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Abstract

The topic of the paper is the ”duality” matter / force fields, studied from the way they
are used in models in Physics. A systematic review of the concept of motion leads to a deep
understanding of spinors, and to the introduction of a new formalism, using in full Clifford
algebra, which is easily transposed in the General Relativity context. In a Yang-Mills model,
and using theorems of Quantum Mechanics proven in a previous paper, it is then possible to
give a general definition of matter fields, as sections of fiber bundles, and to the concept of
bosons, for all fields, including the gravitational field.

Quantum Mechanics (QM) is immensely popular. Taught for decennies and used daily by millions
of people, it is regularly lauded for its efficiency and its accordance with experiments. And praised
by many for the charms of its mysteries. However it still raises many issues, practical, theoretical
and philosophical. They are muddled because QM is not a consistent, unified theory (in spite of the
numerous books which claim to achieve that). It is rather a patchwork of axioms (such as the Hilbert
space, observable and eigen values ...), concepts (such as spin), physical assumptions (such as the
Plank law), generally accepted methods (such as the minimal substitution rules), metaphysical
views (such as the ” Copenhagen interpretation” and the two physics), and practical computational
tools (such as the path integrals). In a previous paper, revisiting the famous ”axioms” of QM, I
show that they are, actually, the consequence of the properties of most of the mathematical models
used in physics and, as such, can be proven : they are not axioms, but mathematical artefacts. In
particular they are true whatever the scale (and indeed their usual expression does not refer to any
scale), as long as the model deals with variables which are vectors in infinite dimensional vector
spaces. So a part of the veil is raised, but there are still many questions. Notably it appears that
physical concepts, such as position, speed, momentum, which are clear at the macroscopic scale
need to be adjusted when applied to particles. This is the topic of this paper.

This is not another philosophical discussion on the subject. As I did for the axioms of QM, I
proceed to a systematic review of the concepts of particles, fields, trajectories, motion, as they are
practically used in the mathematical models in physics. We see that the concept of motion - meaning
a combination of translation and rotation - is not so obvious, even in the galilean geometry, and that
there is a discrepancy between the ”clean” point of view of mathematicians (through Lie algebra)
and the practical way of physicists. And this discrepancy becomes indomitable in Relativity. The
usual approach through the Poincaré group is loaded with too many issues to be a basis for a theory
of relativist motion. The spinors are a convincing substitute. But to be efficient and consistent,
they should be seen in the full formalism of Clifford algebras. In this framework a new method to



represent the motion of particles is introduced and tested, as well as many practical tools to deal
with Clifford algebras. It can be immediately implemented in the General Relativity (GR) context
when the, now more universally accepted, framework of fiber bundles is used. The concept of spin
and its singular properties appear clearly as rooted in the symmetry breakdown introduced by the
motion of particles and observers on their world lines.

Next are reviewed the concepts used to represent the ”physical characteristics” of particles, in
the common context of Yang-Mills models. A basic review of lagrangians and the difficulties to im-
plement practically the principle of least action is done. Physicists are used, rightly, to distinguish
continuous and discontinuous processes, and they are well aware of the intricacies of the concept of
equilibrium. The implementation of the principle of least action leads, quite inevitably, to continu-
ous representations which, intrinsically, give to particles the form of "matter fields”. Quantization
shows that there is a finite number of types of particles (meaning a set of elementary particles glued
together), and that to each is associated a section of an associated bundle, defined at any point,
with definite characteristics, such as a proper time. The rigorous application of the principle of
least action, both for an isolated particle and a continuous distribution of particles, provides quite
simple equations, which are similar in both cases. The new tools introduced previously supply a
convenient way to deal with them, and computations in the GR context seem to be in easy reach.
In particular, because the QM theorems used are valid whatever the scale, the formalism holds in
astrophysics, even for rotating bodies, whenever their internal structure is not involved.

The concept of fields is quite clear in the Yang Mills approach, the Noether currents and the
energy-momentum tensor let perceive how a force field can behave as a particle. However the
concept of boson acquires a clear meaning in discontinuous models, either in the interaction of a
single particle or in a gas of particles, in the Fock space formalism.

The paper brings new tools, and a better understanding of ideas and concepts of the ”quantic
world”. It does not answer to all the questions, but also leads to a new approach to some old issues,
such as the cosmological constant and the inconsistency between the previsions of GR and the
motions of stars in astrophysics.

The first part is a reminder of some basic concepts and principles used in the paper, notably
the theorems of Quantum Mechanics and the fiber bundle formalism. It gives a more precise idea
of the aims of the paper, and the tools that are used.

The second part is a systematic review of the concept of motion in the galilean, Special Relativity
(SR) and General Relativity (GR) context, with the fiber bundle approach of the gravitational field
in GR. This is mainly there that the new formalism using Clifford algebra is introduced.

The third part is a complement to the model of particles, to account for the physical character-
istics involved in the interactions with other force fields. Staying in the fiber bundle formalism, and
using a usual Yang-Mills representation of interactions, the concept of ”matter fields” is precised.
The specifications for a consistent lagrangian are deduced from the covariance and equivariance
requirements. Two continuous models, in a simplified version, are presented, with rigorous math-
ematical solutions, including for isolated interacting particles. This leads to the Noether currents
and the energy-tensor momentum, which complements the understanding of the dual behaviour of
particles and fields. A short introduction to discontinuous models and Fock spaces is given.

This paper uses many mathematical results, in areas that can be new to the reader, and it would
be too cumbersome to recall all of them. The simplest way to deal with this issue is to refer the
reader to my paper on "Mathematics for theroretical physics” which covers all these topics. The
additional proofs are provided here, either in the core of the paper of in the annex (and recalled in



the list of formulas).



Part I
PRELIMINARIES

1 PRINCIPLES IN PHYSICS
1.1 Models

Almost all scientific theories use concepts to summarize the phenomena they study and symbols to
represent these concepts. This meets the first requisite of any scientific theory, that it shall procure
a common langage, precise, clearly related to the topics which are studied, based on some broad
explanation of the phenomena, and accessible to anybody with the will to understand. The best
illustration of such an endeavour is the system used in Chemistry. With a single line such as :

Hy + 502 — H>0 + 286k.J /Mol

a chemist knows almost everything that he needs about the reaction, and it is based on the solid
grounds of thermodynamics and atomistic theory.

Physics use mathematics : concepts are represented by variables, and physical laws are rela-
tions between these variables. Physical laws must follow the required mathematical consistency
of equations. This method provides the immense advantage of opening the powerful methods of
computation of the Mathematics. But it is not neutral.

Each variable is a mathematical object of its own, it can be a scalar, a vector, a matrix,... It lives
in a precise environment and presents the related properties. The collection of the data resulting
from the measures of the variable shall follow these properties. And, as this is usually the case,
the process of assigning significant values to the variables from the measures needs some statistical
method which must be organized in accounting for these properties.

In order to have any physical meaning, the variables must be related to identified phenomena,
and defined in a background which precises the conditions in which the measures can be done,
including the procedures and their environment.

A physical theory is then represented by a model, which includes all these elements. However
not all models are of physical interest (at least for a theorician). They should follow rules, given by
some general principles of Physics, imposed by reason or by the experience. In what we will study
in this paper, they stem from :

- gauge invariance

- quantum mechanics

- fundamental laws

2 GAUGE INVARIANCE

The criteria that a theory shall meet to be deemed ”scientific” is a matter of deep philosophical
arguments. However there is a large agreement, after Popper, that it should be falsifiable, or con-
versely, because physicists have the privilege that they can make experiments, it must be possible
to check if the results of an experiment are in accordance with the predictions of the theory. Prac-
tically that means that, using the model representing the theory, taking the measures according to
the prescribed protocols, computing the predictions, one can check the concordance.



So we must be able to compare the results of experiments done by different observers, at different
times and at different places. Otherway the criterium would be meaningless.

2.0.1 Geometry

Almost all, if not all, measures rely on measures of lengths and times. These concepts are expressed
in theories about the geometry of the universe, meaning of the container in which live the objects of
physics. Geometry is borne from this quest of a theory of the universe, and has produced a rich of
tools, starting from the study of space, and extended to the relation between space and time. The
issue here is not a model of the Universe, seen in its totality, which is the topic of Cosmology, but
a model which tells us how measures of lengths and times done by different observers are related.
Such a model is a prerequisite to any physical theory. Of course it is a physical theory by itself, and
one can conceive of geometries in which the ” container” cannot be distinguished from the ” content”
(such as the Mach’s point of view). However we will limit ourselves to well known theories : galilean
geometry, Special Relativity and mostly General Relativity (often abreviated as SR and GR).

In each case measures of lengths and times are taken by observers, located at some place in the
universe, using frames (which include clocks) and there are precise rules which relate the values of
measures taken by different observers, according to their definition as mathematical objects (scalars,
vectors, tensors,...).

What is true for vectorial quantities measured locally holds also for coordinates, used to locate
a point in a frame or in a chart. The value of the variables should follow the rules for a change of
coordinates.

The fact that the geometry is influenced by the distribution of matter and fields does not change
these principles : they only change the parameters (the connection) through which the relations
are expressed.

2.0.2 Gauge theories

This last remark takes a more profund meaning when it is extended to other measures. Indeed the
requisite holds for any kind of measures, such as the strength of a force field. What do we mean
when we say that a "field is constant over an area” ? By definition the value of a field can vary with
the location. So, implicitly, we assume that the variable ”strength of the field” follows some rules
which tell how to compare the measures done by two obervers using different protocols. In ”gauge
theories” the model explicits these relations, usually by defining the variable in a fiber bundle.

Actually the situation is very similar to the previous one. In both cases we assume that there
is (or could be) a network of observers who could take the measures at each point, according to
consistent procedures, so that the results can be compared with the relevant rules. This network
is ”virtual”, in the meaning that when the rules are known, there is no need to build it, a simple
computation suffices. But the rules could be checked. And the fact that the rules depend on physical
parameters is the manifestation of the field itself. So, in General Relativity the geometric rules
depend on the gravitational field.



2.0.3 Gauge invariance

To be consistent, and meet the criterium above, the models used in physical theories must be gauge
invariant : the variables must change according to some precise rules, called the rules in a change
of gauge. In the case of geometric variables this is usually called covariance, but the meaning is the
same. As a consequence the physical laws must comply with these rules. The simplest example
of gauge invariance is the change of units used to take a measure : this is the well known rule of
dimensions in any expression. But is has a much broader application. Actually whenever a variable
is expressed as a map over an area, it should be possible to represent it as a geometrical quantity,
that is independant of the choice of a frame. This is a more precise expression of a general principle
of physics : the laws should not depend on the observer.

So the requisite leads to the adoption of a mathematical formalism which emphasizes gauge
transformations.

2.0.4 Fiber bundle formalism

As seen above there is an intimate relation between geometric measures and measures of any
quantity which is localized. Gauge theories are best expressed in the formalism of fiber bundles.
The ”container” (the universe) is represented in some geometric model based, in the 3 cases that
we will consider, on a manifold (or an affine space, which is also a manifold). The mathematical
objects which represent the other physical quantities then live "above” this manifold. This is an
extension of the familiar tangent bundle of GR : a vector bundle is a copy of a vector space located
over a manifold M (representing part of the ”universe”) at each of its points m, by a holonomic
basis at m which defines a local frame. Usually one wants to add other characteristics to the
vector spaces, such as a scalar product. This is done by defining preferred frames, and a gauge
transformation rule, telling how one gets from one frame to another, based on a group. The set
of preferred frames defines itself a principal bundle. To the same principal bundle different vector
bundles can be associated. The derivatives of variables are then dealt with in the formalism of jets
bundles. The r-jet prolongation of a vector bundle can be seen as the direct product of copies of the
vector bundle, the derivative, for each combination of coordinates on M, is an independant variable.

In order to alleviate the presentation, as far as possible I will stick to some homogeneous nota-
tions, and I remind here the basics principles of the fiber bundle formalism.

A fiber bundle P with base M, standard fiber V and projection 7p is denoted P (M, V,7wp). Its
trivialization is a map :

wp: M xV = P:p=ypp(m,v)

and any element of P is projected on M : Vv € V : wp (pp (m,v)) =m

All the fiber bundles that we will use are assumed to be trivial, so in the domain considered,
they can be seen as the product of manifolds P = M x V. Then a section p on P is defined by a
map : v: M — V and p =¢p (m,v (m)). The set of sections is denoted X (P).

If V=G is a Lie group then P is a principal bundle. It defines a gauge at each point, denoted :
p (m) = ¢p (m,1). There is a right action of G on P : p = pp (m,g) = p.g' = ¢p (m, g.9")

If V is a vector space then P is a vector bundle. Usually vector bundle are defined as associated
vector bundles.



Whenever there is a manifold V, a left action A\ of G on V, one can built an associated fiber
bundle denoted P [V, \] comprised of couples :

(p,v) € P x V with the equivalence relation : (p,v) ~ (p “g, A (g’l, v))

It is convenient to define these couples by a gauge on P:

(b (m),0) = (pr (m, 1),v) ~ (9p (m, 9) A (571,v))

If V is a vector space and [V, p] a representation of the group G then we have an associated
vector bundle P [V, p] which has locally the structure of a vector space. It is convenient to define a
holonomic basis (g; (m));_, from a basis (g;);—; of V by : & (m) = (p(m),&;) then any vector of
PV, p] reads :

om = (B (m) ,v) = (p (m), X0y vie:) = S0, viey (m)

A fiber bundle can be defined by different trivializations, which play an essential role if the fiber
bundles are trivial. In a change of trivialization the same element p is defined by a different map
@ : this is very similar to the charts for manifold.

p=¢pP (m,v) =pp (mva)

and there is a necessary relation between v and v (m stays always the same) depending on the
kind of fiber bundle.

If P is a principal bundle a change of trivialization is induced by a map : x : M — G and :

p=¢p(m,g) =p(m,x(m)-g) < g=x(m)- g (x(m)acts on the left)

X (m) can be identical over M (the change is said to be global) or depend on m (the change is
local).

A change of trivialization induces a change of gauge :

p(m) = ¢p (m,1) = b (m) = pp (m,1) = p (m) - x (m)

Which impacts all associated fiber bundles :

vp = ((m),v) = (p (m, 1),0) = (B (m) ,5) = (pp (m, x (M), D) ~ (pp (M, 1), A (x (m) ,0))

& =A(x(m),0)

The holonomic basis of a vector bundle changes as :

ei(m) = (p(m),&;) =

& (m) = B (m) =) = (p(m) - x(m) ™ ei) ~ (B (m)x (m) ™" () = x (m) " e (m)

so that the components of a vector in the holonomic basis change as :

v = S v (m) = S0, 05 (m) = YL, 0y (m) ' < (m)

=" =[x (m)]; v’

Similarly for the components of a section :

—1

o€ X(P) 1o =pp(mo(m) =Gp (m,(m) = wp (m,x (m) " & (m))
=7 m) = x(m): o (m)
vEX(PIV,A) =

= (p(m),v(m)) = (p(m),v(m)) & v(m)=A(x(m),v(m))
veX(P[V,pl) ( ) =i v (m)ei (m) = 3001, 0 (m) & (m)

& (m) = [x (m)]; o/ (m)

The adjoint bundle to a principal bundle P (M, G, 7p) is the associated vector bundle P [T} G, Ad)
where T1G is the Lie algebra of G and Ad the adjoint map : Ad : G x Th'P — L(T1P;TAP). A
section k € X (Pg [T1G, Ad)) of the adjoint bundle defines a family of change of gauge, parametrized
by a scalar 7 € R: x (m,7) =exp7k (m) € G

Whenever there is a scalar product (bilinear symmetric of hermitian two form) on a vector space
V, so that (V,p) is a unitary representation of the group G : (p(g)v,p(g)v') = (v,v’), the scalar
product can be extended on the associated vector bundle P [V, p] :

((p(m),v),(p(m) 7U/)>P[V,p] = (v,?)y



2.0.5 Locality

In the most common cases, a physical system is represented by a model with variables which
are smooth sections Z € X (F) of a vector bundle E(Q, V,7) with fiber V on an open subset 2
of the manifold M, and their derivatives up to the order r. So the model is built on the r-jet
extension J"FE, which is itself a vector bundle J"E (Q, JJ (R™; V), n") . Its elements have the
coordinated expressions : Z = (zélm%,i =1l.n,s=0,..., r) . The index i refers to the component
in the vector bundle, the indices aq,...cs to the partial derivatives with respect to the coordinates
in M. Whenever Z is a section on E, then 2, , = % takes the value of the partial derivatives
of the components z* of z in a holonomic frame of E. E is the set which represents all the possible
evolutions of the system (the configuration space) : this is just a mathematical representation of
physical phenomena and objects which can be measured.

To follow the evolution of the system, we need to introduce the time. It requires the definition
of a special chart ¢y on M, such that there is a folliation of Q in submanifolds 3(¢), which are
hypersurfaces representing the ”space” of the observer at t. The initial data of the model are then
the values of the variables, and their derivatives, on 3(0).

Physical laws are expressed as mathematical relations between the variables and, because their
derivatives are involved, they are differential equations. The most general mathematical definition
of a set of differential equations is that it is a closed subbundle of J"E. The solutions (meaning
the values of the state of the system which are predicted) are sections of E such that their r-jet
extension belong to this closed subbundle.

When the model is interpreted in its predictive capacity, it involves the use of the chart ;.
The initial conditions are defined in the fiber 771 (25 (0)) of E over Q3(0). A subbundle of J"E is :

- a submanifold g of

- a vector bundle Ey (Qq, Vo, mo) such that 7|q, = mo,

- and there is a vector bundle morphism F': Fy — J"E, that is a map such that :

Vm € Qo : F (m5 " (m)) € L (ng " (m) ;7L (f (m)))

where: f: Q¢ > Q:u fomy=moF

As Ej is closed in J"FE and 7 is an open map, {2 is a closed submanifold of €2, this is obviously
Q3(0) and Ej is the set of initial conditions. To each set of initial conditions is associated (by F) a
section of J"E. f is not necessarily surjective, but it is continuous and for t’ > t, the state of the
system is in the fiber 771 (f (23 (0)) N S(¢')) over f (23 (0)) N Q3(¢), and is a continuously linear
function of the initial conditions (by F). Thus the problem is ”well posed” : the solutions depend
continuously on the initial conditions, and moreover the relation is linear if we have a vector bundle.
This is in accordance with the usual assumption that, at least at an elementary level, the state of
the system at a time t depends only on its value at some initial time, and not on the values of Z at
the intermediary times 0 < t’ < t.

If the differential equations are expressed as differential operators : D : J'"E — E | which are
local maps where the value of Z at some point m depends only of the value of Z and its derivative at
m, then the model is local. As the state at t depends only on the values of the derivatives at t and
the initial conditions, if the model is not local it would imply that the value of Z(m) at t depends of
the value of Z(m’) for m’ on the same spatial hypersurface at t, in violation of a generally assumed
relativist postulate.

The principle of gauge invariance seems unavoidable, and if a ”logic in physics” should come



one day it would probaby be one of its axioms. It leads to precise requirements in the specification
of models, which moreover should, at least in the usual cases, satisfy basic properties such as
locality and good behaviour of the solutions. However it is not without limits. In Relativity no
two observers can get the same information about the totality of a system, and the issue is acute
in astrophysics where a big (?) part of the universe will stay forever out of reach of our measures.
It is worse in cosmology, as one can assume that fundamental laws are imposed, such that the
fundamental constants. The speed of light has two different meanings. on one hand it is the speed
of propagation of an electromagnetic signal and, as such, can be measured, depends on the medium
and could possibly vary. On the other hand it is the ratio of the units of lengths (measured by
rules) and units of time (measured by clocks) and as such the concept of a variation of ¢ seems non
sensical.

3 QUANTUM MECHANICS

”[ think I can safely say that nobody understands quantum mechanics.” Richard Feynman, in The
Character of Physical Law (1965)

Quantum Mechanics (QM) as exposed usually encompasses some very general axioms, a few
rules of thumb (such as the ”"minimal substitution” of symbols in equations), ”generally accepted
assumptions”, and more or less standarized methods. However, starting from general and plausible
assumptions about physical models, most of its "axioms” can actually be proven, which enables
to use them in a safe a precise way. I will sum up here the theorems which will be used, the
demonstration of which can be found in my paper (2013).

The starting point is a model, representing a system, with variables Xi,..., X,, collectively
represented as Z. The variables have a dual purpose. On one hand they are the mathematical
representation of phenomena observed in the system and as so have a precise definition as math-
ematical objects (they are vectors, tensors, maps,...). On the other hand they are related to the
measures, by a set of procedures telling how to take the measure and assign the data which are
collected to the value of the mathematical objects, usually through statistical methods.

The theorems have few requisites, the most important is that the variables must belong to Ba-
nach vector spaces Vi,...V,,, one of them, at least, infinite dimensional (one can consider discrete
variables but I will not use them). The variables X can be valued in R, in C, in vector spaces
or vector bundles. Usually they are maps and there is no condition on their continuity or differen-
tiability, as far as they belong to Banach vector spaces. The variables can be derivatives of other
variables, they are then considered as independant variables (as in variational calculus : they belong
to some jet prolongation of the original variables). The system can be "open”, the actions ot the
"outside” shall then be represented as variables, with the same status as the others (even if they
are known their value can be measured).

So for each variable X}, there is some basis (wk

@ )ielk
I}, an infinite set of indices, such that : Xy =3, ztwk and only a finite number of components

of Vi (which usually are themselves maps),

z¢ are non null.

Collectively Z = (X3, ..., X;,) belongs to their product W =V X ... x V;, and Z can be written
as: Z =) . 2'w; where :

I=0)_ 11k

(Wi)ier = Bf—y (wf)ie]k



3.1 Hilbert space

The state of the system is known when the value of Z is known, and the set of possible states is the
set of all possible values of Z. Under a few general topological assumptions, the representation of
the state of the system by the variables induces a structure of manifold on this set, diffeomorphic
to an open, connected subset Hj of an infinite dimensional, separable Hilbert space H, defined up
to an isomorphism, with hermitian product (). Thus, to any state Z of the system, is associated a
unique vector ¥ belonging to Hy C H.

i) There is a structure of separable Hilbert space on W, with an interior product ()y, , and
hilbertian basis (w;),;

ii) There is a unique countable hilbertian basis (w;),.; on H and an isometry Y : W — H such
that

VZEeEW : Y (2)=" (T,c;2'wi) =3 c; 2'wi

iii) To each variable Xy, ..., X,, corresponds a subset of indices I, ...I,, which define separa-
ble, mutually orthogonal, Hilbert subspaces Hy,.., H, of H and as a consequence, Hilbert spaces
structures on the spaces V1, ...V,

H=®}_Hy ﬁWZEBzzlvk ‘ .

X = Yier, wpwr and zy = (wy, Xi)y, = (Wi, ¥)

Then it is usually easy to find the scalar product and one can deal directly with Xj.

Whenever two systems, with the properties above and similar variables, interact, they can be
represented in a unique system, accounting for the interactions, where the variables are the tensorial
product of the similar variables, and the corresponding Hilbert space is the tensorial product of the
Hilbert space.

The key point to understand this theorem is that the variables X are usually maps, so the vector
1 represents the total system (and particularly its evolution) and is not localized. We do not have
"wave functions” 1 (x). Moreover the representation of the system in H is not projective : H is
defined up to isomorphism, but we do not need the usual ”phase factor”.

3.2 Observables

The values of the variables X, which are maps, are actually measured from a finite set of data,
usually through a statistical procedure. Using the previous notations one can formally associate to
any variable X} an observable :
Yo Vi Vi 2 Yy (Xk) = EiEJ;C y}cxﬁcwf
where the set Ji, C I} is finite, and the coefficients y}C are constant (they depend on the estimation
process only). And to each observable Y}, is associated a operator }Afk =YoY,oY leL (Hy; Hy)
Then it can be proven that the operators }A/k on Hy, Yi on Vi are self-adjoint, Hilbert-Schmidt,
trace class and compact operators. Moreover the set of these observables is a commutative C*algebra.
Whenever 2 observables encompasses two disjoint subsets of I, their corresponding operators
are orthogonal. For any two observables taking value in different Hilbert spaces : Yj, o Y3, =
?;CQ o i}k?l = 0. But if they take their values in subsets of I which are not disjointed then they do not
commute, which is usually the case for the components of vectorial functions (as far as they are
considered together as components of a vector). However the composition of observables (what is
usually undertood as their product) has no precise physical meaning, and does not play any role.
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Because the operators ?k on Hy, Yi on V), are compact and self adjoint, their eigen values are
real, their set is finite and the eigen spaces for distinct eigen values (except possibly for 0) are
orthogonal. The result of any measure of the observable is equal to one of the eigen values with a
probability proportional to the norm of the vector which is measured. This is easily understood :
the measure Yy (Xj) is the projection of X on the vector subspace spanned by the eigen vectors

2

(kw!),c, - The probability to find 35, ; yizjwy if Xy =3 ks %
i€l k

error on the measure comes from the discrepancy between the infinite set I, aunéc the finite set Jy.

So we have the convenient, and usual in QM, way to define a basis of the Hibert space H as the
eigen vectors of orthogonal observables, which can be easily identified through the measure that
they provide. What we see is that actually this can be done on the space W itself, when the Hilbert
space structure has been identified.

k3
T

i
ier, TrW because the

3.3 Wigner’s theorem

Whenever there is a map U, such that the measures taken by two different observers, for the
same system and the same state, are related by ; Z — Z = U (Z) , there is a unitary operator
U="YoUoY ! on H such that the corresponding vectors in H are related by : {/)v =U 1 . The
operators associated to the/\observable Y are related by : Y=UoYoU™L

}?(2) =UoY (2) (_)}7({/;) =UoYoU™! ({/)V) :ﬁof/(l/))

The vectors w; of the basis of W do not change, neither the vectors w;, so :

Y (2) =Y YFw < )= Sier ViE W

The map U is part of the model, and of the definition of the variables. It must be known. U
does not need to be linear but it occurs that eventually this is a linear map and even an unitary

operator on the vector space W with its structure of Hilbert space. This comes from the requisite
that W is a vector space.

If ¢ is eigen vector of Y with eigen value A then U 1) is eigen vector of Y with the same eigen
value.

If there is a continuous map : G — L (W;W) such that (W,U) is a representation of the
Lie group G, then (H,U) is a unitary representation of G and (H,U’ (1)) is an anti-hermitian

representation of the Lie algebra T7G. Then there are self adjoint operators T, on H such that, for
any vector Kk =y, KR, of ThG
U (exp k) = exp (% > m“fa) with T, = U’ (1) R ..

If U is a uniformly continuous one parameter group of transformations U () then U is also a
one parameter group of unitary transformations, and there is an operator .S on H such that :

9 — _iSol (0) < U (0) = exp (%9§) o U (0)

and S is self-adjoint.

A change of units for the measures is obviously such a map U. Because it is unitary we should
have : (,0') = [k’ (¥,0') = (6,9) = k = +1

So all the quantities used in a model must be dimensionless.
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3.4 Change of gauge

An important case occurs with vector bundles. Let Pg (M,G,w) be a principal bundle over a
manifold (usually the universe) with Lie group G and trivialization g (m,g), and Pg [E,p] an
associated vector bundle. A section S of this vector bundle is defined by a map : S : M — FE
such that S (m) = (p¢ (m,1),5(m)) ~ (¢ (m,g),p(97") S(m)). In a change of gauge on Pg
the same section S is defined by a map : S (m) = x (m) S (m).

If a variable of the system is represented by a section S belonging to some Banach vector
subspace S of the space of sections X (Pg [E, p]) then the observable is the map S, which belongs
to some Banach vector space F C C (M; FE). The space F is isometric to some Hilbert space H,
and is a Hilbert space. S can be considered as a vector of this Hilbert space, representing the state
of the system (for its part represented by S) and the value of S which is measured is S € F. The
Wigner’s theorem applies.

Consider a global change of gauge: x : M — G :: x(m) =g

Then S (g) = U (g)(S) with a map U (g) : F — F depending on g such that : ¥m € M :
S (g) (m) = U (g) (S (m)) . Moreover :

U(g) e L(F;F).

U(l)=1d

Ulgg") (S)=U(g-(U(g)5))

U is a linear, unitary operator on £ (F;F) so that (F,U) is a unitary representation of the
Lie group G. And (F,U’|4=1) is an anti-hermitian representation of the Lie algebra T1G. If G is
compact (F,U) is the sum of finite dimensional, orthogonal, irreducible representations of G. If G
is not compact there are always unitary, infinite dimensional, functional representations.

For the observable S we have : S(g) = U (g)oSoU (g) "

U is usually built from p but formally they do not operate on the same vector spaces.

A section k € X (Pg[T1G, Ad]) of the adjoint bundle defines a family of change of gauge,
parametrized by a scalar 7 € R : y (m,7) = exp7k (m) so that S (m,7) = p(exprr (m))S (m).
Consider such a local change of gauge. Then S (7, k) = V (7, ) (S) with a map V (r,k): F — F =
S (7, k) (m) = p(exp7r (m)) S (m) depending on 7, x. Moreover :

V(r,k) € L(F;F).

S(T,K) |r=0 =S

S(r+7,k)=V(r,k)(V(,k)S)=V(r+1,k)S

so that we have a one parameter group of unitary operators (with 7) on £ (F; F). The map :
V :R — L (F; F) is continuous thus there is an infinitesimal self-adjoint generator H (k) € L (F; F)
such that :

Y =L1H (k) V (1,k)

Whenever g = exp 7k :

V(r,k) =U (expTk) so 2 |,—g = U'|y=15 = 1 H (k)

so that (F, 1H) is a representation of the Lie algebra T1G.

3.5 Evolution of the system

The previous theorems hold for a system which is represented through its whole evolution : the time
is just one parameter which enters into the domain of the variables (such as the space coordinates),
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the vectors w;,w; are constant as well as the components z*. This corresponds to the Schrédinger
picture. However if the evolution is followed during some period of time [0,T], meaning that one
takes measures at times t1, 2, ...ty the theorems hold for each ”snapshot” of the system, and we
are in the Heisenberg picture. Both pictures are related. The relation depends on the geometry of
the universe (time can be or not related to the space variables). However in the three cases that we
will follow (including GR) the Schrédinger equation holds : there is an anti-hermitian operator H
such that :
P (t) = (exp %tH) ¥ (0).

This is a direct consequence of the Wigner’s theorem.

This presentation of QM is based upon the concept of models, the intimate relation between
variables and measures, and the assignation process which, because it is based, in the most usual
case, on statistical methods, introduces probability in physics. So it enters fully in our description
of physics, and brings more results to what one can expect from any physical theory.

4 FUNDAMENTAL LAWS OF PHYSICS

So far there is no "model of everything”, if such a thing could ever exist. Physicists use different
concepts, models and computational methods according to the problem they try to solve. In
each area of physics there are several models which are commonly used, and we will focus on the
models representing particles and fields. They can be roughly classified according to two criteria
: continuous / discontinuous, equilibrium / desequilibrium. In each case there is a dominant, non
exclusive ”principle” which has the status of a physical law, meaning a general rule that governs
the solutions as they are represented in a model. These principles are very general, as they shall
address a great diversity of cases, but they are essential in the formalisation of a model and of the
mathematical equations which are the basis of its predictive capability. In the area that we will
cover they are the principle of least action and the principle of maximal entropy.

4.1 Continuous models

In continuous models of particles and fields it is assumed that no discontinuous process occur in
the system. As a consequence particles and fields conserve, under some rules which depend on their
representation, their main characteristics over the evolution of the system. Of course there is some
flexibility in this, imprecise, definition. In particular it depends on the scale at which the objects
are observed. But, in a perhaps simplified but pertinent (in regard with our purpose) classification,
we can say that a model is continuous if the physicist chooses to represent the phenomena by
continuous variables : he assumes that what may happen which is not continuous is not relevant to
his study. For instance in Hydrodynamics the motion of molecules are summarized in the motion of
fluids currents, which are defined at an intermediate scale. These currents conserve their properties
as vector fields.

Continuous models usually assume that some equilibrium has been achieved, but not necessarily.
However as desequilibrium means going from one equilibrium to another one, it implies some kind
of discontinuity in order to be fully explained.
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4.1.1 The principle of least action

Continuous models of particles and fields are an extension of Mechanics. They aim at the description
of the motion of bodies and the prediction of the value of the fields resulting from all the interactions.
The laws of mechanics are then summarized in the principle of least action, which provides a general
framework for the models.

It is convenient to use the fiber bundle formalism to explicit the principle, as it will be extensively
used in this paper.

If the system is represented by a model, where the variables Z are sections of a vector bundle E
over a n dimensional manifold M, and their derivatives at the order r, the principle states that there
is a real valued n-form on O, defined on J"E : L : J'E — A, (M;R) :: £ (zi, z&) such that, at the
equilibrium of the system, the action : fQ L is stationary. If there is a volume form w,, € A,, (M;R)
on M, then £ = Lw, where the scalar lagrangian L is a real function on J"E.

In a continuous process the maps are assumed to be smooth. Then the sections Z € X (E) for
which the action is stationary follow the Euler-Lagrange equations. For r=1 they read :

Vi gk =y, g (8%)

When the evolution of a system is followed by maps Z(t) depending on the time t from ¢; to

tothe action reads : |, :12 L | 2" (t),z |dt with the derivatives with respect to t.

When the system considered is defined similarly over a submanifold of M, we should have an
action defined on this submanifold, with the volume form induced by the metric if any.

So, much of the physics is incorporated in the specification of the lagrangian L which, as a
consequence, should comprise all the variables of the model. But some conditions can be imposed
on the side, such as the conservation of the characteristics of the particles.

L shall be a dimensionless quantity (as it is a prerequisite of QM), so it is not easy to link it to
a precise physical quantity. The profound physical significance of the principle of least action is a
matter of conjectures, notably when it addresses the most basic phenomena, but this principle has
several crucial consequences.

i) It is expressed as a global condition : the stationarity of the action fQE but, under the
smoothness assumption, it leads to the Euler-Lagrange equations which are expressed through
differential operators. So the model is determinist (the problem is well posed), and the principle
comforts the assumption of locality of the laws of physics.

ii) The lagrangian must be equivariant in a change of gauge (for the principal or associated
bundles) and covariant (equivariant in a change of charts on M). Mathematically these conditions
lead to some constraints for the specification of the lagrangian itself (some variables are incompatible
with others).

iii) In the usual cases the derivatives gzLi , 88 ZLa are tensorial. The momenta associated to a variable

6‘92% ., and the energy-momentum tensor is T =}, gng zé — L6E. They
lead to conserved geometric quantities which can be related to physical quantities and actually
provides the basis of experimental measures. So, the abstract principle of least action and its
obscure lagrangian can meet the requirements of experimental physics.

The principle seems to introduce a paradox in that the values taken by the variables at any
moment depend on the values on the whole evolution of the system, that is on the values which
will be taken in the future. But this paradox stems from the model itself : at the very beginning

the physicist assumes that the variables which are measured or computed belong to some class of

z are the partial derivatives
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objects which are defined all over €. So the procedure is not a step by step procedure, in which the
model would be readjusted at every time : the mathematical objects which are used belong to some
classes, chosen once and for all, of smooth maps. This is similar to the foundations of Quantum
Mechanics : if the model specifies smooth maps as variable, it is logical to expect smooth maps
as solutions, meaning that they are defined over the whole evolution of the system and estimated
from a batch of data related to measures done at different times.

4.2 Discontinuous models

According our rough classification discontinuous models aknowledge the existence of a dicontinuous
process, that they try to represent.

In the real world discontinuous processes are the rule : change of phase, collisions, chemical
reactions, disintegration of nuclei,...However they are, in some way, the transition between two
continuous states and there are two, related but distinct, kinds of phenomena which are addressed.

4.2.1 Reversible processes

As one goes from an equilibrium to another, it is often possible to conceive of the co-existence of the
two states of equilibrium, and to study the resulting system. For instance in the kinetic of gas one
studies the result of the collisions between molecules, or in thermodynamics systems exchanging
work and heat. When discontinuous processes are involved, but in a way that at a certain scale the
system itself is still in equilibrium, one can model the system by using smooth variables : the density,
the concentration of species, the flows of heat,... are defined as the averadge of similar quantities.
For this it is required that the system meets certain conditions, broadly defined as involving only
reversible processes, which usually means with slow evolution, so that over a small (respective to
the duration of the experiment) period of time an equilibrium as been reached between the two
states.

Because one moves between equilibrium, the lagrangian is still a key component, and because
time is essential, it is used in the form of hamiltonian. As such it integrates the physics involved
in the equilibrium. Even if these models are extremely efficient, they have limits. First their key
variables, for which predictions are done, represent, not the elementary processes, but their result for
the whole system : they provide figures for either the total system, or averadges at an intermediary
level. Second, because of this discrepancy, there is an inherent uncertainty afflicting any prediction.
And this uncertainty grows as one goes closer to the scale at which the discontinuous process occurs.
We are below the usual uncertainty linked to the precision of measures : it is part of the model
itself, in which the physicist trades precision for efficiency.

So it is natural that statistical tools are part of the mathematics of these models. They come un-
der various form, but they are summed up in the ”principle of maximum entropy”, stated explicitely
by E.T.Jaynes. It has been the topic of many discussions (more, it seems, than the principle of least
action) and has different formulations. For the most usual case it can be formulated as follows.

We have a system comprised of a=1...N (a large number) of identical microsystems which are
represented by n variables X = (X;)" ;. So the state of a microsystem is known by the value z;
of X;. The probability that any microsystem is in a state X is given by a law, identical for all
: Pr(X = z) = p(x,0) depending of p parameters (6;)}_, .There are m observables, macroscopic
variables which can be measured for the whole system. The value y of Y depend on the value of the

15



X :yp = fr (x1,..,2,) for a microsystem and Yy = gi (y}c, y{ev) for the total systemSo if we know

m

the value (}A/k) measured for the Y, the problem is to find the parameters 6. The principle of
k=1
maximum entropy (called "MaxEnt”) states that the parameters (6;)}_, are such that the integral

S=[q—p(@1,.xp,0) Inp(x1,..2,,0) dry...d,

over the domain 2 of the x; is maximum, under the constraints given by the observed values Y
and that [ pdz = 1.

S is the information entropy. Expressed this way we have actually a statistical problem, and it
is not too difficult to show that the MaxEnt principle gives indeed a good estimator under general
conditions. So it does not come from out of the blue. But many authors give a more physical
significance to the principle, in direct relation with the thermodynamic entropy.

Using the estimated parameters it is then possible to know the probability for a given microsys-
tem to be in a given state : as we see the prediction is only probabilistic. If the processes are
discontinuous the probability can be directly related to the transition from one state to another.

4.3 Desequilibrium

Discontinuous processes raise other questions : why the discontinuity occurs at first, which is related
to the frequency of its occurence, and usually to the rate at which the whole system moves from
one state to another.

Another way to look at discontinuous processes proceeds from their irreversibility. Irreversible
processes are represented by equations which are not time reversible : if the sign of t in a solution is
changed to -t the result is no longer a solution. And a disconcerting fact is that all the elementary
processes are reversible. And this stays true in the relativist picture, as the 4 dimensional universe
is anisotropic : there cannot be observers going backward in time.

There are many models, using phenomenological laws, to represent these phenomena, but no
general model answering these questions, and the only principle available is the second principle
of thermodynamics, which delimits what can occur, but do not tell when it occurs (see Répke for
more). So we know how to deal with discontinuous processes at a macroscopic level, but not at a
microscopic one.

5 PARTICLES AND FIELDS

Our main purpose is to understand the duality fields / particles. The issue is not here to discuss what
particles and fields are "really”, whatever the meaning of reality. We are looking at the concepts
: by particles and fields physicists mean physical objects with specific properties, represented by
mathematical objects in a model. When one says that a particle can behave as a field and conversely,
we need to look at the distinctive characteristics of the corresponding mathematical objects. In
this section we give a short general description of the common representation of particles and fields
and their interactions, which is then detailed in the next sections.
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5.1 Particle

The concept of particles dates back to greek philosophers and has been confirmed in late XIX°
century. It means some material object which cannot be further divided. In the following by particle
we mean a material body, with no internal structure and negligible spatial extension, with respect to
the area covered by the system. It could be an elementary particle, a nucleus or an atom. Actually
many of the concepts presented here are used in astrophysics, where ”particles” are ... galaxies. Even
if "quantic behaviors”, such as the two slits experiment, have been proven for molecules, it is clear
that molecules have a well characterized internal structure, which is fundamental in any modelling.
Studies of molecules and more generally of organized matter involve only the electromagnetic field
(and rarely gravitation), and can proceed from a combination of classic mechanics and Quantum
Mechanics, using these internal structures.
Particles are assumed to have geometric, kinematic as well as physical characteristics.

5.1.1 Geometric features

The first characteristic of a particle is that it has a trajectory, represented as a path in the universe
camap u: I — M :: p(t) = m from an interval of R to the universe for some parameter t. Its
image is a curve, which is a one dimensional manifold. The nature, determinist of stochastic, of
this trajectory is subject to conjecture, but the existence of this trajectory is a distinctive feature of
particles, as opposed to fields. Particles can collide, but between collisions their path is assumed to
be smooth. In almost all practical models it is represented by a smooth map belonging to some class
of maps which can be easily estimated from a finite number of points (a straigth line, a parabol,
an ellipse,...).

The trajectory can be described by different parameters, which is usually the time of some
observer, and this choice matters in the relativist picture. The derivative of the map p with respect
to the parameter t used to represent the path is a vector of the tangent space to M at each point
of the trajectory. The issue is not here if it is possible, or meaningful, to measure simultaneously
momentum and position (we will come back on this later). Whenever we have a trajectory we can
assign some ”averadge speed” to a particle, and a vector which represents the velocity. And in
most of the experiments the speed is actually not a direct measure but computed from the design
of the apparatus itself. When a particle exits an accelerator it has a speed which is known, and it
is assumed that it keeps it when it enters in a collision.

The usual picture of a particle is that of a small rigid body, and as such a particle is supposed
to have also some kind of rotation, that we will call "spin” to keep it simple. In mathematics the
concept of rotation addresses the relative disposition of two frames, located at the same point, in a
vector space, and its derivative is expressed in the Lie algebra of a group. In Relativity, because time
and space are entangled, the rotation of two 4 dimensional frames comprises a part which is related
to the local translation of the frames (what is usually called the boost). The implementation of
this concept in physics is not obvious : the body can have symmetries, which, by definition, means
that some rotations cannot be observed, attached frames can be defined only for solid, which do no
not exist in relativity and of course do not exist for bodies with no internal structure,...

The motion of a particle is the combination of its trajectory and its spin, both with a parametriza-
tion with respect to some observer. Their derivatives with respect to the time provides two vectorial
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quantities, which usually do not belong to the same vector space but are subjected to precise rules
in a change of gauge according to the model used to represent the geometry of the universe.

5.1.2 Kinematic

Particles show physical features which are directly linked to their motion : kinetic energy and mo-
menta, which are both linked to the characteristics of the motion (velocity and spin). So their value
depend on the frame in which these variables are expressed. If the trajectory has a clear physical
meaning, the spin is best measured through its corresponding momentum, even for macroscopic
bodies.

The momenta are represented by vectorial quantities, linked to the derivatives of the motion
by scalars : the mass and the moment of inertia. Thus they belong to the same respective vector
spaces. They can be seen as the reluctance of the particle to change its motion : its inertia.

5.1.3 Physical features

Particles show physical features which tell how they interact with force fields. For the most usual
fields (gravitation and electromagnetic) these features are represented by scalars : the charges,
which are defined with respect to specific physical units. When other fields are considered the
situation is more complicated and actually the ”charges” are defined with respect to standards
provided by elementary particles (as the electric charge is defined with respect to the charge of the
electron). The charges tell how the momenta change under the action of the fields. Conversely,
combined with the characteristics of the motion, they define ”currents” and ”"moments”, which are
the sources of the fields.

So there is a great similtude between the ”mechanical” and ”physical” characteristics. And
indeed the identity between inertial mass and gravitational charge, measured with great accuracy,
has lead to the General Relativity.

Mass, charge, ... are assumed to be intrinsic : they are characteristics of the particle, and
conserved along its trajectory. This implies conservation laws along the trajectory of the particle.
However particles can change ”spontaneously” or through interaction with a field or other particles.
Moreover there are stable, or short-lived, combinations of particles which share all the characteristics
of particles. So any advanced physical theory should account for this flexibility.

5.2 Force fields

The concept of fields has appeared in the XIX® century, in the wake of the electromagnetism theory,
to replace the old picture of ”action at a distance” between particles. In the following by fields
we mean one of the forces which interact with particles : the strong interaction, the weak and the
electromagnetic forces combined in an electroweak interaction, gravitation being in one league by
itself. The status of the Higgs field is still open.

Because particles are localized, the field must be able to act anywhere, that is to be present
everywhere. So the first feature of force fields, as opposed to particles, is that, a priori, they are
defined all over the universe, even if their action can decrease quickly with the distance.
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Fields are basically defined through their interaction with particles. They are represented as
first order differential operators (a connection) acting on both linear and rotational momenta, with
an action proportional to the charges.

Fields propagate in the vacuum, meaning where there is no particle : this propagation is charac-
terized by a speed and a range. We know very little about the propagation of the weak and strong
interactions, which have singular features, and their range is small. For the electromagnetic and
the gravitational field the propagation if defined through second order differential operators (the
laplacian), involving the strength F of the field, which is a kind of derivative of the potential by
the wave equation.

Particles are the sources of fields. This is represented by adding a term to the propagation
equation, related to the value of the currents and magnetic momenta of the particles.

Fields (at least the electromagnetic field) store energy, and from their interaction with particles
can be seen as storing momentum.

Any measure on the force field involves its interaction with known particles. So the represen-
tation of the field is related to the existence of rules telling how the measures change with the
procedures, and this is exactly the description of the law that the field is assumed to follow as a
mathematical object (a connection).

Any physical model of fields and particles relies on some representation of the universe. So we
will review how these general concepts are implemented in the three usual models.
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Part 11
MOTION OF A PARTICLE

6 GALILEAN GEOMETRY

Galilean geometry is the basic model of the universe. It is well known, but some concepts such as
rotation are less obvious than it seems. We will limit our review to particles, because fields cannot
be fully represented in Galilean geometry (the Maxwell’s equations are not covariant). But we will
give a short presentation of the main consequences of QM on the model of the motion of a particle.

6.1 The Galilean model of geometry
6.1.1 Fundamental hypotheses of galilean geometry

The galilean geometry is based upon 3 hypotheses :

i) In the universe space and time are disconnected : the time, as measured by a clock, is the
same for any observer.

ii) The space is modeled as a 3 dimensional oriented euclidean affine space E.

111) There is a special class of observers, the galilean observers, who do not measure any inertial
forces, whose frames are constant with respect to the time.

So, here, a gauge is a frame that is a point, which is the origin, and a set of 3 orthonormal
vectors.

The orientability of the universe can be attested from the existence of stereoisomeric molecules,
which have not the same chemical properties.

6.1.2 Gauge transformations

A gauge transformation is a change of coordinates : let (O, (si)le) be the initial frame, and

(6, (51)?:1) the new frame. The two orthonormal bases (si)le , (gi)le are related by an orthogonal

map, and because they have the same orientation this map belongs to a group which can be
identified with the group SO(3) of 3 x 3 real matrices such that R'R = I,det R = 1. The set of
gauge transformations is the group of displacements D, semi-product of the group SO(3) of spatial
rotations and the abelian group © of translations with the composition rule (R,L) x (R/,L’) =

(Ro R',R(L')+ L) and inverse (R,L)"" = (R~', =R~ (L)).
A change of gauge is then given by a couple (R,L) such that:
(07 (gl)?:l) = (R, L) (07 (Ei)?:l)
R U
O—0:00=5%7_L%, _
(Ei)le - (gi)?:l nE = 23:1 [R]] ¢
where [R] =1 (R) is the matrix of R in the standard representation (R3,7) of SO(3)

The coordinates of a point M then changes as: .

— ) = o Y _ _

OM =Y2 e, = OM =30 |78 =7 =" ([R] 1) (27 — 1Y)
J

Jj=1

20



Equivalently one can see the affine space E as a representation of the Lie group D given by the
choice of a frame (O, (si)f’d) .

Similarly the time t measured by O and t’ measured by A are related by : ¢t = at’ + b with some
constants a,b.

The Lie algebra of SO(3) is the vector space of 3 x 3 real antisymmetric matrices. It has the
same dimension as R3, so there is an isomorphism of vector spaces by the choice of the canonical
basis (ai)le of R? and any basis ([m])?:l of so(3) :

¥:s0(3) = R3 = (Zle K [FLZ']) = Zle Kie;

and this particularity is at the root of many computational tricks. Notice that this isomorphism
is not canonical : it depends on the choice of a basis in both vector spaces.

S S
Let us denote j : R — L (R,3) =z [ (r)] = | 73 0 —rt
—r2 oyl 0

The operator j is very convenient to represent quantities which are rotated, and has many nice
algebraic properties (see formulas in the annex).
For any vector u: 3% [j (V)] ulei = U x U with the cross product x.

If we take the followilzljg Ilnatrices as basis of so(3) :

0 0 O 0 01 0 -1 0
fi=10 0 —1|:ka=1]0 0 0|:rs=1{1 0 0

01 0 -1 0 0 0 0 0
then any matrix of so(3) reads :

0 -k K2
Pkl = @@= | & 0 s
—-k? k! 0

Because SO(3) is a compact Lie group the exponential is surjective :
Vg e SO (3),3rn =37 k' [k € 50(3) : g = expr
It is easy to show that :

9] = exp (9 (1)) = L+ [1 (9 ()] =520 4 [ (0 ()] G (9 ()] =y

However the group D is not compact.
The axis of rotation is by definition the unique eigen vector of [g] with eigen value 1 and norm

1 in the standard representation of SO(3). It is easy to see that its components are proportional to

For any vector u of norm 1 : (u, gu) = cos where 6 is an angle which depends on u. With the
formula above, and using

5@ (DI @ (-)] = W (9] [9 ()] = (9 () , 9 () T and (u, [j (9 (x))] u) = 0 we get :
—cos Hrk), ¥k

(ugu) =1+ ({9 (5)) = (9 (5) 9 (1)) )

which is minimum for (u,? (k)) = 0 that is for the vectors orthogonal to the axis, and :

cosf = cos /(I (k) , 0 (K))

So we can define the angle of rotation by the scalar /(9 (k) , 9 (k)).

A constant rotation is a rotation with the same axis 7 %, and the angular speed :

do

%7 = w = Ct thus the rotation after the time t is : exptwj (7') . Equivalently one can represent
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the rotation with axis 7 and angular speed @ = /{9 (r), ¥ (k)) by the vector 9 (),

6.2 Motion of a body

6.2.1 Geometric definition

A motion is always relative, that is it is defined with respect to a frame (galilean or not). The geo-
metric state of a rigid body, a solid, can be defined by the displacement D of a frame (A (t), (e (t))?zl)

attached to it, with respect to a frame of reference. Because time and spatial coordinates are dis-
connected it is possible to assign a time to every state : D (t) = (R (¢), L (t)).

The motion of a body is then defined by the left logarithmic derivative of the displacement,
which belongs to the Lie algebra of the group :

-1 -1 -1

D@ ED ) = (RO ~RO ™ (L ®)) (FRO,EL1) = (1), u (b))

and comprises two vectors :

k) =R LR(t)€s0(3),u(t)=R®) " (LL(t) - L(t)) €R?

In a change of frames :

(0.021) = (00, G ()i1) = (Ro (1), Lo (1)) (0, (2031 ) = Do (8) (0. (e0)iy )

P B _

D)~ §D ()= (®(t),u(t))

@ (t) = Ro () u(t) + (I + LR ()™ = Adnyo (R() ™ R (1)) Lo (1) — L2

R (t) = Adpy(p) (5 (1)) — Ry (1)

So we have two different cases:

- if Do (t) = Dy is a constant displacement, then :

(1) = Rou (t) + (1 — Adg, (R ) LR (t))) Lo (1)

K (t) = Adg, (r (1))

u is transformed by an affine map, and s by a linear map.

- if not then the transformations laws are more complicated.

Usually only the first ones, the galilean change of frames, are considered, the others, which
involve the motion Dy (£) " 4 Dy (t) of the frames are seen as defining a different motion.

However this definition is a bit abstract, and not obviously related to quantities which can be
easily measured.

6.2.2 Physical definition

Actually most physicists would not be dogmatic with respect to the group of displacements.
They would simply define the motion as a couple of vectors of the underlying vector space :
(7 (t), 7 (t)) where ¥ (t) = 2?21 (L7 (t)) ; is the speed and 7 (t) is the vector defined as the
axis of rotation, normed to the instantaneous angular speed of rotation. Both vectors change as
any other vector in a change of frame.

Fortunately both vectors (7 (t), ¥ (t)) are directly related to the vectors (k (t), u (t)) of the Lie
algebra of the group of displacements, and change according to the same rules in a galilean change
of frames (Dy = Ct) :
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k(t) = R(t) = Adgryr(t) = [Ro][j (9 (k(t)))][Ro]”" which has the same eigen vectors as
[7 (¥ (k(t)))]. Moreover the norm is unchanged in a change of gauge. So the ”rotation vector”
of K (¢) is the same as & (t) and its components transform as any other vector of E.

Going from the purely geometric definition ( (£) ,u () to the practical definition (7 (£), ¥ (t))
can be seen mathematically as defining the motion by two vectors belonging to a vector space on
which the group SO(3) is represented. This is obvious for ¥ (t) . 7 (t) is defined through the Lie
algebra, but is not an element of the Lie algebra so(3) (it would be a matrix), this is just a vector
of ﬁ

However by defining the instantaneous rotation through the Lie algebra so(3) we have introduced
an ambiguity : SO(3) is not the only group which has so(3) as Lie algebra, the other one is the
double cover of SO(3) which is the Spin group Spin(3). This can be understood from the relation
'R (t)_l %R (t) between elements of the group. In the Spin groups multiplication by the scalar -1
is valid : if g belongs to a Spin group, then -g still belongs to the group. So both +R(t) and -R(t)
define equivalent instantaneous rotations. Similarly we see that the same vector 7’ can represent
a rotation with axis 7 and speed || 7| or the rotation with axis -7 and speed -||7|. Whenever
we consider the motion of a body, the axis and speed of rotation should be defined by continuous
maps, so the two rotations are not equivalent, and indeed the definition through the Spin group is
more pertinent because it makes the distinction between the two rotations. These particularities
lead often the physicists to say that 7 is an axial vector. Indeed it depends on the orientation of
the basis, but the roots of these particularities are deeper than that.

This representation of a rotation is similar to the representation of a circular trajectory in a
plane : the vector 7 s orthogonal to the plane and its length proportional to the angular speed
on the trajectory.

6.2.3 Inertial characteristics

The inertia of a body, that is its tendency to resist at any change of its motion, is characterized by
its linear momentum and its angular momentum.

With respect to any frame, the linear momentum of a particle of mass m and speed v it is
represented by a vector : ? = m. This is an additive quantity which is well defined for any
system P =3, ; 7= el m; v and in a galilean change of frames it transforms as any other
vector. The momentum is, mathematically, a localized vector, as well as T ¢ it is defined at
a point m. To incorporate this information it is convenient to introduce the angular momentum :
7 = 7 x P where 7 = O—]\>/[, with respect to a frame (O, ¢;). For a rotating solid it leads to the
definition of a new variable.

If the particles belong to a solid, with center of mass G, attached frame (G,e;) = (R (¢), L (t)) x
(O, ¢;) with coordinates y, comprised of particles with mass (m;) the sum of the angular mo-
menta with respect to O reads :

> 71'221' 7i><?i

We have :

2 =R(t)yi+ L)

Zlylml =0 éL(t) = ﬁzlxl (t)mz
dos — Ry, + 2L = Rj (r) yi + 4

dz;
i =muyy=mig

el
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> TixPi= Zij(xl)mzd;; =RJr+j (L)M%
using the identity, for R € O(3) : j(Ru)Rv = Rj(u)v < Ru x Rv = R (u X v)
O : Ei 71 = 7 + L x
Where :
— > mad (i) d (yi) =D, ma ([yl]t [ys] T — [y:] [yi]t) is the moment of inertia of the solid. Tt
does not, depend of the choice of the orthonormal basis.
7 = RJ7 is the rotational momentum of the solid (expressed in the frame O). So the total

angular momentum due to the solid is the sum of the angular momentum L X d—_f) related to its

center of mass, and of the rotational momentum 7 It is represented by a vector in R3.

A rotational momentum can be similarly defined for particle with a circular orbit by taking :

L (t)_>: R(t) Ly
(=LxP= R(t) Lo x mRj (r) Lo = —mR (t) j (Lo) j (Lo)r = J = —j (Lo) j (Lo)

For a particle the definition holds for the linear momentum and the angular momentum, but fails
for the rotational momentum if the particle has no internal structure and no dimension. However one
observes features similar to a rotational momentum (electrons orbiting a nucleus or with intrinsic
spin) which are represented, by extension, as vectors in R3 proportional to the rotation vector 7

The kinetic energy of a system of particle reads :

22 <pz= 1>

If these particles belong to a solid :
2Z<pu z>:%2imi<R]()yz+dth¢7() +%>_1MH H + rtJr

6.3 Quantum mechanics in Galilean geometry
6.3.1 The model

To represent the motion of a body in Quantum Mechanics, the model must satisfy the main requisite
: the variables must be maps belonging to a Banach vector space. For a particle, we can take its
position x(t) and the two vectors (7 (t), 7 (t)), their components being measured in a galilean
basis. But we must give up part of our freedom of gauge : x must satisfy linear transformations,
affine transformations would not do. So the origin of the galilean frame is fixed. Every variable x, r,

v is a smooth map from [0,T] in R in the vector space E, defined by three components (z*, 7%, vi)le
in a galilean basis, and belonging to Banach vector spaces W,, W,,, W,. with product W. Moreover
the variables must be dimensionless, so that they must be scaled by some fixed scalars. The first
theorem of QM tells us that W is isometric to an open subset of a Hilbert vector space H. The state
of the system is represented by a vector Z of W to which is associated by an isometry YT : W — H

a unique vector ¥ of H. To each variable is associated a self adjoint, compact operator acting on H.

6.3.2 Gauge transformations with SO(3)

The variables transform as vectors, W, W,,, W,. are representations of the group SO(3) with the
gauge transformations. We can skip the usual machinery of commuting operators and implement
directly the Wigner’s theorem. The Hilbert space H is isomorphic to a unitary representation of
SO(3). This is a compact group, so its unitary representations are sums of orthogonal, finite dimen-
sional, unitary representations, which are representations over the spaces of degree 2N homogeneous
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polynomials with two complex variables. These representations can be transformed into representa-
tions, denoted (Py, D) over degree 2N homogeneous polynomials P with 3 real variables (&1, &2, &3)
and complex coefficients, which are harmonic AP =0, and Dy is the left action of SO(3) on the
arguments of P.

From there, in the common interpretation of Quantum Mechanics, two fundamental assumptions
are done :

i) 1 is a "wave function” : a complex scalar map 1 (x) on R? where x is a point of the physical
space

ii) in the representation by harmonic polynomials the parameters (&1, €2, £3) are the coordinates
of the point x of the physical space.

There is nothing to substantiate these assumptions, which are the sources of many interpre-
tations, and controversies. The first issue is that the time t does not appear, so it is difficult to
conciliate this static function with the Schrodinger equation. The second is that if, by a math-
ematical trick it is possible to go from 2 complex variables to three real variables, there is no
physical motivation to support the assumption that these parameters (&1, &2, £3) are coordinates in
the physical space.

We will not pursue further these issues here, which will be reviewed in more details later.

6.3.3 The Schrodinger equation

There is another group which acts on the variables : the translation in time.

If we stay in the Schrodinger picture the variables are estimated all together at the end of the
process, from a batch of data. Time is not an observable, it is a coordinate (indeed the measures
can be taken at different times for each variable). In galilean geometry it is defined up to an affine
transformation, and one can take a translation.

If an observer uses the time t and another ¢ = t — 0 with some fixed origin 6 , for the same
state of the system they will get the maps Z and Z = U (Z) for some map U : W — W. Then the
Wigner’s theorem says that the corresponding vectors of H are related by an unitary linear map
: g = Uy (¢) . Moreover if § = 0 then Uy = Id, and if we take § + 6’ by the same procedure we

have 1[0.!,_9/ = [79 ((79/ (1#)) = (79+9/ (1) . So we have a one parameter group of unitary operators,

and (H , U ) is a unitary representation of the abelian group (R, +). We assume that it is uniformly
continuous, then :

i) there is a self-adjoint operator denoted H such that : U (6) = exp (%91{\[)

ii) there is a unique spectral measure P on the o—algebra of R such that :

U0) = Jzexp (—ibs) P (s)

If U is continuous, it is smooth, and the differentiation of :

(00w, 0) = Jy exp (=i05) (P (s) 4, 0)

with respect to 8 at § = 0 gives :

(LY, ) = =i [ (P (s) 0, 9)

In the Heisenberg picture the state of the system is measured at differenAt times t (with some
frequency) and the time becomes an observable with an associated operator t.

In the Schrodinger picture :
Z =) e Ci%i <Y =), cig; where ¢; are fixed scalars and z; are maps with domain [0,T]
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In the Heisenberg picture :

Z(t) = crdi(t) G < ¥ (t) = > ,c; di (t) w; where d; are maps with domain [0,T] and (; are
fixed scalars

One goes from one picture to the other by evaluations maps :

3
W)W = (E) L E(W)(Z) = Z ()
which commute with U : E(¢) o U (0) =U (f) 0o E(t) = E(t+6)
And similarly on H : R
5()0U(9) (9)05() E(t+0)
The equation above reads in the Helsenberg picture: N
EW)do=EM)oTO) () =T O)oE W) =T (0)v (1) =E (t+0) = (t+96)
By taking 6 =0 :
b (t) = exp (3¢) ¥ (0) = % (1) = LHw (1
P is the spectral resolution of H thus P (R) = Idp, H= Jp tP(t) and H can be seen as the
operator associated to the observable tA
[z W) = (HY @), (1) = f; (P ()% (6),0 (1)
The value of t Wthh is measured is equal to one of the eigen value of P with the probability

[(P(s)(8) 4 (8)]?
lw®1?

6.3.4 The interpretation from the variables

Actually it is possible to implement directly the theorems of QM to the variables x,r,v

One can safely assume that the maps belong to the Hilbert space £2 ([O,T] (R3; dt) with the

scalar product
£L'1, LL‘Q fO :vl (t)> dt

Indeed [0,T] is compact the maps are smooth, so the value of their norm belong to a compact
of R and the integral is well defined. The Hilbert space £2 ([07 T); R3; dt) is separable, and has a
countable Hilbertian basis (wy,),,cy of maps on [0,T].

W, W,, W, can be seen as closed, orthogonal, vector subspaces of £2 ([0, T);R3; dt) . Because
they are unitary representations of SO(3) they are the hilbertian sum of finite dimensional Hilbert
spaces, which are representations of the groups. Each of these vector spaces (Wp) 1 (N can be
infinite) has a hilbertian basis comprised of maps of £ ([0, T];R?;dt). Thus one can wrlte :

N
T (t) = Z})\fozl En:l IN’"XNyn (t) -
and the measure of the map x is Z (t) = ZN 1 Z 1 aNn "X N, (t) with 2N either 0 or V™.

2nN|T oo

S wlaN e

The accuracy of the measure, and thus this probability, depends on the dimension N of the
space and on the number of measures which are taken. N is characteristic of the diversity, real or
assumed, of the evolution of the system. If the motion is periodic, of period T, the natural choice

The probability to measure Z (t) is

for the basis w,, is the Fourier series : (cos (27m%))2:7oo , (sin (27”1%)):2 . It corresponds to the

model of ”plane waves” with a spectrum of frequencies given by the Fourier transformation. A more

sinﬂ'((tfl)lfn) oo
general model is given by ”wavelets”, with the sinc series (ﬂ'((tl—;lT’n)> . In both cases
T2)T T n=—oo
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there is a strong analogy with signal analysis. The precision of the measures is related to their
frequency.

The Schrodinger equations read :

x(t) = (exptLy) z (0) = 4 (t) = Ly (1)

dt
v (t) = (exptLy)v (0) = % (t) = Ly (t)
r(t) = (exptL,)r(0) = % (t) = L, (t)
where L,, L,, L, are antisymmetric operators on the respective Hilbert spaces :
(Lo (1) ,73) = — (31, Lo (73))
As:o(t) =9

v (t) = Lyx (t)

(1) = L, 0 Lya (t) = 4% = L2z (t) = (L, — L) o Ly (t) = 0

And indeed because x and v have the same range one can assume that the basis Xn ,, (¢) is the
same, and :

dX%i’t"(t) =3 N-1 Zﬁle yN" Xy (t) for some fixed scalars, thus

% () = Loz (1)

& Yoy Yoo NN Xy (1) = Yoy Yoy Iy (2N7) X (£)

s L, =1,

Going from the Schrédinger to the Heisenberg picture is actually a change of model and, as it
happens often, this is not neutral. It entails important consequences.

i) In the model x and v are independant variables. They can be measured independantly,
through different procedures. In the Schréodinger picture the maps x(t) and v(t) are simultaneously
estimated from a batch of data, after the end of the experiment. Thus we can reasonably assume
that the estimations account for their relation, and that the results are consistent : v (t) = %.

In the Heisenberg picture we take snapshots at different times ¢1, ..ty and we estimate x(t), v(t)
from the data. And there is no guarantee that the same consistency is met. Indeed the simplest
trajectory that we could build from the data would be a succession of straight lines : hardly a
smooth curve. Moreover there are physical limits to the possibility of measuring simultaneously
the position and the speed of a particle. As Dirac wrote ”we have to admit that there is a limit
to the fineness of our powers of observation and the smallness of the accompanying disturbance - a
limit which is inherent in the nature of things and can never be surpassed” (p.4). But these limits
should lead logically to the conclusion that the Heisenberg picture is not physically realist at this
scale. And not necessarily to assume some bizarre behaviours from particles.

ii) As noticed before, the variables must be unitless. So there should be some universal system of
units to rescale all measures, based on natural phenomena (this is already a requisite of statistical
mechanics). This need becomes clear in the Heisenberg picture, where the time becomes an ob-
servable, with the associated operator H and enters into an exponential. The Schrodinger equation,
which holds for any system, should read :

6 (8) = exp (&tH) ¥ (0)

with some constant k to absorb the unit. Moreover the conventions used in the definition of
the rotation give a special meaning of the length of the vector 7. So one can see that all these
quantities are related.

Of course the value of & has a direct impact on the model, in that the values of the rescaled
variables are dramatically increased, and with them the dimension of the spaces W.
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7 SPECIAL RELATIVITY

7.1 Geometry

7.1.1 Basic assumptions

The model of Special Relativity is a big leap from Galilean geometry. It can be introduced in
different ways. The most useful for our purpose is based upon 5 hypotheses.

i) The universe is modeled as a 4 dimensional affine space M.

ii) The underlying vector space ]\_/[> (the Minkowski space) is endowed with a scalar product (the
Lorentz metric) which reads (with the signature (3,1)) in an orthonormal basis (Ei)?:o s {u,v) =
SO utvt — u®

The scalar product splits the affine space at each point according to the sign of (u, u) (with this
signature the time like vectors have (u,u) < 0 and the space like vectors (u,u) > 0).

iii) All material bodies travel along a world line. The time, as measured by a clock (the proper
time 7), depends on the world line. The tangent to the world line, as parametrized by the proper
time, is a 4-dimensional vector u (its proper velocity) which has a constant norm : (u,u) = —k>.
Similarly the field forces, such as the electromagnetic field, propagate along trajectories such that
(u,uy =0 (the light cone).

iv) The space of each observer (the set of events which are simultaneous for the observer at any
time) is an hyperplane orthogonal to his velocity.

v) There is a privileged class of observers, who do not measure any inertial force (the inertial
observers), whose orthonormal frames (Ei)?:O are constant.

From these hypotheses one can prove that :

i) The spatial speed of ligth ¢ is the same for any observer

ii) the constant k=c the speed of light.

Thus the model is cleary rooted in the representation of physical measures.

One can see the galilean geometry as a 4 dimensional affine space in which all the observers
have parallel velocity.

7.1.2 The Lorentz group

From these hypotheses one can deduce the formulas for the gauge transformations, which are a
crucial part of Special Relativity, and have been verified with a great accuracy.

As in the galilean model, the only gauge transformations which are considered are change of
coordinates. They constitute the group of displacements (the ”Poincaré group”), semi-product of
the group of isometries (linear transformations which preserve the scalar product) and the abelian
group of translations in R* with the same composition rule. In any given frame of reference the
isometries are represented by the matrix group O(3,1), and the isometries which preserve also the
orientation of frames by the subgroup SO(3,1) with determinant 1.

0(3,1) is the group of 4 x 4 real matrices such that :
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-1 0 0 O
ol o) = ] where [ = | O 190
0O 0 0 1

and moreover [g] € SO(3,1) = det [¢g] = 1.

Both O(3,1) and SO(3,1) have same Lie algebra o(3,1) (the condition det(g)=0 leads to Tr(h)=0
which is always met). This is a 6 dimensional real vector space : the subset of 4 x 4 real matrices
such that : [h)" [5] + [7] [h] = [0] , and we will use as basis of 0(3,1) the following matrices :

00 0 O 0 0 0 0 00 0 0
M_ooooM_0001.M_00—10
=10 0 0 =11’ o o o o/’'™ o1 0 o

001 0 0 -1 0 0 00 0 O

0 1 0 0 00 1 0 00 0 1
[H]flooo[ﬁ]foooo[ﬁ]foooo
Y700 0 0o o’ T 1 0 0 o’ ™o 0 0 0

0000 00 0 0 1 000
so that any matrix of o(3,1) can be written :

[k] = [J (r)] + [K (w)] with

0 O 0 0 O w1 w29 ws

_ 10 0 —rz  r2 _|wr O 0 0
[J(r)]_ O r3 O —ry 7[K(w)]_ Woy O O O

0 —T9 T1 0 w3 0 0 0

The exponential of these matrices read :
exp [K (w)] = Iy + SEBIL ¢ (1) 4 cosh VL | (1) K (w)

.
_ co§h Vwtw w? % V;““ij
wsmhw\/:f:w IS 4 cosh w\/;wutw—lwwt
sin Vrtr —cosVrtr 1 0
exp ()] = I+ S () 4 2= (1)) = | )

where R a 3x3 matrix of SO(3)

The group O(3) has two connected components : the subgroup SO(3) with determinant = 1,
and the subset O; (3) with determinant -1.

0(3,1) has four connected components which can be distinguished according to the sign of the
determinant and their projection under the compact subgroup SO(3) x {I}.

- S0 (3,1), the connected component of the identity with determinant = 1. Its elements can
be written :

M = exp K(w) x exp J (r) = exp K (w) x {(1) 1?%}

- 501 (3,1) : with determinant 1: M = exp K (w) x {_O R

- S04 (3,1) with determinant = -1: M = exp K (w) x {_1 O]
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- SO3(3,1) with determinant = -1: M = exp K(w) x F 0 ]

0 —R
where R a 3x3 matrix of SO(3), so that —R € O (3)
SO (3,1),k = 1,2, 3 are generated by the product of any element of SOq (3,1) by either :

0 I3
1 0
0 —Is
So, in the model of the geometry of Special Relativity, several questions, which were not en-
countered in Galilean Geometry, arise with regard to the choice of the goup.

the time reversal matrix : T = [_1 0]

or the space reversal matrix : § =

7.1.3 The issues

Which signature for the metric ? Because O (3,1) = O (1,3) the same matrix [k;] can be used to
represent a basis vector in the standard representation of the Lie algebra. The only change when
going from the signature (3,1) to the signature (1,3) is the replacement of [n] by —[n] (in the
following [n] will always refer to the signature (3,1)).

So any choice of signature is consistent with the hypotheses, with the obvious adjustments of
the definitions of ”space-like” and ’time-like” vectors.

However the Clifford algebras CI(3,1) and Cl(1,3) are not isomorphic, and as we shall see later,
this issue may have physical significance.

Is the universe orientable ? In a universe where all observers have the same time, the simple
existence of stereoisomers which do not have the same chemical properties suffices. In a space-time
universe one needs a process with an outcome which discriminates an orientation. All chemical
reactions starting with a balanced mix of stereoisomers produce an equally balanced mix (stereoiso-
mers have the same level of energy). However there are experiments involving the weak interactions
which show the required property. So we can state that the 4 dimensional universe is orientable, and

then we can distinguish orientation preserving gauge transformations. The right group to consider
is SO(3,1).

The universe of Special Relativity is no longer isotropic : all directions at not equivalent. At
any point one can discriminate the vectors v according to the value of the scalar product <v,v> .
Moreover the subset of time like vectors has two disconnected components (this is no longer true
in universes with more than one ”time component”). This has two important consequences.

A change of gauge, physically, implies some transport of the frame (one does not jump from
one point to another) : we have an isometry ® : M — M along a path p: I C R — M and the
path which is followed matters. In particular it is connected. The frame (ei)?zo is transported by
26 (1) =9 (p(7))e; (0) =g (1) e; (0). So g (7), image of the connected interval I by a continuous
map is a connected subset of SO(3,1), and because g(0) = Id it must be the component of the
identity. So the rigth group to consider is the connected component of the identity SOy (3,1).

Because the subset of time like vectors has two disconnected components one can discriminate

these components and, in accordance with the assumptions about the velocity of material bodies,
it is logical to consider that their velocity is ”future oriented”. By continuity the light cone can
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be similarly oriented, and the fields are assumed to propagate towards the future. And one can
distinguish gauge transformations which preserve this time orientation.

We will assume that the future orientation is given in a frame by the vector €y. So a vector u is
time like and future oriented if :

(u,u) <0, (u,e0) <0

A matrix [G] of SOy (3,1) preserves the time orientation iff [G]g > 0 and this will always happen
if [G] = exp [K (w)]exp [J (r)] that is if [G] € SO (3,1).

A gauge transformation which preserves both the time orientation, and the global orientation
must preserve also the spatial orientation.

We can now express the formula for these gauge transformations.

7.1.4 Gauge transformation formulas

Let :
O be an inertial observer with frame (O, (si)fzo) and proper time t, O is its position at t = 0

and C{jti = 0 because he is inertial.

A be any observer, with frame (A (1), (e (7'))?:0) and proper time 7.

For any observer an euclidean spatial frame is defined in his present (by definition he is at rest
with respect to this frame) thus it is orthogonal to its velocity. And the velocity of A :

u(r) = % = ceq (T)
because (u,u) = —c? and (e (7),e0 (7)) = —1 and eg (1) ,u () are future oriented.

Let (Li)fzo be the coordinates of A in the frame of O. Then L° = ¢t because O observes A in
his proper time. u (7) is a vector so it can be measured by the observer in his own frame :

N3 dLt . dt 3 dL' . _ dt dL® _ dt
u=3Yi o= e = gt (V+ % 50) = & (V + c2o)

with the usual relative spatial speed T of A with respect to O.
— (4t)? 22\ 2 a1
<Uau> = (d‘r) (”7H c ) === \/@

3 ; C o — 1 _ 1 : _ dA _
thus in the basis of O : u = I (7+C€0)—C\/WVW1thV—dt—7+050

The gauge transfgl;mation to go from the fra% of O to the frame of A is given by a displacement
with a translation L (t) = Y2°_ e;Li(t) = OA, and a rotation G (t) € SOg(3,1) such that:

R 1=0
e (1) =30 [G(t) e; and

cosh Vwlw wtisi“hr” :f:w 1 0
[G (t)] = wsinh \/twt'w Is + cosh vzutw—l wwt 0 R

for some w € R3 R € SO (3)
The elements of the first column of G are the components of e, that is of u/c:

cosh Vuwlw = ———

1 lell
wsinh\/wtw _ o 1
c

wtw 1— v
2

w=kv = ww=k||7|’
which leads to the classical formula with
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-1 e 10
1G] = [O R}
13 + 1 1 VU

t
v||2 o2 v]|?
/1_\\0\2\ /1_% lloll

Notice that the observer A is not necessarily inertial so the formula holds for any observer
A. If A is also an inertial observer then, by definition, its frame is constant, which implies that

¥ =Ct=w,R=Ct

ol

7.2 Motion of a body
7.2.1 The issues with the group of displacements

Whenever it is possible to identify frames (A ), (e (t))gzl) attached to a body A, the formulas

above hold, and one can define the motion of the body itself by the displacement D(t) of A with
respect to an inertial frame O = (O, (Ez‘)?:o) . The observer O moves along his world line with his
proper time t, the origin O is fixed and represents the position of the observer at t = 0, the vectors
g; stay the same. Then the motion of A is characterized by :

D 4D = (G HG W), RO ($L1) ~ L)) € 50(3,1) x B!

that is by two vectors

k) =G#) LG () €s0(3,1),ut) =G ) (LL(t) - L(t) € R?

However in Relativist Geometry we meet some problems with this definition. The first, and
obvious one, being that the time t depends now of the observer.

If we consider another inertial frame of reference

0=(0(0).E®),) = Do) (O 1) ()0
Do (t) = (Go (t), Lo (t))

then it must be in constant translation with respect to O (7 = Ct), so the rotation Gy is con-
stant, &; (f) =¢&; = Roe;, Lo (t) = (ct,vlt, v2t,v3t) and the times are related by : ¢ = t\/ 1-— HU”2
(A0 O) = D) (O 0).(2)0) = B () (0 B, ) = D () Do 00 (L)
D(t) =D (t)(Go, Lo (t)) " =D (t) Dy ()"
D) 4Dty =D @) LD (F) =Do(t)D(t) gg;t( (t) Do () )
) Do(®)™ + Do (1) D) D (1) & (Do (6)))

=4 (Do () D (1) (£D®) Do (1)

= 4 (Adp, (D (O %D (1) = (Do (1) D <t>‘1)

= 2 (Adpy (DO 4D (®) - (0.%2) (G5~ (Lo (1))

=4 (Adp, (D (1) 4D (1) ) (0, %))

So the transformation involves % d which is not linearly related to & (t), u (¢).
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Another way to proceed would be to consider the displacement with respect to a frame attached
to the body itself, parametrized by the proper time 7 of A :

(A0 (e (izy) = D (7) (A(0), (s ()3, )

Then taking D (7)™ 24D (r)

It is independant of the choice of an inertial frame of reference, however it will depend on the
choice of the frame at 7 = 0. The only case when this does not happen is if D (7) is a one parameter
group, meaning that if D (1) 4D (r) = Ct.

2

. . .- 2
Moreover in this case we have to account for the condition H% H = —c°.

In both cases the motion is represented by two vectors « (t) € so(3,1),u(t) € R* . But, as a
consequence of the assumption iv), these two vectors are not independant , as the formulas in a
change of gauge show : G(t) = expJ(r(t))expK(w(t)) with a complicated and non linear relation
between w and u :

u(t)=G )" (LL(t)—L(t)) with LL(t) =T +ceo

v c+ 7

w=trirn (25

A somewhat laborious but straightforward computation starting from:

exp K(w) = I4 + AK (w) + BK (w) K (w)

expJ (r)=I,+CJ(r)+DJ(r)J(r)

with A = SbYete p_ eVl 0 snyiE p _ loeesVeefog Ly (Hg”)

gives the following formula for the element of the Lie algebra so(3,1) representing the rotation
of the two frames :

G (0] [49) =K (—Aj(w) [X] & + (T + &

+7 (1 + (w,w)) [X] & + (w)dt B (w, [X] 4) w)

with [X] = (I — Dj(r )+ L5C5(r)j(r)) and
L1

dw 11 |7 dv |7 dv c ¢ i dv
st () -t () s
So £ (t) depends on ¥, r and their derivatives C;Z, dr
This is just the consequence of the formulas in a change of gauge between two observers (we
remind that only one of the two must be inertial), formulas which have been checked with a good
accuracy. Indeed this is not surprising. In galilean geometry the group of displacements is the
semi-direct product of two groups which represent motions which are not related (translation and
rotation). In relativity, by combining space and time together one extends the scope of rotation to
incorporate the translation. A displacement is characterized by the parameters : L, r, and w which

is related to the derivative of L.

There is a more general objection to the use of the group of displacement. As it has been noticed
before, to base the comparison between two frames on a displacement assumes that we jump from
one point to another (or at least that we follow a straight line). But in SR the universe is no longer
isotropic, so the path which is followed to transport a frame from one point to the other matters (as
can be seen in the formulas above, which involve 7) And this is more obvious in the GR picture.
So, in the definition of the motion of a body we should consider independantly the translation part
(L) and the rotation part (R) and give up the group of displacements. But as seen above, the
rotation itself already incorporates (in the guise of w) the translation part.
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We could consider, as in galilean geometry, the axis of rotation. However, with

R(t) = exp K (w(t))exp J (r(t)) one can chek that, if the 3 dimensional axis of the spatial
rotation is still an eigen vector of R, with eigen value 1, it may be not unique. If wir = 0, that is
if the axis of spatial rotation is orthogonal to the spatial translation, then the eigen space of R for
the eigen value 1 is two dimensional.

There are also physical objections to the use of the group of displacements :

i) there is no rigid body in relativity, and anyway the direct observation of a spinning particle
is difficult to conceive

ii) particles show specific features (such as chirality) which seem difficult to represent in the
group of displacements.

So we have to find another way, but for this it is necessary to precise how a physical system is
modelled and observed. This is where enters the fiber bundle formalism.

7.2.2 Principal bundle of frames

The description of any physical system (out of cosmology) needs an observer and the definition of
a bounded area of the universe. So let O be an inertial observer with the frame (O, (Ei)?:O)' He

follows a path (ct,0,0,0) with his proper time t, assumed to go from 0 to T. A measure done at
a point A, and assigned to the date t is not recorded ”live” : it arrives at O at a time ¢; which is
such that the spatial distance d at t between A and O(t) is d < ¢(t1 — ¢). Thus the area that can
be observed is in the hypercone of M with apex (cT,0,0,0), axis g9 and spatial diameter 2cT. So
two different observers, even inertial, will not be able to observe the same area. In Relativity the
definition of the system depends on the observer and, if we consider a unique observer, the system
is actually uniquely defined and the concept of gauge transformation is meaningless.

However one can imagine a network of observers, located at each point of the area of the system
in the 4 dimensional universe M, and taking measures using coordinated frames. Actually these
observers can be virtual : knowing the formulas in a gauge transformation (assuming that they
are right), one can compute what would be the measures taken by observers belonging to the
networks but using different inertial frames. This sums up to the definition of a principal bundle
of orthonormal frames over the affine space M. To be precise, it is done in several steps.

In the following we will address the Minkowski space as if it were a manifold, this is no more
complicated and so it will be easy to generalize all the results to the General Relativity.

i) There is a standard, inertial, observer, whose clocks are used to give a synchronized time t to
all the observers of the network.

ii) The system is defined in the area € of the Minkovski space M, delimited by the hyperplanes
Q3(0) t =0 and Q3 (T) t = T of the standard observer.

iii) A chart @ of M in Q is provided by the frame (O, (Ez‘)?:o) , where O is the position of the
standard observer at t=0, by : R

om R xQ3(0) = Q:op (b, 2) = Om = cteg + Z?:o Eie;

with © = Z?:o Eey

A point m of M has the coordinates (gi)fzo in this chart and £° = ct, so that the coordinates
are expressed in the same unity of length.
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iv) The chart gives a folliation of Q by hyperplanes
Q3 (t) ={m=opu (t,z),z € R}
corresponding to the ”present space” of the observer at the time t.

At each point m = s (¢, x) there is an inertial observer of the network, so that x can be seen
as the position of this observer at t=0 in Q3 (0). This observer uses a frame of reference, called a
gauge, given by the point m and a basis, denoted (e; (m))§:0 , with the same vectors (Ei)fzo . So all
the standard observers use the same time t.

From these frames, used by the standard observers, other frames can be defined at m by rotation
of the orthonormal basis through a matrix of SOg (3,1). This defines the structure of a principal
bundle Pg (M, SOy (3,1),n) with trivialization the map : ¢g : M x SO, (3,1) — Pg = p =
wa (m,g). The gauge is p(m) = g (m,1) and a new orthonormal basis at m is given by p =
v (m,g) = p(m) - g. An observer using a different frame has another time, and we go from one
to the other by the formula seen previoulsy.

A change of gauge is a change of frame of reference, that is a change of trivialization. It can
be local or global and is defined by a smooth map : x : M — SOq (3,1) so that the same frame is
defined by : p = ¢g (m, g) = ¢ (m, x (m) g) and the new gauge becomes : p (m) = gg (m,1) =

e (mox(m)™) = p (m)x (m)”"

Vectors are represented in the Minkovski space ]\_4> , which is here the same as the tangent space
to M. A vector v € M located at m can be represented by its components in a frame located at
m. These components change when the gauge change. So it can be equivalently represented by a
couple (p,v) € Pg x M with the equivalence relation :

(vc (m,1),v) ~ (¢c (m.g), 97" (v))

And this defines the structure of an associated vector bundle P, [R*, ] with the holonomic basis
(p(m) &) =€i(m).

In a change of gauge on Pg :

£ (m) = & (m) = (B (m) ) = (p(m) x (m) &) ~ (P (m) X (m) " &) = x(m) & (m)

So the components of a vector v located at m read in the two bases :

Do viei (m) = 320 U8 (m) = B =[x (m)]; 7

In particular a change of gauge implies a change in the time used to identify a point in M.

The trajectory of a particle, as measured by the network, is a map u : [0,T] = M == u(t) =
o (t,x (1)) . Tts velocity, as measured by the standard observers, in the gauge p (m) is : V (¢) =
Z—‘t‘ = ceo+ U (t) that is a vector located at m(t), belonging to P, [R,4] : V (t)=(¢p (m, 1), ceo + (1)),
thus its components change in a change of gauge as : Vi (t) = 3 [y (m ) VI (t).

And we get back the formula seen previously for the change of coordinates.

-1

7.2.3 The representation of the spin of a particle

We assume that a particle, meaning a body with no measurable internal structure, has a local motion
which can be measured with respect to a local gauge. In the most general way, it is represented in
a fiber bundle associated to Pg :

- the "motion” is an element S of a manifold E

- there is a left action v : SOg (3,1) x E — E :: v(g,5)
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- and an equivalence relation

such that : (¢ (m,1),8) ~ (¢c (m,g),7 (971, 5)) represent the same "motion” of the particle
with respect to a local frame of Pg.

The motion of the body with respect to the network of inertial observers is then represented by

(m (t), (pa (m(t),1), 5 (1)) ~ (e (m(t),9),7 (97" 5 (1))
with amap: S:[0,7] = E

If S represents some geometric characteristic of the particle, it should stay constant along its
trajectory, and according to the hypothese iii) there is a priviledged parametrization 7 (¢) such that
at each point m (1) = m (7 (t)) of the trajectory S (7) is constant in some frame pp (m (1), g (7))
of Pg defined by a map g: R — SO (3,1) .

So there is some constant So € E such that :

(o (7 (7),1),8 (1)) ~ (96 (7 (1) 9 (7)), So) ~ (pp (0 (7) ,1),7 (9 (7) , 50))

= S(r) =~(g(7),5)

which is equivalent to say that S(¢) = (g (¢),S0) .

The relation S(t) = v (g (t), So) is just the consequence of our very general assumptions. But to
get a full profit of this representation we have to adopt an entirely new point of view. We cannot
any longer view the particle as ”living” in M, the four dimensional affine space and ”spinning” in it.
Actually the particle lives in E, which happens to be associated to Pg. Its trajectory is a curve in
E, which projects on a curve in M. E can be seen as the physical world (at least as part of it), that
we can represent through networks of frames in M. So S(t) cannot be seen properly as a motion, it
is only a characteristic of the particle (such as mass and charge). Experience shows that it can be
measured through geometric frames, because it is related to its inertial features, but this does not
imply the existence of a real spinning motion of the particle. In some way this is what physicists
do, intuitively, in galilean geometry : the rotation, the rotational moment, are not represented as
elements of the group or the Lie algebra, but as vectors (it happens that it is the same vector space
as M, but this is fortuituous).

The value of S varies : locally according to the observer (the motion is relative), and along the
trajectory (for the standard observer with holonomic frame S(t) changes).

The issue that we face is then to precise E. We will make the following, reasonnable, assumptions

i) E is some vector space, so that we have an associated vector bundle Pg [E, 7]

ii) it implies that (E,~) is a representation of SO(3,1). As we have seen in galilean geometry,
the right group to consider should be Spin(3,1), so we have to look for a representation of Spin(3,1).

iii) this representation should be finite dimensional (we consider here the value of the spin at
some point, not the maps S(t)).

iv) if (E, ) is a representation of Spin(3,1), then (E,~’ (1)) is a representation of its Lie algebra,
both are subsets of the Clifford algebra CI(R, 3,1) so that, if v is a linear map, then 4’ (1) = v and
this is not a big leap forward to assume that (E, ) is a representation of the Clifford algebra itself.
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7.2.4 Enter the spinors

" No one fully understands spinors. Their algebra is formally understood but their general sig-
nificance is mysterious. In some sense they describe the “square root” of geometry and, just as
understanding the square root of -1 took centuries, the same might be true of spinors” (Michael
Atiyah)

Experience shows that the spin can be represented as spinors which, to keep it simple, can be
defined as vectors S of a vector space E such that (E,~) is a representation of a Clifford algebra.

Clifford algebras have been known for a long time in mathematics, even if more systematic
studies are recent. Their introduction in physics has been indirect. First because the ”spin repre-
sentations”, meaning non classical representations of the groups SO(3) and SO(3,1), are rooted in
the Clifford algebras. Second as an interpretation of the solution to the Dirac equation, whose
matrices had initially no precise meaning. Recently Clifford algebras have found a vibrant develop-
ment in computer vision and robotics, as an efficient tool to model the movements and deformations
of bodies, thus they seem to be pertinent to our purpose.

The main feature of Clifford algebras is the introduction of a specific operation : the product
of vectors. This kind of operation appears often in galilean physics, whenever the rotation of a
solid or a particle is involved, usually under the guise of a cross product, as we have seen for the
angular and rotational momenta, and for the action of the magnetic field on particles with spin.
The product of vectors in Clifford algebras is actually related to the exterior product in tensorial
algebras, and so can be seen as an extension of an operation more usual in physics.

Several points shall be clear :

- in this representation the group of displacements is no more involved.

- the rules in a change of gauge from one observer to the other are not affected, and stay as
expressed previously.

- this representation is specific to particles : whenever a body shows an internal structure which
can be measured (such as a molecule), it must be accounted for, with the more conventional tools
as the angular momentum. Indeed in such cases it makes sense to consider a local frame attached
to the body.

It is often said that the ”spin is a purely quantic phenomenon”. Actually it is the unavoidable
consequence of the principles of relativist geometry.

7.3 Spinors

We will start by a reminder of the basics of Clifford algebra, which is useful to establish some
notations.

7.3.1 Clifford algebra and Spin groups

From any vector space endowed with a bilinear symmetric form () one can define a Clifford algebra,
and all Clifford algebras built on vector spaces on the same field, with same dimension and bilinear
form with same signature are isomorphic. But the Clifford algebras CI1(R,3,1) and CI (R, 1,3)
corresponding to 4 dimensional real vector spaces with signatures (3,1) and (1,3) respectively are
not isomorphic. In the following we will state the results for C1 (R, 3, 1), and also for CI (R, 1, 3)only
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when they are different. Clifford algebras are characterized by a product, denoted - , with the
property that for any two vectors u,v : u-v+ v-u = 2{u,v). Elements of a Clifford algebras
are linear combinations of either scalars or vectors or product of vectors. In Clifford algebras it is
convenient to use orthonormal basis, and (51')?:0 will denote an orthonormal basis on a 4 dimensional
vector space, so that : ¢; - €; + ¢ - 5 = 2m;; where n;; = £1 depending on the signature of the
bilinear form.

The group Pin(3,1), is the subset of the Clifford algebra CI (R, 3,1):

Pin(3,1) = {ul U Uk, (Up, Up) = E1,upy € R4}. Pin(3,1) is a Lie group,

Spin(3,1) is its subgroup where we have an even number of vectors :

Spin (3,1) = {u1 - ua... - ugk, (up, up) = £1,u, € R*}

and similarly for Pin(1,3) and Spin(1,3).

Notice that the scalars +1 belong to the groups. The identity element is the scalar 1.

Pin(3,1) and Pin(1,3) are not isomorphic. Spin(3,1) and Spin(1,3) are isomorphic. Spin(3,1) is
isomorphic to SL(2,C)

The map : Ad : (Pin(3,1),-) = (0 (3,1),()) :: Adsw = s-w-s~! is a surjective group morphism
: (Adsu, Adu') = (u,u’) and O(3,1) is algebraically isomorphic to Pin(3,1)/{+1,—1}

Spin(3,1) is the double cover (as manifold) of SO(3,1) : for each element g of SO (3,1) there
are two elements +s and -s of Spin(3,1) such that Ads; = Ad_; ~ g. Spin(3,1) has two connected
components (which contains either +1 or -1) and its connected component Sping (3,1)is simply
connected and is the universal cover group of SOy (3,1).

The Lie algebra T;Spin (3,1) of Spin(3,1) is a subset of CI(R,3,1).The map : (Ad,)’
T1Spin (3,1) — 0(3,1) is an isomorphism of Lie algebras. Conversely, there is a map : so(3,1) —
Ty Spin (3,1) which is an isomorphism of Lie algebras.

Notation 1 U( )= 5 (w €0 €1 +w?eg - ea +wiep ez + 13961 + 1261 -3 +1leg - 52) for both
Cl(R,3,1),Cl(R,1,3)

Notation 2 5 =¢p-€1-€2-€3

With this notation :

s0(3,1) = T1Spin (3,1) = K (w) + J (r) = v (r,w) € T1.Spin (3,1) C CI(R, 3,1).

s0(1,3) = T1Spin (1,3) = K (w) + J (r) = —v (r,w) € T1Spin (1, 3) C CI(R, 1, 3).

We have the identities, which will be used quite often (see Annex for the proofs and a list of
formulas) :

€5 E5 = -1

With signature (3,1) :

v(r,w) v (r,w)

= (W' — ')+ Jv (= (r) 1 + j(w)w', —j (w) ' —j (r)w') — § (Wi +riw)es

the bracket on the Lie algebra:

[v(r,w),v (W) =v(rw) v W) —v@ W) v(rw)

[0 () v w)] = v (G () 1 — § () w, j ()1 + () )

g5 v(r,w) =v(r,w) - -e5 =v(r,—w)

With signature (1,3) :

v(r,w) v (r,w)
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! = rt1) = o (=] (1) 4 () () 5
Y,o(r,w)]=—-v(Gr)r —j(w)w,j(w)r +j(r

~—

w') — % (whr’ + rtw') e
wl

)

There is a scalar product on a Clifford algebra, by defining its canonical basis as orthonormal :

(€iq * €ig * wee " €ip s €4y " Elip * wo " Ejin) = Minga---Min jni€ (01--vs iny 41, .--Jn) the latter term is the signa-
ture of the permutation (é1...,%n, j1,--jn)

It is preserved by Ad .

7.3.2 Symmetry breakdown

The elements of the Spin groups read (see annex) in both signatures :
s=a+ % (wlao-al +w250-52+w350-53+r352 - €1 +r2£1 -53+r153 -52) + bes
That we will write :

s=a+v(r,w)+ bes (1)

using the map v in both signatures.
a, (w?, r )?:1, b are real scalar which are related. We have the necessary identities :

a® b =1+ i (w'w —r'r) (2)

1
ab = —Zrtw (3)

s corresponds to the element of SO(3,1) :

9] = I +a (K (w) +J () + 5 (K (w) + J ()’

The product s.s’ reads :

(a+v(r,w)+bes) (' +v (', w)+bes) =a” +v(r,w”) +bes
with :

CL” — CLCL/ _ b/b+ 1 (wtw/ _ ’I”tT/)

b =ab +ba' — 5 (w'r' + r'w’)

and in Spin(R,3,1) :

P =L () = (w)w') + '+ ar’ = b — b
w” =5 (j(w)r' +j(r)w')+a'w+aw' +b'r +br
and in Spin(R,1,3) :

P = (G () = (w)w) + v+ ar' +Vw + bu’
w = —1(j(w)r' +j(r)w)+dw+aw +br+ b’
The inverse is :

/

(a4 v (r,w) +bes) ™" =a—v(r,w) + bes (4)

In the gauge transformation formulas it is clear that the rotations in the Minkovski space are
the product of spatial rotations (represented by expJ(r)) and boosts, linked to the velocity and
represented by expK(w). This is more illuminating with Clifford algebras.
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The subset of Spin(3,1) of the elements s, which commute with £y is a maximal compact
subgroup of Spin(3,1). They leave £ unchanged : Ad, 9 = s, -0 -5, ' = &0 = [g];€i- They have
a special physical meaning : they are the ”spatial rotations” for an observer with a velocity in the

direction of £y. They read : s, = ¢ (1 [1—3rtr+ v (r, O)) with € = £1,rfr < 4.

They are generated by vectors belonging to the subspace spanned by the vectors (si)?zl so they
belong to Spin(3) which can be seen as a subgroup of Spin(3,1). It has 2 connected components.
The connected component of the identity is comprised of elements with e = +1. We have the same
results for CI(R, 1, 3).

The quotient space Spin (3,1) /Spin (3) is not a group but a 3 dimensional manifold, called a
homogeneous space. It is characterized by the equivalence relation :

s=a+v(r,w)+bes~s =d +v{,w)+bes < Is, € Spin(3):s' =53,

The projection : m, : Spin (3,1) — Spin (3,1) /Spin (3) is a submersion, its derivative 7/, (s) is
surjective, Spin (3, 1) is a principal fiber bundle Spin (3,1) (Spin (3,1) /Spin (3), Spin (3),my) -

The elements of Spin (3,1) /Spin (3) are coordinated by w, and the matrix [g,,] corresponds to a
gauge transformation for an observer moving with a spatial speed o parallel to w, without spatial
rotation.

In each class of Spin (3,1)/Spin (3) there are only two elements which can be written as :
s =a+ v (0,w) and they have opposite sign : +s belong to the same class.

Any s in the Spin groups can be written :

s=a+uv(r,w)+bes = 8y - Sy = (ay +v(0,wy)) - (ar + v (r,0)) (5)

Sw, Sy are unique up to sign : s = €Sy, - €S,

+5, belong to the class of equivalence of s in Spin (R,3,1)/Spin (R,3). They are specific
representatives of the projection of s on the homogeneous space.

There is a left action of Spin (3,1) on Spin (3,1) /Spin (3) :

A Spin (3,1) x Spin (3,1) /Spin (3) — Spin (3,1) /Spin (3) :

A(8,8w) = Tw (8- Sw)
Proof. Indeed we have :

A(S,8w) =Tw (S Sw) < Sy 18- S =T (S Sw) - Sr S A (S, 80w) =S Sw S,

A, A (8 s0)) = A (8,8 5w 7)) =58 505t est

A(s-8,8p) =55 5 548"

58 55,8 ~5-8 8, 81571 m

In the Minkowski space all rotations (given by Spin (3,1)) are on the same footing. But, because
of our assumptions about the motion of observers (along time like lines), any observer introduces a
"breakdown of symmetry” : some rotations are privileged. Indeed the spatial rotations (in a space
which depends on each observer) are special, in that they are the ones for which the choice of the
axis is manifest.

1

7.3.3 Representation of Clifford algebras

A real Clifford algebra can be complexified, using the same procedure as for any finite dimensional
vector space. The complexified of both CI(R,3,1) and CI (R, 1,3) is Cl(C,4), the Clifford algebra
on C* with the bilinear symmetric form of signature (+ + + +).
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There are real algebras morphisms (injective but not surjective) from the real Clifford algebras
to C1(C,4).

Let C : (R*,();) — Cl(C,4) be the real linear map defined by : Clej)=¢;,j=1,2,3;C(c0) =
ieo and the scalar product (), with signature (- + + +).

It is casy to check that : C (u)-C (v) + C (v) - C (u) = 2 (u,v); so, by the universal property
of Clifford algebras, there is a unique real algebra morphism C : Cl(R,3,1) — CI(C,4) such that
C=Co 7 where j is the canonical injection (R4, <>L) — CIl(R,3,1). We will denote for simplicity
C = C. The image C (CI (R, 3,1)) is a real subalgebra of C1(C, 4)

Similarly with C’ (gj) = igj,j = 1,2,3;C’ (0) = €0 we have a real algebra morphism C’ :
CI(R,1,3) — CI(C,4) and C' (CI(R,1,3)) is a real subalgebra of C1(C,4). Moreover C’ (g;) =
—in;;C (¢;) (n always correspond to the signature - + + +).

An element of a Clifford algebra is a linear combination of products of vectors. A Clifford algebra
has, up to isomorphism, a unique faithful algebraic representation in an algebra of matrices, thus
mathematically it is equivalent to use either the Clifford elements or the matrices (the operations
are similar). As can be expected the representations depend on the signature :

For CI1 (R, 3,1) this is R (4) the 4 x 4 real matrices (the corresponding spinors are the ”Majorana
spinors”)

For CI (R, 1, 3) this is H (2) the 2 x 2 matrices with quaternionic elements

In both cases an element of the Clifford algebra is characterized by 2* = 16 real parameters.

A representation is fully defined by the family of generators (%)?:1 , matrices representing
each vector (si);l:l of an orthonormal basis. The choice of these matrices is not unique : the only
condition is that [v:] [v;] + [v4] [v:] = 2m:; [I] and any family of matrices deduced by conjugation
with a fixed matrix gives an equivalent algebraic representation. An element of the Clifford algebra
is then uniquely represented by a linear combination of generators :

v (w) =7 (E{il...u} atttrE 'Eir) - E{h...iw} @t Yy Vi

A change of orthonormal basis in R* is represented in the Clifford algebra by the action Ad,
for some element s of the Pin group. And the impact on the matrix representing an element is :

w—ow=Adsw=s-w-s*

v (w) =y (W) =7 (s) v (w) -7 ()

These algebraic representations can be seen as a geometric representation (FE,~y) of the Clifford
algebra on a vector space E : v : Cl — L (E; E) the matrices v (w) acting as the representation of
the endomorphisms 7 (w) in any basis of E. In a change of basis in E represented by a matrix Q
the components of a vector u € E changes according to : [u] — [4] = Q! [u] and the matrices
representing endomorphisms change as : v — 5 = Q'vQ. So we have an equivalent representation
of the Clifford algebra : the action of an element w of the Clifford algebra on E corresponds to a
change of basis Q = v (w)_1 in E.

—1

The spin is represented, not by v matrices, but by vectors S of the space E, which are called
spinors (or Dirac spinors). The action of an element s of the Spin group on a spinor S is then a
change of basis Q =y (s)_l in E, and the components of S change as :

Si— Si=3[h(s)]; S

This is similar to the representation of rotations by vectors of E in galilean geometry : vectors
representing rotations change in a gauge transformation as ordinary vectors. Higher orders spinors,
tensorial products of vectors of E, have been studied, but do not seem to have a physical significance.
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The geometry of the universe is based upon real structures. Thus we should consider represen-
tations of CI(R,3,1) or CI(R,1,3), which raises the issue of the signature. However it happens,
from experience, that the vector space EE must be complex.

The irreducible representation of C1(C,4) is by 4 x 4 matrices on complex numbers which must
meet the condition : vy, + Yy = 2055 14.

If (E,v) is a complex representation of CI(C,4) then (E,~yo () is a real geometric represen-
tation of CI(R,3,1) on the complex vector space E: the map yo C : CI(R,3,1) — L(E; E) is a
real morphism of algebras, and the maps v o C'(w) are complex linear. The matrices of the real
representation are iy, v;,J = 1,2, 3, iv. Similarly (E,~y o C”) is a real geometric representation of
Cl(R,1,3) with matrices 7o,4v;,j = 1,2, 3.

Using this trick we see that we are fortunate, in that we have the same representation (F,~) for
both signatures, and a complex vector space E. Moreover it is easy to specify the representation
through additional features of E (such as chirality as we will see). A spinor has 8 real components (vs
16 real components for elements of the real Clifford algebras) thus a spinor carries more information
than a simple vector of R* and this solves the issue of the number of parameters needed to represent
the motion (both translation and rotation).

7.3.4  Chirality

Any Clifford algebra Cl is the direct sum of one Clifford subalgebra Cly comprised of elements
which are the sum of products of an even number of vectors, and a vector subspace Cl; comprised
of elements which are the sum of products of an odd number of vectors. Moreover some Clifford
algebras present a specific feature : they are the direct sum of two subalgebras which can be seen
as algebras of ”left handed” and ”right handed” elements. This property depends on the existence
of a volume element w such that w-w = 1. This element exists in any complex algebra, but not in
Cl(R,1,3),Cl(R,3,1) . As chirality is a defining feature of particles, this is an additional argument
for using C1(C,4).

In this subsection and the next one the vectors (EJ')?:O denote the canonical basis of C* endowed
with the bilinear symmetric form of signature + + + +. In CI(C,4) the volume element is :
w = teg -1 -2 e3 € Spin(C,4). Thus there is a choice and we will use : @w =e5 =¢¢-€1 -3 €3.

The Clifford algebra splits in two subalgebras :

CIl(C,4) = CI®(C,4) @ CI* (C,4) :

CI*(C,4) ={w e CI(C,4) : g5 -w = w},

Clt(C,4) ={w e Cl(C,4) 1 e5-w = —w}

and any element of CI (C,4) can be uniquely written as : w = wg + wy,

The projections from CI(C,4) on each subalgebra are the maps
pr=3%(1+es5),pL=73(1—¢es5):

WR = PR "W, WL =pL W

Pr-PL =prL PR =0,P% = Pr,P] = PL,PR +PL =1

We have similarly : E = Ef @ EL with

Ef =g (E),E" =L (E), v =v(pr) , 7L =7 (p) = 7(e5) =vr — L
weE:u=ur+ur:ugp=7rw) =3 u+y(Ees)u);ur =y (u) =% (u—v(es)u)
For any homogeneous element w = vy - vo... - v, v € C* we have g5 - w = (—1)k w - €5
Yw e Cl(C,4),u € E:

42



vr (7 ( =1 (1 k) (w)ugr
k even : yr (”Y (w) ug) ”Y (w) ur
kodd : yg (v (w) ur) =
For k even : « (w) preserves both EF EL
For k odd : 7 (w) exchanges EX, B
In particular the elements of the images C' (Spin (3,1)) and C’ (Spin (1,3)) by ~ preserve both
ER E’. So we have reducible representations of these groups.

7.3.5 The choice of the representation v

An algebraic representation is defined by the choice of its generators «;, and any set of generators
conjugate by a fixed matrix gives an equivalent representation. We can specify the generators by
the choice of a basis (ei)?zl of E . The previous result leads to a natural choice : take (ei)le as

basis of Eft and (ei)fzg as basis of E*, then :

L2 0 100 — () = VR — 7L = I O
YR = 0 0 y YL = 0 .[2 y V5 =Y \€5) =TR — VL = 0 _IQ
A; Byl . .
Denote : «v; = c. D with four 2x2 complex matrices.

J J

e5 belongs to the Spin group Spin(C,4), commutes with any element of Cly (C, 4) and anticom-
mutes with any vector, thus v5v; = —v;75 which imposes the condition :

Aj =Bil __ |4 B _|0 B
c; -D;|~ " |-¢;, -D;| TV T o, 0
The defining relations : v;vk + Y&y; = 20114 lead to :
B;Cy + BiCj 0 o5
0 C; By + CyB; | — 20kl
j 75 k: B]Ck + BkC] = CjBk + CkB] =0
j=k:B;C;=C;B; =& C; =B
thus (%)l o is fully defined by a set (B )l o of 2 x 2 complex matrices

0 B
FYJ = B<_1 0
J

meeting : j # k: BB, ' + ByB;' = B; "By + B, 'B; =0
which reads : . )
B;B,' == (B;B,") & (B;B') =-1I

_ _ —1 _ 2
Bi'B,=—(B;'By) & (B;'Bi) =—1

Let us define : k=1,2,3 : My, = —iByB;!

The matrices (Mk)i:1 are such that :

M?=—(B;B;") =1

MMy, + MyM; = —B;By'ByBy ' — ByB, ' B;B; ' = — (=B; B, 'Bo — By B; ' Bo) By '
=B;B, '+ BB, =0

that is k:1,2,3 : Mij + MkMJ = 25jkI2

Moreover : v5 = Yoy1727Y3 =
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BoB;'ByBy' =1,
By'BiB;'Bs = —1I,
with By = iMyBo, B, ' = —iBy "M
By (—iBy "M ") (iM2By) (—iBy "My ") = I, = —iM{ "Mo My
B! (iMyBo) (—iBy "My ") (iM3Bo) = —I» = iBy ' M1 My ' M3 By
which reads :
1My = =M Ms = MsM;
—M{TM; =Myt e iMy = M3 M,
MoMs + MsMy =0 =tM{M3sMs + M3sMsy < iM, = —MsMs = My Ms;
MiMs + MoM; =0 = iMsMoMs + MoMy = iMs = —MoMy = MM
The set of 3 matrices (Mk)izl has the multiplication table :
1\2 M, Mo Ms
M, I M3 —iMs
My, —iMs 1 My
Ms My —ilM, 1
which is the same as the set of Pauli’s matrices :

S

ojor = €(j,k,1)io (7)

There is still some freedom in the choice of the «; matrices by the choice of By and the simplest
is: By = —ily = B = oy,

Moreover, because scalars belong to Clifford algebras, one must have the identity matrix I; and
v(2) =zL4

Thus with o9 = I5 :

o 0 —iO’o . o 0 01| . o 0 02| . o 0 o3| . (8)
Yo = iUQ 0 Y71 = o 0 V2 = o9 0 V3 = o3 0l
The matrices 7; are then unitary and hermitian :

=7 =" 9)

which is extremely convenient.
We will use the following :

Notation 3 j = 1,2,3 : 7, = |:UOJ UO}
J
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JFkI=1,23:vm = -y =i€(d, k1)

. o 0 .
J=123:v7=—v =1 [Oj _ ] =i757;
J

See the annex for more formulas.

Notice that the choice of the matrices is done in C1(C,4), so it is independant of the choice of
signature. However we have the representations of the real algebras by the matrices vC' (¢;) and

7vC' (g5)

Cl(R,3,1) :7C (g5) = 75,5 = 1,2,3;7C (e0) = 170:7C (5) = 175 (10)
Cl(R,1,3) : vC' (gj) = ivj,5 = 1,2,3;7C" (g5) = v0;7C" (e5) = s (11)
The choice of w = —e5 = —eg - €1 - €2 - €3 would have lead to take 7; = —v;. In the standard

model we have a representation of Cl (R, 1,3) by the matrices : 59 = iv0,7; = 7¥j,J = 1,2,3 and
V5 = —iY0Y17273

Expression of the matrices for the Lie algebra and the Spin groups
The matrices vC (v (r,w)) ,vC’ (v (r,w)) are of constant use.

In CI(R,3,1) :
VC (v (rw)) = —ig Yasy (W Va0 + ) (12)
In CI(R,1,3) :

7C" (v (r,w)) = —ig Xgmr (Y070 = 70) (13)
so one goes from one signature to the other by changing the sign of r.
The elements of the spin groups are represented by the matrices :

in Spin(3,1):
~C (a+ v (ryw) + bes) = al — z% 22:1 (W av0 + 7%a) + bys (14)
in Spin(1,3) :

YO (a+ v (r,w) +bes) = al — ik 370 (Wav0 — r"Fa) + bys (15)
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7.3.6 Space and time reversal

So the right group to consider in the representation of the spin is the Spin group (as it is actually
in galilean geometry). It seems logical to consider the same group for all the geometry. This is
possible if we replace, for usual vectors, the standard representation (R4, z) by the representation
(R4, Ad) . Any element of the spin group acts as an element of SO(3,1) on vectors of R*, so the
formulas for a gauge transformation do not change, but they act on the spinors by vC,vC’ and +s
and -s have not the same impact.

Space reversal and time reversal are basis dependant operations in R* : they are defined with
respect to an orthonormal basis, and depend on the signature. They are easily defined in the
Clifford algebra.

In CI(R, 3, 1) time reversal is a reflexion with respect to €1 -e9-e3 = —€p-e5: 7 = Ad_¢, .«
3 j _ 0 1 2 3

Ad., ., (Zg‘:o ujsj) =£1-€9-€E3- (u g0 +uler +uey +u 53) - (—e1-e2-€3)

_ 0 3 Je.

= —u'eg+ D 5 wej

St
In CI(R, 3, 1) space reversal is a reflexion with respect to g : 7 = Ad,,

Ad,, (Z?:o ujgj) =¢q- (uogo +ule; +u’ey + u3g3) . (—80)

— 40 3 e
=u'eg — ) 5 ue;

A vector of E with components [SR} would have the components : ¢ [EL] in the new basis.
R

A vector of E with components [SR} would have the components : [ ] in the new basis.

L
SL _SR
Notice that they cannot be represented by the action of the Spin group (or the Lie algebra).
We have similarly in CI(R, 1, 3) :

Time reversal : 7C’ (eg - €5) = —7y (g0 - i€5) = —iy (g0 - €5) = — LO 000} :
0
(SR St
)5
/ .10 —00
Space reversal : YC' (g9) = (e09) =@
(o) 0
Skl . [-SL
Ry

The combined spatial and time reversals are equivalent to a multiplication by -1 of the vectors

of R*. Thus we have in both signatures : [y (s)] " = —I and : {ER] — {_gﬂ
L —9L

7.3.7 Scalar product

We need a scalar product on E; preserved by a gauge transformation, that is by both Spin(3,1) and
Spin(1,3). It is represented in the basis of E by a 4 x 4 hermitian matrix G such that :
G=G*
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vs € Spin(3,1) : [yo C ()] Gy o C(s)] = G

or Vs € Spin(1,3) : [yo C' (s)]"G[yo C'(s)] = G

Yo O ()]G =GyoC(s) ' =G[yoC (s7)]
~[(a+ibyoo+ 330 (we —ira) 0a 0

7vC (s) = [ 0 , (a —ib)og — %22:1 (wg +i714) 04
« [la—ib)oo+ 1370 (wa +ira) oq 0

1€ (s) = { 0 (a+1ib)og — %Zi:l (wg — iry) 04
~1_ [(a+1ib)og — % 2:1 (wg — i14) 04 0

10 = [ 0 (a—ib)oo+ 152, (wa +ira) 0

A B .

G = [ B C],A—A ,C=C

[yoC(s)"G

[ (a—ib)A+1 Ei L (Wa +ire)0,A (a—ib) B+ 1 Ei:l (wq + iry) 0, B

(a +ib) B* — %Zi:l (wg —iry) oo B* (a+1ib)C — %Zi:l (wq — irg) 0,C

GlyoC(s)]

[ a+ib) A= L132 (wy —irg) Aoy (a—ib) B+ 1320 (w, +ire) Bog

~ |(a+ib) B* — % Zi:l (wg —iry) B*o, (a—ib)C + % Zi 1 (wq +irq) Cog

(a—ib) A+ 332 (wy +iry) 0uA = (a+ib) A ; 3 L (wa — iry) Aoy

(a —ib) B + % 22:1 (wq +iry) 0o B = (a—1ib) B+ 5 Ea 3 (wq + irq) Bog

(a+1ib) B* — %Ei 1 (wq — i) UaB* = (a+1ib) B* — 5 Za:l (wg — iry) B*o,

(a+8)C = § 0y (wa = i) 0uC = (a =) C 4 3 ¥y (wa +i70) Cg

ra) 0.B = Za 1 (wq +irq) Bog
)oo,B* = Zi:l (wy —ire) B*oq

b
=158 (wa +ira) 0u A + (wa — ira) A,
I3 we (0a A+ Acy) +ire (0, A — Ady))

=3 22:1 ((wq +1irq) Cog + (we — 1) 0,C)
= % 22:1 wq (0,C + Coy) +ir, (Cog — 0,C))
By taking the adjoint on the two last equations :
—2ibA
=3 Zi:l wq (Aog + 0, A) —irg (Ao, — 0, A))
= 150w, (0aA+ Aoy) +ire (0,A — Aoy)) = A= 0
—2ibC
=150 w, (0,0 + Coy) —irg (Coy — 0,C))
L3 wa (0,0 + Coy) +ire (Cog — 0,0)) = C =0
We are left with :
Yw, r Zi:l (wq +irq) 0o B = 22:1 (wq + irq) Bog
which implies that B commutes with all the Dirac matrices, which happens only for the scalar
matrices : B = kog.
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o 0 kO’O
G = |: EO’O 0 :|

The scalar product will never be definite positive, so we can take k=-i that is G = ~y. And it is
easy to check that it works also for the signature (1,3).

Any vector of E reads : u = Z?:l ule; = up + ur with ug = Z?:l ule;, up = 2?23 u'e;

The scalar product of two vectors u,v of E is then:

(S uies, iy vies) = [u]” bol [o] = i (upor — wjor) (16)

It is not definite positive. It is preserved both by Spin(3,1) and Spin(1,3).

00 -1 O
The basis (ei)?zl of E is not orthonormal : (e;,ex) =i (1) 8 8 _01
01 0 0

In a time reversal the scalar product takes the opposite sign, in a space reversal the scalar
product is unchanged, the combined space and time reversal preserves the scalar product (for both
signatures).

7.4 Models of particles in special relativity
7.4.1 Description of the system

Fiber bundles
As previously, the system is in some relatively compact area €2 of the Minkovski space M, delimited

by the hyperplanes Q5 (0) t = 0 and Q3 (T) t = T of an inertial observer. The chart on M is

onm R x Q3 (O) — Q= YM (t,l‘) = b—’l”l—?L = cteg + E?:O g&i

But the model is adjusted to account for our additional findings :

1. The principal bundle Pg (M, Sping (R, 3,1), 7¢) has for fiber the Spin group, for trivialization
the map :

we 1 M x Sping (R,3,1) = Pg ::p =g (m, s).

The gauge is p (m) = pg (m,1)

A section o € X (Pg) is defined by a map: ¢ : M — Spin such that : o (m) = ¢g (m, o (m))
and in a change of gauge :

o (m) = pc (m, o (m)) = Fa (m, (m)) = & (m) = x (m) - & (m)

2. The vectors on M are represented in the associated vector bundle P, [R4, Ad} defined through
the holonomic basis :

g; (m) = (p (m) ,&;) with the equivalence relation :

(p(m),v) ~ (@G (m, g), Adgflv)

The Lorentz scalar product on R* is preserved by Ad thus it can be extended to P, [R4, Ad] .

3. A particle has a trajectory po : R — M :: po (t) = oa (6,2 (t)) for the observers with
velocity with respect to O :

V= o (V V) <0,(V,e0(m)) <0
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4. The spin S is represented in the associated vector bundle : Pg [E,~yC], defined through the
holonomic basis : e; (m) = (p (m) ,e;) with the equivalence relation : (p (m),S) ~ (¢ (m,g),7C (¢7') S)
so that in a change of gauge the holonomic basis becomes :

& (m) = (B (m) ) = (e (mox(m) ™) sei) ~7C (x(m) ) es (m)

Sin = (0. () ) = (B(m) S ) = S = 1€ (x (m)) S

The scalar product on E is preserved by vC thus it can be extended to P, [E,~C].

The standard observer uses the frame (O, (si)f’zo) and the holonomic maps (e; (m))fzo to take

his measures.

5. Moreover the symmetry breakdown of the Spin group induces a splitting of the principal
bundle.

i) The velocities of the localized observers give rise to an associated fiber bundle

Pw = Pg [Spin (R, 3,1) /Spin (R, 3), ] :

(P (m) Sw) = (SDG (mv 1) s Sw) ~ (SDG (m7 S) ;A (5_17 Sw))

with the left action :

A Spin (R, 3,1)xSpin (R, 3,1) /Spin (R,3) — Spin (R,3,1) /Spin (R,3) : A(s, Sw) = T (S Sw)

ii) On the manifold Pgthere is a structure of principal fiber bundle

Pr (Pw, Spin (R, 3),mr) with trivialization :

vr: Pw x Spin (R,3) — Pg =

or (P (1) ,5w) ,8r) = pa (M, 5w - 57) = or ((Pc (M, ), A (571, 5w)) , 5r)

As the latest trivialization shows, for a given s, s, depends on s,, in that it is a part of s €
Spin (3,1).

It sums up to define the local frame in two steps : first by choosing s,, second by choosing s,

Our objective is now to understand the relation between sections S € P [E, vC] of the vector
bundle and motion of a particle, represented by a map : S : R — E. We will proceed in several
steps. First we will focus on the trajectories and we will show that they can be matched with
sections of Py .

Trajectories and vector fields on M
A trajectory is more than a curve, it is a smooth map p : R — M. Not any such map can

represent the trajectory of a material body. There are two cases :

i) If the parametrization is the proper time 7 of the body the domain of the map up : R — Q
is different than [0,T], but one can always choose 7 = 0 at the origin of the trajectory on € (0).
By definition the proper velocity U = dg‘—f is a time like, future oriented vector : U (1) with
U%(1) > 0,(U(1),U (1)) = =2

ii) If the parametrization is the time t of the network of observers, then o : [0, 7] — Q and the
velocity is V (t) = dg—to. V is a time like, future oriented vector : (V (7),V (1)) < 0,V° () > 0.

We will call up a world line and pp a trajectory.

The two maps have the same image : a curve in M, and there is a bijective map :

Fe0T = Ripo () =up (f (1) given by : S =V (1) = YEGE =V ()
d df
= (V,V) = (U,0) (%) = - (%)
=4=_Lwv)>0
Any smooth curve can be represented as the integral curve of a vector field. By definition an

integral curve of the vector field W is defined by its flow ®y and the condition : %@W (6,m) lo=g, =
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W (Dw (6p, m)) . Because  is relatively compact the flow of smooth vector fields is defined for all
values of the parameter 6.

to (t) is the integral curve of Wo if :

/jO (t) = Qw, (té,uO (O))

L2 =V (1) = 52w, (£, 1o (0)) = Wo (Pwy, (t: 1o (0))) = Wo (ko (1))

And W must be a time like and future oriented vector field.

wup (7) is the integral curve of Wp if :

ke (1) = Pwy (Té pr (0))

G =U(7) = 52 ®wp (1, 1p (0)) = Wp (Pw,, (7,1 (0))) = W (up (1))

And W must be a time like, future oriented vector field with constant norm (Wp, Wp) = —c2.

There are always smooth vector field meeting these conditions. The integral curve are then
precisely defined by the origin @ = o (0) = pp (0) on Q3 (0).

The two vector fields Wp, Wg are different but have the same integral curve. If we have the curve
defined by a vector field Wp the point on the curve which is observed at t is just the intersection
of this curve with the hypersurface Q3 (¢).

One goes from one integral curve to the other by :

pe (f () = (I,)WP (f @), 2) = po (t) = Pw, (t,2) = pm (¢, )

U ) L=V ()

so the observer needs an additional information (the function f) to locate precisely the particle
on the curve.

Definition 4 A vector field W on M is said to be admissible if it is smooth, its support is a
compact subset of M and at each point its value W(m) is a time like, future oriented vector.

The integral curves of admissible vector fields can represent trajectories of particles. It moreover
their norm is -c? they can represent proper world lines.

An intriguing question is : for a given curve, do all particles have the same velocity V 7 It is
generally assumed that ”free particles”, meaning which are subjected to the gravitational field only,
follow geodesics. As there is a unique geodesic at a given point for a given velocity, at least for free
particles the answer is yes. In this case the curve defines the world line and the trajectory, and
the function f results from the comparison between the curves followed respectively by the observer
and the particle : this is a purely geometric quantity. But of course the curve, and so the vector
field itself, depends on the initial conditions, which includes the velocity.

Trajectories and sections of Py
We know how to link trajectories and vector fields. Now we see how to link vector fields and
sections of P,.

Proposition 5 For any time like, future oriented vector V at any point m of M there are two
elements
toy, =+ (aw + v (0,w)) € Spin (3,1) such that V = +/—(V,V)Ad,, eo (m) .

Then Vo, € Spin (3) : V = +/—(V,V)Ad,,, .o, €0 (M)
Conversely for any element o € Spin (3,1) the vectors V such that at any point m :
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= /[(V,V)|Ad,eo (m) are time like and future oriented. They are given by :
V= =V V) (V202 = Teo (m) + aw )y wie; (m))

where o, = £ (ay + v (0,w)) belongs to the projection of o to the homogeneous space Spin (3,1) /Spin (3)

Proof. i) V = El OV{:‘Z( m)

Define u,, = WV
Then : (U, um) = —1, (u(m),eq (m)) <0
In the holonomic basis of Pg [R4, Ad] u reads :
Um = (P (M), u) with u = upeo + u1e1 + u2e2 + uses, (u,u) = —1,u9 >0
With w = wie1 + wags + wses, 0y = Gy + v (0,w) , Ady, 0 (M) = uyy, reads :
(aw + %50 . w) “€Q - (aw - %50 -w) = (aw + %50 . w) . (awso + %w)
zaﬁlso—l—laww—l—lawso-w-ao—i—zso-w-w
=aleg + %aww + %aww + swiweg = (242, — 1) g0 + aww
(2&%U — 1) 0 + Qu (w181 —+ woeo + w3€3> = UpEQ + U1E] + U2E2 + U3ES
=
R
wj = S-uy
a2 =%(u+1)>0
One can check that :

L

whe =2 ¥y () = (1) = (<1 (203 - 1)°) =4 (ad - )

Gy = € %(uo—i—l \/ (\/——i— with e = £1
‘/}.
=123 w; = : ” NaTAY
§(%w,vfrl)

_ 1 \% 1 Vj
)
11) Adgw.gTEO (m) = Ado’wAd €0 ( ) Adgw €0 ( )
with Ad,, eg (m) =¢eg (m) by deﬁnltlon of Spin(R, 3)

1
Ay e Wi =

iii) Conversely, if V is such that : V = /|{V,V)}|Ad,,e0 (
with u,, = \(\1/V>\V = Ad,,c0 (m )

(Umy Uy = (Ady, g0 (M), Ady, 0 (M)) = (€0 (M), g0 (m)) = —1 Ia%]

= (V,V)=-[V,V)]|

Any element of Spin (3,1) can be written :

o=c¢€(ay +v(0,wy)) €(ar +v(0,7))

Let us denote oy = a4, + v (0, w) the solution such that a,, > 0 and —o,, the other one.
Um = Adyeg (M) = Adys, g0 (m) = Ad,, g0 (M)

So for both solutions we have :

2 (U, €0) = Um - €0 + €0 - Um

= AdgwEQ o+ €0 Adgwao

= (¥ 3o 0) 20 (m— 3e0+ ) 20+ e (6 + b+ 0) 20 (00 — oo )
= (aweo + 2w) - (aweo — 3w) + (aweo — 2w) - (aweo + Fw)

= (aweo + 2w) - (aweo — 3w) + (aweo — 2w) - (aweo + Fw)
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— 2 41 1 1 2 _ 1 1 1
= =0y T 300W €0 — 50wEQ " W — FW - W — Ay, — 530uW - €0 + 5ApEQ " W — W - W

2
=-2a2 —jw-w=-2ww+1) - Juw=—-ww-2<0
thus wu,, is future oriented
The computation of u,, = Ad,, e (m) gives as above :
a2 =% (uo+1)=uy =204 -1=2(1+jv'w) —1=1+tw'w >0
=123 w = Ly = uy = apw; = (—aw) (—w;)
U = (2a2, — 1) g0 (M) + aw 22:1 w;e; (m) for both solutions
(U, Um) = a2 w'w — (2a2 — 1)2 =a? (4 (a2 —1)) — (2a% — 1)2 =-1
So both elements £o,,define the same, time like, future oriented, vector:
3
V=y-WV,V) ((2@3] —1) g9 (m) + aw D i1 WHE; (m)) |
Notice that, if V is past oriented (ug < 0) or null ({(V, V) = 0)there is no solution :
=147 ut>1=uy+1<0.

Proposition 6 To any admissible vector field V can be associated two sections o, = £ (ay + v (0, w)) €
X (Pg).They are such that

Proposition 7 V (m) = /= (V (m),V (m))Ad,, (m)c0 (M)

Proof. The implementation of the previous proposition at each point gives o, (m)
The result is a section of Pg : in a change of gauge oy, (m) transforms as a section of Pg :
Adz, &0 (m) =u = Adz,Ad,-1c0 (m) = Ad-159 ()
Ow = O - X_l
Gw (M) =x(m) -0y (m) m

Proposition 8 Conversely any section o € X (Pg) defines for any positive function f € Coo (25 Ry)
a unique admissible vector field V such that

(V (m),V (m) = =2 (m) : V (m) = f (m) ( (202 = 1) 20 (m) + au X2, wye; (m))

Proof. i) For any section o € X (Pg) there is at each point a unique projection to P,,. In this class
there are two elements eo,, = £ (ay + v (0, w)) such as o = €0y, - €0y

ii) Both sections define at each point the same vector t, :

U = (202, = 1) 0 (m) + 0 220, w2, (m)

of norm : (U, Uy) = —1 which is future oriented.

iii) If we take V(m) = f (m) u,, we have an admissible vector field. =

So the trajectory of any particle, as followed by the observers, can be associated to two opposite
sections oy, = % (ay, + v (0,w)) which belong to the same class of X (Py) :

— 1 Vo 1 \Zi
w — 5 7"_1 + O,
e \/2< 1)+ Jo(g2mr) VO
2

Navas
and correspond either to w with the same orientation as the spatial speed (¢ = 1) or the opposite
orientation (e = —1).
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Conversely to a section 0 € X (Pg) and any function f € C (€2; R4 ) one can associate a unique
admissible vector field V :

V(m) = f(m) (2an —1) g0 (M) + aw ijsj ((m)) (17)

whose integral curves are the trajectories of particles, as seen by the observers, with uo (t) =
Sy (t, 1o (0)).

The proper world line of a particle can be associated to two opposite sections o, = =+ (a,, + v (0, w))
which belong to the same class of X (Py) .

O'w:€< %(%Uo-i-l)—f—v(o,ﬁi[]]))
2

And conversely to any section o € X (Pg) one can associate a unique admissible vector field U

U(m)=c (Qafu —1) g0 (m) + aw ijaj ((m)) (18)

whose integral curves are proper world lines, with pp (7) = ®v (7, up (0)) .

Notice that :

- a given section o € X (Pg) defines a family of proper world lines, but for a family of trajectories
as measured by the observers we need a function f.

-amap o : [0,T] — Pg is projected on M as a curve, which is not necessarily time like or defines
a world line.

Motions of particles and sections of the fiber bundles
Our basic hypothesis is that the Spin is a dynamic characteristic of the geometric state of the
particle. Physically it means that :

i) The Spin sums up the motion of the particle. The motion is measured with respect to a
frame and the Spin measured at m is a vector of the associated bundle : S = (pg (m,1),5 (m)) €
PG [E, "yC] .

ii) At each point m(t) of the trajectory there is some frame, o (t) € Pg (m (t)) such that the
particle is at rest : there is no motion, thus measured in this frame : S =5y =Ct € F

iii) So the motion is characterized by a map : S : [0,T] — Pg [E,~C] :: S(t) = vC (o (t)) So
with some fixed Sy € FE

The value of Sy depends on the inital conditions (position and velocity) and the characteristics
of the particle.

If we have amap : S:[0,7] = Pg [E,vC] :: S (t) = (o (m (t),1),S (t)) then :

i) the trajectory is defined by the projection po (t) = 7 (S (t)) from Pg [E,yC] onto M. We
assume that it is admissible.

ii) the trajectory defines, at each point, two sections o, = % (a, + v (0,w)) € Spin (R,3,1)
with w aligned in the direction of the spatial speed or the opposite
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iii) o has a unique, up to sign, decomposition as : o = gy, - 0, with o, = a, + v (0,7) belonging
to one of the two connected components of Spin(3) (according to the sign of a,, it is + for the
component of the identity). So o, (t) = oy (£) " - o (£)

iv) the spatial spin is then defined as :

S, (t) = 7C (03,") S (t) = vC (0 (1) So (19)

The ”spatial spin” is the representation of a spatial rotation. It is measured usually through the
magnetic moment. And for a given trajectory there are two possible, opposite, values of the spatial
spin : S, (t) = £vyC (o, (t)) So. In all cases S (t) = vC (o (t)) So : the total spin stays the same,
the distinction between the two opposite values is the consequence of the breakdown of symmetry
induced by the observer. It is related to a trajectory (the orientation of w with respect to the
spatial speed) so one can speak of spin "up” or "down” with respect to the trajectory.

If we assume that the spatial spin is, by itself, an intrinsic feature of the motion of the particle,
then one must assume that the map : ¢, : R — Pg is continuous, thus ¢, must belong and stay in
one of the two connected components of Pr. Normally the decomposition o = eoy, - €0, is continuous,
and the passage to the opposite sign is, for the spatial spin, a discontinuity.

If the trajectory is circular, with a constant rotational speed w , radius R, in a plane orthogonal
to €3

w = k (— sinwt, coswt; 0)

ow = a+ kv (0, (—sinwt, coswt; 0))

with v = £2;0 = ¢, /1 (\/——i—l) k—a/ﬁ
vC (0w) = al —igk (— (sinwt)v1 + (coswt) y2) Yo

7.4.2 Quantization

Model
In the model of any physical system involving particles, the motion of a particle is then represented

by a map :

S: [0,7] = Pa [B,4C] = S (t) = (¢ (m (£),1), S (1))

which is practically split :

- in a trajectory po (t) = g (S (t)) defined by the projection of S (¢) on M.

- a spatial spin: S, : [0,T] — E :: S, ( )= *yC’ (O’T (t)) So where S, belongs to the Banach vector
space F, of maps with the norm : [|S,.|* fo i |Sr (t ()] dt < oo

So we assume that a choice of € has been made.

In a global change of gauge the maps change as :

Vs € Spin (R,3) : Sp — Sp 10 Sy (t) =~vC (5) Sy (t) =~vC (s 0 (1)) So

The application of the theorems of QM tells us that F). is isometric to a Hilbert space, which is
a unitary representation of Spin (3). Because it is a compact group, its unitary representations are
hilbertian sums of finite dimensional unitary representations.

The scalar product on F :

(Sr.57) = Jy (S0 (8), 8} (D) pdt= [ (YC(0r (1)) S0.4Cr (0 (1)) St} dt

can be deﬁmte pos1t1ve 1f the scalar product on E is definite positive.

So there should be some vector subspace Ej of E such that :

- it is invariant by vC (o) for o, € Spin (R, 3) : VSy € Ey, s, € Spin (R,3) : vC (sy) So € Eo
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- on which the scalar product is definite positive :
VSy € Ey : <’}/C (ST (t)) SQ,’)/C (ST (t)) So>E = <SQ, So>E =0=5,=0

Quantization of the spatial spin

Proposition 9 The only vector subspace of E invariant by vC on Spin (3) and over which the
scalar product is definite positive is

m={s=[ 1] =[5 ]vee)

Proof. i) The scalar product on E (which does not depend on the signature) reads :

u—[Zf}EE:[u}‘% uz}{igo BUO][Zf}_i(u*LuR—u*RuL)

So it is definite positive for any u such that :

UjUR = —iv*v

upur = tw'w

which implies :

i (—iv*v — iw*w) = v*v+wrw > 0

v’o=ww>0=>v=w

Thus the only vector subspaces Ey of E on which (Ep,vC) is an unitary representation of
Spin (3) are :

s=um|=|n]ors=|um]= 2 ]=i] } e
ur, iv ur, —v iv
that is :
megs=i =0 ]eee)
UL v
Then (S,5) =i (ujur — uhur) =i (—iv*v — v* (iv)) = i (—2iv*v) = 2v*v
ii) The vector subspace must be invariant by vC (s,). Which is equivalent to S, = iSgr
For any Sy € Ep, s € Spin (3,1)
~vC (a+ v (r,w) + bes) Sy
{(a—kib)ao—k%Zi_l(wa—ira)aa 0 ][ v ]{SR}
N 0 (a—ib)oo — 232 (wa+ire)oa) | v ] | St
Sp = ((a +1ib) oo + % Zi:l (wg — i) aa) v
S = ((a —ib)og — % Ei:l (wq +ir4) O'a) v
and S € Ey < Sp, = iSg
& ((a —ib)og — 3 Zi:l (wq + ir4) Ua) v= ((a +ib) oo + 3 22:1 (we — i) O'a) v

& (2ib00 + Ei:l waaa) v=20
This condition is met for w=0 that is s € Spin (3).
iil) It is easy to see that the result does not depend on the signature:

70/(5){;;]_[;”:‘
Sp = ((a—|—b) oo + % 22:1 (wq + iT4) aa) v
St = ((a —b)og + %22:1 (—wq +irg) aa) w
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(21)00 + Zi:l wa0a> v=0 m

Proposition 10 The vectors of Ey are the only eigen vectors of vo with eigenvalue 1

70—i00_u7—iviu:>7.
70 = 100 0 |J|lv] | du | [w v=

In a time reversal a vector of Fy changes as:

[ ;; } — [ 11; with the signature (3,1) and [ZZ] with the signature (1,3)
In a space reverséml a vector of Ey changes as:
[ Y } — [ ~“ | with the signature (3,1) and [__iﬂ with the signature (1,3)

(A% (A%

The vectors
&= (61 + 263)

Ey = (62 + 264)

const1tute an orthonormal basis of Ey so that any vector reads:

S =u1&E1 + ux€s

and its image by vC (a, + v (r,0)) is

~C (ar + v (r,0)) (u1&1 + u22)

= ay (W1&1 + u2s) + % (r2 —ir1) (u2€1 + u1Ea) + Firs (uea — ur&y)

The set of maps :

F. :{S [0 T]—>EQ S, —’)/C(UT( )) So,O'T (t) ES’pin (3),50 EE()}

endowed with the scalar product :

T

(Sr,S1) = Joy (vC (o7 () So,~C (07, () Sp) dt

is a Hilbert space and the couple (F,.,yC) is a unitary representation of Spin(3). Let (S,,)
be a Hilbert basis of F..

ST = ZnEN CnSn = EnEN Cn (571151 + 53152)

It can be seen in two, equivalent (through evaluation maps) ways : either the coordinates ¢,, are
constant, and the S,, depends on t, or the other way around. We choose the second option, then :

en € Cx ([0,T];C)

(Sn)pen are fixed orthogonal vectors of Ej :

(Sny Sp) = Onp = S = shE1 + 526 with sLsl + 5252 = 6, and sk € C

Sr () = X pen n (t) (5161 + 53,E2)

The action of Spin (3) reads :

VC (9) Sn =vC (9) (sh&1 + 57.62)

= (s} (a — girs) — 352 (iry +712)) E1 + (3sh (r2 — ir1) + 52 (a + 3irs)) &

1€ (9) (shE1 + 5282) = (shEr + 5262 )

;Z = sk (a— Sirg) — 12 (iry +12)

52 = 3sh (rg —iry) + 52 (a + 3irs)

The measure §T of the spatial spin gives :

neN
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S, (t) = Y nen Cn (t) Sn where €, (t) = 0, or ¢, (t) = ¢, (t) for a finite number of n, with a

Lnenltnl®

probability ST
neNI=n

Spin(3) is isomorphic to SU(2), and, up to isomorphism, the irreducible, unitary, representations
of SU(2), denoted (Py, D) are over order 2N homogeneous polynomials P with 3 real variables
and complex coefficients, which are harmonic AP = 0, and Dy is the left action of Spin(3) on the
arguments of P. N is an integer of half an integer (it is said that particles have a spin 1/2). So P(x)
is valued in C and depends on 3 real scalars &1, &2, 3.

The vectors of a basis of an irreducible vector space reads :

SNp = p}vaNpgl + p?vapré

where :

Py, is an order 2N harmonic, homogeneous polynomials P with 3 real variables and complex
coefﬁcients

(PNp) 7N is an orthonormal basis of Dy :

<PNpaPNq>DN — 6pq - fRs PNp g)PNq (§)d§

(pYy, P2 p=+N
DPNps D Np)p:_  are complex scalars
So for a given system and k =1, 2 :

=+tN &k
ZNEN/2 Zp— NprPNP

:>ST( ):ZneN n( )ZNGN/QZg_ PNP (pr,'l +p 52)
The action Dy of Spin(3) is the left action on the arguments £ = (1, &2, &3) of the polynomial :

Dy < )(P)(©) =P (1o [€])

+N k [e%s} +N
ZNEN/2 ZZ— Np]JDv N (9) Pnp = ZNEN/Z ZZ,Z—_ [KN] qPNp
N
pN (a— 3ir3) — sz (ir1 +712) = Zq NI ]pp}\l/]
3PN (r2 —ir1) + i (a + irs) = D +N [KN]f;p?\?

So far we have done only mathematics, using basic representation theory. Indeed £ can be any
parameter and the results stand whatever the interpretation of the variables. Now if we take a
physicist point of view, S, is the spatial spin, measured along the trajectory of a particle. What
can be the meaning of £7 We have already met this situation in Galilean geometry. In the common
interpretation of QM there is no qualms : there is an object called a wave function, which is localized
and so it is assumed that £ are the coordinates of m. The rule in a change of gauge supports this
interpretation of £ as coordinates but, even assuming that there is such a localized wave function,
there is no reason why £ should be the coordinates of the point where the spatial spin is observed.

In our picture we have a more logical explanation. The principal bundle Pr depends on the
choice of a section o,,, and similarly the set F;. is subordinated to the choice of a trajectory, or to
the choice of an admissible vector field. Given such a vector field, the trajectory is then defined by
the choice of an origin x in Q3 (0). So it makes sense that, for a family of trajectories defined by
the same vector field, the functions sy, are parametrized by x. If we assume that this is the case ;

N
S (6) = Fcns O () venyo Sh= N Py (2) (P61 + PR E2)
Then we have the sections of the vector bundle P [Ey, vC]

k=12: Se.npin (Pv (1,2)) =D encn (t )Z})voeNm Eiif% Pyyp (x) E
and S, (t) = e Snens e N et AVPNS, N p o (By (82 (€)))

o7



However, because F;. is separable, we must have a simpler basis :

Snp (v (t,2)) = Yoy ko (t) Prp (2) En
and

oo p=+N

Set)= Y dnpSnp(@v (t,2)) (20)

NeN/2p=—N

So S, (t) is quantized as the sum (possibly infinite) of orthogonal sections of the vector bundle
Pg [Eo,vC]. These sections depend on the vector field V by the formula above. The action of
Spin(3) is then a change of trivialization on €3 (0) : the same section is read in a new basis and its
coordinates adjust accordingly. We will see more on the subject when we account for the physical
characteristics of the particles.

Total spin
The set

Ey = {vC (ow) So, 0w € Spin (3,1) /Spin (3),Sy € Eo} = {awSo - z% 22:1 WaYaY0S50, S0 € EO}
is a subset Ey of E larger than Ey. This is not a vector space (a,, = ey/1 + Jwtw) ) it is a real

manifold, embedded in E, with real dimension 10. For a given Sy a chart of E has for coordinates
the vectors r (with 7'r < 4) and w, so it has the real dimension 6 which is the same as Spin(3,1).
By definition it is invariant by Spin (3,1).

Proposition 11 The action vC of Spin (3,1) on Ey.is free and effective and the representation
(E,~C) is faithful on Ey

Proof. a) The propositions :

i) the action yC is effective : VSy € Ey : vC' (s) So =vC (') So = s =

ii) the action vC'is free : vC (s)So = So = s=1

iii) the representation (E,~C) is faithful on Eo : VS e EO,SQ € Ey : ds € Ey unique : S =
7C (s) So

are equivalent

i) = yC (s) Sy = So = ~vC (s71) vC (s) So C(s )SO*”yC(l)Soés:l
ii)”;C(s))SO:*yC’( §')So = So =~C (s~ ) C(s)So=s"1 s =1
soi) & ii

By definition VS € EO, So € Ep : ds € Ey and i) or ii) = s is unique
and conversely : iii) = Sy = vC (1) So = vC (s) So = s = 1 that is ii)
b) ’)/C (8) So =Sy &

Sp = ((a +ib) oo + % Zi:l (wq — irq) aa> v=uv
St = ((a —ib)og — % Zzzl (wq + ir4) Ua) v =1v

4

2a00 — z'zz:l raaa) v =2v
2ibog + Ei:l waaa) v=0

Ei:l raaa) v=2i(l—a)v

TN NN
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(Zi:l waoa) v = —2ibv
=

22:1 rev*oav = 2i (1 —a)v*v

22:1 WV oqv = —2ibv*v

The scalar v*o,v are real because the Dirac matrices are hermitian, as is v*v ,s0
=b=0,a=1

=>r=w=>0

and the only solutionis c =1. =

We have the left action of Spin (3,1):

~C': Spin (3,1) x Ey — Ey :: vC (s) S

so we can define the structure of associated fiber bunde (not a vector bundle) Pg {Eo, 70} .
Its elements are couples : (p (m),S) ~ (¢ (m,s),7C (s71) S)

Its sections S € X (PG {Eo, WCD are defined by maps : S: M — EO

In the holonomic frame : S (m) defines a vector Sy (m) € Ey from which equivalent vectors are
deduced by

(p (m) 3 SO (m)) ~ (@G (m7 S) 770 (S_l) SO (m))
As the representation is faithful : Pg {EO, ”yC} ~ Pg x Ey

Schrodinger equation
A fixed family F (uo) of maps :S:[0,7] — Pg [Eo,vC} which share the same projection :

to (t) = wp (S (t)) have in common oy up to sign, and is then a vector space :
Va, B € C: arC (, (1) 1C (07 (1) So + BC (0 () 1C (0 (1)) Sh
—2C (0 (1) (1C (o, (£)) So + H1C (0 (1)) S4)
and ayC (o, (t)) So + ByC (o). (1)) S; € Eo
It is also a Hilbert space with the previous scalar product.
So we can implement the theorems of QM.

In the Schrédinger picture the motion is defined for the whole evolution of the system, and
measured from a batch of data. The definition of the system is geometric : the area is defined by
two hyperplanes, and fiber bundles. The holonomic frame p (m) does not depend on the chart used
on M. As seen in the formulas for a change of coordinates only the derivative (that is the spatial
speed) is involved, so if we keep the same inertial observer and change only the origin of the time :
t =t + 6 with some fixed 6 then m = @y (t,2) = @ar (t + 6, ).

The new map will be : S (t +6) = S (t) that is : S = T3S the pull back of S by the translation
operator. We can enlarge F' (o) to the maps Iy — F :: S (t) = vC (o (t)) So where Iy is any closed
interval of R with the scalar product :

(S.8) = [, (S (1), (1))

Ty is a linear, unitary operator on F (uo). It defines an action of (R,+) on F' (o), and a one
parameter group. There is a self-adjoint operator H on F' (10) such that T = exp %HH .

One goes from the Schrodinger picture to the Heisenberg picture by evaluations maps :

E): Fuo) = Ep = E(t)(S) =S (¥)

and & (t) commutes with T : £ (t)o Ty =Ty 0E(t) =E(t+6)
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EWT;S = E() 0Ty (S) =T o (1) S =Ty (t) = £ (t+6)S = S (t+6)

By taking 8 = 0 we have the Schrodinger equation :

VS € F(no): S(t) =exp (£tH) S (0) = %2 (t) = ZHS (t)

For a given fixed Sy, there is a unique

S (t) = exp (tH) 1C (0 (0)) So = 1C (o (1)) So

The derivation applies actually to o (t) : %S (t) =~C (‘2—‘;) So

H depends on the vector field which defines the trajectories, but not on the origin of the trajec-
tories.

If the trajectory is periodic, of period T, then any smooth map S has a representation as a
Fourier series, they are a combination of (cos (27m%))2:7oo , (sin (27m%));rool . It corresponds to

the model of plane waves with a spectrum of frequencies given by the Fourier transformation.

7.4.3 Fields of particles

Proposition 12 Any section o € Pg define a unique family of world lines on M, there is a unique
world line going through x € Q3 (0), and for any vector Sy € Ey it defines on the world line two
opposite spatial spins.

Proof. i) at each point m € §2 the section o (m) has a unique projection on Spin(3,1)/Spin(3) and
in this class two elements : oy, = € (a, + v (0,w)), e = £1

i) the spatial spin is S, (t) = vC (o, (m)) vC (o (m)) So

iii) each o, defines uniquely the same family of admissible vector fields

U(m)=c ((2@121, —1) g0 (m) + aw E?:l WjE; ((m))) with (U,U) = —c?

iv) the world line of the particle is pup (1) = dy (7,2) =

Proposition 13 Any section o € Pg and positive function f € Coo (Q;R,) define a unique family
of trajectories on M, there is a unique trajectory going through x € Q3 (0), and for any vectors
So € Eyit defines on the trajectory two opposite spatial spins.

Proof. We define the vector field by :
V(m) = f (m) (202, = 1) 20 (m) + au X5 wie; ((m)))
then V is admissible and the trajectory is : uo (t) = @y (t,) =

So it is logical to represent particles, for their geometric features, as sectionsof S € X (PG [Eo, 70} ) .

This representation gives a precise understanding of how a particle can ”behave as field” and of the
singular features of the spin. A section is defined at each point, it propagates along definite curves,
and it is clearly related to the type of particle considered.

The construct used here is mathematically complicated, because we have to represent one di-
mensional manifolds in a 4 dimensional space, but it is more obvious and intuitive on the physical
level. Actually there is a more direct and geometric approach, by considering the families of curves
generated by time-like, future oriented vector fields, the relation of equivalence given by the appar-
tenance to the same curve, and the quotient set over M. But we would be left with the spatial spin
issue.

However it is clear that the trajectories are a crucial component of the physical representation
of particles, and the assumed random behaviour of particles is not the only possible answer to the
facts seen at the atomic scale.
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7.4.4 Kinetic features of particles

In the usual frame work of relativist physics, each matter particle has a mass, which is a fixed

scalar m. The linear momentum of a particle with proper velocity u and mass m is just the quadri-

vector mu=p, which breaks down for any observer in a part related to its 3 dimensional momentum

T =mv—— u\2 and its energy 1E = mc——— and (p,p) = P? = —m?c! = ||pH -3 e
02 C2

1Ll
E? = P%2c2 + m204
There is no strict equivalent to the rotational momentum, only the angular momentum J is
considered. The proxy for the description of the motion of a particle in QFT would be the Pauli-
Lubanski tensor : W, = EQBW;J&'VP‘S which is such that WeW,, = —m?s (s + 1) where s is the spin
number.

In our picture it is legitimate to relate the mass to the positive scalar s = (Sp, Sp) which is
unchanged in any gauge transformation and is a characteristic of the particle. This leads to see the
momentum of a particle as the vector S itself. It clearly depends on the particle (by Sp) and the

observer (by o). It is represented in the associated fiber bundle Py [EO, WC} , so this is a complex

quantity, which is vectorial (it transforms as a vector) but EO is not a vector space.

Linear and rotational momenta are mixed, and cannot any longer be distinguished :

S(t) =~C (0w -0r)So = (arawl — z% Ei:l (arwaYaYo + AwTaYVa) — % (wtr) 75) So

but S (t) is proportional to sg.

Along its trajectory by definition Sy = Ct, and it implies the conservation of its mass.

However we should expect from momenta to be additive quantities. But S,S, do not add, for
two strong reasons : Ej is not a vector space, and S is essentially a localized variable : summing S
+ S’ would mean that the two particles are at the same position.

We will see more presisely later how all this relate to the usual quantities.
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8 GENERAL RELATIVITY

8.1 The Geometry of General Relativity
8.1.1 The principles

General Relativity is, in many ways, an extension of Special Relativity to deal with the equivalence
between gravitational mass and inertial mass.
Its geometry is based on five assumptions :

i) The universe is a four dimensional manifold M.

it) There is a lorentzian metric represented by a symmetric bicovariant tensor g so that the
tangent space at any point is the Minkouvski space.

111) All material bodies travel along a world line, future oriented, parametrized by their proper
time. The proper time T of an observer A (as measured by a clock) is such that g (%, %) =—c?
with the speed of light c. Similarly it is assumed that the field forces propagate, as the electromagnetic
field, along trajectories such that g(u,u)=0 (the light cone).

w) There is a linear metric connection which transports orthonormal frames as orthonormal
frames.

v) It should be possible to define in a consistent and continuous manner a past and a future.
This is an additional condition, specific to GR, imposed upon M, which must be time orientable.

Not any 4 dimensional manifold structure can accept a Lorentz metric and be time orientable.
There are topological obstructions which are not easily expressed.

The assumption iv) replaces physically the assumption on the inertial observers of Special Rela-
tivity. The connection defines preferred lines, the goedesics, and observers who travel along geodesics
do not measure inertial forces. Usually the connection is assumed to be the Lévi-Civita connection,
which is the only torsionfree connection which preserves the metric. In this case the only variable
in the model is the metric, which characterizes the gravitational field.

As we have actually represented the universe of Special Relativity as a manifold (an affine space
is a manifold), almost all that has been said in the framework of Special Relativity extends easily
to General Relativity, this is the most obvious when using the fiber bundles formalism. However it
is necessary to address three points :

- what is a chart in GR ? How can we build one ?

- what are the orthonormal frames ?

- what are the gauge transformations ?

8.1.2 (Gaussian charts

General Relativity is at the foundation of cosmology, and then involves several additional hypothe-
ses, based on astrophysical observations (mainly isotropy at large scale), which, with the additional
requirements cited above, restrict the choice of admissible manifold structure. However, when one
considers only physical systems, meaning the set of physical objects included in a delimited region
of the universe, the picture is simpler. And it is possible to define a special chart (a gaussian chart)
through a network of observers which gives back most of the properties of Special Relativity.
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The starting point is a connected space-like hypersurface (its normal are time like) Q3(0). It
represents the present of an observer at his proper time t=0. The choice of this hypersurface is
arbitrary but crucial, because it defines completely the system. The metric induced over 3(0) is
riemannian, so it is possible to define by classical means (such as the radar coordinates of Einstein)
a system of coordinates and 3 dimensional orthogonal frames. The fourth coordinate t is given by
the clocks of the observers which are synchronized in the network.

Over each point x of 3(0) there is a unique unitary, time like, future oriented vector n(x)
normal to 23(0). This vector is ”virtual” for an observer located at x, but it defines the tangent
to its own world line and the 4th vector of its orthonormal basis. We assume that there is a linear
connection on M, so that it defines geodesics : in a neighborhood of x there is a unique geodesic
with has n(x) as tangent. The observer can stay on the geodesic by checking that there is no change
in the inertial forces. He can similarly transport the frame from x along this world line. So we
can define a family of geodesics v (¢, z) tangent to n(x) and a vector field n in the future of Q3(0),
which is the infinitesimal generator of diffeomorphisms which maps Q3(0) to a hypersurface Q3(t)

for each ¢t > 0 .One can prove that the vector field n is orthonormal to each Q3(¢). A chart is given

by the time ¢t = % and coordinates (gl)le of x on Q3(0). The frame (g; (m))fzo of an observer

at any point m of Q3(¢) is then an orthonormal basis, with g (m) orthonormal to Q3(t). It is the
holonomic frame (g; (m))fzo that we have defined in SR.

In any region of the universe with no singularity this construct is always possible (but certainly
not at a cosmological scale because there is always some point where the geodesics cross or vanish).
The system is then defined as the area enclosed in a region 2 generated by some open bounded
domain of Q3(0). Each slice of ) intersecting Q3(¢) is considered by the observer as in the system
at the time t. We see that the choice of another hypersurface €23(0) defines another system.
Geometrically €2 is a 4 dimensional manifold and a trivial fiber bundle with base R and trivialization
:m = ®, (x,t) where @, is the flow of the vector field n and x a point of Q3(0).

Spatial coordinates in Q3(0) can be established by any conventional method and transported
along the vector field n which are geodesics. Notice that events occuring on Q3(t) cannot be reported
live to the observer, but can be reported with a known delay. A bundle of orthonormal bases is
built in each point, in a consistent manner, defining a principal bundle structure on M.

A particle which is located at some point x of £23(0) (it enters the system at t=0) follows its
own world line pp (7). Because M is a fiber bundle, for each point pp (7) of its world line there is
a unique time ¢ = 7 (up (7)) (consistent with the time of the observer). The 4 velocity u = dg‘—f
of the particle is a future oriented, time like vector, which is projected on the base R as a positive
scalar ' (pp (7)) u = 2 > 0. So the map ¢ () is injective : at any time t the particle is in a unique
hypersurface 23(¢) and a particle which enters the system stays in the system (if £ is ”spatially”
large enough).

This construct seems a bit abstract and farfetched, but it is very similar to the one used in the

Global Positioning System (see Ashby) which accounts for General Relativity. And indeed it seems
to be the only way to implement practically the hypotheses of GR at a local level.
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8.1.3 Gauge transformations

There are two kinds of gauge transformations to consider in General Relativity. A change of chart
of the manifold and a change of orthonomal bases, which, in GR, are always local. The variables
used to represent physical quantities should change accordingly : they should be covariant (change
of chart) and equivariant (change of orthonormal basis). In all cases the choice of 23(0) defines the
system thus it is a constant. It defines the normal and the geodesics.

By analogy with Special Relativity, where the center piece is taken by displacements, a great
emphasize is commonly given to isometries, that is maps : f : M — M such that the derivative
1’ (m) preserves the scalar product. This focus is misguided. As we have already seen in Special
Relativity, a change of gauge is not done by jumping from a point to another, but by transporting
a frame along a path. And this is all the more important when the universe is not isotropic : the
path which is chosen matters. And the main ingredient to be involved is the connection.

One can change the chart on 23(0), which is a riemannian manifold, and one can change how to
measure the coordinate t (for instance in changing the unit or the origin). These changes of charts
are defined by bijective, smooth maps :

m =@y (t,2) = Om (Z, f) with £ = xt (£),T = xz (2)

The observers are the same, ¢ is always related to the proper time of the observer, which comes
from a physical measure given by a clock. They are ”pure”, covariant, changes of charts.

At any point one can consider another observer A who is travelling along his world line : he does
not belong to the ”standard network” established above, but anyway A and the standard observer
O, located at the same point, using their own clock and frames, can compare their measures.

If A has a trajectory up(7) in M, parametrized by its proper time, his velocity reads in the
chart with coordinates (£)

p

U = Zi:o %afa = % i:o %‘%a = % (Zizo v0,€ + ceo (t))

and we still have the relation : g—i = W

Tz

At the point m the observer O of the network has an orthonormal basis (g; (m))fzo , the observer
A has the orthonormal basis (e; (7))3_, and the map between the two orthonormal basis is given
by a matrix of SO(3,1) characterized by two parameters (r,w).

We still have u = cep (1) The same demonstration as for Special Relativity shows that w =
IITUH arg tanh H%H where v is the spatial speed of A with respect to the observer of the network
located at m, and r is the axis of spatial rotation between the frames.

So the gauge transformation is given by :

i) the coordinates of A : (fi)fzo with €2 = ¢t and t the time in the network

ii) the matrix [G] = exp [K (w)] exp [J(r)] where (r,w) are two vectors in R3

iii) and we have the relations :

v= 22:1 dj_:aga

w = ﬁ arg tanh H%H

With this coordinates system, a gauge transformation between an observer A and the network
is characterized by two maps : (7, 7) : R — R3 x R? and an initial value (G(0),x(0)).

64



Actually we can consider a third case : the observer is the same, travelling along the same
world line, so the times on the clock are the same, but A uses a spatial orthonormal frame which
is different (always orthogonal to £¢). This is a special case of the previous one : w = 0, expK(w)
= I and only a classic rotation of the axes is involved.

8.2 The fiber bundle model
8.2.1 Principles

The usual geometric model of GR is actually a formal extension of the model of Special Relativ-
ity, where a manifold replaces an affine space. The main purpose of this model is to deal with
gravitation, and the focus is placed on the metric, as it is (through the Christoffel symbols) the
manifestation of the gravitational forces. However, at the view of the gaussian chart, the same
principles can be represented in a more geometrical way, which is more suited to the usual tools
used in theoretical physics, and more closely linked to the practical measures, without any loss of
generality.

The implementation of the basic principles of General Relativity requires :

a) a four dimensional vector bundle 9t over the manifold M, 2t represents the local Minkovski
space time

b) the existence of a network of frames on the tangent space TM which are deemed orthonormal
with a lorentzian scalar product

¢) a linear connection on 9, which enables to transport the frames and preserves the metric

d) M must be ”time orientable”

There are topological obstructions to the existence of a network of orthonormal frames for a
lorentzian metric. If the universe meets these constraints is, by large, a matter of speculation.
However, out of cosmology this does not seem a very huge assumption.

At each point there is a frame of reference (g; (m))?zo which is orthonormal for the lorentz scalar
product : the vectors i=1,2,3 constitute an orthogonal euclidean frame, and the fourth vector gq (m)
is deemed orthogonal to the others with {eg (m),eo (m)) = —1. As, locally, it is always possible to
change the frame by a rotation of a group G which preserves the scalar product, the network defines
a principal bundle Pg over M, with fiber G. The gauge p (m) of the principal bundle is then given
by the frames of the network (they are assigned the value 1¢). Vectors and tensors at any point
are defined in the basis (g; (m))fzo . So mathematically the tangent space to M is defined as an
associated vector bundle Py [R4, p], corresponding to a unitary representation (R*, p) of G, with a
scalar product defined through the vectors of the frame. The measures done at different points are
compared by parallel transport, using a connection on Pg. As any principal connection on Pg is
metric, it preserves the scalar product. The condition d) is easily translated by requiring that G is
restricted to its connected component of the identity.

This model, which is a variant of the method of tetrads, is more geometric and physical, as it
emphasizes the role of the frames and of a network of observers. It is increasingly popular as it is
more suited to the framework used in the other fields of theoretical physics.

In this picture the choice of the group G is more open. The set of maps {p(g),g € G} must
preserve the Lorentz product, and also the orientation (as the network of frames defines a continuous
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orientation on the vector bundle) so it must belong to the connected component SOq (3,1) . Thus
we need a group morphism : p: G — SOq (3,1) and the natural candidate for G is the Spin group.
And there is a 4 dimensional representation of the Spin group on R* which gives the Minkowski
space. So we will assume that M can hold the structure of a principal Spin bundle.

In General Relativity the Universe is a 4 dimensional manifold, so there are charts in which
any point can be identified by 4 real parameters. From the mathematical point of view, the same
manifold can be described by infinitely many charts, as far as they are compatible, that is there is
a way to pass in a consistent way from one to another. These charts carry the topological content
of the universe, its "shape”. The celebrated Einstein’s equations of RG involve, not these charts,
but the metric (or, in our case the connection). What is changing with the distribution of matter
and energy is not the chart or the topology of the universe, but the metric. However the structure
of the manifold and the physics it contains are not independant because they must be compatible.
This is a strong issue for the interpretation of blackholes, as they are usually local singularities of
the manifold (and the chart). But as said before we will not consider these extreme cases.

From general mathematical and physical considerations (such as the quasi isotropic distribution
of matter at large scale) one can restrict the scope of the possible topologies of the universe, but
it is still very large (in fact it could possibly be ...a 4 dimensional affine space). The cosmological
models are based usually on a warped universe, which is actually a fiber bundle with base R : there
is a folliation of M in 3 dimensional riemannian hypersurfaces, and a universal time which is the
same on each hypersurface. This is an extension of the gaussian chart, but with a critical point at
an end. The expansion of the universe refers to the variation of the euclidean metric with respect
to the universal time, and not to the manifold itself which stays the same.

If the choice of a chart is arbitrary, it must gives a way to physically identify a point. So its
mathematical definition is a representation of physical procedures, and involves itself physical laws.
For instance the existence of a proper time is based upon the assumption that there are ideal clocks
which run at a constant rate for an observer. And the measure of lengths require either some
surveying (with constant standards) or assumptions about the speed of light. We will not address
these issues here, but we must always keep in mind that a model is based on assumptions on the
procedures which can be implemented to do the measures.

8.2.2 Hypotheses

So in this alternate model, that we will adopt in the following of this paper, the assumptions are,
formally, the following :

1) The universe is a four dimensional manifold M and the system covers an open, relatively
compact, domain Q of M.

it) There is a structure of principal fiber bundle Pg (M, Spin (3,1),7) which is trivial over ,
with trivialization g : Q x Spin (3,1) — Pg and a gauge of reference p (m) = ¢a (m,1).

1) Vectors in the tangent space of M are represented in the associated vector bundle 9 =
P, [R*,Ad]. The holonomic basis (&; (m))§:0 of M defined in m € M by : g;(m) = (p(m),&;)
s a frame of reference for the observers. It defines at each point a lorentzian scalar product on M.

w) There is a principal connection, represented by its potential G, on Pg

v) The motion of any observer in M is such that : dg—f = cgo (pp (7)) where T is his time, ¢ a
constant, and €y (up (1)) the 4th vector of his frame.
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vi) There is a chart of Q : @p : Q3(0) X [0,T] = Q 2 m = pp (t,x) where t is the proper
time of an observer, Qs(t) = @ (8,93 (0)) are hypersurfaces of , such that the metric induced
on Qs(t) is riemannian and the frame of reference is parallel transported by the connection along
the trajectory of the observer.

8.2.3 The fiber bundles

As we have already used the fiber bundle formalism in Special Relativity, we stay on familiar
grounds, the only innovation is about the metric.

In any chart of M the coordinates of a point m of M will be denoted (fa)zzo, the holonomic
basis is denoted (8§a)i:0 and its dual (d{“o‘)izo . In the chart ¢p the coordinates of z € Q3 (0) are
()2 _, and €0 = et.

A pure covariant change of chart is then given by two bijective maps : x, : R® — R, x; : R = R
such that : o

F=xe (1,7 (£,64.8) = (v (61,626

thus x, is a change of map on Q3 (0)

The assumption v) deals with the basic issue of the measure of the ”fourth coordinate”, and
the definition of a 4 dimensional frame in a three dimensional physical space. As t is measured by
clocks, and the other coordinates as lengths, we need a constant ¢, which has the dimension of a
speed, to relate units of time and space. As a consequence the ”physical space” of any observer is
orthogonal to its trajectory.

Fo any observer its velocity, expressed in his proper time, is such that

(e ey = (c2 (up (7)) .o (up (7)) = .

But we do no make any general assumption about the velocity of material bodies (observers
have clocks, which give physical measures, there is nothing equivalent for a body).
The velocity of an observer A who travels along @ (¢ (7), 2 (7)) where 7 is the time on his

~\3 -
clock, and uses another frame (&;);_ is :

V= d/‘dLT(T) = c£o (pa (7)) in his frame

V=4 d“;‘t(T) =4 (U (t) + ceq (t)) with respect to the observer of the network

Vv = (%)QQWQ —¢t) ==
V=—F2L (¥ +ceo) = cgo(ua (7))

w2
1— 1=

And by the same reasoning as in Special Relativity we retrieve the usual coordinates transfor-
mations.

The assumption ii) tells that, at each point m of €2, there is a frame of reference (a tetrad) which
is an orthonormal basis for the Lorentz product and the existence of the principal bundle structure
asserts that the observers can change their frames with respect to this frame of reference (they have
freedom of gauge).

The frame of reference defines a gauge on the principal bundle Pg : p(m) = ¢g (m,1) and a
holonomic basis (g; (m))f:O for the associated bundle :
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M =Pq [R‘l,Ad} ~ TM which defines the vector space used at each point to measure all
vectorial quantities :

Ei (m) = (p (m) ,51') ~ (p (m) "8, Adsflai)

A change of gauge in Pg is represented with a map : x : M — Sping (R, 3,1) by :

p=¢c (m,g) = ¢a (m, x (m) g)

p(m) = p(m) = gc (m,1) = p(m) - x (m)

And its impact on the vectors of the frame is :

gi(m) = & (m) = (p(m),&) ~ (p(m),Ad,-1¢;) = Ad, -1, (m)

A section 0 € X (Pg) is defined by a map : o : M — Spin :: 0 (m) = ¢g (m,o(m)) and in a
change of gauge :

o (m) = pa (m, o (m)) = Fa (m, x (m) & (m)) = & (m) = x (m) & (m) |

A section u € X (Pg [R*, Ad]) of P [R*, Ad] is defined by : u(m) = E?:o u’ (m)e; (m)

In a change of gauge : _

w(m) = Y0 ut (m)e; (m) = YO, @ (m) 2 (m) & @ = 3o [h ()]} w where [l (x)] is the
matrix of Ad,, in the standard representation (R*,2) of SO(3,1).

-1

Every local frame of reference ¢; (m) has components (called ”vierbein”) in any chart of M :
g; (m) = Zi:o P () €, where [P] is a real invertible matrix and we denote [P'] = [P]”' = [Pl
The quantities (P (m))?:1 can be measured. They are given for a network but, because they are
the physical realization of an experiment, they are themselves subject to the laws of physics, and
must be considered as variables in the model.

In a change of gauge : _ _ ‘

0o = Y0 Pit (m) & (m) = X0 PY (m) Ady e (m) = 320 Pii (m) [h (X)) &5 (m)

Pl (m) = 325 [h ()] P (m)

[13'] = [h(x)][P] & [ﬁ} =[P [h (x~1)] with [n (x~1)] € SO (3,1)

Any observer who travels along ¢y (t,a) where a € Q3 (0) is fixed where t is the time on his
clock, and uses the frame of reference has for velocity:

V= a0 = ey (ua (1) = 06

= 3(t) is a space like hypersurface.

a=1,2,3:9¢, (m)= Z?:l Plic;(m) < P =0

PP=P)=1 (21)

Ad preserves the scalar product, thus the Lorentz scalar product extends in a scalar prod-
uct on the associated vector bundle Pg [R4, Ad}. The orthonormal basis (si)fzo of R* gives the
orthonormal basis &; (m) = (p (m) ,&;) on M = Pg [R*, Ad] . with (g9 (m),e0 (m)) = —1

So the traditional metric g on M is defined by the components of the tetrad :

i (M) = Samo P () 0ba & 060 = gy Pl ()i (m) with [P] = [P]”

Gas (M) = (a, 0Ep) = 3o mis [P'],, [P'T)

9% (m) = 323, _o " [PI] [P]]

[n] is to be replaced by -[n] fo the signature (1,3) so g becomes -g.
The metric defines a volume form on M :
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wy = +/|det [g]|dE® AdE AdE? A dEP which reads also @ @y = eg Ae1 Aeg Aes with the holonomic
basis of 9. Because :
9] = [P')" [0] [P"] = det [g] = — (det [P])* = \/[det [g]| = det [P']

assuming that the holonomic basis of 91 is direct.

wy = det [P']dE0 A der A dE? A dEB (23)

The principal bundle defines a Clifford bundle C1(M) on M. At any point m, the holonomic
frame (Ei)?zo is orthonormal and is the basis of a Clifford algebra Cl(m) isomorphic to Cl (R, 3,1).
So the product of vectors is computed locally, and all the properties of Clifford algebras extend
to Cl(m). Any other orthonormal frame deduced by a local gauge transformation gives rise to a
Clifford algebra isomorphic to Cl(m).

As a consequence :

- the tangent vector space can be seen as a subspace of Cl(m) and the action of the Spin group
on vectors of M = Pg [R*, Ad] as the action in Cl(m) : Adgv=g-v-g~".

- the principal bundle Pg can be seen as a subbundle of the Clifford bundle C1(M) : an element
of the spin group at m can be written :

s =a+ v (r,w)+ bes (m) with

v (r, w) = % (wlao -€1+ w250 - €9 + w350 - €3+ T3€2 €1+ T2€1 - €3+ 7‘183 -52) R

E5 —Ep-€1°€E2"E3

- M is a spin bundle : for any representation (E, vC) of the Clifford algebra there is an associated
vector bundle structure Pg [E,vC] on M such that (E (m),~C) is a representation of Cl(m).

- The scalar product on the Clifford algebra is preserved by Ad so it extends to C1(M) :

(€iy * €y " wve " Ciny €y € * v " €4y ) = Mig gy oM il € (81005 By 15 o)

The symmetry breakdown of the Spin group leads, as in Special Relativity, to an associated
fiber bundle Py = Pg [Spin (3,1) /Spin (3), A :

(P (m) Sw) = (SDG (mv 1) s Sw) ~ (SDG (m7 S) ;A (5_17 Sw))

with the left action :

A Spin (3,1) x Spin (3,1) /Spin (3) — Spin (3,1) /Spin (3) ::

A(S, 8w) = Tw (8- Sw)

And on the manifold Pg to the structure of principal fiber bundle

PR (Pw, Spin (3) ,7TR)

with trivialization :

vr: Pw x Spin (3) = Pg =

or (P (M) :80),8r) = pc (M, Sw - $r) = @R ((‘PG (m,s), A (5717 Sw)) ) ST)

8.2.4 The connection
The true innovation of GR is the connection, which is the manifestation of the gravitational field.
The crux of this topic is the transport of gauge, meaning the way we compare orthonormal frames

at different locations. So we need to address the vector space tangent to Pg (which is a manifold)
itself.
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The principal bundle P is a manifold and its tangent space T, P¢ is isomorphic to the product
T M x T,Spin : a vector of T),Pg is defined by a couple (v, vq) € T),, M x T,Spin located at m..
It is easily understood by differentiation of the trivialisation :

p=pc(m,g) € Po — Up = <P/Gm (m, g) vm +<P/Gg (mag)v!] € TyFe

The vertical bundle V Pg is comprised of vectors <p'Gg (m,g)vg. It is isomorphic to the Lie
algebra, and it is convenient to use the fundamental vectors : ((X)(p) = ¢g, (m,g) Lyl (X)
where X is a vector of the Lie algebra : X = v (X,,X,). When using the holonomic frame
¢(X) (p) = wg, (m, 1) (X) so that fundamental vectors are just vectors of the Lie algebra located
at m, and thus belong to Cl(m). Any vector of the tangent bundle T}, Pc can be written : v, =
Oam (M, §) vm + ¢ (X) (p) € T,Pe with X € T1Spin

A principal connection G on Pg is an equivariant projection from T,Pg to V,Pg. So in the
holonomic frame it can be seen as a map from 7T, Pg to the Lie algebra, that is as a one form G over
M valued in the Lie algebra, called the potential G of the connection G : G € Ay (M;T1Spin (3,1)).
It can be expressed in two different ways, that we will use.

The generic way, valid whatever the Lie algebra :

G(m) = Ei 0 Zg L GAR o © dE* where (H, )i , is a basis of the Lie algebra T Spin (3,1).

Or, using the decomposition of the components in two parts, G¢,, G, :

G (m) = Ei:o U (Gra (M), Gya (M) d€*

We go frorn one to the other by :

71 %53 82,72 = 51 €3, 73 = 52 €1,

4= 5¢0" e1, K5 = 5€0 €2, K6 = 5€0 " €3

Notice that in both cases the vectors ¢; are fixed (they do not depend on m).

In a change of gauge the potential transforms by an affine map :

p(m) = p(m)=p(m) x(m) " :

G (m) = G (m) = Ady (G (m) = L' (0 X' (m

T

)
X
The adjoint operator Ad on the Lie algebra so(3,1) is just Ad|spin (see Annex).

G(m) =x(m) - (v(Gra,Guwa) = v (Xra; Xwa)) - X (M )71
=(a4v(r,w)+bes) v(Gro — Xra Gua — Xwa) (a — v (r,w) + bes)
(m

Ady (Gro = Xras Gua = Xua) = v (G (m) .G (m))

Principal connections live in an affine bundle on M, with the associated vector bundle Pg [T} .Spin, Ad)
, which is a subbundle of the Clifford bundle C1(M).

The connection acts on sections of the principal bundle, and the covariant derivative of 0 =p¢ (m, o (m)) €

%(Pg) is :

3
Ve X (Pg) = Ay (M;T1Spin) = Voo =o' -0/ + Ady1G =Y 07" 0,0+ Ady1Go  (24)
a=0

The covariant derivative is invariant in a change of gauge.

Proof. ¢¢ (771, g) = ¢a (m, x (m) g)
MM%G()Ad@() M%WD
o (m) =g (m)=x(m)-o(m)

VCo =sVCo =516+ AUIG
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=01 V(W o+x-0)+Ad,1Ad, -1 (Ady (G—x"" X))

"X
=l x 'Y -o4+0 ' x - x-o +Ad,-: (G_X—l 'X/)
=o' x ' Y040t 0d+Ad,-:G—0"t xt- X0

=o' 0¢'+Ad,1G=V%% m

And the potential is the covariant derivative of the gauge : G = VSp.

Then a gauge is parallel transported along a vector field V on TM if : V‘G/pz 0. This defines a
differential equation in p(t).

The connection on Pg induces a linear connection VM on 9t =Pg [R4, Ad} with Christoffell
symbols :
/
Doy (m) = (Ad))_, (G(m) |
= Za,z‘jzo (K (Gwa) +J (Gmt));‘ g (m) ®e? (m) ® d§®
0 Gua Gha Gia

G1luo¢ 0 _Gia G%a
Puatm) =G50 a2 0" —dl

G?ua _Ggoz Gia 0
It can also be written with the product of vectors in Cl(m):
v= E?:O vle; (m) — Z?,j:O e (m)]f v'ej (m) = v(Gua; Gra) v =0V (Gua, Gra)
The covariant derivative of a section V € X (PG [R4, Ad]) is then :

VMV = 5200 (9 + g T (m)ly; V) e (m) @ de®

at=0

=K (Guwa) + J (Gra)

Similarly a vector U is parallel transported along a vector field V of TM if : VMU= 0. This
defines a differential equation in U(t).

8.2.5 The motion of a particle

All that has been said in Special Relativity still holds.
For any particle there is a vector Sy of Ejy :

SZU151+UQ(€2:SQ|:;;(; :| € Ey

<SQ, So> = 8(2) >0

The motion of a particle is represented in the vector space E, and to the trajectory : uo :
[0,T] — M is associated a vector S (t) = vC (o (t)) So.

Because Pg is a spin bundle, there is an associated vector bundle Pg [E,vC| and an associated
fiber bundle S =Pg [EO, WC} so that the motion is represented as a path [0,T] — Pg [Eo, 70}

The holonomic basis is : e; (m) = (p (m) ,e;) with the equivalence relation :

(p(m).S) ~ (v (m,9),7C (g71) S)
so that in a change of gauge the holonomic basis becomes :

& (m) = (B(m) ) = (o (mx(m) ) i) ~2C (x m) ) s (m)
In a change of gauge a section S € § =Pg {EO, 70} transform as :
2,87 (m)ej (m) = 32, 57 (m) & (m) = § (m) =40 (x (m)) S (m)

and the maps r,w transform accordingly.
The scalar product on E is preserved by vC' thus it can be extended to P, [E,vC].
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To any map S : [0,T] — Pg [EO, WC} one can associate an admissible vector field V by the pro-

jection of S(t) to M, at each point two elements o, such that : V (m) = /= (V (m),V (m))Ad,,, (im0 (m),
and each defines a spatial spin S, (t) =~vC (o,') S (¢) .

Conversely any section o € X (Pg), function f € C([0,T];Ry) defines uniquely a family of
admissible vector fields and trajectories, and for any Sy € Ey a pair of opposite spatial spin.

8.3 Gravitational field
8.3.1 Principles

The frames of reference are not a feature of the universe. They are continuously defined, but
otherwise arbitrary. In order to conceive coherent networks we need some way to compare the
frames chosen at different points. This is the purpose of the hypothesis vi) which precises two
points.

The chart s is a generalization of the gaussian chart. It defines the trajectory of ”privileged
observers”, whose time t, on their clock, is identical and world line is given by ¢ (¢,a). So we
have at any time a privileged observer located in the area € of the system. Actually it defines M
as a trivial fiber bundle with base R and Q3 (0) as standard fiber.

The holonomic frames (g; (m))?zo of these observers are parallel transported using the connection
: thus we have a consistent basis of frames of reference at any point.

From these frames of reference other frames can be defined, for the observers of the network or
for any other observer.

This implies that, for the preferred observers :

Vi : vé\(/}[gi (m) =0= Z?:o Zi:o Tar (m)g,; Ps'ej (m)

which leads to 3% GuaP§ = 0;30 _ Gra Py =0

So we have 6 constraints for 4 components. The solution is

Poa = 53; Gro = O; GwO =0 (25)

It is clear that we need a physical description of these privileged observers. In Special Relativity
they are the inertial observers, who do not feel any change in the inertial forces. As it is impossible to
distinguish a gravitational force and an inertial force, in General Relativity the privileged observers
do not feel any change in the gravitational or the inertial forces. Which states that these forces are
equivalent, as attested by the strict equality between gravitational mass and inertial mass. And as
a consequence the connection itself is the representation of the gravitational field.

As the formulas above show : G,.g = 0; G0 = 0 the preferred observers travel along a geodesic
and do not feel any change in the inertial or gravitational force.

It is worth to notice that this equivalence cannot be done in Special Relativity because inertial
observers must necessarily be in constant translation with respect to a fixed frame (g;) .

In the traditional picture of GR the key variable is the metric, defined by 10 coefficients gag
which then defines the Lévy-Civitta connection. In the present model the gravitational field is
treated as in any gauge field theory and the potential is the key variable. The metric on one hand
is defined through the components of the tetrad (which are variables), and on the other hand the
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connection is a separate variable. So we have more degrees of freedom , and the choice of the Lévy-
Civita connection is optional. Of course the coefficients of the tetrad are defined up to a matrix of
SO(3,1), this will be dealt with in the specification of the lagrangian.

The gravitational field acts on the motion S of a particle. The action is represented through a
lagrangian. If there is no field present, for a single particle the action is just fOT (S(t),S(t)dt =

ff (S0, So) d¢ where d¢ is the measure induced by the metric on any curve between two points A,B.
The trajectories are the curves with extremal length, that is geodesics, which are no longer straight
lines. If we want to go further, and notably to understand how the gravitational field propagates
and is impacted by the presence of matter, we need to introduce two terms, which represent the
interaction particle / field and field / field. In both cases they should involve some kind of derivative
of S and G.

8.3.2 Action on a particle

The action of the gravitational field on a particle is represented by a differential operator D involving
G and acting on S. As G is a one form D can be of first order, and it would be better if it were
linear. DS is then incorporated in a lagrangian, usually as a scalar product such as : (S, DS),
which implies that DS belongs to the same space as S, and that D is self-adjoint so that the scalar
product is real.

In the differential geometry and fiber bundle context any linear first order differential operator
is necessarily a linear combination of Lie derivatives and covariant derivatives. The Lie derivative
is of no interest here, and thus the basic tool is the covariant derivative. The Dirac operator, which
appears in QTF, is deduced from the covariant derivative. We will just review their properties here,
and we will come back on the subject later, as the choice of a differential operator is closely linked
with the lagrangian.

Covariant derivative R
The connection on Pg induces a linear connection on the associated fiber bundle Pg [EO,WO}

and a covariant derivative which acts on sections S in § =Pg [EO, 70} represented in the holonomic

basisbyamap:S:M%Eo:

3 3
VIS = (0aS +7C (Ga) §)de® =~ (9aS +7C (v (Gra, Gua)) S) d&® (26)
a=0 a=0
1 3
’YO (U (Grom Gwa)) = _i§ Z (GWQFYG’YO + GTOc:Y/a) (27)
a=1
1 3
’YCI (U (G’I‘OH Gwoz)) = _715 Z (Gwa'Ya/YO - Gm%) (28)
a=1

So we go from the signature (3,1) to (1,3) by a change of the sign of G...
G, being valued in T1Spin (3,1) and vC being a representation of the Clifford algebra the
expression makes sense. Its coordinates expression is with rigth and left chiral parts:
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SqQ aaSR + % Zi:l (Gi)a - ZG?Q) UGSR @
Ve s - L5 on, vict)ousy |
It preserves the chirality : if Sg or Sz, is null, so it is for V55 .
For any vector field V of TM, V‘S,S is valued in the vector space TS(m)EO tangent to the manifold
Ejp at S(m), which can be seen as E itself. So V55 can be seen as belonging to % (M; Pg [E,~C]).
In a change of gauge :

° -1
p(m) — p(m)=p(m)-x(m)
a section on S transforms as :

S (m) = (p(m), S (m)) = (B(m), 5 (m)) ~ (p(m) ,7C (x(m)"") 5 (m))
= §(m) =~C (x (m)) S (m)
The covariantd/\e/rivative transforms as a section of Pg [E,vC] :
Proof. V5§ — VS8 =Y (a S+C (éa) §) dee
Ea 0 (Y€ (Bax) S +79C (x) 9aS +7C (Ady (G = x™0ax)) vC (x) S) d&*
—Ea 0 (Y€ (Bax) S +79C (x) 9aS +7C (x (G = x"1ax) x 1) 7C (x) S) d&*
=Za 0 (Y€ (9ax) S +7C (x) 9aS +7C (X) 7O (G) § = 7C (dax) 5) d&™
= 02070 (X) (0aS +7C(G) §) d* = 7C (x) VES m
so the operator reads: V® : X (J1S) = Ay (M; X (P [E,7C)))

The isomorphism so(3,1) — TlSpm (3,1) C CL(R,3,1) reads :
[J(r) + K (w)] = v (r,w) = § 370 ([J(r) + K(w)] [1])j 2 -

thus in matrix form the Chrlstoffell coefficient of the connexion reads :
[Csa (m)] = [YC (Ga)] = § X3 jpgm0 ([ (Gra) + K (Gua)l 1) (WC ()] WC () €5 (m)@e ()
But on the other hand the Christoffel coefficient of the connexion on Pg [R4, Ad} is:
[Pt (m)] = 3= [K (Guwa) +J (Gra)ljei (m) @ &7 (m)
thus :
3 i
[Csa (m)] = 1 327520 (Caza (m)] [)); [YC ()] [VC ()]
Pg [E,~C] is a spin bundle, and we have the identity between the derivatives :
vV eXx (PG [R{Ad}) ,SeX(Pg[E,~C)):
VS (yvC (V) 8) =+C (VMV) S +~C (V) VIS
which makes of G a Clifford connection.

If the section represents some particle then : S =~C (o (m)) Sp with o € X (Pg) and Sy € Ep
VIS = 008 +7C (v (Gray Gua)) S

= 0,7C (0) So + 7C (v (Gray Guwa)) YC (o) So

=~C (000 + U (Gray Guwa) - 0) So

=7C (0)yC (07! 00 + 071 v (Gras Gua) - ) So

=7C (0)7C (07! 040 + Ady—1v (Gras Gua)) So

V38 =~C(0)~nC (VSU) So (29)

where VGo = 071 - 940 + Ad,- 10 (Gra, Gue) is the covariant derivative over Pg
The explicit formula is the following :

With :

o=a+v(r,w)+ bes
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“l=a—v(r,w)+ bes

o
071040 = (a— v (r,w) + bes) - (Oaa + v (Oar, Dow) + Oubes)
o1 0,0 =

V(= (0a(a+b))r+(atb)Oar + 3 5 (7 (r) Qar — j () Baw) ,
—0a (a—b)w+ (a—b) aw + 5 (j ( ) Oar + j (1) Oqw)

The formula for the Adjoint map is given in the annex.

All together we have :

VSJ =01 000+ Ady-10 (Gra, Gua) = v (Xa, Ya)

with :

Xo = — (0n (a—i—b))r—i—(a—i—b)@ar—i- (J (r) Dar — j (W) Dpw)

+ (a+b) —ab+ rir = (a+1b)j(r) + i(J(UJ)J(T)—2J(w)J(UJ)+3j(T)j(T))}Gm
+ [ab+ Lrtr — (b—a) j (w) — 1 (35 (w) j (r) + 24 (r) j (w )—j(T)j(T))]Gwa
Ya:—ﬁ( b)w+ (a — b) Da w+%(j(w)8 r+ 7 (r) Ouw)

+ [gw'w —ab— (a+b)j (w) + § (j (w )J(W)+21(UJ)J()+3J()J( )] Gra

+ [(a—b)? —zww—@b—(ﬂ—b)j(r) i( j(w) j(w) =4 (r)j(w) —25(r)j ())}Gm

For the signature (1,3) change the sign of

Dirac operator

The Dirac operator uses the isomorphim of TM with TM* provided by the metric g. It is a
differential operator and no longer a 1-form on M (so it ”absorbs” the « of the covariant derivative).

The mechanism is the following :

i) using the isomorphism between TM* and TM provided by the metric g to each covector

w = Zi:o wad€™ one can associate a vector :
W = 3009 wadEs
ii) vectors of TM can be seen as elements of C1(M) and as such acts on S (m) by :
v = Ea g VYO = Zaj 0V Ple; (m)
T xS (m) > S (m) 3 (p (), X202 v PAAC () 5)
iii) there is an action of TM* on S (m) :
TpM* xS (m) — S (m) =
(B (m),7C (") 8) = (B (m), 25120 9P wa PAC () )
and : _ _ _
ZB gaﬁPg = Z,@kl nkle_?PfPéJ =P
thus : 320550 9"PwaPFVC () S = Yo 1" PwarC (e1) S
iv) the covariant derivative is a one form on M, valued in § and the Dirac operator is :
D: 218§ -8 :DS =Y, n"*PyC (e) (V5S)
When acting on a section representing the spin of a particle we get :
DS =3 1" PiyC (ex)vC (0 - VE0) So
=vC (X ™ Per -0 - Vo) So
=~C (Y, d> -0 - Vo) S

So the Dirac operator can be seen as the "trace” of the covariant operator, which ”averages”

the action of the covariant derivative along the directions o = 0...3.
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Geodesics
A geodesic is a path along a curve such that its tangent is parallel transported by the connection.

Which reads for a vector field V :

pp (1) = @y (7, )

VMV =0=9 1 5% (0 (GrasGua) -V =V -0 (Gra, Gua)) VEOEa

It depends of the parametrization, and this requires (V, V) = Ct so that we can take (V, V) = —
for a time like geodesic.

To an admissible vector field of geodesics it is possible to associate a section o, € Py :

U= ((Qafu —1) g0 (m) + aw Z?:l WjE; (m))

where V& =37 PAU/

and U (m) = Ad,_eo (m)

The formalism of vector bundles enables us to give a useful description of these geodesics,
through the value of o, with respect to G.

Proposition 14 Geodesics are represented by sections ., € X (Pg) such that V§ o, € T1Spin (R, 3).

Proof. In the standard basis :
VMU =40 £ 573 (V* (0(Cray Guwa) - U = U -0 (Gray Gua)))
Let us denote the Value of the gravitational field along any trajectory :
G’I" = Za —0 GTQV Gw = Ea QGan
U = 4 Ad,, e
=4 (ow-0-03')
Zi:o/gva (v (Gra,
=v

(Loy) e oyt —ow o 05t Loy, -0y,
wa) -

U-U-v(Gra;sGua)))

— 1
U-w (Gr,Gw)

Gr,@w) U -
zv(Ar,éw) -Ad,, 0 — Ad,c0 - ’U(ér,éw)
ZU(AT,Aw) 'O’w'Eo-U;1—O'w'EO'Ual-’U(ér,éw)
VMY = (d%aw) €0 0pt — 0w €00y - 420y 0y
“+v (@T,éw> cOw " €0 - 0;1 — Ow " €0 - 0;1 X (@T,éw)
=0y (awl (Loy)+0y" U(ér,éw> 0w> g0 ot
—0Oyw * €0 1;1 dTUw+O'1;1 v(ér,aw) Ow a;l

=0y - (Vgaw) €0 - U;l — Ow " €0 (VGow) . U;l

— Ad,, (V0u) 20 - c0- (Vo0u))

So, with the covariant derivative on the principal bundle Ps. We have a geodesic iff :
Vgaw €0 — €0 Vgaw =0

that is iff Vo, commutes with .

For any element v (r, w)of T1Spin (R, 3,1) we have the identity :

v(r,w)-eg —egp - v (r,w) = w (see Annex for the proof)

So: v(r,w) € T1Spin (R,3) & v (r,w) g —go-v(r,w) =0 w=10

And the geodesics are represented by sections such that Vo, € T1Spin (3). m

V%o, has been computed :
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vsaw = U(_%j (w) aotw + (a%u + i - 2.7 (w)j (w)) Gra + awj (w) Gwou

— Wty + twOaw + (af, — 1 — awj (w) + 1j (w) j (w)) Gra + (1= 5j () j (0)) Gua
So geodesic fields are associated to the sections such that :

Yoo VO (—w0aauw + aywOaw + (afu —1—ayuj (w) + %j (w) j (w)) Gro

+ (1 - %] (w) j (w)) Gua) =0 N N

whe —a, % = (af, =1 = ayj (w) + 17 (w) j (W) Gy + (1 = 37 (w) j (w)) Gy

By left multiplication with w': R

wtwdg—;“ — awwt‘é—f = (a2 — 1) WG, +wtGy,

w
2 _ 1,.t tdw) _ day
aw—1+4ww:>(w dt)—4aw—dT
to daw 4,2 daw _ (2 ty tA
wrw e — dag, T _(aw 1)w G, +w'Gy

4 (afu —1- afu) d;—;“ = (afu — 1) wtér —I—wtaw
dg—;“ =:(1- ai\) wtG, — %Awtéw

1 (1—a2) ww'G, — Juww'G, — awﬁ—z ~
= (03 — 1= auj () + 35 (w) j () Gr + (1 = 45 (w) j (w)) G )
(= (a% = 1) a3, + awj (w) — fa,j (w) j (w)) Gy — (4 (a3, — 1) +1 = 35 (w) j (w)) G = @ §%
w is solution of the first order differential equation :

o = (= 0~ 1)@+ awd ) = gk ()5 @) G — (1 - 1) +1- i ) w)) G

8.3.3 The propagation of the gravitational field

A field (a field force) is essentially defined through its interaction with particles. So the gravitational
field is naturally represented by the connection G on the principal bundle Pg (M, Spin (3,1),7),
acting on the motion of particles represented by S through the operator V. We will see in in
more details in the next part all the issues regarding the implementation of the principle of least
action. We will focus now on the propagation of the gravitational field. This propagation occurs
in the vacuum, where no particles are present, so we need some kind of derivative of G, and a
representation of the interaction of the field with itself.

Strength of the connection
Because G € Aj (M;T;Spin) any derivative is a second order differential operator. There are
several mathematical objects which can be considered, related to the curvature of the connection,
but the ”strength of the connection” seems to be the most pertinent. This a 2-form F on M valued
in the Lie algebra, which can be seen as the exterior covariant derivative of the potential and is a
good estimate of its rate of change. Its value is with the basis (7a)2:1 of Ty Spin
Fao € Ay (M;T1Spin)

Fa=Y Foopd® NP @ Ra =Y (0aG — 05G4 +[Ga,Gp]") dE“ NdEP @ Ro  (32)

a,a,f a,o,f
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where [] is the bracket in T1.Spin (3,1) . Notice that the indices a8 are not ordered, and that it
involves only the principal bundle, and not the associated vector bundles, and is valued in a fixed
vector space.

The definition above uses the generic expression. With the basis of the Lie algebra in the Clifford
algebra we can distinguish the two parts, F,, Fy, :

Fo = v(Fraps Fuap) d§® A dEP (33)
a,B
Fa =
Za,ﬁ % (]:,&)OZEQ -€1 + ]:EMEQ - €9 + ]:13(“180 - €3+ ]:T3a€2 - €1+ ]:3)0[61 - €3 + f,}aag, . 82) ®d§a/\d§ﬂ
with the signature (3,1) :
[v(r,w),v (" w)]=v((r)r —j(w)w,jw)r +j(r)w)
(Ga, Ggl = [V (Gra, Guwa) ;v (Grg, Gup)] = v (5 (Gra) Grp — 7 (Gua) Gups J (Guwa) Grp + 7 (Gra) Gup)

0G5 0Gra .
‘Ffr‘aﬁ—U<aé_—a_a—§ﬂ+](G”’a)G’rﬁ_j(Gwa) ng,0> (34)
0Guws  OCwa . .
Fuwap = <0, dgo — B + 7 (Gua) Grg + J (Gra) ng> (35)

With the signature (1,3):
[v (r,w) v (', w)] = —v (G (r)r" = j (w)w', j (w) r' + 5 (r) w')
[Ga, Ggl = = (V(J (Gra) Grp = § (Guwa) Gup, J (Guwa) Grg + J (Gra) Gup))

0G5 9Gra .
raf — — - Gra Gr - Gwa Gw 70 36
Frap = =0 (G = e +(Gra) Gy = (Gun) G0 (36)
0Gus  OCuwa ,
waf — T 07— - Gwa Gr Gra Gw 37
P = =0 (0. 5 = O 4 (Ga) Gu 4 (Gr) Gus ) 37)
ASGTOZO;GwOZOZ
fraO:_ag?Da;
]:waoz_aggéa;

A key point is that in a change of gauge F changes as :

]:g?ozﬁ - ‘FGaﬁ (m) = Adx(m)]:Gaﬁ

so this is a linear map, and not an affine map. And we have similarly in the Clifford context:

]:g?ozﬁ - ]:Ga,B (m) = Adx(m)]:ozﬁ

Thanks to this property, F¢ is a two form on M valued in the adjoint bundle : Pg [T1Spin, Ad],
which is a vector bundle.

In any model involving the gravitational field we should consider the variables v (Gra, Guwg) ,
U (Frap, Fwag) - But the potential G has several drawbacks : several theorems (and we will give a
proof in the next sections) show that it cannot figure explicitely in a lagrangian, and because it lives
in an affine bundle it fails to meet the most important prerequisite of QM. So practically the key
variable if Fg. And actually in electromagnetism the ”field” is represented by F and the potential
has a dubious status (even if the Aharonov-Bohm effect shows the physical reality of potential).
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Scalar product
As Fg figures explicitely in lagrangians, the simplest specification uses a scalar product. From
the properties of F there is a natural scalar product, defined in 3 steps.

i) The Lorentz scalar product on R* can be extended to the Clifford algebra by taking the basis
of the Clifford algebra as orthonormal.

That is : <€i1'~~~'€ik7€j1'~~~'€jl>cl = 5kl77i1j1 oMy € (lek) € (jljl)

So we can take the scalar product on CI(R, 3,1) for «, 8, A, u, m fixed :

<]:Gaﬁ( ) ]:é)\u( )>Cl = < (]'—raﬁa]'—waﬁ) (]:rkw ;Au) >Cl
=YF, Fisu (€0 -e1,60 - €1) + Fr g Fin, (€0 - €2,€0 - €2) + Fob o s Fun, (€0 - €3, €0 - €3)
+]:§ ]:rA,u <€2 €1,€2 €1> +]:3 ]:r)\# <<€1 €3,€1 -83> + ]:,} 5]:;1%“ <€3 +€9,E3 '€2>}

= (_]:1];1 ]:1/111)\;1 - ]: ozB]: ]: ozB]: + ]:7‘ ]:rku + ]:7%1,8]:7/‘2)\;1 + ‘Frlaﬁ]::‘l)\u)

1 w w
= 411 (]:f‘a,@]:rku - ]:waﬂ]: )
1
<]:Goz6 (m) 7'FéAu (m)>0l = Z (]:rozB]: ]:wozB]:/ ) (38)

The result does not depend on the signature.

ii) With the metric g on TM* one can lift a 2-form by :

F& =0, 979" Fary

and compute point wise :

<]:G0¢ﬁafg'lﬁ>0l = %Eku ga)\gﬁ,u (‘Fﬁaﬁ‘/—:’r/‘)\u - ‘Fwa,@]:/ )

iii) The scalar product is then taken by integration over the area of the system :
(Fa, Fg) = Jo (Fa (m), F'¢ (m)) w4 (m)

with the volume form on M induced by the metric.

This scalar product is invariant in a change of gauge because the scalar product in the Clifford
algebra is invariant by Ad. It is non degenerate but not definite positive.

This leads to the definition of the Hodge dual of F:

*F € Ao (M;T1Spin (R, 3,1)) = Vu € Ay (M;T1Spin (R,3,1)) :

*F A= (F,pywy and (F,F) = [ +*F AF

There is a useful property which is actually more general.

Proposition 15 On the Lie algebra T1U of a Lie group U, endowed with a symmetric scalar product
()p,r which is preserved by the adjoint map :
VX,Y,Z e hU : (X,]Y, Z]) = ([X,Y], Z)

Proof. Vg € U : (Ad,X, Ad,Y) = (X,Y)
take the derivative with respect to g at g =1 for Z € ThU :
(Ady XY (2) = ad (2) (X) = 2. X]
(2, X],Y)+(X,[2,Y]) = 0= (X,[Y, Z]) = ([Z,X],Y)
exchange X,Z:
? <Z7 [Y,XD = <[X7 Z] 7Y> = - <[Zv X] 7Y> = <X7 [Yv Z]> = <Z7 [X7 Y]> u
<G0H [Gﬁ’ G’Y]> = <[Ga7 Gﬁ] 7G’Y>
(Faap, [Farm Faenl) = ([Faap, Farul s Facn)
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Scalar curvature

The traditional representation of General Relativity relies on the Ricci tensor, and the scalar
curvature which defines the Hilbert action. It is necessary to see how it relates to the scalar product
above.

The connection on Pg induces a linear connection on Pg [R4, Ad] with Christoffell symbols,
expressed in the matrix form in so(3,1) :

[Lca (m)] = [K (Guwa)l + J (Gra)

The covariant derivative of a section V € X (PG [R4, Ad]) is then :
3 3 3 A j «
VMV:Z(M O(6V+Zg OPG( ) VJ) ( )®d§
This connection defines an exterior covariant derivative V2,
Pg [R4, Ad], and so acting on VM :

VI(VM) = X apyij Rlugy XdEX NdEP @i (m) @ &7 (m)

where R is the Riemann curvature of the connection G . This is a 2 form on M, valued in
Pg [R*, Ad] ® Pg [R*, Ad]”

gﬁj = 5aFEﬁj — 980 + 20 (Picakrlfwm‘ - PEBkFgaj)

which can be expressed in the holonomic basis of a chart on M:

R =3 0pyijhivn BipdE™ N dEP @ POE, ® P,;ﬂdiG

Deno‘ping t [Feap] = [K (Fuwap)] + [ (Frap)] = 2 a ]:gia@ [Ka] ‘

[Rag]! = (10aT 5] — [05Taa] + [Tal [Cas] ~ [Fo) [Canl)t = [Fasl]

R =Y 1opys; [Foas] d€® A de? @ &, (m) @ 7 (m)

acting on forms on M valued in

To the connection G is associated an usual affine connection, which has for Christoffel symbols

; /
o= 17 (0 41, 07)
so that the related covariant derivative V of a vector field on M has the same value either if it

is expressed in the holonomic basis in a chart, or as a section of Pg [R4, Ad}
In matrix form :

[Ta] = [P] (9aP") + [Caa] [P')) & [Toa] = ([P] [Fa] = [0.P1) [P]

It is symmetri@y, and is the Lévy-Civita connectlor}: 1ﬁfy :

Va,m [Ba] | = ((PY(9aP)+ Paal (P} = [Ts] | = (P1([05P) + [Fas] [P,
(656) V,@ (aga)

The usual Rlemann curvature of this affine connection is the multilinear map :
R: %(TM) = X(TM):: R(X,Y,Z) = VxVyZ - VyVxZ— V[X v1Z

In the basis of a chart it reads :

R=3(0m Yom aﬂndga AN dEP ® 0¢, @ den

with : R, = {Raﬂ}

o] =[] = o] + [2] 2] - 2] ]

Expressing the value of [fa] with respect to [['ga] :

[Ras] = [P)[Faas] [P
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Proof. [Ealg}

= [0 P)[95P') + [0aP] 5] [P') + [P) [03,P'| + [P] [0aTas] [P
+[P] [65] [0a P') = [05P) [0aP') = 105 P) [Tl [P'] = [P] |92, ']

— [P (05T o) [P'] — [P] [Fa] [95P'] + [P) [0 P') [P} (95 P

+[P] [Lca] [P')[P]95P') + [P) [0 P') [P) [Ccip) [P

+[P] [Cal [P'] [P] [Cas] [P'] = [P][0P') [P [0 P]

— [P] [Las) [P'][P][0aP') = [P) [05P') [P} [Cia] [P

~ [P T3] [P'][P][Caa] [P

= +[P)([0aT 5] — [95T cia] + [Pl [Pap] — [Tp) [Peal) [P
+OPI9aP] ~ 105710, ] + [P10o P P[0,

— [P [95P'] [P] [0aP'] + [0a P [Cas] [P'] = [95P) D] [P

P a] 0aP'] = [P L] 1057 + [Pl [l 027

~(P) [Tl [0.17) + P10 P [P) Dol [P~ P[9P [P el [P
= [P] [Faap) [P'] + [0a P [03P") = [05P] [0 P'

~ 0uP) (P [P) [05P"] + [05P) [P [P) [0uP’] + [0 P] [T P
—[05P] [Pal [P'] + [P] [Ces] [0 '] = [P) [Pl [95 ') + [P) [Cea) [05P]
~ [P][Cas][0aP'] ~ [0aP] [P'][P] [Tas] [P'] + [ P) [P'] [P] D) [P
= [P] [Fgap] [P

with [P][0aP'] + [0.P][P']=0 =

that is :

R =5 (g1 Lo [P} [Foasl; [P de* N dg? © 06, ® de”

R S sy S [Faaall e A d? & [P 0, & [P)] de

5 3 1 e j
R= Z{aﬁ}'yn Zij:O [‘FGQIQ]J dg A dé-ﬂ & €i (m) ® e’ (m) =R
So the two Riemann curvatures are the same object, expressed in different bases.

3

D Fasl; [P [P, = Ris, ZRaﬂn Z]:Gozﬁ Falj

ij=0

The Ricci tensor is the contraction on the two indices v, 8 of R:

Ric = Zan Ricandé™ @ d&"

Rican = 5 Rp, = Yijp Riugi PUPY = £ ([P} [Rag] [P']),

— Y4 (IP) (19aT6s] + [Ccal [Cas)) [P

0L p] + [Cal [Das] = Yo 0a G [a] + X GLGY [l [14] = [Feas]
[]:Gaﬁ] - []:Gﬁa]

= %0 (a8 — 0368 ) Inal + 0 GG [l ] — GAG [ [

= 50 (026G = 0568 + [Gay G5]") ] = X2, Fas [l

Ricay = Y ([P] [Fap] [P')),
The Ricci tensor is sgfmmetrlc with the Levy Civita connection:

Y5 (1P [Faasl [PN)D = X4 ([P) [Fans) [P

The scalar curvature is deﬁned through the metric g :
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R =5, 07 Ricon = Sy 0" Ry = S [Ros] (o710 = S ([Bos] [571])
R =35, 9" (IP) Fap) [P = Lo, (1P} Faas) [P [PV ) (PY')
B

R = Z( (Feas) ] [P)') (40)

[e3

In a change of gauge R does not change:

P = [P] = (PI[n (x )]

[Faap] = [AdyFas] = [ ()] [Feas] [P (x )]

7] = 1P & [P = 1P [0 (x )]
5

B= Y0 (1P [0 ()] [0 0O Fas] [0 ()] ) [0 ()] (P))
= S (IP1Fasl P) = R

The scalar curvature does not depend on the signature :
FGap = —FGap, ] = — 1]

B

(e

The Killing form on so(3,1) is :
B([K (w)] + J [r], [K ()] + [J (")]) = 277 (K (w)] + J []) (K (w")] + J [I'])) = 4 (w'w" —r'7")
thus the scalar product reads:

<-7:Ga6 (m) afé:,m (m)>01 = i (]::QB]:;)\H - ]:12&,8]:121)\ )

37 (1K (Fuas)] + I Frasl) ([K (Fora) ] + 7 [Fin]))
7 (7ol 7))

Rap| = [P [Fag] [P') & [Fag] = [P'] [Ras] [P]

Feap (m), Fip, (m)) = 4Tr ([P [Ras| (P [P) RS, ] (PY)
=377 ([Ros] |3,

(Fa (m), Fg (m))

= oy Chmo (Foas (), Flon (m)) 9™

=3 Z{aﬁ} Ziumzo 99" HRZ))\MRZBP

N~

So the scalar curvature can be computed in the framework of fiber bundle and connection. As

seen above it makes explicit the tetrad, but leaves open the choice of the connection, which is not
necessarily torsion free. In this respect this representation is an improvement on the Einstein-Cartan
models, and should be easier to study. But it also rises a question : we have two possible, consistent,
ways to investigate the interaction gravitational field / matter : through the scalar product (the
”Yang-Mills way” ), and the scalar curvature (the ”Hilbert action” way). Is there a ”right solution”
7 At first it seems that the second, which has been experimentally checked, is the obvious answer.
But we look here at particles, for which the action of the gravitational field is not really known.
Moreover in astrophysics it is clear that GR does not provides a satisfying solution for the motion of
stars and galaxies, which needs the addition of a problematic ”dark matter”. The theorems of QM,
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as expressed in my paper, are valid whatever the scale : the only prerequisite is the formulation of
the model. As long as we do not consider any internal, physically identifiable structure (as it is the
case for stars in a galaxy), the motion can be represented by a Spin, and it adds an ingredient which
is absent of the usual GR : the rotation. Intuitively we can see that the rotation of stars adds a
significant amount of energy, which should be accounted for in the computation of the gravitational
field. And of course the Spin model works only with the scalar product (F, F’).

Cosmological constant

One of the hot topics of GR is the cosmological constant. It appears usually in the action as a
scalar added to the scalar curvature, which is consistent with the scalar Hilbert action. The Einstein
equation in the vacuum is, with a cosmological constant A:

Rica,@ - %gag (R + A) =0

It acts as a ”pressure”, positive or negative, to impact the expansion of the Universe in Cosmo-
logical models.

Even if Cosmology is out of the topics of this paper, there are some issues which stand in
particles Physics :

i) as we will see in the next sections, in a Yang-Mills model a particle has no "mass at rest” in
the absence of a gravitational field

ii) a material body is never ”at rest” because it must travel along its world line, intuitively one
can see its "energy at rest” as its kinetic energy in this fundamental motion,

iii) but the "engine” of this motion should be somewhat linked to the gravitational field itself

iv) if all this hints at the existence of a fundamental gravitational field, of cosmological nature,
it should show some privileged direction : at any given point the light cone has a tangible physical
meaning.

In a fiber bundle framework one can be a bit more sophisticated than a single scalar to deal with
this issue. The simplest way would be to assume the existence of a constant (meaning which is not
affected by the local distribution of matter and energy) field Fog so that the observable gravitational
field would be Fg 4+ Foq. This is just a generalization of the scalar A added to the curvature.
However this specification is not compatible with the change of gauge. An alternate solution is to
assume that the observable field is a deformation of a fundamental field Foi : Fo = Ad,Foq where
o € X (Pg) is a section which sums up the effects of the local distribution of matter and fields. In
some way this is similar to the treatment of the spin of a particle : S =~C (o) Sp.

Because Fg is valued in the vector bundle Pg [T1Spin, Ad)] if, in a system, the variable F¢g €
Ay (M; Pg [T1Spin, Ad)) belongs to some Banach vector space f, it is liable to the theorems of
QM. We have a representation (T7Spin, Ad) of the Spin group, and there is a structure of Hilbert
space on F, and so a scalar product, denoted ( ), definite positive, preserved by Ad, on F. Thus
(Fa, Fa) = (Foa, Fog) # 0 and as a consequence Fg is always non null. However it is clear that
this scalar product is not the one which has been defined previously, which is non degenerate but
not definite positive.

Then we could expect that there is some privileged motions, and notably translational (r=0).

The full expression of Faas is with o = a + v (r, w) + bes € X (Pg)

Ada]:GaB = -%Gozﬁ =v (fraﬁafwaﬁ)
j':raﬁ =

[(a®?+b%+ab+ Lrir) + (a+b)j(r
= [~ (ab+ 7'7) + (a =) j (w) + § [2j(w)j (r) +j () j ()] Fuap



Fuap = [(w'w +4ab) + (a+b) j (w) + 1 [j () 5 (1) + 25 (1) 5 (w)]] Fras

+ [(a® + 0% — ab — qw'w) + (a = b)j (r) = 7 [ (w) j (w) = 5 (r) j (r) + 5 (r) j (0)] Fuap

Thus if If 0 = a,, + v (0, w)

Frap = [a] = 37 (W) j ()] Frag — [aw) (w)] Fuas

Fuap = [4(a2 — 1) I+ awj (w)] Frap + [I — 1j (W) j (0)] Fuas

The 6x6 matrix Fg — .7-'G has 3 eigen values, notably 1 and a2, > 1. The eigen vector for 1 is
(O, 0, O, w1, w2, ’LU3) .

0 (Frass Fuas) = 0 (Frags Fua) i+ Frap =0, Foqs = ku

So if

Forap =0, Fgap =€ (o, B) Zj Pixi X0=2a2 —1,X7 =a,W;,j=1,2,3

then the gravitational field would not change in a gauge transformation ¢ = a + v (0,W). In
some way it would be the ”cosmological expansion” of the universe.

Of course this is very speculative. An experimental verification would need the comparison of
the gravitational field, at the same location, for observers with a relative velocity. Anyway for a
more practical purpose in the following we can only consider the variable F¢ : the introduction of
an additional section o would be of no use.

There is much to study on the gravitational model, but we need to clarify two points :

- how to represent the fields other than the gravitational field ?

- how to treat particles and fields in an integrated model based on the principle of least action
? This encompasses notably the problem of ”point size particles”.

This is the main subject of the next sections.
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Part I11
MODELS OF PARTICLES AND FIELDS

9 THE OTHER FORCES FIELDS
9.1 The standard Model

There are 3 force fields (the status of the ”Higgs field” is open) which interact with particles, besides
the gravitational field :

- the electromagnetic field

- weak interactions

- strong interactions

They are the main topic of Quantum Theory of Fields (QTF) and their representation is sum-
marized in the Standard model.

9.1.1 The group representation

To each field force is associated a compact real Lie group :

- SU(3) for the strong force

- U(1)xSU(2) for the electroweak force

- U(1) for the electromagnetic force

Thus for all of them together the group is SU(3)xSU(2)xU(1) but because of their range and
characteristics we have three ”layers” : U(1) , U(1)xSU(2), U(1)xSU(2)xSU(3) which can be
considered. The Higgs field is represented through a complex valued function.

The Standard Model is a version of the ” Yang-Mills” model, adaptated to the Special Relativity
geometry :

i) each of the groups or product of groups defines a principal bundle over M.

ii) the physical characteristics of the particles are vectors of a space which is a linear represen-
tation of the group, so they are vectors of vector bundle associated to the principal bundles

iii) the field itself is represented by a principal connection, which acts on the vector bundles

Because the groups are compact, the representations are sum of finite dimensional complex
representations, usually the standard representation, but the combination of the groups give a
picture which is quite complicated. The elementary particles show as vectors of the basis in these
representations.

The state of the particles is then represented in a tensorial bundle, combining the spin (for the
geometric characteristics) and the charges (for the physical characteristics). The masses are defined
separately, because it is necessary to distinguish the proper mass and an apparent mass resulting
from the screening by virtual particles.

The lagrangian is then built from scalar products and the Dirac’s operator.
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9.1.2 Fermions and bosons

Fermions

The interaction of matter particles, that we will call ”fermions” *, with force fields involve
”charges”, which together with their spin fully characterize the particles.The fermions are orga-
nized in 3 ”generations”, comprised each of 2 leptons and 2 quarks :

- First generation : quarks "up” and ”down”, electron, neutrino.

- Second generation : quarks ”charm” and ”strange”, muon, muon neutrino

- Third generation : quarks ”top” and ”bottom”, tau and tau neutrino

The stability decreases with each generation, the first generation constitute the usual matter.
Each type of particle is called a ”flavour”.

The ”charges” are :

- colour (strong interactions) : each type of quark can have one of 3 different colors (blue, green,
red) and they are the only ones to interact with the strong field

- hypercharge (electroweak interaction) : all elementary particles have an hypercharge (-2,-
1,0,1,2) and interact with the weak field

- electric charge (electromagnetic interactions) : except the neutrinos all elementary particles
have an electric charge and interact with the electromagnetic field

Each fermion (as it seems also true for the neutrinos) has a mass and so interacts also with the
gravitational field.

Each particle is represented by a spinor with 4 components, and in weak and strong interactions
the left and right component interact differently with the fields.

Moreover each fermion has an associated antiparticle, which is represented by ”conjugation”
of the particle. In the process the charge changes (color becomes ”anticolor” which are different,
hypercharge takes the opposite sign), left handed spinors are exchanged with right handed spinors,
but the mass is the same.

Linear combination of these fermions give resonances which have usually a very short life. Stable
elementary particles (such as the proton and the neutron) are ”"bound states” of elementary particles,
represented as tensorial combinations of these fermions.

1

Bosons
The "bosons” are particles which carry the forces. They are :

- 8 gluons (corresponding each to one of the basis vector space of the Lie algebra su(3)) : they
have no electric charge but each of them carries a color and an anticolor. They are massless. They
are their own antiparticles.

- 3 bosons W7 (corresponding each to one of the basis vector space of the Lie algebra su(2))
which carry weak hypercharge and have a mass.

- 1 boson B (corresponding to one of the basis vector space of the Lie algebra u(1)) carries an
hypercharge and a mass.

- 1 Higgs boson, which has two binded components, is its own antiparticle and has a mass but
no charge or color

The bosons W,B combine linearly to give the photon, the neutral boson Z and the charged
bosons W*. The photon and Z are their antiparticle, W+ are the antiparticle of each other. So

I Fermions and bosons have a more general definition, related to the ”Fermi statistic’. However in the present
framework of elementary particles there is no risk of confusion.
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in the Standard Model photons are not elementary particles (at least when eletroweak interactions
are considered).
Bosons are represented as potential of the force fields, that is 1-forms over M

9.1.3 The issues

The Standard Model does not sum up all of QTF, which encompasses many other aspects of the
interactions between fields and particles. However there are several open issues in the Standard
Model.

1. The Standard Model, built in the Special Relativity geometry, ignores gravitation. Consider-
ing the discrepancy between the forces at play, this is not really a problem for a model dedicated to
the study of elementary particles. QTF is rooted in the Poincaré’s algebra, and the localized state
vectors, so it has no tool to handle trajectories, which are a key component of differential geometry.

2. The Higgs boson, celebrated recently, raises almost as many questions than it gives answers.
It has been introduced in what can be considered as a ”patch”, needed to solve the issue of masses
for fermions and bosons. The Dirac’s operator, as it is used for the fermions, does not give a definite
positive scalar product and is null (and so their mass) whenever the particles are chiral. And as for
the bosons, the equivariance in a change of gauge forbids the explicit introduction of the potential,
which is assumed to be their correct representation. The Higgs boson solves these problems, but
at the cost of many additional parameters, and the introduction of a ”fifth force” which it should
carry.

3. From a semi-classic lagrangian, actually most of the implementation of the Standard Model re-
lies on ”particles to particles” interactions, detailed by Feynmann’s diagram and computed through
pertubatives methods. In many ways the actual QTF is, under a sophisticated guise, a return to
the action at a distance physics, the bosons and other virtual particles making the link. Of course
this is consistent with a discrete representation of the world, but also difficult to conciliate with the
wave functions representing particles.

4. The range of the weak and strong interactions is not well understood. Formally it is rep-
resented by the introduction of a ”Yukawa potential” (which appears as a ”constant coupling” in
the Standard Model), proportional to %exp (—km) which implies that if the mass m of the carrier
boson is not null the range decreases quickly with the distance r. Practically, as far as the system
which is studied is limited to few particles, this is not a big issue.

5. We could wish to incorporate the three groups in a single one, meanwhile encompassing the
gravitational field and explaining the hierarchy between the forces. This is the main topic of the
Great Unification Theories (GUT) (see Sehbatu for a review of the subject). The latest, undergone
by Garrett Lisi, invokes the exceptional Lie group E8. Its sheer size (it has 248 dimensions) enables
to account for every thing, but also requires the introduction of as many parameters.

An option, which has been studied by Trayling and Lisi, would be to start, not from Lie groups,
but from Clifford algebras as we have done for the gravitational field. The real dimension of
SU(3)xSU(2)xU(1) is 12 = 8 + 3 + 1 which implies to involve at least a Clifford algebra (dimension
2™) on a four dimensional vector space and it makes sense to look at its complexified C1(C,4). The
groups would then be Spin subgroups of the Clifford algebra. We have the following isomorphisms :

U (1) ~ Spin (R,2)

SU (2) ~ Spin (R, 3)

but there is no simple isomorphism for SU(3).

87



Albeit all together they are part of CI(R, 10).

9.2 Model of particles and fields

In the following we present a ”basic model”, which does not pretend to be any kind of GUT, but
a tool to study our main concern regarding the representation of particles and fields.

9.2.1 The hypotheses

We have already the representation of the motion of particles, including their kinematical charac-
teristics. In addition to the hypotheses already made in General Relativity, we assume the following

i) There is a m dimensional connected real compact Lie group U. Its Lie algebra Th\U has for
m

basis (?a) .

ii) The ;hysical features of particles are represented in a complex n dimensional vector space F),
with basis (f;);_, and (F, o) is a faithful representation of U

iii) For any system there is a principal bundle structure Py (M, U, my) over M, with trivialization
wu : M xU — Py such that the value of the physical characteristics of a particle at m as measured
by an observer is a vector : (py (m,1), @) ~ ((pU (m,g),o0 (g’l) (;5) of the associated vector bundle
$=Fy [Fv Q] : .

w) There is a principal connection with potential A € Ay (M, ThU) on Py such that the holo-
nomic basis fj (m) = (pu (m, 1), f;) is parallel transported on the world line of the standard ob-
servers (the same as for Pg)

9.2.2 Particles

Physical state

U can be SU(3), SU(2), U(1) or any of their product. As U is compact, it has finite dimensional
unitary representations. We will assume that the principal bundle is trivial (which makes sense in
the bounded area of a system).

The ”physical state” of the particle is represented by a vector of Py [F, p] which is measured
by comparing the interaction of the particle with known fields to the interaction of other particles.
These particles, which provide the standard, are the ”elementary particles”. So we can see the
vectors (f;);_, as a representation of these standards. In this context the ”charges” that the
particle carry are represented in the vector ¢ € F', so the elementary particles have all distinct,
unitary, charges. So there is not a quantity such as the charge of the electron, which could be
measured in some units. What we can say is that, with respect to the electromagnetic field, a
particle behave ”like an electron”. And indeed, in which unit could we measure the colour ? So
one can expect that n > m. The group SU(3)xSU(2)xU(1) has the dimension 12 and we have 12
fermions, but which are further differentiated by these charges (each quark can have one of 3 colors,
and one of two distinct hypercharge), and moreover to each particle is associated an antiparticle
(the anticolors are distinct from the colors).
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In the representation Py [F, o] there is no geometry involved, so there is no concept of time
and stability of the particle. However in the concept of particle there is the concept of a localized
quantity, that we will see below.

(F,0' (1)) is a representation of T1U. U is a real Lie group, and the connection is also real :
Ae N (M;TyU) is valued in the real Lie algebra T7U. The potential A lives in an affine bundle
over the adjoint bundle Py [T1U, Ad] where Ad is the usual adjoint map : Ad : U — L(ThU; ThU).

To a trivialization is associated a gauge : py (m) = gy (m, 1) and we assume that the standard
observers use this gauge. A change of gauge in Py is defined by a section x € X (Py) :

p = v (m,g) = gu (m,x (m) g)
Pu (m) = Bu (m) =Fu (m. 1) = pu (m.x (m)")
A section g =py (m, g (m)) € X (Py) becomes :

g =¢uv (m,g(m)) = oy (m,g(m)) = g(m) = x (m)g(m)
In the vector bundle PU [F Q]

£ (m) = £ (m) = (u (pU m)-x (m) " i) ~ o (x (m) 1) £ (m)

A section ¢ (m) = (pu (m 1) X (Py [F, o]) becomes :

£(m)=(pu (m,1),6 (m)) = U(mx<m> 1) 60m) = Fm) = 0 (x (m) 6 (m)
6 (m) = S5 & (m) £ (m) = S, & (m) T, (m)

= &1 (m) = Sy lo (x (m))]} ¢* (m)

The potential becomes :

pu (m) = A (m) > A (m) = Ady (A (m) = L' ()X (m))

N

¢ may change over the trajectory of a particle. The changes occur, either because the value of
the fields change, or because the frames used to measure it change. In both cases the changes go
through the representation o. If there were no field, one can assume that ¢ would be fixed for the
gauge. As ¢ is a characteristic of the particle, it seems logical that it should keep some feature of
¢ over its life. So we make the assumption that the representation [F), g] is faithful (or equivalently
effective, or free) :

VoeF,g,9 €U:{o(g)p=0(g)p=>9=9} e {olgp=0=9=1}

Then for any map : ¢ : [0,7] — F and ¢o € F there is a map: © : [0,T] — Py such that :
¢ (t) = 0(© (1)) ¢o

And conversely, for ¢q fixed, ¢ is uniquely defined by a map © : [0, 7] — Py.

Quantization - Physical state

The physical state of a particle is fully defined by the value of ¢ € Py [F, o] and in the Schrédinger
picture the map ¢ : [0,7] — F sums up this state in a system. Any model including this map as
variable is liable to the theorems of QM.

Py [F, o] is a representation of the compact group U, which is completely reducible in a sum
of unitary, irreducible, orthogonal finite dimensional representations of U. The basis of F' gives the
standards to measure ¢, so it is legitimate to assume that (F, o) is itself a unitary representation.

As a consequence :

i) there is a definite positive hermitian scalar product on F, which is denoted (),

ii) this scalar product is preserved by o0: (0 (g9) ¢, 0(9) ¢')y = (0, 9)y

iii) there is an orthonormal basis and we will assume that (f;);_, is orthonormal
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iv) This scalar product can be extended to PU [F, o] by :
F,Fre X (Py[F,g)): (F,F) = [, (f (m), f' (m)) =
and (f; (m));_ is orthonormal

%
v) ¢’ (1) is anti-unitary and the matrices [Q’ (1) 6 a} = [#,] are antihermitian :

6a] = — [0u)" (41)
dig (0(9) 9, 0(9) )y lg=1
— (Lo od) +(sde)d)
= (' (6.6 + (0 de0)¢') =0

Full model for particles

We have two distinct representations for particles : the geometric one with the spin which rep-
resents the motion, and the ”physical” one which represents the interaction with the other fields.
In order to account for the interactions between the two features, a theorem of QM says that it is
possible to replace the two separate representations by their tensorial product.

The principal bundle is @ (M, Spin(3,1) x U, mg) corresponding to the choice of frames both
for the geometrical and the physical parts, with trivialization : ¢g : M x (Spin(3,1) x U) — @ =
q=1q (m,(s,9))

and gauge : q(m) = ¢g (m, (1,1))

A change of gauge is given by a map :

X : M — (Spin (3,1) x U) : ¢ = ¢q (m,(s,9)) = pq (m,x (m) (s,9))

One can extend the action of the Spin group to the action of the Clifford algebra. We define
the action ¥ of CI(R,3,1) x U on E ® F by the unique linear extension of:
9:Cl(R,3,1)xU - L(EQF;EQF)::9(s,9)(S®¢)=~C(s)(S)®0(g) ()
to all tensors on £ @ F
This is a morphism from CI (R,3,1) on L(E ® F; E® F) : ¥ is linear and preserves the Clifford
product
Proof. 9 (s-s',99")(S®¢)=~C(s-s
=7C (s )O”YC( N(S)@x(g)oely
—70( ) (VC () (S )) (9)(9(9
=(C(s)®e(9) (O (s )(S) 0
=7C(s) @e(9) (O (s) © Q(g')(5®¢)
=(70(8)® (9)) o (vC () )
=0 (s,9) 00 (s,9)) (S@ ¢
I(1,1D)(S©¢) =1C1)(S)e(l)(¢)=5¢ m
0 (0, 1)) = 7C (o) ¥ = 35 C (o)1, ¥*"e; @ fi
The map ¢ defines a representation of Cl (R,3,1) x U on E ® F . So we have an action of the
Clifford bundle C1(M) on the vector bundle Q [E ® F, 9] ~ Pg [E,vC] ® Py [F, o] .

NI

A particle is localized, the state of a particle at each point is represented by a tensor 1 of the
bundle @ [E ® F,9]. The state of the particle is represented by ¢ and this is the variable which
enters the lagrangian. It reads ;
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4 n
— Z Z ) ® £; (m) in matrix form : [¢],.., (42)

In a change of gauge: _ _

Y7 =31 i O (R)]) [0 (©))] 9H

So a particle can appear to be composed of several ”elementary particles” localized at the same
point (a proton is composed of 3 quarks udd and a neutron uud) which moves together and give
its physical and spin characteristics.

The scalar product on £ ® F' is necessarily defined as :

W) = Y Dol 8500 9™ = Y lolk 07 ™ = Tr ([9]" o) [v) (43)
It is preserved by ¥ : _
V7 =3 Yl bC (W) Lo ©) PH |
(4,9) = X ol BT [ OV, 8™ 1€ ()] [e (©)) v
=3 (WC (8)]" [vo] WC ()Y ([0 (©)] [e (©)]) ¢ " s
=3 ol WC ()] By

Because the representations (EO,WC) , (F, 0) are faithful it is the same for (EO R F, 19). The
state of a particle is then represented by a map : ¢ : [0,T] — @ [Eo ® F, 19} .The trajectory is

defined by the projection po (t) = wg (¢ (t)) from Q [EO ® F, 19} onto M. We assume that it is
admissible.

Quantization
The vector space Ey ® F is globally invariant by ¢ for o, x © € Spin(3) x U. The set of maps :
F={tr:[0,T] = Eo @ F 29, (t) = 0 (0,0) 1po, 0, x © € Spin(3) x U,vpg € By @ F'}
is a vector space and (F,¥) is a representation of the compact group Spin(3) x U.
Endowed with the scalar product :

(r ) = fo (0 (00 (£),0 (£) 0,9 (07, (), ©' (1)) ) dt

it is a Hllbert space So we can extend the results of Special Relativity.

The principal bundle Q has a sub-bundle @, defined by restriction of Spin(3,1) to Spin(3) and
the associated bundle Q [Eo ® F, 19} has a sub-bundle @, [Ey ® F,9,].

For trajectories which are defined by the same vector field V and origin x : uo (t) = @y (¢, x)
the map :

U [0,T] = Qr [Bo @ Fy ;] w: by (1) = 30,47 (t) ei (po (1) @ £ (1o (1))

is such that ¥, € F

There is a basis of orthonormal sections (np) of the Hilbert space F defined by :

Vrp (Bv (.2) = XN enj2 gt g Pra (8) 3270 27y Wiy ()] €: f; where Prg is a harmonic
polynomial

with [wrp]” [WRe] = dpq
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and ¥, (1) = YN enja Xpe i drprp (10 (1) where dp, € C
The vectors ¥, are defined all over  , so they define sections on Q, [Ey ® F,¥,].
The action of the groups is then such that :

9 (9r,90) r (8) = Yieryo Lo f dipe (9) ¥y (@0 (810 7' )

= L4 S 0C (9)]i [ (9u)]; [ () e @ f

with Pgy ([gr]_l x) =YY= R IRy (9-)]; Pnp () where [Ky (g)] is the matrix of the action on
harmonic polynomials.

Urp (v (Blor] " w) ) = 9 (90 1) SR (K (90))) vy (v (1)

The value v, which is measured for v, is any combination : %, (t) = Z})VOGN/2 Zg?jg d/];wjvp (up (1))

-2

with d/N\p = 0 or for a finite number of components d/N\p = dnyp , with the probability : %.

p

Each physical state 1//): which is observed correspond to some finite linear combinations of the
Y Rp. Because we observe only different types of particles, with similar spatial states, we can assume
that there are only a finite number of privileged combinations, denoted (pr);vzl of these sections
in Q. [Fo ® F|. Each particle of the same type has, in a given system, the same behaviour for the
same initial conditions (x and initial velocity) so their world lines are defined by the same vector
field w, :pup (1) = Py, (7,2) . This vector defines itself a each point an element o, (7), and by

Yp (1) = V(0w (T),1)Yrp (T) a section 3, € X (Q [Eo ® FD . For a system with a network of

observers the trajectories are then defined by a function : f, € Co (M;RL) by V,, (m) = f, (m) uy.
So we can make the assumptions :

i) There are a finite number N of particles
ii) In a given system , for each type p of particle, there is a section v, € X (Q {E@ ®FD

and for each initial conditions a vector o, € Ey @ F and a function (depending on the observer)
fp € Coo (M;Ry)such that :

Yp (m) =V (0 (m), O (m)) Yo, defines uniquely the sections o € Pg,0 € Py

ow (M) = ay + v (0, w) belongs to the projection of o (m) on Spin(3,1)/Spin(3)

the world line of the particle is defined by the vector field : U, (m) = cAd,,e0 (m)

the trajectory of the particle is : u, (t) = g (Yp (t)) = Py (¢, x) where x is the initial position
on Q3 (0) and V, (m) = f, (m) U, (m)

Remarks :

i) The section 1, alone does not define a set of curves, it does when associated to 1, because
the representation is faithful. So any particle of the same type with the same initial conditions
follow the same curve. For instance all free particles are of the same type, and they follow the same
curves if the initial conditions are identical.

ii) But to define a trajectory we need more, whence the vector field V,,, which depends on the
observer and is defined by a function f,.

o tm) = /=, ) = T (14)
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iii) We could expect that each elementary particle figures in the set (wp);])V:l but not necessarily
(quarks have never been observed individually).

v) The spatial spin is no longer defined by a vector S, but by the sign of o, () (or o, (t)) with
respect to V in the decomposition. Any type of particle can have a spin up or down.

The Schrodinger equation holds for a particle on its trajectory. So there is a self-adjoint operator
H such that

Wy (1) = (exp g5tH) ¥, (0)
¥p ((I)Vp (t,x)) = (exp %tH) ¥p ((I)Vp (0,2))

The sections v, can be seen as "matter fields” : they are defined all over Q2 and depend on the
characteristics of the particles. They are "virtual” in that they take the form of particles only when
initial conditions are defined. So we have achieved one part of our endeavour. Of course there is
not a particle present at each point and we will see how to deal with this issue.

Example : electromagnetism
The group is U(1), the complex numbers of module 1, and its Lie algebra is R. This is an abelian
group, so its irreducible representations are unidimensional. Assuming that it is finite then :
o= 2?21 @’ f; where each vector f; corresponds to some definite value of the charge, and the
action of U(1) is: o0 (") = ¢ where 6 € R.
Our assumptions about ¢ gives that this is a vector ¢ = e? ¢y defined up to a scalar, each type

of particles corresponding to a specific charge. The scalar product on F is : (¢, ¢) = ?:1 EJW
which is invariant by U(1) and (¢, ¢) = Ct is assumed constant for each type of particle. The tensor

Y is then : ¢ = vC (0w) Py with 1, = eiH'YO (o) So ® o = eiﬁ,yc (or) Ypo
9.2.3 Fields

Other fields than gravity

The frames defined by the principal bundle Py are no more than a set of procedures to measure
the values of the characteristics ¢ at each point. In order to built this network the observers need
a consistent way to compare their measures from a point to another. This involves the parallel
transport of frames, and as the procedures stem from the action of the field on particles, the
connection A is necessarily representative of the field itself.

The connection A induces a covariant derivative acting on sections of the associated vector
bundle

Vo=, (a0 + [ (1) (S0 42)] 0 ) 6 ) 0 e € 44 (P (R
Notation 16 A =", Zi:o Ag?a ® dE® is the potential of the connection A

Notation 17 [0,] is the nxn matriz [Q’ (1) (?a)}

Notation 18 [Aa} =" A% 040
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The parallel transport along a path uo(t) in M is defined by : Vit¢ =0 with V = dgt". If
a particle preserves its physical characteristics along its trajectory po(t) then we must have :

V6 (10(1) = 0.

The strength of the connection is, with non ordered indices :
Fa=>up ( G pdEe A df'@) ® ?a € Ao (M; T1U) where [] is the bracket in ThU

0Arg  0Ava
oge 0¢P

Fores = + [Aa, 4g] (45)

In a change of gauge F changes as :

]:Zaﬁ - ]:AOt,@ (m) = Adx(m)]:Aa,B

For any model involving the fields, the variable F 4 represents the field, we have a representation
(ThU, Ad) of the group U and the usual theorems of QM tell us that F4 belongs to a vector space
which is a unitary representation of U. So there is a definite positive scalar product on 71U, preserved
by the adjoint map Ad and we define the scalar product between sections of Ag (M;T1U) as for the
gravitational field :

i) point wise : <]—'Aa3 (M), Fax, (m)>T10

i) (Fa (), F (m)) = Y5 530 (Faas (), Flas () g™0% = 5 (Fas (), F7 (),

iit) over M : (Fa, Fy) = [o (Fa(m), Fj (m))ws(m) = [ Fh,p(m) fjﬁ (m) w4 (M)

This scalar product is definite positive, invariant in a change of gauge and so we have a unitary
representation of U. As T1U is a real vector space the scalar product is a bilinear symmetric form.
And because it is preserved by the adjoint map we have :

VXY, ZehU :(X,]Y,Z]) ={(X,Y],Z)

This leads to the definition of the Hodge dual of F 4:

*xFa € Ao (M;ThU) 2V € Ao (M;ThU) - xFa A= (Fa, p) oy

so that : (Fa,Fa) = fQ *xFa NFa

Because we have a unitary representation of a compact group F 4 belongs to a direct sum of
finite dimensional ireducible representations, that is : F 4 = Zk Ao F ar where ;. are fixed real
scalar, and F 4 fixed two-forms. The field is quantized.

Example : electromagnetic field. The Lie algebra of U(1) is R, there is a unique matrix [0,] = i.
A connection is then a real valued one form on M : A = Zi:o Ande™ € Ay (M;R) and the strength
Fa is the two form : Fyu = dA. Which gives immediately the first Maxwell law : dF4 = 0.

Fa can be written :

L(B1d€! + E2d€® + E3d€®) Ade® + Brd€? A dE® + Bad€® N dE" + Bydé! A de?

with the usual components of the electric E and magnetic B fields. And the potentials are
defined up to the differential of a function.

Some comments.

i) In QTF, because the groups are comprised of matrices with complex coefficients, and the
elements of the Lie algebra TiUare operators in the Hilbert spaces, it is usual to introduce the
imaginary i everywhere, and to consider the complexified of the Lie algebra T1U. However it is
clear that the potential A, belongs to the real algebra. For instance the group associated with the
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electromagnetic field is U(1), the Lie algebra is R and the potential is a one form on M valued in
R (usually seen as a vector field). And there are as many force carriers bosons (12) as fermions.
ii) It can be shown that, for simple groups of matrices, the only scalar products on their Lie
algebra which are invariant by the adjoint map are of the kind : ([X],[V]) = kTr ([X]"[Y]). In
the standard model, because several groups are involved, three different constants are involved, the
quantity \/% is called the ”gauge coupling”. Here we consider only one group, and we can take the

_> m
basis ( 0 a) as orthonormal.

a=1

Force fields all together

The two connections G,A act together on the tensorial product. The group which is involved
is the direct product : Spin(3,1) x U (or Spin(1,3) x U). Its Lie algebra is the direct product
T1Spin(R,3,1) x Ty U.

The covariant derivative of sections of Q [E ® F, ] is :
Voﬂﬂ S A1 (M,PU [Fu Q])

Vot = 5y (89 + S0, O (G2 ]+ 0y A% [ [6,)) e (m) © 6 (m) @ deo

Vat] = Xy 0at)] + [1C (Ga)] [¥] + [¥] [Ad] (46)

with [’70 (Goz)] = [VC (UGrou Gwa)]
which, for separable tensors, reads :
Vo (S®F) = (V5S)©@ ¢+ 5@ (Vi)

The total field at any point m is represented by a couple (Fg (m),Fa (m)) belonging to the
vector bundle @ [T} Spin x T1U, Ad x Ad]

Propagation of the fields

One of major tenets of Relativity is that the fields (at least the electromagnetic and gravitational
fields) propagate in the vacuum at the speed of light, whatever the observer. How can we interpret
this statement ?

This not an easy topic. Actually the electromagnetic field, the only one for which accurate data
are available, propagates at different speed with respect to the medium, gravitation impacts the
trajectories, and supraluminal propagation has been speculated. The propagation of the electro-
magnetic field in the context of GR has been the topic of many studies (see Kopeikin), generally
in the ”post Newtonian” linear approximation, fueled by the increasing precision of astronomical
measures. The electromagnetic field is represented as waves, propagating along null vector fields, as
special solutions of the Maxwell equations. The propagation of more general ”fields” in the context
of QTF is also the topic of some studies, in order to understand the " EPR paradox”. Actually in
QTF there is only one time, that of the observer, as in Galilean geometry, so the locality of events
is biased. Schnaid introduces an additional observable, ”the travel time”, to represent the delayed
effect of the propagation of a perturbation, which is then introduced in a modified Schrodinger
equation. Thus the difference between local time and observer time is accounted for.

In all cases the propagation at the speed of light is assumed : it shall be considered as one the
hypothesis of any model about fields.

95



The geometry of the Universe is at the heart of the problem, and the propagation of fields
has a clear meaning only in the Relativist picture. The value of the field at a given 4 dimensional
location is fixed, so propagation means that there is a special relation between the values of the field
at different locations, depending on their ”distance”, measured along some special vector because
of the anisotropy of the universe. Moreover we should account for an attenuation factor for the
weak and strong interactions, to represent their short ranges.

To compare the value of the field along a curve the most logical way is to use the Lie derivative.
The principle is the following. With the diffeomorphim induced by the flow of a vector field W, we
push forward the value of the potential from ®y (—7,m) to m, so that they belong to the same
tangent space and can be compared. The result of the transport is ®yw (7, m), A (Pw (—7,m)) (we
would have the same procedure for the gravitational field).

In components : .

Py (7_7 m)* A ((I)W (_7-7 m)) = Zaaﬁ [K (Tv m)]g A% ((I)W (_7-7 m)) dé* ® 64
with [J (1,m)]5 = {%} the matrix of the derivative of ®y (7,m) with respect to m, and

oEP

[K ()] = [T ()]

The derivative of this operator at 7 = 0 is the Lie derivative :

£wA= d%fl)w (t1,m), A(®w (—7,m)) |r=0

If @y (7,m), A (®yw (—7,m)) = A (m) then £y A = 0. The value of the potential at ®y (7,m)
is the value it has at m . So we can say that it has propagated along W. The four dimensional
velocity of the propagation is W, and its 4 dimensional speed is (W, W) . This is the speed of light
if (W, W) = 0. If there is an attenuation factor, depending on the distance (such as r—2) it suffices
to incorporate a factor f (1) and the propagation reads : .

Py (1,m), A(Qw (—=7,m)) = f (1) A(m) = LwA = f'(7) |-=0A.

The Lie derivative can be expressed as:

Ly A =ivdA+doivA

LyA =3 (25 Ve (aaAB - aﬂAa) + O (VBA[;)) de®

so the condition reads :

Va,a: 3,V (9ads = 9pAa) + 0a (VP As) = 52, [Blg AL (m)

Because the potential is valued in the Lie algebra the procedure is more complicated. We must
consider vector fields and paths in the fiber bundles where the connection lives.

The principal fiber bundle Py (M,U,ny) is a manifold. A vector of T,,Py at p = ¢y (m, g)is
defined by a couple (vp,,vy) € TnM x T,U .

Vp = D0 U OMa + 3, 0500, € TPy

The vertical bundle V Py is comprised of vectors cpbg (m, g)vg. It is isomorphic to the Lie
algebra, and it is convenient to use the fundamental vectors : ¢ (vg) (p) = Y oney [L}1 (vg)}“aoa
where v, is a vector of the Lie algebra.

We will need a vector field W on T'Py which is projected in a vector field V on M, called a
projectable vector field. It is such that 77, (p) W (p) =V (7v (p)) and reads :

W (p) = YooV (m) Ima + ¢ (X (p)) (p) where X (p) € TVU

We want also that the frames along an integral curve of W stay the same, that is A(p) (W (p)) =
0 : W is the horizontal lift of V and this condition reads :

W (p) = 25 Ve (m) dma — ¢ (Adyor (X, VoAa ) ) ()

Moreover if we keep the standard gauge p (m) = oy (m, 1) :
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W (p (m)) = 320 V* (m) (0ma — S0y A200. )
The 1-jet prolongation J' Py of the principal bundle Py is an affine bundle over Py modelled

on TM* ® VPy. An element of J'Py has for coordinates (£%,6,,0%,a = 0..3,a = 1..m) and for
trivialization :

T (£,04,0%, 0 =0.3,a=1.m) = (pv (M, g),> ., 05005) = (p Zam 0200%)

The Christoffel symbol of the connection is : T' (p) =, [R’g ( a)} 00, ® d¢* and it can be
seen as a section of J1 Py :

(r. X [Ry1 (Aa)] 082) ~ (0 (m), 5, Asd0z) € T'Py

W is the infinitesimal generator of a one parameter group of base preserving diffeomorphism (m
is unchanged) on Py by @y (7,0 (Py (—7,m))) for any section © € X (Py)

v (Pw (7,p)) = v (1,70 (p))

U (‘I)W (T, C) (‘I)V (—T, m)))) =m

This diffeomorphism can be extended to J' Py :

Jl(I)W : JlPU — J1PU :

J oy (7'7 Jl@) = jéw(ﬂ@(q)v(_ﬂm)))@w (1,0 (Pv (—7,m)))

The prolongation J'W of W on J' Py is the infinitesimal generator of this one parameter group

of diffeomorphism on J'Py : ® 1y = J'®y . It is a a projectable vector field with components
(Kolar p-360):

(5 0(1; Oz)
za V() 060 + Yy X (p) 00+ X 0 (0aX® (p) + X2, 040, X° = 325 630217 ) 00
which gives here with X¢ (p) = — >, V* (m) A% (m),
W (6,00, 08) = Y0 VOOEa = S0 VAL — Yy (0 (VEAG) + 050,17 ) 062
The Lie derivative of a section Z along J'Wis :

£nw (Z) = 2@ 5w (1, Z (Pv (—=7,m))) =0
It belongs to the vertical bundle VJ1 Py, so it reads : £J1W (Z)=>,, Y2002

ax [e3

£nw (pA) = 205w (. (p @y (=rm)), A (@ (—7.m))) ) lr=o
= Z0nw (. (p(@v (—=rm), A(@y (-7, m)))) |T:0 (—p V.= 50, V20540 ) + W (p.A)

and we have in components :

£awA

= Sun (= Sy (K12 (Kl V70, A = 32, 00 (VEAG) + Ag0, V) 06
The copdition reads : .

LpwA =Y 0 (X5 [Bil} [B2]] A% ) 00

that is :

IV e X (TM) with (V,V) =

Va,a,m: > (K1 (m))f [Ky (m), V70, A5+ 3 0, (VﬂAg) + A50,VP + (B¢ [Ba)? AL = 0 (47)
bBy B

So we have similar, but not identical, differential equations as seen above.

Remark : propagation can be studied from partial differential equations (such as the wave
equation), or more generally from pseudo-differential operators. But in both cases these methods
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require scalar functions defined on R%. So they apply in the Special Relativity context, but are not
easily transposed to the GR context, where the needs are more crucial, for theoretical and practical
purposes.
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10 LAGRANGIAN

The lagrangian is a key element in the implementation of the principle of least action, that is for
continuous models and to study equilibrium of a system. However, in their hamiltonian form they
are aso fundamental in many other models. In many ways they sum up the physics of a system in
a single real function. In this section we will study the specification of the lagrangian.

As the variables related to different particles and fields have the same mathematical properties,
in this section we will denote simply the lagrangian as a function :

L (W, G2, A%, P, dgy)t, 05G%, 95 A%, 85]31-0‘) in an action such as : [, L det P'zoy

Thus we assume that we have a first order lagrangian, which is consistant with first order
connections. If a "density function”, such as N, below, is introduced it is assumed to be a scalar
function invariant by a change of gauge or charts, and incorporated in L. Similarly the function f,
used to compute the trajectory, is defined over M and invariant, so we will ignore it here.

All variables are represented by their coordinates in relevant frames, by real or complex scalars.
L is not supposed to be holomorphic, so the real and imaginary part of the variables 1%, 0,%% must
appear explicitely. We will use the convenient notation for complex variables z and their conjugates

Z, by introducing the holomorphic complex valued functions :
8L_1( OL 4 1 0L )

9z — 2 \ORez 7 0Ilmz
oL _ 1 (oL _ 1 _OL
0z = 2 \ORez i 0Imz
54
oL _ ol | oL
ORez = 0Oz o0z
oL _ 4 (0_L _ (9_L)
OImz Oz oz -
The partial derivatives %, a?nLl — are real valued functions, so ‘g—% = ‘g—i. And we have the

identities for any complex valued function u :
9L _Reu + aéz Imu = 2Reg—§u

O R ol
— oL Imu+ 2L Rew = —2Im 2Ly
ORez Olm z 0z

To implement the Lagrange equations we need the explicit presence of the variables and their
partial derivatives. But as our goal is to precise the specification of L, we can, without loss of
generality, make the replacements :

Dutt = V¥ = Dot + Ty Ty O (G20 + Sy 6 [Aa]'
9sG — Fo g = 0aGY — 05G8 + [Gar Gp] and Frap = 0aGY + 05G2
Op A% = F4 5 = 0u A3 — 95 A% + [Aa, AB} and Feas = 0a A% + 9 A2
And the lagrangian is then a function :

L (Wj,GZ7AZ,P-aaVawij,fcaﬂ,Fg;aﬁ,anﬂ,FAaﬁ,aﬁpf‘)

K2

Most of the variables above are defined up to some transformation : for instance the components
of the tetrad are defined up to a matrix of SO(3,1). The function L should be intrinsic, meaning

invariant by :
- a change of gauge in the principal bundles Pg, Py and their associated bundles
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- a change of chart in the manifold M

The operations below will give the relations which must exist consequently between the variables
and the partial derivatives of L, and some precious information about the presence or the absence
of some variables.

10.1 Equivariance in a change of gauge

10.1.1 One parameter groups of change of gauge

One parameter groups of change of trivialization on a principal bundle are defined by sections of
their adjoint bundle :

k € X (Pg [T1Spin(R, 3,1), Ad))

0 e f(PU [TlU, Ad])

The gauges become :

pa (m) = Pa (m,7) = ¢ (m, exp (=7 (m))) with x (m, ) = exp (1 (m))

pu (m) = pu (m) = ¢u (m, exp (=70 (m))) with x (m,7) = exp (76 (m))

The variables become : _

PY — P2 (m,T) = Z?:O [h (exp (1x))]] Py* where [h] is the SO(3,1) corresponding matrix

= G (m, 7) = Yy 1C (exp (TR)] 0 + S [0 (exp (r0))f ™

05P2 = 03P, (m.m) = 5y ([ (exp (71) 9m)]] P+ [ (exp (7))} 0P

Go(m) — Ga (m) = Adexp(rr(m)) (Ga — exp (—7k) (exp k) TOak)

Ay — A, (M, T) = Adexp(r6(m)) (Aa — exp (—70) exp (76)’ T(?at?)

Vot = Vadid (m,7) = 35 _; [1C (exp (7))}, Vath? + 30 [0 (exp (70))]], Varr*
(9,@Ga (m, 7')

= [(exp —7k) (exp 7K) 793K, Go — TOaK]

+Adexp‘rn{a,8Ga_

((exp —7r) TOgk o (exp 7K) TOuk + exp (—7k) o (expTk)” (108K, TOnk) + €xp (—TK) 0 exp (k) 7'825,%)}
8/3;1(1 (m,7) = {(exp —70) (exp76) 7830, A — Tﬁoﬁ}

—|—Adcxp7.9(8g/\1a — (exp (—760) 7036 o (exp16)’ Taat?)

+ exp (—Tf) o (exp7k)” (1950, 7040) + exp (—76) o exp (16)’ 78369)

Féap = Faap (T) = Adexp rnFGap

]:Zozﬁ - ‘7?14&5 (T) = Adcqu-eanﬁ
FGa,@ — Adexp TK:FGOtﬂ
+ [(exp —7k) (exp TK) 793K, Go — tOak] + [(exp —7k) (exp k) TOak, Gg — TO5K]

—Adexp rr((exp —7k) TOgk o (exp Tr) TOnk + exp (—Tk) o (exp Tr) " (TOgk, TOuk)
+exp (—7k) o exp (TK)’ T2 k)

— Adexprr((exp —7r) TOuk o (expTr) TOgk + exp (—7r) 0 (expTK) ” (TOuk, TOgK)
+exp (—7x) o exp (Tk)’ T2 5K)

FAaﬁ — Adexp(q—eFAaﬁ

+ {(exp —70) (exp76) 7830, Ay — raao} + [(exp —70) (exp76) 79,0, Ag — 7830
—Adexpro(exp (—76)' 7950 0 (exp70) T0n0 + exp (—76) o (expTr)” (1050, TDaH)
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+exp (—76) o exp (76)’ 702 450)

—Adexp ro(exp (—76)" 79,0 o (exp 70) 7050 + exp (—76) o (expTr)” (700, TD50)

+exp (—76) o exp (70)’ 70250)

The determinant det P’ is invariant, because we have a change of orthonormal basis, so the
scalar lagrangian L is invariant :

c (W’, G2, A%, PE NV 51, Faap, Faop Faos: Faop, aﬁpf)

~a

.y (Jiﬂ‘,ég,ﬁa,?ﬁ V50, Foap, Foap, Faas Faes, 0P

If we take the derivative of this identity for 7 = 0 we get an identity which must hold whatever
k(m),0 (m) and then identities between the partial derivatives of £. From a mathematical point
of view this derivative with respect to 7 1s the Lie derivative of the lagrangian along the vertical

vector fields generated by the derivative d‘* |r=o for each variable. These vector fields define the
”Noether currents”

10.1.2 Equivariance on Pg

The computation for x (m,7) = exp (7 (m)) gives :

= Pe (m, 7) lrmo = = X, 1 ([P] [al)}
& Red (m, 7)o = ¥, 1 L, (Re
AT (1, 7) [rmo = 30, 5 iy (Re
#05P (m. 67 lr—0 = = T n* (0P ]
L ReVap)” (m,7) =0

= 52,5 e (Re (€ (Ra)]} ) Re Wt = T (1€ ()]} ) Im Vot
LTV, (m,7) -0

= 5,k Xy (Re (M€ (ka)]} ) I Vo + T (1O (a)]} ) Re Vot )
G (m) [r=0 = 32, &° [Ws, Ga]" = Oar®

=05Ga (m,7) |rmo = 3 6 [R3, 95Gal " + 0" [Rp, Gal” = Bapr®

%féag (7) lr=0 = 3 6 [K b, Feap]”

LFg slr=0 =34 60 [K b, Faal” + 05" [R 1, Gal” + 0ak® [R5, Ggl" — 2005k

[vC (Ka) 2) Re* —Im
[vC (Ka) 2) Im ¢* + Im
i 086" ([P][Ka])

O (k)] ) I )
1€ (Ra)li) Re ')

~ T~
I/~ N

So we have the identity :

0=

Yy 71 (Sar T (Re (O (0)]}) Rew —Tm (1€ ()]} ) Tm ) )
R

12 (Lo r iy (Re (D€ (ha)ly) Tt + 1 (D€ (k)] Ret) )

+ Yy st (S Shor (Re (€ (5)]}) Re Vot —Tm (1€ (k)] ) I Ve ))
+ﬁm (30w iy (Re (b wr’) In Vo +Im ([ (k)] ) Re Vot ) )

+ Y0 B apa (= X m ([P al)?) + Lias 5w (= L (03P [5a))S + Bprc® (1P [a)) )
+D e 0Ga (3 6 [Ry, Gal” — Oak® )
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+ Zaaﬁ 8.7:‘1 (Zb [ﬁb? ]:Ga,@]a)
+or (Zb Y[R by Foapl” + 0k (71, Gal” + 0ak® [K1, Gp)" — 20a3r°)

With the component in 9,5 we have immediately : Va, o, 8 1 5re— L —
oB
With the component in 9k : Va, o : Y 5 =2 N PB ([P [ra))? = —2L

And we are left with : g
Va=1.6:23,Re (afjﬁ.j (WC (ka)] )7 + 3, o W ([vC (Ka)] Vaw)w) +

+ Yo ot (= (Pl [Ra)]) + Xias 70 aaﬁpa (= (0P [aD)5)
+ X0 50T ([?G,G ] )+Eba6 BF, ([ﬁa,fGaB] ) -0

Moreover, by taking the derivative with respect to the initial variables we get :
4 k 9L oL
> k1 V€ (exp (7. (m)))]; = 397

[ Bwki
iy VC (exp (75 (m))))} 85’7 = sobs
i 0L __
Xl (exp (—rw ()]} 35 =
E([A cxpT/-c ‘FGa,B) ]:Gaﬁ
_ oL
Yo [Adesp ol “TH = o

and other similar identities, which show that the partial derivatives are tensors, with respect to
the Vector bundles :

oL oL
Zz aque Zz av W]e Zl apa iy Zl 905 P2 €i7za ora.. ?a
with " the basis vector of the dual of T} Spin : K* (?b)

10.1.3 Equivariance on Py

We have similarly :

d7/’” (m ) lr=0 = Xy Saey 09907 [0 ]f

a+ Reﬂj (m,7) |r=0 = >0y 0* Re (¢ [0a])”

%{%ﬂb“ (m, 7) |r=0 = Yooy 6% Tm (¢ [6a])"

LA (m,7) [rmo = S 00 [0, 4] — 000

L Re Vot (m, 7) =0 = Siy 0 Re (Vo) [0a])”

£ Im Vot (m,7) |p—o = T4, 67 I (Vs [8])”

L05A (m,7) o = X4y 0" [61, 83Aar + 056" [0, Aar g

~ m —> a
i Faas (1) lr=0 = 252, 0° [9 bv]:AaB}

102



L Fpaplrmo = 34, 0 [0, Fap]® + 056" [(ﬁ,, Aa} + 0,0 [9;,, Aﬁ} — 20,50

2 3RC¢” Sy 0 Re (4 [6a]) + algﬁw S 6% Tm (¢ [04))7 .
+2ija ﬁiw S 0% Re (¢ [0a])7 + Y m S99 Tm (4 6,))

+ 20 aaALa (EZn—l b [?b,/\la} — 00 ) + Eaa,@ 8]-“1 (Eb L0 [9 ba‘FAa5:| )
+ 2 aap o7 aFa "y (Zb 10° (00, Faagl” + 056" {eb’A"‘} + a0 {HbaAﬂ} - 2(%39“) _

Which implies :

. _0L oL __
Va,a, B : oFs =0, DA =0
VYa=1..m:

25, Re 28 (S (0 10u) + S 5 (Ve u])”) + S 52 [T Faas] =0

By taking the derivative with respect to the initial variables we check that the partlal derlvatlves
are tensors, with respect to the vector bundles : )", 81Wf > av w” 73, 8]-'“ 9 @ with 9 a

the basis vector of the dual of T1U : ?“ (?b) =p

10.2 Covariance

In a change of charts with the jacobian : J = [Jg} = [ €1 and K = J~1 the 4-form on M which

%
defines the action changes as :
Ldet[P]de® A det A de? A de® = Ldet H €O A dEY A dE2 A dE?
and because : _ ~
det {P} €0 A dEV A dE? A dE® = det [P]de0 A dEX A dE A de?

the scalar lagrangian should be invariant.

The variables change as :

1% do not change

The covariant derivatives are one form :

Vot — Vaipii = Zﬁ KBV gap

P are vectors, but their components are functions :
Pio‘ — P* = Z JO‘P-'Y

%Py = 5% (z COP(©) =5, (252 ©) PT(©) +J2 () 2P (©)
WP =%, (&,J;‘) K1PY + ((0,P7) 3 K7)

The potentials are 1-form :

G — G“ PP KgGg

An s A, =3, KPAY

The strengths of the fields are 2-forms :

Feing = Py = Loy KIKLT,

Fiap = Fhap = Ty KK Py
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So we have the identity, for any change of chart :

‘C (Piaa 7/1”7 Ggu aﬁpia; vawijvfzaﬁafgaﬁ) = Z (F/;zakuv é\gu aﬁf)iav Vawijafzaﬂa‘/——'g;aﬂ)
= L(, JOP) Y KBG, Y (9,02) KIF] + ((anP]) JgKg) ,

25 KV, 3 KK F &y X K2 K"ffi

'm)

If we take the derivative of this identity with respect to (8nJ L\) :
0= Sy o 5y KAE0305 = 0 7 I

take J) = 6, = Ky =63

> aamzzﬁ B - =0

Va, 8,7 : 27’88 PﬁPW—()

by product with Pg’ and summation : Ve, 3,7 : 68 PB =0
and as we had
Va,at Y, 5k (P [ka])] = = = Va, a0 g =0

The derivative with respect to J;; A

sz BPO‘ Z P'Y(SA(S# sz BRCV P ZB (
+2 ia almv L 25 (aJA ) Im V9"

Kf) ReV gy

9 4 1%} Ui
+Eaa6 8Fa «B ((BJXK’Y)K K&YBJXK) Gvn
oL )
+afga5 Z'm ((61A )KZ""KCZBJAKW) Avn =0
with p3xKf = ~ KK

i 5P+ 2Re 0 5 X (—KVKL) Vau

+ Y 78 Ny (KD KD + K3 (- KIKL) ) Fe,

+2 Y, (((—K}Kg» K+ K3 (~KJK}) ) 74, =0

Let us take Jﬁ = 52 = Kﬁ = 53

2 aapﬁx Pl =23, Re 5 Vav = 3o, 57— Féan = Loay 575 G — Lan 574 fan —

Za'y 8]—"‘1 ]:A’)O\ =0
that i 1s
. 9 iJ a _ le]
va, 5125, Re (555 Vet ) +2 5, 5 52 Flior + 555 Fhay = s S P

The derivative with respect to the initial variables gives the identities :

oL _ 8 oL
pPs = 2.5 Ja 557

oL _ 8__ 9L .
avﬁww_sz S TA

7 ov i
a B oL . aprf_OL
6?@ Evn K5 Ky oFs.,,’ Ofa Evn KK, 0Fg.,,

Wthh show that the correspondlng quantities are tensors.
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All units should be deduced from units of length and time. A change of unit for the coordinates
is expressed by taking £ = k€%, J =k [55] .The previous identity reads:

k2 [k 1] 5, Re gdln Vavi +2 (k- 1) %, (ap Foay + 58 ]-‘AM) -0
=k=1
So the quantities must be dimensionless.

10.3 Conclusion

i) The potentials A,G, and the derivatives dg P do not figure explicitely, the derivatives of the
potential A,G factor in the strength.
The lagrangian is a function :

= L(wvvaq/}pvpiaa‘FGaﬁ;‘FAaﬁ) (48)

ii) We have the identities
Va=1.6:

2, e (5 (0] + Z s b )] 9 )’
~ Yo d (PVal)} + Ciap 585 (R Fea] =0

Va=1.m: ) ,
2 Zz] Re (61[1” [9‘1] + Za 8V6€/}IJ Vaﬂ/} [ea]) + Eba,@ ('9]:b |: o as FAQ5:| =0
Vaaﬁ 2 Zij Re (avaﬂ% Otwlj) + 2 Za’y 8]-"1 ]:Ga'y + 8 g\a’y = Zz 8%5"‘ Pﬂ

These identities are minimal necessary cond1t1ons for the lagranglan : the calculatlons could be
continued to higher derivatives. They do not depend on the signature.
iii) The following quantities are tensors :

Zz; Owwe ®fl

PO BP"‘ S dE™ ® i

D a Bvaw” 0y ® €' ®fl
Zaﬁ afa 8§a NOEs @ 6‘ a

Za,@ afa 3§a A O¢s @ K® and similarly D gV (agfw, 8fwa5) 0o N Os
Notice that these quantities, when det[P] is added to L, are no longer covariant.
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11 CONTINUOUS MODELS

We have now all the material necessary to study the models of interacting particles and fields. As
said in the preliminaries we have to distinguish continuous and discontinuous models. We start
with the continuous models.

The system is comprised of particles and fields interacting in a bounded area 2 of M. The
processes are assumed to be continuous, which means here that :

- the particles keep their physical characteristic, represented here by their type p. In our model
this does not imply a specific constraint on the covariant derivative of 1.

- we do not consider collisions, so the trajectories do not cross and, for each type of particles, they
are fully defined by a section o, € X (Pg) and an origin z € Q3 (0). Actually the mathematical
model is still valid if the trajectories cross (each of the section oy, is distinct) but of course physically
it should involve other processes.

- the fields can be represented by smooth sections

(Fa, Fa) € X(Q[T1Spin x ThU, Ad x Ad))

The principle of least action applies and defines the solutions for an equilibrium of the system.
However its implementation raises some issues, which are one face of the duality particles / fields.

11.1 The point particle issue

11.1.1 Particle moving in known fields

The system comprises one particle. The fields G,A and the tetrad P are supposed to be known
over the trajectory. We focus on the state of the particle, the variables are the trajectory uo (t) =
o (t,x (1)) in the chart, the state ¢ (¢) and their derivatives along the trajectories , they are all
functions defined over [0, 7T7].

The lagrangian is then : L; (w, %) and the action :

Jy L1 (0, %) Vg (V. V)ldt with V = 2.

The integral is taken along the trajectory, with the metric \/|g (V, V)| induced on them by g.
For covariance reasons the coordinates of po (t) cannot appear explicitly in the scalar lagrangian
L1, but we need V as a variable.

If the fields induced by the particle are negligible we can expect a solution, but it will be at best
expressed as general conditions that the trajectories must meet.

The main example is the trajectory of free particles. With the simple lagrangian L; = 1 and
the Lévy-Civita connection one finds that the trajectory must be a geodesic, and there is a unique
geodesic passing through any point x with a given tangent V(0). But the equation does not give by
itself the coordinates of the geodesic (which require the knowledge of g) or the value of the field.

For the electromagnetic field, if we know the value of the field and we neglect the field induced
by the particle, we get similarly a solution,

= oL aB i =<
Vuu = po72 >, F*Pug with u Wavan)
which gives a general definition of the type of trajectory knowing the field, the mass m and the
charge q of the particle.
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These equations, usually called the ”equations of motion”, come from the Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions with respect to the field.

If we want to account for the field induced by the particle we have a problem. As the field
propagates, we need to know the field out of the trajectory. It could be computed by the more
general model, and the results reintegrated in the single particle model. The resulting equation for
the trajectory is known, for the electromagnetic field, as the ”Lorentz-Dirac equation” (see Poisson
and Quinn). The procedure is not simple, and there are doubts about the physical meaning of the
equation itself (as can be expected it involves the derivative of u).

So the situation is not satisfying. However, from these classic examples, two results seem quite
clear :

- the trajectories should belong to some family of curves, defined by the interactions

- the initial conditions, that is the beginning x of the curve and its initial tangent, should
determine the curve in the family.

They are consistent with our description of the motions by sections of Pg and their associated
vector fields.

11.1.2 The propagation of fields

If we consider a system without any particle, focus on the fields and aim at knowing their prop-
agation in €, the variables are just the components of the tetrad P, the potentials G,A and their
derivatives (%PZ—B ;0o G, 0o Aj. The principle of least action prescribes a scalar lagrangian

Ly (Pf,G‘;m, Gga,Ag,agaga,aﬁagm,aﬁAg) and the action [, Ly (m) ws

The Euler-Lagrange equations then give general solutions which are matched to the initial
conditions, that is the value of P and the fields on 23(0), with their derivatives.

The classic examples are the Einstein equation of General Relativity (with the Lévy-Civita
connection) :

Ricap — 3905 (R+1A) =0

and the Maxwell equations :

s Oa (faﬁ JW) =0

with the lagrangian : Ly =3_ 4 Gg*PRicop + p1oFapF?

So the situation is better, but we must notice that it requires the knowledge of the fields and
their derivatives over all Q3(0), which is not a simple requirement. As said before, the propagation
at the speed of ligth is postulated, and introduced separately in the linearized approximation.

11.1.3 The general problem

Now we consider the most general problem, with N particles interacting together and with the
fields.
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The principle of least action gives a procedure, which applies at equilibrium, but, by itself, it
does not tell us precisely what should be the action. The simplest solution is to consider the action

Jo L (P Gl Gy A8, 053Gl 05 G, D5 A% ) 1

+ Z;fyvzl fQT Ll (1/1177 ) %’ F)iav Gz;aa G?aa Agﬂ %G?aa %Gguou %AZ) V |g (VP’ VP)|dt

where L, is the lagrangian of the previous problem, and the second lagrangian is evaluated along
the trajectory of each of the particles. For covariance reason, the coordinates of the path of each
particle cannot figure in L.

If the trajectories of the particle are known, a direct computation gives usually the field that
they induce. This is useful for particles which are bounded (such as in condensed matter). But in
the general case the induced field modifies the trajectories, even for a single particle, and we have
several issues.

The mathematical ones are obvious : the fields and the particles are defined over domains which
are manifolds of different dimensions, and moreover the trajectories of the particles are themselves a
variable, which cannot be explicitely present in the lagrangian. Thus the Euler-Lagrange equations
cannot be implemented. Let us discard at once the naive use of Dirac’s function : this is just a
formal way to rewrite the same integral without any added value, the coordinates cannot figure in
the lagrangian.

However thanks to the formalism used here with the representation of vector fields through
sections of vector bundles, and a generalization of distributions to vector bundle it is posssible to
solve rigorously the problem by functional derivatives, as we will see.

These difficulties have physical roots. The concept of field is aimed at removing the idea of
action at a distance, but, as the example of the motion of a single particle in its own field shows,
it seems difficult to circumvent the direct consideration of mutual interactions between particles,
which needs to identify separately each of them.

The practical solutions which have been implemented with the principle of least action have
many variants, but share the same assumptions :

- they assume that the particles follow some kind of continuous trajectories and keep their
physical characteristics (this condition adds usually a separated constraint)

- the trajectory is the key variable, but the model gives up the concept of point particle, replaced
by some form of ”density of particles”.

These assumptions makes sense when we are close to the equilibrium, and we are concerned
not by the by the behaviour of each individual particle but by global results about distinguished
populations, measured as ”cross sections” over an hypersurface. They share many characteristics
with the model used in fluid mechanics. In the usual QM interpretation the density of particles
can be seen as a ”probability of presence”, but these models are used in the classical picture, and
actually the ”"state” of the particles is represented as sections of the vector bundle TM (with a
constraint imposed by the mass), combined with a density function. So the density has a direct,
classic interpretation.

The simplest solution is, assuming that the particles have the same physical characteristics, to

take as key variable a density pw,s. Then the application of the principle of least action as a 4
dimensional integral gives the equations relating the fields and the density of charge.
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The classical examples are :

- the 2nd Maxwell equation in GR :

VP Fpa = —pioda < poJ*v/—detg = Y, 95 (F*F/=dety)
with the current : J = p(m)qu and the lagrangian
Li=p10Y g Aad® + 33 5 FapFo?

- the Einstein Equation in GR :

Ricap — % (R + A) Jap = S\ngaB

with the momentum energy tensor T,z = a‘gﬁf — %galgT

and the lagrangian Ly =T (g, 2t z}l) + 8‘7{2 (R+A)
The distribution of ”charges” is defined independantly, but it must met a conservation law. In
the examples above we must have :

300 J* =0; VT =0

The ”Einstein-Vlasov” systems are also based on a distribution function f(m,p) depending on
the localization m and the linear momentum p, which must follow a conservation law, expressed as
a differential equation (the Vlasov equation). The particles are generaly assumed to have the same
mass, so there is an additional constraint as above. When only the gravitational field is considered
the particles follow geodesics, to which the conservation law is adjusted. These systems have been
extensively studied for plasmas and astrophysics (see Andréasson).

This kind of model has been adjusted to Yang-Mills fields (Choquet-Bruhat) : the particles
have different physical characteristics (similar to the vector ¢ seen previously), and must follow an
additional conservation law given by Vi ¢ = 0 (the ”Wong equation”).

In all these solutions the 4 dimensional action, with a lagrangian adaptated to the fields con-
sidered, gives an equation relating the field and the distribution of charges.

Using the material exposed previously we will give the outlines of a model, used both for a
single particle and for a distribution of particles interacting with the fields . For this we need first
to adapt the lagrangian.

11.2 Perturbative lagrangian

In a perturbative approach, meaning close to the equilibrium, which are anyway the conditions in
which the principle of least action applies, the lagrangian can be estimated by polynomials. The
most natural way is to look for scalar products. We have three parts to consider : the fields only,
the particles only, and the interactions.

11.2.1 Fields

For the fields we have the obvious actionsg:
Jo (Fa (m), Fa (m)) w4 (m) = [o 1 >lnaumo 997 (fﬁaﬂfmu - f;aﬁfw)\u) wy (m)

3
fQ <]:A (m) 7]:,/4 (m)> Wy (m) = fgz ZaﬁA#:O gakgﬁu}-zaﬁ]:AAule (m)
The scalar curvature can be considered for the gravitational field but, with a general connection
G, it is no more difficult and more interesting to keep a general definition.
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11.2.2 Particles

In a continuous model the type of particle p is assumed to be fixed, and so 9, is constant along
the trajectory. Notice that we do not require any other conservation law such as V.3 = 0.

Single particle

In a system comprised of a single particle interacting with the fields, the part of the lagrangian
related to the particle only is simply (1o, %) and the action must be accounted for the trajectory
pp (t) = Py (¢, z) for some compatible, admissible, vector field V:

Cp [y (o, o) /= (V, Vydt

using the metric induced on any curve, with a constant real scalar Cp. By definition /— (V, V) =

f ((I)V (ta I)) :

Distribution of particles
In a given system, each type of particle is assumed to be associated with a unique section of

Q EO QF, 19} and as g, is fixed by the initial conditions, there are unique sections : o, €
X (Pg),0, € X(Py) such that : ¢, (m) = ¥ (0p,0,)op. So the vector field u, is defined by
the projection of o, on the homogeneous space, and it is the world line of the particle in its proper
time :

Up = ¢ ((2%2:1 — 1) eg (m) + ay 22:1 Wpj€j (m))

The trajectories, in the time of the observer, are defined by a Vector field V},, the same for all the

particles of the same type, and we have the relation : V, (m) = f, (m) up with /— (V,, V) = cfp (m
So we have the natural action, for a particle of type p, with the scalar product <z/1p, ¢p>

Jo (¥p (®v, (t,2)) 0y (Pv,, (8,2))) /= (Vp, V)

By definition :

/ﬁf ((I)VP (t’ ‘T)) = wp ((I)up (Tp’ .’II)) =1 (U ((I)up (Tp’ .’II)) ’6 ((I)up (TP7 LL’))) wOp
us

<1/}P ((I)Vp (t,x)) s ¥p ((I)Vp (t,x))> = (Yop, Yop)

foT <¢p ((I)Vp (t,x)) s Up ((I)Vp (t,x))> fp ((I)Vp (t, :v)) dt = foT (Yops op) fp (‘I)Vp (t,x)) dt
= (op: vop) Jo fp (v, (t,2)) dt

f (@, (t,2)) =22

o : (Yop, Yop) fOT I (Q)Vp (t,x)) dt = (Yop, Yop) Tp (x) where T}, (z) is the proper time at the
arrival point in Q3 (7).

11.2.3 Interactions

We have several choices to make :

- how to introduce the derivative of 1 : it should involve the covariant derivative

- which scalar function to consider : it should involve the scalar product (¢, Vi) but must be
at least a real quantity

- how to absorb the «a in the covariant derivative : it can be done by taking the Dirac operator,
which has been defined for the gravitational field, or by choosing the integration over a vector field.
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Proposition 19 The scalar product (1, V1) is purely imaginary.

Proof. [Vau] = [0at] + [¥] [Aa] = 4 X202, Goarat0 [¥] + GroTa [V]
(W, Vo) = Tr [0 20 [+ Tr )" 30 [¥] [A]~5 S0, GoaTr [W]" 907070 [+ CraTr ()" 307a [v]

=Tr W)]* Y0 [aaﬂ/}] +Tr [1/}]* Yo W)] [Aa} - % Ei:l —GZMT’I” W)]* Ya [1/}] + GT‘OLTT W)]* FYO:Y/a W)]
Tr [ va [¥], Tr [¥]" v07a (@] are real, Tr []" vo [1] [0,] is imaginary :

(Tr [ va [0]) = Tr (W] v [¥)" = Tr [¥]" 7a [¥]

T[] 1070 [9] = Tr (101 207 [¥]) " = Tr )" (307a)” [¥] = Tr [4]" 207 [V

Tr ] 50 [¢] [0a] = Tr ([]" 70 [¥] (6a]) " = T [0a]" [¢]" [0] [¥]

= =T7[0.] [¥]" [vo] [¥] = =T [¢]" [v0] [¢] [6a]

<¢7¢> = <¢07¢0> = <1/}5 th/}> < 041/};1/}> =0 =

So :

Im (), Vath)
= Tr ()" 50 0] + 2T [0 20 1] [Aa] + 3 0, G2 Tr W1 0 ) = GraTr [W]" 907 [

m (6, Vo) = (0, 00) + (Yo, o] [Aa])) = § 0, (Gl (9,70) + Gl (¥, 70700))
(19)

with (¥, [0 [Aa] ) = (9(0,0) 60,9 (2, 0) 0 [A] ) = (vo. 0 [Ad])

In a given system, each type of particle is assumed to be associated with a unique admissible
vector field u, such that the world line of a particle of this type is defined by the flow of u, and
its origin x. If we assume that the particles stay of the same type all over their trajectory, then
we can take the covariant derivatives along this vector field. And to account for the trajectory as
measured by the observers, we have to take V, (m) = f, (m)u, (m) :

The action is then for a particle of type p :

S Im (¢, Vv ) dt = [ Tm (0, Vg, ) dt = [of f (®y, (t,2)) T (4, Vo, ) dt
Im <¢p7 vup ¢p>

= 1 ({222 + (o, oon] [A])) = £ 5221, (G (s Fathpd + G (s var00))

= ¥, upAg,

A
Ga =3, usGe,
Go =Y, ueGe,

Moreover we have, in a given system with fixed initial conditions : 1, (m) = 9 (0}, ©,) 1o, and
Op = Owp - Orp 50 it is logical to single out ¢, = ¥ (0,p, Op) o, that is :

% =1 (Uwpu 1) wrp = 'VC (Uwp) ’@[er (50)

We can then give a more precise formulation of Im (1, V ,1).
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i) Vaty = X, ( bt + 3, S0y C (GO 1] + [ [Aa}’“) €@ f;
= Zij (Zkl [’70 (Uwp)]k [VC (Vgawp)]l er]j + [VC (Uwp)] [(VA%)} ) e ® fj

Vatop = vC (Ouwp) (”yC (Vgawp) Yrp + Vﬁwrp) (51)
it) V$ o, has been computed previously : V&o,, = v (X,,Y,) with

Notation 20 Xa:—— (w) On w—l—(a —5]( w) j (w ))Gra+aw]( ) Guwa

Notation 21 Y, = —w0,aw+a,0aw+[a — 1 — ayj (w) + 1j (w) j (w)] Gra+[1 = 2j (w) j (w)] Guwa

YC (VE0up) = ~i5 T ([Yal" Y070 + [Xal" Fa)
7C (Vgawp) Yrp = _i% 22:1 ([Ya]a YaYoUrp + [Xa]a :?a’@[]Tp)
Vatty = 0O (0up)] (VAU — i3 iy (Val 1020y + [Xal Fatiry))
(tp, Vatbp)
= <”YC (Uwp) 1/1rp, ~C (Uwp) ('YO (Vgawp) 7/}rp + vé¢?“p)>
= (Wrps (YC (VG Owp) Yrp + Viitbrp))
= <¢rp7 7C (ngpr) 7/}rp> + <1/)rp7 V§¢Tp>
iii) <1/)Tp ~C (V Uwp) 1/1Tp>
—22 Ea 1 el Tr () o] [val [v0] [rp]) + [Xa]® T ([90rp] " [70] e [90r))

- 22 Za 1 [ ] TT (WJT;D] [ a] er]) + [Xa]a TT (er]* [’70] ﬁja] ['@[er])
Because ¢, € By ® I':

701/)1”1) = wrp; 1/):,,70 = 1/}:;0

[%/er] [Va] W’rp] =0

($rp 1O (VEowp) rp) = ~ig Yamy [Xal" T ([rp]” Fal [rp])
Tr [thrp)” [Fa] [¢rp) is real:

Tr " Bl Wrg] = (T[] [ [rp])’

=Tr [wrp] [ ] [wrp] Tr [wrp] Wa]* [wrp] =Tr [wrp]* Wa] [wrp]

Notation 22 3, = (T7 [{rp]” [Ya] [wrp])izl = (Yrps Va] [¥rp]) € R3

(
(rp,YC (VS Owp) thrp) = —i%%;Xa
iV) <wrp7 vé¢rp> =Tr er]* Yo [VS'@[JTP] .
=Tr [pr]* [ngrp} =Tr [¢rp]* [6awrp] + Ea AGTr W’rp]* [pr] [90]
Tr [wjfp} [rp] [0a] is purely imaginary :
Tr (5] gl 18] = (Tr [05,] [rp) [Ba])’ = Tr16a)’ Wor]' Torg]
=1Tr[0 ] [7/}7":0] [7/}7":0] = —Tr[0,] W)rp] [7/}7":0] = —Tr[t, ] [7/}7"10][ al
sois T'r er] [Oathrp] : T er]* [rp] = Ct = Tr [1/}7“;0]* [Oatrp] = =T [8047/’@]* [trp]
and T 1] [Vi4byp] is purely imaginary :
W Tr ()" V2] = 1 (Tr gl Datieg] + X, ASTr (] (6] 16])
v) We get :

Im <¢p7 va¢p> = % <¢Tp7 vé¢’rp> - %%;Xa (52)
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vi) We have the identity,which will be used later on :

1
(Vrps Oathrp) + _%;t)j (w) Ow (53)

4

1
Im <¢p76a1/’p> = 7

The part of the action for the interactions is then :

for a single particle : Cf fOT (v (t,2)) Im (¢, V) dt)

= Cp [y £(@v (t2)) ( (i, V) — L 30, u®s X dt

for each particle of type p : C7 fOT fo (®v, (t,2)) Im (¢, Vi 1) dt
T «@

=C; fo Ip (@vp (t,x)) (% <2/Jr, Vﬁpwr> — %Za up%;Xpa) dt .

with a real constant Cy

11.2.4 Total Action

The total action with the three parts above is expressed in a geometric form in the fiber bundle
variables, it is obviously equivariant and covariant. It differs from the general lagrangian by the
introduction of the vector field u,which is defined through w :

3
up, = c | (2a2, — 1) g0 (m) + ay prjaj (m) (54)

t

wy, : © = R is not constrained because w},

of chart, which is convenient in GR.

wp is not bounded and does not change in a change

Single particle model
The action is then :

fs;zaﬁ (CG <.7:Ga,8,.7:g'8> +Cx <.7:Aa,3,.7:j’8>) T+ (55)
Jo [ (@v (t, %)) (Cp (o, o) + Cr (3 (¢, Vb ) — 33 u¥s Xy)) di

Distribution of particles

We need to account for the distribution of particles. Uusally one follows a large population of
particles, and measures the density of particles, or type of particles, on cross sections along the
trajectories.

The volume form oy (m) = det [P'] d€° A d€Y A d€? A d€3 induces on each hypersurface Q3 (t) =
{m=pm (t,z),z € Q3(0)} a volume form :

w3 (M) = i,wy < wa (M) =nAws (m) where n is the unitary normal future oriented to Q3 (¢) .
The hypersurfaces are defined by the equation f(m) = t and n is the normalized gradiant :

grad (f' (m)) =>",, (25 gaﬁagf) 0o =20 tg™000 =3, > i nijpiapjoafa
= Y I nOPRO = — 3, LP§ 06 = —Leg (m)

n=c¢ep(m)
w3 (m) = det [P'] €Y A d€? A de?
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The flows ®y (¢, ) are complete on £ so
wy (v (t,2))) = /— (V, V)dtws (z (56)

We assume that :

i) the initial distribution of particles on 3 (0) is given by a function N, (z) which is locally
integrable. It does not need to be smooth, but the measure N, (x) w3 () must be absolutely con-
tinuous.

ii) the type of the particles does not change over their trajectories

The action related to the interactions read :

Cr fﬂ3(0 (fo (@v (t,2)) (% <1/’r= V£¢r> — %%tXa) dt) ws ()
e fm (fo (3 (¢, VAPr) — 35 X)) /= (V) V}dt) w3 (2)

=Cr fsz3(0) fo p (@ ((7 <¢T= V£¢T> - % tXa)) V=V, V)dtws (x)

= C1 Jo Ny (m) ((5 (¥, Varr) — 52¢'Xa)) wa (m)

using the fact that ¢ are sections defined on M and the prolongation of N, (par (¢, 2)) = N, () .
Formally it sums up to replace the chart s by @y, for each type of particles.

The action is then:

Ja (Ca <}'Ga/3,}'gﬂ> +Ca <anﬂ,f;;6> + CIN, (3 (6, Vi) = 3 Xa)) ) o

57
+ CP Jo 0y No (Yop: Yop) ( I @yt a:))dt) w3 (2) (57)

11.3 Equations

Find a stationary solution in the single particle model and distribution of particles model requires
different tools, but which are similar in many ways. We start with the distributional model.

11.3.1 Equations for a distribution of particles

Proper time
In the case of a population of particles, the function f is involved only with the last term :

Cp ng(O) Ny (@) (top, Yop) (fo (v (t,x )dt) ws ()
which is stationary only if fo (®y (t,x))dt = T, (z) is constant. It is usual to read this term

S : fOT v/ =V, V)dt which leads, for free particles, to the conclusion that the trajectories must
be of extremal lengths, that is geodesics. But geodesics depend on the metric. Here, in a general
model of interacting particles and fields, the world lines are defined through the other parameters
and T, (z) is determined for each particle. So we are lead to a more significant result : each type
of particle has its own proper time. This is consistent with the assumption that the world lines are
defined by a common vector field, which depends on the initial conditions, and cannot be arbitrary.
This proper time is defined anywhere in M, as well as the sections 1, and we can assume that it
does not depend on the system.
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In the usual relativist point of view the proper time is linked to the time as measured on the
clock of an observer. Here we see that it has a deeper, intrinsic, meaning, as it is linked to the
fundamental constituent of material bodies : it is observer independant. The constant c¢ acquires
a different status : it is just the ratio of the units used to measure, through different instruments,
lengths and times. From this point of view the ”speed of propagation of fields”, which, as we have
seen, is not a simple topic, should be revisited.

Moreover this part of the action is no longer involved, and we can use the usual Lagrange
equations to compute the other variables.

Euler Lagrange equations
For a population of particles the action reads :

Jo (Ca (Faap F&P) + Ca(Faas, F37) + CLN, () (3 (o, Vi) — 14 X,)) )

The solutions of the variational problem are given by the Lagrange equations :
dL det P’ Z d_dLdet P _ 0
T dzt B dEr dz -

Whenever 2 is complex we have two families of real valued equations :
OLdet P’ Z d OLdet P’ P/ -0
"ORezt B der (?Rcz -

adetP, d adetP,
“HIm 2 Zﬁ des 8Imzﬂ =0

and by defining the holomorphic complex valued functions :
OLdet P’ _ 9Ldet P’ | 10Ldet P’

0z ORe z? i Olmz?
OLdet P’ _ 9Ldet P’ _ 19LdetP’

Era ORe z? ¢ OImz?
the equations read :

OLdet P’ Z d OL det P’ 4+ 1 1 9L det P, Z d OL det P’
T8zt B dEr BRezi 4 8Imz B dep Bzf3
OLdet P! _ DL det P . _d_ (OLdet P’ _ 19Ldet P’
X 0zt B deB O Re zé i Olmz?

B

o (se) e (5

and we are left with the unique equation :

OLdet P _ S, (adeitP’)

Oz B dEr 625

On the manifold M endowed with the volume form w, the divergence of a vector field X =
Y0 X“0&, is the function div(X) : £xws = div(X)w, and its expression in coordinates is :

div(X) = 15 Dy Oa (X* det P) which reads in the SR approximation : div(X) = 04 (X©)

;ng is a vector : Z; = dL agb and det B Eﬁ prd (L;IZLZ_3 det P’) = div(Z;)

Equation for .,
We have two families of equations, for each variable v, :
. . deetP_' — _d AW deetP_' _ _d
Vi, j,p dRe 2o dew (da Re ¢, detp)’ dIm 7}, 2o T (da Im 77,
which combine in :

aL_ _ 1 d /
m—mzadf_a(da Vi detP)

_ det P’)

Partial derivatives : s
i) 2 = NpCr (52 377 [ [V ] = B3y S0y S g XATr [i)” il 1))
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with : X2 = [—1j (w) daw + (a2, — 3j (W) j (w)) Gra + awj (W) Gual”

lTT [wT;D]* [ \%h 1/)rp:|

= 155 (Tr )" Dstoes] + Tr o] [ry) [Aﬁ})

= %Z@ D (Zkl [ Tp}f [861/1Tp] {Aﬁ} [1/’:;)} [Z/er];)

with Tr [Aa] Wl Wog) = Tr [l Woos) [As]

aw 77 1T7" er]* [VA %/er} = %Zﬁ uf) ([Aﬂ} w:p])J

72 Tt Sa w XTr ] il o] = Sy Sy X2 ([5] )]

= m0r Sy (Y0 (4] 93))) — i e (o] ) )

ﬁ) daifpif,; = Npclm% Z,B ug <qu [7/’:10]]; Wﬁ‘/’w]i + [1/’;10]: [‘/’rp]? {ABK)
ac

L oaq«1i
o, - O (Y5l (58)

The equation is : _
Ny Cr St (1- [Aa] [5,) = £ [w2,) Bl )

— 1 *
= 3t Lo g (MpCrbug [v5,]] det p/)
and because NV, is constant :

Zwu;: € [‘ ][w:p ] - X2 [v3,] [

[U)rp] detP/)
i (—Fu [1hyp) det P')

g~

Lxe| %] [wrp]) e di (15 [trp] ot P)
dctP Za dga (“ det Pl)
div (up) Za 1 Za ng ([Fal W’Tp])

= ( Outtbro) + [bro) [ A ) + g div (1)
By left multlphcatlon with [¢,,]" and taking the trace :
13 Yot Lo UpXGTT [rp]” Fal ]
= St (=70 [l athrp] + Tr [rg]” [rp] [Aa] ) + Tr )" ] div (1)

Which implies for the complex and real parts :

Tr ()" [Wrp), Tr ()" (] [0p]) € R,

Tr [r]” Ostro) T gl (] [ Aa] € iR

15 a1 Lo g XaTr ([Yrp]” Fal [rs))

= S0 (=T W] Datoep] + Tr [Ury]” ] [ Aa)

div (up) T'r [@[’rp]* [trp] =0
So we have the equations :

I ol XeTr ([l Pl [trp])

[w
+ ¥

rp]
rp]
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= % Za ug‘ (—T’r WW]* [85“7’[]“7] +Tr W’rp]* [wrp] [Aa})

div (up) =0 (59)
The vector fields u, follow the equation :
(o7 1 (o7
Z Doty + 3 Up Zgﬂvaagg.y =0 (60)
o By

which is a single equation for each type of particle, involving w;, and P.
As a consequence the equation becomes :

i3 T ug X8 (Bl Wra]) = L g (= Datorg] + ] [Aa])
S g Batbrg] = X (0] [Aa] +i3 X3, X2 Bl [0s])

vp: G = Y (] [Aa] + 3 0y X2 Fal (2] (61)

with : X2 = [—3j (w) daw + (a2, — 3j (W) j (w)) Gra + awj (W) Gual”
The full equation is, in r and w :

e =0 (%)

yC ( Trp d%) Yop = [thop] [;1}

L S0 (40 () B2+ (03— 35 () (wp) G+ @ (w) G| 1€ (073!) Bl 1€ (o) oy
1€ (o7t 552 ) o = =i S0 [ (& = 33 () + 75 ()5 () 2] v

o ([(3 = 8900+ 23 03 60)) 22| G+ 4 () F2]9C (05) Bl 1€ 000))
=20 [oy] [A] = S0, [(@2 = 47 (09) 5 (1)) G + i (1) G| "2€ (073)) Fal 1C (02)

As we have : ,

Vatty = DO (0up)] (VAU — i3 iy (Val 20y + [Xal Fatry))
and from the previous equation :

Vi by = S ug (20athrg] + 1% S, X2 Fal 0]

on shell :

3
Vo, Vp = [YC (Owp)] Z < Oatbrp) — %Z o] 7a701/}rp> (62)

@ a=1

with :

Y. = —wdaay + awOaw + [afu —1—ayj(w)+ %j (w) j (w)] Gro + [1 - %j (w)j (w)] Gua
Moreover:

(Vi 0)
= (YC (0up) Yrps 1€ (@) Lo 5 (2 [0atbry] = i3 X5, [Yal a20%rs) )

= Y ug (W 2 0uthry) = i3 T3, [¥a)" a0y
=2 <1/’Tp’ dfTTpp> — i3 20 Up 2:1 [Ya]* T [Yrp]” v0YaY0 [rs]
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=2y B2 ) 04 X0 S0 Yol T ] 7a [0
(o Vi) = 2 (rp, S22 (63)
with ., = vC (o) Yop
(b %)
= (Yop, 1€ (o) - 2222) oy )
= (Yo =13 X0y [(2 - 23<rp>+4ar )3 () 22| Fatbop)
=it 3 (R -3 00 + 2 ()5 () 2] (Wop Fution)

Equation for w
The variable is w, (one for each type of particle), which is also involved through w,,.
The equation is :

_ _1 d dL
&—1,2,3])—1 N dwa mzadf_a(da wadetp/)

Part1al derlvatlves
)0 (e [0 < () A 4 ()
25 2N,y (S (T )" (Vi) — 2 X) — S (25 X))
2 = N,C (W I (p, Vathy) — Sussd (agaxa))

i) %}Xa

=2 [_lj( )3w—|—( _5]( w) j (w ))Gra+aw]( )Gwa}

b

Q
£
EL)

= %(e (b,a,d) Oqwyp) + awa ((3a2 — )Gb - l (w;Gm) + aye (b, e, d) gGﬁja)
:t—aé ()e((a b, ¢) daw) + ((2 gGﬁa — 368 (w ;Gm) - %ng?a + aywe (b,a,¢) GS,y))
#p Bwa o
= —%pe (a,b,c) ba wy —I— 4wZ%ZGb - %%253 (w;Gm) - %%ngGga A€ (q,b,c) ZGfM
= 11} () Bty + 105 (9Gra) = 395 (wpGra) — 5 (35wp) Gl — aw [ (%) Gual”
= (45 Gt + (s Gr) — Ly (01Gr) ~ 3 () G 0 5 o)
7Wp (’_‘me) 2% (w Gra) — 5 (wp35) Gr_a .
=3 (5 (%) J (wp) Gra + (whtp) Gra) = 5 (7 (wp) j (5) Gra + (wh35) Gra) — 5 (Wh5) Gra
= %] (%p)j (wp) Gra — 2] (wp) (5 p) ra T % (w;%:v) Gra
sty oz Xa =[5 () Oawy + (35 (55) 5 (wp) — 55 (wp) § (55) —  (w}hop)) Gras = @ (%) Gua”
i) 22 = N,Cr{¥, Im (ty, Vaty) 55
_% ff [_%] (5¢p) Oawyp + (43 (5p) 3 (wp) — % (wp) J (52p) — i (w;%p)) Gra — awj (52p) Gwa} }
iv) dadea OINpaaawa (=3 Yo upsg [—37 (wp) Dawp])
1C’IN,,aa o (u > e(b ¢, d) wy 0w )
= 1CIN,, (uGsbe (b, ¢, a) ws)
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dL
m = CIN ugy (5 (wp) 2] (64)

The equation is with N, = Ct
a=1,2,3,p=1..N:

Cr Yo Im (t, Voathy) o

_%up [_%j (%P) O wp + (%J (%p)j (wp) - %] (wp)j (%p) - % (w;%p)) Gra — awj (%p) Gwa}a
=-1C; detlpf Ea % (U{'f lj (wp) %p]adet P/)

= —3Cr Y uy 7= [ (wp) 75)" = $C1 [j (wp) 55)* qatpr 2o 78w (up det P')

On shell :

div (up) =0

S Im (. Vathy) Gk
_%“3 [_%j (%P) O wp + (ZJ (%p)j (wp) - %] (wp)j (%p) - i (w;%p)) Gra — awj (%p) Gwa}a

=1 Ea uy dga 7 (wp) 555
The equation is then :

Za Im <¢;Da Oﬂ/)p> gié =
E (5 () 222 4 (37 () ) — (1) () — & (1) G — 200 (55,) G

with :
0 _ 2 i Cai i
up_c(2aw—1),z_1,2,3.u;—caww;
_ 3 a,, ]
_Zj o Pjtug,
day _
Gy = /1 + wwédia—r;wwg
oul d
L A— {2 — a
Bus _c4awdwa = cwy,
ou’ 1
y L— (3
awg_c(4a wpw, —l—awé)

awz—Pocw —I—ZJ o Pfe ( wuﬂ—l—awé])
=c (Po wy + ay Pyt + —wa Ej_l P.O‘wg))
RANSIN

¢ (PO w + awPO‘ 4ca2 w ( - Pélug))

= c(Jughs (1+ 55 ) + awPe + hrwpuy)
The full equation with respect to w is then :

; dp ¢ —
[ (wy) 2] =

b
3 . ~

o l(-2 S0 (2 - 300+ 52 ()3 0)) 0ur] i ) )
+1 (bop, Yop [Aa ) = S Xade (JupPs (1+ 52 ) + awPs)
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a

~ (3363 (wp) = ()5 (4) = § (wh2,)) G = 2.5 (39)) G
with <1/1Tp, dfTT;’> =0 (see below)

Equation for the gravitational field
The equations are :

._dL 1 d dL /
Va,ac—%—m25@'(mdetp>

. dL 1 d dL /
Va, 0 gGe— = qap 28 3 (dagcﬁ)a detP)

Partial derivatives related to Cg <]-"Ga5, ]-"gﬂ >

i) Fo — 9G7,, 9Gy G, IEIN
AL

e(b,c,d) G;AGiH

9ex T~ ToEn +7J (Gr)\) Gru —J (Gw)\) qu = 851“ T + € (b7 Cy d) Gf‘)\Gg# -

lesd aGP . . aG?, oGP c
]:S;Au = ex — e tJ (Guwa) Grg + J(Gra) Gup = DEx — “pgn T € (b,c,d) GwAGg# +

e(b,c,d) Gﬁ)\Gﬁ,M
<fca3,f8ﬂ > = 1m0 99 G (fﬁggfw — figsfwxu)
ii) ﬁ E?W:o Eb QEAQC“ (]:fgg]:fm - ‘Fub;fsfgz)\u)
=2 g g (ﬁ}-ffﬁg) }-SA# + QEAQW‘EIZ&C ﬁffw
—g*Agtr (dc‘;’lga figc) Furn = 9 H Flec adiaFons
= 20y PP g Frac + Fr g Fhea + F2 gda Frap + F ad Fora

a Y rag dGe, v rap dGe,,
B (ﬁ}—ga@“) ]-"3;( - (ﬁ}—g@) ]:Sza - ]:3;0‘# dcglga ]:5104& - ]:31)\& dci‘iga ‘7:51)\&
= A, P2 i Py = (e Pl ) F
B Frony = ada (€(b.c,d) G Gl — € (b,c,d) (G5,,GY,)) = o

e(b,a,c) G
2¢ (b,a,c) Gy,

déiga ‘Fgla)\ = déiga € (bv c, d) (G;aGg’y) +e€ (ba c, d) (Gian}'y)
3
S8 o 694G i (FlecFonu = FlogeFura

= Ga Yy, €(ba,c) (FRGE, - FoOGE,,)

=—Gg Y€ la,b,c) (FFGE, — FaGe)

=—Gg 27 U (F27) Gry = 5 (F57) Gw'y]a

i (Faos FE) = =G X0, [ (F) Gy = 3 (FE7) G

i) 7= § 2 enaumo b 99" (ffggff)\# - figsffAu)

= S P e Py = (Pl ) F2

dgga Floy = deaa (e(b,c,d) (Ge,GL) —€(b,¢,d) (GS,,GL,)) = —€(b,a,c) G,

T Foar = qoa—e (b,¢,d) (GLaGL) +e (b, d) (GiuGY,) =€ (b,a,0) G
3

T Lo 1 25 99 (f vecFian — FueeT) fAu)

=Y hey €(bya,c) (~FTGE,, — FGE)

=Y c€la,b ) (G, FLov + FhorGes)

C
Ty
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= 5, [ (F2) G+ (F37) G
o <fca6,fgﬁ> = Ca 32, [ (F27) Gy 3 (F57) G
iv) oG Ga EgnA,u 09 g CG 4dosGa,, Ga (J:JEEC]:M”>

—OG44E ]'"ﬁ daﬁca "y
e aL
0501 afa
d@BG“ —CaFg dB G = CgF; (66)

Partial derivatives related to ZN_l N,CrIm Za us (Yp, Vatbp)
13, w4 (s Vaty) = 1T (9] [V ] — 1, wgo X
w1thX = —3J () aw + (af, —§j( )'(w))GraJran( ) Gua
i) dGa (Im >, u ul (Vp, Vaihyp)) = ( o Up dGa ( 4 Xa ))
nga Yot X

= ﬁ [(G%Up - %] (wp) j (wp) G’ra)} %g

=2y [(Bad, —2) 0 — swpuwy] 5
(303, — 2) 54 — 3 (wpoep) wy
(3a —2) 5 — w;%p) wp} “

[ 3 (
= [(3a%, —2) 75 — 5 (J (wp) j (wp) 55 + 4 (af, — 1) 55) wp]”
[(aw j (wp) j (wp)) %p]a
(Im Za » (Up, a‘/’p>) = _% (Za Uy [(ai - %j (wp) 7 (wp)) %p}a)
) dca (Im 3=, ug (vp, Vatbp)) = _%( o Uy g (4 Xa ))
dGa Eb 1%bXb
- dGa Zb 1[ ( )Gwa]b%Z
= dGa Zb 1€(b,¢,d) ;nga Xy

_Zb 16((1 b,c)w w2, f;
=1[j (>%) wp]
= —[j (wp) %p]

ﬁ (Im Za u? <1/}pa voﬂ/}p» = _% Za ug (_ [.] (wp) %P]a)

The equations are:

Va,a :

-Gg E'y [j (]:ra’y) Gry—J (fg'y) Gw'y]a - %OI Z;V:l Npug [(a’%u - %J (wp)j (wp)) %pr
= Cogaip 2p 765 (FrP det P')

Gg 27 U (F) Gury + 3 (F37) Gr'y]a - %CI Z;])V:1 Npuzofa%w [—7 (wp) %p]a

= —Co gaipr 2p 765 (Fif* det P)

Gg Z’y [] (FX) Gm —J (-ng) wa]a + %CI Zévzl Npug [(a?u - %J (wp)j (wp)) %p]a
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= Cagapr 2p 365 (Fr0 det P')

Ga Z [ (F7) Gw'y + 5 (F37) G + %CI 25:1 Npug awp [ (wp) )"

= CGdctP’ Zﬁ 77 (]—"w‘ﬂ det P’)

In the Clifford algebra

Yoot 2o [ (FEY) Gy = § (F) Gun)* Ra + 3, [ (FE) Gy + 5 (FS) Gro]* Rays
0 G (F2) G — 5 (F89) G (F29) G+ 7 (F2?) Goane)

= [v (F2P,F3P) v (Grp, Gup)]

Zi:l [(a?u - %] (wp)j (wp)) %p]a 7a_[j (wp) %p]a ?a+3 =v ((a‘%u - %J (wp)j (wp)) Hp; Qwp) (wp) %p)
S FePR 4 FeBR = v (FoP, FoP) = FSP

So the equation reads:

Vo :

N
1 1 1 d
af3 a 2 . . . . a3 /
Ga []—"G 7Gﬁ}—|—§01 g Npuyv <<aw - 5] (wp) J (wp)) %, Qupj (Wp) %p) =Cqg—— ot P E dfﬂ (]-'G detp)

p=1
(67)
Remark :
Im <¢p7 va¢p> <¢rp7 \Y ¢rp>_% }; (_%] (w) aaw + (a%u - %j (w)] (w)) Gra + awj (w) Gwa)
m (, Vathp) = Im (1, Vo) = + (0, dat)+4 (o, 0] [Aa| Y= 5 S0, G (0 5uath) =3 3oy Gt 86, 7a00)
So we have the identities : .
dcl;ia Im W’pv oﬂ/’p> = _% W’paia‘/’ﬁ = _%ﬁ (%;Xa) = _% [(0%211 - %J (wp)j (wp)) %p}
dGa Im <¢p, a¢p> = _% <¢p7'7a’70¢p> = _%degm (%;Xa) = _% [awj (wp) %p]a
Tr [wp] 7*0%1 [wp] = [(ai - %] (wg)] (wp)) %p}a = <wp77a¢p>
=T W’p] Ya [wp] =ay[j (wp) %p] = (Vp, 7@’70¢p>

Equation for the other fields
The equations are :

LdL 1 ~d_{dLdet P’
Va,a: Ji = G 25 ( dds As )

Part1al derivatives :

i) L = 3720 099 Ca g (FhecFan) + S0t NyCrge TnTr [y )" [V )

Flhy, = AL =0, Ab +3 cgdAcAd

Ca ZO?)\# 0 g (]:Aﬁc]:A)\H)

=Ca ch,\u:o Zbcdg gmcb Ad]'—ﬁu# 95’\ Q“Ob Ag ]:AA ggagc“]:gggCabdAZ+9£A9<afgg<CgaAi
= Ca Y loapmo Sope CLASTFRT — CLACF R + }'ba”Cb Ac — Fract A

ac‘tu

leY e} - A leY
=404 Y gy, CLASFE =40 Y, [ea,AB] Fhed — 404y, <[9G,AB] ,fAB>
Using : VX,Y,Z € TyU : (X, Y, Z]) = ([X, Y], Z)

(70 ds] 77, = (o [10 7)), = [0 75T

because the basis is orthonormal.
SN NG T Tr [, [v;;‘p wrp}

U
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mwmﬂ[ 8] =15, ﬂﬂmpwwwzﬁwwgwam
I T[] [V ] = ug 17 (100] [7,] [00s])

4 (1045, [A 73]+ CrE I, N T [03,] 0] 00])
ii)

dl
daﬁ Aa

AC A FoPe (68)

The equation is :

Yo, 0404 X, [As, 7S] O Y NueTr [07,] [y ]

= 4Ca gty X s (F det PY)

Tr [ :p} [pr] [ea] = <1/’Tp= Urp [9,1]> = (v (Urpa 917) Yop, ¥ (UTZN 917) Yop [eaD = <¢0p7 Yop [9,1]>

or in the Lie algebra :

m N

Vo : CAZ:%: (7%, 4] 7-%%012%@ (o top [0a]) 0 = OAdetIP, Z dgﬁ (757 det P')
a= p=

(69)

Equations for the tetrad P
The equation are :

., dLdet P’ __ ~d_(9LdetP’
Va,i : aPT | — E@ P ( 903 P )

The derivative of the determinant is :

ddet P’ _ 1 _\29detP _ i /i /
P =~ (ztp) oPs (dctP) Py det P =—Fdet P

So the equations read :
df det P! — L (det P') Plf = 0
By product with Pf and summation on i :

Vo, 8 =0..3: 3, 5P - £6g =0

Partial derivatives:

ips = aus ops + L pon wom (97°9") (Ca <]:G>\u7 Fapo) + CalFapn: Fapo))
i) guﬁﬂ gluD; =0 Zp 1220 NpIm (¢, oﬂ/’p> oPF

with u* =¢ (POO‘ (2aw - 1) + szl Qo P wb)

i=0:25 90 = cCr Y0 N, (202 — 1) Im (¢, Vatdy)

i>0:2% g;{z = cCr Yooty Npaww' Im (3, Vaibp)

oL du” ,3
ZZ ou™ OPY P

= cCr 0L Ny (203 = 1) BY + 0w S0, wi P ) T (1, V)
=Cy Z;fyvzl Npug Im <7/}p7 Vaﬂ/}p>
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i) > 0nu % (92 9"%) (Faaus Fapo)

= Saso b (Sepumo WP} PLTPPEPL) (Fenge Fopn)
=433, Z?:o 0" P} g"? (Faaps Farp)

DIIW % (9™ g"%) (Ca (Fanus Fapo) + Ca(Fapo, Faps))
=43\, S0P} (Ca (Faap Farp) + Ca (Faau Farp))
Do Pf > o % (9™ 9"%) (Ca (Fanus Fapo) + Ca{(Fapo, Faps))

=4y, P! 2 up Z?;o 0 P} gt (Ca (Faaw Fare) + Ca (Faau: Farp))
=4 E)\HP gABg,up (OG <]:Ga,u7 ]:G)\p> + OA <]:Aa,ua ]:AAp>)

= 4(Ca (Faap F&') + Ca (Faam F3))
iii) So we have the identity :

S e Pl = Cr SNy Npuf T (0, V) + 420 (Co (Faans &) + Ca(Faan, FR))
(70)

The tetrad equation reads :
Va,B=0...3:

Cr S0y Nyt T (0, V) + 4525 (Ca (Faans F& ) + Ca (Faars FR')) = £ (T1)

By taking a = 8 and summing :

Cr Yoty NpIm (3, Vi, 1) + 40 (Ca (Faay F&') + Ca (Faay, F3 1)) = 4L
= 106 (Foup F&) + Ca (Faus, F3) +4Cr S0, Ny (4, Vo, )

=

N
> Ny Im (4, Vi, 1) = 0 (72)

p=1

11.3.2 Equations of a single particle

We consider a system of a single particle interacting with the fields, represented as above :
- the state of the particle is represented by a vector v € Ey ® F
- the fields are represented by their potential G, /Ll and their strengh Fgag, Faas
The action is ;

Jo s (Ca (Foun 7) 4 Ca (Faos 75°))
+Cp (o, 00) fi f (v (t,2))dt+Cr [ F( @y (t,2)) (2 (0, VAG) — 33wt X,) dt
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Functional derivatives
We cannot use the Euler-Lagrange equations, so we will use the functional derivatives, using the
extension of distributions on vector bundles (see Dutailly 2012).

A functional : ¢ : J'E — R deﬁned on a normed subspace of sections X (J"E) of a vector
bundle E has a functional derivative 2 (Z,) with respect to a section Z € X (E) in Zp if there is a
distribution 2 E such that for any smooth, compactly supported §Z € X o0 (E) :

limy 520 |[€ (Zo + 62) — € (Zo) — §= (%) Z|| = 0

Because Z and 07 are sections of E their r-jets extensions are computed by taking the partial
derivatives. The key point in the definition is that only §Z, and not its derivatives, is involved. It
is clear that the functional is stationary in Zj if ‘W (ZO) = O

When the functional is given by an integral : fQ Z)dE0 N dEY A dE? A dE3 the functional
derivative is the distribution :

= fQ S Yan.an (=1)* Doy ... W&deo AdEY N dE? N dE3

so that we get back the Euler Lagrange equations if all the functionals are integral similarly

defined.

Equations for ¢y and w
The variables are involved in the last integral only, and the equations can be deduced from the
Euler-Lagrange equations :

div(u) =0 (73)

dwT-wr[ } Ly 1[—— (w) 22 + (a2, — L5 () j () Cr + awj (wy) Gu| Pl W] (74)
V/\\I%lthi

A =3 ugAe

Go =, uGs,

Go =3, uGe,

Va=1,2,3:

Zlm 0, V) 6“3 _ i K—j (w) Z <§j (54 j (w) = j (w) j () - % (wt%)> Gy = 2a0j () GW)]G

m <1/}P7 VQ¢P> =3 WJT;D’ a¢rp> + % <7/)0p71/)0p [;1}>
—ho [ ) 52+ (430 1)) G i (1) G|
<1/)Tp7 oﬂ/}Tp> <1/)0pa70( + O Urp) 1/10p> .

== S0 [(E - 50+ i (07 0)) Bar| Wops Tuthon)
Im <Q/Jp7 Voﬂ/’p> = % <w’l‘p7 véw’r‘p> - % ;Xa
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Equation for the fields
The functional derivatives for the gravitational field are :

(fsz Ca <fGaB=fgﬂ> ) (6G%a)
- OG Jo (3= (Faas F& ) det P = 3y o 5t ((Farap, F&) det ') )
(6G2 ) d€O A dEY A de? A de?
=Co [4 225 ([j (F22) Gup + 5 (F3P) Grg] " det P! — s (Fabe det P'))
(6G2 ) d€O A dEY A dE? A de?
=Caq Jo 325 [ (F27) Gup +5 (F37) Gra]” (0G,,) @4
+ Jo g s (FaoP det P') (6GS,,) dE0 A dEM A dE? A dE?
=Ca Jo 325 [1 (FP) Gup + 3 (F37) Gro] " (6G1,0) wa
+Ca [, (6G%,q) (Zﬂ d%ﬁf:zaﬁ) @1 = C [ (0G%,) S5 FaoP S 5 P& dgﬂ w4
= Cg [ (6G%,) (ZB [ (F2%) Gup + 3 (F3P) Grp)® + o Faof — ool Y, Pl ) w4
with
T (Foasn F&') = Co X, i (F2) G+ (F) G
dagégm = —CoFyl™

d r_ ddet P’ dP] , .
2p aem det P1= 00 a;g rr (va Pj TET ) det P

For the simple integral a direct computation gives:

10 S T fut st Xy (Goe + 0Gpa) dt — (—lc ST futst X, (G )dt)
Dl aJo a wao wao Dl aJo e wao

=—3C; fOT fu® >, 7 (awe (b, c,a) wdGS,,) dt

=-1icC; fOT f;ﬂ(SG‘jja e (awe (a, b, ¢) sPw.) dt

- —%Claw fo Ju®6Ge 5 (32) w]* dt

with X = — 17 () daw + (a2 — 37 () j (w)) Gra + awj (W) Gua

The equation reads :
VoG wa :

Co Jo (0G0) (S [ (F2?) Gup +5 (Fi?) Gus] " + gl Fi? = Fio? 30, P )
+5Cray fy fu [ (w) 5" (5G8,,) dt =0

And similarly :

3Ga, (fsz Ca <f0aﬂ=fgﬂ> w4> (6G%0)

= Cq [, (5GS,,) (23 — [ (F2) Grp — § (FaP) Gup)" — g Food + FreP 32, PliSs ) w4
VoG, :

Ca Jo (0G8a) (X5 = [7 (F2?) Gog = 5 (Fa?) Gupl” — g Fee? + Food ¥ PidEs ) o
—Lcy [y fue [(a3 — 3 (w) j (w)) 5] 6GS, (6G4,) dt = 0

with

e <fcaﬁ, F&Y) = =Ga X, [} (FE) Gy — § (Fa) Gun”

dagGa = C ]:aﬂa

Xo = _5] ( )aaw =+ (a‘?u - %J (w)] (w)) Gra + ayj (w) Gua
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Zb " [(a3, — 55 (w) j ( ) 5Gm] = a2,3"8G, — § Y0, 7 [ () j () 6Gira]”

= a2 x"6G%, lZ ( (w'Gya) — (wtw) 5Glr7a)

—d %‘15G“ —éz b (wSG2,) — (w'w) 3G,

= (ah+ 4 (wtu) 406, - 3 )

= ((a3, + 5 (w'w)) 2 "w)) 6GT,

= [(a, ( ) J(w )) ] 5Ga

e J, 66 >( o 1 (F29) G+ (Fi) Gup " + s Fio® = Fie? 5, PG ) o
HL01 T futanlj > 1 <6Ga it =0

Ca fQ 5Ga ( 8 [ ]'—aﬁ rﬁ —-J (]: ﬁ) Gwﬁ} dgﬁ]:aaﬁ ]'—mﬁz Py(iilgﬂ ) =
+1C1ay [y fu[(a — L) (w) j (w)) 5] " 6G%, (6G%,) dt =0

By combination, as done previously :
Co Jo (3G, X5 [F&,Go| + 2o FE —~ F& X, P )

T
+3C1 Jo fu® (0Ga,v (a3, — 37 (w) j (w)) 22, awj (w) %)) dt =0
The equation holds for any compactly smooth dG. Take 6G = 5G dé™ with G null outside a
small tube 0C' enclosing the world line u.

Co Jy <5GQ,ZB [fgﬁ,aﬁbm

= foT (fac <‘§aa, PP []:gﬁ, Grﬁ} > w3 (@) V-V, V)dt

= foT f (fac <5/éav > [fgﬂa Gr,@} > w3 (55)) dt

By shrinking OC the integral converges to : fOT f <(§E‘m Zg []:837 GB] > (@, (t,2)) dt
and similarly for :

Ca Jo (G, Sy 7 F& — FEP S PSS Y o

T . /<A o i dP)
= Co fy [ (0Ca, Xy g F& = F& S PG ) (@ (1, 2)) dt
So that the equation reads for any point ®y (¢, ) on the trajectory

P8 [FEP.Ga] + o (2 = 45 () ] () 5 a0 (w) )

o Fo i dP;
FOof (S 4 Fe — FEP S P ) =0
Va

ZB [‘Fgﬁ,Gﬁ} +v ((ai — %j (w) g (w)) %, ayj (W) %) + Cgﬁ Z,@ d%g (]—'gﬁ detP') =0
(76)

So we get back the previous equation, which holds along the trajectory.

By a similar method we can get the equation for the other fields :

Va,a :

Cadlg [ffiﬁ 7215} — Cr SN Npug (o, v [0a]) + Ca ol Y o (fj}ﬁ det P’) —0 (17
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Tetrad equation
The functional derivative reads:

% (fg 2o (CG <~7:G)\,u.7~7:é\;#> +Cx <]:A)\#,]:2#>) W4) (§P%)

=430 su0 Jo 1P} 9" (Ci (Faars Fann) + Ca (Faan, Far)) (OPF) wa
- fQ (Z/\u (OG <]:ka]'—é#> +Ca <]:Akw]:jx#>)) (P&Z) (6Pf) w4

st (Cr Iy 1 (@v (8,2)) S w T (1, Vi) dt) (57

i=0:=0Cr [} f(®v(t,2))c (202 — 1) Im (y, Vi) (6P2) dt
i>0:=Cr [ f(®v (t,2)) cayw' Im (¢, Vaib,) (6P2) dt

The equation holds for any compactly smooth §P. Take 6P! null outside a small tube 9C

enclosing the world line u. When shrinking 0C'the first integral converges to :
A o Joy 179 PN (Ca (Foan Foan) + Ca (Fans, Fane) (6P dt
~Jo (ZM (CG <fcmfé”> +Ca <fAAmf2“>)) (PJ) (6Pf) dt
So we have the equations along the trajectory :
i=0:
4 Z?»p\#:o 77“9%tuA (Ca (Faarys Farxu) + Ca(Faays Faru))
Y (CG <fcmfé“> +Ca <fAAu=f2“>) (PY)
+Crc (242, — 1) Im (¢, Vo)) =0
i>0:
4 Z?»p\#:o nijgwlpjk (Ca (Faays Faru) + Ca(Faay, Faru))
5 [ (o 7 P 7))
+CreapwIm (¢, Vo) =0
By multiplication with Pf an summation over i :
YA o Mg PP (Ca (Faans Fann) + Ca (Faay, Faxu))
= 423;)\“:0 grrgt? (Ca (Feary, Faru) + Ca(Faays Faru))
=45 Ca (Faay F&') + Ca{Faans FJ1)
> EAH (CG <]'—G>\;“]:é#> +Ca <-7:A)\#,]:2#>) (Pa’f) Pf
=08 Yo (Co (Fors B )+ Ca (Fan FA*))
Cre (202, — 1) Y + aw Y30y w PP ) I (9, V)

= Oluﬁ Im <1/)7 Vaw>
we get the equation on the trajectory :
Va, B :

1352, (Ca (Foan F&) + Ca(Faays FR')) + Cru I (1, V)

=08 Yo (Ca (For B ) + Ca (Fanus FA'))

and with a = # and summing :

<1/)7 Vu1/}> =0
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As:
W, Vut) =2 (v,

dyr .
= > € iR

<1/)r, d;";> =0 (80)

f equatlon
fo (v (¢, 7)) (CP (tho, to) + CrIm (b, Vuthp)) dt

= Cp (o, %0) fy f (v (t,2))dt = Cp (o, %) T ()
So the proper time of arrival is defined by the world line, depending of all the other variables.

11.3.3 Conclusion

The equations are identical or similar in both cases. This is due to the specification of the lagrangian
by scalar products. But notice that in the case of a distribution we have equations which hold all
over {2, meanwhile they hold only on the trajectory for a single particle. However the proximity of
the equations show that, by continuity, the results hold for a general distribution of particles, as
long as the type of the particles does not change.

We can sum up these results :
i) the vector fields defining the world lines are divergence free : div (up) =0
ii) the state of the particles and the world lines are defined, for each type of particle, by the first

order ODE in C(l;:p, Z% with parameters the value of the fields along the world line A, @T, éw, P

2 = [iry) [ ]

it 30 [~ 4 () B2+ (0 - 45 ()5 () G+ g (wy) G| [0
Va=1,2,3:

S I (i, Vathy) G

=1 [(—j (wp) d:p + (gj (69) 5 (wp) — j (wp) j (559) — & (wh35,)) Gy — 20 (55) @w)r
Im (1, Vo) = + (rp, Oathry)

4 (o, Yop [A] ) = ¢ [ =37 (wp) G2 + (a2 = 3 (1) 5 (wy)) G + () G
<¢pv Vup'/’p> =2 <‘/’Tpv dfr;p>

=it (R -3 00+ 2 ()5 ) 22] (ops Tuthop) =0

111) the fields are defined by :
Vo

Ga [fgﬁ, G5}+%OI Z;V:l Npugv (a2, — 5 (wp) § (wp)) 3p, awj (wp) 555) = Cagoipr PP iﬂ (]rgﬁ det P’)
Va, o :

Cadlg {Aﬁ’ ]:Zﬁ} +Crg; E;Jav:l NpudTr [07)] [rp) [0a] = Cagoipr PP d%a (]—“aﬁa det P’)

iv) the tetrad over the world line is defined by :

Vo, B,p

157 (Ca (Foan F& ) + Ca{Faus F5T)) + Cruf Im (1, Vo)
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= (52{ Z)\# (CG <.7:G>\M,]:é'u> +Ca <]:A>\M?]:2#>)
and over ) by :
Va,B=0...3:

Cr S0y Ny T (. Vathy) + 4520 o (Ca (Foan F&') + Ca (Fa FR') ) = £63
with the identity :
> d%f"‘ PB Ci Zp 1 Ny UB Im (¢, Vathp) + 427 0 (CG <-7:Ga7=~7:c > +Ca <]:Aa7=]:§7>)

v) the proper time 7, is specific to each particle

The equations for the fields are not linear in F, if U is not abelian, so that practically they give
a true physical meaning to the potentials : there is no possibility to fix a gauge for the fields.

The state of each particle is defined in its proper time from the value of the fields and P at each
point of its world line. So actually the position m does not matter, as long as the value of these
variables is known.

The proper time itself cannot be computed from the equations. So we have the paradoxical
situation that the position of the particle can be forecasted in its proper time, but not in the time
of the observer. Meanwhile of course the observable is the trajectory, in the time of the observer.

The map ¥, : R — Fy ® F belongs to the kernel of the operator :

Yr —

L () [A] + 33 0, [~37 (0) 4 + (63— 37 () § () Gr + aw () G| Fal (]
which is strongly elliptic. As € is relatively compact, the operator is Fredholm and its kernel

is finite dimensional in the space of sections. So the map : ¥,, : R = Ey ® F' belongs to a finite
dimensional vector space. This extend to r and w moreover we have :

S (230 + 2007 0) 2] o, Fuvo) =0

The equations give continuous solutions for r,w € C (R; R?’) and so continuous solutions for
0w, 0r. The domain of these maps is connected, so are their ranges. o, stays in the same connected
component of Spin(3) : the spatial spin does not change in a continuous process. One can see that
the equatlons for w, 1, do not depend on the spin, and if we take the opposite spin (o, — —0y)

ou 1%} . .
then -~ p - — OZ’; and we have the same curve wih the opposite spatial speed. Similarly if ¢, is

solution “for W, then —1),. is still solution for -w.

11.4 Currents
11.4.1 Geometric form of the fields equations

The Noether currents are usually introduced through the equivariance of the Lagrange equations.
But it is easier and more straigthforward to proceed with a direct computation. As they involve
the fields equations we will use the distribution model.

Let us denote the tensors :

Notation 23 Fg =C;3 Z;v:l Npv ((a2, — 25 (wp) j (wp)) 2, awj (wp) 555) @ up € T1.Spin @ TM

Notation 24 F4 =—-C;4 > 0", Zp 1 Ny (Yop, Yop [0 ]> a®Qu, e NURTM
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Notation 25 Bg = G Y5 [fgﬁ : GB} ® 0. € TySpin @ TM

Notation 26 Ba = Ca Y5 |F4°, As| © 00 € TU 0 TM

Notation 27 &g = Fg + Bg € T1Spin @ TM

Notation 28 &4 =F4+ B, € T/ UQTM

With
[(a’%u - %.7 wp)] (wp)) %p] = <¢paia¢p>
Aw wp) %p]a = "/’pa '7a'70¢p>

The equations for the potentials read :
0 =0.3: 0% = Cogaip X 7 (F& det P')

0 =0.3: 0% = Cagky Xy 7 (F37 det P)

The application of the 4 form w, gives: -

ipews = ws (Bg) =30 _o (=1)* T (det P')deO A ...dew... A dEP

ip s = s (Pa) =30, (—1)*T1 D2 (det P')deO A ...dE ... A dEP

For any tensor : X = E{a,@} XB¢E, N OEg € AaTM |, by a straigthforward computation, we
get the value of :

w4 (X) =2 (det P') {X32d€0 A dE* + X 13dE0 A dE? + X21dE0 A dE3

+X03de2 A det 4+ X02dE A dE3 + XONdE3 A dE?)

and : dowy (X)=—-230, (~1)""" 95 (X8 det P') d€® A ...d€°... A dg?

So we have for the tensors :

A0 w1 (S P& 0a N 0Es) = do s (15 ) Fo 0 1 05 )
== (1), (fgﬂ det P’) dEO A . dES .. A de
40w (Lo F5 060 A 0Es) = do s (3 T (ap) 37060 A 06 )
== (1) g (fgﬂ det P’) €O A ..dED ... N dEB

Thus we can write the equations in the geometric form :

igows=—Cadowy | Y Felota NI (81)
aff

ig,wy = —Cadowy | Y F3706, N 0gs (82)
ap

The use of w, is, from a mathematical point of view, necessary to go from a two form on TM
to a more usual two form on TM*. But physically it has a clear meaning : it represents a density,
accounting for the varying volume measure detP’ on M. So in the equations above we have a relation
between the density of the currents ® and the variation of the density of the fields F : the sign -
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shows that the fields F appear to be the "source” of the currents, or conversely, the currents are
"stored” in the fields.

The tensors ®¢,, 9 are vector fields. They are divergence free:

f@GW4 = div(q)g)W4 = iq>GdO w4 +do Z'<I>G’ID4 =do 1p, T4

= ~Cadodom (L, F& 0 7 0¢s) =0

They are conserved in the following meaning. The flow of the vector through a hypersurface 0C
can be defined as [, ig,ws,and if C is a manifold with boundary : [, dois,ws = [5niacws =0

Two hypersurfaces, defined as subsets of M with ¢t = ¢1,¢ = ¢5 can be taken as boundaries, so :

faC(tl) logWe = faC(t2) log Wy

11.4.2 The meaning of the currents

Currents for the particles
Their meaning is clear : the currents follow the world line (they have the same curves) and are
proportional to the density of particles :
Fo=Cr3 30 Nyv (a2 = 33 (wp) j (wp)) 39, s (wyp) 25) @y € TySpin @ TM
Fy=—Crg Yo, Z;])V:l Np (Yop, Yop [0a]) 7a Qup, e NUTM
They are valued in the Lie algebras. And, as it is obvious in the single particle model, their

support is the world line : their extension to the whole of €2 is uniquely due to the introduction of
N.

p% = (Yop,op [0a]) can be seen as the charge carried by the particles. There are as many
charges as the dimension m of 71U, and each type of particle carries a specific, fixed charge
—C14 (Yop, Yop [0a]). In a Yang-Mills model this value has a meaning with respect to a standard
given by the elementary particles, as basis of F.
Similarly one should expect that Cr v ((a2, — 37 (wp) j (wp)) 56, awj (wp) 35) = Cr3v ((Vp, Ya¥p) » (¥ps YaYoUp))
is related to the gravitational charge carried by the particle, that is its mass. Let us write :
(a’120. - %.7 (wp) Jj (wp)) Xp = Pr
awj (Wp) p = pu

then :

(5 33 () 3 (w)) 59y = pr 5 550 = (G + sz ()5 () pr
. ) . . 3a2 —2
awj (wp) (% + ser@er—ayJ (W) (w)) pr=pu & J(Wp) pr = =2=py

and pl, p, =0

From there if p,,, p were constant, the world line w would be defined, whatever the field, which
is not realistic.

Unfortunately we cannot go further with this simple model. It would be nice to express the
scalar products (¥p, Yatp) , (¥p, YaYoUp) from v as it is done for A, but this should require a further
knowledge of U and, indeed, an integration of the Spin and U groups.

It is clear that, in a Yang-Mills model like this one, the gravitational field and the other fields
should be put on the same footing, which requires a true GUT model. And for the same reason
it seems difficult to deal correctly with the mass in a model which ignores gravitation, such as the
Standard Model.
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Currents for the fields

The currents B, Ba share some characteristics with the currents carried by the particles : they
define vector fields, they are valued in the Lie algebras, and there are as many kinds of currents as
the dimensions of these algebras:

B = Ga Loy |78 Ga| @ 0 € TiSpino TM

Ba=CaYus [fj;ﬁ,}xg} ® 96, € U © TM

However there are several important differences.

i) they are defined all over ) : they do not have a compact support.

ii) the vector fields are usually different for each kind of current

iil) there is no obvious ”charge” linked to the currents, except that it is null if the group U is
abelian (and indeed the photon does not carry a charge, contrary to the other bosons).

The equation for G reads in the single particle model :

Vas f) £ (0Ga, Fg)dt = [y (0Ga, BE + g Ca Xy 7 (F& det P') )

For « fixed 0Gqo € Cooe (€;T1Spin), on the left hand side F§ is a distribution, with compact
support, acting on dG,. Similarly on the right hand side Bg + ﬁcg E,@ dgiﬁ (}-gﬁ det P’)is a
distribution, with continuous support in 2, acting on §G,,.

F is a perturbation, which occurs at the location of the particle. The perturbation entails a
variation of the field through the usual derivative

> 3 d%ﬂ (]:gﬁ det P’ ) and an additional effect B& which can be seen as the propagation of the

disturbance over €2, a radiation emitted along a specific vector field. And similarly for the other
fields. The radiation (Bg, B) is similar to the Bremsstrahlung effect : indeed in the GR context
the particle is usually submitted to accelerations. It is continuous, so the spectrum of the energy
which is radiated is usually continuous.

For the reader familiar with generalized functions, Bg is equivalent to the jump which comple-
ments the derivative at a point where a function is not normally differentiable.

This equation shows particles as the sources of the fields, however the radiation which is emitted
has a life of its own, and exists even in areas which are void of any particles. This leads to give to
B a special status, and identify these currents to the bosons.

The bosons should propagate at the speed of light. We have seen what could be the mathematical
formulation of this rule. In particular we should have :

a
Vo Soon s [P Gl 721G =0
but it is not obious that this is met in the model. Of course such relations can be taken as
additional hypothesis and indeed this seems natural with regard to what is said for the particles.

However, as well as for the mass and charges, we face the issues raised by the non integration of
the gravitational and other fields. It is clear that a ”true” model for the boson should give :
_>

Ba = (S, B40a) @ W, Ba = (¥, B&RS) @ W

with a single vector field W for all the currents B, Bg and (W, W) = 0.

As B comes from the partial derivative a?‘xa of the part of the action related to the fields with
respect to the potential, this action should be something like : >, CaBAA (W) + CaBaG (W)
where B4, Bg do not depend on the potential.
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The key point to see if and how these currents can be assimilated to particles is their behaviour
with respect to the momentum and energy.

Electromagnetic field
The second Maxwell equations in the GR context can be written:

poJ 4V —detg=>;0s (\/—detgfjﬁ)

where J = qu is the charges current. Because U(1) is abelian B4 = 0. In the model the equation
reads:

a=0.3:F§ = Cageipr X 7 (fj;ﬁ det P’)

with [0,] = ¢, this leads to identify pog with :

—CryTmi [§r,] (Y] = pog = =Cirg (S5,50p) (65, 000)

2
= —C13 (ShopSrop) <Z?—1 )

The charge q depends on the physical state ¢o, = E?:l gbép f; and the spin (S}‘%OPS Rop) , which
are both constant.

j
Op

11.5 Energy-momentum tensor

11.5.1 Definition

From analytical mechanics, for a scalar lagrangian L ( gt ) it is traditional to call energy-momentum
tensor the quantity 75" = > 2 5ot L g2 '—0§ L with 2}, = 9,2". Ttisatensor T =3 5 (Zl et Dzt — 5"‘L) 00 ®

d¢P. The main justification for this definition is that, for 3 fixed, the vector D e 1§50, is divergence
free,on shell (when the Lagrange equations are satisfied), as it is easy to show.

Proof. Any lagrangian built according to the predeeding rules cannot depend on the derivatives
dp P of the tetrad. So let us denote this lagrangian L (2%, 2, P®*) . Some of the indexes i are related

to coordinates o but here only the derivatives are involved.
i) proceeding as previously in setting the covariance conditions, it is easy to show that:

T = Zaﬁ (ZZ ey Dzt — 6§‘L) 0o ® d{ﬁ is a tensor
the covariance equation is : Vo, 3 : El azt 2= 88 Ifi P
(i

ii) So for f3 fixed T} is a vector and its dlvergence is
T X O (T det P)

= Zo P Laida (azl Op2" det P’) — i Yon Oa (L5g det P’)

=, 052 S 0 (WdetP’)+Zz 2L S B (0577) — 15ipr 0 (L det P')
=3 05t Y, O ( detP’)-i—Zl 0L S 05 (1)

Y i (azﬁgz + gj Opzl, + a%aaﬁpa) dctPlLOdetP 0P

oP7
— Y, 05 (m S 0, (agil detP') S gL) - (;TL —LP”) 0 Pe
ddet P’ __ ddet P i i
with BPt"‘ == (detP) OP:"‘ = (detP) Py det P = —P( det P!

We have the Lagrange equations for the variables 2z, P, m
So if we take two hypersurfaces 0Cy = {¢oam (tr,z) ,x € Q3(0)},k = 1,2 then :
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facl i, W = fa@ T, W4
The flow of the energy momentum tensor is preserved. And this still holds for the intersection
of any open of M which intersects the hypersurfaces : this is a local property.

11.5.2 Energy momentum tensor for a distribution of particles

There are several ways to define the energy-momentum tensor, according to the variables that we
involve. As the conservation is one of its key features, and the motion is fully represented in v, we
define :

_ 1 dL
a — 521]17 mag Re¢lj+mag IHlU) +Ea'y da Ga 85 +Ea'y maﬁG
3ﬁAa 5;‘[;

d6 Aa

i . dL - .
T Rezda i ﬂw“rzda ae %Gy +Zd8 G 6ﬂGwv+maﬁAv_5ﬁL (83)

Jp v
With ‘
W = N,Criug [v3]]
da Ga =Cg ]:aav
d&;% = —Cg]'—aa’y
daliLAa =4Ca ]:aﬁa

T = Cr 3, Npuy Re (% ([v3] 70); [851/’1’];) + 2y CaFr N 0pG, = 20y CaFi™ 095G
ACAF5P 05 A% — 5L

Tg = Cr Y, Nus ImTr [t,]" 70 [9p1p] + 45 C (F1,05G,) + Ca <f§a, aBA7> — 5L

This explains the motivation for the factor 1/2 in the definition : to avoid giving a dispropor-

tionate weight to the particles.

The alternate deﬁnition

Tg = Re Ez]p da 1/)1] 851/} +Ea d@ wa aﬁwa+zay d6 Ga 85 +Za'y d0a G2 Ga 8ﬁGwv dadl;‘aa Aa
ogL

gives the same result. The first two terms read :

Cr 2, Npug (Im T (3] 70 [0p¢rp) + 4%;03 (wp) pwirp) = Cr > Npug Im T'r [¥p]" Y0 [95%5]

Computation of the momentum-energy tensor
As seen above the trick is to transform the equation above by showing the Lagrange equations.

i) Cr Zp Npuy Im T'r [¥p]" Y0 [05y]
=Cry, Ny u+ (Vp, Oathp)

= C1r Y2, Nypug {Im (1, Vo) = + (op: [bos] [Aa])

+§ Ea:l ( ra <¢p77a1/’p> + Gy, < p77a70¢p>)}

= C1 Y2, Nypug Im (1, Vaty) +4 (Fg, G) +4(F3, As )
it) 327 Ca (F7, 05G5)
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=300 Ca (Fapy, F&) + (F,0,Gp) — (F&, (G, G)))
3 Q o Qv
=22020Ca (Fapy, F&') + (F*7,0,Gp) + (F&', (G, Gal))
3 leY o
= E’Y:O OG{<]:G677 ]:GV> + ﬁ&, <]'—G’Y det Pl, G5>
——dctlém (0y (F&' det P') ,Gg) +([F¢", G, Gg)}
=3 0 Ca{(Fapy, &) + qopr Oy (FG' det P, Gp)
—#5/ (0y (F&" det P) ,G)} + (Bg, Gg)
=30 0Ca ((Fapy, F&) + qoip Oy (FG' det P, Gp)) + (98, Gg)
gt Ca (X0 0y (F& det P') Gy ) + (B&, Gs) — (92, Gg))
=320 Ca ((Fapm F&) + qoipr0y (F&Y det P, G))
+ (08 — ik Ca X0y 0, (FG det P'), G ) — (FG, G)
and similarly :
>3 o Ca <;ij, aﬂAg> -
Zi:o Ca ((.7:,437, Fi) + 50y <.7’-'ff‘W det P/, A,@>)
+ (8 — gt Ca X5 0y (F7 det '), G ) — (F3, Ag )
Thus:
T§ = Ak 32500y ((Go (FE". Ga) + Ca (F7, Ag ) ) det P)
+C1 Y, Npug Im (3, Vi) + 4320 Ci (Fapy, F&') + Ca (Fagy, F3') — 651
HUOG = gt Co X0 0, (5 det )G ) +4(84 = gt Ca 320 0y (75 det P) G )
iii) We have the identity :
2 d%ﬂ Pl =
Cr YN NyuB Tm (4, Vathy) + 4327 (CG <}‘GM, ;rgv> N < Forar, fﬁw»
TS = dgat Xm0 0y ((GG (FG" Gp) + Ca <f377 Aﬂ>) det P')

+ X AE P = 03+ (08 — e Ca Y3 0, (FET det P') Gy )
+4(G — b Ca 5 0y (5 det P'), G )
iv) On shell, if the equations are met :

T =47ty 3250 0, ((Go (FG, G+ Ca (F57, Ag) ) det )
7 = ddiv (S0, (G (F.Go) + Ca (FD As) ) 05 ) ) dem P (54)

As can be expected usually the tensor is not symmetric : Ty £T8
And it is easy to check that :

Proposition 29 For § fized T is a vector field. Its divergence is null.

Proof. divo(3, T§06) = ziipr Yo O (75 det P)
div (goipr 32500y ((Gor (7, Ga) + Ca (F57 Ag) ) det P') det P')
= ot Sy 82 (G (78 Go) + Cu (F57, A5 ) et )
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= P X aa<y 92, ((G 7.Gg)+Ca <]—'§7,Ag>) det P’)

T aa>y a'y ((GG G/a +Cy < >) det P’)

= TP Laa<ny Oary (( a(Fe',Gp) +Ca <}'A7,Ag>)>detP’)
Ty Ea7>a5~2ya ((G (Fe ,Gﬂ>+CA< ,A3> detP’) =0 m

Alternate expression of T
It would be nice to see the currents in the expression of T. We proceed in several steps.
i) The equation above leads to look at the tensor

O = Yo, (Ga (FE,Go) + Ca (FY, Ag) ) 060 1 0, @ de”
For B fixed we can implement the formula above :
dowy(Op) =— Y0 o (-1)*"1 0, (%7 det P')d&® A ...dE™ ... A dE?

— (et P') S22 (1) div (Zv 6‘”857) €0 A .. dE .. A de

=0 (~1)*T Tg (det P) dE0 A ..dge.. A de®

and on the other hand : -

iy =Yoo (1) TG (det P) de0 A ..dge ... A dEP

So we have the geometric formulation of the energy-momentum tensor :

ir,ws = —dowy (Op) (85)
05 = Yo, X (GaG (FE, Ra) + Cads (F§, 00 ) 06 106,
= S, X (Gat (GoaFeer = Go o) + CaASFR™) 960 1 0,
@4 (08) =, Ga1Gosma (Z Faor9€, A 857)
~GolG s, (z Faor9€, A agv) + CaA%w, (z Fo9€, A agv)
dowy (Op)
— Y, GoldGs Ay (ZM Foor9€, A agw) — GgiGeydw, (z Foor9¢, A agw)
~GldGa Ay (Za'v Foor9e, A agv) +GolGe ydw, (ZM Foor9¢, A agw)
+CadAG A4 (Lo FA¥060 N OE, ) = CaAbdms (Lo, F4¥ 060 N OE, )
=¥, GoldGa, Ay (z Foor9e, A agv) +1G%ign w4
—Galdae ; nw, (E Foor 9, A agv) — 168 igs ws
+CadAY A 4 (an Fo9€, A agv) + A%ig,
=3, Ggl (dagﬁ A wa (z For9€, A agv) — dGo 5 Ay (z Foor9€, A agw))
+CadA% Ny (an FoV 00 A 857) +2Gige @y — LG gige ws+ Alig,ws
iii) For any one form Z : Z = 3 Z,d¢” and tensor X =3 = X*70 A O&, :
dZ N @y (X) = w4 (an chzvaga)

(see Annex for the proof)
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dows(Op)

=5, Gat (1 (San G F2060 108 ) = @1 Ly 03 Gl Fi 060 10K, ) )

+CaT1 (S B AGFR 060 1 08 ) + 5 (Ggiag, 1 — Gl ging,, 1) + Aia, w1

= Ga bt (Soay (4G T2 = 0,6, Fa) 960 1 08,

+CAT1 (S O ASFE 080 1 0E, ) + % (X, Gginn, =1 — Goginn, @) + 5, Ain, =1
= G (Lo, (05Ga, FET) 06a 108, ) + Caws (L, (0540, ) 060 106, )

+ Y. ({08, Ga) + (04, 45) ) 06

() = o (T .00+ 1.0+ Eew im0 s enfrr ) )

’ ' (86)

So, from the conservation of the energy momentum tensor, we have :
facm) 1T W4 = f60(t2) 1T W4
=

N

fac(tz) @4 (Pca) (Gp) + @a (Paa) (AB) - fac(tl) @4 (Pa) (Gp) + @4 (Paa) (Aﬂ)
= fac(tl) wy (ZM (CG (F&1,0,Gg) +Ca <}'Z"*, 87/\1[3>) 6@1)
= Joo(t,) @1 (Eav (OG (F&',0yGg) + Ca <f2“7 37Aﬁ>) 8@)

The energy-momentum carried by the currents is stored in the fields through a variation of the
potentials.

This formulation is closer to a classic representation of interacting fields and particles, and more
familiar to physicists. And it puts the currents linked to particles and fields on the same footing :

they interact similarly with the fields by (Fg, G) + <FA, A> on one hand, and (Bg,G) + <BA, A>
on the other.

11.5.3 Energy momentum tensor for a single particle

Computation of T
We must adjust the definition to account for the two parts of the lagrangian. The fourth order
integral can be seen as :

Jowy (J3 £ (@v (2 s, (Ca (Fars FE) + Ca (Fanis FA')) dt) s (x)
which leads to take : .
T¢ = CrfuImTr []" 10 [059)] + 4f X2, Cr (F*,95G,,) + Ca <f§“, aﬁAv>

—5§f (CP <7/1071/)0> +CrIm Wh Vu‘/’> + E,\H (OG <]'—ka]:2:#> +Ca <]:AM7]:2#>))

%Tg‘ is defined as above, and the same computation leads to :
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%Tg = 4dct1P/ Zi:o Oy ((GG (F&',Gg)+Ca <]:z'y, A3>> det P’)

+Cru® Im (1, V) +43°0_ Co (Fopy F&') +Ca (Fapy Fa )

_6% (ZA# (CG <]:G)\H7]:é\;u> + CA <]:A)\H7]:2H>> + CP <’(/10, ’(/10> + CI Im <w7 Vur(/]>)

+4 <(I)% - ﬁCG 23:0 67 (]:gv det Pl) ) G3> +4 <@% - ﬁcﬁl Zi:o av (-7:27 det P/) ) G,@>
On shell and on the world line :

¢ — @ Ca Ei:o Oy (F& det P') =0

% — g Ca 00y (FR7 det P') = 0

423;:0 (Ca (Fapy Fo') + Ca{Fapy. Fi'))

_55 Z)‘H (CG <‘FG>\,U«7]:3#> + CA <]:A)\#7]_-2,U.> + CP <1/}0, 1/}0>> = —C]Ua Im <1/), v51/}>

%Tg =dgap Ei:o 9y ((GG (F&',Gg) +Ca <]:XV, A3>> det P’)

T¢ —4lm Y00, ((GG (F& Gg) + Ca <]-'2”, Aﬁ>) det p/) (87)

Moreover, as we have the same equations for the fields, we still have :

wa (% > T;%) (88)

= —1oy <Z <<(I)%, G5> + <(I)%, Ag> + Z Ca <]'—g’y, 37Gg> +Cya <]:Z'Y, 37/\1g>> 3§a> (89)

a v

Contribution of the particle
It is useful to compute the contribution of the particle :

w4 (Ea (<F8= Gp) + <F2‘7AB>) 5€a)

On shell :

(F&,Gp) = fCrug (v ((a, — 55 (w) j (w)) 3, awj (w) %) ,Gp)
= 11 (Gl (a3 = 33 () (w)) 2) = a0 Gl i (w) )
=1fCu3y, (Ggﬁ (1, Ya®) + Gog <¢7%70¢>>

= Lo 2, (0.5, (3625 + 700G ) )

= =5 fCru 2, (,7C (Gs)¥)

(F5.4s)

= fCrue (=4 A5 I Tr (0] [0,] [6a])

- sere (3 (o [A)

(F&,Ga) + (F3, As )

= —Lrcme s, (w0 [As] +4C(Ga)v)
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(Fg,Gs)+ (F3, As ) = —£Crfu (4, Vav — ) (90)

Energy
The energy is the trace of T : - T,
The density of energy is then :

@ (30 T3)

= —wy (Z (®%, Ga) + < %,Ag>+ZQBCG <]'—gﬁ,35Ga>+CA <]—'jﬁ,8ﬁ}1a>)
So for the particles on shell :

=20 (FG, Ga) + (FG, Ga)

= %CI E;])V:I Npfoda uy (¥ps Vatbp — Oatp)

= %CI 21]7\,:1 Nypfp <‘/’p’ Vu, ¥p — dfp>

In the absence of fields V¢, = dwp the energy is null.

In the general case the contribut1on a single particle is :

— (Fg,Gp) + (F§. Ag) = £:Crf (4. V= 4
3007 (22 ) — () + 1 01 22))

=20 (F&,Ga) + (F&,Ga) = —Ci f 157" j (w) 4 (91)
with Im (), at) = L (., athy) + 23 (w) Dgw and <¢T, d$r> -0

The energy is a combination of rotational kinetic energy (»* = (¢, ¥4%)) and translational

kinetic energy (j (w) %)

From the equation for 1, :
(6, 22 ) = (s [A] ) = diset |45 (w) 42 + (a2 = 35 () j ()) Gy + aui (wy) G| = 0
The energy of the particle is :

~Crigj(w) ¢

= 701k (4 (v [A]) = 32 [(a2 = 57 ()3 () Gr + awi (wy) o] )
= sk (3 (v [A]) = 1 (6 = 43 (@) 5 () G — bani () Cu)
= Crk (3 (vo. o [A]) = 5Gt (a3 — 45 () () 5+ 3Gl (wy) )
=fCr3 (% <1/)0,1/10 ;1 > - %@i/’r + %éiupw)

= 7ork (2 (vo. v [A]) + 3 (Glgzesi () - GL) 1)

with

There is no "energy at rest”. The first term corresponds to the energy linked to the charge
1 (1ho, 10 [0a]) and the other parts to the contribution of the gravitational charges. The radiation
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does not necessarily involve a loss of energy for the particle : if the motion and the fields are
constant, the energy stays the same.

If the trajectory is circular, with a constant rotational speed w and radius pin a plane orthogonal
to €3

w = vk (—sinwt, coswt; 0) with v = 220 = ¢ %(ﬁ—l—l);k:ﬁ
0 0 coswt —coswt 0
J (wp) % = k2w 0 0 sinwt —sinwt = v?k%w 0
—coswt —sinwt 0 0 1

- Ea <F87G0¢> + <F87Ga> - %C]%pl/2k2w

11.6 Conclusion

We can sum up the main results in our quest for duality.

The concept of particle leads, by quantization, to assume that there is a finite number of types
of particles, and to each of them is associated a section of a fiber bundle, defined all over €2, which
can take a spin up or down and has its own proper time. The state of a particle is fully defined
along its worldline, in its proper time, by the value of the force fields where it is located.

These matters fields propagate along currents which share the same curves as the world lines,
and carry charges (at least for A) So they coincide with real particles wherever they exist. And
they can be seen as virtual particles elsewhere.

The particles contribute to the energy momentum, by vectors which are parallel to their trajec-
tories, as we could expect. And this contribution comprises a part related to the spatial rotation
and a part related to the translation. The energy-momentum tensor does not depend on the spatial
spin (it is the same for spin up or down, and they have the same level of energy). However the
picture is a bit more complicated than seen in elementary models.

The energy momentum tensor depends of the trajectory as seen by the observer : the time
of the observer t replaces the proper time 7 (through the function f). Of course this is a direct
consequence of its definition, which is somewhat arbitrary, but starting from the action this result
seems unavoidable. Physically this makes sense : the energy-momentum is an additive quantity,
so in the relativist context it must be evaluated in a common time frame. Moreover the energy-
momentum tensor has a true physical content, as it is through its measures that usually the state
of the particle is actually estimated. So it needs to be related to the frame of the observer.

The energy-momentum tensor is proportional to the values of the potential and the charges,
so it is null when there is no ”force field” present. In particular there is no equivalent of an
energy or a "mass at rest”. This is is the logical consequence of a Yang-Mills model, where the
mass is the gravitational charge. But this raises also intriguing questions about the significance
of the cosmological constant, which guarantees that the gravitational field is never null. Indeed
the assumption that material bodies travel along world lines, a motion which is linked to the
cosmological constant as we noticed before, entails that its kinetic energy is never null. So the
“mass at rest” should be understood as the mass of a particle which is submitted only to the
unavoidable cosmological motion of all material bodies.
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The currents asociated to the force fields can be seen as the propagation of the fields, and of
the perturbations generated by the particles, similar to a radiation emitted as the particles interact
with the fields. These vector fields are associated to quantities defined in the same vector spaces
as the ”charges” of the particles. They contribute also to the energy momentum tensor in a way
similar to the particles.

However the laws of their propagation, the charge and mass which could be attributed to the
bosons cannot be fully explained in the famework of a Yang-Mills model without full integration of
the gravitational and the other fields.

But actually the strongest motivation for the introduction of bosons lies with discontinuous
processes.

142



12 DISCONTINUOUS MODELS

Most physical phenomena involve, at some step, processes which can be seen as discontinuous :

- collision of molecules or particles, elastic (without loss of energy) or not

- the photo-electric effect : interaction of an electromagnetic field with electrons of the atoms
of a solid material

- desintegration of a nucleus, spontaneous or following collisions

- black body : interaction of the electromagnetic field with the electrons of a body, under thermal
agitation

We have seen that, in a continuous model, the spatial spin does not change. So the change of
its orientation (up or down) requires a discontinuous process.

So the models used to represent these phenomena feature an explicit discontinuous operation.
There are many variants.

The oldest are the kinetic models. They usually derive from a hydrodynamic model (similar to
the continuous models), but add a collision operator to represent elastic collisions between particles.
They are based upon a distribution function f(m,p) of particles of linear momentum p which shall
follow a conservation law, using the collision operator. So the distribution of charges is itself given
by a specific equation. Then the 4 dimensional action, with a lagrangian adptated to the fields
considered, gives an equation relating the field and the distribution of charges. Usually the particles
are assumed to have the same physical characteristic (mass and charge), which imposes an additional
condition on the linear momentum : (p,p) = mc?. Such models have been extensively studied with
gravitational fields only (”Boltzman systems”), notably in astrophysics, and the electromagnetic
field for plasmas (” Vlasov-Maxwell systems”).

In QTF these discontinuous processes are represented by Feynman diagrams, which desribe all
the possible interactions between fermions and bosons, and the probability of occurence of a given
interaction is computed by path-integrals, integrals of the action along each possible evolution of
the system.

12.1 Micro-system

It we consider a single particle as a system of its own (a microsystem), its state is fully defined by

amap ¢ € C (]R; EO QF ) , which, at equilibrium, is solution of first order differential equations,

where the parameters are the values G,A,P at each point along the world line, and actually the
position m does not matter : all the variables can be defined as functions of 7.

The map v belongs to a Hilbert space F, which is a unitary representation of Spin(3,1)xU
and the solutions belong to a finite dimensional vector subspace, which is the kernel of Freholm
operators.

If a discontinuity occurs on some point 7y of the world line, between two states of equilibrium at
T1, T2, the equations above still holds at these dates 71, 72. The state jumps from some value v (71)
to ¢ (m2) . The continuous fields F all over  acts as a reservoir : by definition they are smooth,
defined all over ) and can change only continuously as ﬁ > 5 dgiﬂ ( ]_—gﬁ det P/) . In equilibrium
the propagation of fields follow the differential equations for the potentials, the equations are smooth
and the fields adjust in accordance with the state of the particles. The radiation which is emitted has
a continuous spectrum. When a discontinuity occurs, the field cannot locally absorb the adjustment,
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so there is a discontinuous radiation AB which is emitted, whose value is direcly linked to the jump
AF. And of course the energy released in the radiation is closely related to the change of the energy
of the particle. The effect is all the more important as the range of the fields are small, because the
size of the reservoir is smaller. For the weak and strong interactions the phenomenon is essentially
the emission of a boson.

Without additional information about the discontinuous process involved it is impossible to tell
more about the radiation emitted. Even the Planck’s law (E = fiv) does not state a minimum for
E. So, as usual in discontinuous process, we have probabilist models.

The theorems of QM do not require any smoothness from the variables, so they hold in this
situation.

The map ¢ belongs to a closed (because of the continuity at equilibrium) vector subspace F o
of of a Hilbert space, which is also a Hilbert space. In a hilbertian basis of F¢ : ¥ = Z]kvzo crg -
The space F o does not change because of the discontinuity, so we have :

Y1 = Zg:o kP —> o = EkN:o diby

between the evolutions : 7 € [0,71],7 € [r2,+00] and there is a matrix (¢1,92), called the
S-matrix, which represents the ”scattering process”.

The observed value for v is as usual : ¢ = Ziv:o Y with ¢ = 0 or = ¢;. And the matrix

<1Z)\1, ’(Z)\Q> represents the probability of transition between the states 11, 5.
Fo

All this holds when one considers a population of particles, interacting together and with the
fields.Then the S-matrix is related to the measures of the distributions of the states of particles in
a cross-section at different times.

In this very general scheme, the hypothesis of equilibrium at the two different dates is essen-
tial. And, except if there is a discernable discontinuity (such as a collision), we cannot say when
such a process occurs. This is the topic of models of desequilibrium, which are, so far, essentially
phenomenological.

12.2 Gas of interacting particles
12.2.1 Fock spaces

Starting with these microsystems, we can go a step further, on a way similar to the classical
kinetic theory of gas. Because QM allows to replace interacting systems by a more global model
where the vector spaces are replaced by their tensorial products, we can consider a population of k

microsystems, represented each by the variables (¢, X ) where X}, stands for the value (G, A, P)

at 7 on the world line of the particle N, and a global system (the reservoir) represented by the fields
(Fa, Fa, P) sections of the respective fiber bundles. We have also to account for the propagation of
the fields, meaning the bosons which are emitted, both in a continuous and discontinuous manner
through the interactions with particles, and propagate all over the system along their currents.
They are represented as vectors B = (Bg, Ba) of TM & (T1Spin x ThU).

The particles can be distinguished along their type (to alleviate the notation we will not do it).
At any time their number is fixed, but it is allowed to vary along the evolution of the system, as
well as the repartition along the types.

The types of bosons are fixed, but not their number. They must be accounted for, as part of
the balance for the local equilibrium of fields and of the energy-momentum tensor, but as they
propagate one cannot know their number.
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The space of representation of the microsystems is then the tensorial algebra, called a Fock space
: @, (®rHp) where Hp stands for the Hilbert space of the variables (¥, X N) representing the
particles, and Hp for the fields.

Similarly the space of representation of the bosons is ®%_, (2 vHp) with Hp the Hilbert space
of the variables representing the bosons, and the space of representation of the fields is Hp.

All together the state of the system is :

(Do (®rHPp)) ® (072 (9xHp)) ® Hp

Notice that k can be 0 so scalars can be vectors of the Fock spaces. The ”ground state” is the
vector (1,0,0,....) in the algebra.

Actually these intimidating mathematical structures allow some computations.

Any operator on the Hilbert spaces can be extended to a linear continuous operator on the Fock
space. So there are operators ¢, G, ... which are related to the estimation which could be made of

the values of (11,2, ...00N) .
For each Fock space @72, (®H) there is a number operator N, whose, dense, domain is :
D(N) = {1* € @uH, Yo k2 [ T*]* < oo}
N(T) = (O,T1,2T2, ...ka...)
N is self adjoint.
The annihiliation operator cuts a tensor at its beginning :
ar : H—= L (@ H; Q@1 H) =
ag (’U) (Tl R Ts...® Tk) =1 (v, T1> To®To...0 Ty

vk
The creation operator adds a vector to a tensor at its beginning :

ap:H— L(®pH; @1 H) =

ajy (U) T1®Ys...® Tk) =VE+1lvT1T® Ts...® Tk

aj, is the adjoint of ar and a, aj can be extended to the Fock space as a, a*.

The physical meaning of these operators is clear from their names. They are the main tool to
represent the crucial phenomenon in a disctontinuous process, that is the variation of the number
of particles.

12.2.2 The Spin issue

In our assumptions about particles, in a given system, to each type p of particle is associated
a section ¥, € X (Q [Eo ® F, 19}) and, for given initial conditions 1y, we have unique sections
o € Pg,0 € Py such that :

y (m) = 9 (0 (m) ,© (m)) oy

o (m) is projected on the homogeneous space Spin(3,1)/Spin(3) and there are two elements
Ow = €(ay, + v (0,w)) such that

o (m) = eoy, - €0,

Indeed, on the same world line the spin can be up or down. The state 1, is the same, the spatial
state ¥p, = vC (ea;l) 1, takes opposite values. We have seen that the equations for ¢ and w hold
similarly in both cases, and the continuity of the evolution impose that the spatial state (say the
spin) does not change, so it is imposed by the initial conditions. However in a discontinuous model
this assumption does not hold any longer and, as v is not sufficient to discriminate the spin, we
have to introduce and additional variable s € {+1, —1} to represent the spin of the particle in a
microsystem.

145



In a gas of particles it is natural to assume that the particles are undistinguishable, at least
among the particles of the same type. The group of permutations acts on the Fock space &2 (2 Hp) :
it exchanges the vectors representing the states of two particles. If the particles are undistinguish-
able the vectors of the Fock space representing the system belong to an invariant vector subspace

an observer cannot distinguish two states of the same system where the particles have been
exchanged.

However we have to account for the spin : even if we cannot tell one particle for another of
the same type, the spin is an observable. So actually we have two subpopulations of particles (and
further subdivised by types).

The same reasoning holds for the bosons, but here there is no spin involved, and no specific
invariant subspace.

The Wiener’s theorem applies to the action of the group of permutations on the Fock space :
we have a representation of the group, so the vector subspace of the states of particle is isometric
to a representation of the group. These representations are well known. They involve classes of
conjugations (subsets which are globally invariant by permutations). In the case of bosons no specific
subset can be involved, and as a consequence the tensors of the Fock space must be symmetric. For
particles we have two distinct subsets, and the tensors of the Fock space must be antisymmetric.

As a consequence the tensors representing the state of particles must be such that their coor-
dinates are antisymmetric : they must be different for each particle, otherwise the value of any
observable, which would change according to the signature of the permutation, would be null. So
two particles, in such a gas of interacting particles, cannot have the same state. This is the ”Pauli’s
exclusion principle”. Notice that the state is related here to the coordinates of maps 1 in a space
of maps : so the set of values at a given time is huge.

So far we have not dwelled on the nature of particles, and our basic assumptions hold for a
large class of objects. So what is said here stands whenever there are two distinguishable states
of spin. ”Particles”, as assembing of elementary particles having a proper spin and behaving in a
coordinated manner, have a spin which is the result of the elementary spins. The same can be said
of nuclei or atoms with their electrons. But as we have assumed that particles have no internal
structure this fact does not matter, the result stands for any particle in this larger definition.

The spaces of symmetric (called the Bose-Fock space) and antisymmetric (called the Fermi-
Fock space) tensors in a Fock space have special properties. They are closed vector subspaces,
so are themselves Hilbert spaces, with an adjusted scalar product. Any tensor of the Fock space
can be projected on the Bose subspace (by P.) or the Fermi space (by P-) by symmetrization
and antisymmetrization respectively, and P, , P_ are orthogonal. The operator expit/N leaves both
subspaces invariant. Any self-adjoint operator on the underlying Hilbert space has an essentially self
adjoint prolongation on these subspaces (called its ”second quantification”). However the creation
and annihiliation operators have extensions with specific commutation rules :

Canonical commutation rules (CCR) in the Bose space:

la (u), a4 (v)] = [aX (u),a% (v)] =0

[a+ (u),a% (v)] = (u,v) 1

Canonical anticommutation rules (CAR) in the Fermi space :

{as (u),ar (v)} = {a (u),a% (v)} =0

{ay (u),a (v)} = (u,v)1

where

[X,)Y]=XoY -YoX
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{X,Y}=Xo0Y+YoX

These differences have important mathematical consequences. In the Fermi space the operators
a—_,a* have bounded (continuous) extensions. Any configuration of particles can be generated by
the product of ”creation operators” acting on the ground state. We have nothing equivalent for the
bosons.

We will not pursue on these topics, which are exposed at lengths in many books, and imply
sophisticated mathematical concepts.
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Part TV
CONCLUSION

At the end of this paper, I hope to have brought some clarification on the concept of duality between
particles and fields.

The most important result is probably the new formalism to represent the motion of a body.
It explains clearly the need for spinors, which are an essential but somewhat obscure part of any
Quantum Theory of Fields. Spinors cannot be fully understood and used out of the framework of
Clifford algebras. By fully assuming this framework, and the more general representation of General
Relativity by fiber bundles, we have been able to develop new tools which are physically meaningful
and easy to use in the context of curved space-times. These tools should find some usage in the
studies of moving bodies in astrophysics.

The picture of "matter fields” is quite clear. However the concept of mass must be revisited. In
any Yang-Mills model in the GR context mass is a gravitational charge, and so is not attached to
a specific unit : it is a way to compare the behaviour of particles in a given field . It reveals itself,
in the energy-tensor, in the presence of a gravitational field. So the concept of ”mass at rest” must
be understood in the light of the basic assumption of Relativity, that material body travels along
world lines. If we fully accept this tenet, then there is no such thing as a "body at rest”, and the
source of this universal motion shall be related to cosmologic features, and to see the cosmological
constant in a different perspective.

The bosons can be recognized, from the currents, the energy-momentum tensor, and more impor-
tantly in all discontinuous processes. However it is difficult to understand the rules of propagation,
or the charges carried by bosons, without a better representation of the fields as connections on
fiber bundles. This leads to underline the need for a unified representation of the gravitational and
other field, a big and so far unsuccesful endeavour. The use of Clifford algebras should be pursued,
in the light of the present results. The similarities between Fock spaces (notably in their Bose /
Fermi versions) with Clifford algebras are too stricking to be a simple coincidence, even if they have
been muddled by the usual quest for ”commutation relations”.

Eventually it seems to me that the concept of propagation of a field, which is so familiar
to physicists and so essential in all theory about causality, desserves a better attention. I have
sketched here some basic ideas on this topic, but more has to be done, notably in the framework of
differential equations.

jc.dutailly@free.fr
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Part VI
ANNEX

13 CLIFFORD ALGEBRAS

This annex gives proofs of some results presented in the core of the paper.

13.1 Products in the Clifford algebra

Many results are consequences of the computation of products in the Clifford algebra. The compu-
tation are straightforward but the results precious.

Product v (r,w) - v (r',w’)

v (T, ’LU) = % (’LU1€0 - €1+ ’LU260 - €9+ ’LU360 - €3+ T3€2 - €1+ ’I”2€1 - €3+ T1€3 '52)
v (’I”/,’LU/) e % (’wllé‘o - €1+ ’LUIQE() c €2 + U)/SEQ - €3+ ’I”/3€2 - €1+ T/2€1 - €3+ T/1€3 . 52)
In CI(R,3,1)

v(r,w)v (r,w) =1 (W' —r'r)+3v (G (r)r' —j(w)w',j (w)r +j(r)w)—1 (W’ + r'w’) eo-
E1°€2-€3
From there the bracket on the Lie algebra :
[v(r,w),v (W) =v(rw) - v w)—v(@ W) v(rw)

[ (r,w), v (', w)] = v (G (r)r —jw)w,j(w)r +7()w) (92)
In CI(R,1,3)
v(r,w)o (r,w') =5 (w' — i) =to (—j (1) +j (w) W', j (w)r' + j (r)w')—1 (w'r’ + rlw’) eo
E1+€2+ €3
From there the bracket on the Lie algebra :
[v(r,w),v (', w)] = —v(G(r)r —jw)w,j(w)r' +35(r)w) (93)

Product on Spin(3,1)
Because they belong to Clj (R, 3, 1) the elements of Spin(3,1) can be written :
s=a-+ % (11_)150'51 +w250-52+w350-53+1"352 '61-‘1-7”251 '63-‘1-7”153 '52) +beg-e1-69-€3
where a, (w?, 17 )?Zl, b are real scalar which are related. That we will write :
s=a+4v(r,w)+beg-e1-e2-e3=a+v(r,w)+ bes (94)

And similarly in CI (R, 1, 3)

s=a+uv(r,w)+beg-e1-e2-€3

The product of two elements of the spin group expressed as :
s=a+v(r,w)+beg-e1-e3-e3
s=d+v(,w)+bey-e1-e2-¢€3

can be computed with the previous formulas.
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i) In CI(R,3,1) :

v(r,w)eg-e1-e3-e3 =0 (r,—w)

go-€1-ex-e3v(r,w) =v(r, —w)

50'61'62'63'60'61'62'63:—1

5.5

= qa’ b'b—|— —rir’) + (ab'+ba' 1( bl 4 gt w’)) €0-E1 €9 €3
(b’w + bw’l) €9+ €3 — (b’w2 +bw'2) €1-€3+ (b'w3 +bw'3) €1 €9

b'r3—|—br'3 60 €3+ (b'r2+br’2) €02+ (b’rl —l—br’l)so €1

+ () w) ) eo e+ (i (w

N )1+ G () w)?) o e
! + (G )Y + G ) ) a0
1 Y 4 G () w) ) er ezt () ) = G () w)?) ex-eg
+1 . 1
(-GN + G @) ) e e
+l aw + aw’ )50-51+(a'w +aw2)50-52+(aw +aw'3)50-53>
2 —i—(ar + ar’ )52-51+(a'r2+ar'2)51-53—|—(a’r1+ar’1)53-£2

Which can be expressed as :

s =a"+v(,w)+beg-e1 e3¢5

with :

a’ =aa —b'b+ 1 (whw' rtr’)

b =ab +ba' — 5 (w'r' + rfw')

= 1 (1) = () w) +a'r + ar’ = w — b

w’ =3 (j(w)r' +j(r)w) +adw+ aw +b'r+br’

So we have in particular :

(a4 v (0,w)) (¢’ + v (0,w)) = ad' + *w'w +v (—% (j (w)w',d'w + aw’))
(a+v(r,0) (a +v(#',0) =ad — ir%’—l—v( i (r)r' + (a'r +ar’),0)
(aw + v (0,w)) - (ar + v (r,0)) = awar + v (awr, a;rw) — 5 (W'r)eg - €1 - €2 - €3

ii) In CI(R,1,3) :
s=a+uv(r,w)+bey-e1-e2-e3
s=d+v(,w)+bey-e1-e2-¢€3
v(r,w)-eg-e1-e2-€3 =v(w,r)
Ep €1 €2 €3V (r’,w’) :v(w’,r’)

80'51'82'83'50'61'62-832—1
s =a"+v(,w)+beg-e1 e3¢5
with :

@’ =aa — b+ 3 (W' —rir’)

b =ab' +ba' — 1 (w'r’ + rtw’)

P = LG ) — G (W) w) + a'r o+ ar’ + b
w’ = -1 (w)r' +j(r)w)+dw+aw +br+ b’
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13.2 Characterization of the elements of the Spin group
13.2.1 Inverse

The elements of Spin(3,1) are the product of an even number of vectors of norm +1. Consequently
we have :

s+t = (v1.vgp) (Vg vy) =1

The transposition is an involution on the Clifford algebra, thus :

(Q+U(T,w)+b80'51 c €9 '5‘3) . (a+v(r,w)t+b€3 €9 €1 '80) =1

(a+v(r,w)+beg-e1-e2-€3) (a—v(r,w)+beg-e1-e2-¢e3)=1

< (a+v(r,w)+beg-er-ea -53)_1 =(a—v(r,w)+beyg-e1-e2-€3)

and we have the same result in CI(R, 1, 3)

(a4 v (r,w) +bes) " =a—v(r,w) + bes (95)

13.2.2 Relation between a,b, r, w

By a straightforward computation this identity gives the following relation between a,b,r,w :

1. in CI(R,3,1) :

(a4+v(r,w)+beg-e1-e2-€3) (a—v(r,w)+beg-e9-£1-69) =1
=a” +v(r”,w”)+b"ao-51 © €9 €3

with :

a” =a?—-b*+1(—ww+rtr) =1

b =ab+ba— ; (—w'r —r'w) =0

=3 (=j(r)r+j(w)w)+ar—ar —bw+bw =0

w’ =3 (—j(w)r—j(r)w) +aw—aw+br —br =0

a? —b? =1+ 1 (wlw —rtr)

So, for any element : a + v (r,w) +beg - €1 - €2 - €3

we have :
a? = b =1+ 1 (ww—rtr) (96)
ab = —%rtw (97)
and we keep only 6 free parameters. a,b are defined from r,w, up to sign, with the conditions:
) rfw#0:b=—>1rlw
=4 (@ dwto =)+ /1 - + E 0o’
i) rtw =0:

(w'w —r'r) 2—4:a:e\/l+§(wtw—rtr);b:o
(whw —r'r) < _43b:€\/— (14 % (ww—rtr));a=0

So :
if =0 then a = ey/1 4+ Twlw;b=0: 5 = ey /1 + Twiw + v (0, w)
if w=0 then
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rir<d:a=e/1—irir;b=0:s=¢€/1 — $rtr + v (r,0)
Ttrz4:b:e@/—l—l—%rtr;a:():5:1}(7",0)4—6“%7‘%—155

2. In CI(R, 1,3)
(a—U(T,U})+b60'€1'€2'53)'(a+U(T,’LU)+b53'€2'61'60):1
=a” +v(r”,w”)+b”so-51 - €92 E3

with :

=1 (—j(r)r+j(w)w)+ar—ar+bw—bw =0
w =—3(—j(w)r—j(r)w)+aw —aw+ br — br’
a”:a2—b2—|—%(—wtw+rtr)

b = ab+ba — ; (—w'r —r'w)
we get the same relations.
13.3 Quotient set
13.3.1 Spin(R,3)

Proposition 30 The subset of Spin(3,1) of the elements which commute with o is a subgroup
of Spin(3,1). They leave ey unchanged : Ads eg = s, - €0 - s, ' = eo = [g]yei- They read : s, =
a+v(r,0)

Proof. s, =a+v(r,w) +beg-e1-€2-¢€3
Sr €0 = €0 Sr

In CI(R,3,1) :
s-gg=aeg+v(r,w)eg —bey -e2-e3 =08 =agp + v (r,w) +bey - £2 - £3
v(r,w)eg =

2 (g0 €1+ Eo+g €0 €2 60+g beq-e5-e0+gPea-e1-c0+ g1 €30+ gles - €2+ €0)

1 (9%e1 + g%e2 + gOe5 — gPe0 - €1 - e2 + gPe0er - €3 — gleoes - €3)

gov (7, w)

(g'e 080 €1 +9 5080 €2+g €00 - €3 + gP20e2 - €1 +9 €01 - €3 + g'eoes - £2)

3 (—g*e1 — g°ea — gBes — gieoer - €2 + gPeoer - €3 — gleoer - €3)

ago + 3 (951+952+953—9350'61'€2+92€0€1'€3—918082'€3)—b€1'<€2'<€3
aso—i—l( gal gsz—g 53—g £0€1 * sz—i—g 5051-53—915052-53)+b51-52-53
( e14 g%e2 + ¢0e3) —bey -2 -e3 =1 (—g'e1 — g2 — g%s) + berex e
=w=0,b=0

In CI(R, 1, 3) :
S'Eozaao—v(g)ao—bé‘l'52'53:EO'S:an—So’U(g)—I—bEl'62'63:>b:0
v(g)eo =
%(9450-51-£0+g550-52-50+9650-53-50+g352-51-50+g251-53-50—1—9153-52-50)

N[N

1

1 4 5 6 3 2 1
5 (—g*e1 — g°ea — gBes — gBeo - €1 - €2 + gPeoer - €3 — gleoer - €3)

gov (g) = % (945080 &1+ 955060 -e2+ 968080 -e3 4 gPeoes - €1 + gPeoer - €3 + gleoes '82)
%(9 e1+ g°e2 + g0e3 — geoer - 2 + g7 5061 63—915082'83)
= 1 (g%1 + gPe2 + g%s) —be1 ez -e5 = 5 (—g'e1 — gPer — g%3) +beren-e3 W
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So the elements such that s = v (r,0) + €,/ Zrtr — les are excluded and we are left with s =

2/1— %rtr + v (r, O)) . These elements constitute a subgroup, as it can easily be checked with

the formula for the product. They are generated by vectors belonging to the subspace spanned by
the vectors (ai)?zl so they belong to Spin(3) which can be seen as a subgroup of Spin (3,1).
The scalars ¢ = 41 belong to the group. The group is not connected. The elements s =

(/1= irtr + v (r,0) constitute the component of the identity.

13.3.2 Decomposition of the Lie algebra

The Lie algebra T1Spin (3,1) is the direct sum of the two vector vector subspaces :
X e Spin(3,1) = X =v(r,w) =v(r,0) +v(0,w)
The Lie bracket reads :
[0 (r,w) 0 (', 0)] = v ( (7)1 — § (w) ', j ()7 +  (r) w')
thus :
[ (r,0),v (1, 0)] =v (j (r)r", 0)
[v(0.w) v (0, w)] = v (~j (w) w',0)
The vector subspace v (r,0), generated by the vectors (g1, €2,e3) is a Lie subalgebra, which can
be identified with T3 Spin (3).
And similarly in CI (R, 1,3).
For any element v (r, w)of Ty Spin (3,1) we have the identity :
v(r,w)-eg—egg-v(r,w) =w
Proof. v (r,w) -9 =
L (wleo - €1 -50+w250-52 -50+w350-53 -£0+r352 - €1 -£0+r251 - €3 '80+T1€3'82 -50)
2
e %w—F%(—T?’EO'El '52+T2€0'51 '53—7”150'52 '53)
go-v(r,w) =
%(wlao eg-e1twlegegea+wlegeg e300 e1 + 1260 61 g3+ rleg g3 '52)
= —%w—l— % (—T350'€1 '€2+T280'81'63—7"180'82'83)
v(r,w)-eg—ep-v(r,w)=w m
Thus v (r,w) € T1Spin (3) © v (r,w) -eg —ep - v (r,w) =0 w=0

13.3.3 Homogeneous space

The quotient space Spin (3,1) /Spin (3) (called a homogeneous space) is not a group but a 3 di-
mensional manifold. It is characterized by the equivalence relation :

s=a+4v(r,w)+beg-e1-e3-e3~8 =ad +v(r,w)+bey-e1 633

< 35, € Spin(3): s’ =53,

As any quotient space its elements are subsets of Spin (3,1).

Proposition 31 In each class of the homogeneous space there are two elements, defined up to sign,
which read : sy = £ (@ + v (0, w))

Proof. Each coset [s] is in bijective correspondance with Spin (3).

So [s] = {s’:s- (e,/l—iptp—i-v(p,O)) ,ptp§4}

In Spin(3,1) :
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s=d v w)+bes

a =ae\/1—ptp— 3r'p
V =be\/1— Lptp— Ltwlp
! J(r)p+rey/1—1ptp+ap

r =

w' =57 (w) p+wey /1= 1ptp + bp

a? —b? =1+ § (whw —r'r)
ab=—1rtw

l\.’)l»—l

We can always choose in the class an element s’ such that : v = 0. It requires : (% j(r)+al ) p=

rey/1—1ptp

This linear equation in p has always a unique solution :
— 0 s 4a2+T T) ((4a® +rir) I —2aj(r) + j (r) j(r)) r

4p pa(4a2+rt 40’ +Ttr) r

—ey/1 -1 pp r

plp :( 10'p) 2= (r'r) =
(a® + 1 (r'r)) p'p = (r'r)
plp= %
1—gptp= \/4&?(1%) = \/4afi(rtr)
p= —emr

o =ae\/1—ptp— 3rip = m(éla +rir) = 3ev/4a® + rir

w' =35 (w) p+weyJ1= G+ bp = e=Eees (3] () w+ aw — br)

<4

/o _ 1t 1t 2
b =bey/1— zptp—zw'p=c 4a2+(rtr)(

s = (ev4a® +1r) (% +v (O,Eﬁwr) (37 (r)w—i—aw—br))) : (eim) (a+v(r,0))

So any element of Spin(3,1) can be written uniquely (up to sign) :
s=a+v(r,w)+beg-e1-e2-€35=8y "8 = (aw +v(0,wy)) - (ar +v(0,7,))

and :

(aw + v (0,wy)) - (ar + v (0,71)) = awar + U (AT, Grwy) — % (wir.)eo-e1-e2-€3
In CI(R, 1, 3) we have the same decomposition with the same components.
s=a+v(r,w)+beg-e1-€2 3=

» — Lev/Aa2 Tt 2 —
7 = ayTr = 56V4a® +rire 4a2+(rfr)T_T

ab+ tw'r) =0

W = 35 (we) e + Grwy

Jj ((6\/4a2 +rir) eﬁ(rw) (27 (r)w+aw— br)) (e\/ﬁ) r

1
2
+ <e_ 2 _> a (e\/m) 674a2+2(rt7°) (%j (r)w+ aw — br)

4a?+(rtr)
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(37 (N w+aw = br)) r+ a2 (35 (r) w + aw — br))
3 (G (yw)r —aj (w)r+ aj (r) w + 2a*w — 2abr)

wrt — rwt) r + 2a?w + % (rfw) r)

w (rtr) — %r (whr) + 20w + % (rtw) r)

/N N

= (em) (4a®+ (r'r))w) =w m

Remark : the elements +s,, are equivalent :

(aw + v (0,wy)) ~ = (ay + v (0, wy))

Take s, = —1 € Spin (3) : =S = Sw * S

So +s,, belong to the same class of equivalence. In the decomposition : s = €s,, - €S, €Sy, is a
specific projection of s on the homoheneous space.

13.4 Adjoint map

The translations on Spin (3,1) are :
Lih=g-h,Rgh=h-g
and their derivatives :
Lyh = TpSpin (3,1) — TypSpin (3,1) = Lyh (Xp) = g - Xp
Ryh : Ty Spin (3,1) — Th.4Spin (3,1) = Ryh (Xp) = Xn - g
Their inverse are, as in any Lie groups :
(Lyh) " =L i (g-h); (RyA) " =R, (h-g)
T,Spin (3,1) C CI(R,3,1) and there are two linear maps :
L) g :TySpin(3,1) — T1Spin (3,1) :: L] 1g(Z,) = g 'z,
R _1g:TySpin (3,1) — T1Spin (3,1) = R _1g(Z4) = Zg - gt
And the adjoint map:
Ady : Ty Spin (3,1) — T1Spin (3,1) = Ady = Lig~ o R 1= R/ _,go L1
AdyZ = Lig~! oR _\1(Z)=Lyg Z-gY=9-Z- g_1
AdyZ = (Ad Z) _, =Ad,Z
With
g=a+v(r,w)+bes
Z =wv(z,y)
AdyX = (a+ v (r,w) 4+ bes) - v (x,y) - (@ —v (r,w) + bes)
A straightforward computation gives :
Ad U (z,y) =v(X,Y)

X = [(@+8)° +(a+b)j ()] -+ a)j )]y

—%(—[j( w) j(r) 47 (r) j(r) = 4ab+rirlz + [j (w) j (r) — j (r) j(r) — dab —r'r]y)

—2 ([ () j (w) = (r) j (M) + [( 3 () +3 ()7 (w)]y)

Y =[(a+b)j@)]e+ [(a=b)+(@=b)jr)]y

(L) () + <r>g<w>+ww 4ab)+ [ (w) j (1) = j (r) j (w) + w'eo + dab] )
—5(—[j(w)J(T)I+J(T)J(w)] + 1 (w)j(w) =5 (r)J(r)]y)

X = [(a+0) = ab+ drir 4 (a+0) (r) + 5 (G (w) 5 () = 2 () j (w) +35 () (1) ] @
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+ [ab+ 1rt7°—i—(b a)j(w) =3 Bj(w)j(r)+2j(r)j(w)—jr)ir)]y
Y = [fwlw —ab+ (a+b)j(w)+ 1  (w) j (
+ j (

(a—b) swtw —ab+ (a—b)j

—

13.5 Derivatives

Let g: M — Spin (3,1)) = g(m) =a(m) +v (r(m),w(m))+b(m)es
g (m):TpyM — T,Spin (3,1) ::
g (M) U, = @’ (M) Uy, + 0 (1 (M) U, W (M) Upy) + V' (M) Umes
where u,, € T, M, a’ (m) um, b’ (m) um, € Ryr’ (m) um, w' (m)u, € R3

gt (@ (M) um + v (" (M) U, W' (M) Upy) + b (M) ummes) € Ty Spin (3,1)
(@' (M)t + v (1" (M) U, W' (M) W) + ' (M) umes) - g~ € T1Spin (3,1)
Lifl (M) um) =

(r)r' —j(w)w') —a'r +ar’ + 0w —bw', -3 (j (w)r' + j(r)w') — dw +aw' —b'r+br')u
(7 (r)r' = j (w)w') = a'r +ar' +V'w —bw', =5 (j (w) ' +j (r)w') — a'w + aw’ = b'r +br') um

Computation of o, - 0,0, :
07l 000w = (—5] (W) OOy —WOa Gy + awaaw)
2aw8 Gy = §wt8 w
j(w)j(w) Baw = ww'd, w whwdaw
— w0l + ApOa = —wW—w' Oqw + ayOaw
)Baw—i—w WO w) + alqw

j(w
= (—ﬁj (w) j (w) — ﬁwtw + aw> Oqw
= (ki ()i () + &) daw

0w = v (=1 () daw, (7 () () + %) aw)
:—%ﬁzﬁﬂﬂO—iﬂ> (w)) Do) Yoo — Lau [j (w) darw]” 7o)

Computation of 9,0, - 0," :

Da0w -0yt =v (=3 (— ()Baw), waaw—i—aaw)
= (% () daw, (— ) () + )aw)
VC (0 0a00) = —it 2 ([(1—— ) J (w)) Daw]” Yav0 + 30w [ () Daw] Fa)

Computation of o, ! - 9,0, :
ot 0,0, =v (—%j (r) Oar — 1041 + a0y, 0)
a?=1- %rtr
20,00, = —%r@ar
— 37 (1) Oar — 1007 + a4, 0o = =3 (r) Oar + ﬁ (r;(’?ar) Tp + GrOar
= —%j(r)aoﬂ“—l— i (G (r) g (r) +7r7) Our + arOur

:—%j(r)aar—l—i(j( r)j (r)—|—4(1—a ))8 7+ a, 07
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2
l1—a;

= (55 = 5 () + i ()7 (1) dar

= (L -5 )+ i) (1) dar

o7 0o = (£ =37 (1) + 75 (1) (1)) 0ar,0)
1C (o Bacry) = =i 0 [(2 = 55 () + 27 () (1) Dar]”
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14 Energy-momentum Tensor

For any tensor : X = Z{aﬁ} XBoE, NOEg € AaTM |, by a straigthforward computation, we get
the value of :
w4 (X) = 2 (det P) {X32de0 A dE? + X13de0 A dE? + X21de0 A deB
+X03de2 A der 4+ X02de A ded + XONdED A dE?Y
and : dwy (X) =230 o (—1)* (95 (X det P) 8,) d€® A ...dE... A dEP
For any function Z : dZ =} 0,Zd¢" and tensor X =}, 5y XBOE, NOEs
dZ N oy (X)
= 2(det P) x
{X320,Zd€0 A d€O A der + X139y Zde0 A dE0 A dE2 + X210y Zde0 A dEO A deB
+X9389,Zde0 A dE? A dEY + X200 ZdE0 A dEL A de3 + X100 Zde0 A dEB A de?
+ X320, ZdEY N dEV N dEY + X130, ZdEY N dEC A dER + X210 ZdE N dEC A dEB
+ X030, ZdEN A dE? A dEY + X020, ZdEN A dEY A dEP + X010, ZdEN A dEP A dE?
+X320,2dE% N dEO N dEY + X130, ZdE% N dEC N dE? + X210 ZdE? N dEC A dEB
+X930,ZdE2 A dE? A dEY + X020, ZdE% A dEL A dE3 + X105 ZdE2 A dE3 A dE?
+X320;2d€3 A de0 A dEY + X13052dE3 A dE0 A dE? + X21052dE3 A dEC A deB
+ X039, Zde3 A dE2 A dEY + X205 2dE3 A dEY A dEP + X005 ZdE3 A dEB A dE?)
= 2(det P) x
{4+ X300 Zd€0 A dg% A dEY + X200 ZdE0 A dEY A dgB + X019y Zde0 A dEB A dE?
+ X188, Zdet A de0 A de? + X210, ZdEN A de0 A ded + X010, ZdeL A dEB A de?
+X320,Zd€% A de0 A dEY + X210, ZdE% A dEC A dE3 + X020, ZdE2 A dEY A deB
+ X329, 2d€3 A dE0 A dEY + X 1B032dE3 A dE0 A dE® + X305 ZdE3 A dEX A dEV}
= 2(det P) x
{4+ X300 ZdE0 A d€? N dEr + X130, ZdEr N dE0 N de? + X320, 2dE? A dEO A dEL
+X9200Zd€0 A det A dE3 + X210, ZdEL A dEO A dEB + X32052de3 A de0 A dEr
+X019,ZdE0 A dE3 A dE? + X210, ZdE% A dE0 A dE3 + X13052dE3 A dE0 A de?
+ X019, ZdeL A d€3 A dE? + X020, ZdE2 A dEY A dEB + X305 ZdE3 A dE2 A dEV}
= 2(det P) x
{(~X%0Z — XBZ + X320,7) de® N de* N de?
+ (X200 Z — X210, Z + X32052) dE® N dEH A dE?
+ (X807 — X2\ Z + X303Z) d€0 A dE? A dE?
+(=X99,Z — X928, 7 — X939, 7) }de* A dE? A deB
= 2(det P) x
(X017 — X28,7 — X®B03Z) }de* N de€? A de?
(X1900Z + X120, 7Z + X1305Z) d€0 A dE? A dEP
(—X2000Z — X281 Z — X*032) d€° A dE* A de?
(X3900Z + X310, Z + X320, Z) d€0 A dEP A dE?
=2(det P) Y5 (—1)*" X8 (852) d€0 A ...dE... A dE? -
dZ Ny (X) = 2(det P) Y5 (1) XF (952) dE0 A ...dEe .. A dEP
dZ Nwy (X) = 24 (Zaﬁ X (952) aga)
Of course the result still holds for any one form Z =3  Z,d{*
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15 FORMULAS
15.1 Operator j
0 —-r3 1o w1 roWs — T3Ws
[ (r)]w= T3 0 it wy | = | —rws+r3w;
—T2 T1 0 w3 T1Wo — T2W1

t)g]a =¢(a, b', c) (rpwe — Tewp)

—j(r) =j(=r)

+ 8
~—
<
8

)t =t 1) = (=) ())

15.2 Dirac’s matrices

0 1 0 —i 1 0 1 0
01 = [1 0];022 [z O];03= [0 _1];00: [ 0 O}

0;0; + 00 = 2517-0'0
i k1=1,2,3: oo, =€ (4, k,1)i0;
(220 Uaoa) (32, Voow)
= Ei<b:1 UaVooaos + Zi>b:1 UaVpoa0p + Zi:l U, V.00
= Ei<b:1 UaVyoaoy + Zg>a:1 UpVaouoa + Zzzl U, Va00
= Zi<b:1 (UaVy — UpVy) 000 + Zi:l U, Vyo0
=33 (UaVy = UpVa)ie (¢, a,0) 00 + 30, UaVaorg
= Zz<b:1 (G O)V) ioa + 23:1 U, V.00

15.3 ~ matrices

0 —iUQ . _ 0 o1 . o 0 o2 . o 0 g3 .

70:|:’L'O'0 0 :|771_|:O'1 0:|’72_|:O'2 0:|”73_|:O'3 0:|’

Vivi T Vi :1251'3‘14

Vi ==

g0 0

Y5 = 0717273 = [ 0 —op ]
V5Ya = —YaV5
CL(R,3,1) :vC (e5) = ;.5 = 1,2,3;7C (g0) = i70;7C (€5) = 75
Cl(R,1,3) : vC' (g5) = 17,5 = 1,2,3;7C" (&5) = v0;7C" (e5) =5
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0 gj
j 7£ kvl = 17253 SV = VR = ie(jvkal)il
:?a;?a =1
YaVo = i€ (a, b, c) Fe
:\yiaﬁb + %% = 26abl4
iy = i€ (0, b, ) .

~ 0 g0
VoY = oo O

~ |0 —io, — (1) = 0 —io}
Y0Ya = i 0 =% ) = |, « 0

Oq 1o,

j=123:7 = ["j 0}

J=12.3: 9% = =0 = ["Oﬂ _(;j = 757
. _0'3 0 . |01 0
N2=Trn = 03} 37273 = —7372 =1 {0 UJ ;
. _02 0
Y3V1 = =173 = 1 0 02}
. _01 . |02 0
Y17 = —7Y071 =1 0 _01] ;77270 = —7072 = ¢ [O _02] ;
. -0'3 0
10 =TT =1 _03]

’YC (U (Grou Gwa)) = —Z% Zi:l (Gwa'Ya’YO + Gra:?a)
FYC/ (U (GTOH GWQ)) = _i% Zizl (GwQVaVO - Gra;?a)

15.4 Clifford algebra

Ei'€j+8j-8i=2’l7ij
85'552—1

15.4.1 Lie Algebras

v (T, w) e % (’w160 - €1+ w250 c €2 + w350 - €3+ TBEQ - €1+ T2€1 - €3+ T1€3 . 62)

In CI(3,1):

~vC (U (Tv w)) = _i% 22:1 (wa'Ya"YO + Taf”?a)
v(r,w)-es =ep5-v(r,w) =v(r,—w)
v(r,w) v (r,w)

=T (W' =)+ Jv (=i (r)r +j(w)w', —j (w)r' —j (r)w') — 1 (W' + riw’
v j i

[v (r,w), v (', w')] =
In CI(1,3):

FYC/ (U (Tv ’LU)) = _i% 22:1 (waﬁyaﬁYO - Taﬁa)
v(r,w)-es=¢5-v(r,w) =v(w,r)
v(r,w) v (r,w)

=1 (w'w =) = Jv(—=j(r)r +j(w)w',j
[v (r,w),v (', w)] =—v(j( )

<
~
ﬁ\
.
—~
g
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15.4.2 Spin groups

s=a+v(r,w)+ bes
a2—b2:1—|—%(wtw—rtr)

ab:—%rtw

if r=0 then a = ¢4/1 + iwtw;bz 0

if w=0 then

rir<4:a=¢e/1~— irtr;b:()

rir>4:b=¢€/-1+ 1rtr;a=0
Product :

s-8=a"4+v(",w)+bey-e1-e2- 3

with :

@’ =aa = b+ 3 (W' —rir’)
b =ab +ba’ — L (w'r’ + rtw’)

(j (w)w',d'w + aw’))
,0)) - (d/ + v (r,0)) =ad — %Ttr’ +v (%] ryr' + (a'r + ar’) ,0)

V' —j(w)w) +ad'r+ar’ + b w4+ bw'
j Jjr)w') +dw+aw +0r+br’

v Matrix
vC (a + v (7”, w) + b55) =al + tbys — Z% 2221 (wa'Ya'YO + raﬁa)
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