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Abstract

F(R) theory of gravity is claimed to admit a host of conserved currents under the imposition of Noether symme-
try following various techniques. However, for a constrained system such as gravity, Noether symmetry is not
on-shell. As a result, the symmetries do not necessarily satisfy the field equations in general, constraints in par-
ticular, unless the generator is modified to incorporate the constraints. In the present manuscript, we apply the
first theorem of Poisson to unveil the fact that not all the conserved currents appearing in the literature for F(R)
theory of gravity, satisfy the field equations. We also provide a list of available forms of F(R) along with asso-
ciated conserved currents, and construct a generalised action, which might address the cosmic puzzle, elegantly.

1 Introduction

F(R) theory of gravity has drawn a lot of attention to the cosmologists in recent years as an alternative to the
dark energy. It is said to have solved the cosmic puzzle elegantly and singlehandedly, unifying early inflation with
late-time cosmic acceleration, and also it admits the Newtonian limit, so that the theory passes the solar test
elegantly [see [T} 2 [3, 4} 5] for thorough reviews]. Other than reconstruction programme, in which one starts with
available cosmological data and fit it with a suitable form of F'(R), Noether symmetry is usually imposed to find
the form of F(R) a-priori. To cast the action in canonical form so that Noether symmetry is applicable, initially
Lagrange multiplier technique was adopted. Following this technique, F(R) R , along with a conserved current
%(a\/}_%) in vacuum and matter dominated eras were found in the background of Robertson-Walker line-element,

where ‘a’ is the scale factor [6] [7] [8, [0} L0l [1T] 12} T3] 14} [15]. Although such a form of F(R) R% leads to power
law inflation in the early universe and to some extent can explain late-time cosmic acceleration, it fails to provide
a well-behaved radiation dominated era (a o /%) and early stage of matter dominance (a o t%) [15]. On the
contrary, it is worth mentioning that starting from F(R) oc R? a-priori, modified scalar-tensor theory of gravity
admits Noether symmetry, leading to power law inflation in vacuum [I6]. Further, in the case of nonminimally
coupled scalar-tensor theory of gravity being modified by F(R) term, a metric-independent general conserved

current J#* = (¢;“, /312 + Qf%), (where, f(¢) and w(¢) are the coupling parameter and the Brans-Dicke

parameter respectively and prime denotes derivative with respect to the scalar field), exists for traceless field (viz.
in vacuum and radiation domains in the cosmological context) admitting arbitrary form of F(R), provided the
scalar potential V(¢) is proportional to the square of the coupling parameter f(¢) [I7, I8]. The same has also
been found to be true for generalized Born-Infeld action, of-course with a different conserved current [19]. This
fact signals that one can associate an indefinitely large number of symmetries in connection with non-minimally
coupled scalar-tensor theory of gravity, being modified by F(R) term, particularly in the vacuum and radiation
dominated eras. However, on the contrary, following Lagrange multiplier technique, no admissible symmetry,
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other than F(R) R3, was found for F (R) theory of gravity, following Noether symmetry analysis even by
enlarging the configuration space under the addition of a scalar field or taking anisotropic models into account
[20]. Initially, this appeared to be an unresolved problem.

To understand the situation better and to get certain insights, Noether symmetry analysis was therefore
performed in the scalar-tensor equivalent forms of F(R) theory of gravity [2I]. Interestingly enough, while,
Jordan’s frame has been found to be identical to the Lagrange multiplier technique in the sense that it yields
the same form of F(R) along with identical conserved current, Einstein’s frame appeared to be different, since
it led to some new forms of F(R) [21]. In particular, it yields F(R) < R?, together with a conserved current,
Y = a3R for k = 0,41 in the vacuum and also in the radiation dominated eras. In vacuum, it further leads to
F(R) x R™', being associated with a conserved current, ¥ = Ray/a, and also F(R) « R5 , carrying a conserved
current, 3 = \/E% (aR%), in the flat space (k = 0). Thus, Einstein’s scalar-tensor equivalent frame corresponding
to F(R) theory of gravity appears to be more general, since it leads to several conserved currents, which were
absent otherwise. On one hand, while it was encouraging to recover the form F(R) o R?, unfortunately, on the
other, the form F(R) R remains obscure in Einstein’s frame. It therefore appeared that not only the frames
are inequivalent at-least in the context of Noether symmetry, but also symmetries remain hidden in different
frames [2I]. Nevertheless, it was soon realized that the root cause for this apparent in-equivalence and hidden
symmetries, might be due to the fact that Noether theorem is not on-shell for constrained system such as gravity,
being associated with diffeomorphic invariance [22]. For this reason, it is always suggestive to systematically check,
if the symmetry obtained in view of Noether symmetry analysis satisfies the field equations, particularly the ()
equations of Einstein, in the absence of space-time components of the metric [23] 24] 25 26]. Otherwise, if one
wants to look for on-shell symmetry, avoiding the task of checking the field equations, and wants to explore all
hidden symmtries, it is mandatory to involve the constraints in the symmetry generator [22]. Consequently, we
proposed a symmetry generator in the form,

£xL—nE=XL—-nE =0, (1)

where X is the vector field, L is the point Lagrangian, and E = 0 represents the (J) equation (the energy
equation) of Einstein, which is essentially the Hamiltonian, when expressed in terms of phase-space variables, and
is constrained to vanish due to diffeomorphic invariance. In the above relation (), n acts as a Lagrange multiplier,
being a function of generalised coordinates [. For certain choices of 1 it had been possible to find all the four
symmetries in all the frames, establishing equivalence as well [22].

The chapter is not closed as yet, since as already stated, modified (by F(R)) scalar-tensor theory admits
arbitrary form of F(R), which is explored from the field equations, as mentioned, but could not be associated
with Noether symmetry, as yet. On the other hand, for pure F(R) theory, only a few choices of the Lagrange
multiplier  have been administered so far, since the aim was just to establish equivalence between different
frames [22]. However, other choices might also lead to even more symmetries. In fact, some authors claimed
to have obtained a host of symmetries following different techniques. For example, it was claimed by Hussain
et-al [27] that Noether gauge symmetry exclusively for F'(R) theory admits F(R) o< R™, where n is arbitrary,
while Jamil et-al [28] found F(R) oc R? and the potential, V(¢) x ¢~*, considering Noether gauge symmetry
with Born-Infeld-Tachyonic action. Both the claims had been reviewed by the present authors and found to be
incorrect, since they don’t satisfy the field equation [29, 30, 19]. Date back, Shamir et-al [31] claimed that in
the presence of non-zero gauge (although it’s essentially a boundary term, and not a gauge) Noether symmetry
of F(R) x R3 admits four different generators corresponding to which four different conserved currents exists.
In the mean-time, Paliathanasis et al [32] and later Paliathanasis [33] had further obtained a host of different
forms of F(R) and their corresponding conserved currents, in view of Killing tensors, some of which may have
interesting cosmological consequences. The aim of the present manuscript is to check the viability of these claims
[31L 32 B3] from a different perspective, viz. in view of the first Poisson theorem.

Poisson theorem of classical mechanics states that: The total time derivative of a function of phase-space
variables is the sum of its poisson bracket with the Hamiltonian and its partial time derivative. Thus, if the
function does not contain time explicitly, then its total time derivative is equal to its Poisson bracket with the
Hamiltonian, and it is conserved if the poisson bracket vanishes. With the help of Poisson theorem, it is possible

1Tt must be mentioned that three momenta constraints are involved for a general metric due to the appearance of space-time
components of the metric. Thus (IJ) should contain §; P* in addition, P’ being the momenta and §; are Lagrange multipliers



to perform a general test for seeking and identifying the constants of motion. In the following section, we express
the point Lagrangian associated with F'(R) theory of gravity taking the scale factor and the Ricci scalar along
with the generalized velocities (a, R, a, R) in the background of Robertson-Walker line element, write down the
energy equation, viz. the ({) equation of Einstein, cast the phase-space structure of the Hamiltonian, and provide
a brief account of the well-known Poisson theorem. In section 3, we proceed to test the conserved currents of the
theory available in the literature, in view of the said Poisson theorem. In section 4, we provide a list of available
(viable) forms of F(R) with admissible symmetries, presently available in the literature. In view of such forms,
we construct a generalised action, which might possibly be able to address the cosmic puzzle, elegantly. Finally,
we conclude in section 5.

2 Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formulation of F(R) gravity.

Taking Robertson-Walker line element,

dr?
1—kr?

ds* = —dt* + a* [ +7?(d6* + r” sin® 0d¢”) | (2)

into account, the following modified theory of gravitational action for an arbitrary function of R, viz.

A= /d4x\/—g [F(R) 4+ L], (3)
may be expressed as

A= /d4x\/—_g [F(R) + A {R— 6 (% + o + g) H + /d4:1:\/—_g£m, (4)

a?

where, the Ricci scalar curvature, R — 6 (% + Z—j + %) = 0 has been treated as a constraint of the theory, and

inserted through the Lagrange multiplier A, while the Lagrangian is spanned by a set of configuration space
variable (a, R,a, R). Now varying the above action with respect to R, one obtains A = F’, where prime denotes
derivative with respect to the Ricci scalar R. The above action therefore reads as,

A= /d‘{rs/—g [F(R)a® + F'Ra® 4+ 6F' (a*i + ad”® + ka)| + /d4x\/—gﬁm. (5)

Under integration by parts, one therefore ends up with the point Lagrangian,

L(a, R, a, R) = —6ad*F’ — 6a*aRF" — a®>(F'R — F) 4 6kaF’ — poa™>*. (6)

In the above relations, £, = poa 3“1 denotes matter Lagrangian density, po being the present value of the
matter density either in the form of radiation (p,o), or pressure-less dust (pmo), while it vanishes (py = 0) in
vacuum, and w is the state parameter (1/3 for radiation, 0 for pressure-less dust). The field equations together
with the following energy constraint equation, viz. the () equation of Einstein, are the following,

E = —6ad®*F' — 6a*>aRF" + a®(F'R — F) — 6kaF’ + poa™>* = 0, (7)

are expressed as,

i @ k F" (. 4.\ F". 1 wpo
2= - v - 2= 2 F/ _F)=— —3(w+1)
Tttt <R+ aR>+ R~ S (FR-F)= ——2a :
a a? k
—6(24+L 5 8
R 6(a+a2+a2>’ (8)

a2 kF (&) . 1 2
— 4+ —+—(-|R- F'R—F) =g 3wt
a2+a2+F’ (a) 6F’( ) 6F "



For our future requirement, we also write the expression for the point Lagrangian in Jordan’s frame as [21] 22],

L(a, ¢, d,¢) = —6ai’p — 6a*ad — a®V (¢) + 6kag — poa™, (9)

where, ¢ = F'(R), and V(¢) = F'(R)R— F(R) is the first-order Clairaut equation. Here again, the field equations
together with the following energy constraint equation,

E = —6aa’p — 6a%ad + a®(V(¢) — 6kad + poa™>* =0, (10)
are expressed as,
i k¢ ,ap V _WP0 —3(wt1)

o +—+—+¢+2—5—% 2% ,

a  a? k

a

> k _ap V. po g
el — —3(w+1)
a? * a? + ap 60 6¢a '

The Hamiltonian:

The generic momenta with respect to variables ¢ and R are,

L : L
P, = oL _ —12aaF" — 6a*RF"; Pg= 8—. = —6a*aF". (12)
0a OR

Thus we have,

Pr . 2F'Pp—aF'P,

o= " 6a2F"’ B 6a3F"? (13)
The Hamiltonian corresponding to the point Lagrangian (@) can then be expressed as,
. F' P2 P,P
H(a, R, P,, Pr) = Pya+ PRR — L = R " 4 @3(F'R—F) — 6kaF' + poa™® =0, (14)

6a3F">  GaZF”

which is constrained to vanish due to diffeomorphic invariance. Likewise, the Hamiltonian in Jordan’s frame reads
as,

P2  p.P
H(a, ¢, Py, Py) = ol _ Bl

i +a®*V(¢) — 6kag + poa™3* = 0. (15)

Poisson Theorem:
Conserved currents play an important role in theoretical physics, since the existence of a conserved current points
to the existence of a constant of motion and a symmetry. The Poisson theorem ascertains if indeed a function is a

constant of motion of the theory under consideration. Let, I = I(g;, p;,t) be an arbitrary function of phase space
variables. So,

dI a1 . oI oI
= Z (a—qiqz = pl> + 5 (16)

Using Hamilton’s equations, in the above relation, one obtains the Poisson theorem in the following form,

I oI H  0I OH\ 98I or
dt =2 (3qi dp; O 3qi) ot~ LA 5



Thus, if the function I does not contain time explicitly (% = 0), then its total time derivative is equal to its

poisson bracket with the Hamiltonian (% = [I, H]), and it is conserved if the poisson bracket vanishes. The
theorem of classical mechanics should be modified in the case of gravity, where the Hamiltonian is constrained to
vanish due to diffemorphic invariance. The theorem now states ‘If the right hand side vanishes identically or is
proportional to the Hamiltonian, then I is an integral of motion’. On the contrary, we shall show in the appendix
that if the right hand side vanishes conditionally, the field equations are not satisfied and I is not an integral of

motion.

As mentioned, for constrained system such as gravity, Noether symmetry is not on-shell, and setting the Lie
derivative of the Lagrangian with respect to a vector field to vanish, might exhibit symmetries, which are not the
symmetries of the system in one hand, and some of the symmetries might remain hidden, on the other. On the
contrary, although, all the symmetries exhibited following the generator () are the symmetries of the system, it is a
rather difficult technique, since one is required to set 1 by hand using trial and error method to explore symmetry.
However, following some elegant technique other than considering the generator (), if new symmetries appear,
then one has to check if the symmetries satisfy the field equation, the constraint equation in particular, since as
mentioned, Noether equations do not recognise the constraints of a theory. In this context, it is easiest to check if
indeed these are the symmetries of the system, with the help of Poisson theorem. Thus Poisson theorem renders
a general test for seeking and identifying the constants of motion. In the following sections, we apply Poisson
theorem to check the viability of all the conserved currents associated with F(R) theory of gravity, available in
the literature to the best of our knowledge, and in the process, we rule out quite a large number of symmetries .

3 Testing Noether Conserved currents in F(R) theory of gravity:

As already mentioned, Noether’s theorem connects the existence of a conserved current to the existence of a
symmetry of the system under consideration. In this section, we provide explicit test of the Noether conserved
currents associated with F(R) theory of gravity, which are available in the literature till date. In the present
article, the phase-space is spanned in most of the cases by (a, R, P,, Pr ), whence the Poisson theorem reads as,

(18)

dl oI (8[ OH 0l O0H > (8[ 0H 0l 0H > oI

g 9 (910 ol oH ol oH oL 9\, o0&
o~ Lt 5=\ 5.9, ~ 9P, 94 9ROPn  0PnOR) Ot

In one case, to avoid unnecessary complication, we work in Jordan’s frame of reference, in which the phase-space
is spanned by (a, ¢, P,, Py ), whence the Poisson theorem reads as,

ar
dt

ol ol OH ol OH ol OH ol OH ol
[Iv H] + = ar

dt  \dadP, 0P, da dp 0Py 0P, 8¢ ) ot

3.1 Conserved currents provided in [22]:

In an earlier work, [22], altogether 4 different forms of F(R) along with the corresponding conserved currents
have been found upon Noether symmetry analysis of F'(R) theory of gravity, using Lagrange multiplier technique,
translating it to the scalar-tensor equivalent form in Jordan’s and in Einstein’s frames. This fact established the
equivalence amongst different frames in connection with Noether symmetry. All the available forms along with
their corresponding conserved currents were found to satisfy the field equations, particularly the (3) equation
of Einstein. Still, to see how Poisson theorem works, we make a rapid test of these conserved currents in this
subsection.

Case-I:

The first form of F(R) and the associated conserved charge were found both in the vacuum era (p =0 = p) and
matter dominated era (p = 0, or equivalently, w = 0) for k = 0,=£1 as,

aR

2vVR (20)

3 d
F(R) = FoR=, = a(a\/ﬁ) =aVR+



In view of the above form of F(R), the Hamiltonian (I4]), and the phase-space structure of the above conserved
current 7 using equations (I3]), may be expressed as,

AR3P2 2R3P,Pr 1 s 1 ([2RPr P
H, = R a ZFya®R? — 9kFyaVR == - = 21
LT 9Fyas OFpa? | gtoe i 0aV L po, ! F0< 9a2 9a>’ (1)

where we have kept the term pg, to accommodate both the vacuum (py = 0) as well as the matter pg = pmo for
pressure-less dust (w = 0). As a result one can compute,

OH, 4R:P,Pp 4R3:P} 3Fya’R? OH;  2R:Pg

da  9Fya’ 3Fya* 2 ~ 9kFy VR, oP,  9Fya?

OH, 2R3P} R 3P,Pp  3Fa®R? 9kak, OH,  2R:P, N SR: Py

OR 3F0a3 9F0a2 4 2\/§ ’ O0Pgr 9F0a2 9F0a3 ' (22)
%, P, 4RPg oo 1

da  9Fpa®  9Fyad’ 8P, 9Fya’

9% 2Pg 951 2R

OR ~ 9Fpa?’ OPr  9Fpa?’

Above relations hold both in the vacuum (pg = 0) and in pressure-less dust era (ppg ), and it is now possible to
check in view of (I8]) that,

d¥,

dt
which confirms that ¥; is indeed the conserved current associated with the Hamiltonian H7, and hence Noether
symmetry allows the form F'(R) R3. Itis important to mention that since the Poisson bracket vanishes trivially,
so it corresponds to the case n =0 in equation (), as found in [22].

=0, (23)

Case-I1I:

The next form of F(R) and the associated conserved current were obtained both in vacuum and in the radiation
dominated era for k =0, %1 as,

F(R) = FyR?, Yy = a’R. (24)

In view of the above form of F(R), the Hamiltonian (I4]), and the phase-space structure of the above conserved
current Yo using equations (I3]), may be expressed as,

1

RP}% Pa,PR _
T 12F,

— 32 —3w
= 12F06L3 - 12F06L2 + Fya”R* — 12kF0aR+poa s DI

Hy (2RPR — aP,). (25)

Here we keep the matter term ppa 3% to accommodate all the different eras together. One can thus compute,

OHy RP:  P.Pg 5o C(3m_1) OHa Pr
= a 3Fya?R? — 12kFoR — 3 (Bw—1) =—
90  AFgat T GFgas T Ot 0ft = Spowa 9P, 12Fya?’
8H2 P}% 3 8H2 RPR Pa
2 2F,a’R — 12k F, - -
R 12F,a® T oT00 0a, 9Pn _ 6Foa®  12Fpa? (26)
% — _ Pa (922 . _L
da  12Fy’ 0P,  12Fy’
9%,  Pg 9% R
R~ 6Fy’ OPr  6F,’

and in view of the above relations, one can at once check in view of (8] that,

d%s 1 ( RP2  P,Pg

— = - Fya®R? — 12kFyaR + 3 —3w ) 97
dt 12Fy \ 12Fya3 121:0a2jL 0a 0aR + 3powa (27)



It is to be noted fact that the above Poisson bracket reduces to [Xq, Ha| = lg—}o both for pg =0, i.e. in vacuum,
1

and for w = 3, i.e. for radiation era, while it is [Xo, Hs] = 15—1?0 — po in the matter dominated era. Thus the Poisson
bracket vanishes due to the fact that the Hamiltonian is constrained to vanish due to diffeomorphic invariance both
in the vacuum and in the radiation dominated eras, but not in the matter dominated era. This confirms that s is
indeed the conserved current associated with the Hamiltonian Hs, and Noether symmetry allows F(R) oc R? both
in the vacuum and the radiation dominated eras. It is important to mention that the Poisson bracket vanishes

due to the diffeomorphic invariance, which is associated with 7 = 1, requiring 12Fy = 1, to match exactly with [22].
Case-III:

The third form of F(R) and the associated conserved charge were obtained in vacuum era alone and in the flat
space (k=0) as,

Fi
F(R) = EO,

Associated Hamiltonian in view of equation (I4]) and the conserved current X5 using equation (I3]) are expressed
as,

Y3 = Rav/a. (28)

R3P,P R*P3 2Fya® R'P
H3 = - n_ R 0d ) E3 = - Rs ) (29)
12Fya? 24Fya3 R 12Fpaz
whose derivatives read as,
6H3 - R3PaPR R4PI2% _ 6F0a2 6H3 _ R3PR
da  6Fya3 8Fyat R’ oP,  12Fya?’
6H3 - R2PaPR RSPI% 2F0a3 8H3 - RSPa R4PR
OR  4Fya? 6Fpa3 R2 OPr  12Fya? 12Fpa3’ 20
0%3 . R4PR 033 ~o ( )
da - 817}3@%7 6Pa e
0¥z _ R3Pgr 0¥3 B R*
R 3Fya?’ OPr 12Fpa?’
In view of the above relations, one can at once check that,
d¥s R3 R3P,Pr RYPE 2Fya3 B R3H, B (31)
dt  12Fha3 12Fya®  24Fya® R ) 12Fya®

Here again the Poisson bracket vanishes due to diffeomorphic invariance, and thus confirming that X3 is also
the conserved current associated with the Hamiltonian Hj, and Noether symmetry allows F(R) o R~! in vac-
uum. Note that this conserved current was obtained earlier for n o R3a™3 [22], which is the coefficient of the
Hamiltonian here, as seen in the last step. To match exactly, one should choose 8y = —1, in [22] and 12F; = 1 here.

Case-1V:

The fourth and the final form of F'(R) and the associated conserved charge were also obtained in vacuum dominated
era for k =0 as,

F(R) = FyR5, ¥, = \/a%(aR%) = R™5 (Rvaa + %a%R). (32)

The Hamiltonian as well as the phase-space structure of the above conserved current can then be expressed using
equation ([[4) and (I3) respectively as,

_ 125RP% 25R3P,Pp  2Fya®RI 1 <25RPR 5Pa> (33)

Hy = - N, = — (2R
* 7 168 Fpa’ 84Fya? 5 TR \81a3 12V



while their derivatives are computed as,

OHy  125RSP} 25R5P,Pr  6Fyd’R3 OHy  25R3Pg
da 56 Foat 42Fya? 5 oP, 84Fya?
OHy 25R3P} 5R3P,Pp  14Fd®Rs OH, 125R5Pgp 25R3P,
OR — 21Fyad 28 Fya? 25 OPr  84Fya’ 84Fya? (34)
%4 5P, 25RPr 054 5
Oa  84Fya?  56Fpat’ 0P,  42Fyat
924 25Pg 954  25R
OR  84Fya3’ OPRr ~ 84Fya?’
In view of the above relations, it is now possible to find as before,
sy _ 5 (125R§P§ _ 25R}P,Pr 2Foa3R§> _ SHy 35)
dt 84Fpa? \ 168Fya? 84Fya? 5 84Fya3 '

Diffeomorphic invariance is the reason for the vanishing of the above Poisson bracket as observed in the two
previous cases. Thus, X4 is also the conserved current associated with the Hamiltonian H,, while Noether
symmetry allows the form F(R) « R3 in vacuum. Note that this conserved current was obtained for n X a’%,
which is the coefficient of the Hamiltonian as seen in the last step. In fact it matches exactly under the choice
ap = % in [22] and 12Fy = 1, as before. As mentioned, inclusion of the energy constraint in the generator,
makes Noether symmetry on-shell. Further, since right hand side of the Poisson theorem (I7) either vanishes or

is proportional to the Hamiltonian, hence field equations are satisfied automatically.

3.2 Conserved currents provided in [31]:

Almost a decade back, applying Noether symmetry generator in the following form

dr dB
(1] 22
XYL+ L 7 7 0, where,

: a . 3]
XM= X +4(t,a, R)% + o(t, a, R)ﬁ’ is the first prolongation of, (36)

0 0 0
X = T(t,CL,R)& + 1/}(taa7R)% + (b(tva’aR)%a

Shamir et-al [31] explored following four different conserved currents for the theory under consideration, corre-
sponding to F(R) o R in flat space (k =0) and in the vacuum dominated era,

180i2VE + 9a%a—% 1 P RY

Rt
I, = -3d%4VR — 3a®— + -
! VR

N

1
I = —9ai®VE — 2% + —aPtR3,

2 VR 2 (37)

I = 9a\/§—t[9a\/ﬁ+ 9—5%} -9 [a\/ﬁ—t%(a\/ﬁ)} :

)

2
9a R d
Iy = —9¢ — ——==-9—(aVR).
4 a\/_ D) \/R dt (CL\/_)
In the above, B although claimed to be, is not a gauge function, rather a boundary term as pointed out earlier
[31]. It may be noted that I is the same conserved current (%) dealt with in case-1 (20) of subsection (3.1).
Further since,

_ ot [%} , (38)

dt?

dly _ g, lcﬂ(a\/ﬁ)
dt




it is also not a new conserved current. Thus in this subsection we only handle the first two conserved currents,
whose phase-space structures may be expressed using ([I3)) as,

4R?P% 2R:P,Pp 1 5 s 2aP, 2RPg

I =|— ZaPRz |t
! oFZa* | or2az | 2° 3R TR )
I AR:P} 2R:P,Pp a3R%t
> 9F2a3 9F2a2 2
The corresponding Hamiltonian and its derivatives are given in ([2I) and (22) respectively.
Case-1I:
We take the first conserved current appearing in ([89) and find its derivatives as,
oL | 4R:P,Pr  AR:P}  3a®R:| 2P, 0L _ |2RPg|  2a
da 9F2a? 3FZat 2 3Fy" 0P, | 9Fga? 3Ky’
oL 2R:P: R :P,Pp 3a*Rz| 2Py oL _, 2R:P, 8R3Pr| 2R (40)
oR 3F}a? 9F3a? 4 Fy'  O0Pr | 9F2a®2  9Fiad R’
I AR:P} 2R:P,Pp 1
@:— R22 R4 R22 84 Zd3Re.
ot 9Fga’ 9Fga? 2
One can therefore compute the time derivative of the conserved current using the Poisson theorem (I8 as,
dIl (911 2R2 aR 33
— =[L,H+——=t|-—=Pr— —=F, Rz #0. 41
T (w4 20 [3FOR P+ R 2 (41)
Thus, it is a faulty claim that, I; is a conserved current associated with the F(R) R? in [31]. It is not.
Case-II:
Derivatives of the second conserved current appearing in (39) are,
Ol  3d*R% - AR:P,Pr AR P} 0,  2RiPg
da 2 9a3F? 3Fgat’ OP,  9a2F¢’ (42)
o, 3a3R%t R 3P,Pp  2R3P} 8, 8R*Pr 2R:P, 09I, a’R?
OR 4 9F2a? 3FZa3’ OPr  9Fga®  9a2F’ ot 2
Thus, one ends up with,
dl» oI, R2Pr  aRP,] a3R?
— =L, H+—=(t-1 - 0. 43
e+ 22— >[3F0 ] e (13)

Clearly, the claim that I» is also a conserved current associated with F(R) x R? is faulty.

As mentioned, Noether equations do not recognise the existing constraints of a theory. Root of trouble is: as
mentioned, in the case of gravity, if the energy constraint is not introduced in the symmetry generator, one
is supposed to check the field equations, particularly the constraint equation, which was not performed by the
authors [31]. This was also noticed earlier, where it was shown that the conserved current Iy doesn’t satisfy the
field equations, viz. the (§) equation of Einstein, in particular [30]. It is therefore quite clear that introduction of
the so-called gauge term (B) does not yield any new symmetry, and thus the work of Shamir et-al [31] was just a
mathematical jugglery which went absolutely in vain. At this end we would like to add that the authors [31] used
the point Lagrangian L(a, R, a, R) = 6ai®F’ + 6a2aRF" — a®*(F'R — F), with a wrong sign. It is interesting to
notice that the Noether equations remain unaltered even for such toppling of signs between the kinetic and the
potential terms.



3.3 Conserved currents provided in [32]:

Apart from the general symmetry associated with arbitrary form of F(R), admitting trivial first integral in the
form of energy, which is constraint to vanish in gravitational theory, Paliathanasis et-al [32] obtained a host of
different forms of F(R) along with the conserved currents, under the request of Noether symmetries of F(R)
theory of gravity in matter dominated era. In this subsection our aim is to analyze the symmetries so obtained.

Case-I:

It has been claimed that Noether symmetry is admissible for F(R) = FyR?2 in flat space (k = 0), and is associated
with the following three different conserved currents in the presence of cold dark matter, listed below.

d
12 - E(a\/ﬁ)a (44)

Is = t%(a\/ﬁ) - aVR, (45)

I, = 2tE — 6a*aVR — GQB’% = 2E — 6a° (a\/ﬁ + j—%). (46)

We have already analysed I, which is ¥; (20), and I, where, % = td;t%l is just a modified version of 3, (20,

and therefore are new ones. It is therefore only required to analyse I,. The Hamiltonian and its derivatives are
already presented in ([2I) and (22)) respectively. The expression of conserved current I in terms of generalized
coordinates and generalized momenta may be found in view of (I3) as,

4R3P2 2R:P,Pp 1 5 4aP, 4 4aP, 4
Iy =2t R _ - —Fya®R? & — —RPgr=2tH ® - _—RP 47
4 OFya? OFpa? | groa v o)+ apn m iR 3R RO (47)
whose derivatives are the following,
Oy _, 0H AP, oL _, 0H | da
Oa - da 3F0 ’ 6Pa - 8Pa 3F0, (48)
%72153_H_ip 8[472t8H_@ %—QH
OR _ “OR R, ™ oPr  0Pp Iy’ ot
Thus one finds,
dI, ol; 2 |4R3*P% 2R*P,Pr Fy 5. 1y 200
e S S _ 038R 2H:2H(1 —)——:0. 49
g~ Ul 50 = o op e 9Fpa? 24| T *®) TR (49)

It vanishes due to diffeomorphic invariance in vacuum (pp = 0), but not in the matter dominated era, as
claimed erroneously in [32]. Since for gravity, the energy is constrained to vanish (), therefore the above conserved
current I associated with F(R) o R3 may be expressed in the following compact manner,

R
I =a2(a\/ﬁ+a—), 50
4 NG (50)
for £ =0, in vacuum. Note that, while the conserved current ¥; (20) appears from the first pair of field equations
[, this conserved current I, (B0) appears from the combination of all the three (8.

Case-II:
The authors [32] also claimed that in flat space (k = 0), Noether symmetry exists even for F(R) = FoR*,
admitting two different conserved currents in the presence of cold dark matter, which are,
21 d 21 .
Is = 2tE — ga(cﬁ}ré) =2tE — %az’aR*% + acﬁR’%R, (51)



21 d 21 63 21
< d(3R_’) §a3R_’ E—gt aR—§+am3R“R §a3R“ (52)

The Hamiltonian and the phase-space structures of the conserved currents may be found as before in the forms,

Is = t’E — =

32R:P,Pr  256R<P} Ry 3
H= =1 NFpa® 8 R+ po. (53)
32R8P,Pr  256R* P2 R aP, A4RPg aP, 4RPg
Is =2t @R - =2tH — 54
5 21 Fpa? MFpa® 8 Tt oR T TR tom T TR (54)
32RSP,Pr  256RSP: Fy . 1 aP, 4RP 21a3
Iy =1* 21F0a2R 21F0a3R - ?OagRg +po +t(2F0 - FOR) SRE
(55)
aP, 4RPg 21q°
=t’H t( - ) .
* 2F0 FQ SR%
The partial derivatives of the Hamiltonian (B3] are,
OH  64RSP,Pp 256RS P} 3 P OH  32R3Pg
da  21Fya That 8 27 8P T 20Fa? (56)
OH 12RSP,Pp  544R3P} 7 R OH  32R%P, 512R* Py
OR ~  TFya? 2 Fpa® 64 ¢ ’ OPrp ~ 21Fya2 21 Fya’
Subcase-I:
Partial derivatives of Iy (B4) are,
oL 0H | Pu oI _, 0H o
da " da @ 2Fy’ oP, 0P, 2F,’ (57)
OL; _,0H _ 4Py OI; _,, 0H 4R o _ oy
OR T OR F’ OPr  ~0Pr Fy’ ot T
Computing the time derivative of the conserved current, one therefore arrives at,
dly dl; 2 |32RSP,Pr 128R¥ P: K, 3
Iy, H + == = = — U3RE| 420
o~ W+ Fy | 21Fpa? 21 Fpa3 8 *
2 1 2 (58)
Po
=~ (H - oOH=2H(1+—= |- 2L
21~ o) + (1+5)-2
Since %” = 0 due to the diffeomorphic invariance H = 0, in the absence of matter py = 0, therefore, Noether

symmetry exists for F(R) R%, and I5 is indeed the associated conserved current, but only in vacuum, and
not in the presence of matter, as erroneously claimed by the authors [32].

Subcase-II:

Here, we work with the same Hamiltonian (B3], whose partial derivatives are already presented in (B6). We
therefore present the derivatives of the conserved current Ig given in (B3] as,

0l _poH 0H ’ P, n 63a2 Ols .2 OH a
da  da ' 2F, S8R’ oP, 0P, 2Fy’ (59)
ol :tga_H _APr 21 a® dls e OH _ AR Al —oggy g WPa  ARPR

R "or "R ®@rl orn lorn 'Ey ot YR T R



One can thus calculate the the time derivative of the conserved current as,

dIs dls 2t |32RSP,Pr  256R¥P% Fy 5 1
—2 = [Is, H] + 2 = = e
a ot 5 =5 | SiRe T oime sl

Y oUH = 2 {H(l—k Fio) = ﬂ] — 0. (60)

Above expression vanishes again due to diffeomorphic invariance for pg = 0, which confirms that I is also the
conserved current associated with the Hamiltonian for F(R) R%, in the vacuum, and not in the matter

dominated era. However, one can easily observe that s — 1. and thus the two and are the same
dt

conserved currents in disguise. Thus, one can finally assert that F(R) R% admits a conserved current,

d 1
I; = 2 (a’R7%), (61)
in vacuum, for (k = 0), since as mentioned E = 0, in view of (7). Nevertheless, this symmetry (F(R) x R¥)
implies F”" < 0, i.e. the final attractor is not a de Sitter point.

Case-1V:
Finally, the authors [32] also could explore Noether symmetry for F(R) o< R™, in flat space (k = 0), where n is
arbitrary other than, n = % and n = %, carrying the following conserved current,

I; = 2tE — 8n(2 — n)aa®R" ' — 4n(n —1)(2n — 1)a®* RR" 2 (62)

In view of the above form of F(R) = FyR™, the Hamiltonian ([4]), and using equations (I3]), the phase-space
structure of the above conserved current Iy may be expressed as,

H=- FuPr + Pi + (n — 1)Foa®R™ +
= T 6n(n— 1)Foa?R"2 ' 6n(n — 1)2Fya®R"—® 0 po:
P, Pg P2 . 2(2n — 1)aP, ARPg
I; =2t |— — 1)Fya”R™ — 63
’ 6n(n — 1)Fya?R"—2 + 6n(n —1)2Fya3R—3 +(n—1)Fa oot 3F, Fy (63)
2(2n—1)aP, ARPg
=2tH - .
+ 3Fy Fy
One can therefore compute,
oOH P,Pr P 9 OH Pr
— = — 3(n—1)Fya”R" =—
90~ I D)R@E  In(n = 1Rt o T DR R e = e T D R
OH (2 —n)P, P (3—n)P2 N
oH _ — 1)Fya®R"
OR 6n(n — 1)Fya? R 1 + 6n(n — 1)2Fya3R"—2 +nn—1)Fa ’
OH P, P,
=- — + T (64)
OPr 6n(n —1)Fya?R"=2  3n(n —1)2Fya®R"—3
O _ ) 0H 2020 —1)P, O _, 0 _ 2(n—1)a
Oa Oa 3F0 aPa 6Pa 3F0
I H 4P, I H 4 I
Ol _,, 00 4Pg Ol _ 5 00 4R O oy,
OR orP, Fp OPr 0Pr Fp ot
and in view of the above relations, one can at once check that,
dI7 8]6 2 P}% PaPR 3
— L = I, H] + 2 = — - —1a’R"| +2H
dt [fr, H] + ot Fy {Gn(n —1)2a3R"*3  6n(n—1)a?R"2 +(n—1Da + (65)

_2

1 2
(H—po)+2H=2H(1+—) _ ZPo
F

Fy '

which again vanishes due to diffeomorphic invariance in the vacuum dominated era (pg = 0), confirming that
F(R) indeed admits a symmetry for F(R) o R™, carrying the conserved current I (62]) in vacuum and again



not in the matter dominated era. However, it is not clear, why the authors suggested n # % and n # g. One
can clearly generate the conserved currents (B0) for n = 2 and (6I) for n = Z. Note that for n = Z, F” <0,
and so the final attractor is not a de Sitter point. However, one can also recover the conserved current ¥y = a3R
@24) for n = 2, i.e. for F(R) < R?, as well. It may be mentioned that this conserved current for F(R) oc R?
exists for arbitrary & (24)).

Thus, the only new finding in [32] is: In flat space (k = 0), F(R) « R™ is an outcome of Noether symmetry
analysis in vacuum dominated era, for which the conserved current is,

I=22-n)ad®R" ' + (n—1)(2n —1))a®RR" "2, (66)

where we have set E = 0, since energy is constrained to vanish. Unfortunately, it does not recover the conserved
currents associated with F(R) o R~! @28) and F(R) o< R% (B2), which means at least a pair of conserved currents
is available for both, as in the case of F(R) R%. Although, all the cases studied and the associated results
obtained by the authors [32] have been summed up to a single result, it is important to note that all the symmetries
expatiated here separately satisfy the field equations. The reason being, the authors involved the constraint £ =0
in the symmetry analysis.

3.4 Conserved currents provided in [33]:

It is already stated that F'(R) theory of gravity might admit additional symmetries under different choice of
n in (), which were not explored, since our aim in [22] was to establish equivalence between different frames.
Applying Killing tensors of the minisuperspace, in which the field equations are invariant under contact transfor-
mations, Paliathanasis [33] obtained several forms of F(R), taking perfect fluid in the form of pressure-less dust
(correspondingly for vacuum too) in the flat space (k = 0). The symmetries were explored in Jordan’s frame and
then translated to find the forms of F(R) using the transformation laws, ¢ = F'(R) and the first order Clairaut
equation V(¢) = (F'R — F). In the following we analyze all the symmetries obtained in [33] case-by-case.

Case-I:

The first form of F(R) and the associated conserved charge obtained in [33] in the flat space (k =0) are,

27 F2

F(R) = Fo(R=V))}, iy = 8(a6 +ad)? = Via®6? = oV

: 2 4
[(aR—i— 2a(R — Vl)) - 3Via*(R-VA)?|, (67)
where, we have used the relations ¢ = F’, ¢ = F”R, required to establish scalar-tensor equivalence of F (R)
theory of gravity. The corresponding Hamiltonian for the above form of F(R) (67) may be expressed in view of
(), and the phase-space structure of the conserved current I; appearing in (G7) may be cast in view of ([I3) as,

4R-W)2 L, 2(R-Vi)? 3 1 (R
Hy — P2 — P, Pr + Fod®(R -V (— 1% ) ,
1 OFoa’ 5 OFoa? r + Foa”( 1)2 5 +Vi)+po )
p? (R-V1)?2 _, (R-W) 9FZa?
I =2 Pr — P, Pr— ——Vi(R— V7).
T T 3a RT3 R —5 Nl v
As a result, one can compute,
OH, 1 [4P,Pr  4(R—V1)P2 o (R OH, 2(R—V1)2Pg
_(R_V { - 3F, (— 1% )} =- :
Oa ( 1) 9Fya3 3Fyat +5koa 2 th OP, 9Fya?
oH, 1 {2(3— Vi)P}  PuPr @agR} OH, 8(R-Vi):Pp 2(R-Vi)iP,
OR ~ (R—Vy)zl 3Fua? 9Fpa® = 4 " OPr  9Fudd 9Fpa? (69)
oL P2 (R_V)[ZL(R—Vl)P}% _PuPr 9aV1F02} oL P, (R-Vi)Pn
da  6a3 ! 3a’ at 2 ’ OP,  6a? 3a3
oL _ 2(R— Vi) P} _ PaPr 9a%V, F} oI  2(R—V4)*Pg (R-W)P,
OR 3a* 3a? 4 oPgp 3a* 3a
In view of the above relations, one can at once check that
dl
L _. (70)

dt



Since I; vanishes identically, being independent of pg, so it is indeed the conserved current associated with the
Hamiltonian H;, which applies both in the vacuum era py = 0, and in the matter dominated era pg = pmo. It is
definitely interesting to learn that F(R) theory admits a symmetry for F(R) « (R — V;)? which generalizes the
commonly known one F(R) R3 , in the presence of cosmological constant A = V;. This was also noticed earlier
by the authors [32]. As the Poisson bracket vanishes trivially, so it is a symmetry that supposed to have found
for n = 0 in equation (I]]) but it was not. However, one can take note of the fact that setting V7 to vanish, the
conserved current [; < & (aR +2aR)? is essentially the square of the known standard one ¥; \/_(OJR + 2(1R)

appearing in Case-1 (IZII), of subsection (3.1).

As mentioned in the introduction, if for a function of phase-space variables, Poisson bracket vanishes identically in
the absence of explicit time dependence, then the function is an integral of motion of the theory under consideration,
and therefore must satisfy the field equations. In fact the current form of F(R) and the associated conserved
current (67) is also valid for arbitrary k. For the sake of demonstration, we write the field equations in view of
the point Lagrangian (@), and for the present form of the potential V(¢) = Vi¢ + Vo3, for k =0, £1, as,

i@ a> k¢ _ad Vi Vig?

2— — 2— — — — =0

e et st s :

i @ kWi Vad?

B B - 71
cL—i_aQ—i_a2 6 2 0 (1)
C'L_2+_ %_VM’B Vad®  po —0

a? ap 6 6 6a3p

Now, the difference of the first pair of equations (7)) yields,

(.. 2%+z>—%_0. (72)

One can note at a glance that the time derivative of conserved current (67]),

a o\ _
3<+2¢+¢> |4

vanishes due to the above equation (72)), independent of the presence of the energy constraint equation and the
matter density, and also for arbitrary k£ =0, £1.

dl

— = 2a¢(ag + agf))

dt ’ (73)

Case-11:

The second form of F(R) and the associated conserved charge obtained are,

F(R) = FO(R_ ‘/1)%7
I = 3a*(¢pa — ag)? + 4Va®p~6
 147F2a* < a2 a2 2 aaR

(74)
0 :
61 \(R-v)r  6aR-V)T 4(R—V1)i> +4(7F0) Vaa (R = Vi)t

This again generalizes the previous case appearing in case-II of subsection (3.3), and presented in [32] earlier. As
before the Hamiltonian, the phase-space structure of the conserved current I may be expressed in views of in
view of (I4) and (I3]) respectively as,

32(R—V1)§P,Pr | 256(R—Vi)SPE  Fya®(R—8Vi)
21 Fya? 21 Fya® S(R—1,)*

H2 = +p07

2P2

I, =
27 12

8a
+48(R — V1)2P2 + 4a(R — Vl)PPR+4(

S RASAH



As usual, one can therefore compute

OHy ~ 64(R—Vi)SP.Pr  256(R—Vi)¥ P} 3Fya®(R—8Vi) OHy 32(R—Vi)iPg

da 21 Fya’ 7Fpat 8(R—V)s 0P, 21Fa®
OHy 12(R—Vi)iP.Pr  B44(R-V1)iPE  TRd®R  0Hy 32(R—Vy)¥ [P L 16— V1)% Pg
OR 7Fpa? 21 Fya’ 64(R—Vy)s 0Pr  21Fa? ¢ a ’
612 CLP2 8 6 3 612 G2Pa
92 _ Y4 L WR-V,)P,P 24(—)1/ 5(R—Vy)%, - 4a(R = V4) P,
%a +4( 1)PoPr + ) Ve ( 1)3 P, G T a( 1)Pr
oI 5 8 \6 Vaa® 0l 2
22 _ 96(R — V4) P2 + 4aP, P 3(—) 20 92 96(R—V))2Pg + 4a(R — V})P,.
o~ VS = VPRt dabPr+ 37 (R— W) 5Py ~ VU= Vi) P A da(R =)
(76)
In view of the above relations, one can again check that
dly  Fy 4 7 8 \8
2 _203(R - 147() Va| (aPu+24(R ~ Vi) Pr) =0,
o 5 ¢ (R—V1)8 |14+7 T Va| (aPs +24(R — V1) PR 0 (77)
provided Vo = —%(%)8 B. It was therefore claimed that I ([T4) is the conserved current associated with the

Hamiltonian Hs, both in the vacuum era py = 0, as well as in the matter dominated eras py = pmo. However,
as stated, if for a function of phase-space variables, the first theorem of Poisson is satisfied conditionally, then the
function is not an integral of motion. In the appendix we shall prove that in view of the field equations the time
derivative of the above conserved current seizes to vanish.

Case-I11I:

The third form of F(R) and the associated conserved charge obtained are,

: 3V 2FRata®  AFpaaR 3Via® 3
F(R) = RS -Vi, Iy = 6a’a(ad—pd)—a’ (Tl—vm%)z— pr e[ VaRE (78)

Now, the Hamiltonian (I4]) and the phase-space structure of the conserved current I3 in view of equation (I3),
are expressed as,

_ 3R3P,Pp  9R5P} 2Fyd®Rs

Hy = - Via®
3% iR | SEodd 5 et (79)
2TRS P2 3R3P,Pp  3Vid® 3 |
Iy = — R _ LU —V2aR3
3 8Foa ik, 5 TV RN
and thus, one can compute,
OHs  3R3P,Pr 2TR3 P2 ol ) OHs 3R3Pg
- - — 2Fya’R3 + 3V, =
da 2Fya’ 8Fya’ I R Y o>
0Hs 5RiP,Py 3RiP} 2Fd® dH; 3R3P, 9R3Pg
OR  4Fya? Fya3 9R3 ’ OPr  4Fya? = 4Fya3 (50)
‘ 80
dl;  27R3 P2 . 3. 41 ol 3R3 Py
ST R_3y, 51/ —Vaa*R b
da  8Fya? 16740y V20 R, oP, ik,
5 3 = 5
O, _ S5RiRPr 9RIPR V7 V2R 0;  3RiP, 27RiPg
OR 4Fy Fya 3 ’ dPr  A4F, 4Fya
In view of the above relations, one can at once check that
dls 5o @3RP, 3 [3
=2 — (34°R?P /=W -1 =0 81
dt (a Rt g 20,V 2 ’ (81)

8
2Note that, the author erroneously claimed a different relation (V2 = %(%) 7 ) between Fy and Va.



under the condition Vo = 2 (%)% , as indicated in [33]. Since the relation is independent of pg so, it was claimed
that I3 (Z8)) is indeed the conserved current associated with the Hamiltonian Hs, in the vacuum era py = 0 as well
as in the matter dominated era py = pmo. Again we mention that, since derivative of I3 vanishes conditionally,
so it is not an integral of motion for the F(R) = FyR3 — V; form. As for the previous case, we shall again prove

this fact in the appendix from the point of view of the field equations.
Case-1V:

The authors further enlisted in case IV of the article [33], three additional forms of F(R) along with their associ-
ated conserved charges, which we take up here one-by-one.

Case-IVa:

The first of these are,

: 27F3a* R 243V, Fifa* R?
F(R) = FoR?, I} = 12a2(a*¢* — ¢2a2) + 3Vi(ap)* = % — 27F2a%32R + 1176‘” (82)
As before the Hamiltonian and phase-space structure of the conserved current I} take the following forms,
. 4R3P2 2RiP,Pr Fyd®R?
H4 = - + pO;
9F0a3 9F0a2 2 (83)
j_ P2 AR’PR SRP.Pp | 243ViFja’R’
T3 a? 3a 16 ’
and so one finds,
OH} 4R:P,Pp AR:P}  3Fa’R: OH}  2R:Pg
da  9Fa3 3Fpa* 2 OP,  9Fpa?’
OH} R :P,Pp  2R*P} 3Fya®R? OH}  2R:P, N 8R? Pr
OR  9Fpa? 3Fpa® 4 7 OPr  9Fya? = 9Fad (84)
oI} 8RP,Pr 8R*P} N 243V Fa® R? oI; 2P, B8RPy
da  3a? a3 4 ’ oP, 3 3a
0Ij _ 8P,Pp  SRP}  243ViFja'R oI} 8RP, | 8R*Pr
OR 3a a? 8 ’ OPr 3a a?
In view of the above relations, one can at once check that
a1} F
d—t‘* = I}, H}] = ZOaR%@RPR —aP,)(2TF2V;, —4) =0, (85)
provided, V; = %, as indicated in [33], and it is again independent of py. Thus, the natural claim was: I} is
0

indeed the conserved current associated with the Hamiltonian Hj , both in the vacuum era pp = 0 as well as in the
matter dominated era pg = pmo. As already mentioned, such claim is erroneous, since I} vanishes conditionally,
as we shall again prove in the appendix, .

Case-IV b:

The second form of F(R) and the associated conserved charge obtained are,

F(R) = FyR*, I? =12d%(a®¢? — ¢%4>) 4+ 4Vaa'¢® = 1728 F2a* R*R? — 192F2a%a® R® + 4096V, Fa* R'®. (86
4 0 0 0



The Hamiltonian and the conserved current I} in phase-space variables, are expressed as,

Pz P,Pgr

Hi = L — 3Fya’R*

17 Y6FRaPR | T2Fa2RE O 87)

P? R?P2 ARP,Pr
I = -+ gaQR i + 4096V Fga* R,
and so, one finds,
OH? PP P OH? P
I_ R _ +9Fpa?RY, Lot

da 36FQG3R2 72F0 iR 6Pa 72F0a2R2
OHi | FuPn Py + 12FpyaR?, OHf _ PR, PR

OR 36Fya?R3  216Fya3R? OPg T2Fpa?R?  108Fya3R (88)
or? 2R?P3  ARP,Pg 543 RIS, oI 2P, 4RPy
—_— =-— 16384VoFya’R = —

da 0% 9a2 ? P, 3 9a
oI} 2RP} 4P,Pr 5 41514 oI  2R*Pr  4RP,
— = - 1440V5 F, = - .

OR 9q? 9q +01440VeFya OPg 9q? 9a

In view of the above relations, one can at once check that

dlf > o1 4 5 3 8 2. 9 4p 8 ]9
— = [, Hi] = S FoaR® P [1 4 256V2 Fg RY] — S Foa  R*Pa [1 + 12802 F§ RF] # 0. (89)

It was claimed in [33] that a symmetry exists for the form of F(R) and the conserved current given above in (80

1
under the condition Fy = %(V%) 3. However, one can clearly observe that the Poisson bracket does not vanish,

which confirms that I7 is not the conserved current associated with the Hamiltonian H3. Therefore F(R)
theory of gravity does not admit a symmetry associated with F(R) = FyR*, and so the claim is faulty.

Case-1V c:

The third form of F(R), together with the associated conserved charge and the form of potential obtained are,

ViR 3ViR3 3¢3Rs :
F(R) = 222 22X 2780 13— 1902(a2¢2 — 6202) +3Vi (a0)* +4Vaa'e®, V() = (Vig® +Vag?), (90)
4Vy " 8Vpgs | 16Vh

where, V;, V5 are constants. Since F(R) containing three terms, therefore to avoid unnecessary complication we
compute the Poisson bracket in Jordan’s frame. The expression of Lagrangian in the flat space (k = 0), spanned
by a set of configuration space variable (a, ¢, a, gb) in Jordan’s frame [21], 22] is presented in ([@). Note that, in the
vacuum era (po = 0), while for the pressure-less dust era (po = pmo ), so that one can compute the Poisson bracket
for both the cases together. The Hamiltonian (IH) together with the phase-space structure of the conserved current
I3 may now be expressed as,

_PRP, P32
Hi(a, ¢, P, Py) = == 2 6¢ 3% 4 Vaa® ¢t + po = 0, o

P2 ¢*P?  4¢P,P
=2 4 ¢_¢ _ u +3V1044¢4+4V2a4¢5.
3 a? 3a

As a result, one can compute,

I

6;? - ?ﬁ - ﬁff +3a%(Vi¢® + Vag"), (ng - ézé’
8615 - Gp—i +a*(3Vig? + 4V30%), z—gf 6a2 ﬁfé" (92)
%_g’ _ 20255 3 41;:1? +12Viat$® + 20Vaate?t, 3—2 = —4251 T 2¢:f¢-



In view of the above relations, one can use (I9)) to check that,
drs . (OI30H} oI} 8H43> (3143 OH? oI 8H§f)

_— = 3 = _— frnd
a — U Hal <aa oP, 0P, 0Oa 0 (93)

)

9¢ 0P, 0P, 06

which confirms that I3 is indeed the conserved current associated with the Hamiltonian Hj, and Noether symme-
try admits a combination of three terms in F'(R) including the linear term, which is admissible both in the vacuum
and in matter dominated era. This is highly encouraging, since it might be possible to find a Friedmann-like early
deceleration followed by late-time acceleration.

Case-V:

The last form of F(R) and the associated conserved charge obtained are,

ViR . -
F(R) = FyR5 — 4172, Is = 12a%[(8 — ¢°)a® + a*¢?] — a*(B — ¢°)[VA(B + 3¢7) + 4V2(35¢ + ¢°)] =
: 94
190242 (_16F02R% N 2V1 FyR3 " 64F2a*R?] | 4096F3RiVpa'  512F)R3Via* (94)
9 3Va 27R3 243 81

The corresponding Hamiltonian for the above form of F(R) ([@4) may be expressed in view of (I4), and the
phase-space structure of the conserved current I5 appearing in ([@4) may be cast in view of ([[3)) as,

3RiP,Pr  9R3P% 2TViR3P2  [ya®R3

Hs = — -
5 8Fpa? 8Foa®  128VhFga® 5 TP
P2 9R? 3ViR~% 3V2R™3 AR 3ViR™% 512F¢a*R3 [ 8VaFyR3
=ce 42 (o222 2 20 D) pr 2 2L P ppy y 2SR00 T (BRI0E )
3 a2 8VoFy | GAVZEL a 1614 F, 81 3
(95)
As a result, one can compute,
4 5 2 2
6H5 _ 81V1R23 _ 27R3 }2%_’_ 3R3PaPR +FQG2R%, 6H5 _ _3R3PR
Oa 128VaFga*  8Fpa* 4Fya? 0P, 8Fpa?
OHs [15RS  9ViR3 |,  P.Pg N AFpa®R3  9Hs 9R3Pr 21ViR3Pr 3RiP,
OR — |8Fya®  32VaFgad| % 4F,a2R3 9 ' OPgp  4Fpa®  64VhFjad  8Fya?
dls  [27TViR3  18R®  2TVPR3 |, [4R  3WiRS PP
da  |4VaFod® @ 32V2FZd3 | P a2 aVhRa?| T (96)
N 16384V, F3aR3 2048V  Fla3R3 dIs 2P, 4RPr 3ViR3Pg
243 81 ' oP, 3 a 4VaFpa
dl;  [18R  135V4R3  9V2Rs |, Vi 4 2048 2 P
= - — L Z|P,Pp+ Z_(10VaFyR3 — 3Vi R3)Fja®,
OR [a2 AVoFoa? | 16VZFga2) B | oVaFart a) © BT 7ag 10VeFoR? = 3ViRE)Foa
0I; _ [18R* 2TViR%  2TVPR3 3ViRi 4R P
OPr | a2 4VaFpa® | 32V2F2a?2 | * T |4VoFpa @ |7
In view of the above relations, one can at once check that
dIy ol
22 — ([ H i)
g~ s Ml + or
Via®RP, 10FyaR3 P, . 9ViaR2Pr  3V2aR3PR] [ 256VaFd (o7)
= — +4FOGR3PR— D) -1 :Oa
3Va 9 4V, 8V2F, 27

under the condition, Fy = (%)% , which does not match with the the one presented in [33]. However, as pointed
out earlier that such conditional vanishing of the time derivative of I confirms that I5 is not the conserved
current associated with the Hamiltonian Hj, and therefore such symmetry is obscure, as we shall explore in the
appendix.



Therefore, at the end, the overall outcome of the work [33] are the existence of Noether symmetries for F(R)
(R—V1)2, and F(R) = aR + BR3 + yR3 for which the conserved currents are presented in (67) and (@0)
respectively. Rest of the symmetries seize to exist, since as repeatedly mentioned, neither the energy constraint
had not been taken into account in the symmetry analysis, nor the field equations had been checked.

4 Constructing a generalized action in view of available symmetry.

In view of the Poisson first theorem we have proved that not all the symmetries explored over years by different
authors, following Noether symmetry analysis, are the relevant symmetries of the theory under consideration. In
this section, we present a list of available (viable) symmetries of F(R) theory of gravity, appearing in the literature
till date for future reference.

Vacuum era.

1. F(R) = Fo(R—Vy)2.

01 = ﬁ {(QRJF 2 (R — 1/1))2 = %VlaZ(R —V)?|, fork=0,£1. (98)

2. F(R) = FyR™.
Q2 =2(2—n)aa’R" ' + (n—1)(2n — 1))a®RR" 2, for k = 0. (99)
However, for F(R) = FoR? in particular, the conserved current (X = aR) holds for (k = 0,+1).

3. F(R) = %2.

Qs =Rva a, for k=0. (100)
4. FyR%,

Qs = \/a%(aR%), for k = 0. (101)

2 1 4
_ ViR | 3ViR3 393 R3
5. F(R)= 47 + py + v

Qs = 12a%(a%¢? — $%4®) + 3Vi(ag)* + 4Vaa*¢®, for k = 0. (102)
Radiation era.
1. F(R) = FyR?

Qs =a’R, for k=0,=+l1. (103)
Pressureless dust era.

1. F(R) = Fo(R—V1)%.

. 2 4
Q- = {(aR—l—?d(R—Vl)) — SVia*(R—Vi)?|, fork=0,£L. (104)

(R—W1)

2 1 4

3 393 R3

2. F(R) =1  3Af; 4 39207
(R) 4Vy 8Vag3s 16V2

Qs = 12d%(a?¢? — ¢?a?) + 3Vi(ag)* + 4Vaa*¢®, for k = 0. (105)

What to do now with all these symmetries is definitely a viable question to ask. The answer is: one can now
construct, for example, an action in the following form,

A= / [aR + BR? + yR5 + 6R3 + L | /=g d'z, (106)



(say), to study early universe till date, where, £,, stand for matter Lagrangian. One can note that in the early
universe, R? gives the dominant contribution leading to Inflation, while in the late universe, it may be neglected,
and in view of the symmetry associated with rest of the terms, one might be able to expatiate early Friedmann-
like deceleration, with late stage of cosmic acceleration. The reason being, in the middle, linear term (aR)
would contribute the most, while at the end, R3 term would dominate, which might lead to late-time accelerated
expansion. Other suitable combinations are also possible.

5 Concluding remarks.

In a nut-shell, gravity being associated with diffeomorphic invariance, resulting in Hamiltonian and three mo-
menta constraints, Noether symmetry is not on-shell unless, the constraints are incorporated through Lagrange
multipliers in the symmetry generator. For the situation where momenta constraints are absent (in the absence
of space-time components in the metric), one should use equation (J). Since it is required to go through a huge
number of trial and errors for selecting appropriate 7 in search of symmetry, one can still use the standard sym-
metry generator. However, in that case, the constraint equations are not supposed to be satisfied by the symmetry
obtained following Noether symmetry analysis, since the generator has no given input regarding the fact that the
theory admits constraints. Thus, it is necessary to check if the conserved current satisfies the constraint equations,
in particular. Our present finding that some of the conserved currents appearing in the literature, are not viable
symmetries of the theory under consideration, is due to the fact that the authors restrained themselves from such
a check. Nonetheless, it often turns out to be a difficult or at least very tedious job. In this article we propose
an easier alternative of using the first theorem of Poisson (I8). However, the statement for obtaining an integral
of motion for the theory under consideration, is modified. In connection with the Hamiltonian constraint, it now
states that “If the right hand side of the total derivative of a phase-space variable vanishes identically, or is a
function of the Hamiltonian (which is constrained to vanish), the phase space variable is an integral of motion,
otherwise it is not, even if it vanishes conditionally”. The reason is: the Hamiltonian constraint equation does
not admit such condition. The technique is simple and elegant to prove if the conserved currents so obtained
following symmetry analysis, are indeed the integrals of motion of the theory under consideration.

Under Noether symmetry analysis, different authors applied different techniques to obtain a host of conserved
currents associated with different forms of F'(R), in pure F(R) theory of gravity. The present study reveals the
fact that some of these so-called conserved currents are not the integral of motions of the theory under considera-
tion. For example, our findings are:

1. Out of the four conserved currents associated with the same form of F(R) x R provided by Shamir et-al
in [31], the first two are faulty, the fourth is well-known, viz. ¥; = %(a\/ﬁ), and the third is the same X1, in
disguise. Thus, this article [31] does not produce any new result, despite considering an additional time derivative
of the boundary term.

2. Paliathanasis et-al [32] on the contrary presented a host of forms of F'(R) associated with respective conserved
currents, and claimed that all these hold in matter dominated era. Present analysis reveals that the only new
result emerges out of this analysis is F'(R) o< R™, where n is arbitrary, which holds only in vacuum era and not
in the matter dominated era.

3. Finally, Paliathanasis [33] have also made a systematic study independently, and presented a host of conserved
currents associated with different forms of F(R). Present analysis reveals that the forms F(R) « (R —Vi)? and
F(R) = aR + BR% + WR% indeed result in symmetry, in vacuum as well as in the matter dominated eras. On
the contrary, the claims F(R) « (R — V4)%, F(R) = FuR% — Vi, F(R) « R* and F(R) = —aR + 8R3 and a
different conserved current associated with F(R) R? are faulty, since the conserved currents obtained vanish
only conditionally, which do not satisfy the Hamilton constraint equation. This we expatiate in the appendix.

We have briefly discussed the importance of the available forms of F'(R) following symmetry analysis. Note
that most of the forms are admissible in vacuum dominated era, and therefore should be studied in the context of
very early universe. Further, it is well understood that in the matter dominated era, the universe must have evolved
with early decelerated expansion, followed by recent accelerated expansion. Such a puzzle can only be solved by a
combination of scalar invariant terms appearing in the action. In this sense, the form F(R) = aR + BR% + WR%
obtained in [33] is encouraging. It would be interesting to study the evolution of the universe at the early stage (in
the context of inflation), the radiation era in the middle, and the matter dominated era; in view of the proposed
action (??). This we pose in future.
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A Analysing cases in which Poisson Theorem satisfied conditionally:

We have stated that in the case of gravity, in which the Hamiltonian (H) is constrained to vanish, if the right
hand side of the first Poison theorem % = [I,H] + %, for a function of phase-space variables I = I(g;,p;,t),
vanishes trivially, or turns out to be proportional to the Hamiltonian H, then I is an integral of motion of the
system under consideration. However, we have come across at least four cases, where the authors claimed to have
obtained Noether symmetries, in which % vanishes conditionally. These situations appear in case II, ITI, IVa and
in V of the article by Paliathanasis [33], which we have studied in section (3.4). In view of the field equations, we

justify that such claims are erroneous, .
Section 3.4, Case II:
The form of F(R), the associated conserved charge and the form of potential obtained are,
F(R) = By(R- V)%, I =3a'(a6 — ad)? + Ve, V(g)=Vig— Voo, Fyo=(TR):.  (107)

Now, the expression of time derivative of conserved current is

dly . 5. fa, e Lad & s
— =6 — - +2=-2— - - 4V . 108
o = 0a’d(ag — ag) <a+ 2 2037 20 (108)
For the above potential, the field equations (II]) read as
i a® 6 ap Vi Vag S
2+ s+ =+2— - — =
ettt it 0,
2 -8
@ W e (109)
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Eliminating V7 term between the first pair of field equations, one arrives at,

(% + 22_2 % _ %) — 4VaoS, (110)

which makes apparent that ‘”2 # 0. To make things more convincing, one can notice that the conserved current
expressed in terms of (a,R,a,R) 7)) does not reduce to either the conserved current I5 or I, appearing in
section (3.3) associated with F' = FyR¥ | setting Vi = 0.

Section 3.4, Case III:

The form of F(R), the associated conserved charge and the form of potential obtained are,

F(R) = FyRs — W, 13—6a3a(a¢—¢d)—a5(%—%>, V((b)_Vl—;/—z, F0_3(%>§. (111)

We take the time derivative of I3 as,

dl3y 5 aao¢ a? a agb 5/ 0 a’Vs a gb
E—&Lqﬁ 255;”—2‘3—*7 ~3Va (a)-i- — (55—2—(;5) (112)

For the above potential, the field equations (L)) read as,

i a® ¢ ap Vi Vo

2 f L2 000 L2

a+a2+¢+ ag 2¢+¢% ’

. .2 V

%+a_2 e (113
o a? 1248

ap Wi Vao po
ap 69  6p: 6a3¢

Now, we find the values of V; and V5 from the first pair of field equations

@9, 48
14 132

=0.

Vi=2¢

. (114)

Vo = 1293 [9+—2]
a a

Substituting the values of V7 and V5 in equation (I12]), we obtained

dls sola _aae a®  d®  a¢ i i a2 ¢ _a s [a a®l|.a &
s R 2222 3——3— 221 -6 1S +135 + 24220 41208 |2+ 2| |52 - 2
dt a(b[a aa¢+ a? * ad a’ag a+ a2+¢+ a¢+ a¢a+a2 a 2¢|’
(115)

which clearly implies, ‘7”3 #0
Section 3.4, Case I'Va:
The form of F(R), the associated conserved charge and the form of potential obtained are,

F(R) = FoR%, I} =12a%(a*¢? — ¢%a®) + 3Via'e?, V(¢) = Vig®. (116)
As before, we take the time derivative of conserved current, which reads as,

dI 540 add & ad 2 Viagd
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7 a‘¢ta + a0 ¢2 p”: 10 B (117)



For the above potential, the field equations (Il take the form,

i a* ¢ i  Vig?
2l + L 1 2 0%% =0

a * a? + ) * ad 2 ’
a a2 V1¢2
a_ a”_ —0 118
a a2 2 ’ (118)
a?  ap  Vig? Po

Multiplying the first of the field equations by a factor (—2;—2), and the second by a factor 2 and under addition,
one arrives at,

i 6  _apd ¢ o Sab | Viapd  ad
L 2E g e e g g o o

which is clearly different from (II7). Thus I} is not an integral of motion.

Section 3.4, Case V:

The forms of F(R) and the conserved current I5 in flat space (k =0) are ,

. VAR
F(R) = FyR5 — ——
(R) ofi? ;'
r— ower (- 16FFR  2ViFyR3 \ | 64F2a'R?] _4096F§R63Vaa'  512F)R3 Via! (120)
o 9 3Va 27R% 243 81 '
The field equations (8] are the following,
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Taking the time derivative of conserved current I5, we find,
dls 4 a® aR 3142 3Vid ViaR 2F3R?
at ==+t I I 1 2
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Now, arranging the first and the third field equations we find,
( 72 3142 3Vii iR R 2R* R
22 2L 4 . 1 a ek S (123)

a a

8VaFpa?R5 = 8VyFoaR3 3aR 3R 9R? 6
Multiplying the second field equation by a factor 3 and under addition with the above equation, one arrives at,

i, @, 3V’ 3Vii _aR_EjLz_R?_@iO (124)
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which does not match with the time derivative of Is ([I22)). It is therefore apparent that conserved current does
not satisfy the field equation.
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