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Abstract. Gravitation theory is formulated as gauge theory on natural bundles with sponta-
neous symmetry breaking where gauge symmetries are general covariant transformations, gauge
fields are general linear connections, and Higgs fields are pseudo-Riemannian metrics.
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1 Introduction

Theory of classical fields admits a comprehensive mathematical formulation in the geometric
terms of smooth fibre bundles over X [111, 52] 55]. For instance, Yang—Mills gauge theory is
theory of principal connections on principal bundles.

Gravitation theory on a world manifold X is formulated as gauge theory on natural bundles
over X which admit general covariant transformations as the canonical functorial lift of diffeo-
morphisms of their base X [I1] [54]. This is metric-affine gravitation theory where gauge fields
are general linear connections (Section 5), and a metric gravitational field is treated as a classi-
cal Higgs field responsible for reducing a structure group of natural bundles to a Lorentz group
(Section 6). The underlying physical reason of this reduction is both the geometric Equivalence
principle and the existence of Dirac spinor fields. Herewith, a structure Lorentz group always is
reducible to its maximal compact subgroup of spatial rotations that provides a world manifold
X with an associated space-time structure and metric space topology (Section 7).

Spontaneous symmetry breaking is a quantum phenomenon when automorphism of a quan-
tum algebra need not preserve its vacuum state [51], 58]. In this case, we have inequivalent
vacuum states of a quantum system which are classical objects. The physical nature of gravity
as a Higgs field is characterized by the fact that, given different gravitational fields, the rep-
resentations (I1.30) of holonomic coframes {dz*} on a world manifold X by ~-matrices acting
on spinor fields are non-equivalent and, consequently, the Dirac operators in the presence of
different gravitational field fails to be equivalent, too (Section 10). This fact motivates us to
think that a metric gravitational field is not quantized in principle.

2 History

A first model of gauge gravitation theory was suggested by R.Utiyama [69] in 1956 just two
years after the birth of gauge theory itself. He was first who generalized the original gauge
model of Yang and Mills for SU(2) to an arbitrary symmetry Lie group and, in particular, to
a Lorentz group in order to describe gravity. However, he met the problem of treating general
covariant transformations and a pseudo-Riemannian metric which had no partner in Yang—Mills
gauge theory.

To eliminate this drawback, representing a tetrad gravitational field as a gauge field of
a translation subgroup of a Poincaré group was attempted because, by analogy with gauge



potentials in Yang-Mills gauge theory, the indices a of a tetrad field hj, were treated as those of
a translation group (see [I}, 2, 6], 18] 2], 39, 49] and references therein). Since the Poincaré group
comes from the Wigner-Inonii contraction of de Sitter groups SO(2,3) and SO(1,4) and it is
a subgroup of a conformal group, gauge theories on fibre bundles Y — X with these structure
groups were also considered [13| (17,22} 29, 63| [68]. Because these fibre bundles fail to be natural,
the lift of the group Dif f(X) of diffeomorphisms of X onto Y should be defined [30), 31]. In
a general setting, one can study a gauge theory on a fibre bundle with the typical fibre R"
and the topological structure group Dif f(R™) or its subgroup of analytical diffeomorphisms
[3,25]. The Poincaré gauge theory also is generalized to the higher s-spin gauge theory of tensor
coframes and generalized Lorentz connections, which satisfy certain symmetry, skew symmetry
and traceless conditions [70].

A problem however is that that a non-linear (translation) summand of an affine connection
(Section 12) is a soldering form, but neither frame (vierbein) field nor tetrad field. The latter
thus has no the status of a gauge field [21], 4], 54]. At the same time, a translation part of
an affine connection on R?® characterizes an elastic distortion in gauge theory of dislocations
in continuous media [23, B2]. A similar gauge model of hypothetic deformations of a world
manifold has been developed and, in particular, they may be responsible for the so called " fifth
force” [42] 43, 44].

At the same time, gauge theory in a case of spontaneous symmetry breaking also contains
classical Higgs fields, besides the gauge and matter ones [11], 21], 24, 136, [45] [50] 511, 56, 67].
Therefore, basing on the mathematical definition of a pseudo-Riemnnian metric, we have for-
mulated gravitation theory as gauge theory with a Lorentz reduced structure where a metric
gravitational field is treated as a Higgs field [11], 211, 40, [44] [49] 54].

3 Main Theses

Gauge gravitation theory in comparison with the Yang—Mills one possesses the following pecu-
liarities 111, [54].

e Gauge symmetries of gravitation theory are general covariant transformations which are
not vertical automorphisms of principal bundles in Yang—Mills gauge theory.

e Gauge gravitation theory necessarily is theory with spontaneous symmetry breaking in
the presence of the corresponding Higgs fields. Since gauge symmetries of gravitation theory
are general covariant transformations, but not vertical automorphisms of fibre bundles, these
Higgs fields, unlike Higgs fields in Yang—Mills gauge theory, are dynamic variables.

e In comparison with Yang—Mills gauge theory, e.g., the Standard Model of particle physics
[37, 61], matter fields in gauge gravitation theory admits only exact symmetries. These are
Dirac spinor fields with Lorentz spin symmetries, and there is a problem of describing their
general covariant transformations.



e The gauge invariance gauge gravitation theory under general covariant transformation
leads to a conservation law of an energy-momentum symmetry current, but not the Noether
one in Yang—Mills gauge theory.

Studying gauge gravitation theory, we believe reasonable to require that it incorporates
Einstein’s General Relativity and, therefore, it should be based on Relativity and Equivalence
Principles reformulated in the fibre bundle terms [20, 21].

In these terms, Relativity Principle states that gauge symmetries of classical gravitation
theory are general covariant transformations [11, [54].

Let 7 : Y — X be a smooth fibre bundle. Any automorphism (P, f) of Y, by definition, is
projected as m o ® = f o7 onto a diffecomorphism f of its base X. The converse is not true.

A fibre bundle Y — X is called the natural bundle if there exists a monomorphism

Diff X 5 f — f € AutY

of the group of diffecomorphisms of X to the group of bundle automorphisms of ¥ — X.
Automorphisms fv are called general covariant transformations of Y.

Accordingly, there is the functorial lift of any vector field 7 on X to a vector field 7 on Y
such that 7 — 7 is a monomorphism of the Lie algebra T (X)) of vector field on X to that 7 (7)
of vector fields on Y. This functorial lift 7 is an infinitesimal generator of a local one-parameter
group of local general covariant transformations of Y.

As was mentioned above, general covariant transformations differ from gauge symmetries of
Yang—Mills gauge theory which are vertical automorphisms of principal bundles. Fibre bundles
possessing general covariant transformations constitute the category of so called natural bundles
[27, [65].

The tangent bundle T'X of X exemplifies a natural bundle. Any diffeomorphism f of X gives
rise to the tangent automorphisms fv: T f of TX which is a general covariant transformation
of TX. The associated principal bundle is a fibre bundle LX of linear frames in the tangent
spaces to X. It also is a natural bundle. Moreover, all fibre bundles associated to LX are
natural bundles, but not they are only. Principal connections on LX yield linear connections
on the tangent bundle T'X and other associated bundles over a world manifold. They are called
the world connections.

Following Relativity Principle, one thus should develop gravitation theory as a gauge theory
of principal connections on a principal frame bundle LX over an oriented four-dimensional
connected smooth manifold X, called the world manifold.

Remark 3.1: Smooth manifolds throughout are assumed to be Hausdorff second-countable
(consequently, locally compact and paracompact) topological spaces. [

Equivalence Principle reformulated in geometric terms requires that the structure group
GL,=GL"(4,R) (3.1)
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of a frame bundle LX and associated bundles over a world manifold X is reducible to a Lorentz
group SO(1,3) [21], 44, B54]. It means that these fibre bundles admit atlases with SO(1, 3)-
valued transition functions or, equivalently, that there exist principal subbubdles of LX with a
Lorentz structure group. This is the case of spontaneous symmetry breaking in classical gauge
theory.

As was mentioned above, spontaneous symmetry breaking is a quantum phenomenon when
automorphism of a quantum algebra need not preserve its vacuum state [51, 58]. In this case,
we have inequivalent vacuum states of a quantum system which are classical objects. For
instance, spontaneous symmetry breaking in Standard Model of particle physics is ensured by
the existence of a constant vacuum Higgs field which takes a value into the quotient G/H of a
broken symmetry group G by the exact one H [37, [61].

Therefore, classical gauge theory on principal bundles with spontaneous symmetry breaking
also is considered. This phenomenon is characterized as a reduction of a structure Lie group G
of a principal bundle P — X to its closed Lie subgroup H [11], 50 51l 56]. One refers to the
following reduction theorem [26].

THEOREM 3.1: There exists one-to-one correspondence between the principal H-subbundles
P" of P and the global sections h of the quotient bundle P/H — X with a typical fibre G/H.
O

These global sections are treated as classical Higgs fields [11], 50, [56].

Accordingly, in gauge gravitation theory based on Equivalence Principle, there is one-to-
one correspondence between the Lorentz principal subbundles of a frame bundle LX (called
the Lorentz reduced structures) and the global sections of the quotient bundle

Spr = LX/SO(1,3), (3.2)

which are pseudo-Riemannian metrics on a world manifold. In Einstein’s General Relativity,
they are identified with gravitational fields.

Thus, gauge gravitation theory leads us to metric-affine gravitation theory whose dynamic
variables are linear world connections and pseudo-Riemannian metrics on a world manifold X
(Section 8). They are treated as gauge fields and Higgs fields, respectively [11], [54].

There is the extensive literature on metric-affine gravitation theory [Il, 18] 19, 39]. However,
one often formulates it as gauge theory of affine connections, that is incorrect (Section 12). Let
us also emphasize that gauge gravitation theory deals with general linear connections which
need not be the Lorentz connections.

The character of gravity as a Higgs field responsible for spontaneous breaking of general
covariant transformations is displayed as follows. Given different gravitational fields, the rep-
resentations ([I.30) of holonomic coframes {dx*} by ~-matrices acting on spinor fields are
inequivalent (Remark [[0.6]). In particular, it follows that a Dirac spinor field can be considered



only in a pair with a certain gravitational field. A total system of such pairs is described by
sections of the composite bundle S — Y1 — X ([[I.25), where S — X1 is a spinor bundle.

Being reduced to a Lorentz group, a structure group of a frame bundle LX also is reduced
to a maximal compact subgroup SO(3) of SO(1,3). The associated Higgs field is a spatial
distribution which defines a space-time structure on a world manifold X (Section 7).

Since general covariant transformations are symmetries of a metric-affine gravitation La-
grangian, the corresponding conservation law holds (Section 9). It is an energy-momentum
conservation law. Because general covariant transformations are gauge transformations depend-
ing on derivatives of gauge parameters, the corresponding energy-momentum current reduces
to a superpotential [11, 53 54]. This is the generalized Komar superpotential (Q.3]) .

4 Natural bundles

Let 7 : Y — X be a smooth fibre bundle coordinated by (z*,%?). Given a one-parameter group
(®y, f;) of automorphisms of Y, its infinitesimal generator is a projectable vector field

u = 72")0\ + u'(z*, y7)0;

on Y which is projected onto a vector field 7 = 72, on X, whose flow is a one-parameter group
(f:) of diffeomorphisms of X. Conversely, let 7 = 729y be a vector field on X. Its lift to some
projectable vector field on Y always exists. For instance, given a connection

I =da* ® (0y + I (2, 47)0;)
on Y — X, a vector field 7 on X gives rise to a horizontal vector field
[T =7|0 = 7,(0s + T'}0))

on Y. The horizontal lift 7 — ['T yields a monomorphism of a C*°(X)-module T (X) of vector
fields on X to a C*°(Y')-module 7 (Y) of vector fields on Y, but this monomorphism is not a
Lie algebra morphism, unless I' is flat.

We address the category of natural bundles Y — X admitting the functorial lift 7 onto
Y of any vector field 7 on X such that 7 — 7 is a Lie algebra monomorphism 7 (X) — T (7)),
7,7 = m [11, 27, [65). This functorial lift 7, by definition, is an infinitesimal generator of
a local one-parameter group of general covariant transformations of Y.

Natural bundles are exemplified by tensor products

m k
T=(@®TX)®(®T*X) (4.1)
of the tangent 7'X and cotangent 7*X bundles of X. Given a coordinate atlas (z*) of X, the
tangent bundle 7x : TX — X is provided with holonomic bundle coordinates
oz,

(", ), Pt = 3,

ox?



where (i) are fibre coordinates with respect to holonomic frames {0, }. Accordingly, the tensor

bundle ([€.T)) is endowed with holonomic bundle coordinates (z*, z3 5™), where

(xH, 2,,) T, =—1a
s )y m 8atu [ 2]

are those on the cotangent bundle 7% X of X. Then given a vector field 7 on X, its functorial
lift onto the tensor bundle (4.1]) takes a form

0

= o
Tensor bundles over a world manifold X have the structure group GL, (81). An associated
principal bundle is the above mentioned frame bundle LX. Its (local) sections are called frame

T =110, + [0, T B0 = O TV — L O Ox

atoum )

(vierbein) fields. Given a holonomic atlas of the tangent bundle 7'X, every element { H,} of a
frame bundle LX takes a form H, = H!0,, where H! is a matrix of the natural representation
of a group GL4 in R*. These matrices constitute bundle coordinates

ox'™
@A), HE = S,

on LX associated to its holonomic atlas

Vr = {(U, 2 = {9.})}, (4.2)

given by local frame fields z, = {0, }.
A frame bundle LX is equipped with a canonical R*-valued one-form

QLX = Hgdl’u X ta, (43)

where {t,} is a fixed basis for R* and H is the inverse matrix of HY.
A frame bundle LX — X is natural. Indeed, any diffeomorphism f of X gives rise to an
automorphism

Fo (@ HY) = (P (), 0, HY) (4.4)
of LX which is its general covariant transformation. Given a (local) one-parameter group of

diffeomorphisms of X and its infinitesimal generator 7, the lift (€4]) yields a functorial lift

T=T1"0, + aVTaH‘I;ﬁHg

onto LX of a vector field 7 on X which is defined by the condition Lz0;x = 0.
Let Y = (LX x V)/GL4 be an LX-associated bundle with a typical fibre V. It admits a

lift of any diffeomorphism f of its base to an automorphism

K (Y) = (F(LX) xV)/GLy
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of Y associated to the principal automorphism J? [#.4) of a frame bundle LX. Thus, all bundles
associated to a frame bundle LX are natural bundles.

Remark 4.1: 1In a general setting, one also considers the total group Aut(LX) of automor-
phisms of a frame bundle LX [I8]. Such an automorphism is the composition of some general
covariant transformation and a vertical automorphism of LX, which is a non-holonomic frame
transformation. Subject to vertical automorphisms, the tangent bundle T'X is provided with
non-holonomic frames {9J,} and the corresponding bundle coordinates (z*,y®). A problem is
that Lagrangians of gravitation theory which factorize through the Ricci tensor (B.1), e.g. the
Hilbert—Einstein Lagrangian (87) are not invariant under non-holonomic frame transformations
(see Remark 5.1l and Example [83]). To overcome this difficulty, one can additionally introduce
frame 9, = 940, (or coframe ¥* = ¥jdx") fields, which are sections of a frame bundle LX.
These sections are necessarily local, unless LX is a trivial bundle, i.e., X is a parallelizable
manifold (Remark [5.2). In particular, this is the case of theory of teleparallel gravity [5, 38]. O

5 World connections

Let T X be the tangent bundle of a world manifold X. With respect to holonomic coordinates
(2}, 4*), a linear connection on T'X takes a form

I = da* @ (0y + T\H,370,). (5.1)

It is called a linear world connection on X. Since T'X is associated to a frame bundle LX),
every linear connection (5.]) is associated to a principal connection on LX.
A curvature of a linear world connection is defined as that of the connection (5.1]). It reads

1 .
R = iRkuaﬁiﬁdl’)\ A dx" ® Oy, (52)
Ry = O\ — 005" + TaTsT % — 700"

Due to the canonical splitting of the vertical tangent bundle
VIX =TX xTX (5.3)
of TX, the curvature R (5.2]) can be represented by a tangent-valued two-form
1
R = §R)\“aﬁi’ﬁd$(f>\ N dx" X 8a (54)
on T'X. Due to this representation, the Ricci tensor

1
R. = §R)\u>\5dl’u (%9 dz” (55)



of a linear world connection I' is defined.

Remark 5.1: The vertical splitting (5.3) with respect to the holonomic atlases (£2) of T'X
takes place only. Accordingly, the Ricci tensor (B.H) with respect to holonomic atlases is ill
defined. U

By a torsion of a linear world connection is meant that of the connection I' (5.I]) on the
tangent bundle T'X with respect to the canonical soldering form

0; = dat @ 0, (5.6)

on T'X. It reads 1
T=35 adat Ndat @0, T, =T, =Ty, (5.7)

A world connection is said to be symmetric if its torsion (5.7)) vanishes, i.e., I',"y = I'\",.
Owing to the vertical splitting of VT X, the torsion form 7" (5.7) of T' can be written as a
tangent-valued two-form

1
T = §T,/Ad;ﬁ A dr* ® 0, (5.8)

on X.
Being associated to a principal connection on LX, a world connection is represented by a

section of the quotient bundle
Cw=J'LX/GLy — X, (5.9)

where J'LX is the first order jet manifold of sections of LX — X. We agree to call Cyy (5.9)
the bundle of world connections [I1], B3, 55] . With respect to the holonomic atlas W (£2), it
is provided with the bundle coordinates (2%, ky",) so that, for any section I of Cywy — X, its
coordinates k)", o I' = I'\",, are components of the world connection I" (5.1]).

Though the bundle of world connections Cyy — X (5.9)) is not LX-associated, it is a natural
bundle. It admits a functorial lift

0

To =T'0u + 0,7k, s — Op7"ky ) — Oum"k 5 + O,p 7] Ok,
woB

of any vector field 7 on X.
The first order jet manifold J'Cy of a bundle of world connections possesses the canonical
splitting

1
k)\ﬂaﬁ = 5(]{‘1)\!!&6 - ku)\aﬁ + k‘)\vﬁkua'y - kuﬂyﬁk)\a-y) + (510)

1 [0 [0 [0 [0 1 [0 [0
50% g+ ks — kR + kT pRA) = 5(7%# 5+ S0 p)



so that, if " is a section of Cyy — X, then R),*s0J'T = R,,“s are components of the curvature
G2) [11, 33].

Remark 5.2: A world manifold X is called flat if it admits a flat world connection I,
called the Weitzenbock connection. By virtue of the well-known theorem, there exists a bundle
atlas of TX with constant transition functions such that I' = da* ® 9, relative to this atlas.
However, such an atlas is not holonomic in general. Therefore, the torsion form 7' (5.7) of a
flat connection I' need not vanish. A world manifold X is called parallelizable if the tangent
bundle TX — X is trivial. A parallelizable manifold is flat. A flat manifold is parallelizable
if it is simply connected. Flat connections together with global frame fields (Remark [£.1]) on a
parallelizable world manifold are attributes of theory of teleparallel gravity [5l [38]. O

6 Lorentz reduced structure

As was mentioned above, gravitation theory on a world manifold X is classical field theory with
spontaneous symmetry breaking described by Lorentz reduced structures of a frame bundle LX
[111, 211, [44], 54]. We deal with the following Lorentz and proper Lorentz reduced structures.
By a Lorentz reduced structure is meant a reduced principal SO(1,3)-subbundle LI X
called the Lorentz subbundle, of a frame bundle LX. By virtue of the Theorem B.Il there is
one-to-one correspondence between the principal Lorentz subbundles LIX of a frame bundle
LX and the global sections of g the quotient bundle Ypr (B8.2]) which are pseudo-Riemannian
metrics of signature (+, ———) on a world manifold X. For the sake of convenience, one usually
identifies the quotient bundle ¥pgr ([B.2)), called the metric bundle, with an open subbundle of

the tensor bundle YXpg C \2/T X. Therefore, a metric bundle Xpg can be equipped with bundle
coordinates (2%, o).

Let L= SO%1,3) be a proper Lorentz group, i.e., a connected component of the unit
of SO(1,3). Recall that SO(1,3) = ZyxL, where Z, is the total reflection group. A proper
Lorentz reduced structure is defined as a reduced L-subbundle L" X of LX. One needs the
proper Lorentz reduced structure when Dirac spinor fields in gravitation theory are considered
(Section 11).

If a world manifold X is simply connected, there is one-to-ne correspondence between the
Lorentz and proper Lorentz reduced structures.

One can show that different proper Lorentz subbundles L" X and L" X of a frame bundle LX
are isomorphic as principal L-bundles. This means that there exists a vertical automorphism
of a frame bundle LX which sends L"X onto L" X . If a world manifold X is simply connected,
the similar property of Lorentz subbundles also is true.

There is the well-known topological obstruction to the existence of a Lorentz structure on
a world manifold X. All non-compact manifolds and compact manifolds whose Euler charac-
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teristic equals zero admit a Lorentz reduced structure [9] 44].
By virtue of Theorem Bl there is one-to-one correspondence between the principal L-
subbundles L"X of a frame bundle LX and the global sections h of the quotient bundle

St =LX/L - X, (6.1)

called the tetrad bundle. This is an LX-associated bundle with a typical fibre GL4/L. Its
global sections are named the tetrad fields. The fibre bundle (6.1)) is a two-fold covering
¢ : ¥p — Ypr of the metric bundle ¥pgr ([B.2). In particular, every tetrad field h defines a
unique pseudo-Riemannian metric g = ¢ o h.

Every tetrad field h defines an associated Lorentz bundle atlas

U= (U2 = {ha})} (6.2)

of a frame bundle LX such that the corresponding local sections 2 of LX take their values into
a proper Lorentz subbundle L"X and the transition functions of U" (6.2)) between the frames
{h,} are L-valued. The frames (6.2)):

{he = h¥(2)0,},  hi=Htoz' — z€eU, (6.3)

are called the tetrad frames.
Given a Lorentz bundle atlas ¥", the pull-back

h=h"®t, =20, x = h§(v)da* @, (6.4)

of the canonical form 6,x (&3) by a local section z" is called the (local) tetrad form. It
determines tetrad coframes

{n* = hj,(x)dx"}, relU, (6.5)
in the cotangent bundle 7*X. They are the dual of the tetrad frames (6.3). The coefficients
hi and hf of the tetrad frames (6.3) and coframes (6.0) are called the tetrad functions. They
are transition functions between the holonomic atlas Wp (&2) and the Lorentz atlas ¥" (6.2)
of a frame bundle LX.

With respect to the Lorentz atlas U" (6.2)), a tetrad field h can be represented by the R*-
valued tetrad form (6.4]). Relative to this atlas, the corresponding pseudo-Riemannian metric
g = C o h takes the well-known form

g=nh®h)=nah" @ hba Juv = hzhgnabv (6.6)

where 1 = diag(1, —1, —1, —1) is the Minkowski metric in R* written with respect to its fixed
basis {t,}. It is readily observed that the tetrad coframes {h®} (6.H) and the tetrad frames
{h.} ([6.3]) are orthornormal relative to the pseudo-Riemannian metric (6.6]), namely:

gRERY =™, gl = N,
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Therefore, their components h°, hg and h', h;, i = 1,2,3, are called time-like and spatial,
respectively.

Remark 6.1: It should be emphasized the difference between tetrad and frame fields. Tetrad
fields are global sections of the quotient bundle ¥r = LX/L (6.1), whereas frame fields are
local sections of a frame bundle LX. Since there is one-to-one correspondence between these
sections h and principal L-subbundles L"X of a frame bundle LX, a tetrad field h locally is
represented by a family of particular frame fields 2! (6.2)) taking values into the corresponding
Lorentz subbundle L"X C LX, but modulo L-valued transition functions. [

Given a pseudo-Riemannian metric g, any linear world connection I' (5.1]) admits a splitting

1

Puua = {uua} + S/u/a + §C/uja (67)

in Christoffel symbols

1

{,uua} = _i(a,ugua + 80{91/# - aug,ua)a (68)

a non-metricity tensor
C;u/a = Cuoa/ = Vzgua = auguoc + F/u/a + Fuaua (69)

and a contorsion
1

S,uua = _Suau = §(Tuua + Tua,u + T,uz/a + Cau,u - Cua,u)u (61())

where T},,o = —T4,, are coefficients of the torsion form (5.8) of I'. The tensor fields 7" and C,
in turn, are decomposed into three and four irreducible summands, respectively [18], 34].

A linear world connection I' is called the metric connection for a pseudo-Riemannian
metric g if g is its integral section, i.e., the metricity condition

r _
Vug,,a =0 (6.11)
holds. A metric connection reads

1
P;woc = {;woa} + i(Tuua + TI/O!M + T/wa)- (612)

The Levi-Civita connection, by definition, is a torsion-free metric connection I',q = {0 }-
A principal connection on a proper Lorentz subbundle L"X of a frame bundle LX is called
the Lorentz connection. Since connections on a principal bundle are equivariant, this Lorentz
connection is extended to a principal connection I' on a frame bundle LX. The associated linear
connection (5.1]) on the tangent bundle TX with respect to the Lorentz atlas U" (6.2) reads

1 )
I'=dz* ® (0\ + §AA“bLadehZab"hZ@,,) (6.13)

12



where
Lapa = Mbady — Naddy

are generators of a right Lie algebra gy, of a proper Lorentz group L in a Minkowski space R*.
Written relative to the holonomic atlas Wy (42), the connection I' (G.13]) possesses components

Ty¥, = hEONRY + mrahithl AN, (6.14)

This also is called the Lorentz connection. Its holonomy group is a subgroup of the proper
Lorentz group L. Conversely, let I' be a world connection with the holonomy group L. By
virtue of the well known theorem [26] [33], it defines a Lorentz subbundle of a frame bundle LX,
and is a Lorentz connection on this subbundle (see also [60]).

One can show that any Lorentz connections is a metric world connection for some pseudo-
Riemannian metric g (which is not necessarily unique [66]), and vice versa [26, 33],.

At the same time, any linear world connection I' (B.]) yields a Lorentz connection I';, on
each principal L-subbundle L"X of a frame bundle [11], 33, 54]. It follows from the fact that
the Lie algebra of GL, is a direct sum

gcL, = gL dm (6.15)

of the Lie algebra gr, of a Lorentz group and a subspace m such that [gr, m] C m. Therefore,
let us consider a local connection one-form of a connection I' with respect to the Lorentz atlas
Uh ([62) of LX given by tetrad coframes h® (6.5). It reads

ZLh*F = —F)\badl’)\ &® Lba, F)\ba = —hZ@AhZ + F)\u,,hb hY

p'tar
where {L{} is a basis for a Lie algebra ger,. The Lorentz part of this form is precisely a local

connection one-form of a connection I', on L"X. We have

*T 1 a a 1 a a v
Z? Fh = —514)\ deL’A X Laba A)\ b— §(T]kbhu - ’/]k hZ)(ﬁ)\hz - hkr)\u,,). (616)

Then combining this expression and the expression ([G.I3) gives a connection

1 .
[y =da? @ (0y + Z(n’“’hz — 0" R]) (Onh)y, — hiTa¥y) Loy ahi* b2 O, (6.17)

with respect to a Lorentz atlas ¥ and this connection

1
Ty = da* @ [0y + 5(}#;55 — 77 guah) (OnhY — RET\,) 370 (6.18)

relative to a holonomic atlas. If I' is the Lorentz connection (6.14]) extended from L"X, then

obviously I'y, =T'.
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7 Space-time structure

There is the well-known theorem [111, [50% 56].

THEOREM 7.1: A structure Lie group G of a principal bundle over a paracompact manifold
always is reducible to its maximal compact subgroup H. [J

This follows from Theorem B.] and the facts that the quotient G/H of a Lie group G by
its maximal compact subgroup H is diffeomorphic to an Euclidean space R™ and that a fibre
bundle over a paracompact manifold admits a global section if its typical fibre is an Euclidean
space R™ [62].

A corollary of Theorem [T]) is that a structure group G L4 of a frame bundle LX is reducible
to its maximal compact subgroup SO(4). In gravitation theory, if a structure group G'L, of
LX is reducible to a proper Lorentz group L, it is always reducible to the maximal compact
subgroup SO(3) of L. Thus, there is a commutative diagram

GL, — SO(4)

l l (7.1)
L —S0O(3)

of the reduction of structure groups of a frame bundle LX in gravitation theory. This reduction
diagram results in the following.

e There is one-to-one correspondence between the reduced principal SO(4)-subbundles
L9" X of a frame bundle LX and the global sections of the quotient bundle LX/SO(4) — X.
Its global sections are Riemannian metrics ¢ on X. Thus, a Riemannian metric on a world
manifold always exists.

e As was mentioned above, a reduction of a structure group of a frame bundle LX to a
proper Lorentz group implies the existence of a reduced proper Lorentz subbundle L"X C LX
associated to a tetrad field h or a pseudo-Riemannian metric g = (o h on X.

e Since a structure group L of this reduced Lorentz bundle L"X is reducible to a group
SO(3), there exists a reduced principal SO(3)-subbundle

LX c "X Cc LX, (7.2)

called the spatial structure. The corresponding global section of the quotient fibre bundle
L"X/SO(3) — X with a typical fibre R? is a one-codimensional spatial distribution F € T'X
on X. Its annihilator is a one-dimensional codistribution F* C 7" X.

Given the spatial structure LEX (T2), let us consider the Lorentz bundle atlas ¥} (6.2)
given by local sections z, of LX taking their values into a reduced SO(3)-subbundle LA X. Its
transition functions are SO(3)-valued.

14



It follows that, in gravitation theory on a world manifold X, one can always choose an atlas
of the tangent bundle 7'X and associated bundles with SO(3)-valued transition functions. It
is called the spatial bundle atlas.

Given a spatial bundle atlas U2 its SO(3)-valued transition functions preserve a time-like
component

h® = hSda? (7.3)
of local tetrad forms (6.4]) which, therefore, is globally defined. We agree to call it the time-like
tetrad form. Accordingly, the dual time-like vector field

also is globally defined. In this case, a spatial distribution F is spanned by spatial components
hi, i =1,2,3, of the tetrad frames (6.3)), while the time-like tetrad form (7.3]) spans the tetrad
codistribution F* i.e.,

h°|F = 0. (7.5)

Then the tangent bundle T'X of a world manifold X admits a space-time decomposition
TX =FaoT°X, (7.6)

where T°X is a one-dimensional fibre bundle spanned by the time-like vector field hqy (7.4).
Due to the commutative diagram (Z.I)), the reduced L-subbundle LAX ([Z2) of a reduced
Lorentz bundle L"X is a reduced subbundle of some reduced SO(4)-bundle L9" X too, i.e.,

"X D LlX c 19X, (7.7)

Let g = C o h and ¢ be the corresponding pseudo-Riemannian and Riemannian metrics on X.
Written with respect to a spatial bundle atlas W%, they read

g = nabha & h'ba Guv = hzh,b, ab’ (78)
gt =nhpt @, gf =hihink, (7.9)

v

where ¥ is an Euclidean metric in R*. The space-time decomposition (7.6]) is orthonormal
with respect to both the metrics (7.8) and (7.9). Thus, we come to the following well-known
results |11 [16), [44].

e For any pseudo-Riemannian metric g on a world manifold X, there exist a normalized
time-like one-form h° and a Riemannian metric g such that

g=2h"®h’ — g~ (7.10)

Conversely, let a world manifold X admit a nowhere vanishing one-form o (or, equivalently,
a nowhere vanishing vector field). Then any Riemannian world metric g% on X yields the
pseudo-Riemannian world metric g (TZI0) where h° = o(g%(0,0))71/2.
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e A world manifold X admits a pseudo-Riemannian metric iff there exists a nowhere van-
ishing one-form (or a vector field) on X.

Note that the condition (7)) gives something more. Namely, there is one-to-one correspon-
dence between the reduced SO(3)-subbundles of a frame bundle LX and the triples (g, F, g%)
of a pseudo-Riemannian metric g, a spatial distribution F defined by the condition (7.5 and a
Riemannian metric g” which obey the relation (Z.I0). A spatial distribution F and a Rieman-
nian metric g% in the triple (g, F, g%) are called g-compatible. The corresponding space-time
decomposition is said to be a g-compatible space-time structure. A world manifold en-
dowed with a pseudo-Riemannian metric and a compatible space-time structure is called the
space-time.

Remark 7.1: A g-compatible Riemannian metric g% in a triple (g, F,¢) defines a g-
compatible distance function d(z, ') on a world manifold X. Such a function brings X into
a metric space whose locally Euclidean topology is equivalent to a manifold topology on X.
Given a gravitational field g, the g-compatible Riemannian metrics and the corresponding dis-
tance functions are different for different spatial distributions F and F’. It follows that physical
observers associated to different spatial distributions F and F’ perceive a world manifold X
as different Riemannian spaces. The well-known relativistic changes of sizes of moving bodies
exemplify this phenomenon. Note that there were attempts of deriving a world topology di-
rectly from its pseudo-Riemannian structure (e.g., path topology, C°-topology, etc.) [12, [16].
However, these topologies are rather extraordinary, e.g., they are the non-Hausdorff ones. [

8 Metric-affine gauge gravitation theory

In the absence of matter fields, dynamic variables of gauge gravitation theory are linear world
connections and pseudo-Riemannian metrics on X [I1], 33 [57]. Their Lagrangian Ly is in-
variant under general covariant transformations.

This is the case of metric-affine gravitation theory [Il, 6 18, 19, B4, B9]. Let us however
emphasize that we consider general linear connections which need not be metric (Lorentz)
connections.

Remark 8.1: In view of the decomposition (6.7]), one can choose a different collection of
dynamic variables of metric-affine gauge gravitation theory. These are a pseudo-Riemannian
metric, the torsion (5.7) and the non-metricity tensor (6.9). O

World connections are represented by sections of the bundle of world connections Cy (5.9)).
World metrics are described by sections of the quotient bundle ([3.2). Therefore, let us consider
the bundle product

YMA = ZPR ; Cw, (81)
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coordinated by (x*, 0", k,%5).

Let us restrict our consideration to first order Lagrangian theory on Yj14. Then a configu-
ration space of gauge gravitation theory is the first order jet manifold

JIYMA = JIEPR ;({ JICw, (82)

coordinated by (2}, 0" k%5, 08" kx,%p) [11, 54, 55]. A first order Lagrangian Lya of metric-
affine gauge gravitation theory is a defined as a density

Laa = Lan(a?, 0™ k%5, 08  ky“p)w,  w=dz' A Ada’ (8.3)
on the configuration space J'Y (82). Its Euler-Lagrange operator is

6LMA = (6'@5(100‘5 + guaﬁdk‘uag) A w.

0 0 0 0
el _ - - M B —= —_
Eap (800‘5 dx 00§‘B> Lawm; & (01@“5 dx ak‘w%) Lawm,

The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations read
=0, &' =0

The fibre bundle Yy14 (8J]) is a natural bundle admitting the functorial lift

Teo = 710, + (00,7 + 0 0,7") + (8.4)

do B
(0,7, g — 0p7 k" — 0T k% 5 + 0pupT® ) m—
ks
of vector fields 7 on X. It is an infinitesimal generator of general covariant transformations. At
the same time, s, ([8.4) also is a gauge transformation whose gauge parameters are components
7 (x) of vector fields 7 on X.

By virtue of Relativity Principle, the Lagrangian Lya (83]) of metric-affine gauge gravitation
theory is assumed to be invariant under general covariant transformations. Its Lie derivative
along the jet prolongation J'7sc of the vector field 7 (8.4) for any 7 vanishes, i.e.,

Lyix. Lya = 0. (8.5)

T=C

Since a configuration space J'Cyy of world connections possesses the canonical splitting
(510)), the following analogy to the well-known Utiyama theorem in Yang-Mills gauge theory
is true.

THEOREM 8.1: If the first order Lagrangian Lya (83) on the configuration space (8.2) is
invariant under general covariant transformations and it does not depend on the jet coordinates
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ai‘ﬁ (i.e., derivatives of a metric), this Lagrangian factorizes through the terms R,,%*s (5.10).
O

In contrast with the well-known Lagrangian of Yang—Mills gauge theory, different contrac-
tions of a curvature tensor R,,“s are possible. For instance, the Ricci tensor R, (5.5) and a
scalar curvature R are defined. Moreover, a Lagrangian Lyia also can depend separately on a
torsion

t,uy)\ = kuy)\ - k)\y,u- (86)

Example 8.2: In metric-affine gravitation theory, the Hilbert—Einstein Lagrangian of General
Relativity takes a form

Lar = RVow = 0" Ry,  sv/ow. (8.7)

The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations read

1
gaﬁ = Rag — 5(7(1572 = 0, (88)
% = =duo(0"° Vo) + dr(0MV0)5! + (8.9)

(0"7ko?, — 6k — "2k + 0 hyY o)V = 0.

The equation (8] is an analogy of the Einstein equations, whereas the equation (89) describes
the torsion (8.0) and the non-metricity

Cuva = Cpav = ApOya + k‘uﬁaa,,g + k,ﬁ,,aga
of a linear world connection. It is brought into a form
\/Faygaﬁué’”aﬁ = Caep — %UWJ)‘“’CQM - aaga)‘ﬁcm“ +
%U%UMC,M7 +tpea + Opetay + 0acty”, = 0.
O
Example 8.3: The Yang-Mills Lagrangian
Lyn = 0" "R, %R a/ow

in metric-affine gauge gravitation theory also is considered. It is invariant under a total group
Aut(LX) of automorphisms of a frame bundle LX (Remark . ]). In this case, metric variables
o fail to be dynamic because they are brought into a constant Minkowski metric by general
frame transformations. [J
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9 Energy-momentum conservation law

Since infinitesimal general covariant transformations 7s¢ (8.4]) are exact symmetries of a metric-
affine gravitation Lagrangian, let us study the corresponding conservation law. This is the
energy-momentum conservation laws because vector fields Ts¢ are not vertical [11], [46]. More-
over, since infinitesimal general covariant transformations Tsc (84]) are gauge transformations
depending on derivatives of gauge parameters, the corresponding energy-momentum current
reduces to a superpotential [L1], [53].

In view of Theorem [B.I let us assume that the metric-affine gravitation Lagrangian Lya
(B3) is independent of the derivative coordinates o,*? of a world metric and that it factorizes
through the curvature terms R,,%s (G.10). Then the following relations hold:

)\aﬁ 77)\11(15 - aﬁMA
’ akAVag7

AV o Av o
=T « k)\ﬁcr_ﬂ- crﬁk)\ -

7_‘_)\1/0/3 — v

0L
akyag

Let us use the compact notation
yt = k.5, u,” gy = 0,0505, w55 = k505 — k%05 — kg0,
Then the vector field (84]) takes a form

Too = 70\ + (07P0,7% + 07 0,77)0np + (W20s7* + uP105,7%) 0.

Let Lya be invariant under general covariant transformations, i.e., the equality (835l for
any vector field 7 is satisfied. On-shell, we then have a weak conservation law

0~ —dp[m) (y2 7 — uB 05 — uPO.57*) — T Laga] (9.1)
of the energy-momentum current of metric-affine gravity

Fuint = T (Yar® — w057 — uPp7) — T L (9-2)

«

Remark 9.1: [t is readily observed that, with respect to a local coordinate system where
a vector field 7 is constant, the energy-momentum current (9.2)) leads to a canonical energy-
momentum tensor

jMAAaTOC - (Wkuﬁukauﬁu - 52£MA)7(1’

suggested in order to describe an energy-momentum complex in the Palatini model [§]. O
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Due to the arbitrariness of 7, we have a set of equalities

71'()‘570) _ O,

(w704 + u50%) Lya = 0,

55£MA —+ 20'6'u5au£MA -+ uAgéAEMA + d“(ﬂqug) — yﬁﬂ'ﬁ = 0, (93)
OLya = 0.

Substituting the term yﬁﬁﬁ from the expression (Q.3]) in the energy-momentum conservation

law (@), one brings this conservation law into a form

0~ —d)\[QUAuTa(SauﬁMA + uAgTa(SAﬁMA - WguAgﬁﬁTa + (94)

du(ﬂ)‘”aﬁ)agTa + du(ﬂffqug)T“ — du(ﬂ'AuaﬁagTa)].

After separating the variational derivatives, the energy-momentum conservation law (9.4]) of a
metric-affine gravity takes a superpotential form

0~ —dp[20™M 7 ap Loia + (k16" Laga — k706”5 Lata — ka0 Loga) T +

M Lriadum™ — du(8 o Laia) T + (1 (0,7 — ko u77))],

where an energy-momentum current on-shell reduces to a generalized Komar superpoten-

tial
0L

8RM%
where D, is a covariant derivative relative to a connection k,*, and t,%, is its torsion [10} 47, [54].
In particular, the Hilbert—Einstein Lagrangian (87 is invariant under general covariant

Una' =2 (Dy7™ +1,%577), (9.5)

transformations. The corresponding generalized Komar superpotential (9.5]) comes to the well-
known Komar superpotential if one substitutes the Levi-Civita connection k,%, = {,%}.

10 Spinor structure

In classical field theory, Dirac spinor fields usually are represented by sections of a spinor bundle
on a world manifold X whose typical fibre is a Dirac spinor space ¥(1,3) and whose structure
group is a Lorentz spin group Spin(1, 3). In order to introduce the Dirac operator, one however
must assume that Dirac spinors carry out a representation of a Clifford algebra. Moreover, we
describe spinor spaces as subspaces of Clifford algebras and define spinor bundles as subbundles
of fibre bundles in Clifford algebras [11], [54, [59)].

Note that spinor representations of Lie algebras so(m,n — m) of pseudo-orthogonal Lie
groups SO(m,n —m), n > 1, m = 0,1,...,n, were discovered by E. Cartan in 1913, when
he classified finite-dimensional representations of simple Lie algebras [7]. Though, there is a
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problem of spinor representations of pseudo-orthogonal Lie groups SO(m,n — m) themselves.
Spinor representations are attributes of Spin groups Spin(m,n—m). Spin groups Spin(m,n—m)
are two-fold coverings (I0.I8) of pseudo-orthogonal groups SO(m,n —m).

Spin groups Spin(m,n — m) are defined as certain subgroups of real Clifford algebras
Cl(m,n—m) (I0I6). Moreover, spinor representations of Spin groups in fact are the restriction
of spinor representation of real Clifford algebras to its Spin subgroups. As was mentioned above,
one needs an action of a whole real Clifford algebra in a spinor space in order to construct a
Dirac operator. In 1935, R. Brauer and H. Weyl described spinor representations in terms of
Clifford algebras [4], 28]. This description is based on the following.

e Real Clifford algebras C¢(m,n —m) and complex Clifford algebras CC¢(n) of even dimen-
sion n are isomorphic to matrix algebras (Theorems and [[0.4] respectively). Therefore,
they are simple, and all their automorphisms are inner (Theorems [[0.7] and [0.9]). Their in-
vertible elements constitute general linear matrix groups. They act on Clifford algebras by
a left-regular representation, and their adjoint representation exhaust all automorphisms of
Clifford algebras.

e Given a real Clifford algebra C¢(m,n —m), the corresponding spinor space ¥(m,n —m) is
defined as a carrier space of its exact irreducible representation. This representation of a real
Clifford algebra Cf(m,n — m) of even dimension n is unique up to an equivalence (Theorem
10.3).

However, spinor spaces ¥(m,n—m) and W(m', n—m’) need not be isomorphic vector spaces
for m’ 4 m. For instance, a Dirac spinor space is defined to be a spinor space ¥(1,3) of a real
Clifford algebra C¢(1,3). It differs from a Majorana spinor space ¥(3,1) of a real Clifford
algebra C¢(3,1). In contrast with the four-dimensional real matrix representation (IL.3) of
Cl(3,1), the representation (1.0 of a real Clifford algebra C¢(3, 1) by complex Dirac’s matrices
is not a representation of a real Clifford algebra. By this reason and because, from the physical
viewpoint, Dirac spinor fields describing charged fermions are complex fields, we focus our
consideration on complex Clifford algebras and complex spinors.

e A complex Clifford algebra CCl(n) of even dimension n is proved to be isomorphic to a
ring Mat(2"/2, C) of complex (22 x 2"/?)-matrices (Theorem [[0.4). The corresponding complex
spinor space ¥(n) is defined as a carrier space of its exact irreducible representation. Due to
the canonical monomorphism C¢(m,n —m) — CCl(n) (I0.I0) of real Clifford algebras to the
complex ones, a complex spinor space ¥(n) admits a representation of a real Clifford algebra
Cl(m,n — m), though it need not be irreducible.

e Similarly to a case of real Clifford algebras, an exact irreducible representation of a complex
Clifford algebra CCl(n) of even dimension n is unique up to an equivalence (Theorem [I0.0]).
Therefore, we define a complex spinor space ¥(n) in a case of even n as a minimal left ideal of
a complex Clifford algebra CC/¢(n). Thus, a spinor representation

v:CCl(n) x U(n) — ¥(n) (10.1)
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of a Clifford algebra CC/(n) is equivalent to the canonical representation of Mat(2"/2,C) by
matrices in a complex vector space ¥(n) = C2"”.

Treating a complex spinor space W(n) as a subspace of a complex Clifford algebra CCl(n)
which carries out its left-regular representation ([I0.I]), we believe reasonable to consider a fibre
bundle in spinor spaces ¥(n) as a subbundle of a fibre bundle in Clifford algebras. However,
one usually considers fibre bundles in Clifford algebras whose structure group is a group of
automorphisms of these algebras [I1], 28]. A problem is that this group fails to preserve spinor
subspaces ¥ (n) of a complex Clifford algebra CC¢(n) (Remark [[0.3]) and, thus, it can not be a
structure group of spinor bundles.

Therefore, we define fibre bundles C ([0.24]) in Clifford algebras CC¢(n) whose structure
group is a general linear group GL(2"/2,C) of invertible elements of CC¢(n) which acts on this
algebra by left multiplications [59]. Certainly, it preserves minimal left ideals of this algebra
and, consequently, is a structure group of spinor subbundles S of a Clifford algebra bundle C.

It should be emphasized that, though there is the ring monomorphism Cl(m,n —m) —
CC{l(n) (IO.IQ), the Clifford algebra bundle C (I0.24]) need not contain a subbundle in real
Clifford algebras C/(m,n —m) unless a structure group GL(2"2,C) of C is reducible to a group
GCl(m,n — m) of invertible elements of C/(m,n —m). Let X be an n-dimensional smooth
manifold and LX a principal frame bundle over X. In accordance with Theorem [B.Il any
global section h of the quotient bundle X(m,n — m) = LX/O(m,n —m) — X (I0.36) is
associated to the fibre bundle C" — X ([I0.30) in complex Clifford algebras CC¢(n) which
contains the subbundle C"*(m,n —m) — X (I0.31)) in real Clifford algebras C¢(m,n —m) and
a spinor subbundle S" — X.

A key point is that, given different sections h and h’ of the quotient bundle ¥(m,n—m) — X
(I036), the Clifford algebra bundles C* and C* need not be isomorphic.

In order to describe all these non-isomorphic Clifford algebra bundles C", we follow a con-
struction of composite bundles. We consider composite Clifford algebra bundles Cyx. (10.43)
and C(m,n —m)y ([{0.44]), and the spinor bundle Sy, (I0.45]) over a base %(m,n —m) (10.30).
Then given a global section h of the quotient bundle ¥X(m,n — m) — X ([I0.30), the pull-
back bundles h*Cys, h*C(m,n — m)y, and h*Sy, are the above mentioned fibre bundles C* — X,
C"(m,n —m) — X and S" — X, respectively.

10.1 Clifford algebras

A real Clifford algebra is defined as a ring (i.e., a unital associative algebra) possessing a certain
vector subspace of generating elements. However, such a ring can possess different generating
spaces. Therefore, we also consider a real Clifford algebra without specifying its generating
space.

Let V = R" be an n-dimensional real vector space provided with a non-degenerate bilinear
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form (a pseudo-Euclidean metric) n. Let us consider a tensor algebra

2 k
RV =ROVERIVS -0V
of V' and its two-sided ideal I, generated by the elements
vV +0 ®@v—2n(v,v)e, v,v' €V,

where e denotes the unit element of ®V. The quotient ®V/I, is a real non-commutative ring.
A real ring ®V//I,, together with a fixed generating subspace (V,7) is called the real Clifford
algebra C/(V,n) modelled over a pseudo-Euclidean space (V7).

There is the canonical monomorphism of a real vector space V' to the quotient ®V/I,. It is
a generating subspace of a real ring ®V//I,. Its elements obey the relations

v’ +v'v — 2n(v,v")e = 0, v,v' e V.

Given real Clifford algebras C£(V,n) and C{(V’, 1), by their isomorphism is meant an iso-
morphism of them as rings:

¢:CUV,m) = CLV', ),  olqd) = ¢(q)o(d), (10.2)

which also is an isometric isomorphism of their generating pseudo-Euclidean spaces:

¢:CLV,n) D (Vin) = (V'.n) c V', '), (10.3)
27 (¢(v), $(v") = d(v)o(v') + ¢(v)p(v) = P(vv +v'v) = 2n(v, v").

It follows from the isomorphism (I0.3)) that two real Clifford algebras C4(V,n) and CL(V', 1)
are isomorphic iff they are modelled over pseudo-Euclidean spaces (V,7) and (V' 1) of the same

signature. Let a pseudo-Euclidean metric 7 be of signature (m;n —m) = (1,...,1; =1, ..., —1).
Let {v',...,v"} be a basis for V such that n takes a diagonal form

,r]ab — T](Ua,’(]b) — :l:(sab.
Then a ring C/(V,n) is generated by elements v',...,v™ which obey relations
v’ + vPu® = 2n?e.

We agree to call {v',...,v"} the basis for a real Clifford algebra C/(R",n). Given this basis, let
us denote CL(R™,n) = Cl(m,n —m).

Certainly, any isomorphism (I0.2) — (I0.3)) of real Clifford algebras is their ring isomorphism
(I02)). However, the converse is not true, because their ring isomorphism (I0.2)) need not be
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the isometric isomorphism (I0.3) of their generating spaces. Therefore, we also consider real
Clifford algebras, without specifying their generating spaces.

LEMMA 10.1: Any isometric isomorphism ([0.3)) of generating vector spaces ¢ : V' — V' of real
Clifford algebras C¢(V,n) and C{(V’, 1) is prolonged to their ring isomorphism (I0.2)):

¢ : Cg(vv 7]) - Cﬁ(vl, 7/) ¢(U1 to Uk) = (b(rUl) T ¢(Uk)7 (1O4>

which also is an isomorphism of real Clifford algebras. [J

Remark 10.1: It may happen that a ring C{(V,n) admits a generating pseudo-Euclidean
space (V' 1) whose signature differs from that of (V7). In this case, C{(V,n) possesses the
structure of a real Clifford algebra C¢(V’, ") which is not isomorphic to a real Clifford algebra
Ci(V,n). O

There is the following classification of real Clifford algebras 28], [59).

THEOREM 10.2: Real Clifford algebras C/(p, q) as rings are isomorphic to the following matrix

algebras.
( (p+9)/2
Mat(209/2.R) = & Mat(2,R) p—q=0,2 mod 8
R
Mat(2?PT2=D/2 R) @ Mat(2P+eD/2 R) p —g=1 mod 8
Cg(p7 q) = Mat(2(p+q—l)/27 (C) p—q= 3’ 7 mOd 8 (105)
Mat(2(P+9=2)/2 ) p—q=4,6 mod8
[ Mat(2?+9=3)/2 H) @ Mat(2?7T3/2 H)p — ¢ =5 mod 8
O

Since matrix algebras Mat(r, ), K = R, C, H, are simple, a glance at Table shows that
real Clifford algebras C/(V,7n) modelled over even dimensional vector spaces V' (i.e., p — ¢ is
even) are simple.

By a representation of a real Clifford algebra C/(V, n) is meant its ring homomorphism p to a
real ring of linear endomorphisms of a finite-dimensional real vector space =, whose dimension
is called the dimension of a representation. A representation is said to be exact if p is an
isomorphism. A representation is called irreducible if there is no proper subspace of = which is
a carrier space of a representation of C4(V)n).

Two representations p and p’ of a Clifford algebra C/(V,n) in vector spaces = and =’ are
said to be equivalent if there is an isomorphism £ : = — Z’ of these vector spaces such that
p = &opo&tis a real ring isomorphism of p(C¢(V,n)) and p/(C£(V,n)). The following is a
corollary of Theorem [28].

THEOREM 10.3: If n = dimV is even, an exact irreducible representation of a real ring
Cl(m,n — m) is unique up to an equivalence. If n is odd there exist two inequivalent exact
irreducible representations of a real Clifford algebra C¢(m,n —m). O
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Now, let us consider the complexification

CCl(m,n —m) =CxClm,n —m) (10.6)
R

of a real ring C/(m,n — m). It is readily observed that all complexifications CCl(m,n — m),
m =0,...,n, are isomorphic:

CCl(m,n —m) = CCl(m',n —m), (10.7)

both as real and complex rings. Though the isomorphisms (I0.7)) are not unique, one can speak
about an abstract complex ring CC¢(n) (I0.7) so that, given a real Clifford algebra C¢(m,n—m)
and its complexification CCl(m,n — m) (I0.0), there exists the complex ring isomorphism of
CCl(m,n —m) to CCL(n). We call CCl(n) (I0.7) the complex Clifford algebra, and define
it as a complex ring

CCl(n) = C®Cl(n,0), (10.8)

R

generated by n elements (e!) such that
e'el +eélet == 2k(e', el )e = 20%e. (10.9)

Let us call {e'} (I0.9) the Euclidean basis for a complex Clifford algebra CCl(n). A complex
vector space V, spanned by an Euclidean basis {e'} and provided with the bilinear form « (I0.9]),
is termed the Euclidean generating space of a complex Clifford algebra CC¢(n). With this basis,
the complex ring CC/(n) (I0.8) possesses a canonical real subring

Cl(m,n —m) — CCl(n) (10.10)

with a basis {e!,... e™ ie™™ ... ie"}.
Theorem [[0.2l provides the following classification of complex Clifford algebras CC¢(n) (I0.8)
28, 159).

THEOREM 10.4: Complex Clifford algebras are isomorphic to the following matrix ones

n/2 n/2

Mat(2"/2,C) = ® Mat(2,C) = ® CC/(2)n =0 mod 2
C C

Mat(2(*=1/2 C) @ Mat(2"~1/2,C) n=1 mod 2

CCl(n) = (10.11)

O

COROLLARY 10.5: Since matrix algebras Mat(n, C) are simple and central (i.e., their center is
proportional to the unit matrix), complex Clifford algebras CC¢(n) of even n are central simple
algebras. [
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By a representation of a complex Clifford algebra CC/¢(n) is meant its morphism p to a
complex algebra of linear endomorphisms of a finite-dimensional complex vector space. The
following is a corollary of Theorem [[0.4] [28].

THEOREM 10.6: If n is even, an exact irreducible representation of a complex Clifford algebra
CC{(n) is unique up to an equivalence. If n is odd there exist two inequivalent exact irreducible
representations of a complex Clifford algebra CCl(n). O

In view of Corollary [[0.5] and Theorem [[0.6, we hereafter focus our consideration on real
and complex Clifford algebras modelled over even vector spaces.

10.2 Automorphisms of Clifford algebras

We consider both generic ring automorphisms of a Clifford algebra and its automorphisms
which preserve a specified generating space [59).

Let C¢(V,n) be a real Clifford algebra modelled over an even-dimensional pseudo-Euclidean
space (V,n). By Aut[C{(V,n)] is denoted the group of automorphisms of a real ring C4(V, 7).
A key point is the following.

THEOREM 10.7: Any automorphism of a real ring C¢(V,n) is inner. [

Indeed, Theorem [[0.2] states that any real Clifford algebra C¢(p,q), p — ¢ = 0 mod 2 as
a ring is isomorphic to some matrix algebra Mat(m,K), K = R,C,H. Such an algebra is
simple. Algebras Mat(m, K), K = R, H, are central simple real algebras with the center Z = R.
Algebras Mat(m, C) are central simple complex algebras with the center Z = C. In accordance
with the well-known Skolem—Noether theorem automorphisms of these algebras are inner.

Invertible elements of a real Clifford algebra C/(V,n) = Mat(m, K) constitute a general
linear matrix group GC¢(V,n) = GIl(m,K). In particular, this group contains all elements
v €V C ClV,n) such that n(v,v) # 0. Acting in C¢(V,n) by left and right multiplications, the
group GCL(V,n) also acts in a real Clifford algebra by the adjoint representation

g:q—gq9”',  ge€GCUV,n),  qeClV,n). (10.12)
By virtue of Theorem [10.7, this representation provides an epimorphism
¢:GClV,n)=Gl(m,K) = Gl(m,K)/Z = Aut[CL(V,n)]. (10.13)

Any ring automorphism g of C¢(V,n) sends a generating pseudo-Euclidean space (V,7) of
CL(V,n) onto an isometrically isomorphic pseudo-Euclidean space (V’,7') such that

2 (9(v), 9(v))e = g(v)g(v') + g(v)g(v) = 2n(v,v)e,  v,0" € V.

It also is a generating space of a ring C/(V, 7). Conversely, let (V,n) and (V', 1) be two different
pseudo-Euclidean generating spaces of the same signature of a ring C¢(V, 7). In accordance with

26



Lemma [[0.1] their isometric isomorphism (V,n) — (V’,n’) gives rise to an automorphism of a
ring C¢(V,n) which also is an isomorphism of Clifford algebras C¢(V,n) — CL(V', 7).
In particular, any (isometric) automorphism

g:Vav—=g eV, nlgv),g@)) =n), geOV,n),

of a pseudo-Euclidean generating space (V, ) is prolonged to an automorphism of a ring C£(V, 1)
which also is an automorphism of a real Clifford algebra C¢(V,n). Then we have a monomor-
phism

O(V,n) — Aut[Cl(V,n)] (10.14)

of a group O(V,n) of automorphisms of a pseudo-Euclidean space (V,n) to a group of ring
automorphisms of C/(V,n). Herewith, an automorphism g € O(V,n) of a ring C¢(V,n) is the
identity one iff its restriction to V' is an identity map of V. Consequently, the following is true.

THEOREM 10.8: A subgroup O(V,n) C Aut[C{(V,n)] (I0.14]) exhausts all automorphisms of a
ring C¢(V,n) which are automorphisms of a Clifford algebra C¢(V,n). O

Let us consider a subgroup Cliff(V,n) C GCI(V,n) generated by all invertible elements of
V C Cl(V,n). Tt is called the Clifford group. One can show that the homomorphism ¢ (I0.I3))
of a Clifford group Cliff(V,n) to Aut[C{(V,n)] is its epimorphism

¢ : GCL(V,n) D Cliff(V,n) — O(V,n) C Aut[CL(V,n)] (10.15)

onto O(V,n). Due to the factorization (I0.13]), any ring automorphism v, v € Cliff(V,n), of
CL(V,n) also is an automorphism of a real Clifford algebra C4(V, 7).

The epimorphism (I0.15) yields an action of a Clifford group Cliff(V,7) in a pseudo-
Euclidean space (V,n) by the adjoint representation (I0.12]). However, this action is not effec-
tive. Therefore, one consider subgroups Pin(V,n) and Spin(V,n) of Cliff(V,n). The first one
is generated by elements v € V such that n(v,v) = £1. A group Spin(V,7) is defined as an
intersection

Spin(V, n) = Pin(V,n) N CL(V,n) (10.16)
of a group Pin(V,7n) and the even subring C¢°(V,n) of a real Clifford algebra C¢(V,n). In
particular, generating elements v € V' of Pin(V,7) do not belong to its subgroup Spin(V, 7).
The epimorphism (I0.I5]) restricted to the Pin and Spin groups leads to short exact sequences
of groups

e — Zo — Pin(V,n) N O(V,n) — e. (10.17)
e — Zy — Spin(V, 1) == SO(V,n) — e, (10.18)
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where Zy — (e, —e) C Spin(V, 7).

Remark 10.2: It should be emphasized that an epimorphism ¢ in (I0.I7) and (I0.I8) is not
a trivial bundle unless 7 is of signature (1,1). It is a universal coverings over each component
of O(V,n). O

Let CCl(n) be the complex Clifford algebra (I0.8]) of even n.
THEOREM 10.9: All automorphisms of a complex Clifford algebra CCl(n) are inner. [
Indeed, by virtue of Theorem [[0.4] there is the ring isomorphism (I0.IT):

CCl(n) = Mat(2"2,C). (10.19)

In accordance with Corollary [[0.5] this algebra is a central simple complex algebra with the
center Z = C. In accordance with the above-mentioned Skolem—Noether theorem automor-
phisms of these algebras are inner. Invertible elements of the Clifford algebra (I0.19) constitute
a general linear group

GCCl(n) = GL(2V?,C). (10.20)

Acting in CC/l(n) by left and right multiplications, this group also acts in a Clifford algebra by
the adjoint representation, and we obtain its epimorphism

GL(2"% C) — Aut[Cl(n)] = PGL(2"?,C) = (10.21)
GL(2"%,C)/C = SL(2"?,C)/Zpn)-

onto a projective linear group PGL(2"/?,C).
Any automorphism g of a complex Clifford algebra CC/(n) sends its Euclidean generating
space (V, k) onto some generating space

V,k) Kg(), g(v) = k(v o), v, eV,

which is the Euclidean one with respect to the basis {g(e'}. Conversely, any automorphism of
an Euclidean generating space (V, k) is prolonged to an automorphism of a ring CC/(n). Then
we have a monomorphism

O(n,C) — Aut[CCL(n)] (10.22)

of a group O(n,C) of automorphisms of an Euclidean generating space (V, k) to a group of
ring automorphisms of CCl(n). Herewith, an automorphism g € O(n,C) of a complex ring
CCl(n) is the identity one iff its restriction to V is an identity map of V. Consequently, all ring
automorphisms of a complex Clifford algebra CC/(n) preserving its Euclidean generating space
form a group O(n,C).
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Given a complex Clifford algebra CCl(n), let C¢(m,n —m) be a real Clifford algebra. Due
to the canonical ring monomorphism C¢(m,n —m) — CC{¢(n) (I0I0Q), there is the canonical
group monomorphism

GCl(m,n —m) — GCCl(n) = GL(2"/?,C). (10.23)

Since all ring automorphisms of a real Clifford algebra are inner (Theorem [[0.7]), they are
extended to inner automorphisms of a complex Clifford algebra CCl(n).

10.3 Spinor spaces

As was mentioned above, we define spinor spaces in terms of Clifford algebras [11} 59)].

A real spinor space V(m,n — m) is defined as a carrier space of an irreducible repre-
sentation of a real Clifford algebra C/(m,n — m). It also carries out a representation of the
corresponding group Spin(m,n —m) C C{(m,n —m) [2§].

If n is even, such a real spinor space is unique up to an equivalence in accordance with
Theorem However, spinor spaces ¥(m,n —m) and ¥(m’,n —m') need not be isomorphic
vector spaces for m’ # m.

A complex spinor space W(n) is defined as a carrier space of an irreducible representation
of a complex Clifford algebra CC{(n).

Since n is even, a representation W(n) is unique up to an equivalence in accordance with
Theorem [I0.6. Therefore, it is sufficient to describe a complex spinor space ¥(n) as a subspace
of a complex Clifford algebra CC¢(n) which acts on ¥(n) by left multiplications.

Given a complex Clifford algebra CCl(n), let us consider its non-zero minimal left ideal which
Cl(n) acts on by left multiplications. It is a finite-dimensional complex vector space. Therefore,
an action of a complex Clifford algebra CC/(n) in a minimal left ideal by left multiplications
defines a linear representation of CCl(n). It obviously is irreducible. In this case, a minimal
left ideal of CC/l(n) is a complex spinor space W(n). Thus, we come to an equivalent definition
of a complex spinor space as a minimal left ideal of a complex Clifford algebra CC¢(n) which
carry out its irreducible representation (I0.1]) [59].

By virtue of Theorem [[04] there is a ring isomorphism CC/(n) = Mat(2"/? C) (I0.19).
Consequently, a spinor representation of a complex Clifford algebra CC/l(n) is equivalent to
the canonical representation of Mat(2"/2, C) by matrices in a complex vector space C2n/2, ie.,
W(n) = C¥*. A spinor space W(n) C CCl(n) also carries out the left-regular irreducible
representation of the group GCC/l(n) = GL(2™/?,C) (I020) which is equivalent to the natural
matrix representation of GL(2%/2,C) in C2"*

Owing to the monomorphism Cl¢(m,n —m) — CCl(n) (I0.10), a spinor space ¥(n) also
carries out a representation of real Clifford algebras C/(m,n — m), their Pin and Spin groups,
though these representation need not be reducible.

Remark 10.3: Certainly, an automorphism of a Clifford algebra CC¢(n) sends a spinor space

29



onto a spinor space, but not the same one. An action of a group PG'L(2"/2, C) of automorphisms
of CCl(n) in a set SW(n) of spinor spaces is transitive. [J

10.4 Clifford algebra bundles and spinor bundles

Treating spinor spaces as subspaces of Clifford algebras, we can describe spinor bundles as
subbundles of a fibre bundle in complex Clifford algebras [59].

One usually consider fibre bundles in Clifford algebras whose structure group is a group
of automorphisms of these algebras [11], 28]. A problem is that, as was mentioned above, this
group fails to preserve spinor subspaces of a complex Clifford algebra (Remark [[0.3) and, thus,
it can not be a structure group of spinor bundles. Therefore, we define fibre bundles in Clifford
algebras whose structure group is a group of invertible elements of a complex Clifford algebra
which acts on this algebra by left multiplications. Certainly, it preserves minimal left ideals of
this algebra and, consequently, it is a structure group of spinor bundles.

Let CCl(n) be a complex Clifford algebra modelled over an even dimensional complex space
C™. Tt is isomorphic to a ring Mat(2"/2, C) of complex (22 x 2"/2)-matrices (Theorem [0.4). Its
invertible elements constitute the general linear group GCC/(n) = GL(2"?,C) (I0.20) whose
adjoint representation in CC/l(n) yields the projective linear group PGL(2"2,C) (I021) of
automorphisms of CC¢(n) (Theorem [I0.9).

Given a smooth manifold X, let us consider a principal bundle P — X with a structure
group GL(2"?,C). A fibre bundle in complex Clifford algebras CC/(n) is defined to be the
P-associated bundle:

C = (P x Mat(2"/?,C))/GL(2"*,C) = X (10.24)
with a typical fibre CC/(n) = Mat(2"/2, C) which carries out the left-regular representation of
a group GL(2"/% C).

Owing to the canonical inclusion GL(2"/2 C) — Mat(2"/2,C), a principal GL(2"/?2,C)-
bundle P is a subbundle P C C of the Clifford algebra bundle C (I0.24]). Herewith, the canonical
right action of a structure group GL(2"/2, C) on a principal bundle P is extended to the fibrewise
action of GL(2"2,C) on the Clifford algebra bundle C ([0.24) by right multiplications. This

action is globally defined because it is commutative with transition functions of C acting on its
typical fibre Mat(2"/2,C) on the left.

Remark 10.4: As was mentioned above, one usually considers a fibre bundle in Clifford
algebras CC/(n) = Mat(2"/?) (I0.19) whose structure group is the group PGL(2"/?, C) (I0.21))
of automorphisms of CC¢(n). This also is a P-associated bundle

AC = (P x CCl(n))/GL(2V?,C) — X (10.25)

where GL(2"2,C) acts on CC/(n) by the adjoint representation. [J
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Let W(n) be a spinor space of a complex Clifford algebra CC/¢(n). Being a minimal left ideal
of CCl(n), it is a subspace ¥(n) of CC¢(n) which inherits the left-regular representation of a
group GL(2"2, C) in CCl(n). Given a principal GL(2"?2, C)-bundle P, a spinor bundle then
is defined as a P-associated bundle

S = (PxU(n))/GLE2"*C) - X (10.26)

with a typical fibre ¥(n) = C2"* and a structure group GL(2"/%,C) which acts on ¥(n) by left
multiplications.

Obviously, the spinor bundle S (I0.26) is a subbundle of the Clifford algebra bundle C
(I0:24). However, S (I0.26) need not be a subbundle of the fibre bundle AC (I0.27) in Clifford
algebras because a spinor space W(n) is not stable under automorphisms of a complex Clifford
algebra CCl(n).

At the same time, given the spinor representation (I0.J]) of a complex Clifford algebra, there
is a fibrewise representation morphism

v AC X S —~ S, (10.27)
v (P x (CCl(n) x W(n)))/GCCL(n) — (P x y(CCl(n) x ¥(n)))/GCCL(n),

of the P-associated fibre bundles AC (I0.25]) and S (I0.26) with a structure group GCCl(n).

It should be emphasized that, though there is the ring monomorphism Cl(m,n —m) —
CC{l(n) (I0IQ), the Clifford algebra bundle C (I0.24]) need not contains a subbundle in real
Clifford algebras Cf(m,n — m), unless a structure group GL(2"/2,C) of C is reducible to a
subgroup GCl(m,n —m). This problem can be solved as follows.

Let X be a smooth real manifold of even dimension n. Let T*X be the cotangent bundle over
X and LX the associated principal frame bundle. Let us assume that their structure group is
GL(n,R) is reducible to a pseudo-ortohogonal subgroup O(m,n—m). In particular, a structure
group GL(n,R) always is reducible to a maximal compact subgroup O(n,R) (Theorem [7.1]).
There is the exact sequence of groups (I0.17):

e = Zy — Pin(m,n —m) i>O(m, n—m)—e. (10.28)

A problem is that this exact sequence need not be split, i.e., there is no monomorphism « :
O(m,n —m) — Pin(m,n —m) so that ( o x = Id, in general.

In this case, we say that a principal Pin(m,n — m)-bundle Y — X is an extension of a
principal O(m,n — m)-bundle Y — X if there is an epimorphism of principal bundles

}7734 (10.29)

Such an extension need not exist.

Remark 10.5: The topological obstruction to that a principal O(m,n — m)-bundle Y — X
lifts to a principal Pin(m,n — m)-bundle Y — X is given by the Cech cohomology group
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H?*(X;Zy) of X [11} 15, 28]. Namely, a principal bundle Y defines an element of H?*(X;Z,)
which must be zero so that Y — X can give rise to Y — X. Inequivalent lifts of Y — X

to principal Pin(m,n — m)-bundles are classified by elements of the Cech cohomology group
HYX;Zy). O

Let L"X be a reduced principal O(m,n — m)-subbundle of a frame bundle LX. In this
case, the above mentioned topological obstruction to that this bundle L"X is extended to a
principal Pin(m, n—m)-bundle L"X (Remark [I0.7) is the second Stiefel-Whitney class w,(X) €
H?*(X;Zy) of X [28]. Let us assume that a manifold X is orientable, i.e., the Cech cohomology
group H'(X;Zs) is trivial, and that the second Stiefel-Whitney class wq(X) € H?(X;Zs) of X
also is trivial. Let L"X be the desired Pin(m,n — m)-lift (I0.29) of a principal O(m,n —m)-
bundle L"X. Owing to the canonical monomorphism (I0I0) of Clifford algebras, there is the
group monomorphism Pin(m,n —m) — GCCl(n) (I0.23). Due to this monomorphism, there
exists a principal GCCl(n)-bundle P" whose reduced Pin(m,n — m)-subbundle is L"X, and
whose structure group GCCl(n) = GL(2"?,C) (I020) thus is reducible to Pin(m,n —m). Let

Ch = (P" x Mat(2"/?,C))/GL(2V?,C) = X (10.30)

be the Ph-associated bundle ([I0.24)) in complex Clifford algebras CC¢(n). Then it contains a
subbundle
C"(m,n —m) = (L"X x Cl(m,n —m))/Pin(m,n —m) — X (10.31)

in real Clifford algebras Cf(m,n — m). The Clifford algebra bundle C* (IT0.30) also contains
spinor subbundles (T0.26]):

Sh = (P" x W(4))/GL(2"V?,C) — X. (10.32)

Let us consider a Ph-associated fibre bundle AC" ([I0.25) in complex Clifford algebras
CCl(n) whose structure group acts on CCl(n) by the adjoint representation and, thus, it is
the group Aut[C¢(n)] (IOZI) of its automorphisms. Since a structure group of P" is reducible
to Pin(m,n — m), a fibre bundle AC" contains a L"X-associated subbundle

AC(m,n—m) = (L"X x Cl(m,n —m))/Pin(m,n —m) — X (10.33)

in real Clifford algebras Cf(m,n —m) where the group Pin(m,n —m) acts on C{(m,n —m) by
the adjoint representation. Then there is the fibrewise representation (10.27]):

v AC"(m,n —m) X Sh — St (10.34)

Due to the epimorphism ¢ (I0.28)), the Clifford algebra bundle AC"(m,n — m) contains
a subbundle M"X in pseudo-Euclidean generating spaces of fibres of AC"(m,n — m)with a
structure group O(m,n —m). It is associated to an original reduced principal subbundle L"X
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of a frame bundle LX and, thus, is isomorphic to the cotangent bundle 7T*X of X. Accordingly,
the fibrewise representation v (I0.34) leads to a fibrewise Clifford algebra representation
v M'X x St — Sh (10.35)
X X
of elements of the cotangent bundle 7X = M"X.

Of course, with a different reduced principal O(m,n —m)-subbundle L* X of LX, we come
to a different Clifford algebra bundle C* (I0:30). By virtue of Theorem B.1], there is one-to-one
correspondence between the reduced principal O(m,n — m)-subbundle L"X of LX and the
global sections h of the quotient bundle

YX(m,n—m)=LX/O(m,n—m) — X, (10.36)
which are pseudo-Riemannian metrics of signature (m,n —m) on X.

Remark 10.6: A key point is that, given different global sections h and A’ of the quotient
bundle X(m,n —m) (I0.36), neither complex Clifford algebra bundles C"* and ¢ (I0.30) nor
real Clifford algebra bundles AC"(m,n —m) and AC" (m,n — m) are not isomorphic. These
fibre bundles are associated to principal Pin(m,n — m)-bundles L"X and L" X which are the
two-fold covers (I0.29) of the reduced principal O(m,n — m)-subbundles L"X and L' X of
a frame bundle LX), respectively. These subbundles need not be isomorphic, and then the
principal bundles L'"X and L" X are well. Moreover, let principal bundles L"X and L" X
be isomorphic. For instance, this is the case of an orthogonal group O(n,R). However, their
covers L"X and L" X need not be isomorphic. An isomorphism of L"X and L" X yields an
isomorphism of fibre bundles M"X and M" X in generating pseudo-Euclidean spaces, but it is
not isometric, and, therefore, fails to provide an isomorphism of real Clifford algebra bundles
AC"(m,n—m) and AC" (m,n—m). Consequently, a Clifford algebra bundle must be considered
only in a pair with a certain pseudo-Riemannian metric h. [

In order to describe a whole family of non-isomorphic Clifford algebra bundles C*, let us
call into play a composite bundle

LX?Z(m,n—m)—>X (10.37)

where

LX - Y(m,n —m) (10.38)

is a principal bundle with a structure group O(m,n —m) [59]. Let us consider its principal

Pin(m,n — m)-lift (I0.29):
EX — S(m,n—m), (10.39)

if this exists. It is a composite bundle

ZX7>2(m,n —m) — X. (10.40)
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Then, given a global section h of X(m,n —m) — X ([036), the pull-back h*LX of LX —
Y(m,n —m) ([[038) is a reduced principal O(m,n — m)-subbundle L"X of the frame bundle
LX — X [I037). Accordingly, the pull-back h*LX of LX — X(m,n—m) ([0:39) is a principal
Pin(m, n—m)-subbundle of the composite bundle LX — X ([[040), and it is a Pin(m, n—m)-lift

WLX =L"X — L'X (10.41)

of L"X = h*LX.
Owing to the group monomorphism Pin(m,n —m) — GCCl(n) (I0.23), there exists a
principal GCC/(n)-bundle
P, ~ X(m,n —m), (10.42)

whose reduced principal Pin(m, n — m)-subbundle is the fibre bundle (I0.39)). Let

Cx, ~ Y(m,n —m) (10.43)

be the Py-associated bundle (I024) in complex Clifford algebras CCl(n). It contains a LX-
associated subbundle
Cx.(m,n —m) —~ Y(m,n —m) (10.44)

in real Clifford algebras C/(m,n — m). The Clifford algebra bundle Cyx, (I0.43)) also has Psx-
associated spinor subbundles
Sy = X(m,n —m). (10.45)

Given a global section h of ¥(m,n —m) — X (10.36)), the pull-back bundles h*Cy, — X,
h*Cs(m,n — m) — X and h*Sy;, — X are subbundles of the composite bundles Cs, — X,
Cs(m,n —m) — X and Sy — X and are the bundles C" — X ([I030), C"(m,n —m) — X

(I03T) and S* — X (I0.32), respectively.

Similarly, we define an LX-associated bundle
ACs,(m,n —m) —~ Y(m,n —m) (10.46)

in real Clifford algebras Cf(m,n —m) where the group Pin(m,n —m) acts on C{(m,n —m) by
the adjoint representation. Then there is a fibrewise Clifford algebra representation

v ACg(m, n — m) >2< SE ?) Sz. (1047)

Given a global section h of ¥(m,n—m) — X (I0.36), the pull-back bundle h* ACx,(m,n—m) —
X restarts the Clifford algebra bundle AC"(m,n —m) (I0.33)) and the fibrewise representation

v (I0.34).
Due to the epimorphism ¢ (I0.28), the Clifford algebra bundle ACs(m,n — m) (10.46)
contains a subbundle My in pseudo-Euclidean generating spaces of fibres of ACs(m,n — m)
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with a structure group O(m,n—m). This fibre bundle is associated to the principal O(m, n—m)-
bundle (I0.38), and it inherits the fibrewise representation (I0.47):

v ME X SE ?SZ (1048)
%

Given a global section h of ¥(m,n—m) — X (I0.30), its pull-back h* My, — X coincides with a
fibre bundle M"X in pseudo-Euclidean generating spaces, and it is isomorphic to the cotangent
bundle 7* X of X. Accordingly, the fibrewise representation v (I0.48)) reproduces that (I0.35).

11 Dirac spinor fields in gauge gravitation theory

A Dirac spinor space is defined to be a spinor space ¥(1,3) of an irreducible representation of
real Clifford algebra C/(1,3).
There are ring isomorphisms of real Clifford algebras

Cl(1,3) =Cl(4,0) = CL(0,4) = Mat(2, H), (11.1)
which as rings fail to be isomorphic to real Clifford algebras
Cl(3,1) =Cl(2,2) = Mat(4,R). (11.2)

Due to the isomorphism (IT.Z), a real Clifford algebra C¢(3,1) possesses an irreducible four-
dimensional representation by real matrices

) Go) (o) G o

where 1 is the unit (2 x 2)-matrix and o*, k = 1,2, 3, are Pauli matrices

ol = ((1)(1)) : o2 = ((l) _OZ) : o3 = ((1) _01) : (11.4)

By virtue of Theorem [[0.3] the representation (II3) is unique up to an equivalence. Its carrier
space is ¥(3, 1) of real Majorana spinors.

In contrast with the representation (IL.3) of C/(3,1), a representation of a real Clifford
algebra C/(3,1), the matrix representation C/(1,3) = Mat(2, H) (IT.1]) by Dirac’s y-matrices

01 ; 0 —a’
0 _ j_ ' )

is not real. As was mentioned above, we therefore consider complex spinors which form a
carrier space ¥(4) of an irreducible representation of a complex Clifford algebra CC¢(4). This
representation is unique up to an equivalence in accordance with Theorem [10.6}
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Let {e", ¢’} be the Euclidean basis (I0.9) for a complex Clifford algebra CCl(4). With
this basis, the complex ring CC{(4) possesses a canonical real subring C¢(1,3) (I0.I0) with a
basis {€”,ie’}. Then ¥(4) admits a representation of a complex Clifford algebra CCl(4) by the
matrices ¢ = 7Y, ¢’ = —iy" whose restriction to a real Clifford algebra C/(1,3) restarts its
representation (IL.5]) and provides a representation of a group Spin(1, 3).

A group Spin(1,3) contains two connected components Spin*(1,3) and Spin~ (1, 3). Being
a connected component of the unity, the first one is a group SL(2,C). We have the exact

sequence (I0.I8):
e — Zy — Spin(1,3) == SO(1,3) — e.
It is restricted to the exact sequence
e — Ly — Spin+(1,3)i>L—>e, (11.6)
where a proper Lorentz group L is a connected component of the unit of SO(1,3). Let us call
Ls = Spin™(1,3) = SL(2,C) (11.7)

the Lorentz spin group.

Group spaces of Lg and L are topological spaces S% xR? and RP3 xR3, respectively. Their Lie
algebras coincide with each other. It can be provided with a basis {I,, = —I.}, a,06=0,1,2,3
whose elements obey the commutation relations

[Laps Lea) = Naadve + Moelad — Naclva — Moalac,

where 7 is the Minkowski metric. Its representation (IT.5) in W(4) reads

1

]ab = Z[’yaa’yb]- (118)

Let X be a world manifold. Let us assume that the second Stiefel-Whitney class wq(X) €
H?*(X;Zy) of X is trivial (Remark [0.5). We follow the procedure in Section 10 in order to
describe a Dirac spinor structure on X [11], 48], 54].

For this purpose, let us assume that the structure group GL, ([B1]) of a linear frame bundle
LX is reducible to a proper Lorentz group L. By virtue of Theorem [B.] there is one-to-one
correspondence between the principal L-subbundles L"X of a frame bundle LX and the global
sections h of the quotient bundle ¥ — X (6.1]) called the tetrad fields. Let us consider the

composite bundle (I0.37):

LXTET — X, (11.9)
where
LX 72T (11.10)
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is a principal bundle with a structure group L. Given a tetrad field A, the pull-back h*LX of
LX — Yr (ILI0) is a reduced principal L-subbundle L"X of a frame bundle LX — X.

Let us note that a structure group G L, of a frame bundle LX is not simply-connected. Its
first homotopy group is

7T1(GL4) = 7T1(SO(4)) = ZQ

[14]. Therefore, a group G L, also admits the universal two-fold covering group C/T'\Ll such that

the diagram N
GL4 — GL4

T T (11.11)
Le - L
is commutative [18] 28] 64].

Remark 11.1: Though a group &4 admits finite-dimensional representations, its fundamen-
tal spinor representation is infinite-dimensional [I8] [35]. Elements of this representation are
called world spinors. Their field model has been developed (see [18] and references therein).
O

Given a group C/T'VL4, there exists a unique principal G/E4-bundle LX — X which is a two-fold
cover

ZX%LX (11.12)

of a frame bundle LX. Due to the commutative diagram (IT.IT]), there is a commutative
diagram of principal bundles

LX —LX
Y7
where
LX — LX/L = %r (11.13)

is a principal Lg-bundle. It is just the Lg-lift (I0.39) of the principal L-bundle LX — 3¢ (IT10).
Let us consider the composite bundle (10.40):

EX?ZT—>X. (11.14)

Given a tetrad field h, the pull-back h*LX of LX — %r [III3) is a reduced principal Ly-
subbundle L"X of the composite bundle LX — X ([III4). Due to the commutative diagram
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(II110), there is a commutative diagram of principal bundles
LX 25 LX
NT T (11.15)
LhX 25 LhX
Owing to the group monomorphism (IT.6]):
Ly — GCCl(4) = GL(4,C),
there exists a principal GL(4,C)-bundle
Py — X, (11.16)
whose reduced principal Lg-subbundle is the fibre bundle (ITI3). Let
Cy -~ X (11.17)

be the Pg-associated bundle (I0.24]) in complex Clifford algebras CCl(4). It contains a L..-
associated subbundle
Cs(1,3) — T (11.18)

in real Clifford algebras C¢(1,3). The Clifford algebra bundle Cyx, (ITI7) also has Pg-associated
spinor subbundles

with a typical fibre W(4).
Similarly, we define a L X-associated bundle

ACx(1,3) — Er (11.20)

in real Clifford algebras C¢(1, 3) where a group Lg acts on C£(1, 3) by the adjoint representation.
Then there is a fibrewise representation morphism

v ACz(l,?));( Sg Z—)SE (1121)

Due to the epimorphism ¢ (I1.6]), the Clifford algebra bundle ACx(1,3) (I1.20) contains a
subbundle My x in Minkowski generating spaces R* C C/(1, 3) with a structure group L. This
fibre bundle

Ms, = (LX x RY) /Ly = (LX x RY)/L (11.22)

is associated to the principal L-bundle (IT.I0), and it inherits the fibrewise representation
([I210):
v My x Sz} —>Sz;. (1123)
ET 3
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Given a tetrad field h,
Sh = h*Sy — X (11.24)

of the spinor bundle Sy, (IT.19) is a subbundle of a composite bundle

and, in view of the commutative diagram ([I.I7]), it is a L' X-associated bundle with the
structure Lorentz spin group Ly (IT.7).
With a tetrad field h, let us consider the pull-back

ACh(1,3) = h*AC1,3) — X (11.26)
of the Clifford algebra bundle ACx(1,3) (IT21)). It contains the pull-back bundle
M"X = h*Mg = (L"X x R*)/L (11.27)
of generating Minkowski spaces. It is isomorphic to the cotangent bundle
T*X = (L"X x RY) /L

of X if it is endowed the Lorentz atlas ¥" (6.2)). The fibre bundle AC"(1,3) (I1.26) inherits
the fibrewise representation (I1.21]):

v o ACP(1,3) X Sh?S", (11.28)

and M"X (II.27) does fibrewise representation (IL.23):
Yt M"X x 8" — 5" (11.29)
X X
Remark 11.2: Given a tetrad field, let the Lorentz bundle atlas ¥" = {2} ([62)) of a reduced
Lorentz bundle L"X gives rise to an atlas 7" = {zh}, 2" = 2, 0 2", of the principal Ls-bundle

L"X in the diagram (II15). With respect to these and associated atlases the representations

(IT28) — (IT.29) takes a form
ha = Y (h*) =~%, di* = Yr(dz) = k) ()77, (11.30)

where v* are Dirac’s y-matrices (ILH) and h® are the tetrad coframes (6.5). O

In view of the representations (IT.28) — (IT.29), one can treat sections of the fibre bundle
Sh ([IT.24)) as Dirac spinor fields in the presence of a tetrad field h.
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However, the representations 7 and ~, ([I130) for different tetrad fields h and A’ are
inequivalent. Indeed, given elements ¢t = t,dz" = t,h* =t i'* of T*X, their representations

and -y, (IL30) read
() =ty =t ", w(t) =t,7" = tuh/g i

and lead to non-isomorphic Clifford algebras because v, (), (t') # v (t) v ().
Treating sections of spinor bundles S* as Dirac spinor fields in the presence of tetrad fields
h, one can consider the composite spinor bundle S (I1.25) in order to describe the totality of
Dirac spinor fields in the presence of gravitational field in gauge gravitation theory [11], 48] [54].
We agree to call it the universal spinor bundle because, given a tetrad field A, the pull-
back S" = h*S — X ([IL24) of Sy, (ILI9) is a spinor bundle on X which is associated to
an Lg-principal bundle L'"X. A universal spinor bundle S is endowed with bundle coordinates
(2, 0%, y*), where (2, 0*) are bundle coordinates on Yt and y# are coordinates on a spinor
space ¥(4). A universal spinor bundle S — 37 is a subbundle of the bundle in Clifford algebras
(IT20) which is generated by the bundle My, (IT.22) in Minkowski spaces associated to an L-
principal bundle LX — ¥r (III0). As a consequence, the fibrewise representation (I1.23)) is
defined. It reads
y(dz) = o)y (11.31)

Given the fibrewise Clifford algebra representation (II.31]), one can introduce a Dirac oper-
ator on a spinor bundle S" for each tetrad field h as the pull-back of the total Dirac operator
D (I1.35]) on the universal spinor bundle S as follows [11], 48], [54].

One can show that, due to the splitting (6.15), any world connection I" (5.1]) on X yields a
connection

1
Ay = do* @ (0 — i(nkbaz — nkaaZ)aZF,\“l,IabAByBﬁA) + (11.32)
1
do} @ (9 + Z(nkbgﬁ —n*ol) " py” o)

on the spinor bundle Sy, — Y (IIL.I9), where I, are the generators (IL8). Its pall-back to S*
is the spin Lorentz connection

1
I, =do* ® [0\ + Z(n’“’hz — 0" h0)(Orhly — hyTa") L™ 5y P 0] (11.33)

associated to the Lorentz connection I';, (6.17) defined by I' on a reduced Lorentz bundle L"X
. The connection (I1.32) yields the vertical covariant differential

~ 1
D =da* @ [y — Z(n’“’ag —n*al) (o}, — o¥T'\",) Loy 5y®]0.4, (11.34)
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on the universal spinor bundle S — X (I1.25)). Its restriction to S" C S recovers the familiar
covariant differential on the spinor bundle S* — X relative to the spin connection (IT.33).

Combining (IT.3T)) and (I1.34) gives the first order differential operator

. 1
D = o)y P alys - 1(77’“’

UZ - UkaUZ)(U’;k - O-II;FAMV)LabAByBL (1135)
on the universal spinor bundle S — X (II.25). Its restriction to S* C S is the familiar Dirac
operator on a spinor bundle S” in the presence of a background tetrad field h and a general
world connection I'.

12 Affine world connections

The tangent bundle T'X of a world manifold X as like as any vector bundle possesses a natural
structure of an affine bundle. It is associated to a principal bundle AX of oriented affine frames
in T'X whose structure group is a general affine group GA(4,R). This structure group is always
reducible to a linear subgroup GL, since the quotient GA(4,R)/GLy4 is a vector space R
Treating as an affine bundle, the tangent bundle T'X admits affine connections

A =da* @ Oy + T2 (2) 3"y + 05 (2)0a), (12.1)

called the affine world connections. They are associated to principal connections on an affine
frame bundle AX. Every affine connection I' (I2.1]) on 7'X yields a unique linear connection

[ = da* @ (Oy 4 T2 (2)3"0,) (12.2)

on T'X. It is associated to a principal connection on a frame bundle LX C AX. Conversely,
being equivariant, any principal connection on a frame bundle LX C AX gives rise to a
principal connection on an affine frame bundle AX, i.e., every linear connection on T'X can
be seen as the affine one. It follows that any affine connection A (IZ.I]) on the tangent bundle
T X is represented by a sum of the associated linear connection I' (IZ.2)) and a soldering form
o = 0¢(z)dz* ® 9, on TX, which is a (1, 1)-tensor field

o= oY (x)dr* ® 0, (12.3)

on X due to the canonical splitting VI'X =TX x TX.

In particular, let us consider the canonical soldering form 6 (5.6) on 7X. Given an arbitrary
world connection I' (B.I)) on T'X, the corresponding affine connection on 7X is a Cartan
connection

A=T+0x,  Af=Ty\"i" + 0"
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There is a problem of a physical meaning of the tensor field o (I2.3]).

In the framework of above mentioned Poincaré gauge theory, it is treated as a non-holonomic
frame field or a tetrad field (Remark [6.1]). This treatment of ¢ is wrong because a soldering
form and a frame field are different mathematical objects. A frame field is a (local) section of
a principal frame bundle LX, while a soldering form is a global section of the LX-associated
tensor bundle

TX®T*X = (LX x Mat(4,R))/GLy

whose typical fibre is an algebra Mat(4,R) of four-dimensional real matrices. It contains a
group G L4 which acts on Mat(4, R) by the adjoint representation, but not left multiplications.

At the same time, a translation part of an affine connection on R? characterizes an elastic
distortion in gauge theory of dislocations in continuous media [23] [32]. By analogy with this
gauge theory, a gauge model of hypothetic deformations of a world manifold has been developed.
They are described by the translation part o (I2.3]) of affine world connections on X and, in
particular, they are responsible for the so called fifth force” [42] [43], 44].
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