both f and b map to c and the difference f − b maps thus to zero. Finally,
we may find g ∈ ∧2T ∗ ⊗ ĝ2 such that b = g + δ(e) and we obtain thus a = δ(g) + δ2(e) = δ(g),
proving therefore the desired surjectivity. We have 10 parameters: 3 translations + 3 rotations +
1 dilatation + 3 elations and the totally unexpected formally exact sequences on the jet level are
thus, showing in particular that second order CC do not exist:

0→ R̂3 → J3(T )→ J2(F̂0)→ 0 ⇒ 0→ 10→ 60→ 50→ 0

0→ R̂4 → J4(T )→ J3(F̂0)→ F̂1 → 0 ⇒ 0→ 10→ 105→ 100→ 5→ 0

0→ R̂5 → J5(T )→ J4(F̂0)→ J1(F̂1)→ F̂2 → 0 ⇒ 0→ 10→ 168→ 175→ 20→ 3→ 0

We obtain the minimum differential sequence, which is nervertheless not a Janet sequence:

0→ Θ̂→ T
D̂
→
1
F̂0 →

3
F̂1 →

1
F̂2 → 0 ⇒ 0→ Θ̂→ 3

D̂
→
1
5→

3
5→

1
3→ 0

with D̂ the conformal Killing operator and vanishing Euler-Poincaré characteristic 3−5+5−3 = 0.
When n = 4, we have 4 translations + 6 rotations + 1 dilatation + 4 elations = 15 parameters.
Also, ĝ3 = 0 ⇒ ĝ4 = 0 ⇒ ĝ5 = 0 in the conformal case, we have the commutative diagram with
exact vertical long δ-sequences but the left one and where the second row proves that there cannot
exist first order Bianchi-like identities for the Weyl tensor, contrary to what is still believed today:

0 0 0 0
↓ ↓ ↓ ↓

0 → ĝ4 → S4T
∗ ⊗ T → S3T

∗ ⊗ F̂0 → T ∗ ⊗ F̂1 → 0
↓ δ ↓ δ ↓ δ ‖

0 → T ∗ ⊗ ĝ3 → T ∗ ⊗ S3T
∗ ⊗ T → T ∗ ⊗ S2T

∗ ⊗ F̂0 → T ∗ ⊗ F̂1 → 0
↓ δ ↓ δ ↓ δ ↓

0 → ∧2T ∗ ⊗ ĝ2 → ∧2T ∗ ⊗ S2T
∗ ⊗ T → ∧2T ∗ ⊗ T ∗ ⊗ F̂0 → 0

↓ δ ↓ δ ↓ δ

0 → ∧3T ∗ ⊗ ĝ1 = ∧3T ∗ ⊗ T ∗ ⊗ T → ∧3T ∗ ⊗ F̂0 → 0
↓ δ ↓ δ ↓

0 → ∧4T ∗ ⊗ T = ∧4T ∗ ⊗ T → 0
↓ ↓
0 0

0 0 0
↓ ↓ ↓

0 → 140 → 180 → 40 → 0
↓ δ ↓ δ ‖

0 → 320 → 360 → 40 → 0
↓ ↓ δ ↓ δ ↓

0 → 24 → 240 → 216 → 0
↓ δ ↓ δ ↓ δ

0 → 28 → 64 → 36 → 0
↓ δ ↓ δ ↓

0 → 4 = 4 → 0
↓ ↓
0 0
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A diagonal snake chase proves that F̂1 ≃ H
2(ĝ1). However, we have the δ-sequence:

0→ T ∗ ⊗ ĝ2
δ
→ ∧2T ∗ ⊗ ĝ1

δ
→ ∧3T ∗ ⊗ T → 0

We obtain dim(B2
2(ĝ1)) = 4×4 = 16 and let the reader prove as before that the map δ on the right

is surjective, a result leading to dim(Z2
2 (ĝ1)) = (6 × (6 + 1))− (4 × 4) = 42− 16 = 26. The Weyl

tensor has thus dim(F̂1) = 26−16 = 10 components, a way that must be compared to the standard
one that can be found in the GR literature. We obtain the minimum differential sequence, which
is nervertheless not a Janet sequence:

0→ Θ̂→ T
D̂
→
1
F̂0 →

2
F̂1 →

2
F̂2 →

1
F̂3 → 0 ⇒ 0→ Θ̂→ 4

D̂
→
1
9→

2
10→

2
9→

1
4→ 0

5) POINCARE EQUATIONS

If X is a manifold and G is a lie group (not acting necessarily on X), let us consider maps
a : X → G : (x) → (a(x)) or equivalently sections of the trivial (principal) bundle X × G over
X . If x + dx is a point of X close to x, then T (a) will provide a point a + da = a + ∂a

∂x
dx close

to a on G. We may bring a back to e on G by acting on a with a−1, either on the left or on the
right, getting therefore a 1-form a−1da = A or (da)a−1 = B with value in G. As aa−1 = e we also
get (da)a−1 = −ada−1 = −b−1db if we set b = a−1 as a way to link A with B. When there is an
action y = ax, we have x = a−1y = by and thus dy = dax = (da)a−1y, a result leading through
the first fundamental theorem of Lie and the Maurer-Cartan (MC) 1-forms ωτ = ωτ

σ(a)da
σ to the

equivalent formulas:

a−1da = A = (Aτ
i (x)dx

i = −ωτ
σ(b(x))∂ib

σ(x)dxi)

(da)a−1 = B = (Bτ
i (x)dx

i = ωτ
σ(a(x))∂ia

σ(x)dxi)

Introducing the induced bracket [A,A](ξ, η) = [A(ξ), A(η)] ∈ G, ∀ξ, η ∈ T , we may define the cur-
vature 2-form dA− [A,A] = F ∈ ∧2T ∗ ⊗ G by the local formula (care again to the sign):

∂iA
τ
j (x) − ∂jA

τ
i (x)− c

τ
ρσA

ρ
i (x)A

σ
j (x) = F τ

ij(x)

This definition can also be adapted to B by using dB + [B,B] and we obtain from the second
fundamental theorem of Lie:

Theorem 5.1: There is a nonlinear gauge sequence:

X ×G −→ T ∗ ⊗ G
MC
−→ ∧2T ∗ ⊗ G

a −→ a−1da = A −→ dA− [A,A] = F
(1)

In 1956, at the birth of GT, the above notations were coming from the EM potential A and
EM field dA = F of relativistic Maxwell theory. Accordingly, G = U(1) (unit circle in the complex
plane) −→ dim(G) = 1) was the only possibility to get a 1-form A and a 2-form F with vanishing
structure constants c = 0 (Abelian group).

Choosing now a ”close” to e, that is a(x) = e + tλ(x) + ... and linearizing as usual, we obtain
the linear operator d : ∧0T ∗ ⊗ G → ∧1T ∗ ⊗ G : (λτ (x)) → (∂iλ

τ (x)) leading to (Pommaret, 1983
b, 1988, 1994):

Corollary 5.2: There is a linear gauge sequence:

∧0T ∗ ⊗ G
d
−→ ∧1T ∗ ⊗ G

d
−→ ∧2T ∗ ⊗ G

d
−→ ...

d
−→ ∧nT ∗ ⊗ G −→ 0 (2)

which is the tensor product by G of the Poincaré sequence for the exterior derivative.

In order to introduce the previous results into a variational framework along the rarely quoted
paper of H. Poincaré in 1901 (Poincaré, 1901), we may consider a Lagrangian on T ∗ ⊗ G, that
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is an action W =
∫

w(A)dx where dx = dx1 ∧ ... ∧ dxn and to vary it. With A = a−1da =
−(db)b−1 we may introduce λ = a−1δa = −(δb)b−1 ∈ G = ∧0T ∗ ⊗ G with local coordinates
λτ (x) = −ωτ

σ(b(x))δb
σ(x) and we obtain in local coordinates (Pommaret, 1994, p 180-185):

δA = dλ− [A, λ]⇔ δAτ
i = ∂iλ

τ − cτρσA
ρ
i λ

σ (3)

Then, setting ∂w/∂A = A = (Ai
τ ) ∈ ∧

n−1T ∗ ⊗ G∗, we get:

δW =

∫

AδAdx =

∫

A(dλ − [A, λ])dx

and thus, after integration by part, the Poincaré equations, rarely quoted (Pommaret, 2014):

∂iA
i
τ + cσρτA

ρ
iA

i
σ = 0 (4)

Such a linear operator for A has non constant coefficients linearly depending on A and is the
adjoint of the previous operator (up to sign).
However, setting now (δa)a−1 = µ ∈ G, we get λ = a−1((δa)a−1)a = Ad(a)µ while, setting a′ = ab,
we get the gauge transformation for any b ∈ G (See (Pommaret, 1994), Proposition 14, p 182):

A→ A′ = (ab)−1d(ab) = b−1a−1((da)b + adb) = Ad(b)A + b−1db,⇒ F ′ = Ad(b)F (5)

Setting b = e+ tλ+ ... with t≪ 1, then δA becomes an infinitesimal gauge transformation. Finally,
a′ = ba⇒ A′ = a−1b−1((db)a+ a(db)) = a−1(b−1db)a+A⇒ δA = Ad(a)dµ when b = e+ tµ+ ...
with t≪ 1. Therefore, introducing B such that Bµ = Aλ, we get the divergence-like equations:

∂iB
i
σ = 0 (6)

We provide some more details on the Adjoint representation Ad : G → aut(G) : a → Ad(a).
which is defined by a linear map M(a) = (M τ

ρ (a)) ∈ aut(G) and we have the involutive system
(Pommaret, 1994, Proposition 10, p 180):

∂Mτ
µ

∂ar + cτρσω
ρ
r (a)M

σ
µ = 0 (7)

by using the fact that any right invariant vector field on G commutes with any left invariant
vector field on G (See (Bialynicki-Birula, 1962 and Pommaret, 1983 b, 2023 c) for applications
of (reciprocal distributions) to Differential Galois Theory). In addition, as a−1δa = λ, we obtain
therefore successively:

Ad(a−1)λ = aλa−1 = a(a−1δa)a−1 = δaa−1 = µ ⇒ dAd(a−1)λ = (dδa)a−1 − δaa−1daa−1

Ad(a)dAd(a−1)λ = a−1(dδaa−1 − δaa−1daa−1)a
= a−1dδa− (a−1δaa−1)da
= a−1δda+ (δa−1)da
= δA

As a byproduct, the operator ∇ : λ → dλ − [A, λ] only depends on A and is the ”twist ” of the
derivative d under the action of Ad(a) on G whenever A = a−1da in the gauge sequence. Setting:

∇(α ⊗ λ) = dα⊗ λ+ (−1)rα ∧ ∇λ, ∀α ∈ ∧rT ∗;λ ∈ G

an easy computation shows that (∇ ◦∇λ)τij = cτρσF
ρ
ijλ

σ = 0 and we obtain:

Corollary 5.3: The following ∇-sequence:

∧0T ∗ ⊗ G
∇
−→ ∧1T ∗ ⊗ G

∇
−→ ...

∇
−→ ∧nT ∗ ⊗ G −→ 0 (8)

is another locally exact linearization of the non-linear gauge sequence which is isomorphic to copies
of the Poincaré sequence and describes infinitesimal gauge transformations.
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In a completely different local setting, if G acts on X and Y is a copy of X with an action graph
X ×G→ X × Y : (x, a)→ (x, y = ax = f(x, a)), we may use the theorems of Lie in order to find
a basis {θτ | 1 ≤ τ ≤ p = dim(G)} of infinitesimal generators of the action. If µ = (µ1, ..., µn)
is a multi-index of length | µ |= µ1 + ... + µn and µ + 1i = (µ1, .., µi−1, µi + 1, µi+1, ..., µn), we
may introduce the system of infinitesimal Lie equations or Lie algebroid Rq ⊂ Jq(T ) with sections
defined by ξkµ(x) = λτ (x)∂µθ

k
τ (x) for an arbitrary section λ ∈ ∧0T ∗⊗G and the trivially involutive

operator jq : T → Jq(T ) : θ → (∂µθ, 0 ≤| µ |≤ q) of order q. We finally obtain the Spencer operator
through the chain rule for derivatives [9, 19, 38, 39]:

(dξq+1)
k
µ,i(x) = ∂iξ

k
µ(x) − ξ

k
µ+1i(x) = ∂iλ

τ (x)∂µθ
k
τ (x) (9)

Theorem 5.4: When q is large enough to have an isomorphism Rq+1 ≃ Rq ≃ ∧
0T ∗ ⊗ G and the

following linear Spencer sequence in which the operators Dr are induced by d as above:

0 −→ Θ
jq
−→ Rq

D1−→ T ∗ ⊗Rq
D2−→ ∧2T ∗ ⊗Rq

D3−→ ...
Dn−→ ∧nT ∗ ⊗Rq −→ 0 (10)

is isomorphic to the linear gauge sequence but with a completely different meaning because G is
now acting on X and Θ ⊂ T is such that [Θ,Θ] ⊂ Θ.

The idea is to notice that the brothers are always dealing with the group of rigid motions,
namely a group with 6 parameters (3 translations + 3 rotations). In 1909 it should have been
strictly impossible for the two brothers to extend their approach to bigger groups, in particular
to include the only additional dilatation of the Weyl group that will provide the virial theorem
and, a fortiori, the elations of the conformal group considered later on by H.Weyl [40]. In order
to emphasize the reason for using Lie equations, we now provide the explicit form of the highly
nonlinear n finite elations and their infinitesimal counterpart in a conformal Riemannian space of
dimension n with a non-degenerate metric ω, namely:

y = x−x2b
1−2(bx)+b2x2 ⇒ θs = −

1
2x

2δrs∂r + ωstx
txr∂r ⇒ ∂rθ

r
s = nωstx

t, ∀1 ≤ r, s, t ≤ n

where the underlying metric is used for the scalar products x2, bx, b2 involved.

Our purpose is to exhibit directly the Cauchy, Cosserat, Clausius, Maxwell, Weyl (CCCMW)
equations by computing with full details the adjoint of the first Spencer operatorD1 : R̂3 → T ∗⊗R̂3

for the conformal involutive finite type third order system R̂3 ⊂ J3(T ) for any dimension n ≥ 1,
in particular for n ≥ 1 along with the results obtained in [30]. In general, one has n translations
+ n(n − 1)/2 rotations + 1 dilatation + n nonlinear elations, that is a total of (n + 1)(n + 2)/2
parameters, thus 15 when n = 4. As a byproduct, the Cosserat couple-stress equations will be
obtained for the Killing involutive finite type second order system R̂2 ⊂ J2(T ). It must be noticed
that not even a single comma must be changed when n = 3 when our results are compared to
the original formulas provided by the bothers Cosserat in 1909. We only need recall the specific
features of the standard first order Spencer operator d : R̂3 → T ∗ ⊗ R̂2 as follows by considering
the multi-indices for the various parameters, separately as follows:

(ξk(x), ξki (x), ξ
k
ij(x), ξ

k
ijr(x) = 0)→ (∂iξ

k(x)− ξki (x), ∂iξ
k
j (x)− ξ

k
ij(x), ∂iξ

r
r (x) − ξ

r
ri(x), ∂rξ

k
ij(x))

in the duality summation:

σi
k(∂iξ

k(x)− ξki (x)) + µij
k (∂iξ

k
j (x) − ξ

k
ij(x)) + νi(∂iξ

r
r (x) − ξ

r
ri(x)) + πij,r

k (∂rξ
k
ij(x))

We have obtained a first simplification by noticing that the third order jets vanish, that is to say
ξkrij = 0. Indeed, starting with the Euclidean or Minkowski metric ω with vanishing Christoffel
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symbols γ = 0, the second order conformal equations can be provided in the parametric form:

ξkij = δki Aj(x) + δkjAi(x)− ωijω
krAr(x)⇔ ξrri = nAi(x)

The desired result follows from the fact that this system is homogeneous and ĝ3 = 0, ∀n ≥ 3.
A second simplification may be obtained by using the (constant) metric in order to raise or lower
the indices in the implicit summations considered. In particular, we have successively:

ωrjξ
r
i + ωirξ

r
i = 2A(x)ωij ⇒ A(x) = ξ11(x) = ξ22(x) = ... = ξnn(x) =

1

n
ξrr (x)

In this situation, σi,jξi,j = Σi<j(σ
i,j − σj,i)ξi,j +

1
n
σr
rξ

r
r and we may set µij

k ξ
k
ij = −µiAi where µ

i

is a linear (tricky) function of the µij
k with constant coefficients only depending on ω. The new

equivalent duality summation becomes:

σi,r∂rξi+Σi<j(µ
ij,r∂rξi,j−(σi,j−σj,i)ξi,j)−σ

r
rA(x)−µ

iAi(x)+ν
i(∂iA(x)−Ai(x))+π

i,r(∂rAi(x))

and is important to notice that we may have σi,j 6= σj,i when i < j. Integrating by parts and
changing the signs, we finally obtain the Poincaré equations in the following form that allows to
avoid using the structure constants of the conformal Lie algebra:

ξi −→ ∂rσ
i,r = f i (Cauchy stress equations)

ξi,j , i < j −→ ∂rµ
ij,r + σij − σji = mij (Cosserat couple−stress equations)

A(x) −→ ∂rν
r + σr

r = u (Clausius virial equation)

Ai(x) −→ ∂rπ
i,r + µi + νi = vi (Maxwell/Weyl electromagnetic equations)

Transforming these equations into pure divergence-like equations as we already did for the Poincaré
equations by using now the isomorphism Rq ≃ ∧

0T ∗ ⊗ G is more difficult ( arXiv: 2401.14563 )

Example 5.5: (Projective group of the real line): With n = 1 and K = Q, let us consider the Lie
pseudogroup defined by the third order Schwarzian OD equation with standard jet notations:

yxxx
yx
−

3

2
(
yxx
yx

)2 = 0 ⇒ ξxxx = 0

A basis of infinitesimal generators is {θ1 = ∂x, θ2 = x∂x, θ3 = 1
2x

2} and we have the following
diagram in which the columns of the 3× 3 matrix describes the components of j2(θ):





ξ
ξx = A
ξxx = Ax



 =





1 x 1
2x

2

0 1 x
0 0 1









λ1

λ2

λ3





In order to construct the adjoint of the first Spencer operator D1 : R̂3 → T ∗ ⊗ R̂3 when there are
only one translation, no rotation but only one dilatation and only one elation, we have to consider
the duality sum with ξxxx = 0:

σ (∂xξ − ξx) + ν (∂xξx − ξxx) + π (∂xξxx − 0)

Integrating by parts and changing the sign, we get the board of first order operators allowing to de-
fine ad(D1), namely the Cauchy stress equation, the Clausius virial equation and the Maxwell/Weyl
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equation successively:







ξ −→ ∂xσ = f
ξx −→ ∂xν + σ = u
ξxx −→ ∂xπ + ν = v

We may obtain therefore the pure divergence equations:







∂x(σ) = f
∂x(ν + xσ) = x f + u
∂x(π + xν + 1

2x
2σ) = 1

2x
2f + xu+ v

Coming back now to the Janet sequence in the following Fundamental Diagram I of [30]:

0 0
↓ ↓

0 −→ Θ
j3
−→ 3

D1−→
1

3 −→ 0 Spencer

↓ ‖

0 −→ 1
j3
−→ 4

D1−→
1

3 −→ 0

‖ ↓ Φ ↓

0 −→ Θ −→ 1
D
−→
3

1 −→ 0 Janet

↓
0

we notice that the central row splits because j3 is an injective operator and the corresponding
sequence of differential modules is the splitting sequence 0→ D3 → D4 → D → 0. It follow that
the adjoint sequence also splits in the following commutative and exact adjoint diagram:

0 0
↑ ↑

0 ←− 3
ad(D1)
←−
1

3

↑ ↑ ‖

0 ←− 1
ad(j3)
←− 4

ad(D1)
←−
1

3 ←− 0

‖ ↑ ↑

0 ←− 1
ad(D)
←−
3

1 0

↑ ↑
0 0

In a more effective but quite surprising way, the kernel of ad(D1) in the adjoint Spencer sequence
is defined by the successive differential conditions:

(f = 0, u = 0, v = 0)⇒ (∂x σ = 0, ∂x ν + σ = 0, ∂x π + ν = 0)⇒ ∂xxx π = 0

It is thus isomorphic to the kernel of ad(D) in the adjoint of the Janet sequence. But D is a Lie
operator in the sense that Dξ = 0,Dη = 0 ⇒ D[ξ, η] = 0 or, equivalently, [Θ,Θ] ⊂ Θ. It follows
that the ” stress ” appearing in the Cauchy operator which is the adjoint of the Lie operator D
in the Janet sequence has strictly nothing to do with the ” stress ” appearing in the Cosserat
couple-stress equations provided by the adjoint of D1 appearing in the Spencer sequence. This
confusion, which is even worst than the controversy Cartan/Vessiot (Pommaret, 2022, b)) or the
controversy Beltrami/Einstein, leads to revisit the mathematical foundations of both continuum
mechanics and general relativity because of the well known field-matter couplings like piezzoelec-
tricity or photoelasticity (Pommaret, 2019).
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6) ELECTROMAGNETISM AND GRAVITATION

When n = 4, the comparison with the Maxwell equations of electromagnetism is easily obtained
as follows. Indeed, writing a part of the dualizing summation in the form:

J i(∂iA−Ai) +
1

2
F ij(∂iAj − ∂jAi) = −J

iAi +
∑

i≤j
F ij(∂iAj − ∂jAi) + ...

= −J 1A1 + ...+ F12(∂1A2 − ∂2A1 + F
13(∂1A3 − ∂3A1) + F

14(∂1A4 − ∂4A1) + ...

= −(J 1A1 + ...+ (F12∂2A1 + F
13∂3A1 + F

14∂4A1) + ...)

= div(...) + (−J 1 + ∂2F
12 + ∂3F

13 + ∂4F
14)A1 + ...

Integrating by parts and changing the sign as usual, we obtain as usual the second set of Maxwell
equations for the induction F :

∂rF
ir − J i = 0 ⇒ ∂iJ

i = ∂ijF
ij = 0

Such a result is coherent with the virial equation on the condition to have σr
r = 0 in a coherent

way with the classical Maxwell (impulsion-energy) stress tensor density:

σi
j = F

irFrj +
1
4δ

i
jF

rsFrs ⇒ σr
r = 0

which is traceless with a divergence producing the Lorentz force as we have indeed when n = 4:

dF = 0 ⇒ ∂iσ
i
j = J

rFrj +
1
2F

rs(∂rFsj + ∂sFjr + ∂jFrs) = J
rFrj

The mathematical foundations of EM, that is both the first and second Maxwell equations, thus
only depend on the group structure of the conformal group of space-time, a fact that can only be
understood by using the Spencer operator as we saw and which is therefore not even known.

As we have explained in the recent (Pommaret, 2022), studying the mathematical structure of
gravitation is much more delicate as it involves third order jets. Our purpose at the end of this
paper is to consider only the linearized framework. The crucial idea is to notice that the Poisson
equation has only to do with the trace of the stress tensor density, contrary to the EM situation
as we just saw.

Defining the vector bundle F̂0 = J1(T )/R̂1 ≃ T ∗ ⊗ ĝ1 when n ≥ 4, another difficulty can be
discovered in the following commutative and exact diagrams obtained by applying the Spencer
δ-map to the symbol sequence with dim(ĝ1) = dim(g1) + 1 = (n(n− 1)/2) + 1:

0→ ĝ1 → T ∗ ⊗ T → F̂0 → 0

then to its first prolongation with dim(ĝ2) = n:

0→ ĝ2 → S2T
∗ ⊗ T → T ∗ ⊗ F̂0 → 0

and finally to its second prolongation in which ĝ3 = 0:

0 0 0
↓ ↓ ↓

0 → ĝ3 → S3T
∗ ⊗ T → S2T

∗ ⊗ F̂0 → F̂1 → 0
↓ δ ↓ δ ↓ δ

0 → T ∗ ⊗ ĝ2 → T ∗ ⊗ S2T
∗ ⊗ T → T ∗ ⊗ T ∗ ⊗ F̂0 → 0

↓ δ ↓ δ ↓ δ

0 → ∧2T ∗ ⊗ ĝ1 → ∧2T ∗ ⊗ T ∗ ⊗ T → ∧2T ∗ ⊗ F̂0 → 0
↓ δ ↓ δ ↓

0 → ∧3T ∗ ⊗ T = ∧3T ∗ ⊗ T → 0
↓ ↓
0 0
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A snake chase allows to introduce the Weyl bundle F̂1 defined by the short exact sequence:

0 −→ T ∗ ⊗ ĝ2
δ
−→ Z2

1 (ĝ1) −→ F̂1 −→ 0

in which the cocycle bundle Z2
1 (ĝ1) is defined by the short exact sequence:

0 −→ Z2
1 (ĝ1) −→ ∧

2T ∗ ⊗ ĝ1
δ
−→ ∧3T ∗ ⊗ T −→ 0

We have of course dim(F̂1) = 10 when n = 4 but more generally:

dim(F̂1) = (n(n+ 1)/2)(n(n+ 1)/2− 1)− n2(n+ 1)(n+ 2)/6
= ((n(n− 1)/2)(n(n− 1)/2 + 1)− n2(n− 1)(n− 2)/6)− n2

= n(n+ 1)(n+ 2)(n− 3)/12

In the purely Riemannian case, as g2 = 0, we have F1 ≃ Z
2
1 (g1) and thus:

dim(F1) = (n(n+ 1)/2)(n(n+ 1)/2− 1)− n2(n+ 1)(n+ 2)/6
= n2(n− 1)/2)2 − n2(n− 1)(n− 2)/6
= n2(n2 − 1)/12

a result leading to the unexpected formula dim(F1)− dim(F̂1) = n(n+ 1)/2 .

Needless to say that no classical method can produce such results which are summarized in the
following Fundamental Diagram II provided as early as in 1983 (Pommaret, 1983 a):

0
↓

0 Ricci
↓ ↓

0 −→ Z2
1 (g1) −→ Riemann −→ 0

↓ ↓ ↓

0 −→ T ∗ ⊗ ĝ2
δ
−→ Z2

1 (ĝ1) −→ Weyl −→ 0
↓ ↓ ↓

0 −→ S2T
∗ δ
−→ T ∗ ⊗ T ∗ δ

−→ ∧2T ∗ −→ 0
↓ ↓
0 0

Theorem 6.1: This commutative and exact diagram splits and a diagonal snake chase proves that
Ricci ≃ S2T

∗.

Proof: The monomorphism δ : S2T
∗ → T ∗ ⊗ T ∗ splits with 1

2 (Ai,j + Aj,i) ← Ai,j while the epi-
morphism δ : T ∗ ⊗ T ∗ → ∧2T ∗ : Ai,j → Ai,j − Aj,i splits with 1

2Fij ← Fij = −Fji. We explain
how the well known result T ∗⊗ T ∗ ≃ S2T

∗ ⊕∧2T ∗, which is coming from the elementary formula
n2 = n(n + 1)/2 + n(n − 1)/2 may be related to the Spencer δ-cohomology interpretation of the
Riemann and Weyl bundles. For this, we have to give details on the ”snake ” chase:

S2T
∗ → T ∗ ⊗ T ∗ → T ∗ ⊗ ĝ2 → Z2

1 (ĝ1)→ Z2
1 (g1)→ Riemann→ Ricci

Starting with (Aij = Ai,j = Aj,i = Aji) ∈ S2T
∗ ⊂ T ∗ ⊗ T ∗, we may define:

ξrri,j = nAi,j = nAij = nAji = ξrrj,i ⇒ (ξklj,i = δkl Aj,i + δkjAl,i − ωijω
krAr,i) ∈ T

∗ ⊗ ĝ2

⇒ (Rk
l,ij = ξkli,j − ξ

k
lj,i) ∈ Z

2
1 (ĝ1) ∈ ∧

2T ∗ ⊗ ĝ1 ∈ ∧
2T ∗ ⊗ T ∗ ⊗ T

⇒ Rr
r,ij = ξrzi,j − ξ

r
rj,i = n(Ai,j −Aj,i) = 0⇒ (Rk

l,ij) ∈ Z
2
1 (g1)

⇒ nRk
l,ij = (δkl ξ

r
ri,j + δki ξ

r
rl,j − ωliω

ksξrrs,i)− (δkl ξ
r
rj,i + δkj ξ

r
rl,i − ωljω

ksξrrs,i)
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⇒ Rk
l,ij = (δki Alj − δ

k
jAli)− ω

ks(ωliAsj − ωljAsi)

Introducing tr(A) = ωijAij and Rij = Rr
i,rj = (nAij −Aij)− (Aij − ωljtr(A)), we get:

Rij = (n− 2)Aij + ωijtr(A) = Rji ⇒ tr(R) = ωijRij = 2(n− 1)tr(A)

Substituting, we finally obtain Aij =
1

(n−2)Rij −
1

2(n−1)(n−2)ωijtr(R) and the tricky formula:

Rk
l,ij =

1
(n−2) (δ

k
i Rlj − δ

k
jRli − ω

ks(ωliRsj − ωljRsi)−
1

(n−1)(n−2) (δ
k
i ωlj − δ

k
j ωli)tr(R)

totally independently from the standard elimination of the derivatives of a conformal factor.
Contracting in k and i, we obtain indeed the lift:

Riemann = H2
1 (g1)→ S2T

∗ ≃ Ricci : Rk
l,ij → Rr

i,rj = Rij = Rji

in a coherent way. Using a standard result of homological algebra [16, 17, 37], we obtain therefore
a splitting Weyl = H2

1 (ĝ1)→ H2
1 (g1) = Riemann:

W k
l,ij = Rk

l,ij − ( 1
(n−2) (δ

k
i Rlj − δ

k
jRli − ω

ks(ωliRsj − ωljRsi)−
1

(n−1)(n−2)(δ
k
i ωlj − δ

k
j ωli)tr(R))

in such a way that W r
i,rj = 0, a result leading to the isomorphism Riemann ≃ Ricci⊕Weyl.

✷

We are now ready to apply the previous diagrams by proving the following crucial Theorem:

Theorem 6.2: When n = 4, the linear Spencer sequence for the Lie algebra Θ̂ of infinitesimal
conformal group of transformations projects onto a part of the Poincaré sequence for the exte-
rior derivative with a shift by one step according to the following commutative and locally exact
diagram:

0 −→ Θ̂
j2
−→ R̂2

D1−→ T ∗ ⊗ R̂2
D2−→ ∧2T ∗ ⊗ R̂2

↓ ւ ↓ ↓

T ∗ d
−→ ∧2T ∗ d

−→ ∧3T ∗

A dA = F dF = 0

This purely mathematical result also contradicts classical gauge theory because it proves that EM
only depends on the structure of the conformal group of space-time but not on U(1).

Proof: Restricting our study to the linear framework, we introduce a new system R̃1 ⊂ J1(T ) of
infinitesimal Lie equations defined by L(ξ1)ω = 2Aω with prolongation defined by by L(ξ2)γ = 0
in such a way that R1 ⊂ R̃1 = R̂1 with a strict inclusion and the strict inclusions R2 ⊂ R̃2 ⊂ R̂2.
Let us prove that there is an isomorphism R̂2/R̃2 ≃ ĝ2.
Indeed, from the definitions, we obtain the following commutative and exact diagram:

0
↓

0 → ĝ2
↓ ↓ ց

0 → R̃2 → R̂2 → R̂2/R̃2 → 0
↓ ↓ ↓

0 → R̃1 = R̂1 → 0
↓ ↓
0 0

The south-east arrow is an isomorphism as it is both a monomorphism and an epimorphism by
using a snake chase showing that R̂2 = R̃2 ⊕ ĝ2.
A first problem to solve is to construct vector bundles from the components of the image of D1.
Using the corresponding capital letter for denoting the linearization, let us introduce:

∂iξ
k
µ − ξ

k
µ+1i = Xk

µ,i ⇒ Bk
µ,i (tensors)
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(Bk
l,i = Xk

l,i + γklsX
s
,i) ∈ T

∗ ⊗ T ∗ ⊗ T ⇒ (Br
r,i = Bi) ∈ T

∗

(Bk
lj,i = Xk

lj,i+γ
k
sjX

s
l,i+γ

k
lsX

s
j,i−γ

s
ljX

k
s,i+X

r
,i∂rγ

k
lj) ∈ T

∗⊗S2T
∗⊗T ⇒ (Br

ri,j−B
r
rj,i = Fij) ∈ ∧

2T ∗

We obtain from the relations ∂iγ
r
rj = ∂jγ

r
ri and the previous results:

Fij = Br
ri,j −B

r
rj,i = Xr

ri,j −X
r
rj,i + γrrsX

s
i,j − γ

r
rsX

s
j,i +Xr

,j∂rγ
s
si −X

r
,i∂rγ

s
sj

= ∂iX
r
r,j − ∂jX

r
r,i + γrrs(X

s
i,j −X

s
j,i) +Xr

,j∂iγ
s
sr −X

r
,i∂jγ

s
sr

= ∂i(X
r
r,j + γrrsX

s
,j)− ∂j(X

r
r,i + γrrsX

s
s,i)

= ∂iBj − ∂jBi

Now, using the contracted formula ξrri + γrrsξ
s
i + ξs∂sγ

r
ri = nAi, we obtain:

Bi = (∂iξ
r
r − ξ

r
ri) + γrrs(∂iξ

s − ξsi )
= ∂iξ

r
r + γrrs∂iξ

s + ξs∂sγ
r
ri − nAi

= ∂i(ξ
r
r + γrrsξ

s)− nAi

= n(∂iA−Ai)

and we finally get Fij = n(∂jAi − ∂iAj) which is no longer depending on A, a result fully solving
the dream of Weyl. Of course, when n = 4 and ω is the Minkowski metric, then we have γ = 0 in
actual practice and the previous formulas become particularly simple.

It follows that dB = F ⇔ −ndA = F in ∧2T ∗ and thus dF = 0, that is ∂iFjk+∂jFki+∂kFij = 0,
has an intrinsic meaning in ∧3T ∗. It is finally important to notice that the usual EM Lagrangian
is defined on sections of Ĉ1 killed by D2 but not on Ĉ2. Finally, the south west arrow in the left
square is the composition:

ξ2 ∈ R̂2
D1−→ X2 ∈ T

∗ ⊗ R̂2
π2

1−→ X1 ∈ T
∗ ⊗ R̂1

(γ)
−→ (Bi) ∈ T

∗ ⇔ ξ2 ∈ R̂2 → (nAi) ∈ T
∗

More generally, using the Lemma, we have the composition of epimorphisms:

Ĉr → Ĉr/C̃r ≃ ∧
rT ∗ ⊗ (R̂2/R̃2) ≃ ∧

rT ∗ ⊗ ĝ2 ≃ ∧
rT ∗ ⊗ T ∗ δ

→ ∧r+1T ∗

Accordingly, though A and B are potentials for F , then B can also be considered as a part of the
field but the important fact is that the first set of (linear) Maxwell equations dF = 0 is induced by
the (linear) operator D2 because we are only dealing with involutive and thus formally integrable
operators, a fact justifying the commutativity of the square on the left of the diagram.

✷

If we introduce the gravitational potential φ = GM
r

where r is the distance at the central

attractive mass M and G is the gravitational constant, then we have φ
c2
≪ 1 as a dimensionless

number and Θ = 1 when there is no gravity. When there is static gravity, the conformal factor Θ
must be therefore close to 1 with vanishing Laplacian and ∂Θ

∂y
< 0. We have proved in [Pommaret

...] that the only coherent possibility is to set Θ = 1+ φ
c2

in order to correct the value Θ = 1− φ
c2

we found in (Pommaret, 1994, , p 450). Hence, gravity in vacuum only depends on the conformal
isotropy groupoid through the conformal factor but this new approach is quite different from that
of [Weyl (1940)].
The large infinitesimal equivalence principle initiated by the Cosserat brothers becomes natural
in this framework, namely an observer cannot measure sections of Rq but can only measure their
images by D1 or, equivalently, can only measure sections of C1 killed by D2. Accordingly, for a
free falling particle in a constant gravitational field, we have successively:

∂4ξ
k − ξk4 = 0, ∂4ξ

k
4 − ξ

k
44 = 0, ∂iξ

k
44 − 0 = 0, 1 ≤ i, k ≤ 3

This result explains why the elations are sometimes called ”accelerations ” by physicists . Indeed,
we have ξk44 = −ω44ω

krAr ∼ Ak whenever 1 ≤ k ≤ 3 because the ξk44 are transformed like ∂44ξ
k ac-

cording to jet theory, exactly like the ξk4 are transformed like the ”speed ” ∂4ξ
k for the same reason.
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Finally, when n = 4 only, we have the following Euler-Lagrange equations:







ξrri → ∃ gravitational potential
ξrr → ∃ Poisson equation
ξr → ∃ Newton law

according to (Pommaret, 1884).

7) CONCLUSION

Summarizing the results obtained in the preceding sections, we can only refer to the Zentral-
blatt review Zbl 1079.93001 for comments on the new mathematical methods that can be found
in the corresponding book (1000 pages !) and have successively:

7.1) The Einstein operator has been written down 25 years before A. Einstein by the Italian
mechanician E. Beltrami in dimension n=3 for parametrizing the Cauchy stress equations by the
Beltrami stress functions used as potentials through the Beltrami = ad(Riemann) operator. The
explicit comparison, that has never been done, needs no comment ( See (4.1) in (Pommaret, 2023)).

7.2) The Einstein operator is self-adjoint (who knows !) and Einstein made two dual confusions:
* between Beltrami stress functions and the deformation of the metric (n(n+1)/2 components !).
** Last but not least, between the Cauchy = ad(Killing) operator and the ”div” operator induced
from the Bianchi operator, by far the worst confusion disappearing of course when n=2.

7.3) These two confusions can only be understood through homological algebra, because:
* The Einstein operator goes from the variation of the metric to another symmetric tensor having
strictly nothing to do with stress.
** The adjoint of the Einstein (or Ricci) operator goes from stress functions having also strictly
nothing to do with the metric, to the stress tensor density.

7.4) As a byproduct:
* Einstein equations are not coherent with differential duality, contrary to Maxwell equations.
Indeed, according to Poincaré, as the (geometrical) left member is a tensor, the (physical) right
member must be a tensor density.
** GW cannot be ripples of space-time, and cannot thus exist for a purely mathematical reason.
This is why Einstein hesitated so many times all along his life as he could not quote Beltrami !.

7.5) These results could have been found since 20 years because the double pendulum and the
impossibility to parametrize the Einstein operator are already in (Pommaret, 2005, p. 201).

7.6) Electromagnetism and gravitation only depend on the elations of the conformal group of
space-time by chasing in the Fundamental diagram II (Pommaret, 1983 a). Such a result is not
coherent with classical gauge theory because U(1) is not acting on space-time contrary to the
conformal group and also because the EM field is a section of the first Spencer bundle and not of
the curvature bundle described by the second Spencer bundle.
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