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Abstract

In this work we generalize the MacDowell-Mansouri theory of gravity
using strict 2-groups. To achieve this, we construct the categorical gen-
eralization of the 150(4,1) group, which we call the de Sitter 2-group.
We then proceed to generalize the MacDowell-Mansouri theory in two
different ways. First, as a Yang-Mills-type theory, where the symmetry
is explicitly broken to obtain an Einstein-Cartan theory coupled to Kalb-
Ramond fields. And second, by using the categorical generalization of the
BF theory, called 2-BF theory, which after the addition of some symme-
try breaking and constraint terms gives the same Einstein-Cartan theory
coupled to Kalb-Ramond fields plus some extra topological terms.
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1 Introduction

The quantization of gravity is one of the most important problems in modern
physics. To help solve this problem, an effort has been made to cast General
Relativity (GR) in a form similar to the Yang-Mills theory (YM). The Ashtekar
formulation of GR for example, taught us that we must view GR as the theory
of connections instead of a theory of metrics [I], thus bringing it closer to YM.

However a key difference between these two theories is the fact that in YM
spacetime plays the role of a fixed background, where the dynamics takes place,
whereas GR is a theory describing the dynamics of spacetime itself.
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The cosmological constant A, introduced by Einstein to create a static cos-
mological model, but most notably used today to account for the current ac-
celerated expansion of the universe, is a key feature of GR and its origin is
another important problem in modern physics. It is therefore important, to
study models of gravity with A, with a view to their subsequently quantization.

One way to achieve this, is to use a gauge group containing the Lorentz
group. MacDowell and Mansouri (MM) (see [2, [3] for the original work, for
recent applications see for example [4 5], [6] in supergravity, for a review and
geometrical setting see [7]) proposed a theory with a gauge group G D SO(3,1).
This group will depend on the signature of the metric and the sign of A. For
Lorentzian spacetime in four dimensions we have: the De Sitter group G =
SO(4,1) for A > 0 or the G = SO(3,2) for A < 0[]. Given the observational
evidence we are interested in positive A, and in order to recover GR we use
a Lorentzian spacetime manifold M with signature (— + ++), and therefore
G = 50(4,1) and the corresponding SO(4,1) principal bundle P over M.

In MM theory, the De Sitter Lie algebra so(4, 1) seen as a vector space, is
broken in the following way:

s0(4,1) = s0(3,1) @ R>!. (1)

In components we have, the so(4, 1) connection A’/ where I.J are De Sitter
Lie algebra indices I, J = 0...4, will split into the so(3,1) (Lorentz) connection
A% = )% with a,b=0...3 and the co-tetrad A%* = %e“,

1_a
IJ Y o
A : w = L 9 (2)
—zeb# O

where, 4 = 0...3 is a spacetime index and 7 is a parameter with dimensions
of length.
The curvature of A7/ is:

FI7 — gAT 4+ A ;o A AKY (3)
and it splits like:
F = duw®™ 4+l A w® — %26& Aeb
= R E%ea/\eb, (4)
F = % (de® +w®: A e°)
= g, (5)

1Whereas for Euclidean spacetime in four dimensions the group is: G = SO(5) for A > 0
or G =50(4,1) for A <0.
2These index conventions will be used throughout this work.



where R is the curvature of w and T is the torsion.
The MM theory was originally formulated as a YM theory. However, simply
using the curvature ([B)) in the Yang-Mills action,

§— /M Tr(+F A F), (6)

would not give a theory equivalent to General Relativity.

In the case of the MM theory, the SO(4, 1) symmetry is explicitly broken
down in to SO(3,1), and the internal Hodge star €gpeq is used (see [8] for a
geometrical viewpoint and [9] also Appendix [Al for the use of Clifford algebras).

We therefore have: )

160y

Using (@) we write the MM action in the following form

S = Tr(iv°F AF) . (7)

1
9 acFab/\ch 8
= 4 /Ebd ()

1 1 1 1
= 5 /M €abed {iRab A R — E—zea Ae’ AR+ ﬁea AeP Aef Ael|
this action features (in order of appearance) the Euler topological term, the
Einstein-Hilbert (EH) term and the cosmological constant term.
The relation between A and ¢ is given by,

A1
3R ®)

The MM theory can also be formulated as a deformation of a topological
theory called BF' theory. Topological theories have no local degrees of freedom
and, they are formulated in a way that does not involve the metric explicitly.
In this case, the BF theory for SO(4, 1) group is,

1
S= /M EBIJ ANF! (10)

where By are Lagrange multipliers and F!7 is the curvature of A7 ([@). Note
that BF' theories (as was mentioned above) do not involve the metric directly
in the action. The field equations for the action (I0) are:

VaBry=dBrj+A"Bgs+A;"Bix = 0 (11)
Fl7 = 0, (12)

so from this equation ([I2)) the curvature of A is null. However, a symmetry
breaking term may be added making the theory equivalent to GR,

1
S = / _BIJ A FIJ - geabchab A BCdv (13)
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or splitting F77 we have,

1
S = / _Bab/\ Fab +Ba/\Ta_ geabchab/\BCda (14)

where we have split By into By, and B,y = B, in a way similar to the connec-
tion A ([@). Variation of ([4) with respect to By, gives,

1 1
Bab — _Eeabcd (Rcd _ €_2€c A ed> X (15)

Substituting this in equation (I4]) we have the following action,
1 abed 1 1 a
S = /M 1ot (Rab — 6—2% A eb> A (Rcd — £—2ec A ed) + B, AT*, (16)
so we have again an action with the EH term the cosmological term and the
Euler topological term. However, unlike the case of action (@) in this case the
torsion T appears explicitly in the action. Variation with respect to B, gives
T = 0. In [§] this equivalence is studied at the level of the field equations.

The notion of a topological theory is linked with the concept of category.
In fact, these theories can be defined as maps between categories that is, as
functors. A category consists of objects and maps between these objects, called
morphisms. In a category, certain natural laws of composition of morphisms
must be satisfied (see [I0]). In this language, a group is a category with one
object and such that all morphism are invertible. A functor is a map between
categories that preserves all the properties of a category.

Categories can be generalized, as higher categories. A (strictﬁ) 2-category
consists of objects, morphisms (maps between the objects) and 2-morphisms
(maps between morphisms). Thesle must satisfy a set of relations between
them to form a 2-category see [10]. A (strict) 2-group is a (strict) 2-category
with one object and such that all morphisms and 2-morphisms are invertible.
Two-categories can be further generalized in a similar manner to n-categories
and n-groups.

This way, a possible generalization of the notion of gauge theory consists
in writing down theories in which 2-groups (or m-groups in general) play a
role similar to gauge groups. These are called higher gauge theories (HGT).
Generalizations of this kind (that is gauge theory for 2-groups) exist, for the
YM theory see [11] and for the BF [12]. Section [2] contains a brief summary of
these two cases of HGTs .

In Quantum Gravity, a relevant 2-group is the categorical generalization of
the Poincaré group 150(3, 1), called the Poincaré 2-group [10]. In this work, we
construct a categorical generalization of the group 1.50(4, 1) which we call the de
Sitter 2-group (Sec. [B). Although this 2-group has to our knowledge never been

3There is a weaker notion called a bicategory which does not obey all the properties of a
strict 2-category. The term 2-category is sometimes used to mean strict 2-category and this
how we will use it.



investigated in the context of Quantum Gravity, the I.50(4,1) group appears
in the research literature for example in [I3] and most notably in [14] in this
same context of the MM theory.

We generalize the MM theory for this 2-group, first as a higher YM theory
(Sec. Hl) and subsequently as a higher BF' theory (Sec. [)). In both cases, the the-
ory takes the form of an Einstein-Cartan (EC) theory coupled to Kalb-Ramond
(KR) fields. A KR filed] is a generalization of the Maxwell (electromagnetic)
potential A, it is a two-form S, and the corresponding curvatures is therefore
a three form (we will use the letter G for the curvature of ). Kalb-Ramond
fields have appeared in works related to cosmology eg. [15], black holes [16].
They have also bee used in the context of Einstein-Cartan theories [17] and in
modified theories of gravity (see [I8] for a review).

Finally in Seclf] we present our conclusions.

2 2-categories 2-groups and higher gauge theo-
ries

There is an equivalence between (strict) 2-groups and crossed modules (see [10]
Theorem 2). A crossed module (G, H,9,r>) is made up of two groups G, H a
homomorphism 9 : H — G and a left action of G on H by automorphisms
>: G — Aut(H).

Using this crossed module (equivalent to a 2-group) we can construct a gauge
theory on a 4-manifold M beginning with a 2-connection (A4, 3) where A is a b
valued 1-form and 3 is a g valued 2-form [10} [12]. The forms A and S transform
under the guage transformations like,

A= g 'Ag+gldg B—g 'ep (17)

where g : M — G.
Additionally the group H generates the following transformations

A—A+0n B—=B+dn+AN n+nAD, (18)

where 7 is an h-valued one-form.
Given this 2-connection, we can construct a 2-fiber bundle associated to the
2-Lie group (G, H) over the manifold M.
In general, the curvature 2-forms for the 2-connection (A, 3) are:
F = dA+ANA-0p (19)
G = dB+ANB. (20)

These transform under the gauge transformations as,

F—=g'Fg G—=g g (21)

4Kalb-Ramond fields are sometimes also called B fields. We will not use this terminology
in this work to avoid creating a confusion with the Lagrange multiplier B in the BF' action
and in the 2-BF' action.



and
F—=F G=G+FAN 7. (22)

In [TI] the YM theory is generalized to a higher Yang-Mills theory. This is
done by replacing the Lie (gauge) group by a Lie 2-group, we call this theory
the 2-Yang-Mills (2YM) theory.

The action for the 2-YM theory can therefore be written

S= [ FAF),+(xGAG), . (23)
M

Where ()4 is a G-invariant non-degenerate bilinear form in g and (), is a G-
invariant non-degenerate bilinear form in b.
The wedge product A acts in the following way,

((a@p) A(b@v))y=(a;blgpy(uAv), (24)

where a and b are elements of one of the Lie algebras g,h and p and v are
differential forms. Note also that * is the Hodge operator in spacetime and acts
on the differential form part,

x(a®@u)=a®*u . (25)

The action for the categorical generalization of the BF' theory is,
S:/ (B/\F>g+<C/\G>b, (26)
M

this is the 2-BF theoryﬁ. The Lagrange multipliers B and C' transform as,
B—g'Bg C—g'lvC, (27)
and
B—[C,n] C—C. (28)

In the next section we construct the de Sitter 2-group by categorizing the
group 150(4,1) of inhomogeneous special orthogonal transformations in the de
Sitter space.

3 Construction of the de Sitter 2-group

In this work, we are interested in the construction of a 2-group starting from
the 150(4, 1) group. It it well known that, for any group of the form G x H
(ie. a semidirect product of G and H) a 2-group can be easily constructed ([8]

5This theory is sometimes also referred to as the BFCG theory after the fields appearing
in the action [1].



sec. 8.2.2). To build this 2-group, we will take G = SO(4,1), H = R>, d the
trivial homomorphism and > as the representation of G on H. The group of
morphisms is R? taken as and abelian group, the group of 2-morphisms will be
the semidirect product SO(4,1) x R® which is 1SO(4,1).

We write the connection as A = A’/ L;; and the two-form 3 as 8 = B! Py

In our case the Lie Algebra iso(4,1) associated to IS5O(4, 1) is written as the
semidirect product:

is0(4,1)) =so™(4,1) x R?, (29)

of s0%(4,1) (the orthochronous special orthogonal Lie algebra of SO(4,1)) and
the abelian (translation) Lie algebra on RS.

Taking L;; = —Lj; as the generators of soT(4,1) and those of R® are P,
the Lie bracket of iso(4, 1) is,

(Lrs,Lxr) = neiljx —nmsxLin +nixLlsn —nosLik
[L1;,Pxk] = nixPr—nixPr, (30)
[P] , P]] = 0.

In the particular case of the de Sitter 2-group, (A, () is the 2-connection
and the associated curvature forms (F, G)ﬁ are,

F17 = dAl 4 AT N AKY (31)

Gl = Vap' =dp'+ AT AB. (32)

The first of these is just the curvature of A’/ which is given by (B)). Because of
the splitting (@) the corresponding SO(3,1) and R*! components are given by

@) and (@) respectively. The second equation (B2) is the covariant derivative of
B! and its splitting is given by:

(VaB)* = dB*+wi% AB° + %e“ A B, (33)

1
VB + Ze“ A Bua,

(VaB)* = dp*- %eb A By. (34)

4 Generalization of MacDowell-Mansouri as a
higher Yang-Mills theory

In this section we generalize the MM theory using the 2-YM action (23) for the
2-group we have constructed in the previous section.

We note that g = so0(4,1) is equipped with a nondegenerate symmetric
bilinear form (, )4 that is invariant under the adjoint action of G and h = R

6In the following, for our particular case, we will drop the calligraphic style of these quan-
tities and write them simply as F' and G.



is likewise equipped with a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form (, )y that is
invariant under the adjoint action of H and also the action of G.
Th 2-YM theory for the de Sitter 2-group has the following action,

S:/ *FIJ/\F]J—I—*GI/\G]. (35)
M

This however is neither equivalent to GR not to Einstein-Cartan theory.

In analogy to the process leading from (@) to (Tl we propose a modification
of the above action where the SO(4,1) symmetry is broken in the first term (in
practice this is done by replacing * by i7°, see Appendix[A]) as in the MM case.

We propose the following action,

1 k
S = / {__eabchab ANFh L Z%GIAG (36)

where we have introduced the coupling constants o and k and adjusted con-
stants. Note the similarity of the first term of this equation with (g]).
Using (@) we get,

1 1 1
S = 5 abc _Rab/\RCd_—a/\ b/\RCd
u % |:6bd<2 626 e +
—I—Le“/\eb/\ec/\ed —|—E*G1/\G1 . (37)
204 2

We now write the differential forms, featuring in the above action, in com-
ponents,

1 1
R = SR det Ndz” Gl = cGlyypdat Adat Nt et = e®ydat, (38)

and use this in (7)) to obtain:

1 2
S = /M d4.’IJ |:_ on eabcdeuupa (RabuuRCdpa _ é_geauebVRCde
1 kle
+£_46au€buecped"> - 12|£4|1 Gl Gre | (39)

where e = det(e?,).
We will also need (B3]) and (B4]) in components,

a a 1 a
GYvp = Vbl + 7° [Mﬂ4VP] (40)
1 C
G4Wp = a[uﬂzlwa] A (uBevp) (41)
where,
kuﬁaup = auﬁaup + wabuﬁbup . (42)



The antisymmetric part of a tensor is defined by,
1
A[Ml;H2,~~~7Mn] = E Z Sgn(ﬂ-)AHﬂ'(l))H’fr(2)7"')”’7r(n)] ’ (43)
™

where 7 is a permutation of {1,2,...,n} with sign sgn(7) and the sum is over
all such permutations.
Variation of [B9) with respect to ey gives:

1 1 1

5efbcd€>\11;)<7 (ZebuRCde _ é_gebuecpeda) + (44)
kle

_% (GI#UPGI#VPgef)\ _ GGIM,)‘G[‘LW»YKQJ"Y + 12G[f>\ypﬁ4] ,,p) =0,

where efA is the inverse of e/ y.
Variation of ([39) with respect to w?,

vpo _a ka|e| oV
é—zeabcdéu Poe #Tbl/p = 404 G[c pﬂd]upv (45)
where the torsion was defined in (&) and may be written in components as,
a 2 a
T pr = va € v - (46)

Solving ([@H)) for the torsion gives,

1 a ka a v a oV a oV
7Ty = 57 [263G18™ oy — € 5G1o "™ Byup + € Glo ™ Bap] » (47)
where we use the shorthand notation,
a 1 a A a 1 a A
G nvp = Ze A\G nvp s B uvp — Ze A8 pup - (48)

And the variation with respect to 87, is
VoGP =0, (49)
which may be decomposed in two equations as follows,

kuGauup + eauGélep =V, (50)
0,Ga""P — G P = 0., (51)

The Bianchi identity for A
VAF! =0, (52)
produces the known relations for R* and T, namely

V,R™® =0, (53)
VoT% = R% Ae°. (54)



And the relation for the derivative of G7,
VaG' =F';nB7, (55)
reduces to
VoVufB* =R NS, (56)
and ddB* = 0. Both these relations are identically satisfied.

5 Generalization of MacDowell-Mansouri as a
higher BF theory

The generalization of the MM theory may also be carried out using the HGT
generalization of the BF theory discussed in Section[2l To do this we first write
down a topological theory (based on action (26]) for the 2-group we considered
above.

5.1 Topological theory
The 2-BF theory for the de Sitter 2-group is given by the following action,

S:/ (EB,JAF”JFCIAGf) : (57)
M 2

where Br; and C; are Lagrange multipliers, F'/ is given by B1I]) and G by (32).
The variables are {Bl g, Al Cr, B! }, and variation with respect to these gives
respectively,

FIJ _

VaBry—2C1 ANBy =
G¢' =

VaCl; =

; (58)

o O o O

Additionally we have the Bianchi Identities (52]) and (B3] and two additional

ones,
VavaCl = FI;nC7, (59)
VaVaB" = Flp ABE) 4 Pl ABIE . (60)

To write action (&7 in components we use (38) and,

1
Bl = iBlJde“ Adx”, cl = Olﬂdxu, (61)

and we have,

1 1
S = /M d4$€HVpU (gBIJMuF]JpU + gcluGlqu’> . (62)
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Performing a splitting of the spacetime indices p = (0,4),7 =1,2,3 we get,
1 - 1 -
S = / dtd®z (571'(14)]]114]’]1‘ + §7T(ﬁ)1”ﬁ1jk
RxX
1 - o1
+ §BIJ01'A1J1 +CoBr + BNl + EAIJODIJ> ~ (63)

We see that only (the spatial part of ) A and 8 have time derivatives. There-
fore we will consider only these as dynamical variables, (see [19] for details about
this) while B and C will be conjugate momenta. These momenta are:

1.
(A = geukBIJija (64)

W(B)]ij = —Eijkch' . (65)
Here we define €/ = 0k,
The fundamental Poisson Brackets (PB) brackets between the variables and

momenta are defined as:

{AY (t,2) , m(A) L (ta')} = 20001676 (@ — '), (66)
{8%(t,x),n(B),F(t,2')} = 26500403 (x —a'). (67)
From (G3) we can read off the following constraints:
. 1 ..

At = QEUkFIij ; (68)

BI == %EijkG]ijk s (69)

Cr' = Vam(B)r’ (70)

1 ..
Diy = VAkTF(A)IJk - §eljk (O[iﬂ,]jk — Ojiﬂjjk) . (71)

Not all the components of these are independent. Using (52]) we find,
Vaidr =0, (72)

thus reducing the number of independent components of (G8). Furthermore,
using ([B9) we find (taking the spacial part) that,

1
Vailr' = ieukFIJijeJk , (73)

this means that the components of ([{0l) are not all independent.
These constraints are First Class as can be seen from their PBs,

{Bi(t,x),C/i(t, )} = —Ap'(t,2)d®(x—a),

{B'(t,2), Dyk(t,2)} = 26/,Bg(t,2)6® (x —2'),
{Ai(t,2), Dr(ta)} = —40 AT (a), 6P —2'),  (T4)
{Dy;(t,z), DX (t,2))} = _45 KDY (4, 2)8) (z — ),
{Drs(t,z),BX(t,2")} = _25[131](15,35)5( Nz —2').

11



The variables have the following independent components:

field AIJZ' Blij Total
number of components 30 15 45

And the number of independent components of the First Class constraints is,

constraint Arst | Br Cy Dry | Total
number of components | 30-10 | 5 | 15-5 | 10 45

where we have subtracted the number of components corresponding to (72]) and
@3).

Using the relation [I] between the number of local degrees of freedom n,
the number of local independent field components N, the number of local in-
dependent FC constraint components F' and the number of local Second Class
constraint components .S,

n:N—F—g, (75)

and since there are no Second Class constraints S = 0, we conclude that there
are no local degrees of freedom.

There is a relation between action (57)) and the BF theory for the 150(4,1)
group. This relation was studied in [19] for the ISO(3,1) case. Using an inte-
gration by parts the action (57)) can be written

S= %BUAF”+61AVACI —d(Crap), (76)
M

and discarding the total derivative d (CI N ) we have,

1
S = / 3B A FMN (77)
where M,N =0,...,5 [0 we have used the following identifications:
Bis = pr
A = Cf (78)
o = 4ot + Al nC®

This establishes the fact that theory given by (&) can be written as a BF
theory for the 150(4,1) group.

5.2 Constrained theory

The action for the constrained theory may be written in the form:

Sonim = Spr [B,w, el + Sca [C,B,w,e, @] . (79)

"We make and exception here to the conventions we use in the rest of this work.

12



For the first part of this action Spr, we modify the symmetry breaking term in
(@3). Instead of having just eapeqB*® A B?, we now have:

BIJ N .B]J , (80)
-Bab = 6abcd-BCd + 2Bab s (81)
By = 4Buy. (82)
Therefore the action Sgp is
_ l 1J Qg BIJ
Spr = B NFry B ANB . (83)
M L2 32

Splitting the Lie algebra indices we have:

1
Spp = / “B™ A Fup — == (€apea B A B + 2B A Byy)
v L2 32
1 a4 O a4
+ ZB AT, — ZB A Bgal . (84)

Regarding the second part of ([({9), the mechanism is different. Instead of
adding a symmetry breaking term, we use an auxiliary field ¢, that acts as a
Lagrange multiplier. Variation with respect to this field will enforce a constraint
in the C field as we will see shortly. This part of the action reads:

k 1
SCG:/ {OIAGI—QM; (ZGI/\eb—CI/\Webcdeec/\ed/\eeﬂ . (85)
o !

The variation of Sonras with respect to B reduces to the variation of Sgr.
This gives,

Fab = % (eadeBcd + 2Bab) ) (86)

solving for B.q we find,
1
Bcd - _E (eabchab - 2ch) . (87)

Furthermore, variation of (83]) with respect to B* gives,

2
B, =—1T,.
, (88)

Using [87) and (BY) equation (B3] becomes,

1 1
Spr = | —— (€apeaF®® N F4 —2F® A F, —TNT, 89
BF / 1o (6 bed b) + ol? 5 (89)

13



and with the help of [{@) we have

1 2
SBF:/ — E(EGbcde/\RCd_é_zeabcde/\e /\e +
M
1
+ €4eabcde AeP Ae ne | + (90)
+ Rab/\Rab [2( ab/\ea/\eb—Ta/\Ta).
This action features the following SO(3,1) topological terms:
R™ A R Pontrjagin term
Ray Ae® ANeb —T* AT, Nieh-Yan term
€abea R N R°? Euler term (91)
it features also,
€abea R N €€ N et Einstein-Palatini term
€abeac® N eP A e A el cosmological constant term . (92)

Note that, for theories with non-zero torsion (which is our case) the Holst term
Rap A e® A eb is not topological. In this case the topological invariant is Rgp, A
e* A e — T* AT, the Nieh-Yan term.

As for the second part of the action (8H), variation with respect to ¢, gives,

k
ZGI/\eb—CI 3|€3 egeet Nel Ae® =0, (93)

the solution of this equation is (see Appendix [Blfor a proof using the inverse of
the co-tetrad e®,,)

Cl=kxG'. (94)
This can also be found writing the forms in the e® basis
1
Gl = 3%3 — Gl b necnet, = chbeb. (95)

equation ([@3]) becomes,
k

WG cae€S Nel Nef A el —Wclfef/\fbcdeec/\‘id/\e8 =0
% (—%eb“leGlcde - CIf%Edeeebcde> =0
_gedeeGlcde +Cps] = 0, (96)
and finally we get
ol = EEbcdeGlcdel (97)

14



Using this in the action (88) we get,

Sca = / kE+GI NGy (98)
M
Variation of the action (79) gives,
1 k
O —VwBap — ZB[a A €p) + C[a A Bb] + Z¢[a|c|€C A ﬁb] =0 (99)
2
O : —ZBab/\ea _vab+2C[b/\B4]
I 2k a 1 I a c d
—konnG* + 7¢[b|a| ANev A ﬁ4] + @(ﬁ]ac A €% cape® A e® = ((100)
1
So Gr —l—(b]bwebcdeec/\ed/\ee =0 (101)
55 : Va(CT+ke") =0, (102)

where ! = ¢lel.

Additionally we have, equations (86]) (88) (@3) resulting from the variation
with respect to B, B* and ¢ry.

Equation () can be solved (see Appendix [C]). The solution is,

ol = +GT. (103)
Using this equation and (4] equation (I02) becomes

this is equation (@9) we obtained in the higher Yang-Mills formulation of the
MM theory.

With the help of (87) (B88) [@4) and (I03) equation ([@J) becomes

1
é—zeabcdec AT =20k % Gl, A By =0 (105)

this is equivalent to equation (@3)).
Equation (I00) can be written,
1 1 ab c 1 a b c 1 1
— | S€abeca R Ne® — —e® Ne” Ne® | +4xGpA\By—*G 4y NG —3G s AxGT = 0.
«

14 23
(106)
And using the identity for the interior product ¢ of the wedge product of the
p-form 8 and the g-form ~, with the vector X,

ix (BAY) =1ux (B) Ay + (=1 BAux (v) (107)

in the term — * G'y A G we have,

1
1 (éeabcd}%“b Aef — 6—36“ Aeb A ec) +4*G[b/\ﬁ4]—i—(GI/\*G])b—élG]b/\*GI =0
«
(108)
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where we have,
G = (xGN)peb G =Glye? «GI NG = (xGT A Gr)pe® (109)

This is equivalent to equation (@) of the higher YM formulation.

6 Conclusions

In this work, we study the generalizations of the MM theory in the context
of strict 2-groups. The MM theory, relies on the use of a symmetry group
containing the Lorentz group. In our case we use SO(4,1). The Lie algebra
associated to this group is then decomposed as the direct sum of two vector
spaces namely s0(4,1) = s0(3,1) ® R*!. The MM theory may be cast in a
form similar to the Yang-Mills theory. In this case, the SO(4,1) symmetry is
explicitly broken by the use of €,pcq ). The MM theory may also be formulated
as a BF theory to which a symmetry breaking term (once again involving €,peq)
is added ([I3).

The construction of a higher gauge theory requires a strict 2-group. We
use the categorification of the 1S0(4,1) group (Section Bl which we call the de
Sitter 2-group.

To generalize the MM theory as a Yang-Mills-like theory, we use the 2-YM
theory proposed in [I1]. In order to recover a theory of gravity close to GR, we
explicitly break the SO(4,1) symmetry using €gpeq- The result is an EC theory
of gravity coupled to Kalb-Ramond fields. The torsion in this theory is related
to these KR fields by (@1).

As for the BF formulation of the MM theory, its generalization makes use
of the 2-BF theory (28). This theory, when specialized to the de Sitter 2-
group produces a topological theory. We establish this by using a spacetime
decomposition of the action and studying the number of First Class constraints
(Subsection [B.T]). We then proceed to add two constraint terms to this topolog-
ical theory, therefore constructing an Einstein-Cartan theory given in equations
@) @3) and (8H). The theory in the BF form is equivalent to the one in the
YM form except for the extra Nieh-Yan topological term. We note that, both
forms of the generalization include the cosmological constant term.

The canonical quantization of these theories, requires their Hamiltonian
analysis to be carried out. This is work in progress and will appear elsewhere.

A Identities involving Gamma matrices

We take the Dirac gamma matrices as obeying,
{~*7"} =29, (110)
and we define 75 as,

. i
Vs =" = Jreanear™ vy (111)

16



with the convention €g123 = +1.
It is then easy to prove,

Tr (V5Ya VYY) = 4€abed - (112)

This allows us to use ivs as a sort of ‘Hodge star operator’. We have the
following MM action:

1 .
S = —— [ Tr (Z"y5F1J /\FKL’YI’YJ”YK’YL) (113)
16 M
1
— o abe Fab/\FCd. 114
dor /M€ bed ( )

Note that (II2]) is the only non-zero combination, given the trace properties of
gamma matrices. This is eq. (8) in the main text.
The BF action can be written,

1
S = T Tr (B"™ A FXYyryvkn) (115)

1 4
= T /TT (B® A F*"Yaveva) = 1 /TT (B** A F*y57a757)

where y7—4 = 75. Using the fact that (v5)? = I and that it anticommutes
with the other ,, together with the trace identities for two and four gamma
matrices,

Tr (FYa'Yb) = 477ab (116)
Tr (YawYeva) = 4 Medfab — Mbdac + Nadlbe) (117)
we have,
1
g — / (§Bab A Fop + B2 A F4a>
1 IJ
= §B N Fry. (118)

these are the first two terms in (I4)).
The third term can be written as,

o .
g o= / tr (B" A B insyrymo) (119)
« ab cd
= 2 e BN B (120

So the full action is,
1 e} .
S =— /TT (@B” NFS ey = 5 BT A BKLWsWW%%) . (121)

The action for the generalization of the MM as a higher YM theory (3]
may be written,

1.
Sain = —/ Tr (w—az%F” AN FRYy iy vy + kG A *G‘]Ww) . (122)
M
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B Solution of the ‘constraint equation’

In this section we solve the ‘constraint equation’ (@3] using the component
notation.

Using (B8) and (61l), equation ([@3]) becomes,

k 1
@e“”nglwpebg B “VPUCI#G cde€ l,edpeeg =0, (123)
contracting with ey (note that by doing this we are implicitly using the metric
gor = 7€ senr) we get,

k 1
EGMUP)\GIHVP _ CIM@EMUP ( bcdeebkecuedpeea) - 0
k v |6| 1 vpo
geu pAGqup_OI;L£4 S WO |
k
EE'LWP)\GI#UP + CI)\% = 0
and finally we get
I k€4 v I
O A= €M B PG uvp (]‘24)

Gle]
C Solution of equation (10T
The field equation (I0T]) can be written in component form, using (61]). It reads,
1 eQHrP I Ib 1 apvp c _d _e
3¢ G p+ ¢ EE €bcdee e’y =0, (125)
Using ey ? we can write,
Ib _ . T6 ) B 1 sl b
¢ = (]5 Eeb/ f =@ ge B (126)

with this equation (I28) becomes

%eo‘“”pGIWp + ! 3|1£46a””pebcdee g€ Hed,,e p = 0
%GWPGIW,, - @fﬂ(sg'g%' =0
and finally we get,
olp = 6ﬁ4| oG (127)
or equivalently
ety = Clyg (128)
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