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Abstract
N on-orientable nanostructures are becom ing feasable today. This lead us to the study of soin in
these geom etries. Hence a physically sound de nition of spin is suggested. U sing our de nition,
we study the question ofthe num ber ofdi erent waysto de ne spin. W e argue that the possibility
of having m ore than one spin structure should be taken into account energetically. The e ect of
topology on soin is studied in detail using cohom ological argum ents. W e generalize the de nition

of equivalence am ong (s)pIn structures to nclide non-orientable spaces.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Tt has recently been possible to realize new an allsizem aterialsw ith nontrivial topologies.
Tanda et al. were abl to have M obius bands form ed by crystals of N iobimm and Seleniim ,
N bSe3:]-: . G iven the recent Interest in spintronics, it seem s therefore worth thee ort to study
the possble e ect of geom etry on spin, egpecially the combined e ect of non-orientability
and non-sin ple connectedness of the space.

G eom etric e ects In physics are often hidden in tem s of constraints. O ne good exam ple
ofthis isthe wvacua ofQCD . Here, the di erent topological sectors are due to the G auss
oonstrajntlé . The Chem number also appears due to constraints either in physical space
ormomentum space. W hile studying charge density waves in a torus geom etry, T houless
found that in this case, the conductivity is expressed in tem s of the Chem num ber of the
m anifold and di ers from the periodic lattice case in Euclidean spaoe"-3I . Spinh currents In
sam dconductors is still another problm where the Chem num ber can be used to explain the
universality ofthe spin conductivity In theRashbam odeilﬂl . In this Jatter cass, the constraint
is in m om entum space which is hom otopic to the plane w ithout the origin, a non-sim ply
connected space. A nalexampl, we give, is the quantization of the spin of the SU (2)
Skym ion. The solution to this problem was possbl only affer extending SU (2) to group
SU (3)5 . However In this extension, a new tem is needed In the Lagrangian, the W ess—
Zum no tem , which has a topological signi cance and it is related to the disconnectedness
0fSO (3). This latter exam ple show s the Inter-connectedness of topology of elds and spin.

In thiswork, we address sin ilar issues between soin and topology ofthe physical space of
electrons on non-orientable m anifolds such asa M cblusband. In this case there isno global
well de ned spin structure for them anj:fb]dE . Ik iswell known that quantum m echanical
wave functions in non-sin ply connected spaces can be mulivalued and are therefore well
de ned only on their sin ply connected covering spaoes‘-al . For non-orientable m anifolds, we
show that a de nition of soin ispossible by going to the orientable doubl cover ofthe niial
soace. Thiswork wasm otivated by Tanda’s group and a sin ple calculation that ispresented
In the application section. Forthin— In rings, we observed that there is a critical radius at
which the trivial (or comm only used) spin representation becom es higher in energy than the
non-trivial (tw isted) son representation. T his tw isted representation should corresoond to

the trivial representation on a M obius band. The crtical radius is estim ated to be around



10 nm for a ckan conductor. The typical ring sizes today is In the 100 50 nm range, but
it is expected that much an aller sizes w illbe availabl In the ﬁ;lture'.i . Therefore, we clain
that at these an all scales the soin In the M obius band and in the ring should behave’ the
sam e way, eg., as I interacts w ith an extemalm agnetic eld or In a ferrom agneticm aterial.
H owever, before a physical analysis of our clain is possible, a consistent de nition of spin
structures in non-orientabl m anifolds is needed.

Spin isan inherently relativistic e ect ofthe electron and follow s from requiring Lorentz—
Invariance of the Schrodinger equa‘doné . The relativistic treatm ent of the soin is not
necessary but it considerably sin pli es the form aldiscussion.

In this paper, we study in som e detail, the di erent soin structures that are possible in
non-trivial geom etries. For non-orientable m anifolds, the soin group is extended to a pin
group w here parity is violated sim ilar to the extension of the special rotation group SO (3)
to the full rotation group O (3). In this Jatter case, the P in (3) group double covers O (3)
w ith the group Spin (3) belhg a connected com ponent of P in (3) which doubl covers the
connected com ponent of O (3), ie., SO (3). So faronly Ref.:‘:5 m akes use of pin structures
to give a viabl altemative explanation of a physical theory such as superconductiviy. In
this latter w ork, cooper pairs can be substituted for a m ore geom etrical nterpretation which
is the existence of a two-hequivalent spin structures in a ring. Hence In any non-trivial
geom etry, know ing the num ber of nequivalent pin structures is in portant to know before
w riting a Lagrangian for the dynam Jcsr-la .

For the sake of generality, we w illallow even tim e non-orientable m anifolds to be part of
the discussion. Thework in the literature that covers questions related to the existence and
the counting of the di erent P in structures ism ostly recent. A ocom prehensive Introduction
to P in group structures can be found in Refs."}i and:l5 .

Pin groups rst appeared In Ref:ii- and were derived from C1i ord algebras In rlation
to the K -theory of vector bundles. A fter that K aroubi-lé studied the obstructions to these
P In structuresw ithin berbundles theory and hence was con ned to P In structures that are
only derivable from a Cli ord algebra. A s iswellknown, there are eight non-isom orxphic Z ,
extensions of the fullLorentz group:lé . This isa direct consequence of the disconnectedness
of the fill Lorentz group and hence there is no unigque universal two-cover as is the case for

the special orthocronous Lorentz group.



T he paper is organized as follow s. In section IT, we review the results on the orientable
case and set the notation for the rest of the paper. In section ITTwe Introduce the P in group
through the C1i ord algebra. In section IV we introduce a new de nition for equivalence
am ong P in structures that works in non-orientabl spaces and study its m eaning on the
level of representations of the P inor eld. Section V addresses the question of the counting
of the lnequivalent P in structures de ned on a non-orientable m anifold in light of the new
de niion. In section VI, we apply the results to two cases; a nano-circuit that has the
geom etry of a torus and a non-orientable de Sitter space. For the nanocircuit we argue that
it is the nontrivial spin representation that must be used instead of the trivial one. In

section V I, we sum m arize our results.

IT. SPIN STRUCTURES

In what follow s, it is assum ed that we are dealing w ith m anifolds w ith m etrics that have
the signature +; ; ; ) and we willnot address any questions that are dependent on the
m etric propre. A good review on them athem atics involved here can be found in re ::-“; . In
this section, we review the spin structures on ordentable m anifolds and set the notation for
the rest of the paper.

For an ordentable m anifold B , such as the de Sitter space R~ S3, a Spin structure exists
w henever the seocond StiefelW hiney class vamshes;-” . This is the sam e as saying that the
transition fiinctions of the Lorentzian fram e bundle lift up to new transition functions w ih
values in the Spin (1;3) group. T he num ber of nequivalent Spin structures is given by the
number of classes n H ' ® ;Z,). It iswellknown that Spin (1;3) is a doublk cover for the
Lorentz group SO 4 (1;3), which isthe connected com ponent ofthe identity of the orthogonal
group O (1;3). This doubl covering Induces som e restrictions on the transition functions of
a Spin structure.

For amanifold to be orentable, the O (1;3) group structure of the fram e bundle should
be reducbl to SO (1;3) by choosing an ordentation. Since the sequence

1 ! s0@;3) ' 0@;3) !z, V1 @)

is a short exact sequence, we get the llow ing long exact sequencet?,



0 ! H°®B;S0 (1;3) ! H°®B;0 (1;3) ! H°®;Z,)

' H'®;S0 (1;3)) ! H'®;0 (1;3)) ! H'®;z,): @)

RecallingthatH ' B ;SO (1;3)) isthe set ofequivalence classes of P rincipalSO (1;3)-bundles,
then B is orentabl ifand only if (iff) the last map isnull. Thism ap is by de nition the
rst StiefelW himey class !;. Sin ilarly, the short exact ssquence

1 ' Z, ! Spin(@;3) ! SO (@;3) ! 1 3)
Induces a long exact ssquence,
! H'®;Z,) ! H'®;Spin(1;3)) ! H'®;SO (1;3)) ! H*®;Z,): (4)

Hence B hasa spoin structure 1 the Jast m ap isnull. This lJatterm ap is the second Stiefel-
W himey class !, B ) and hence it is the obstruction to a soin structure on the space B .
For non-orientable spaces, w; & 0, we need to establish sin ilar sequences to the respective
groups and this w ill lead us naturally to the pin group.

ITT. PINOR STRUCTURES

FIG.1l: TheM obius band.



P inor groups are better understood from Cli ord algebras!l. G iven a vector space V
of dimension n = 4 that is tangent to a point p 2 B and g x;y) a bilnear non-degenerate

P )
quadratic form onV associated with themetric +; ; ; ).LetT (V) = LOTl(V),where

Ti(\/')=Y e 5))

isthe tensor algebra 0of V. The set T generated by the setfx x g;x);x 2 Vg isan ideal
ofT (V): The quotient space

T (V)

Cl(V;Q)=T ©)

istheC 1i ord algebra ofthe vector space V equipped w ith the quadratic form Q (x) = gX;x):
Clearly, ifQ x) = 0;C 1(V) is sin ply the G rasan ann algebra of form son V. T he din ension
of C1V;Q) is 2*: The multiplication in this algebra is induced by the tensor product in
T (V): Let fey;e 797839 be an orthonom albasis for V. Then, the llow Ing vectors of
Clv;Q),

07172783
S0C17 027 037192701837 9283
012701637 2E37€12€3

eees;l

form a basis for the algebra. M oreover, since

Qe +te)= (e +e) e +e)

= e e + e e +e e + e e ; (7)

we have, on the level of algebra,

ee +tee 0 if 6

& = 2ee = 0;1;2;3: ®)
Clearly D irac m atroes form a representation ofthis algebra (M aprana representation).
T he involution x ! x In V extends naturally to an Involution of the algebra which in

tum induces a Z, grading ofC 1(V;Q), ie.,



Clv;Q)=CI V;0)+Cl (vV;Q); ©)

whereCI (V;Q) C1l (V;Q)) contains the even (odd) elem ents of the algebra.
A nom function can bede ned on C 1(V;Q ) by rst de ning conjugation on the genera—
tors:

ey 1ly) = e ey 10)

Then the nom ofx is de ned by

kxk®=x x): 11

Let C1l (V;Q) be the subsst of all nvertble elements of C 1(V;Q ): Actually In our case
w here the dim ension is even wem ight aswellde ne the nom w ithout the inversion : The

Chordgroup (V;Q) isthe subgroup ofC1 (V;Q) de ned by

V;0)= x2ClN;Q):v2V; RV 2V : 12)

Given x2 (V;Q), then i can be represented by an orthogonal transform ation

e ! x)ex ! 3)

IFfweweretodrop from the de nition, themap failsto be a representation in the odd
din ensionalcase. F inally, the P in group is the subgroup ofthe C 1i ord group w ith elem ents

ofm odulus one,

Pin(WV;Q)=fx2 (V;Q): kD= 1g: 14)
T his group doubly covers the orthogonalgroup O (1;3). The ssquence

1 ! Z, ! Pin(1;3) ! 0@;3) ' 1 15)



is then a short exact sequence. W e say that P in (1;3) isa Z, extension ofO (1;3).
Finally, it is inportant to realize that not all pin groups are derived from a C1 ord
algebra. Cham b]an-Lé studied the cbstructions to non-C i ordian P in structures. Starting
from D abrow ski’s sam idirect product formula for the P in group Ei, Chamblin found an
cbstruction to P n structures through the use of Sheaf cohom o]ogy'--}é . The starting short
exact sequence that was fundam ental to his construction is however not correct. This is

easily seen by applying the second hom om orphisn theorem . D abrow ski’s form ula is

. Spin, fp;q) C 2P
P in*" (o) = 0@’;) i (L6)
2

where C 2%° stand for the discrete group of order 8 that is a double covering of the group
G = f1;T;P;TPg. The rotation group O (p;q) = SO ;g G is double covered by the
P In group and there are eight non-isom oxphic such groups. T his latter eight is unrelated
to the order of the group C ** | The group G is isom orphicto Z, Z,:The group C &€ is
isom orphic to either of the follow ing groups. T he quatemion group Q , the dihedral group
Dy, thegoup 2, Z, Z,andthegroup Z, Z,. The a,b and c .ndexes stand for the
signs ofthe squares of the elem ents ofthe cover T;P and P T :Forexam pl in the quatemion
caewecanmap itoT, jtoP andkto TP . Inthiscassa= b= c= ,and soon. In the
rest of the paper, we willbe only interested In determ ining the degrees of freedom on the
soin structures for a given topology. W e hope to address the question of obstructions In the

fiture.

IVv. WEAKLYEQUIVALENT PIN STRUCTURES

In this section, we Introduce a new de nition for equivalence am ong (s)pin structures
that takes nto acoount the possible non-orientability of the physical space of the system .
The de nition is suggested such that the non-orentability is linked to the ordentable cover
ofthe space. This is In analogy w ith relating non-sin ply connected soaces to their sin ply

oconnected covers.



A . Pinor¥Fram es

Let B amanifold wih a metric of signature (+; ; ; ) and covered by a sin ple cover
fU,g; isthe P in (1;3) group and G is the orthogonal group O (1;3). ®; ;B;G) isa
principalbundle. €;e;B; ) isthe principalbundlk induced by the doubl covering

! G : @7)

There isabundlkemap between B and P such that

( )= () () 18)

for 2F and 2
Consider now two  structures B and £ % over P that di er only through an autom or-

phism  of , in otherwords, we have a bundle isom oxphisn  such that

& . 0 (19)

ocom m utes and
( )= () () 2B; 2 20)

E and P are said to be weakly-equivalent. Because of the double covering, the map is
hvolutive.
Next, we state the follow ng de nition of a pinor eld which is a generalization of the

usualspinor eld.A Pinor ed oftype ( ;Y ) on B isa section off Y with
! Hom (Y ;Y) @1)

and is a representation m ap of

T heorem I

The sets of Pinor elds representations in B and B° are related.



To prove thiswe rst take note ofthe fact that a section of B Y can be represented

asamap

S) = e ' ( &) 22)
such that
S (@ )= ! S@) @3)

Here we have used the fact that an elem ent ® of B representsam ap from Y toY, .M oreover,
thebundkemap can be taken to be the identity m ap on bers, ie.,

1:Y,! Y, (24)

Let f ygand §; be the transition finctions of ® and B, respectively. Then i is

obvious that the follow ing diagram comm utes:

@5)

(0= 5 26)

Therefore given a section ; :U; ! B Y ,there isa comespondingone { :U; ! B v

such that

&) = Kiyl= kK iy

() = kKiyl= kK ()i () vl @7)
An ekment u of B can be represented by an equivalence class [;x; 1= [;x; 1 Jwih a

sin ilar expression oru’of B%with 4 replhced by ( 53) . This isequivalent to saying that

u isamap
Y ! Y, (28)

10



w ith

ufy)=";:&; y): 29)

The ' ;’s are the local trivializations of B . For the cross sections we have the follow ing

diagram
S:EB ! Y
# $ 50 (30)
g0

08 W)= 8% @)= 5 %Y. This n tum in plies that

So(uo 0) 01 §(uo)

= (1 sw: 31)
If isa rpresentation of , the above relation trivially extends to
s’ M= (N sw: (32)

W e conclude that a pinor eld de ned on B is a quantity independent of the action group

w ithin an isom orphian .

B. On fram e-Bundles

Let asabove B be a non-orientablem anifold and B € its orientablk doubk cover. Here, we
propose to treat the question of what happens if the fram e bundle P,wih group of action
taken tobeoi (1;3) , ispushed orward with the coveringmap p :B€! B .W e take fU;g
as the cover ofB .

F irst it should be realized that the transition functionsgy; <% OfP are the sam e asthose
of the tangent bundle TB € . By de nition, these transition finctions are the Jacobian of

the transition fiinctions of the coordinate fiinctions:

r9:E; ! Vi=p U 33)

11



whereE; R*? . The transition functions t;; x°) ofthe chart (Vi;’ ;) are given by

t(;iZ’(-)ll(-):Eia Ej' E;a Ej: (34)

T herefore the transition functions ay; % of TB ¢ are given by :

a)y : ViaVy! 0, (1;3)
x' 71 ag &) = TE)T 1y (35)
Hence we have
gik%) = a} &% : (36)

T his can be easily shown through the coordinate functions.
Now, we describe In more detailthemap p :B° ! B . The orentable doubl cover is
de ned as follow s. The Jacocbian of the transition functions of B, ay; (x), that corresponds

to agi In B © are de ned sin ilarly. From these transition finctions, we can form 1-cochains

ij : Uia Uj ! ZZ

x 7! jl(><) = detlJ (ajl):} . 1 (X)]: (37)

T herefore to each point x 2 B , we can associate to i two ponts x;1) and ; 1) where

1 is the values of ;5 () . The manifold B © is the set of all these points. First we note
that B © is connected. A curve in B © that connects (x;1) to (x; 1) can be given through
the unique lifting of a non-orentable closed loop at xéo . B¢ is also orentable sihce lifting
the i;'swillgive the detemm inant of the Jacobian of the a;;’s. Them anifold B © can in fact

be Interpreted as a bundk structure over B wih berand group Z, .D iagramm atically we

have
P
4
(38)
B¢ ! B
p
T herefore for the principalbundle B %;p;B ;Z,) the local trivializations are given by
iU Zp ! plU)=Vs (39)

12



and the transition functionsgy; X) :Z, ! Z, areeleamentsofZ, , they act as a permm utation
group of the points that cover x .
Now de neanew sstP =" ,,5 P, where P, = Exg ‘' Py ifp®!) = pxd) = x and

0
2

distinct. W e clain that them ap

p :P! B

p W) = xwhereu2 P andp( @)) = x (40)

Induces a bundk structure on B . T herefore we expect the follow ing diagram to comm ute

:P ! P
—# #
P 41)
B! B
p

besides taking berto ber, themap should resoect the action of the respective groups
In both m anifods:

P O, @;3)! P

# # 42)
P G =
@ )= () 43)

W e would ke to nd out the group structure G of this bundle. A ssum .ng that B has a
metric wih signature +; ; ; ) then the functions aj; (x) de ned above are n O (1;3)
. Since B is not ordentable then detas; (x) = 1. The elam ents that cover x di er by an
elem ent In Z, which can be represented by T orP or any other elem ent w ith determ inant
-1 and nvolutive. The rstm atrix is related to tim e non-orientability, the second to space
non-orientability. T hese elem ents describe global actions on them anifold. By construction,
the berY,’ Oi Y0 + . So from the above discussion we should expect that the two copies
di erby an elem ent of determ inant -1. In fact Jet a be such an element with a? = 1. Ushg

themap Z, B°! B ,awellde ned multiplication, then we can w rite

x)=a ¥; @4)

13



w here the Jocal coordnates are used , that is

Xg :Vj_! Ei

Xy :Vy! Es: 45)

On them anifold B these charts get procted to a single chart around x:

X :  y,:Uy! Es: (46)

Therefore, the frames u; &°) and u; (xJ) becom e two fram es at the sam e point x. They
are related through the transform ation %3} .Buty, &)= %, &)= a 125" ®3) and y, (x) =
1
y, ®9), this in plies that
@ @zd
ol 4t —2 @7)
ey, Gyz ¢

0
@z,

@yg

a O+ (1;3) . There are two possbl choices eithera 2 O " 1;3)ora2 O # (1;3) . Depending

Since 20" (1;3), we conclude that the transition functions of P are In Oi @;3)

on which elem ent a we choose, we end up w ith di erent actionson P which are equivalent.
Sothegroup G canbeeitherO | (1;3) * 0" (1;3) or0O, (1;3) * 0" (1;3). Hence, ifwe have
started w ith O: @;3) Of (1;3) asthe group of symm etry ofP , we would have obtained
O (1;3) asthe group ofaction ofP . On the kvelof bers, themap iseasily seen to be a

2-1 m ap sin ilar to p by construction.

V. WEAKLY-INEQUIVALENT PIN STRUCTURES

In the follow Ing , the topologicalgroup can be taken to be P in (o;q) and the group G
the orthogonalgroup O (p;q).
Let P, ;B ;G ) beaPrncipalbundke. Let be a doublk covering forG . Then we have

the follow iIng exact sequence:
1! K ! ' ¢! 1; (48)
whereK = Z,.And kt
e 49)

14



be the 2-1 map. W edenote by gy;; :U; \ Uy ! G the transition finctions of the bundle P .
The principalbundle ®,;B;G) iscalleda -structureon P i there isa bundlem ap

B! P

@ ) = (@) () oreP and 2 (50)
and the functions gj; can be lifted to the transition functions of B , ie., we have

Ji

S # (51)
Uyt e
(41) = gy
o= 1: (52)

ij kg ki

T he last relation is the cocyclk condition. T his enables us to de ne a ¢ ech-C chom ology

on B wih coe cients in
d :ct ! c?
@) k) = 5y e (53)
Hence [ 512 H'®B; ) and ;]2 H' B ;G ): The equivalence class [ i3] is de ned by
[5]=£ 5 : 15 579 (54)
w ith
;U ! : (55)
It is mm ediately clear from the above, that nducesamap between ocohom ologies:
tH'B;)! H'B;)
[ul= [ [yll= oyl : (56)

Thism ap is 1-1 and onto ifa structure exists.
Now ifwe assum e that them anifold B isnon-orientable. Then B hasan orientable double

cover B €. Let fU,g be a cover for B , and
,iZEi! U; B7)

15



be the coordinatem aps of B where E; R". The transition m aps a;; are given by
aij:’j’il:Ei! E]' El! Ej: (58)

Now ltx 2 U;a Uy andde ne ij to be the nom alized determ Inant of the Jaccbian ofthe

transition functions aij :

ij . U;a U]' Z o

iy ®) = detJ gy X)]: 59)

U sing the properties of the determ inant, we can see that ;5 isa representative ofan elem ent
of H! (B ;Z,) . W e construct B ¢ through these cocycles:

p:B°! B ; (60)
where
B= f(x; 13));x2 Uyqg : (61)

T herefore, p induces a bundl structure. In fact B %;p;B ;Z,) is a prncipal bundlke. Note
that this ber bundl is connected if the base space B is connected. IfB were orientable
then B © would sin ply be a trivial double covering.

Next,we ket B and B’betwo -structureson P and isa group isom orphisn of such
that

& . (62)

G

comm utes. B and B are said to be weakly equivalent, B ' ; B°, i we have the Hllow ing

com m utative diagram

& .0 (63)

@ )= (@) () a2F; 2 : (64)

16



If = 1;wesay theegquivaknce is sb:ong'@i: . W ebelieve that weak equivalence isthe concept
m ost approprate from a physical point of view . W e have seen above that such elds are
—related, m oreover this will enable us to concem ourselves only wih elds de ned on
orientablem anifolds. Therefore ifwe are interested In know ing how m any possible physical
eldswe can have on a given m anifold, it is irrelevant how we represent the group of actions

on the spinor eld as long asthey di erby an isom orphism . W e show next that them ap

isan involution. To show this, we observe that themap isa2-1map.Let !and 2 the

two elem ents that coverg. Snce  ( ')= gand (%)= g,wemusteittherhave = 1or
(1) = 2

and ( %) = ': (65)

Themap actsasapem utation am ong the couple that covera given element n G . Hence
the involution follow s in m ediately. A result that follow s from the previous statem ent is that
Jk = 1 . Thisismmmediate from the factthatK = Z,.

Theorem II
LetB;Be -structureson P,

1. LetB ' BY.Iff g are transiton finctions for B associated w ith fgi;g ©rP , then

;-)i = ;i are transition finctions for B°.

2. If® and B°have transition functions f y;gand ) with ;= jithen B 7 BC.

To show thiswe cbserve that:

1. A ssociated with £ 59 isa system %; of charts
ij - U;a Uj ' G

given by &i&,' @) = e g: (66)

Then charts €7 : U; ! B%°de ned by &} = e; have transition finctions

17



% :Us\ Uy ! G given by

i3 =5

= k4]
=& (y) 67)
=) §j= (1) (68)
That ; satisfy consistency reltions and %= gy Is inmediate.
2. P roof relies here on show Ing that
Jo 1,  Bify (69)
iswellde ned. W e set,
el ;1) = €; e il =g (70)
Bl =eg=¢ %= 1; ull=eg=e ; = 1 (71)
Selld=g L= L= 02
Sinilarly ,,= :Thenone ! U;a U;), iswellde nedif &,8 "= &,6,":
Bl @) = e
B, @) = Bl e )=Bui)=¢ =% ° (73)
Fially, 1= 2, ,shce isan isomorphisn :
=) =1 ( )= 1 (74)
= % =1=1 (75)

which mmpliesthat iswellde ned.

Henceweproved our statem ent. Now we try to show that ifonly weak equivalence is in posed
on -structureson P, then the number of hequivalent -structuresw illno longer be given
by H!® ;Z,) but nstead by H ! B ¢;Z,) . Note that the covering induced by p is a reqular
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ocovering. Hencep (1 BS; ) 1 B; ) and this covering is a Z,-covering. W e can see
right away that themap has sin ilar properties on the group action kevel. A s an exam pl,

takeB = RP, . Then B®= $%:

1B) = Zz; (76)

Il
'_\

1 B°) (77)

The space B has In this case two strongly-inequivalent P in (2) structures. Ifwe kt w

denotes the volum e elem ent of the C1i ord algebra associated to P in  (3), then the two

Pin (2) structures are cbtained through the ollow Ing coverings
Pin (3)=fl; wg! O @)=fl; 1g (78)
Ifwe require only weak equivalence, then both structures becom e equivalent w ith

W)= w (79)

1 = 1; 80)
and the above two coverings reduce to a singke one, nam ely
Pin 3)! 0@ ! s*: 81)

So in posing weak-equivalence isequivalent to factoring out the e ect ofthe non-orientability
of the manidld B . Hence we should expect that H ! B°;Z,) gives distinct physical -

structureson B .

T heorem III

P¢isa -structure on P . The induced P rincipalbundke p P P° is a trivial doubk
mvering or P . Simikrly, p B fc is a trivial doubk covering for B and £° is a

—structure on P © .

W e start st by showing that P © is a trivial covering of P . P € is by de nition the

P rincipal bundle induced by p,

F :PS | P
- % # (82)
Bc 1 B



Therefore, P © and P have the sam e group structure?? . M oreover, we have

95 &) = g5 &) orx’2B° ®3)
ThemapF isa2-1lmap. Now consider thebunde P Z, de ned such that
P 7, ! p¢
#p° #p 8a)
B° i Be
such that
p’;1) = x (85)
p'u; 1) = x (86)
p&]) = p&) = x 87)
Weclhin thatP Z, " P°,ie., isabundl isomorphisn . W e construct explicitly.
Locally, we have
:P 7, ! p°®
ju);l) | xu
x;u; 1) ! xoz;u (88)
Therefore, ~ (x;u;1) = ~(x%;u) = x¢ = p’(x;u;1) and a sin {lar relation holds or (x;u;1).

Hence, the above diagram commutesand carries bersto bers. can then be considered

to be a bundle m ap induced by the dentity. A sin ilar diagram for B and BcshowsthatBe

is a trivial double cover of B .

T he follow Ing diagram gives allpossible relations am ong the transition functions and can

beusedtop::ove‘chatﬁC isa -structureon P °©.

fe ! pc
T g -
BC
F # $F
B
p°c ! P
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Considering P © and P asbase spaces, them ap ~ is induced by .Hence i isabundlkemap.
W e need to chedk that it is equivariant, ie.,

8 = (8§ () frall 2 : (90)
W ewrjte_exp]jcit.‘ly. A m ap that satis es all the properties of the above diagram is

®5®) = ®%e); (1)
w here

p&’) = x 92)

and € ,e are the sam e pinor fram es. Sihoe m ultiplication by  leaves the ber invarant, it
is trivially true that ~isan equivariant m ap since is tself equivariant. Next we de ne
the di erence class of two structures.  and B%are two -structures on P, where the group

actions di er by an isom orphism . The di erence chass (B;B? isde ned to be
H&)= &) (5T®); x2Uy: (93)

Sim ilarly, we can de ne frthe respective double covers. The di erence class E;E° can
— 0
be shown to be an ekment of H' B ;Z,): Siniflarly, &<;£°) isan ekement of HX B ;7 ,):

By de nition, we have

&)= & (5K ; (94)
and
()= (%)= qgy: (95)
This in plies that
() = 1 (96)
=) 5&) 2 Z; 97)
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ie., i3 isin the centerof and

@) agk) = 5 5 5

5 ( ;?kl)(j_k ( fkl)) g ( fjl)

= 5 (D05 5 3 4D
= wly (5 D5 4 shee 52C ()

01 01 O 1
= (

jk ij ij gk ik) ik

= 1:

(98)

Hence 45 2 H'®;Z,) . A sin ilar proof works Er_ij. The di erence class can be used

to de ne an equivalence relation am ong the structures. In fact, we have B '
— 0
fic;fc)=1 . To chow this, suppose that B and B are weakly -equivalent, then

&= ( 5&);

wih 2= 1.M oreover we have

sihoe

which in plies that

Hence the di erence class becom es

&) = &) (T EY)

- 0
Now suppose that §C;]fc)= 1. Hence there exists ; :p Tup! such that
d @3)= @) :
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This is a C ech-coboundary condition, therefore we have
)= &) ((H&) &) : (105)

Now we try to construct locally the bundle isom orphisn

e o (106)
such that
@ ) = @) () (107)
and
= 0 (108)

fic ! fic
P C
# # # (109)
P
% _ 0
e ! fo

Tt should be clear from thisdiagram that bcally and arethe sam e. Hence a construction
of willinmediately give one for .LetV ;= € ! (U;)) and de ne locally by

vy £ (110)

g! J€@) (@) 111)

0
where ?isa Jocalcross section of B¢ and ; isan elment of such that

€= E€@) @ (112)
It 2 , then
L@ ) =°c® ) (@ )
= 1@): (): (113)
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Thismap iswellde ned globally. On intersection V; a Vj

0

iC@) 2 (i@ = iC@&) 51 (1)
= SC®) 5 (5 (3
= SC@&) 5 (3 114)

as it shoud be.

T heorem IV

Let® kea -structureonP . £¢isthe corresponding doubk cover. Then for each elem ent

2 H'(B°;Z,) there exist a non weakly-equivaknt structure B9

Let_ij be a representation of and isan isom orphisn as above. D e ne the ollow ing

functions:
TuE) =y THED) (115)

They clearly satisfy the cocycle condition and hence they form the transition functions ofa
0_0
principalbundle which we call ¢ ;2 ;B; ) . Note also that

5= Ty Oy = i (116)
and
)= (5)= gyt (117)

0_0
Now, to get the Prncipal bundlke (EEC;e ;BS ) we use the fact that ® ;p;B ;Z,) is a

P rincipalbundle w ith transition i5&) 2 Z, . Hence the follow ng diagram com m utes:

£ 1 ge
(118)
s #
B
0
Therefore (& ° ;eo;B ¢; ) isa Prncipalbundl w ith transition fiinctions
5E) = &) T &) (119)
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Here, we have used the trivial extension of , ie.,
1!V Z, ! Z, ! 1 120)
The bundle B is constructed w ith the sam e transition finctions. T herefore we st

L= & ThEY: (121)

Thisendsourm ain section which relates the num ber of nequivalent pin structures to the
rst C ohom ology group of the associated ordentable cover of the underlying non-orientable

space.

VI. APPLICATIONS

In this Jast section, we discuss two exam ples: the rst dealswith an electron In a nano—

circuit. The second deals w ith a non-orentable space.

A . Transport in nano-C ircuits

In this section, we follow the notation ofNegele and O r]andéaz . The geom etry ofthe circuit
isnontrivial; it hasa hol’. The hom otopy group ofthetorusis ; (I?)=Z Z.Itisatwo—
din ensional surface. H owever the electrons are not only constrained to the surface, but they
can be also inside. T herefore the geom etry of the circuit is in fact hom eom orphictoD St
where D isa disk in R?, ie, a sin ply connected region. M oreover the m anifold is orientable
In this case and hence the nontrivial spinor is dictated by the circle around the hole (see

gure 2). A coording to our discussion in previous sections, any non-orentability w ill be
factored out. Hence, the follow ng discussion w illequally apply to a M obiusband. Forthis
m anifld, there are two possbilities to de ne spinors shce H! M ;Z,) = Z,. The vector
potential that corresoonds to the non-trivial one di ers by an elem ent in the C ohom ology
class ;C’-;

A ! A — e ; 122)
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w ith
e dx = 2 i: (123)
The function can alwaysbe chosen to be de ned on the unit circle:
:M ! U@ C

T herefore the m agnetic ux w ill change by a discrete value for each closed path traveled by
an electron around the circuit
I ) I
A

i, hc

e @ dx= A dx + p (124)
Tt is Interesting to ocbserve that M agnus and Schoenm aker@:l had to postulate the quantization
of ux to be able to recover the LandauerB uttiker form ula for the conductivity. In our case
the quantization is autom atic for the non-trivial son structure. It w illbe argued below that
for this circuit, it is the con guration w ith non-trivial spin structure that m ust be adopted
based on energy argum ents. The Frohlich-Studer E S) theoryéE’ is a non—relativistic theory
that explicitly exhipits the soin degrees of freedom . This Jatter theory isU (1) SU @)
gauge-nvariant. The SU (2) symm etry com es from the soin degrees of freedom of the wave
function of the electron. For a magnetic eld @ = %B r) and an elkctric eld in the

z-direction, the covariant derivatives in the F' S equation take the fom :

D.= @+e ig S,B (125)
and the spatial derivatives are
e
D;=@0 iA;+1 29 + — ESy; (126)
2m
e

D,= (@, eA, + 1 29 + E Si;

2m
D3= @3:
In two dimensionswih z = x + iy, they acquire a sin ple form

D,=D,+iD,=@, ieA, + gES,; 127)

w ith



For a one din ensional ring w ith radius a, z = ae' . Hence, we can sinply set x? + y? = a?
w ithout loosing any essential spin-orbit type tem s in the Ham iltonian as it is the case In
the standard form ulation?? .

Next we comm ent on a procedure for cbtaining the G reen’s function and the e ective
action for a particle Interacting w ith an electrom agnetic ed F = @ A @ A bassd on
the propertinem ethod'g;- . Thisisa relativisticm ethod that startsw ith the D irac equation.
W e jast state the resuls since they exhibit explicit gauge Invariance. For the oneparticle

G reen’s function, we have

G x%x® dse 7S (128)

©

x(s) 3 (5)3x(0)

0 o L
+m x(@) x©0O) ;

where
i nw Z XO #
x@©) x0) = (41)2exp e dx A ()
ie L (s) @
5 exp iI- x x eF ooth@EFs) x x
i
exp Jie Fs ; (129)
0 © 1
x(s)jJ ©xO0 = > EF coth €Fs) e ]
x0 xo0 x(s)O x(O)00 ; (130)
and
1 1.
L(s)= Embg € s) " sinhh (€ s) (131)

T he trace is over the D irac m atrices. T hese expressions are valid In Euclidean soace. The
phase factor is clkearly isolated in the expression forthe G reen finctions. Hence a non-trivial
Foin structure will clearly a ect the G reen’s fiinction ofthe theory. In particular the energy
w illbe di erent in both cases. In the follow ing, we w illassum e that there isonly a m agnetic

eld and no spin-orbit coupling. W e caloulate the energy in both cases. In tem s of G reen’s
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FIG . 2: Boundary conditions on the G reen functions.

function w ith onebody potential, the energy is given by:

Z
E=1i dx@@)G xix (132)
Z X=X
+ o . .
= dx T ox . &) 0
In Fourier space, we have
k
G (k)= e ) 7 (133)
! 2k+ OH i"
where = 1, or so;h up and spin down. For

-l

a periodic lattice w ith period d= 2 a in the x direction, we haw

0 , 0 d3k ik x x0
G X;xX + ndk = it t (2—)3 (kF k)e (134)
ikxnd i@y oH) t t

For a reqular periodic lattice in Euclidean space, the wave functions are periodic: this is the

con guration that corresponds to the trivial spin structure. In this case the energy is given

by
¥ X .
Eo= Q.G X;x + ndk . (135)

n= lZ ==

_ 1 kF dky PR
2m o, © yor
1 ® kg . . .

+ — 5 cos (ndky) kg k,
mo_0 @)



For a twisted con guration, we have instead the energy:

% X .
E.= ( D" &G x;x + ndk i (136)
_ l X=X
n Z .
— 1 : d'kX k4 4
2m 4 @ )2 &
+ ! . S x ndk,) ki k*
— QoS % .
2m n= 2; 4; 6;: 0 (2 ’ :
1 X Z kg . . .

n= 1; 3; 5;: 0

The di erence in energy ortypicalvalues ofky = 108an ! and d= 100nm @@= 10nm ). In

arbirary units, we have:

108 100 561
108 10 19634

T herefore as the size of the ring gets an aller, the nontrivial soIn structure becom es Iower

In energy for a crtical value of the radiis. Hence from an energy point of view , the soin

w il choose to be in the lowest energy state possible that is com patible w ith the geom etry of

the circuit. In this case there willalso be a ux quantization associated w ith changes in the

current. Since we are In the ballistic regin e, each electron travels in closed paths around the

circuit. Any change in the number of particles that traveled around the torus w ill give rise

to a ux or a vector potential. T he current is not polarized at zero tem perature and hence

each pair ofelectronsw ith soin up and spin up w illgive a change In  ux asthat postulated in

Ref?? to recover the LandauerB uttiker m ula in non-sin ply connected circuits w ith one

'hole’. T herefore it seam s the assum ption can be proved if the nontrivial spin con guration

is taken Into account. W e also observe that having twisted leads in the circuit will not

change the (s)pin structures in this calculation as shown In the previous sections.

B. Spin on a non-orientable space

In this section we treat non-orientable cases. F irst we take a non-orientable m anifold,

B = $°=Z,, where Z, = £(1;T); (1;I)g.

From our discussion above, it was found that
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Bartery,

FIG .3: A closed nanocircuit: Each electron is assum ed to travel around the circuit in closed orbits.

nequivalent pin structures were given by H' R  S3;Z,). This latter result has been
found by di erent m ethods jn;é-? . Finally, we would like to say m ore about the new adopted
de niion for equivalence by going back to the exam ple of the profctive plane that we
m entioned earlier. H ere how ever, we take am ore physically m otivated approach. Let %;a =
1;2,be apinor ed on RP,. The structure group of the fram e bundl is O 2). Let fefg
be a local fram e on the open set U;: The sets U; cover R P , and their intersections are

contractible so Jocal sections are always wellde ned. On intersectionsU; a Uy we have
ei = (Lj_j)aei,Wjﬂ'l Lj_j 20 (2) : (137)
On the pnor fram e kevel , we have

3= (Sij)g ?,Wjﬂ'l Sj_j 2 Pin (2) H (138)

1

and ©S)=L.Wersquirethat ¥ and Y 2 transfom asa scalar and a vector regpec—
tively. The % de ned here are the Paulim atrices. From thiswe get the ©ollow Ing conditions

on S,

SY¥s = 1; (139)

sYes = 12 P (140)

To nd explicit expressions, we need to choose a covering. R P , is topologically equivalent
to a disk w ith the boundary antjpodally identi ed. N ext we param etrize the boundary w ith
an anglke ;04 2 . Choose a sin plk cover for the strip adpcent to the boundary, we

30



w ill need at least three open neighborhoods. N on-trivial transition fiinctionsw illbe needed

only aswe go along the boundary. They are of the form
L=1I & ; (141)

where T is a re ection about the st axis. Using this cover, we nd that S must have the

fom e el ’ . Inposhg boundary conditionson () ,we nd that

e = i (142)

Hence, thetwo P in (2) structures predicted above. T he phase factore' is clearly due to the
re ection I.M oreover, it is physically irrelevant and ignoring it am ounts to ignoring I; ie.,
the non-orientability ofthe space. T herefore quantum m echanics should be studied st on

the orientabl cover and then progcted on the con guration space.

VII. CONCLUSION

In summ ary, we have given a de niion to spin structures on non-orientable m anifolds
by going to the orientable doublk cover. This allowed us to determm ine the number of
nequivalent soin structures using our de niion of equivalence. W e also showed that in
the typical structure of a nano—circuit, the nontrivial spin con guration is probably m ore
In portant than the trivial one at nanom eter scale. T his argum ent is supported Indirectly by
the work in ref:@:% . A oconvincing proof of this statem ent w ill be to solve the problem s w ith

the constraints on the m otion of the particle explicitly taken into account. This is a very

di cult problem . W ebelieve the energy argum ent that we presented is com pelling enough to

continue looking into other aspects which can result from the nontrivial soin con guration.
Sm aller non-orientable structures than those m ade by Tanda et al. should also be possible
iIn the near future and provide an experin ental test of the idea presented here. F inally,
there is one question that we did not discuss In this work and that is related to the nature
of 'phase transition’ at the critical radius of ring between the two soin structures. This is
an Interesting question m athem atically and physically. W e are not the rst to raise this
question; Jarosczew icz asked a sim ilar question regarding the soin 0o£SU () so]jtonéé . To
avoid introducing onem ore avor to quantize the soin, he Introduced the idea of a rotating
soliton which corresponds m athem atically to the nontrivial paths in SO (3). A sinilar

31



analysis to hism ay shed som e light on the physics of our non-trivial spin con gurations in

a ring.

T

he author is very gratefuilto R . Chantrell who m ade this work possible and thanks J.

Friedm an for initial discussions on this sub fct.
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