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Abstract

We will construct a loop space formalism for general relativity, and
construct the Polyakov variables as connections for such a loop space.
We will use these Polyakov variables to construct a dual theory of gravity
beyond linear approximation. It will be demonstrated that this loop space
duality reduces to the Hodge duality for linearized gravity. Furthermore,
a loop space curvature will be constructed from this Polyakov variable.
It will be shown that this loop space curvature vanishes in the absence
of topological defects, and so it can be used to investigate gravitational
monopoles. We will also construct the suitable monopole charge for such
gravitational monopoles.

1 Introduction

The electromagnetic Hodge duality has been used to obtain interesting results
[l 2], and so it is interesting to investigate such a Hodge duality for grav-
ity. As the linearized gravity can be analyzed using gravitoelectromagnetism
[40, [4T) 42], [43], the Hodge duality has been constructed for linearized gravity,
and it has also been used to obtain a dual gravitational theory [44] 45} 48], [47].
This Hodge duality for linearized gravity has been generalized to curved space-
time [48, [49]. The dual gravity has been used in M-theory [50, BI]. It has
been proposed that the M-theory could have a (4,0) phase in six dimensions
[52]. The free (4,0) six dimensional theory is obtained from five dimensional
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linearized supergravity theory. The reduction of this theory to four dimensions
on a 2-torus has an SL(2,Z) duality symmetry, which acts on the linearized
gravitational sector of the theory. This interchanges the Bianchi identities and
the linearized Einstein equations [50} [51]. Thus, it produces a self-duality be-
tween strong and weak coupling regimes of the theory. It may be noted that
the Hodge dual of linearized gravity has been studied in E11 generalized eleven
dimensional geometry [53]. It has also been used to investigate E7 generalized
eleven dimensions geometry [54]. Thus, important results in M-theory have been
obtained using the gravitational version of Hodge duality for linearized gravity.
It would be interesting to generalize this duality to full gravitational theory
beyond its linearized limit. However, as it would contain non-linear terms, and
it would resemble Yang-Mills theory. In fact, it is known that in the vierbein
formalism, general relativity can be viewed as a gauge theory of Lorentz group,
with spin connection as its gauge connection [I7, 18| 19, 20, 21, 22]. It may
be noted that it has been proposed that we can solve problems with perturba-
tive quantum gravity by using gauge connection as the dynamical variable [21].
The dimension reduction has been investigated using a dynamical gravitational
Higgs mechanism with spin connection as the dynamical variable [22]. Thus, we
can use the spin connection to construct such a dual model for gravity beyond
its linearized approximation.

The problem with this approach is that it has not been possible to construct
a generalization of Hodge duality to non-abelian gauge theories in spacetime.
However, it is possible to construct a such a duality in Yang-Mills theories
using Polyakov variable [25 23] 24 26]. It has also been demonstrated that
this duality reduces to the electromagnetic Hodge duality for abelian gauge
theories [25]. These Polyakov variables are constructed using Polyakov loops in
loop space, which are holonomies of closed loops in spacetime [3, [, [6] 5] [7] [3].
These Polyakov loops in loop space resemble the Wilson loops, as they are
parameterization independent. However, unlike the Wilson loop, a trace is
not taken over the gauge group for the Polyakov loops in the loop space. So,
these Polyakov loops are gauge group-valued functions rather than simple a
numbers [3]. The connection in the Polyakov loop space is called Polyakov
variable. As this Polyakov variable which has been used to construct a non-
abelian generalization of Hodge duality [25] 23 24] 26], and gravity can be
constructed as a gauge theory of Lorentz group [I7, 18, [19, 20, 2] 22], we
can construct Polyakov variable for gravity, and use it to construct a dual for
gravity beyond linearized approximation. It may be noted that this duality has
been used in Yang-Mills theories to obtain several interesting results. These
results have been obtained using a non-abelian dual potential for Yang-Mills
theories, which has been constructed using this duality [28,29]. In fact, this non-
abelian dual potential has been used for construction of a Dualized Standard
Model [28, 29, B0}, B1), B2]. This Dualized Standard Model has been used for
investigating the mass difference between various generations of fermions [33,
34]. The Neutrino oscillations have also been studied using this dual potential
[35]. The Dualized Standard Model has been used to investigate the off-diagonal
elements of the CKM matrix [36]. As the construction of the 't Hooft’s order-
disorder parameters require a non-abelian dual potential, the Polyakov loop
space formalism can be used to construct 't Hooft’s order-disorder parameters
137, 138, [39).

The loop space curvature can be constructed using this Polyakov variable.



This loop space curvature vanishes in absence of a monopole. Thus, it can be
used to detect the existence of monopoles in spacetime. It has been possible to
define a loop in this space of loops, and use it to obtain the charge for non-abelian
monopoles [3, 4]. It may be noted that such monopoles have been studied for
various theories using loop space formalism. The superspace formalism has been
used to supersymmetrize the Polyakov loop space, and this suersymmetric loop
space has been used to analyze monopoles in supersymmetric gauge theories
[10, [IT]. This is because it has been demonstrated that the supersymmetric
loop space curvature would also vanish in absence of monopoles. Thus, it can
be used to analyze topological defects in supersymmetric gauge theories. This
supersymmetric loop space has also been used to construct a dual potential in
supersymmetric gauge theories [23]. This has been generalized to a deformed
supersymmetric gauge theory using deformed superspace [24]. Polyakov loops
space has also been used for investigating the topological defects in fractional
M2-branes [8]. It has been demonstrated that the Polyakov loops for M2-branes
can be constructed using a supergauge potential, with a supergroup as its gauge
group. The Polyakov loop space for M2-branes has been used to analyze topo-
logical defects of M2-branes. The topological defect has also been studied in a
deformed gauge theory using Polyakov loops [9]. This is done by first deforming
the gauge theory by minimal length in the background spacetime. This defor-
mation of the gauge theory also deforms the Polyakov variables, which in turn
deforms the loop space curvature. Thus, deformed Bianchi identity for such
deformed gauge theories can be violated even if the original Bianchi identity is
not violated. This can be viewed as the formation of topological defects from
minimal length in the background geometry of spacetime. Thus, the geometry
of spacetime can have important consequences for topological defects. So, it
would be important to analyze Polyakov loops in general relativity.

It is also important to investigate Polyakov loop space formalism for general
relativity as it can be used to analyze topological defects in general relativity. It
may be noted that it is possible to construct gravitational monopole solutions
in analogy with the usual monopole solutions. In fact, it has been demonstrated
that dual supertranslation gauge symmetry can be used to construct a gravi-
tational Wu-Yang monopole solution [I2]. This is done using a specific metric
describing the monopole solution, which is constructed from two overlapping
patches on a sphere. This solution is separately regular on the two patches
and differentiable in the region where they are overlapped. The gravitational
monopole solutions have also been studied in K-theory [I3]. This is done by
reconstructing the moduli space for such solutions using the NHD construc-
tion. The properties of the Higgs field for a gravitational global monopoles
have been investigated, and a bound for the maximum vacuum value of such
a Higgs field has been obtained [14]. The spherical symmetry solutions for for
gravitating global monopoles have been constructed, and used to investigate
models of topological inflation [I5]. The gravitational monopoles have also been
studied using the twistors for the moduli space of solutions. [I6]. These re-
sults have been obtained by analyzing the gravitational analogue to Yang-Mills
monopoles. However, as Polyakov loops can be used to properly analyze non-
abelian monopoles [3] [4], and general relativity can be viewed as a gauge theory
of Lorentz group [17, [18] 19} 20} 2T}, 22], it is important to construct gravitational
Polyakov loop space.



2 Polyakov Variable

The general relativity can be viewed as a gauge theory of the Lorentz group,
with the spin connection as a gauge potential [T7, [I8, 19, 20, 21, 22]. This
can be done by writing the metric in terms of the vierbein as g,, = eubeal,n“b,
and so e = \/m . Now the spin connection, which can act as gauge potential

can be written as wl‘jb = —e”“Vueg = —e”“@ueg + e”“l"ﬁyeg, with I'f,, as the
Levi-Civita connection. We can also use the generators of the Lorentz group
Yab = —i[Va, V5] /4, With 74,75 as Dirac matrices, and write w# = wh®Y;, as the

gauge potential. So, using w* as the gauge potential, we can define the gauge
covariant derivative as D, = J, — iw,. Now under Lorentz transformation
ey — Agez, the spin connection w,, transforms as w,, — Uw,U~! — (0,U)U 1,
with U = expiA®Y,;/2.

Now if we can define a field strength as F' = EabFﬁde“ Adz? and w = w,dz",
with F'= D Aw = dw+ w Aw. So, it is possible to express the field strength of
the spin connection as [I7] [I8] [19, 20] 211, 22]

Fﬁs = 9w — &,wzb + wzcwgc - w,‘fcwzc. (1)
This the field strength transforms as F;}fj — UF;L’BU’l. It may be noted that
this field strength is the Riemannian curvature tensor Rffl’, = F%, because we

pvo
can write the Riemannian curvature tensor in metric formalism as g*’ R}, =
e;eg‘F,‘ffj. So, we can also write the scalar curvature as R = ege‘b’Fl‘jﬁ, and use it

to construct the Einstein Hilbert action
S = / d*zeR. (2)

It has been suggested that the spin connection can be used as a dynamical
gauge connection in perturbative quantum gravity [21]. In fact, even the Higgs
mechanism has been studied with spin connection as the dynamical variable
[22]. So, here we will construct the loop space using spin connection as the
gauge connection.

This can be done by considering the space of loops in spacetime, with a fixed
base point. Now a loop is parameterized by the coordinates £#(s),

C:{¢"(s) : s =0—=2m, £(0) =& (2m)}, (3)

where £#(0) = £#(2m) is the chosen (but arbitrary) base point [3| @, [5l [6] [7].
Next we define the loop space variable

dé,,

¥ig) = Prexpi [ w(e(e) G @

where Ps denotes ordering in s, increasing from right to left. So, we can define
its logarithmic functional derivative as a loop space connection

5
o+ (s)

The derivative in s is taken from below. It may be noted as the loop variable ®[¢]
only depends on C' and not the manner in which C' is parameterized, so labeling

Fylgls] = i@~ '[¢] P[¢]. (5)



it with a fixed point is over complete. In fact, any other parameterization of C'
will only change the variable in the integration and not the loop space variable
Dle].

We can obtain a expression relating F},[£|s] to the spacetime curvature
Rrvaby o by first defining a parallel transport from a point (s1) to a point

&(s2) as

S2 d
Bicssisa] = Poespi [ wte(s) . ()
s1
Thus, we can write the loop space connection as
g,
FrE|s] = ®7L[¢ 2 5, 0| RH 1T, ®[€ : s, o]gd—(s). (7)
S

So, we parallel transport from a fixed point along a fixed path to another fixed
point. After reaching that point, we took a detour then turned back along
the same path till we reach the original point. The phase factor generated by
going along the original path will be canceled by the phase factor generated by
coming back along it. However, there will be a contribution generated by the
transport along the infinitesimal circuit along the final point. This contribution
is proportional to the spacetime curvature at that point. This is similar to the
procedure of defining the loop space curvature in Yang-Mills theories [3, [4 5] [6],
7).

3 Topological Defects

The topological defects can be investigated using loop space formalism. We first
observe that the F),[{|s] represents the connection in this loop space. Now this
connection F},[¢]s], can be used to define a functional covariant derivative as
A, (s) = 0/66"(s) + iF,[€|s]. This functional covariant derivative can be used
to construct a loop space curvature term G, [€, 81, 82]). It may be noted that
the commutator of two such functional covariant derivatives can be expressed
as —iG . [€, 51, s2]. So, we can write the loop space curvature as

i[Au(s1), Au(s2)] =Guu[€(s1,82)] = %Fu[ﬂsl]—(%%@l)@[ﬂsﬂ
+i[Fuléls1], By (€] s2]], (8)

Now topological defects occurring due to gravitational monopoles can be
investigated using this loop space curvature. The gravitational Bianchi identity
gets violated, if a gravitational monopole is present in the system. So, the
violation of the gravitational Bianchi identity can be taken as an indication for
the presence of gravitational monopoles. This violation can in turn be related
to the loop space curvature. This can be done as the oop space curvature is
formed from an infinitesimal circuit. So, we can start from one point in loop
space move in a certain direction to another point in loop space. After reaching
that point, we can travel in a different direction. We return by first moving
in the first direction, followed by the second direction. Now by this motion in
loop space, we can obtain the loop space curvature. Thus, to obtain the loop



space curvature, we consider variations of the curve in two directions A and k.
Specifically, consider the three curves [4]:

&i(s) = &s)+al¢
§(s) = &(s)+0a(¢
§5(s) = &(s)+0a(¢

with the variations d; at s; in the direction A:

T T E
—~ o~ o~
V) V) VA
= = =
= =
—~
Ne)
=

d1(&"(s)) = AdKS(s — s1), (10)
and the variation 0, at sy in the direction k:
52(8"(s)) = A'dd(s — s2), (11)

taking first the limit A’ — 0, and then the limit A — 0.
With respect to these variations, we can write down the the functional deriva-
tive of F)\[€|s1]

6 —
6§H(SQ>F*[5'31]—i@oi}’fﬁmm (o s gBla]},  (12)

where the indices x, A, and the paramers s1, s3 on the left have been incorporated
on the right through the definitions (I0) and (TJ).

We need to obtain the value of ®71[&]®[&5] — P71[E]P[&1] to find an explicit
expression for the loop space curvature. We can use parallel transport along
these paths in loop space to obtain

Bley] = Dfe] — i / dsBl¢ - 2m, S| F(E(s))B(E : 5,0). (13)

Here F(£(s)) can be written as F(£(s)) = R**%4,(£(s))(dE,y (s)/ds)Adp6(s —
s1). It is also possible to write ®[¢5] as

Blez] = 0l¢] ~ i [ dsde s 2m, s|P(E(s) L - 5.0 (14)

Here F(£(s)) can be expressed as F/(£(s)) = R*P%44(£(s))(d€, /(s))ds A’ 656 (s—
s2). Next we consider ®[¢3], and write

Bles] = Bley] — i / ds®léy : 2m, S| F (€1 () D6 < 5,0]. (15)

Here we can write F(£1(s)) as F(£1(s)) = R (&1 (s)) (€1, /(s))ds A 656 (s—
s2). We can also obtain the value of ®[¢ : 27, s] and ®[&; : s, 0]. So, using all these
expression, we can write the functional derivatives of the loop space connection
as

)

6£H(52)F”[§|51] = ®7L[¢: 51, 0] DY RMPE 0 (E(s2))
X dggifl)q)[f L 81, 0]5(82 — 81)

+O ¢ SQ,O]RZiEab(5(52>>¢[§ : 52, 0]



Xié(SQ — 81)

dSl
Fi[Fu[Slsa], Fy[€]s1]]0(s1 — s2).
Sl = 7 s D TS e(on)
X dgzli?)@[& : 82,0]0(s1 — s2)
+® e 1 51, 0] RED San(€(51))@[E < 51,0]
d
Xd—s25(51 — 52)
+i[Fy €] s1], Ful€]s2]]0(s2 — s1).- (16)

Now as the loop space curvature was expressed in terms of functional derivatives
of loop space connections, we can express it as

5 5
mFu[ﬂSﬂ - mFu[ﬂSz]
+i[Fy[€]s1], o [€]s2]]
— @7 51,0][[Dy, RLSws) + Dy, R Sat] + [Dr, Rzizab]}

d€7 (s1)
ds

G [§(s1,82)]

x®P[E : $1,0]

5(51 752). (17)

Thus, the loop space curvature is proportional to the gravitational Bianchi iden-
tity. The presence of monopoles will violate this gravitational Bianchi identity,
[D,, R® Y]+ D, RﬁZEab] +[D,, RzﬁEab] # 0. Thus, the loop space curvature
will not vanish, when there is a gravitational monopole in spacetime. However,
in absence of such a gravitational monopole, the gravitational Bianchi identity
will not be violated, [Dy,, R% ¥ ap] + [Dy, R2 X ap] + [Dr, RY Xgp] = 0. The loop
space curvature will vanish, in absence of a gravitational monopole. So, the
loop space curvature can be used to study gravitational monopoles.

4 Generalized Dual Transform

We will use the loop space variable to construct duality for general relativity.
To analyze this duality, we define a new loop space variable E,[£|s] as

Byu[g]s] = @[¢ : 5,01 Fu[¢]s] 21 [€ + 5, 0] (18)

It may be noted here the variable E,[{|s] only dependent on the segment of
the loop & between two points s — €/2 to s + ¢/2 (here the § function has been
replaced by a function with a finite width e. Thus, we can now define loop
derivative for E,,[¢|s] using the standard procedure, and take the limit € — 0 at
the end of our calculations. To construct a second loop derivative at the same
point s, we again consider the ¢ function as a function with a finite width €'),
and define the second derivative on this segment of such a loop. Then after
taking these two loop derivatives, we first by take the limit ¢ — 0, and the
we take the limit e — 0. It is possible to construct a loop space formalism for
general relativity using E,[€]s].



Now using a suitable Heaviside #-function, we can write the functional
derivative of E,[€|s] as

0 5
55”(51)E“[§|S] = @ S’O][mFu[ﬂs] (19)

+i6(s — 51)[E,[€]s'], FlelsI @€ : 5,0]

This loop space connection can be used to construct the loop space curvature
as

)
6€¥ (s1)

E,[€]s1]]®[€ - s, 0] (20)

G;,W[g : 51532] = (I)_l[€ : 850][
__0
o6& (s2)

Now we observe that Gw,[f : 81, 82] vanishes, in the absence of a monopole.
This is because in absence of a monopole, the functional derivatives of E,,[{|so]
satisfy

EL[¢]s2]

1 )
¢ (s1) 6&+ (s2)
So, the loop space description of general relativity can be constructed using
E,,[€]s] is equivalent to its loop space description constructed using F,[{]s].
Now we can express a dual potential to a spin connection of the general
relativity, and thus construct a dual gravitational theory. This can be done
by introducing a set of dual set of variables F,[n|t| which would be dual to
the original loop variable E,[¢|s]. Here 7 is another parametrized loop with
parameter ¢, which is different from the original parametrized loop £ with the
parameter s. We can express this dual set of variable E,[n|t] as

E[€]s2] — E,[¢|s1] = 0. (21)

Wt () Eunltlw(n(t)) = NGWPG = /‘W Erigls ]df (%%)_

x6(&(s) — n(t), (22)

where N a normalization constant, which can be written as

N = / 277 ds [T d*&( (23)

s'#s

Here w(z) is a transformation matrix which transforms the general relativity to
its dual theory.

We need to identify suitable quantities in general relativity, which will ap-
pear as monopoles in the dual theory, defined using Eu [n]t]. Furthermore, we
would also require that monopoles in the original theory to be equivalent to
such quantities in the dual theory. It is known that in Yang-Mills theories, the
action of gauge covariant derivative on the the curvature tensor satisfies both
these properties [4]. So, the action of gauge covariant derivative on the field
strength of the Yang-Mills theory can be identified with such a quantity. As
general relativity can also be viewed as a gauge theory of Lorentz symmetry, we
can define such a quantity by the action of the covariant derivative on the cur-
vature tensor of general relativity, J,, = D”RZZI’,Eab. It may be noted here that



the covariant derivative is again defined with the spin connection as the gauge
potential. Now using the Polyakov loop space formalism, we can be observed
that this quantity can be related to the non-vanishing functional divergence,
[0/06,(s)|Fu[&|s]. However, as the loop space can also be constructed using
E, [¢|s], we can also relate it to non-vanishing functional divergence of E,, [{|s]
. 5 5

——F = ®¢: 8,0l ——F,[£|s]@1[€ 1 5,0]. 24
561 (5) uléls] = @[ : s ]55#(5) ul€ls] @€ 2 5, 0] (24)
In presence of a gravitational monopole, in general relativity the loop space
curvature G, [€ : s1, s2], does not vanish. This loop space curvature can now
be expressed in terms of a functional curl of E,,[{|s] as

)

Gul€ 51,82 = 07 HE S,O]{WEM[HSQ]
)

*mEu[ﬂsl]}@[& ts,0] (25)
We have observed that the curl of E,[£|s] can be used to investigate the presence
of a monopole in general relativity. So, the functional curl of E,[n]t] can also
be used to investigate the presence of a gravitational monopole in the dual
gravitational theory. To show that ), = D”RZﬁEab in general relativity is a
monopole in the dual gravity, we have to demonstrate that the non-vanishing
functional divergence of E,,[{|s2] will produce to a non-vanishing functional curl
of the dual variable E,[n]t].
Now the functional divergence of the dual loop space variable Eu [nlt] can
be written expressed using the transformation matrix w(n(t)). Thus, using a
suitable transformation, we can relate it to the functional divergence of the loop
space variable in general relativity as

B85 () {0 O) Bulleeo (1)}

2 yua dn”
= _ﬁex\u ﬂewpaﬁ/éﬁds

Here in the delta function 6(£(s) —n(t)), n(t) can be viewed as a little segment,
such that it coincides with £(s) for s = t_- — t;. Now using these segmental
loop space quantities, we can express the functional divergence of the dual loop
space variable E,[n|t] as

2550w n(®) Eulnltlo(n()}

2 dn® dn®  dn®™ dn®
’*N/‘%ds{ dt ds  di ds}
0
6€p(s)

multiplying this by €,,a5/2. So, dual loop space variable, we can write

a7 d,
ds ds

Bo(5) < EP[e]s] < ) 5(6(s) — (). (27)

Eylolt] = 5o Bt Jta1)



1 dnf dev dn® dePy 6
— —— [ sedse,yopd 25 T OS
N/ Sdse ﬁ{ dt ds  dt ds}(sgp(s)
dg” dgy

Blel] (G52 ) ales) = nio) (28)

The loop space functional derivatives vanish for local quantities. Thus, the
action of the loop space functional derivatives on the transformation matrix
w™(n(t)) and w(n(t)) will vanish. The functional divergence of the loop space
variable EP[£|s] can be related to the functional curl of the dual loop space vari-
able Eu [nlt]. Thus, the quantity Y, = D”RZf,Zab in general relativity appears
as monopole in the dual gravitational theory. Furthermore, it can be argued
that the vanishing of the functional divergence of the loop space variable E,[£|s]
can be related to the vanishing of functional curl of the dual loop space variable
E,[n]t]. So, if the term Y, = D”RZZZab vanishes in general relativity, then the
dual gravitational theory will not contain any monopoles.

We will demonstrate that this duality is invertible. This can be done by first
observing that

e 2 [ bndes (0 B lnletn(6) (29)
< (S st - )

= e ) [t S () 5() - ¢(w)
[acaseiga S (0 ) st - o (30)

Now we integrate over 7)(t), and obtain a factor N&% /4. So, we can express the
right-hand of this equation as

ds \ds ds) 5(&(s) —n(t).  (31)

2 G dg? (dg7 dg

a B B sa SB Y
s - o) [acaseriga s (414
Now we observe that this is anti-symmetric in the indices p and o. As it is
possible for ¢ and £ to be parallel, can equate them using 6(£(s) — ((u)). Thus,
using E%[C|u], this expression can be written as

AN Ealdlula™ (€)= Feann L [ ondeE Tl
< () S0 - ) (32)

So, it is is possible to start from dual loop space variable and obtain the loop
space variable of general relativity. Thus, this duality transformation satisfies
all the properties of a duality transformation.

Now we will demonstrate that this duality reduces to the usual Hodge duality
for linearized gravity. However, as we have analyzed the theory using spin
connection as a dynamical variable, we will also define the linearized gravity

10



with the spin connection as the dynamical variable. The curvature tensor can
now be expressed in terms of the the spin connection as [17, 18] [19, 20, ?, 22]

ab __ pab ac, b ac, b
R,LLV - R,uv(lin) + Wy Wye =Wy, Wes (33)
where RZIL (lin) = 8le‘fb — &,wl‘jb is the linearized curvature tensor. It may be

noted that this model of linearized gravity has been linearized with respect to
the spin connection, and so it is different from the linearized gravity, which is
linearized with respect to the metric [40] [41] [42] [43]. However, as both these
theories can be used to construct the same gauge invariant observables, both
of these approach to linearized gravity are equally valid. The Hodge duality
for gravity linearized with respect to the metric has produced interesting results
[44] 45, [46], [47]. Here we will investigate the Hodge duality for linearized gravity,
which has been linearized with respect to the spin connection. This can be seen
by using Eu [nt] to write

. 2 de” déa\
wfl(iE)RZZL,(zm)Eab(fE)(x)w(x) = T Cuvee /5§dSEp[§|S] <% %)

xd(x —&(s)). (34)

Here we will perform the integral first, and then take the width of the segment
in E,,[¢|s] to zero. Now for the linearized gravity with a the linearized curvature

szbj(zm) (linearized with respect to the spin connection), we can write
Sa 2 aab dfa dé.g
Rui(lin)zab(z) = 7ﬁe,ul/pa /5§dSR€lzn) Eab(g(s))gm
devde,\ !
o 5y S —
< (S0) st eo)
ogab
= 7%€#VPUR(plin) Yo (). (35)
The expression on the right-hand side is exactly the Hodge dual for the tensor
of linearized curvature RZZI’, (lm)Eab(x). However, with non-linear terms, this

duality cannot be expressed as Hodge dual. Thus, we have shown that the
Hodge duality would only hold for linearized gravity, linearized with respect to
spin connection.

5 Monopole Charge

Now as we have analyzed general relativity as a gauge theory, with spin con-
nection as the gauge potential, it was also possible to analyze the topological
defects in this gauge theory. This was done using the loop space formalism.
In fact, the loop space formalism can be used to obtain non-abelian monopole
charge in the loop space formalism. This can be done by constructing a loop
in the loop space. As this can be done for any non-abelian gauge theory, it can
also be done for the gauge theory of Lorentz symmetry. So, we will obtain grav-
itational monopoles by constructing a loop in the loop space of spin connection.
A loop in the loop space can be constructed using the loop space connection
F*[¢]s]. A loop in the loop space can be defined using ¥, where ¥ is defined as
[25, 23] 4], 26]

Yo{et(t:s):s=0—>2m, t=0— 27}, (36)
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with £(¢ : 0) and £#(0 : s) are given by

EH(t:0) = EM(t : 2m), t=0—2m,
EH(0:s) =&(2m : 5), s=0— 2. (37)

Now it is possible to represent closed loop C(t) at every point ¢ on £# (¢ : s) as
C(t) : {&"(t:s),s=0—27}. (38)

Now as t varies, C(t) traces out a closed loop. This closed loop shrinks to a
point at t = 0 and t = 27. Now we can construct a loop in this loop space,
using F),[£]t, s] as the gauge connection as

2 2w
o) ="Ph expi/ dt/ F,[¢lt, S]W (39)
0 0 ot
A parameterizes surface in the spacetime is used to define this loop in the loop
space. If we denote by QX loop space, then this (parametrized) surface can be
thought of as an element of the double loop space Q2X. This surface encloses
a volume, and the gravitational monopole can be present inside such a volume.
So, this loop of loop space, can be used to measure a gravitational monopole.
It may be noted that F),[£|¢, s] is a connection in the loop space, and it is
used to construct the holonomy of the loop in loop space. Thus, F,[£|t, s] in the
double loop space is analogous to wﬁbEab in the loop space. So, G, [€(s1, s2)]
in the double loop space is analogous structure to R**?¥; in the loop space.
However, G, [{(s1, s2)] can be constructed using the logarithmic derivative of
O(X). Thus, it can also be viewed as the connection in the loop of loop space. So,
the loop space curvature can be viewed as a connection in the loop of loop space.
Now O(X) measures the gravitational monopole charge. So, for the gravitational
monopole charge ¢ enclosed by the surface X, we can write O(X) = ¢ [4]. Now
we can write the Euclidean version of SO(3,1) as SO(4), and we can construct
¢ for it. It may be noted that for three dimensional gravity, we can write the
Euclidean version of SO(2,1) as SO(3). Since monopole charges are given by
elements of the fundamental groups, and fundamental groups of SO(3) and
SO(4) are both isomorphic to Zz, monopoles for the two cases are represented
by the same topological obstruction. Now for SO(3) the monopole change is I
when the monopole is not present, and —I when it is present. Now for s; # $o,
Gv[€(s1,52)] does not enclose any volume. So, we can write ©(X) = I, where
I is the group identity. Thus, for s; # s logarithmic derivative of © vanishes,
and so there is no monopole charge. This also occurs when s; = so, but the
monopole world-line Y?(7) does not intersect with £(s). So, even in that case,
we can write O(X) = I. However, when s1 = s3, and £(s) intersect the monopole
world-line Y?(7), we can write (with exp inx = () [],

dé,(s) dY,(T)
ds dr

-
Guv[§(s1,52)] = r /deIS] 6(&(s) =Y (7))d(s1 — s2).  (40)
So, the monopole change for general relativity can be explicitly constructed
using this loop of loop space. It may be noted that even for non-abelian gauge
theory, such non-abelian monopole can only be investigated using loop space
formalism [25], 23, 24] 26]. As the general relativity can be studied as a gauge
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theory of Lorentz group, such a monopole change in the dual theory can also
be studied only using the double loop space. In fact, the construction of such a
dual theory is only possible in loop space formalism. Thus, to construct a dual
gravitational theory beyond linear approximation, we have to analyze general
relativity using the loop space formalism.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we have used the spin connection to construct Polyakov loop
space formalism for general relativity. This was done as general relativity can
be viewed as a gauge theory of Lorentz group. This Polyakov loop was then used
to obtain Polyakov variable as the connection in the loop space. Furthermore,
we also have constructed the loop space curvature using Polyakov variable. It
was demonstrated that this loop space curvature is proportional to the gravita-
tional Bianchi identity in spacetime. Thus, using the analogy with Yang-Mills
monopoles, it was argued that this loop space curvature could be used to analyze
the gravitational monopoles. We also argued that the loop space can be con-
structed using a new set of loop variables. These new loop variables were used
to construct a dual gravitational theory beyond its linear approximation. It was
observed that a certain quantity in the original theory produced a monopole in
the dual theory. We also demonstrated that such a quantity in the dual theory
produced the monopole in the original theory. We also explicitly showed that
the loop space duality reduces to Hodge duality for linearized gravity. It may be
noted that we constructed the loop space with spin connection as the dynamical
variable, and so, we linearized the gravity with respect to the spin connection.
However, both the spin connection and metric can be viewed as dynamical vari-
able, as they both can be used to construct gauge invariant observables. The
advantage of using spin connection was that the loop space formalism could be
constructed with the spin connection in analogy with the Yang-Mills theory,
with spin connection as the non-abelian gauge potential. We have also analyzed
the loop in the space of loops. We used this double loop space formalism to
construct a gravitational monopole charge.

It may be noted that it would be interesting to construct the loop space using
metric as a dynamic variable. Then it would be possible to show that this loop
space reduces to the usual Hodge duality for linearized gravity [44] [45, 46} [47].
This can be done by first defining the loop space variable in such a way, that
the loop space connection can be related to the curvature tensor in spacetime.
This loop space connection can be related to a new set of loop variables. These
new loop variables can then be used to construct a dual gravitational theory
using metric as a dynamic variable. It would also be interesting to investigate
the relation between the loop space constructed with spin connection as the
dynamic variable, and the loop space constructed with metric as the dynamical
variable. Furthermore, as the Hodge duality for linearized gravity has been gen-
eralized to curved spacetime [48] [49], it would be interesting to investigate such
limits of loop space formalism of gravity, with metric as a dynamical variable. It
is known that the Hodge dual gravity has interesting applications in M-theory
[50, 1], so it would be interesting to generalize it to the loop space duality in
M-theory. It may be noted that it has been proposed that a six dimensional
phases of M-theory can be obtained from five dimensional linearized supergrav-
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ity theory [52]. In fact, the Bianchi identities have been interchanged with a
suitable quantity defined in linearized gravity for such a system [50, [51]. As the
interchanging of the gravitational Bianchi identities with a quantity defined in
the original gravitational theory can be studied using loop space formalism, it
would be interesting to investigate such phases in M-theory using loop space for-
malism. The loop space formalism can also be used to analyze dual generalized
geometries. This is because Hodge duality has been used to construct the dual
geometry of an E11 generalized geometry [53] and an E7 generalized geometry
[54]. So, it would be possible to use the loop space to construct dual gener-
alized geometries. This loop space formalism can also be used to investigate
topological defects in generalized geometries. As these generalized geometries
are important in M-theory, and so the loop space formalism can be used to
investigate interesting structures in M-theory.

It would be interesting to analyze a deformation of this theory, by analyzing
a deformation of general relativity. In fact, the deformation of a non-abelian
gauge theory by a minimal length in the background geometry of spacetime
has been investigated using the loop space formalism [9]. It was demonstrated
that even if the original gauge theory did not have a topological defect, it was
possible for the deformed gauge theory to have a topological defect due to a
minimal length in spacetime. The deformation of general relativity from such a
minimal length has been investigated using spin connections [I7]. So, it would
be interesting to construct the loop space variable for this deformed gravita-
tional theory. This deformed loop space variable could then be used to obtain
a deformed loop space curvature. It would be interesting to analyze the ef-
fect of such deformation on gravitational monopoles. It is expected that the
deformation of the general relativity by a minimal length will also deform the
gravitational Bianchi identities. Thus, even if the original Bianchi identity is
satisfied, it could be violated due to such a minimal length. So, it would be pos-
sible for the gravitational loop space curvature not to vanish, even in absence of
a gravitational monopole. This could mean that a minimal length can produce
a gravitational monopole. This has already been demonstrated for Yang-Mills
theories [9]. So, it would be instructive to see if the same phenomenon occurs
in general relativity.
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