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Fibre Bundles and Supersymmetries

R. G. Yates
Theoretical Physics Group Imperial College of Science and Technology, London SW7 2BZ, UK

Abstract. By extending the frame bundle of a manifold admitting a spin
structure to a principal fibre bundle with group the super-Poincaré group we
are able to derive the supergravity Lagrangian and its invariances under
supersymmetry and other transformations in a global form.

1. Introduction

Since geometric formulations have proved so successful in modern physics it was
natural that once the concept of supersymmetries had been accepted it would be
attempted to recast the component formulations [1] in terms of a more geometric
language. So far the closest way to achieve this aim has been the idea of superspace
[2]: the extension of space-time to include four extra fermionic dimensions
together with the differential geometry implied by the increased structure.

However, this approach suffers from various defects. First it seems that to
agree with the results derived by more direct methods it is necessary to abandon
the obvious generalization of the Levi-Civita connection and impose an ad hoc
torsion condition [3]. Second, the theory includes a large number of extraneous
fields whose interpretation poses difficulties. Third, no great simplification in
terms of concepts required or algebra needing to be done is achieved. Lastly, the
transformation used in superspace mix up the bosonic and fermionic variables
leading to difficulties in interpretation and in identification of the theory with the
seemingly bosonic space-time we actually inhabit.

In this paper we present a formulation of super-gravity in terms of fibre
bundles [4] which we claim overcomes the objections to the concept of super-
space. By considering a fibre bundle whose base space is space-time no difficulty
with nilpotent co-ordinates arises, the transformations corresponding to those in
superspace always acting in another space. The only fields arising are the vierbein
e, and the spin 3/2 field yj, with the connection coff’ being given by an obvious
generalisation of the normal Levi-Civita a);‘lb. The supergravity Lagrangian and its
invariance under local supersymmetry transformations can be quite easily derived.
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As the theory is best expressed in terms of fibre bundles and differential forms we
use this language throughout [5] though expressions in terms of a local co-
ordinate system are given at the end for those physicists not yet familiar with this

notation.

2. The Formalism and the Lagrangian

As is well known over any four dimensional manifold M there may exist many
principal fibre bundles with group the proper Lorentz group H. In what follows we
may choose any one of these though naturally for physics we are interested in one
constructed from the frame bundle of M via some metric, that is in a bundle of
orthonormal frames with respect to that metric. Using such a bundle we wish to
construct a principal fibre bundle whose group is the extended Poincaré group,
which we represent as the following set of 9 X9 matrices:

R(S)*  [34Cy*ST" p*
0 N A1, 2.1
0 0 1
where S* is an SL (2, C) matrix, R is the usual map from SL (2, C) to the Lorentz
group, p“ is a four vector (the translation vector), A is an anticommuting spinor
and C is the charge conjugation matrix (Cy*=—y*"C,CT= —C). Letting the
matrix (2.1) be represented by (S, p%, A) it is easily seen that they form a group with
multiplication

(S, 0%, 1)(U,¢", 0)=(SU, p* +(R(S)g)* +3ACy*S0, SO+ 7). (2.2)
Further they can be thought of as being generated by the super-Poincaré algebra.

[Jab’ ch] = nbc‘]ad + nad‘]bc - nac‘lbd - nbd‘]ac
' [Jab’ Pc] = nbL‘Pu - nach

(2.3)
{Qw 04} =(CY) P,
[Jalp Qc] = (Gab)dQc Gab :%D}aa yb] B
where
’jab O 0
Jab—( 0 o, 0], (2.41)
0O 0 O
0 0 P,
P=(0 0 0}, (2.4i1)
00 O
0 (¢,Cy); O
2,={0 0 dal > (2.4iii)
0 0 0
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with #n,,=diag(—1,1,1,1) and j,, the generators of the Lorentz group (before
exponentiating Q, must be multiplied by an anticommuting parameter).

To extend the Lorentz bundle we use the construction technique given in
Steenrod [6]. A fibre bundle can be constructed once its transition functions are
known that is if we are given a covering of the base manifold {U,} say and a set of
functions f;;:U;nU;— G, G" the group of interest, satisfying

fij(x)fjk(x) = fulx). (2.5)

If G’ is a subgroup of G then the bundle can be extended to one with group G
simply by regarding the transition functions as taking values in G rather than G'.
For our case the situation is slightly more complicated due to the fact to view the
Lorentz group as a subgroup of the super-Poincaré we must construct an inverse
to R, but as this is a 2 to 1 mapping this may not be possible globally. However, we
may certainly do this if M, the base space, admits a spin structure [ 7], so from now
on we assume this is so. It is possible that the use of generalized spin structures [ 8]
may allow us to proceed further if the second Stieffel-Whitney class of M does not
vanish. Having extended the f;; to take values in the super-Poincare group we
construct a new bundle (E, n, M) with that as its group.

Having constructed our bundle we endow it with a connection, i.e. a one form
taking values in the super-Poincaré algebra (2.4).

I'=50"J ,+ 0P, +y"Q,. (2.6)

Where we have expressed the connection as a sum of those generators of the
algebra which carry an immediate interpretation: J, generate the SL(2,C)
subgroup, P, are the bosonic translations and Q. the fermionic ones. As noted
after Eq. (2.4) for I" to lie in the algebra y* must be an anticommuting spinor form
and from the multiplication law (2.2) 0% is an even element of a Grassman algebra.
If ¢ is a section from subset U of M to E we may pull-back (2.6) to obtain

o* o =wlldx", (2.79)
o*0* = e dx", (2.711)
c*ypt=yhdx", (2.7111)

and we will later identify a)zb as the Levi-Civita connection, e as the vierbein and
y;, as the spin 3/2 field normally used in the construction of supergravity.
However, it should be noted that yf is not what one would normally think of as a
spinor field. Usually this is a cross-section of some spin bundle whereas our  field
is a connection form.

The curvature two-form 4 is, as usual, given by the structure equation

A=dl+i[I,T7] (2.8)

whence writing

A=1Q®J , + TP, +T“Q, (2.9)
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we find
QP=do” + v A b, (2.101)
To=d6* + o A 0, +Lp A O, (2.10ii)
T =dy + 10" Ao, p). (2.10iii)

Latin indices are raised and lowered using #,,. Finally, from the Bianchi identity

DA=0, (2.11)
where D is the horizontal exterior derivative we deduce
QP+ ™ A QP — Q" A?=0, (2.12i)
AT+ ™ A TE— Q% A 0+ A Cy°T =0, (2.12ii)
AT +30" A0, T ) — 302" A0, p). (2.12iii)

To rewrite these in a more familiar notation we use the section ¢ previously
mentioned. Letting

o* QP =JRdx* A dx”, (2.131)
HTO= LT dx A dx, (2.13i)
HT =T8¢ A dx” (2.13iii)

it can be seen that (2.10) and (2.12) become (u(ga means a cyclic sum over p,v,

and ac)

RZ'; =0 uw‘v"’ - 6va)Z" + wﬁ“wﬁ" - a)“‘,cwff’ R (2.14i)

Te = 5ue‘v‘ — 6vez + oy e — e +p, Cy“y,, (2.14i1)

T h=0,ys— 0y +30: o, p,)— 30 Yo, p,), (2.14iii)
ab a cb b cay __ :

u,(véia {0,R;+ i} RS, —w, R =0, (2.15i)
uféa{éﬂTv"aﬂ—eucRﬁﬁ+chTv”a—kquy“ﬂ—w} =0, (2.15ii)

BT~ 10, )R+ 30 (0,47 ,)} =O0. (2.15iii)

If the 4 X4 matrix ¢* has an inverse, e** say, so
n

et =51, (2.16)
(2.14ii) can be solved for wf’ giving

i =3{e*(0,¢ — 8,€5)— e*%(0,¢,— 0,€5)

+elete™(0,e,, — 0;e4,) + €, Cyy,

d ,Aa

— My, CyPy, +ele’ey Cyly,

— Ty +eMT), — ey e Th} . (2.17)
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A gauge transformation in this language is a different choice of section ¢’ from U to
E which is related to the original ¢ by

a'(x)=o0a(x)g(x), (2.18)

where g is an element of the super-Poincaré group. With g=(S, p, 4) and denoting
pull-backs with respect to ¢’ by primes, it is found that (R=R(S))

OR
o, =R 'o,R+R™ ' —, (2.191)
0x
. Jp
a’ __ -1 -1 -
€, = (R e,+R P ! #p)
CSy*S™ 1) /IC yas—1 04
+,CSy — 7 ACSY'S a -
- -/CSy"S G b, (2.19ii)
D e 6A 1
p, =Sy, +87 — + 2S VIO (2.19iii)
R,,=R"'R,R, (2.20i)
TY=%R™'T, +R 'R, p)+7,,CSy*S™ 1)
1
— REICSYS (2.20ii)
T =S 17 1R“‘S 2.201i1
v T u\ 2 v ( .2 111)

We now turn to the construction of a Lagrangian for the theory. For general
relativity one can view the Einstein lagrangian as arising from the requirement that
variations of it with respect to w, should lead to an equation stating that the torsion
is zero. With L being the lagrangian four-form the correct expression is

0Ll constant =200 A T A 0%y . (2.21)
Using (2.10) and (2.12) with =7 =0 this may be integrated to give
L=0"N0"AQ%,, ., (2.22)

whose pull-back yields a lagrangian density of
Z=eR. (2.23)

R being the scalar curvature and e=det e;. To obtain the supergravity lagrangian
we need only to drop the condition that =0 whence the extra term 3y A Cy“yp in
the torsion tensor T* leads to the expression

L=0"A0" A Q%% =29 A Cs57,0, 0 Ap A D, (2.24)

The last term in (2.24) is not invariant under a gauge transformation induced by an
element of SL(2,C) but we may make it so by adding the term
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— 4 A Cygy,dw A 6%, which will not effect the variational Eq. (2.21), leading to a
final expression

L=0"A0"AQ%,,— 4w A Cysy, T AO°. (2.25)
The pull-back of (2.25) then gives
L =eR+y,Cysp,7, 606" (2.26)

which is the supergravity lagrangian [9].
To show the invariance of the lagrangian under supersymmetry transfor-
mations we will later need to know what dL is. We find that

AL=2T" A (6" A Q%3+ 29 A Cy57,T). (2.27)

This can be verified by direct computation using (2.10) and (2.12), but it can also be
shown using more subtle ideas which will be of importance in deriving the
supersymmetry transformations themselves.

Having constructed our total space E we wish to consider the space
E/SL (2, C); that is we identify those points in E which are related by multipli-
cation by an SL (2, C) matrix. Now (E, pr, E/SL (2, C)), where pr is the obvious map
from E to E/SL(2,C) is a principal fibre bundle with group SL (2, C) and »* is a
connection form for it. In this bundle we denote the horizontal exterior derivative

oY %quations (2.10) and (2.12) can now be written as
Q%=Dw?, (2.281)
T*=D0"+1yp A Cyy, (2.28ii)
I =Dy, (2.28ii1)
DQ=0, (2.291)
DT*=Q%“A0,—p ACY'T, (2.29i1)
DT =306, Q" Ayp. (2.29ii1)

Over this bundle L is, by construction, an horizontal four form invariant by right
multiplication of SL(2, C) and hence [5].

dL=DL=2T" A (6" A Q%% ;4 2% A Cysy,T). (2.30)

3. Invariances of the Lagrangian

To construct the supersymmetry transformations it is necessary to reduce the
bundle (E,n, M) to one whose group is SL(2,C). Although we started with a
bundle whose group was the Lorentz group and, by the assumption of the
existence of a spin structure, this could be extended to an SL (2, C) bundle, the
process is not circular as the final objects we consider inherit the richer structure
introduced in the construction of E. E/SL (2, C) can be thought of as an associated
bundle to E over M and by standard theorems the reduction of E to SL(2,C)
bundles are in one-one correspondence to cross-sections of this associated bundle.
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If o is a cross section of (E/SL(2,C),j, M) the reduced bundle is ¢ " 'ECM X E
where ¢ T'E={(x,u)s.t.a(x)=pr (u)} ie. Fig. 1 is commutative.

MXE)G"IE—p—Z——HE

l l pz(x’u)zu
Py pr

pi(x,u)=x
Fig. 1.

We require ¢ to be such that the forms w® and 6“ pulled back to ¢~ 'E via p,
are an absolute parallelism [essentially this means the matrix (¢j) has an inverse].
This is a reasonable assumption as to make contact with physics we will need to
identify ej as the vierbein which implies the existence of its inverse. More
mathematically we have constructed a mapping from a Lorentz group bundle over
M to E and the above requirement is that the pull-back of 8 under this map is the
canonical form of that bundle which, while being a restriction of the types of
connections on E we consider, is certainly possible.

As 6* and @* form an absolute parallelism by the standard constructions we
can choose a new connection which is such that 7*=0 on ¢~ 'E (we denote forms
on E and their pull-backs via p,: M X E—E by the same symbol) and we assume
that this has been done. Now M X E has a natural group action by the super-
Poincar¢ group, namely (x,u)—(x, ug) and we consider the submanifolds R,o™'E
defined by (x,u)e R,o " 'E if, and only if, o(x)=pr(ug~'). Clearly R,g " 'E=0"'E
and we claim that for each gR,0 'E is a principal fibre bundle over M with
group SL (2, C). This is nearly obvious: we need only state that the group action is

R,(x,v)=(x,vg9” *hg) he SL(2, C)
for clearly

a(x)=pr(vg~')=pr{vg” 'h)=pr(vg”*hgg™")

5o (x,vg” ‘hg)isin Ryo™ 'E and the rest follows easily. Also obvious is the fact that
we thus have a set of maps between equivalent SL (2, C) bundles over M.

J“IEAR‘,G“‘E

Fig. 2

It is, perhaps, worth emphasizing that we cannot define an action of G on the
cross-section . Although each reduction of the bundle E defines a cross-section of
(E.pr,E/H) equivalent bundles define the same cross-section. The difference
between ¢~ 'E and R ¢~ 'E lies in the different action of H or better in the different
representation of H in G used.

If geSL(2, C) clearly Rga‘lEza"E and any change in the forms is just a
gauge transformation which is not particularly interesting so we assume that the
group element g is either a bosonic or femionic translation ie. generated by an
element of the subalgebra spanned by the P, and Q, of (2.4).
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It is not necessarily true that the torsion form of E, T% pulled back to R g™ 'E
is zero, however, if g is chosen so that »® and 6 on R ¢~ 'E still form an absolute
parallelism we can find a horizontal one form, ¢*° say, such that with respect to the
connection w'“®=w®+ ¢* the new torsion form is zero. The supersymmetry
trar;sformations are then the pull backs from R ¢~ 'E of &'®, 6%, and y* by R, to
o 'E.

To find the infinitesimal form of these transformations let g=exptT. As g is
not in the SL(2, C) subgroup we have by definition of w

o(T)=0. (3.1)
Let

04Ty=p*, (3.21)

p(T)=2°. (3.2ii)

Then the infinitesimal change in 8 and ° will be given by Lie differentiation by T
and as ¢*>=0 on ¢~ 'E the first order change is w, namely

1
raby __ = rab _ pR* raby __ rab
om0 )= L~ (o R ir @' @)=Ly,
t—0 t—0

.Eil(co“b— R*

where L, denotes Lie differentiation. Using Ly =do1,+1,°d we find
00°=L0%=d0%(T)+ 1,d0"
=dp*+ 1 (T~ w? A =3y A Cy*y)
=dp®+ o .p¢ — ACy"p, (3.3)

o= Lyy*=dp*(T)+ 10dyp*
=d)*+1(T 10" Y0, p))
=d*+10* %0, 1), (34)
where we have used the fact that T is a vertical vector of E ie. 1,(T%)=1,(7 %) =0.
Calculation of ™ is more complicated as we need L,w'* which is not equal to
L, which is of course zero. In a co-ordinate form dw® may be calculated from
the co-ordinate expression for the change in e;, and vy, to be derived below and Eq.

(2.17) with T}, set equal to zero. For a co-ordinate-free expression we may use
L' =L,¢p" (Lyw™®=0) and the fact that ¢ is given by

= ;%ok(zxkszm et T+ iy b, T9) (3.5)

(T* can only be set equal to zero after the Lie differentiation has been performed)
where X, are a dual set of vectors to 6%, i.e.

0°(X ;) =07 . (3.6)
Repeated applications of the formula

Lyy=1xL+17 x 3.7)
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and the use of the Bianchi identity (2.12ii) leads to
B =Y 501y, 15, Q2% Pt 1y, 15, Q% Dot 1315, 2% D,
jIXkIXb/ZC*/“f—lxalxk?tCy"f/.—lXasz/”.Cy"ﬂ'). (3.3)
It should be noted that (3.8), unlike (3.3) and (3.4) uses the fact that T*=0on ¢ 'E.

Under a pull back to M p* and 4 become arbitrary functions, of even and odd
Grassman type respectively, of the physical co-ordinates of M, x* say, giving

a 6pa a (4 1 a

o€, = e + o p = 2Cy%,, (3.9)
a a/}va 1 _.bca

o= FT +30, U0y A), (3.10)

which are the usual expressions for the local supersymmetry transformations
without auxiliary fields. Equation (3.8) then gives

5(1)Zb — 3 %eﬁ(Riipcelbetk + Rliielketapc + Rlzctpceibera
—ACy* T, e"be™ — JCy’ T, e e™ — JCY* T, e*e™).  (3.11)

Turning to the effect on the lagrangian of these transformations we need to
know L, L’ where the prime means that it is constructed using ’*. We find

0L=L;L'=di;L'+1;dL' =di L'+ 1;D'L
=dip L' +1,2TY0" A Q%0+ 29 A Cy57,7))
=diyl as T°=0 on ¢ 'E, (3.12)

i.e. the change in the lagrangian is a total divergence, and hence, if surface integrals
are ignored, the supersymmetry transformations are an invariance of the equa-
tions of motion [9].

Most use of the invariances (3.3) and (3.4) have focussed on the case p,=0, the
common assumption being that the variation due to a non-zero p, is a gauge
transformation. That this is not so can be seen by comparing (2.191), the gauge
transformation of w®, with (3.11). Actually with A=01 =0, (3.9) and (3.11) give the
first order forms of an invariance of Einstein’s equations independent of super-
symmetry considerations, the group now being extended from the Lorentz to the
Poincaré groups, not the super-Poincaré groups.

In fact from their construction one can easily see that neither the p°=0 nor the
A=0 transformations can be thought of as gauge transformations and it is
therefore not surprising when techniques of quantization developed for gauge
theories, such as Fadeev-Popov ghosts, do not give reasonable results in the
context of super-gravity [10]. It has been thought that such problems arise
because the group generated by (3.3) and (3.4) is an infinite dimensional one. Using
auxiliary fields, which for matter-free gravity have no physical significance at the
classical level, it has implicitly been thought that the group has been reduced to
some finite dimensional one but this is not true. The closest algebra to achieve this
aim is the Stony Brook algebra [see 11] but this is also infinite dimensional due to
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the occurrence of the fields e; and yy, in the structure functions: a finite algebra
results only when the structure functions reduce to constants.

The above invariances are constructed using vertical vectors in TE and it is
then an obvious question to ask if there exist other invariances of the Lagrangian
generated by horizontal vectors. As these invariances are immediately applicable
to other gauge theories we may, for the present let (E, 7, M) be a principal fibre
bundle over M with arbitrary group G. If L is a lagrangian for some theory based
on the bundle it is an horizontal four form of T*E invariant under the action of G
and therefore projecting uniquely to a four form, which we also call L, on T*M.
Effectively this means if we know L or a transformation of L at one point of a fibre
of E we know it at all points of that fibre.

Let f, be a one parameter family of diffeomorphisms of M generated by a
vector field X. Then, by standard theorems, there exists a one parameter family of
difffomorphisms of E f; generated by the vector field X satisfying

nofi=1, (3.131)
X is the horizontal lift of X, (3.13ii)
ie. ft “covers” f, and the tangent vectors to it are horizontal so Fig. 3 is a
commutative diagram.
E*)E
Pl
M——->M

St

Fig. 3
The invariance we are looking for is then

L-f*L inE (3.14i)
(note by construction f*L is a lagrangian form: that is it is horizontal and

invariant by R)), or equivalently
L-f*L in M. (3.14ii)

Clearly, since f, is a diffeomorphism

Aj{ft*L= | L=|L (3.15)

Se(M) M

so the equations of motion are left unaltered by (3.14).

The interest of these transformations lies not so much in the co-ordinate free
expression but in the local co-ordinate changes of the fields. Suppose we have used
a section s to pull-back the connection one form w so

s*w=Aydx"T,, (3.16)

where T, are the Lie algebra matrices. To find the change in 4, we need to

calculate s* ft*w Now se f, is again a section of the bundle but while s[ f,(x)] and
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f[[s(x)] are in the same fibre, by the construction of ]7[ they need not necessarily be
the same point, that is Fig. 4 need not be a commutative diagram.

M—L M

Fig. 4.

However, because s[ f,(x)] and f,[s(x)] are in the same fibre there exists an element
g, of G such that

sLA()19,(x) = f[s(x)] (3.17)
ie.
fros=R,sf, (3.18)
and therefore
s*fFro=f*s*[adg, '] (3.19)
leading to
A00= (o7 Amcra ) 55 (320

where x'= f(x). To find g, we take the differential of (3.18) and use the Leibniz rule
to obtain

R,s.X +(s°f),0,=X . (3.21)

where ¢, is the tangent vector to the curve u— R, u. As we are working locally we
may assume a local product structure to E so the section s can be written as

s:x—(x,h(x)) heg (3.22)
and
wh=h Vi(dht + A% nrdxt). (3.23)

On applying  to (3.21) we get a local differential equation for g, of the form

dx*
dt

1y 1,1 Oh _, 0g
(gt 'h lAuhgt—i—gt 'h 15;‘:(]:‘1'9[ ! A t>=0 (324)

as

_ dx* 0
w(Rg[S*X)___gt 160(5*((11' —ax—u))gt

dx* ¢ dhi ¢
1 4+ )y 32
It a)( dt ox*  dt éh}) g (3:25)
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For physical applications it is implicitly assumed that the constant section
x—(x, e), e the identity of G, has been chosen whence (3.24) becomes

ax* dx* og,
i I .26
dt wget dt ox* 0 (3.26)
which integrates to
gt=Pexp<— J Aydx“), 3.27)

where P is the path ordering operator and c is the curve from x to x'. Essentially
(3.24) is important if we wished to globally patch together the change in 4, or if f,
were such that there did not exist a trivializing neighbourhood of the bundle
containing x and x’, for then s could not be defined and we would have to work
from

o'=f*o. (3.28)

Such transformations as (3.20) have been considered by Jackiw [12] with f, being a
conformal transformation of a flat space-time. In the language of this paper Jackiw
was concerned with the difference between the invariances f*s*, the usual way of
writing the conformal transformation of 4, and s* ft* which he constructed by
inspection (see Fig. 4). However, (3.28) gives a global definition of the invariance
whereas, as pointed out above, the definition f*s* can break down if f, is a “large”
enough transformation to take us outside the domain of s.

If L contains fields transforming under a representation T of G, ie. cross-
sections of associated bundles, they transform as

' =T(g, )I*o. (3.29)

where f* are

To get the infinitesimal forms of these transformations let X = f*

arbitrary functions of x*. Then to first order (3.27) becomes o
g,=e— f*4, (3.30)
and (3.20) is seen to give
0A4,=f"F,,, (3.31)
where F,, is the curvature form for 4,. (3.29) now becomes
RN RS S 632)

where D, is the appropriate gauge covariant derivative.
Specializing to the bundle (¢~ 'E,p,, M) for supergravity this implies the
following invariances of the Lagrangian [G is now SL(2,C)].

Sewst = f*Re®, (3.330)
de® ofr* .

5ez :faz ai‘; +faw:bebu +eg aﬁ# , (33311)
0 of*
5w”=fa5’_£7u +%f“602b0,,b%+%5£;’ (3.33iii)
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where f* can now be bosonic elements of a Grassmann algebra. For general
relativity (1p =0) (3.33) is seen to be equivalent to (3.9) and (3.11), using the Bianchi
identities with Tj =0 and setting f*=p‘e;, but this is no longer true for
supergravity as with A=0 oy =0 by (3.10) but o =0 for the transformation (3.33).
The lagrangian remains invariant as the change in w is different for the two
transformations due to extra terms in .J,, in the Bianchi identities. Hence (3.33)
are a new set of invariances for the supergravity lagrangian.

4. Conclusions

Using the notions of principal fibre bundles we have constructed the supergravity
lagrangian and three invariances of it namely (3.9) and (3.10) with either 1 or p,
equal to zero and (3.33). The former are special to the extended theory of gravity,
depending on the existence of an absolute parallelism (i.e. the existence of an
inverse for e}), the resultant choice of the torsion tensor to be zero and the fact that
the change in the lagrangian, up to a total divergence, is proportional to the
torsion tensor. The transformations (3.33) are a special case of a set of invariances
general to all gauge theories and, if the y field is not identically zero, are not
equivalent to the former. It should be noted that even if we start with p=0 (3.10)
with a non-zero 4 gives us a non-zero spin 3/2 field unlike (3.33). Most attention in
the literature has focussed only on the invariances (3.9) and 10 with p,=0 but if
this is important for the theory and its quantization we can think of no reason why
the transformations with p,#+0 and the invariances (3.33) should not be of equal
importance.

Using the fibre bundle construction technique we are able to avoid the
conceptual difficulties of giving a meaning to the superspace translations that mix
up bosonic and fermionic co-ordinates. At the same time various properties of the
theory are made clear. First supersymmetry transformations are not gauge
transformations. Secondly the p field is not strictly speaking a spin 3/2 field in the
sense that it is part of a connection one form and should not be thought of as a
cross-section to an associated bundle. This implies some interesting topological
possibilities for the theory, to which we hope to return in a later publication.

Apart from global possibilities raised by the construction of the fibre bundle E
over M it remains to see how matter fields, which would presumably be cross-
sections of some associated bundle to E, fit into this language as well as the
problems of quantizing such theories. We feel, however, that the richness of
structure and the fact that previously obtained results fit so naturally into the fibre
bundle framework make this a promising line of approach to the problem of
reconciling quantum theory with general relativity.
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