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Abstract

We investigate the relation between a one-parameter family of (anti)-de Sitter

Yang-Mills models and Einstein-Palatini gravity in the absence of matter, realized

via a Inön̈u-Wigner contraction of the (A)-dS algebra. The Yang-Mills action is

shown to reproduce the Einstein equations of General Relativity when the param-

eter labelling the gauge group is set to zero. In this limit the components of the

gauge connection consistently reduce to tetrads and spin connection, transforming

in the standard way under the local Lorentz group. Moreover, the full gauge sym-

metry of the Yang-Mills action gives rise to the invariance under diffeomorphisms

and local Lorentz transformations of General Relativity.
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1 Introduction

The search for a formulation of gravity as a gauge theory has a long history. There

is an extensive literature on the subject, starting from the seminal papers of Utiyama,

Sciama, Kibble, Hayashi and Nakano [1–4] and the contributions by Hehl in the 80’s

(see for example the reprint [5]), gauging the Lorentz and Poincaré groups. Many of

these approaches are reviewed in [6], and in particular in the recent textbook [7].

The first step toward a gauge-theoretic formulation of gravity typically consists in

moving from the second-order metric formulation of the Einstein–Hilbert action to a first-

order, or tetradic-Palatini, formulation [8], which amounts to choosing new, independent

degrees of freedom, tetrads and spin connection, and promoting the local Lorentz group

to the gauge group. The resulting action does not yield a gauge theory of Yang-Mills

type, since the tetrad ea
µ is not a gauge connection, while the spin connection ωab

µ is.

However, by extending the construction which works in lower dimensions, where the

theory is topological [9], the former can be formulated as a gauge theory of BF type [10],

provided the so-called simplicity constraint is implemented for the B field [11, 12].

On the other hand, attempts to formulate gravity as a Yang-Mills theory for the

whole Poincaré group, so to include the tetrads in the gauge connection, encounter a

well known problem: due to the degeneracy of the Cartan-Killing metric of the algebra,

the translational sector of the theory is non-dynamical, unless the Yang-Mills action is

modified or the gauge group is extended (see for example [13], [14]). In this framework,

many existing proposals in the literature exploit the possibility of obtaining the Poincaré

group as a Wigner-Inönü contraction of de Sitter or anti-de Sitter groups [15, 16]. A

related approach is represented by the MacDowell-Mansouri action [17] whose geometric

interpretation in terms of Cartan geometry is clarified in [18]. For an updated review

see [7].

In this paper we propose yet another formulation of gravity as a one-parameter family

of Yang-Mills models for the (anti)-de Sitter group ((A)dS in the following), with the

physical content of the theory being recovered in the Wigner-Inönü contraction. The

choice of pseudo-orthogonal groups offers two obvious advantages: it allows to encode

the would-be geometric fields into components of the extended gauge connection and it

guarantees that the scalar product in the algebra, defined via the Cartan-Killing metric,

is invariant under the adjoint action of the group and nondegenerate.

One main novelty of our proposal is the invariance in form of the action in the limit
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α → 0, being α the contraction parameter from the (A)dS to the Poincaré group. We

shall see that the standard Lagrangian description of the Yang-Mills gauge theory can

be applied without modifications, while the geometric interpretation of the gauge fields

as the tetrads and Lorentz connection will be recovered as α → 0, with the Lorentz

subgroup as the residual gauge group. The choice of de Sitter or anti-de Sitter will ulti-

mately be motivated by the sign of the cosmological constant [19]. These groups preserve

a quadratic form with an appropriately chosen signature, whose four-dimensional reduc-

tion is subsequently preserved by the Lorentz group.

Various works have proceeded along similar lines in the past and in the current

literature. One of the first ones is [20], which proposes a non-linear realization of a con-

nection on a fiber bundle, where the fiber is the homogeneous space SO(1, 4)/SO(1, 3).

The components of the gauge potential are identified with tetrads and spin connection,

leading to Euler-Lagrange equations that have gravitational counterparts in the material

sources, linked to curvature and torsion. Among recent ones, in [21], the Inönü-Wigner

contraction, responsible for the transition from the gauge group to the Lorentz group, is

chosen to be related to some mass parameter. Additionally, each gauge field configura-

tion defines an effective geometry through a isomorphism from R
4 to a final manifold M

4,

a deformed space. Another construction is proposed in [22], where a Yang-Mills type

gauge action is analyzed, and the gravitational action emerges as a projection of the

five-dimensional space on which the de Sitter group fibration is defined. This projection

identifies a natural tetrad, which defines the spacetime volume, thereby breaking the

original gauge symmetry to SO(1, 3). Finally, in [23], gravity models are derived from a

topological gauge theory which is a combination of topological invariants of a manifold

with an underlying Cartan geometry G/H , G being the (A)dS group and H the Lorentz

subgroup SO(1, 3).

Besides the invariance in form of the action in the limit, another difference between

the cited literature and the present work consists in that, in our case, the dynamics ob-

tained once the contraction limit performed is not modified with respect to GR, namely,

no new contributions from torsion and curvature are retrieved.

Our analysis starts with a standard Yang-Mills gauge theory associated with a one-

parameter family of algebras of pseudo-orthogonal groups, gα, which recovers, while

varying the parameter, the de Sitter, anti-de Sitter, and Poincaré algebras for α being

positive, negative, or zero, respectively. In the limit where α tends to zero, the structure

group reduces to the Poincaré group but the gauge connection is defined in such a

way that the action functional does not change, being independent of α. However the
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interpretation of the gauge fields changes radically. In fact, in the limit, the theory can

no longer be considered a gauge theory. The local symmetry group of the action reduces

to Lorentz suggesting the possibility to interpret the emerging model as gravity. In this

sense, the work identifies and analyses the set of conditions that must be met for such

an interpretation to be well grounded.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the Yang-Mills action

for the one parameter family of Lie algebras. In Section 3, we study the differential

identities implied by the Bianchi identity of the Yang-Mills action. This analysis is

crucial for ensuring consistency with the Bianchi identities of curvature and torsion

of gravity in the limit α → 0. In Section 4 we analyse the behavior of the different

components of the gauge potential under gauge transformations and we show that, in

the limit α → 0 their transformation properties are consistent with their interpretation

as tetrad and Lorentz connection fields. In Section 5 we derive the Euler Lagrange

equations, showing that they are equivalent in form to the equations of gravity in the

absence of matter. Finally, in Section 6, we complete the identification of tetrads and

Lorentz connection in the limit α → 0. We discuss the emergence of diffeomorphisms

and the full recovery of the dynamics. We conclude with a final discussion of results and

perspectives.

2 The Yang-Mills action for the (A)dS group

Let us consider a one-parameter family of Lie algebras, which reproduces the Lie algebras

of (A)dS and Poincaré groups, depending on the value of the dimensionless parameter

α, which can be negative, positive or zero. The family, indicated by gα
1 is characterized

by the Lie brackets

[Pa, Pb] = αJab := αKef
a,bJef

[Pa, Jbc] = ηabPc − ηacPb := f e
a,bcPe (2.1)

[Jab, Jcd] = ηadJbc − ηacJbd + ηbcJad − ηbdJac := f ef
ab,cdJef

with generators Jab, Pa, a, b = 0, . . . 3 and Kcd
a,b = 1

2
(δc

aδd
b − δd

aδc
b). This choice of basis

singles out the Lorentz subalgebra spanned by the generators Jab (a detailed character-

ization of the algebra is given in Appendix A). In order to formulate a gauge theory

1We shall indicate with Gα the family of associated Lie groups. Moreover, gauge groups and gauge

algebras shall be indicated with calligraphic letters such as Gα, gα.
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with gα as the algebra of the structure group, we introduce a gα-valued connection one-

form, Ω, whose components in the Lie algebra generators are indicated by {̟ab, ϑa},

respectilvely related to the generators {Jab and Pa}

Ω =
1

2
̟abJab +

√

λ

α
ϑaPa ∈ Ω1(M) ⊗ gα (2.2)

The connection one-form is defined on the base manifold M = R
(1,3), endowed with

Minkowski metric, and can be expressed as Ω = Ωµdxµ, where the greek indices µ, ν, ρ

label the local coordinates. The parameter λ has dimensions of inverse length square

and its sign determines the sign of α to ensure that the radicand is positive. Its value

and sign will be chosen only at the end to identify the Einstein equations and will be

connected to the cosmological constant parameter. 2

The curvature two-form F associated with the connection one-form Ω

F = DΩΩ = dΩ +
1

2
[Ω, Ω] ∈ Ω2(M) ⊗ gα (2.3)

is naturally decomposed into two components: a Lorentz valued two-form and a second

component which is Pa-valued

F =
1

2
(Rab + λEab)Jab +

√

λ

α
TaPa (2.4)

where

Rab = d̟ab +
1

4
fab

ij,cd̟
ij ∧ ̟cd = d̟ab + ̟a

c ∧ ̟cb (2.5)

is the Lorentz curvature of the connection ̟,

Ta = dϑa +
1

2
fa

cd,b̟
cd ∧ ϑb = dϑa + ̟a

c ∧ ϑc (2.6)

is the covariant derivative of ϑ with respect to ̟ and we have introduced for future

convenience the two-form

Eab = Kab
c,dϑc ∧ ϑd = ϑa ∧ ϑb. (2.7)

The Yang-Mills action for the de Sitter group then reads

SY M =
~

2g2

∫

M

(

F ∧, ∗F
)

(2.8)

2In addition, notice that as a consequence of the dimensional properties of the coefficient λ, the two

components of the connection have different dimensions: ̟ab
µ has dimensions of the inverse of a length,

while ϑa
µ is dimensionless.
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where the inner product between forms is defined via the Hodge product with respect to

the Minkowski metric of the base manifold, and the round brackets denote the product

in the algebra provided by the Cartan-Killing metric. Since the algebra of gα is semi-

simple for α 6= 0, the scalar product is invariant under the adjoint action of the group

and also non-degenerate. Moreover, the action is globally invariant under Poincaré

transformations.

Starting from (2.4), we can now explicitly expand the Lagrangian density in (2.8)

according to our choice of basis in the algebra. We get a sum of four contributions

(

F ∧, ∗F
)

=
1

4
Rab ∧ ∗Rcd(Jab, Jcd) +

λ

α
Ta ∧ ∗Td(Pa, Pd)+

+
λ

2
Rab ∧ ∗Ecd(Jab, Jcd) +

λ2

4
Eab ∧ ∗Ecd(Jab, Jcd)

(2.9)

By computing the product in the algebra (see the Appendix in (A.8)), the action finally

reads

SY M =
~

2g2

∫

M

1

2
Rab ∧ ∗Rab + λTa ∧ ∗Ta +

~λ

2g2

∫

M

Rab ∧ ∗Eab +
λ

2
Eab ∧ ∗Eab (2.10)

The first two terms of the action are similar in form to the Euler classes for the curvature

R and the two form T, 3 while the last two are equivalent in form to the Einstein-Palatini

action with cosmological constant [6, 8]. As for the latter contribution, notice that it

naturally emerges from the definition of the gauge connection (2.2). Furthermore, by

adding a topological term to the Yang-Mills action, defined as

Stop =
κ

16π2

∫

M

(

F ∧, F
)

. (2.11)

the theory continues to satisfy the fundamental symmetries (gauge invariance and global

Poincaré invariance) and would produce boundary effects if the manifold had a boundary.

By setting κ/(16π2) = ~/(2γg2) (where γ will be eventually identified with the Barbero-

3In fact, unlike the Euler classes, which are described using an internal Hodge product, these are

characterized by a Hodge product with respect to the metric of the base manifold.
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Immirzi parameter), we have

SY M+top =
~λ

2g2

∫

M

Rab ∧ ∗(ϑa ∧ ϑb) +
λ

2
ϑa ∧ ϑb ∧ ∗(ϑa ∧ ϑb)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

SE−P +Cosmological Constant

+
~λ

γg2

∫

M

Rab ∧ ϑa ∧ ϑb

︸ ︷︷ ︸

P alatini Holst T erm

+
~

2g2

∫

M

1

2
Rab ∧ ∗Rab + λTa ∧ ∗Ta

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Generalized Euler−Classes

+
~

4γg2

∫

M

Rab ∧ Rab

︸ ︷︷ ︸

P ontryagin T erm

+
~λ

2γg2

∫

M

Ta ∧ Ta − Rab ∧ ϑa ∧ ϑb

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Nieh−Y an T erm

(2.12)

Therefore, the addition of a topological term to the Yang-Mills action automatically pro-

duces the contributions which shall be identified with well known topological invariants

of gravity [24–27], once the contraction limit performed 4 .

The question we want to address is whether the formal analogy of the (A)dS Yang-

Mills action with first-order Einstein-Palatini gravity can be made physical via a con-

traction of the structure group to Poincaré, and which conditions should be satisfied for

that to happen.

To this aim, the choice of basis in the (A)dS algebra and the α-dependence play an

essential role. In the limit α → 0 gα reduces to the Poincaré algebra but the action

does not change in form and it is still well defined, being independent of the parameter,

despite the fact that for α → 0, the connection (2.2) and the curvature (2.4) are ill

defined. The action (2.10) is left only with the Lorentz group as the local symmetry

group, suggesting a consistent identification with some formulation of gravity if the limit

is carefully performed.

In the coming sections, we show that the following set of essential conditions for such

identification to occur, hold in the limit α → 0:

i) The differential identities implied by the vanishing of the exterior covariant deriva-

tive of the curvature two-form, DΩF = 0 are consistent with the Bianchi identities

of the would be Riemann curvature and torsion.

ii) The behavior of the gauge fields under the action of the local Lorentz group is

consistent with their interpretation as tetrad and Lorentz connection fields.

4For this reason, with an abuse of notation, we name the topological terms in the same way as their

counterparts which will be obtained in the contraction limit.
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iii) The Euler-Lagrange equations of the theory are consistent with the equations of

General Relativity, in the absence of matter.

iv) The symmetries of the theory are consistent with the symmetries of General Rel-

ativity.

3 Differential identities implied by DΩF = 0

The one-form connection and the two-form curvature introduced in (2.2) and (2.4),

respectively, are local representatives of the Ehresmann connection one-form and associ-

ated curvature two-form on the principal bundle (P, M, Gα). Fulfillment of the Cartan

structure equation for the curvature implies the vanishing of the covariant derivative of

the associated local two-form, that is

DΩF = dF + [Ω, F ] = 0 (3.1)

which implies a set of differential identities, when projected along the Lie algebra gen-

erators. In particular, using (2.2) and (2.4),

DΩF =
1

2

(

dRab +
1

2
fab

ij,cd̟
ij ∧ Rcd + λ

(

dEab +
1

2
fab

cd,ef̟cd ∧ Eef + 2Kab
c,dϑ

c ∧ Td

))

Jab

+

√

λ

α

(

dTa +
1

2
fa

cd,b̟
cd ∧ Tb + fa

b,cdϑb ∧ 1

2
Rcd +

λ

2

(

fa
b,cdϑ

b ∧ Ecd
)
)

Pa.

Let us analyze the three terms appearing in the covariant derivative. We recognize

dRab +
1

2
fab

ij,cd̟
ij ∧ Rcd = D̟R

ab

dEab +
1

2
fab

cd,ef̟cd ∧ Eef + 2Kab
c,dϑc ∧ Td = Ta ∧ ϑb − Tb ∧ ϑa + ϑa ∧ Tb − ϑb ∧ Ta = 0

dTa +
1

2
fa

cd,b̟
cd ∧ Tb +

1

2
fa

b,cdϑb ∧ Rcd = D̟T
a − ϑb ∧ Ra

b

(3.2)

and fa
b,cd ϑb ∧ Ecd = 0. Therefore, the Cartan structure equations reduce to

DΩF =
1

2

(

D̟R
ab
)

Jab +

√

λ

α

(

D̟T
a − ϑb ∧ Ra

b

)

Pa = 0 (3.3)

which imply

D̟R
ab = 0 (3.4)
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D̟T
a − ϑb ∧ Ra

b = 0 (3.5)

These equations represent the analog of the generalized Bianchi identities for the cur-

vature and the torsion tensor of an affine connection. However, such identification can

be considered only when the gauge fields acquire a geometric interpretation and can be

identified as tetrads and the Lorentz connection.

4 Transformation properties of connection one-form

components

In order to obtain a proper interpretation of gauge fields as tetrads and Lorentz connec-

tion, it is essential that they transform correctly under the action of the local Lorentz

group in the limit where the full structure group reduces to the Poincaré group.

To this, let us first consider gauge transformations of the gauge connection Ω. We

have

Ω′ = g−1Ωg + g−1dg , with g ∈ Gα (4.1)

whose infinitesimal form reads

Ω′ = Ω + εab[Ω, Jab] + εa[Ω, Pa] + dεabJab + dεaPa (4.2)

By setting

Ω′ =
1

2
̟′abJab +

√

λ

α
ϑ′aPa (4.3)

we find for the components

1

2
δ̟ef = f ef

ab,cd

1

2
̟abεcd +

√
αλKef

a,dϑaεd + dεef

δϑe = f e
a,cdϑaεcd +

√
α

λ
(f e

ab,d

1

2
̟abεd + dεe)

(4.4)

where δ̟ab = ̟′ab − ̟ab and δϑa = ϑ′a − ϑa.

Let us now take the limit for α → 0. In this limit, Gα reduces to the Poincaré group

SO(1, 3) ⋉ T4, and Eqs. (4.4) become

1

2
δ̟ef = dεef + f ef

ab,cd

1

2
̟abεcd

δϑe = f e
a,cdϑaεcd

(4.5)
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Hence, the component ̟ of the connection transforms non-homogeneously under Lorentz

transformations, just like the Lorentz connection, while the component ϑ transforms like

a Lorentz vector, similarly to tetrad one-forms. In other words, in the limit α → 0, ϑ is

no longer a gauge connection, whereas ̟ is, and the residual gauge group is the Lorentz

group.

5 Einstein-Palatini gravity from the Yang-Mills ac-

tion in the limit α → 0

The transformation law (4.5) is not sufficient to establish a complete identification. It

is necessary to understand whether the Euler-Lagrange equations of the theory repro-

duce the Einstein-Palatini equations and whether the symmetries of general relativity,

including diffeomorphsims, are fully recovered.

To this aim, we first derive the equations of motion of the Yang-Mills theory. The

analysis will be restricted to the case where there is no matter contribution, postponing

a complete analysis which includes matter sources to a forthcoming paper [28].

Assuming that the base manifold has no boundary, the variation of the action gives

δ

δϑa
SY M =

λ~

g2

[

D̟(∗Ta) + ϑb ∧ ∗Rab + λϑb ∧ ∗Eab

]

(5.1)

δ

δ̟ab
SY M =

~

2g2
[D̟(∗Rab) + λD̟(∗Eab) + λ(ϑb ∧ ∗Ta − ∗Ta ∧ ϑb)] (5.2)

On observing that the third term in Eq. (5.2) is zero, as both T and ∗T are two-forms

in 4 dimensions, the Euler-Lagrange equations become

D̟(∗Ta) + ϑb ∧ ∗Rab + λϑb ∧ ∗Eab = 0 (5.3)

D̟(∗Rab) + λD̟(∗Eab) = 0 (5.4)

Eq. (5.4) can be further simplified by multiplying it by ϑ and using the anti-derivation

property of the exterior covariant derivative, to get

Tb ∧ ∗Rab + λTb ∧ ∗Eab − D̟(ϑb ∧ ∗Rab + λϑb ∧ ∗Eab) = 0 (5.5)

Then, on using Eq. (5.3), Eq. (5.4) is replaced with (see Appendix B)

λTb ∧ ∗Eab = 0. (5.6)
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Eq. (5.3) which governs the dynamics of the curvature R contains a term that depends

on T. This contribution arises because of the presence of generalized Euler classes in

the action (2.10). However this additional term is easily seen to be irrelevant in the

absence of matter, because of Eq. (5.6). In summary, the Euler-Lagrange equations of

the theory can be recast in the form

ϑb ∧ ∗ (Rab + λEab) = 0 (5.7)

Tb = 0 → dϑa = −̟a
c ∧ ϑc (5.8)

formally equivalent the Einstein-Palatini equations with cosmological constant [8].

6 Geometric interpretation of the gauge fields in the

limit α → 0

So far, we have considered a standard Yang-Mills theory on Minkowski space-time with

structure group Gα and Yang-Mills action given by (2.8), that is invariant under global

Poincaré transformations, the group of isometries of M. The connection one-form Ω

decomposes along the Lie algebra generators in terms of ϑ and ̟, which transform ap-

propriately under the action of the gauge group. Moreover they transform as covariant

vectors under global Poincaré transformations and General Coordinate Transformations

(GCTs) or regular diffeomorphisms, although the latter are not symmetries for the ac-

tion.

In the limit α → 0, when the algebra of the structure group reduces to the Poincaré

algebra, the P -translations5 are no longer gauge transformations. In fact, as we show

in the following, it is thanks to them that it is possible to retrieve the diffeomorphisms.

Remarkably, such identification is induced by the Euler-Lagrange equations in (2.10),

which provide a geometric constraint that forces P -translations to coincide with the

GCTs in the limit α → 0. This feature is essential to reconcile the physical content of

gauge theory with that of general relativity.

5By “P -translations” we mean the sector of gauge transformations associated with the P - generators.
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6.1 From gauge translations to diffeomorphisms: soldering

Let us start by recalling the expression for the gauge transformations of the connection

components under the action of the gauge group Gα. We have

δ

√

λ

α
ϑa

µ = ∂µεa + εc 1

2
̟de

µ fa
de,c +

√

λ

α
εdeϑc

µfa
c,de

:= δP (εc)(ϑ
a
µ) +

√

λ

α
δJ(εcd)(ϑ

a
µ) (6.1)

1

2
δ̟ab

µ = ∂µεab + εcd 1

2
̟ef

µ fab
ef,cd +

√
αλKab

d,cϑ
d
µεc

:= δJ(εcd)(
1

2
̟ab

µ ) +
√

αλKab
d,cϑ

d
µεc (6.2)

with εa and εab, the coordinate-dependent parameters of the transformations6 for the

components of the connection, and we have singled out the different conttributions along

the generators of the Lie algebra.

At the same time the connection transforms infinitesimally under diffeomorphisms,

yµ(x) = xµ + ξµ(x), according to

δGCT (ξ)Ω
I
µ = LξΩ

I
µ = ξν∂νΩI

µ + ΩI
ν∂µξν (6.3)

Therefore, for each connection component, we have the following:

δGCT (ξ)ϑ
a
µ = ξν∂νϑa

µ + ϑa
ν∂µξν

δGCT (ξ)̟
ab
µ = ξν∂ν̟ab

µ + ̟ab
ν ∂µξν

(6.4)

In order to study the interplay of gauge and coordinate transformations, it is convenient

to consider a covariant generalization of the general coordinate transformations (CGCT),

provided by the Freedman-Van Proeyen’s formalism [29]. For the full gauge potential

these are defined as

δCGCT (ξ)Ω
I
µ = δGCT (ξ)Ω

I
µ − δ(ξρΩρ)Ω

I
µ (6.5)

and consist of the difference between a general coordinate transformation and a gauge

transformation whose parameters depend on the same components of the connection

as well as on the vector describing the GCT. Under gauge transformations, the action

of GCT transformations would involve dependencies on derivatives of the parameters,

but gauge transformations of covariant quantities should not involve derivatives of the

6Hereafter, δ without subscripts (GCT) or (CGCT) will always refer to gauge transformations, and

their parameters, functions of spacetime coordinates, will be enclosed in parentheses.
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parameters. CGCT allow the removal of this dependence and, as we shall see, provide

a convenient rewriting of the GCT in terms of components of the curvature two-form

(2.4).

Expanding the definition in (6.5) for the components of Ω, we obtain

δCGCT (ξ)

√

λ

α
ϑa

µ = δGCT (ξ)

√

λ

α
ϑa

µ

−


∂µ(ξρ

√

λ

α
ϑa

ρ) + (ξρ

√

λ

α
ϑc

ρ)
1

2
̟de

µ fa
de,c + (ξρ 1

2
̟de

ρ )

√

λ

α
ϑc

µfa
c,de





(6.6)

and

δCGCT (ξ)(
1

2
̟ab

µ ) = δGCT (ξ)(
1

2
̟ab

µ )

−
(

∂µ(ξρ 1

2
̟ab

ρ ) + (ξρ 1

2
̟cd

ρ )
1

2
̟ef

µ fab
cd,ef + (ξρϑc

ρ)ϑd
µλKab

c,d

) (6.7)

which, on using (6.1) and (6.2), simplify to

δCGCT (ξ)ϑ
a
µ = δGCT (ξ)ϑ

a
µ − δP (ξρϑc

ρ)(ϑ
a
µ) − δJ(ξρ̟cd

ρ )(ϑ
a
µ)

δCGCT (ξ)̟
ab
µ = δGCT (ξ)̟

ab
µ − δJ(ξρ 1

2
̟cd

ρ )(̟
ab
µ ) − 2λξρϑc

ρϑd
µKab

c,d

(6.8)

On the other hand by replacing the first of Eqs. (6.4) in (6.6), we get

δCGCT (ξ)ϑ
a
µ = ξρTa

ρµ (6.9)

and by replacing the second of Eqs. (6.4) in (6.7)

δCGCT (ξ)̟
ab
µ = ξρRab

ρµ − 2λξρϑc
ρϑd

µKab
c,d (6.10)

Therefore, on comparing Eqs. (6.8) with Eqs. (6.9), (6.10) we obtain

δGCT (ξ)ϑ
a
µ − δP (ξρϑc

ρ)(ϑ
a
µ) − δJ(ξρ̟cd

ρ )(ϑ
a
µ) = ξρTa

ρµ

δGCT (ξ)̟
ab
µ − δJ(ξρ 1

2
̟cd

ρ )(̟
ab
µ ) = ξρRab

ρµ

(6.11)

Hence, as anticipated, CGCT allow for the rewriting of diffeomorphisms in terms of

gauge transformations and covariant tensors.

The first of Eqs. (6.11), appropriately rearranged, gives the soldering equation

δP (ξρϑc
ρ)(ϑ

a
µ) = δGCT (ξ)ϑ

a
µ − ξρTa

ρµ − δJ(ξρ̟cd
ρ )(ϑ

a
µ) (6.12)
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which explicitly shows that the difference between P -gauge translations and diffeomor-

phisms consist of a curvature term and a Lorentz gauge transformation. From the

Euler-Lagrange Eqs. (5.8) T = 0, so that Eq. (6.12) further symplifies

δP (ξρϑc
ρ)(ϑ

a
µ) = δGCT (ξ)ϑ

a
µ − δJ(ξρ̟cd

ρ )(ϑ
a
µ) (6.13)

Finally, we can conlcude that the P -gauge translations can be identified with the general

coordinate transformations in the limit where α is set to zero, provided that the following

relationship between the P-gauge parameters and the diffeomorphisms parameters holds

εc = ϑc
ρ ξρ (6.14)

The above equation, together with the transformation law (4.5), allows interpreting the

P-gauge fields ϑa
µ as tetrads. Therefore, in the limit α → 0, we can identify:







ϑa → θa tetrad 1-form

̟ab → ωab Lorentz connection 1-form
(6.15)

and consequently, recalling their definition in Eqs. (2.6) and (2.5) we can give a consis-

tent geometric interpretation to the components of the curvature 2-form F as






Ta → T a torsion 2-form

Rab → Rab Lorentz curvature 2-form
(6.16)

Summarising, in the limit α → 0, we have obtained a dynamical model for the geometric

degrees of fredom from a gauge theory of Yang-Mills type, which is consistent with first-

order gravity. As a further check, notice that when the torsion is zero it is possible to

solve T = 0 for the field ω (Lorentz connection) in terms of the tetrad field θ and its

derivatives, as in any other first order theory of gravity.

6.2 Recovering the Einstein Equations

We are now able to show that, once the gauge fields are identified as described in (6.15),

the Euler-Lagrange equations derived from (2.8) exactly represent the free Einstein-

Hilbert equations with the cosmological constant. In particular, when (6.16) holds, Eqs.

(5.7), (5.8) become:
(

1

4
Rabµνεµν

λτ θb
ρ +

λ

2
εaρλτ

)

dxρ ∧ dxλ ∧ dxτ = 0

dθa = −ωa
c ∧ θc

(6.17)

14



where Rab
µν = ∂µωab

ν − ∂νωab
µ + ωa

µ cω
cb
ν − ωa

ν cω
cb
µ is identified with the Riemann tensor,

satisfying all its symmetry properties (implied by the zero torsion condition). The first

equation yields
(

1

4
Rabµνεµν

λτ θb
ρ +

λ

2
εaρλτ

)

εaρλσ = 0 (6.18)

and setting Λ = −3λ we get

Rσ
τ − 1

2
δσ

τ R + δσ
τ Λ = 0 (6.19)

The Einstein equations with cosmological constant, without sources, are recovered within

this formalism and the cosmological constant emerges naturally from the choice of Gα

as the gauge group of the Yang-Mills theory (2.8). We observe, moreover, that the

cosmological constant Λ determines both the value and the sign of λ, thereby choosing

the corresponding family Gα. If the cosmological constant is positive, as observative

data indicate, λ must be negative, constraining α to be negative as well, because of Eq.

(2.2). This in turn selects SO(2, 3) as the gauge group.

7 Discussion

One of the main motivations for gauge formulations of gravity is the search of a candidate

model for quantum theory. Yang-Mills theories are a natural choice both for their

renormalization properties and for their success in describing all other fundamental

interactions.

How close can we make a Yang-Mills model to gravity, both geometrically and phys-

ically? In this work, we propose a possible answer to this question by investigating the

inherent geometric structures shared by Yang-Mills models and General Relativity in its

first-order formulation. We provide a formalism for recovering 4d gravity as a limit of a

(A)dS Yang-Mills theory via the Inönü-Wigner contraction of the (A)dS algebra of the

structure group to the Poincaré algebra. We show that the gauge symmetry reduces to

the local Lorentz group, while the local “P-translations” generate the invariance under

diffeomorphsisms.

We limit here the analysis to a pure gauge theory where no matter terms are consid-

ered. The model reproduces correctly the dynamics of the gravitational field, with the

dynamical metric being quadratic in the sector of P-translations of the algebra. This

suggests a possible interpretation of the undelying gauge theory as a natural double
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copy formulation of gravity [30–32].The meaning of the contraction parameter α and its

interplay with the cosmological constant have to be understood, also in relation with

the renormalization group flow. These directions of research are currently under inves-

tigation. Moreover, a consistent generalization of the proposed prescription, including

matter, is being studied and shall be the object of future work [28].
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A Pseudo-Orthogonal groups

The pseudo-orthogonal group SO(p, q) with p + q = 5 is the special Lie group of lin-

ear transformations of a real 5-dimensional vector space that leave invariant a non-

degenerate symmetric bilinear form η of signature (p, q). The algebra so(p, q) is provided

by generators MAB, A, B = 0, . . . , 4, and Lie brackets

[MAB, MCD] = ηADMBC − ηACMBD + ηBCMAD − ηBDMAC := fKL
AB,CDMKL (A.1)

The Killing-Cartan metric for so(p, q) is, by definition,

(MAB, MCD) = fKL
AB,EF fEF

CD,KL = (2p + 2q − 4)(ηADηBC − ηACηBD) (A.2)

Two important pseudo-orthogonal groups are the de Sitter group SO(1, 4) preserving

the quadratic form ηAB = diag(1, −1, −1, −1, −1) and the anti-de Sitter group SO(2, 3)

preserving the quadratic form ηAB = diag(1, −1, −1, −1, 1). It is convenient to choose

a basis for their Lie algebras which highlights the Lorentz subalgebra. Indeed, if a, b =

0, 1, 2, 3 we can write

[M4a, M4b] = ±Mab

[M4a, Mbc] = ηabM4c − ηacM4b

[Mab, Mcd] = ηadMbc − ηacMbd + ηbcMad − ηbdMac

(A.3)
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where + and − refer to the de Sitter algebra so(1, 4) and anti-de Sitter algebra so(2, 3),

respectively. Furthermore, by defining, as

Pa =
√

|α|M4a (A.4)

Jab = Mab (A.5)

we have

[Pa, Pb] = ±|α|Jab := αKef
a,bJef

[Pa, Jbc] = ηabPc − ηacPb := f e
a,bcPe

[Jab, Jcd] = ηadJbc − ηacJbd + ηbcJad − ηbdJac := f ef
ab,cdJef

(A.6)

where ηab is the Minkowski metric in 4d with signature (+, −, −, −) while Kcd
a,b =

1
2
(δc

aδd
b − δc

bδ
d
a). Moreover the parameter α can take positive, negative, or zero values.

The Poincaré algebra iso(1, 3) can be derived from so(1, 4) or so(2, 3) in the limit of

α → 0 (the Inönü-Wigner contraction [16]). Finally, by Eq. (A.2), the scalar product

of the generators of the algebra (A.6) is given by

(Pa, Pb) = |α|(M4a, M4b) = 6|α|(η4bηa4 − η44ηab) (A.7)

(Jab, Pc) =
√

|α|(Mab, M4c) = 6
√

|α|(ηacηb4 − ηbcηa4) = 0

(Jab, Jcd) = (Mab, Mcd) = 6(ηacηbd − ηbcηad)

So, taking into account the signature of the de Sitter and anti-de Sitter metric, the

formula (A.7) results in

(Pa, Pb) = ±|α|ηab = αηab,

(Jab, Pc) = 0,

(Jab, Jcd) = ηacηbd − ηbcηad.

(A.8)

Notice that the product would be degenerate in the limit where α is zero, i.e., in the

limit where the algebra becomes iso(1, 3).

B Calculation of the double exterior covariant deriva-

tive

We note that D̟ represents the covariant derivative with respect to the component of

the connection Ω, which takes values in the Lorentz algebra, namely ̟/2, as indicated
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by (2.6), consequently:

D̟D̟(∗T) = D̟

(

d(∗T) +
[
1

2
̟,T

])

= D̟

(

d(∗T)a +
1

2
fa

bc,d ̟bc ∧ (∗T)d

)

Pa

= D̟

(

d(∗T)a + (−δa
b ηcd + δa

c ηbd)
1

2
̟bc ∧ (∗T)d

)

Pa = D̟

(

d(∗T)a − ̟a
d ∧ (∗T)d

)

Pa

= d2(∗T)aPa − d
(

̟a
d ∧ ∗Td

)

Pa +
1

2
̟ef ∧ d(∗T)p[Jef , Pp] − 1

2
̟ef ∧ ̟p

d ∧ (∗T)d[Jef , Pp]

= −d
(

̟a
d ∧ ∗Td

)

Pa +
1

2
̟ef ∧ d(∗T)pfa

ef,pPa − 1

2
̟ef ∧ ̟p

d ∧ (∗T)dfa
ef,pPa

(B.1)

D̟D̟(∗T) = −d̟a
d ∧ ∗TdPa + ̟a

d ∧ d(∗T)dPa +
1

2
̟ef ∧ d(∗T)pfa

ef,pPa

− 1

2
̟ef ∧ ̟p

d ∧ (∗T)dfa
ef,pPa = −d̟a

d ∧ ∗TdPa − 1

2
̟ef ∧ ̟p

d ∧ (∗T)dfa
ef,pPa

= −Ra
d ∧ ∗TdPa

(B.2)
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