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Abstract. In this work, we propose a topological quantum field theory phase for four-
dimensional gravity. We show it is able to generate, not only General Relativity, but
the whole family of Lovelock-Cartan theories of gravity. This is accomplished due to the
existence of a topological symmetry that, when explicitly broken, via the introduction of
a mass scale, releases the local degrees of freedom of gravity. Additionally, we introduce
an extended notion of the (anti-)self-dual Landau gauge conditions to evaluate the
Ward identities, counterterms, and prove the quantum stability of the model, to all
orders in perturbation theory, using the algebraic renormalization technique.
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1 Introduction

Topological quantum field theories (TQFTs) can be interpreted as exact path integral
representations of many classes of topological invariants [1–3]. Most notably, n = 2
topological σ-models1 are related to Gromov-Witten invariants of pseudo-holomorphic
curves, n = 3 Chern-Simons (CS) theory to Jones polynomials of knots and links,
n = 4 Topological Yang-Mills (TYM) theory to Donaldson polynomials of smooth
4-manifolds, and so on [4–6].

By their nature, TQFTs are conformal and diffeomorphism invariant. Additionally,
they are well-defined perturbative quantum field theory, often presenting a very simple
local dynamics, and having a finite number of degrees of freedom [7–11]. Gauge TQFTs,
in particular, tend to be exactly solvable in the perturbative regime: n = 3 CS theory
at 1-loop, and n = 4 TYM at tree-level [12–16].

Due to these features, TQFTs represent an appealing framework to express quantum
gravity ideas. In low spacetime dimensions, this program has found the most success.
In n = 2, quantum GR is explicitly topological: its dynamics is given by a sum
over genera. Moreover, one can construct the gravitational Labastida-Pernici-Witten
model, related to Mumford-Morita-Miller classes [17, 18]. Both approaches deal with
invariants of Riemann surfaces, admit random matrix integral representations, and can
be associated with a non-perturbative description of non-critical strings [19–24].

In high spacetime dimensions, these fundamental equivalences become foggier. In
n = 3, quantum GR is equivalent to CS theory only in the perturbative limit [25–27].
The success of random matrices has not being replicated by a well-behaved geometric
limit for random tensors [28, 29]. And, the association to non-critical strings and/or
conformal field theories usually requires duality conjectures [30–35].

In n = 4 the situation is, of course, worse. Gravity has propagating local degrees
of freedom in the bulk, and any fundamental equivalence to TQFTs is lost. However,
TQFTs still present a viable venue for an ultraviolet (UV) completion of gravity. In
this scenario, GR is treated as an effective field theory, which emerges out of a TQFT
phase after a symmetry break occurs [36–39]. Remarkably, this proposal is able to
address several issues of the very early Universe without the need of an inflationary
period [40–42]. And, it can potentially shed light in the nature of dark matter, and
hidden supersymmetry [43, 44].

In this work, we propose an n = 4 SO(4) TYM theory as a topological phase
of gravity. In Section 3, we show how it is able to generate not only GR, but the
whole family of Lovelock-Cartan theories of gravity2, after its topological symmetry
is explicitly broken via the introduction of a mass scale. And, in Section 4, we show
its Ward identities, counterterms, and quantum stability, to all orders in perturbation
theory. Finally, in Section 2, we give a brief review on TYM theories, and Section 5
contain our conclusions.

1 n stands for the number of spacetime dimensions.
2 This is the most general gravitational dynamics in n = 4, which includes curvature and torsion, but

excludes high-derivative terms [45–47].
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2 Topological Yang-Mills theory

2.1 Mathematical preliminaries

Let spacetime be the standard R
4, endowed with the globally flat metric3 g = δµνdx

µdxν .
The global moving co-frame dxµ diagonalizes g, ∂

µ
is its dual frame, and d = dxµ∂µ is

the exterior derivative on R
4.

Let G be a matrix Lie group, and g its Lie algebra with Lie bracket

[JA, JB] = f C
AB JC . (1)

JA is a tangent frame next to the identity in G, and f C
AB are the structure constants4.

G is also a smoothable manifold, naturally endowed with a globally flat metric k =
f D
AC f C

BD JAJB. The co-frame JA is dual to JA, and k diagonalizes if

tr (JAJB) =
1

2
δAB . (2)

This choice also fully anti-symmetrizes fABC ≡ f D
AB δDC .

Consider another smoothable manifold P , the principal bundle structure G →֒ P →
R

4, its adjoint bundles AdP ≡ P ×G G and adP ≡ P ×G g. A gauge field on R
4 is an

element of C∞ (adP ⊗ T ∗
R

4) — a adP -valued 1-form field, A = AAµJAdx
µ. It results

from the pullback of a G-connection living on P . The space of all G-connections on P is
A ≡ C∞ (J1P ), where J1P is its 1st jet bundle. The space of all gauge transformations
is G ≡ C∞ (AdP ), and C∞ (adP ) is its Lie algebra.

The full geometrical arena of a gauge theory is that of the universal bundle (G× G) →֒
(P × A) → (R4 × A/G) [48, 49]. Analogous to above, a universal gauge field Ã is the
result of a pullback to R

4 × A/G, of a universal (G× G)-connection living on P × A.
It can be written as

Ã = A+ c , (3)

where the adP -valued 0-form c = cAJA is a local projection of a Maurer-Cartan form
on G — also known as the Faddeev-Popov (FP) ghost field. A and c can be seen as
the (1,0) and (0,1) component of Ã, respectively, in relation to the product R

4 × A/G.
The exterior derivative d̃ on R

4 × A/G can be written as

d̃ = d+ s , (4)

where s is the exterior derivative on G — also known as the BRST operator. The
graded exterior algebra defined by d̃ gives the meaning of an 1-form with ghost number
0, and a 0-form with ghost number 1, respectively, to the components (1, 0), and (0, 1).

3 The tensor product symbol ⊗, its fully symmetrized version ∨, and its fully anti-symmetrized version
(the wedge product) ∧, will be omitted when the context is sufficiently clear. Greek indexes run
from 0 to 3.

4 Uppercase Latin indexes run from 1 to dim (G).
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Accordingly, the total grading (a.k.a., statistics) of A, and c, is odd (a.k.a., fermionic).
Additionally, d̃, d, and s are all nilpotent operators by definition. Equation (4) resumes
to sd+ ds = 0, which means d and s are fermionic operators.

The universal curvature F̃ of Ã is given by

F̃ ≡ d̃Ã+ Ã2 , (5a)

= F + ψ + φ . (5b)

It has the curvature F ≡ dA+ A2 of A as the (2,0) component, and the so-called 2nd

generation ghost fields, ψ ≡ sA+Dc and φ ≡ sc+c2, as the (1,1) and (0,2) components,
respectively. Here, D = d + [A, ] is the covariant exterior derivative acting on adP -
valued forms5. The total grading of F , ψ and φ is even (a.k.a., bosonic). The grading
of all the fields introduced so far can be found in Table 1. Bianchi identities for F̃ , and
F , give

D̃F̃ = 0 , (6a)

sF +Dψ + [c, F ] = 0 . (6b)

2.2 Symmetries, observables and dynamics

The traditional Yang-Mills (YM) BRST symmetry transformations,

sYMA = −Dc , (7a)

sYMc = −c2 , (7b)

sYMF = − [c, F ] , (7c)

can be obtained from (5), and (6), by enforcing the so-called horizontal condition,
ψ = φ = 0. However, the full gauge structure described in Section 2.1, in general, leads
to a much stronger set of symmetry transformations. Explicitly,

sA = −Dc + ψ , (8a)

sc = −c2 + φ , (8b)

sψ = −Dφ− [c, ψ] , (8c)

sφ = − [c, φ] , (8d)

sF = −Dψ − [c, F ] . (8e)

This is known as the Topological Yang-Mills (TYM) BRST transformations [49].
The s-cohomology forbids the presence of the traditional YM Lagrangian density,

tr (F ⋆ F ) — where ⋆ is the Hodge dual6 on R
4. In fact, it forbids the presence of any

g metric-contaminated observable. In the absence of spontaneous symmetry breaking,

5 From now on, [ , ] should be seen as a d̃ graded Lie bracket, taking into account the total statistics
of each adP -valued form being input in it.

6 ⋆F =

√
|g|

4
ǫ αβ

µν Fαβdxµdxν .
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all non-trivial observables are elements in the s-cohomology modulo d-boundaries. The
only non-trivial ones allowed by (8) are of the type

Ok = tr
(

F̃ k
)

; k ∈ N
≥1 . (9)

These invariant polynomials of F̃ can be used to construct the Chern classes of the
universal bundle. In other words, they are all topological in nature. In particular,

O2 = tr
[

F 2 + 2ψF +
(

2φF + ψ2
)

+ 2ψφ+ φ2
]

(10)

contains, precisely, the Donaldson polynomials evaluated in the seminal works of
S. K. Donaldson [50, 51], and E. Witten [6].

Among all allowed observables in (9), only the (4,0) component of (10) is suitable for
a Lagrangian density at four spacetime dimensions. Thus, the TYM action functional
is defined to be

STYM [A] ≡
∫

tr
(

gF 2
)

, (11)

where g is a dimensionless coupling parameter. The Lagrangian density tr (gF 2) is
proportional to the 1st Pontryagin number of R

4. And, its integral is proportional
to the (compactly supported) Hirzebruch signature of R

4. In other words, (11) is a
topological invariant of spacetime.

The field equations are trivial (0 = 0), which signals a lack of local dynamics. In-
stead, TYM has a non-trivial non-local dynamics in the bulk. Many topological field
theories can be formulated as fully extended functorial field theories [52–56]. In this
context, their non-local bulk dynamics can be roughly understood as the propagation
and scattering of topologically embedded fully extended cobordisms.

2.3 Quantum properties

A partition function for TYM, formally defined in the weakly coupled regime, re-
quires (11) to be gauge fixed. Quantum TYM (QTYM) has been studies in several
different gauge choices [7, 9, 14–16, 49, 57]. Here, we adopt the (anti-)self-dual Landau
((A)SDL) conditions

d ⋆ A = 0 , (12a)

d ⋆ ψ = 0 , (12b)

F± = 0 , (12c)

where F± ≡ F ± ⋆F .
The s-cohomology guarantees that QTYM is free of gauge anomalies [49]. The

(A)SDL gauge choice is convenient because it results in a very strong set of Ward iden-
tities. In this gauge, QTYM is shown to be renormalizable to all orders in perturbation
theory. It has only one independent, and non-physical, renormalization [15]. Moreover,
all connected n-point Green functions are tree-level exact [16]. Clearly, this gauge
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makes evident that QTYM also has no local degrees of freedom. And, due to the lack
of loop corrections, the classical observables in (9) maintain their topological nature:
the QTYM observables are still Donaldson polynomials.

Gauge conditions are, generally, g metric-contaminated. This is evident in (12),
due to the presence of the ⋆ operator. Consequentially, care is needed to implement
them without spoiling the topological nature of the partition function. The standard
procedure, in the BRST quantization scheme, is to introduce Lautrup-Nakanishi fields

— a pair for each gauge condition — satisfying the s-doublet condition,

sc̄ = b , sb = 0 , (13a)

sχ̄ = B , sB = 0 , (13b)

sφ̄ = η̄ , sη̄ = 0 . (13c)

We refer to Table 1 for the grading of these fields.
The doublet theorem guarantees that no observable can be made out of these sources

— terms containing c̄, b, χ̄, B, φ̄, and/or η̄ are, at most, s-boundaries. Following this
spirit, we define the (A)SDL gauge fixing action as

SGF = s
∫

tr
[

c̄d ⋆ A+ φ̄d ⋆ ψ + χ̄F±
]

, (14a)

=
∫

tr
[

bd ⋆ A− c̄d ⋆ Dc+
(

c̄+ η̄ +
[

c, φ̄
])

d ⋆ ψ + φ̄d ⋆ Dφ+ dc
[

⋆ψ, φ̄
]

+

+ (B + [c, χ̄])F± + χ̄(Dψ)±
]

. (14b)

Table 1: Grading of all TYM fields.

Field A F c ψ φ c̄ b χ̄ B φ̄ η̄

Form rank 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 2 2 0 0

Ghost no. 0 0 1 1 2 -1 0 -1 0 -2 -1

Statistics odd even odd even even odd even odd even even odd

3 Topological phase of gravity

3.1 SO(4) TYM theory

Gauge descriptions of gravity are usually associated with a principal frame bundle G →֒
Fr → R

4. Frequently, the assumption G = GL+ (4,R) is considered. Additionally,
any smoothable manifold accepts Riemannian structure. By choosing only orthogonal
frames with respect to it, one effectively contracts GL+ (4,R) down to its orthogonal
subgroup SO (4). Unfortunately, not every smoothable 4-manifold accepts a Lorentzian
structure. The analogue procedure, resulting in the more physical SO (1, 3) gauge
theory, is topology-dependent.
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Here, we consider only non-compact smoothable 4-manifolds as they are guaranteed
to have either Riemannian or Lorentzian structure. The particular choice is irrel-
evant for TYM theory since its observables are g metric-independent: Riemannian
and Lorentzian TYM define the same physical theory. For convenience, we adopt the
positive-definite g.

Let σab = −σba be the 6 linearly independent generators7 of the Lie algebra so (4) of
SO(4). They are chosen such that

[σab, σcd] = −8δe[c δd][a δ
f

b] σef , (15a)

tr(σabσcd) = 4δa[c δd]b . (15b)

It is commonplace in the literature to denote by ω = ωabµσabdx
µ the adFr-valued

connection 1-form, and by R = dω + ω2 its curvature 2-form. We stress that ω and R
are, respectively, the same mathematical objects as A and F , defined in Section 2.

There are two particular consequences of having G = SO(4), which is relevant to us.
And, these are direct results of the Levi-Civita permutation symbol, ǫa1...aN

, being an
SO(N) invariant tensor — a statement which is not true for any G. First, the Pfaffian
of R is, now, a well-defined and non-vanishing quantity,

pf (R) ≡ 1

8
ǫabcdR

abRcd , (16a)

=
1

16
tr (RR∗) , (16b)

where ∗ is the Hodge dual8 on SO(4). This is equivalent to define the Euler class of
Fr. Second, the existence of ∗ also allows us to extend the notion of (anti-)self duality
to

R± = 0 , (17)

where R± ≡ R ± ⋆ (R +R∗ + ⋆R∗). And, consequentially, extend the (A)SDL gauge
conditions to

d ⋆ ω = 0 , (18a)

d ⋆ ψ = 0 , (18b)

R± = 0 . (18c)

We choose to work in this extended gauge as it improves the renormalizability behavior
of the model we are about to construct — see Section 4.

7 Lowercase Latin indexes run from 0 to 3.
8 R∗ = 1

2
Rabǫ cd

ab σcd.
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The BRST transformations remain the same, of course,

sω = −Dc+ ψ , (19a)

sc = −c2 + φ , (19b)

sψ = −Dφ− [c, ψ] , (19c)

sφ = − [c, φ] , (19d)

sR = −Dψ − [c, R] . (19e)

In particular, the observables are the same, except for the presence of (16).
We define our topological symmetry-restored phase of gravity via the action func-

tional

STG [ω] ≡
∫

tr
(

g1R
2 + g2RR

∗
)

, (20)

where g1 and g2 are dimensionless coupling parameters. Of course, couplings involving
⋆ are forbidden by the topological BRST symmetry (19). Its connection to gravity will
become clear in Section 3.3. For now, we restrict ourselves to comment that STG is the
most general action functional that is:

i) an invariant polynomial of ω and its derivatives;

ii) local9;

iii) power-counting renormalizable;

iv) fully topological — it is the sum of the (compactly supported) Hirzebrunch sig-
nature and the (compactly supported) Euler characteristic of spacetime;

v) and, by definition, an s-cycle which is not an s-boundary.

3.2 Adding a BRST boundary

If we add an s-boundary to (20), we strictly define a new dynamics. However, since
s-boundaries lie outside the s-cohomology groups, the set of observables remains un-
changed. In other words, we are still describing the same physical system. This is
exactly what we did in Section 2.3 to gauge fix TYM theory. However, at this point,
our objective here is not to gauge fix any symmetries. Consider the pair of new fields,
X and Y , satisfying the s-doublet condition

sY = X , sX = 0 . (21)

Their grading are displayed in Table 2. And, the most general action functional that
is:

i) an invariant polynomial of ω, X, Y and their derivatives;

9 The integrand is a function of a single spacetime point.
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ii) local;

iii) power-counting renormalizable;

iv) and, an s-boundary;

is given by

Ssb = s
∫

tr [Y (g3R + g4 ⋆ R+ g5R
∗ + g6 ⋆ R

∗ + g7X + g8 ⋆ X + g9X
∗ +

+ g10 ⋆ X
∗)] , (22a)

=
∫

tr {(g3R + g4R ⋆+g5R
∗ + g6R

∗ ⋆+g7X + g8X ⋆+g9X
∗ + g10X

∗⋆)X +

+ Y [g3 (Dψ + [c, R]) + g4 ⋆ (Dψ + [c, R]) + g5(Dψ + [c, R])∗ + g6 ⋆ (Dψ +

+ [c, R])∗]} , (22b)

where all the gi coupling parameters are dimensionless.
The action Ssb is not a topological invariant. Nevertheless, we emphasize that the

theory defined by

S = STG + Ssb (23)

still is a topological field theory. And, its is physically indistinguishable from STG.

Table 2: Grading of X and Y .

Field X Y

Form rank 2 2

Ghost no. 0 -1

Statistics even odd

3.3 From topology to gravity

Before finally proceeding to the connection between our topological model and gravita-
tional field theories, it is convenient to acknowledge that, in the presence of a g struc-
ture, a Clifford bundle ClFr = Fr ×SO(4) Cl4 (R) can be associated to Fr. A typical

moving frame,
{

14, γa, γ[a γ b] , γ5, γ5γa
}

, consists of 16 matrices such that {γa, γb} = 2δab,

and γ5 ≡ γ0γ1γ2γ3. In particular, γ[a γ b] is an so (4) representation satisfying (15). The
convenience here is that differential forms valued in the adjoint and fundamental repre-
sentation space of SO(4) are treated in the same footing — they are both ClFr-valued
differential forms, also known as Clifforms [58–60].

Gravity is described by a special kind of gauge theory in the sense that ClFr is
isomorphic to the Clifford bundle of spacetime. The isomorphism is given by γa = e µ

a γµ,

9



where ea ≡ eaµdx
µ is the ClFr-valued soldering 1-form — also known as the vierbein

field —, and ea ≡ e µ
a ∂µ is its dual vector. Finally, for latter use, we define γ ≡ γae

a.
And, it is straightforward to show that ⋆γ2 = (γ2)

∗
= γ5γ

2.
Returning to the SO(4) TYM theory, the term “topological symmetry-restored phase

of gravity”, used in Section 3.1, was deliberately chosen to suggest that a traditional
gravity theory, with propagating local degrees of freedom, can be obtained from (23)
via a symmetry breaking mechanism. In particular, an explicit symmetry breaking
(ESB) that achieves that is obtained by forcing X and Y to attain physical values:

Y
∣

∣

∣

phys.
= 0 , (24a)

X
∣

∣

∣

phys.
= µ2γ2 , (24b)

where µ is a mass scale. Indeed, when X and Y are identified accordingly in (23), the
result

S
∣

∣

∣

phys.
=
∫

tr
{

g1R
2 + g2RR

∗ + µ2
[

(g4 + g5)R ⋆ γ2 + µ2 (g8 + g9) γ
2 ⋆ γ2 +

+ (g3 + g6)Rγ
2
]}

, (25)

can be immediately recognized as the Lovelock-Cartan theory of gravity on non-compact
4-manifolds [45–47]. The coupling tr (R ⋆ γ2) is the Einstein-Palatini Lagrangian den-
sity, tr (γ2 ⋆ γ2) is the cosmological constant term, and tr (Rγ2) is the Holst term [61]

— related to the torsional Nieh-Yan invariant polynomial [62–64].
The field equations for the gravitational fields γ and ω are, respectively,

[

(g3 + g6)R + (g4 + g5) γ5R + 2µ2 (g8 + g9) γ5γ
2, γ

]

= 0 , (26a)

[(g3 + g6)T + (g4 + g5) γ5T, γ] = 0 , (26b)

where T = Dγ is the ClFr-valued torsion 2-form. Their solutions are Riemann-Cartan
spacetimes, in general.

The presence of curvature and torsion is due to our adoption of the most general
construction in (22). If one wishes to generate Einstein gravity exclusively, the values
of the gi can be tweaked by hand to do so. We chose not to do so, as it goes against
the quantum field theory paradigm. We just determine the symmetries. It is the
symmetries that determine all allowed couplings, and their relative relevance through
β-functions.

Via the Correspondence Principle,

µ2 (g4 + g5) =
mP

2

32π
, (27a)

µ4 (g8 + g9) = −mP
2Λ2

384π
, (27b)

where mP
2 is Planck mass and Λ2 the cosmological constant. The LHS of (27) contain

coupling parameters coming from a well-defined perturbative quantum field theory. In
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principle, their renormalized values can be obtained, thus predicting the values of the
Planck scale, and the size of the observable universe. This will be the topic of a future
work.

In Section 3.1, we commented on how the traditional YM BRST symmetry, given
by (7), is obtained from the TYM BRST, given by (8), via the horizontal condition:
sYM = s|ψ=φ=0. Let s = sYM + sT, where sT is the “topological sector of s” given by

sTω = ψ , (28a)

sTc = φ , (28b)

sTψ = −Dφ− [c, ψ] , (28c)

sTφ = − [c, φ] , (28d)

sTR = −Dψ . (28e)

The topological symmetry-restored phase of gravity, defined via the action functional (20),
is an s-cycle. Meanwhile, the induced (Lovelock-Cartan) gravity, defined via (25), is an
sYM-cycle. Clearly, the ESB above implements the horizontal condition at a dynamical
level. It deforms s into sYM by breaking sT.

The sYM-cohomology differs from the s-cohomology in a very important way: it
allows for local observables. For instance, the YM Lagrangian density tr (R ⋆ R) which,
in a gravitational context, is recognizable as the Kretschmann scalar. Ultimately, the
ESB (24) can be physically interpreted as responsible for freeing the local degrees of
freedom of gravity in the bulk — originally frozen due to full invariance under s.

4 Algebraic renormalizability

To prove the renormalizability of the proposed topological symmetry-restored phase of
gravity, we follow the algebraic renormalization program [65]. The results obtained are
valid to all orders in perturbation theory, and are independent of any regularization
scheme.

First, we fix the gauge symmetry of (23) by adding to it the extended (A)SDL gauge
fixing action,

SGF = s
∫

tr
[

c̄d ⋆ ω + φ̄d ⋆ ψ + χ̄R±
]

, (29a)

=
∫

tr
[

bd ⋆ ω − c̄d ⋆ Dc+
(

c̄+ η̄ +
[

c, φ̄
])

d ⋆ ψ + φ̄d ⋆ Dφ+ dc
[

⋆ψ, φ̄
]

+

+ (B + [c, χ̄])R± + χ̄(Dψ)±
]

. (29b)

Second, the non-linearity of the BRST transformations, and of the non-linear bosonic
ghost symmetry, (51), will inevitably appear as insertions in the correlation function
of the quantized theory. To account for these infinities, we need to explicitly include
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them in the total action. Consider the s-doublets,

sτ = Ω , sΩ = 0 , (30a)

sE = L , sL = 0 , (30b)

sλ = K , sK = 0 , (30c)

sZ = H , sH = 0 . (30d)

The non-linearity action functional

SNL = s
∫

tr
(

τDc+ Ec2 + λ [c, χ̄] + Z [c, Y ]
)

, (31a)

=
∫

tr
{

ΩDc + Lc2 + τ (Dφ+ [c, ψ]) + E [c, φ] +K [c, χ̄] + λ
(

[c, B] +

+
[

c2, χ̄
]

+ [χ̄, φ]
)

+H [c, Y ] + Z
(

[Y, φ] +
[

c2, Y
]

+ [c,X]
)}

, (31b)

is the most general local, power-counting renormalizable, invariant polynomial that
explicitly couples all independent non-linearities to external sources, while remaining
an s-boundary. The grading of the newly introduced fields can be found at Table 3.

The full classical action to be considered is

Σ ≡ S + SGF + SNL . (32)

Table 3: Grading of Zwanzinger sources for symmetry non-linearities.

Field τ Ω E L λ K Z H

Form rank 3 3 4 4 2 2 2 2

Ghost no. -2 -1 -3 -2 -1 0 -1 0

Statistics odd even odd even odd even odd even

4.1 Ward identities

The local symmetries of Σ, including linearly broken ones, are:

• Traditional gauge fixing equation

δΣ

δb
= d ⋆ ω ; (33)

• The topological gauge fixing equation

δΣ

δη̄
= d ⋆ ψ ; (34)
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• The Faddeev-Popov anti-ghost equation

Gc̄ (Σ) = d ⋆ ψ , (35)

where

Gc̄ ≡ δ

δc̄
+ d ⋆

δ

δΩ
; (36)

• The bosonic anti-ghost equation

Gφ̄ (Σ) = 0 , (37)

where

Gφ̄ ≡ δ

δφ̄
− d ⋆

δ

δτ
. (38)

The equations (34) and (35) can be combined into an exact symmetry of Σ. Addition-
ally, the global symmetries of Σ, including linearly broken ones, are:

• The Slavnov-Taylor identity

S (Σ) = 0 , (39)

where

S ≡
∫

tr

[(

ψ − δ

δΩ

)

δ

δω
+

(

φ− δ

δL

)

δ

δc
− δ

δτ

δ

δψ
− δ

δE

δ

δφ
+X

δ

δY
+

+ b
δ

δc̄
+B

δ

δχ̄
+ η̄

δ

δφ̄
+ Ω

δ

δτ
+ L

δ

δE
+K

δ

δλ
+H

δ

δZ

]

; (40)

• The 1st FP ghost equation

G(1)
c (Σ) = ∆c , (41)

where

G(1)
c ≡

∫

(

δ

δc
−
[

Y,
δ

δX

]

−
[

c̄,
δ

δb

]

−
[

φ̄,
δ

δη̄

]

−
[

χ̄,
δ

δB

]

−
[

λ,
δ

δK

]

+

−
[

Z,
δ

δH

])

, (42)

and

∆c ≡
∫

([ω,Ω] + [L, c] + [τ, ψ] + [E, φ] + [χ̄, K] + [λ,B] + [Y,H ]

+ [Z,X]) ; (43)
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• The 2nd Faddeev-Popov ghost equation

G(2)
c (Σ) = ∆c , (44)

where

G(2)
c ≡

∫

(

δ

δc
+

[

ω,
δ

δψ

]

+

[

c,
δ

δφ

]

−
[

φ̄,
δ

δc̄

]

+

[

τ,
δ

δΩ

]

+

[

E,
δ

δL

])

; (45)

• The bosonic ghost equation

Gφ (Σ) = ∆φ , (46)

where

Gφ ≡
∫

(

δ

δφ
−
[

φ̄,
δ

δb

])

, (47)

and

∆φ ≡
∫

([ω, τ ] + [c, E] + [χ̄, λ] + [Y, Z]) ; (48)

• The vectorial supersymmetry

W (Σ) = 0 , (49)

where

W ≡
∫

tr

[

Lξω
δ

δψ
+ Lξc

δ

δφ
− LξY

δ

δX
− Lξ (c̄+ η̄)

δ

δb
− Lξχ̄

δ

δB
+

+ Lξφ̄

(

δ

δc̄
− δ

δη̄

)

+ Lξτ
δ

δΩ
+ LξE

δ

δL
+ Lξλ

δ

δK

]

, (50)

and Lξ is the Lie derivative along the vector field ξ. It is assumed that ξ is a
Killing vector, and that it generates a flow of diffeomorphism on spacetime10.

• The non-linear bosonic symmetry

T (Σ) = 0 , (51)

where

T ≡
∫

tr

[

δ

δΩ

δ

δψ
+
δ

δH

δ

δX
+
δ

δL

δ

δφ
+
δ

δK

δ

δB
+ (c̄+ η̄)

(

δ

δc̄
− δ

δη̄

)]

; (52)

10Consequentially,
∫

Lξ (ϕ ⋆ 1) = 0 , ∀ ϕ ∈ C∞
(

R
4
)

, and ⋆Lξ = Lξ⋆.
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• And, finally, the fermionic ghost symmetry

F (Σ) = 0 , (53)

where

F ≡
∫

tr

[

c
δ

δφ
+ φ̄

(

δ

δc̄
− δ

δη̄

)

− τ
δ

δΩ
− 2E

δ

δL
− λ

δ

δK

]

. (54)

Equations (41) and (44) can also be joined to form an exact symmetry of Σ. The
vectorial supersymmetry (49) is present in several topological field theories. It is a
very strong symmetry, responsible for the 1-loop exactness of n = 3 Chern-Simons
theory [12–14], and the tree-level exactness of TYM theory [7, 15, 16], for instance.
The non-linear bosonic (51), and the fermionic ghost symmetry (53), first reported by
the authors (and collaborators) in QTYM [15], are also present here, and are known
to drastically reduce the number of independent renormalizations.

4.2 Counterterms

The Quantum Action Principle establishes the formal relationship between the set of
Ward identities for Σ, and the set of Ward identities for its associated quantum effective
action, Γ. The list above translates to the following set of symmetries for the quantum
symmetry-restored phase of gravity:

δΣ(n)

δb
= 0 , (55a)

δΣ(n)

δη̄
= 0 , (55b)

Gc̄
(

Σ(n)
)

= 0 , (55c)

Gφ̄
(

Σ(n)
)

= 0 , (55d)

δΣ(n)

δη̄
= 0 , (55e)

SΓ(n−1)

(

Σ(n)
)

= 0 , (55f)

Gφ
(

Σ(n)
)

= 0 , (55g)

G(1)
c

(

Σ(n)
)

= 0 , (55h)

G(2)
c

(

Σ(n)
)

= 0 , (55i)

W
(

Σ(n)
)

= 0 , (55j)

TΓ(n−1)

(

Σ(n)
)

= 0 , (55k)

F
(

Σ(n)
)

= 0 , (55l)
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where Γ(n) ≡ Σ + ǫΣ(1) + · · · + Σ(n) is Γ truncated at n-th loop order, ǫ is a small
perturbative parameter, and Σ(n) is the n-loop radiative correction to Σ. The linear
breaks are gone, and the non-linear operators S and T are replaced by their linearized
versions

SΓ(n−1) ≡
∫

tr

[(

ψ − δΓ(n−1)

δΩ

)

δ

δω
− δΓ(n−1)

δω

δ

δΩ
+

(

φ− δΓ(n−1)

δL

)

δ

δc
+

− δΓ(n−1)

δc

δ

δL
− δΓ(n−1)

δτ

δ

δψ
+
δΓ(n−1)

δψ

δ

δτ
− δΓ(n−1)

δE

δ

δφ
− δΓ(n−1)

δφ

δ

δE
+

+ X
δ

δY
+ b

δ

δc̄
+B

δ

δχ̄
+ η̄

δ

δφ̄
+ Ω

δ

δτ
+ L

δ

δE
+K

δ

δλ
+H

δ

δZ

]

, (56)

and

TΓ(n−1) ≡
∫

tr

[

δΓ(n−1)

δΩ

δ

δψ
+
δΓ(n−1)

δψ

δ

δΩ
+
δΓ(n−1)

δH

δ

δX
+
δΓ(n−1)

δX

δ

δH
+

+
δΓ(n−1)

δL

δ

δφ
+
δΓ(n−1)

δφ

δ

δL
+
δΓ(n−1)

δK

δ

δB
+
δΓ(n−1)

δB

δ

δK
+

+ (c̄+ η̄)

(

δ

δc̄
− δ

δη̄

)]

. (57)

Due to the recursive method of the algebraic renormalization technique, results valid
for Γ(1) are equally valid for Γ(n), and vice-versa. Additionally, the linearized Slavnov-
Taylor operator (56) is nilpotent, and defines a cohomology which is isomorphic to the
s-cohomology.

The most general solution of (55) for n = 1, represents the most general counterterm
that n-loop radiative corrections can generate. A good way to start is via (55f), due to
the nilpotency of the linearized Slavnov-Taylor operators, SΣ

2 = 0. Its most general
solution reads

Σ(1) = ∆0 + SΣ∆−1 . (58)

∆0 and ∆−1 are the most general integrated polynomial invariant of the quantum fields
and external sources, which are local, power-counting renormalizable, and a 4-form. In
particular, ∆0 has ghost number 0, and ∆−1 has ghost number -1. The former belongs
to the SΣ-cohomology, and is given by

∆0 ≡
∫

tr (a1RR + a2RR
∗) , (59)

where a1 and a2 are arbitrary renormalization parameters. The latter, also consistent
with all the other Ward identities in (55), is given by

∆−1 ≡
∫

tr
(

α3Y R + α4Y ⋆ R + α5Y R
∗ + α6Y ⋆ R∗ + βχ̄R±

)

, (60)
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where α3, α4, α5, α6, and β are also arbitrary renormalization parameters. Finally, the
most general counterterm action functional, and solution to (55), is

Σ(1) =
∫

tr
{

a1RR + a2RR
∗ + α3 [XR+ Y (Dψ + [c, R])] + α4 [X ⋆ R +

+ Y ⋆ (Dψ + [c, R])] + α5 [XR∗ + Y (Dψ + [c, R])∗] + α6 [X ⋆ R∗ +

+ Y ⋆ (Dψ + [x,R])∗] + β
[

BR± + χ̄(Dψ + [c, R])±
]}

. (61)

4.3 Quantum stability

To conclude the proof of renormalizability, one has to show the existence of finite
parameters zΦ, zG, zJ , such that

Σ [Φ0, G0, J0] = Σ [Φ, G, J ] + ǫΣ(1) [Φ, G, J ] , (62)

where

Φ0 ≡ zΦΦ ; Φ ∈
{

ω, c, ψ, φ, c̄, b, χ̄, B, φ̄, η̄
}

, (63a)

G0 ≡ zGG ; G ∈ {g1, . . . , g10} , (63b)

J0 ≡ zJJ ; J ∈ {τ,Ω, E, L, λ,K, Z,H, Y,X} , (63c)

is the multiplicative redefinition of all quantum fields, coupling parameters, and ex-
ternal sources. This requirement guarantees that no infinities are left untamed to all
orders in perturbation theory. For our topological symmetry-restored phase of gravity,
these z-factors are

zX = zH
−1 , (64a)

zω = zb = 1 , (64b)

zg1 = 1 + ǫg1
−1a1 , (64c)

zg2 = 1 + ǫg2
−1a2 , (64d)

zg3zX = 1 + ǫg3
−1α3 , (64e)

zg4zX = 1 + ǫg4
−1α4 , (64f)

zg5zX = 1 + ǫg5
−1α5 , (64g)

zg6zX = 1 + ǫg6
−1α6 , (64h)

zB = 1 + ǫβ = zK
−1 , (64i)

zg7 = zg8 = zg9 = zg10 = zH
2 , (64j)

zφ̄ = zτ = zL = zc̄
2 = zλzχ̄ = zY zZ = zφ

−1 , (64k)

zc̄ = zΩ = zη̄ = zBzλ = zY zH = zEzφ = zψ
−1 = zc

−1 . (64l)

Clearly, the gauge field ω does not renormalize. This is a feature of TYM due to the
lack of local field equations. The physical coupling, g1 and g2, renormalize with the
s-cohomology, while the non-physical ones, g3, . . . , g10, renormalize with s-boundaries.
This is exactly what is to be expected.
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5 Conclusions

In this work, we proposed an SO (4) TYM theory, defined by (23), as topological
phase of gravity. The TYM BRST symmetry transformations (19), play a pivotal role
in this context. They “freeze” the local gravitational dynamics into the physically
trivial s-boundary term (22). In this topological phase, the gravitational observables
that remain are related to the smoothness of spacetime — which automatically makes
them conformally invariant.

The unprecedented s-boundary term (22), vital to the connection to gravity, has the
potential to spoil the renormalizability features of SO(4) TYM. In Section 4, the quan-
tum stability of the proposed model is worked out in the extended (A)SDL gauge (18).
Remarkably, the model remains renormalizable to all orders in perturbative theory,
and contains 7 independent renormalizations (61).

Key features of a topological quantum field theories remain explicit in the present
model. For instance, the complete set of Ward identities of traditional QTYM, in the
(A)SDL gauge, is present here — albeit corrected to account for the presence of (22).
We found that this strong set of symmetries implies that the gauge field does not
renormalize, zω = 1. This result is compatible with the vanishing of 〈ω(x)ω(y)〉 to all
orders in perturbation theory. The latter is a known feature of traditional QTYM in
the (A)SDL gauge [15, 16]. This is yet another reflection of the physical content of the
theory being non-local in the bulk and/or living in the boundary.

The connection between the proposed topological phase and the Lovelock-Cartan
family of gravity theories is explained in Section 3.3. And, it boils down to a dynami-
cal implementation of the horizontal condition, ψ = φ = 0. This condition deforms the
TYM BRST into the traditional YM BRST. Local observables in the bulk — incom-
patible with the TYM BRST — are now allowed by the YM BRST. Most remarkably,
the proposed implementation also identifies these bulky local degrees of freedom as
gravitational ones.

The detailed nature of the mass parameter µ in (24b) is left open. Several mass
generation mechanisms, well known in the context of non-Abelian gauge theories, can
be employed to explain its origin, and to predict its current theoretical value. The
viability of the model can then be tested by comparison to most current the experi-
mental value of mP, and the most current observational value of Λ2, via (27). This
investigation will be carried out by the authors in a follow-up work.

Acknowledgements

Author R. F. Sobreiro would like to acknowledge the Coordenação de Aperfeiçoamento
de Pessoal de Nível Superior - Brasil (CAPES) - Finance Code 001, for financial sup-
port.

18



References

[1] D. Birminghan, M. Blau, M. Rakowski, et al. “Topological field theory”. In: Physics Reports
209.4–5 (Dec. 1991), pp. 129–340. doi: 10.1016/0370-1573(91)90117-5.

[2] M. Blau. “The Mathai-Quillen formalism and topological field theory”. In: Journal of Geome-
try and Physics 11.1-4 (June 1993), pp. 95–127. doi: 10.1016/0393-0440(93)90049-K. arXiv:
hep-th/9203026v1 [hep-th].

[3] S. Cordes, G. W. Moore, and S. Ramgoolam. “Lectures on 2D Yang-Mills theory, equivariant
cohomology and topological field theories”. In: Nuclear Physics B — Proceedings Supplements
41.1–3 (Apr. 1995), pp. 184–244. doi: 10.1016/0920-5632(95)00434-B. arXiv: hep-th/9411210 [hep-th].

[4] E. Witten. “Topological sigma models”. In: Communications in Mathematical Physics 118.3
(Sept. 1988), pp. 411–449. doi: 10.1007/BF01466725.

[5] E. Witten. “Quantum field theory and the Jones Polynomial”. In: Communications in Mathe-
matical Physics 121.3 (Sept. 1989), pp. 351–399. doi: 10.1007/BF01217730.

[6] E. Witten. “Topological quantum field theory”. In: Communications in Mathematical Physics
117.3 (Sept. 1988), pp. 353–386. doi: 10.1007/BF01223371.

[7] A. Brandhuber, O. Moritsch, M. W. Oliveira, et al. “A renormalized supersymmetry in the
topological Yang-Mills field theory”. In: Nuclear Physics B 431.1–2 (Dec. 1994), pp. 173–190.
doi: 10.1016/0550-3213(94)90102-3. arXiv: hep-th/9407105 [hep-th].

[8] M. W. de Oliveira. “Algebraic renormalization of the topological Yang-Mills theory”. In: Physical
Letters B 307.3–4 (June 1993), pp. 347–352. doi: 10.1016/0370-2693(93)90231-6.

[9] O. C. Junqueira, A. D. Pereira, G. Sadovski, et al. “More about the renormalization properties
of topological Yang-Mills theories”. In: Physical Review D 10.98 (Nov. 2018), p. 105017. doi:
10.1103/PhysRevD.98.105017. arXiv: 1807.01517 [hep-th].

[10] D. Dudal, C. P. Felix, O. C. Junqueira, et al. “Infinitesimal Gribov copies in gauge-fixed topologi-
cal Yang-Mills theories”. In: Physical Letters B 807 (Aug. 2020), p. 135531. doi: 10.106/j.physletb.2020.135531

arXiv: 1907.05460 [hep-th].

[11] O. C. Junqueira and R. F. Sobreiro. “Correspondence between the twisted N = 2 super-Yang-
Mills and conformal Baulieu-Singer theories”. In: Physical Review D 103.8 (Apr. 2021), p. 085008.
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.103.085008. arXiv: 2101.10517 [hep-th].

[12] A. Blasi, O. Piguet, and S. P. Sorella. “Landau gauge and finiteness”. In: Nuclear Physics B
356.1 (June 1991), pp. 154–162. doi: 10.1016/0550-3213(91)90144-M.

[13] N. Maggiore and S. P. Sorella. “Finiteness of the topological models in the Landau gauge”. In:
Nuclear Physics B 377.1–2 (June 1992), pp. 236–251. doi: 10.1016/0550-3213(92)90023-5.

[14] O. Piguet. On the role of the vector supersymmetry in topological field theory. Oct. 1995. arXiv:
hep-th/9502033 [hep-th].

[15] O. C. Junqueira, A. D. Pereira, G. Sadovski, et al. “Topological Yang-Mills theories in self-dual
and anti-self-dual Landau gauges revisited”. In: Physical Review D 96.8 (Oct. 2017), p. 085008.
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.96.085008. arXiv: 1707.06666 [hep-th].

[16] O. C. Junqueira, A. D. Pereira, G. Sadovski, et al. “Absence of radiative corrections in four-
dimensional topological Yang-Mills theories”. In: Physical Review D 98.2 (July 2018), p. 21701.
doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.98.021701. arXiv: 1805.01850 [hep-th].

[17] J. M. F. Labastida and M. Pernici. “A lagrangian for topological gravity and its BRST quantiza-
tion”. In: Physical Letters B 213.3 (Oct. 1988), pp. 319–324. doi: 10.1016/0370-2693(88)91768-6.

[18] J. M. F. Labastida, M. Pernici, and E. Witten. “Topological gravity in two dimensions”. In:
Nuclear Physics B 310.3-4 (Dec. 1988), pp. 611–624. doi: 10.1016/0550-3213(88)90094-6.

19

https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(91)90117-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0393-0440(93)90049-K
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9203026v1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0920-5632(95)00434-B
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9411210
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01466725
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01217730
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01223371
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(94)90102-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9407105
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)90231-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.105017
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.01517
https://doi.org/10.106/j.physletb.2020.135531
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.05460
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.085008
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.10517
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90144-M
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(92)90023-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9502033
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.085008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.06666
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.021701
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.01850
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(88)91768-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90094-6


[19] M. R. Douglas and S. H. Shenker. “Strings in less than one dimension”. In: Nuclear Physics B
335.3 (May 1990), pp. 635–654. doi: 10.1016/0550-3213(90)90522-F.

[20] R. Dijkgraaf, H. L. Verlinde, and E. P. Verlinde. “Topological strings in d < 1”. In: Nuclear
Physics B 352.1 (Mar. 1991), pp. 59–86. doi: 10.1016/0550-3213(91)90129-L.

[21] D. J. Gross and A. A. Migdal. “Nonperturbative two-dimensional quantum gravity”. In: Physical
Review Letters 64.2 (Jan. 1990), p. 127. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.127.

[22] E. Witten. “On the structure of the topological phase of two-dimensional gravity”. In: Nuclear
Physics B 340.2–3 (Aug. 1990), pp. 281–332. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(90)90449-N.

[23] M. Kontsevich. “Intersection theory on moduli space of curves and the matrix airy function”. In:
Communications in Mathematical Physics 147 (June 1992), pp. 1–23. doi: 10.1007/BF02099526.

[24] R. Dijkgraaf and C. Vafa. “Matrix models, topological strings, and supersymmetric gauge theo-
ries”. In: Nuclear Physics B 644.1–2 (Nov. 2002), pp. 3–20. doi: 10.1016/S0550-3213(02)00766-6.
arXiv: hep-th/0206225 [hep-th].

[25] A. Achúcarro and P. K. Townsend. “A Chern-Simons action for three-dimensional anti-de Sitter
supergravity theories”. In: Physical Letters B 180.1-2 (Nov. 1986), pp. 89–92. doi: 10.1016/0370-2693(86)90140-1.

[26] E. Witten. “(2 + 1)-dimensional gravity as an exactly soluble system”. In: Nuclear Physics B
311.1 (Sept. 1988), pp. 46–78. doi: 10.1016/0550-3213(88)90143-5.

[27] E. Witten. Three-dimensional gravity revisited. June 2007. arXiv: 0706.3359 [hep-th].

[28] R. Gurau and V. Rivasseau. Quantum gravity and random tensors. Jan. 2024. arXiv: 2401.13510 [hep-th].

[29] S. Carrozza. Tensor models and group field theories: combinatorics, large N and renormalization.
Apr. 2024. arXiv: 2404.07834 [math-ph].

[30] S. Carlip. “Conformal field theory, (2+1)-dimensional gravity, and the BTZ black hole”. In: Clas-
sical and Quantum Gravity 22.12 (June 2005), R85–R123. doi: 10.1088/0264-9381/22/12/r01.
arXiv: gr-qc/0503022 [gr-qc].

[31] J. Manschot. “AdS3 partition functions reconstructed”. In: Journal of High Energy Physics
2007.10 (Oct. 2007), p. 103. doi: 10.1088/1126-6708/2007/10/103. arXiv: 0707.1159 [hep-th].

[32] X. Yin. “Partition functions of three-dimensional pure gravity”. In: Communications in Number
Theory and Physics 2.2 (Jan. 2008), pp. 285–324. doi: 10.4310/CNTP.2008.v2.n2.a1. arXiv:
0710.2129 [hep-th].

[33] S. El-Showk and K. Papadodimas. “Emergent spacetime and holographic CFTs”. In: Jour-
nal of High Energy Physics 2012.106 (Oct. 2012). doi: 10.1007/JHEP10(2012)106. arXiv:
1101.4163 [hep-th].

[34] S. Carlip. Quantum gravity in 2 + 1 dimensions. Dec. 2023. arXiv: 2312.12596 [gr-qc].

[35] C.-T. Ma. “AdS3 Einstein gravity and boundary description: pedagogical review”. In: Classical
and Quantum Gravity 41.2 (Jan. 2024), p. 023001. doi: 10.1088/1361-6382/ad17f0. arXiv:
2310.04665 [hep-th].

[36] A. Sako. “Topological symmetry breaking on Einstein manifolds”. In: International Journal
of Modern Physics A 12.10 (1997), pp. 1915–1931. doi: 10.1142/S0217751X97001201. arXiv:
hep-th/9603160 [hep-th].

[37] E. W. Mielke. “Spontaneously broken topological SL(5,R) gauge theory with standard gravity
emerging”. In: Physical Review D 83.4 (Feb. 2011), p. 044004. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.83.044004.

[38] O. C. Junqueira, A. D. Pereira, G. Sadovski, et al. “Equivalence between the Lovelock-Cartan
action and a constrained gauge theory”. In: European Physical Journal C 77.4 (Apr. 2017),
p. 249. doi: 10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4820-y. arXiv: 1612.05590 [hep-th].

20

https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(90)90522-F
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90129-L
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.127
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(90)90449-N
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02099526
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(02)00766-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0206225
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(86)90140-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90143-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/0706.3359
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.13510
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.07834
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/22/12/r01
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0503022
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/10/103
https://arxiv.org/abs/0707.1159
https://doi.org/10.4310/CNTP.2008.v2.n2.a1
https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.2129
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)106
https://arxiv.org/abs/1101.4163
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.12596
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ad17f0
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.04665
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X97001201
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9603160
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.044004
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4820-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.05590


[39] Z.-C. Gu. The emergence of 3 + 1D Einstein gravity from topological gravity. Sept. 2017. arXiv:
1709.09806 [gr-qc].

[40] P. Agrawal, S. Gukov, G. Obied, et al. Topological Gravity as the early phase of our Universe.
Sept. 2020. arXiv: 2009.10077 [hep-th].

[41] A. Kehagias and A. Riotto. Topological early universe cosmology. May 2021. arXiv: 2105.10669 [hep-th].

[42] T. Fang and Z.-C. Gu. The emergence of Einstein gravity from topological supergravity in 3+1D.
Dec. 2023. arXiv: 2312.17196 [gr-qc].

[43] T. Fang and Z.-C. Gu. Topological gravity in 3 + 1D and a possible origin of dark matter. June
2021. arXiv: 2106.10242 [gr-qc].

[44] R. Raitio. “The fate of supersymmetry in quantum field theory”. In: Journal of High Energy
Physics, Gravitation and Cosmology 10.2 (Apr. 2024), pp. 609–620. doi: 10.4236/jhepgc.2024.102038.
arXiv: 2307.13017 [hep-th].

[45] A. Mardones and J. Zanelli. “Lovelock-Cartan theory of gravity”. In: Classical and Quantum
Gravity 8.8 (1991), pp. 1545–1558. doi: 10.1088/0264-9381/8/8/018.

[46] M. Hassaine and J. Zanelli. Chern-Simons (Super-)Gravity. Ed. by A. Ashtekar. 1st ed. Vol. 2.
100 years of General Relativity. Singapore: World Scientific, 2016. doi: 10.1142/9863.

[47] A. Corichi, I. Rubalcava-García, and T. Vukašinac. “Actions, topological terms and boundaries
in first-order gravity. A review”. In: International Journal of Modern Physics D 25.4 (2016),
p. 1630011. doi: 10.1142/S0218271816300111. arXiv: 1604.07764 [gr-qc].

[48] L. Baulieu. “Perturbative gauge theories”. In: Physics Reports 129 (Dec. 1985), pp. 1–74. doi:
10.1016/0370-1573(85)90091-2.

[49] L. Baulieu and I. M. Singer. “Topological Yang-Mills symmetry”. In: Nuclear Physics B —
Proceedings Supplements 5.2 (Dec. 1988), pp. 12–19. doi: 10.1016/0920-5632(88)90366-0.

[50] S. K. Donaldson. “An application of gauge theory to four dimensional topology”. In: Journal
of Differential Topology 18.2 (1983), pp. 279–315. doi: 10.4310/jdg/1214437665.

[51] S. K. Donaldson. “Polynomial invariants for smooth four-manifolds”. In: Topology 29.3 (1990),
pp. 257–315. doi: 10.1016/0040-9383(90)90001-Z.

[52] M. Atiyah. “Topological quantum field theories”. In: Publications Mathématiques de l’ Institut
des Hautes Études Scientifiques 68 (Jan. 1988), pp. 175–186. doi: 10.1007/BF02698547.

[53] G. B. Segal. “The definition of conformal field theory”. In: Differential Geometrical Methods in
Theoretical Physics. Vol. 250. NATO ASI Series. Dordrecht: Springer, 1988, pp. 165–171. doi:
10.1007/978-94-015-7809-7_9.

[54] J. C. Baez and J. Dolan. “Higher-dimensional algebra and topological quantum field theory”.
In: Journal of Mathematical Physics 36.11 (May 1995), pp. 6073–6105. doi: 10.1063/1.531236.
arXiv: q-alg/9503002 [q-alg].

[55] U. Schreiber. “AQFT from n-functorial QFT”. In: Communications in Mathematical Physics
291.2 (May 2009), pp. 357–401. doi: 10.1007/s00220-009-0840-2. arXiv: 0806.1079 [math].

[56] J. C. Baez and A. Lauda. A prehistory of n-categorical physics. Aug. 2009. arXiv: 0908.2469 [hep-th].

[57] R. Myers. “Gauge fixing topological Yang-Mills”. In: International Journal of Modern Physics
A 5.7 (1990), pp. 1369–1381. doi: 10.1142/S0217751X90000635.

[58] I. M. Benn and R. W. Tucker. An introduction to spinors and geometry with applications in
Physics. 1st ed. New York: Adam Hilger, 1987.

[59] E. W. Mielke. “Beatiful gauge field equations in Clifforms”. In: International Journal of Theo-
retical Physics 40.1 (Jan. 2001), pp. 171–190. doi: 10.1023/A:1003787428183.

21

https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.09806
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.10077
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.10669
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.17196
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.10242
https://doi.org/10.4236/jhepgc.2024.102038
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.13017
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/8/8/018
https://doi.org/10.1142/9863
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271816300111
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.07764
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(85)90091-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0920-5632(88)90366-0
https://doi.org/10.4310/jdg/1214437665
https://doi.org/10.1016/0040-9383(90)90001-Z
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02698547
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-015-7809-7_9
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.531236
https://arxiv.org/abs/q-alg/9503002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-009-0840-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/0806.1079
https://arxiv.org/abs/0908.2469
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X90000635
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1003787428183


[60] E. W. Mielke. Geometrodynamics of gauge fields. On the geometry of Yang-Mills and gravita-
tional gauge theories. 2nd ed. Vol. 1. Mathematical Physics Studies. Switzerland: Springer, 2017.
doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-29734-7.

[61] S. Holst. “Barbero’s Hamiltonian derived from a generalized Hilbert-Palatini action”. In: Phys-
ical Review D 53.10 (May 1996), pp. 5966–5969. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.53.5966. arXiv:
gr-qc/9511026 [gr-qc].

[62] H. T. Nieh and M. L. Yan. “An identity in Riemann-Cartan geometry”. In: Journal of Mathe-
matical Physics 23.3 (Mar. 1982), pp. 373–374. doi: 10.1063/1.525379.

[63] O. Chandía and J. Zanelli. “Topological invariants, instantons, and the chiral anomaly on spaces
with torsion”. In: Physical Review D 55.12 (1997), p. 7580. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.55.7580.
arXiv: hep-th/9702025 [hep-th].

[64] H. T. Nieh. “A torsional topological invariant”. In: International Journal of Modern Physics A
22.29 (Nov. 2007), pp. 5237–5244. doi: 10.1142/9789812794185_0003. arXiv: 1309.0915 [gr-qc].

[65] O. Piguet and S. P. Sorella. Algebraic renormalization. Perturbative renormalization, symmetries
and anomalies. 1st ed. Vol. 28. Lecture Notes in Physics Monographs. Heidelberg: Springer, 1995.
doi: 10.1007/978-3-540-49192-7.

22

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-29734-7
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.53.5966
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9511026
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.525379
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.7580
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9702025
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789812794185_0003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1309.0915
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-49192-7

	Introduction
	Topological Yang-Mills theory
	Mathematical preliminaries
	Symmetries, observables and dynamics
	Quantum properties

	Topological phase of gravity
	SO(4) TYM theory
	Adding a BRST boundary
	From topology to gravity

	Algebraic renormalizability
	Ward identities
	Counterterms
	Quantum stability

	Conclusions

