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Abstract
In this paper we investigate three theories characterised by non-vanishing divergence of the stress-energy tensor,
namely f (R, LM ), f (R, T ), and Rastall theory. We show that it is not possible to obtain the third from the first two,
unless in some very specific case. Nonetheless, we show that in the framework of cosmology in the f (R, T ) theory,
a result similar to that found in the Rastall one is reproduced, namely that the dynamics of the ΛCDM model of
standard cosmology can be exactly mimicked, even though the dark energy component is able to cluster.
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Introduction

more than GR somehow disguised, a claim which has been
criticized in Ref. [3]. In some sense, this controversy does
not touch the fundamental original approach by Rastall,
stated as a modiﬁcation of the conservation laws due to
space-time curvature which is, in our opinion, the more
appealing and physically sound aspect of Rastall gravity.
It is also not evident how Visser’s argument applies to
multi-ﬁelds models, since the redeﬁnition in the SET are
less evident in this case. We remember, concerning this
point, that our universe contains many diﬀerent components which can only approximately be represented by a
single ﬂuid approach.

In the general relativity (GR) theory the conservation of
the stress-energy tensor (SET), T µν , in a curved spacetime is a straightforward generalization of its conservation in Minkowski space through the equivalence principle.
This is a kind of minimalist (even if apparently quite natural) approach to implement the behaviour of matter ﬁelds
in a curved space. In this case, the non-trivial geometry
intervenes in the conservation law by means of the covariant derivatives and the metric ﬁeld. This approach can be
easily incorporate in a Lagrangian formalism through the
Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian.
Another diﬃculty that Rastall’s proposal encounters is
The simplest way of generalizing the conservation law,
that Eq. (2) was assumed ad-hoc, that is, without any
while still maintaining the validity of the equivalence prinLagrangian formulation, due to the non-conservative naciple, is to make the divergence of the SET proportional
ture of the theory. A Lagrangian formulation for Rastall
to the gradient of the curvature scalar R, i.e.
theory was ﬁrst proposed in Ref. [4], but with the seriµν
;ν
ous
drawback, recognized by the author himself, that the
T ;µ ∝ R ,
(1)
Lagrangian function found was not a scalar density.
with ;µ denoting the covariant derivative. This proposal
More recently, motivated by several diﬀerent modiﬁcawas ﬁrst made by P. Rastall [1]. The ﬁeld equations com- tions of the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian, theories of the
patible with Eq. (1) can be obtained by combining the type f (R, Lm ) [5] and f (R, T ) [6], where Lm is the usual
expressions written originally in Ref. [1] and are given by matter Lagrangian and T is the trace of the SET, were


shown to inherently possess T µν ;µ diﬀerent from zero.
γ−1
1
gµν T , (2) This led some authors [7, 8, 9] to attempt to ﬁnd a conGµν = Rµν − gµν R = 8πG Tµν −
2
2
nection between Rastall theory and the aforementioned
where γ is the free parameter of the theory (setting γ = 1 models. In these references, the authors propose a simrecovers GR). Using these ﬁeld equations together with ilar Rastall Lagrangian of the type f (R, T ) = R + αT ,
the Bianchi identities, the conservation of the SET can be however, it was not thoroughly investigated how the addition of matter aﬀects the relationship with Rastall’s prorecast in the following form
posal. Speciﬁcally in Ref. [7] it is also claimed that
γ − 1 ;ν
T .
(3) Rastall gravity may be recast using the following prescripT µν ;µ =
2
tion f (R, Lm ) = αR + G(Lm ), where G(Lm ) is a general
Rastall gravity has received some criticism. For example, function of Lm .
Visser stated in Ref. [2] that Rastall gravity is nothing

In light of this, this work’s main goal is to analyze if
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these models are consistent with Rastall gravity, and if so,
under which conditions. In order to achieve this goal, we
ﬁrst analyze, in Sec. 2, the f (R, Lm ) model and show how
it cannot recover Rastall gravity; in the subsequent section, Sec. 3, we explicitly calculate how f (R, T ) gravity
behaves for several diﬀerent choices of SETs, and demonstrate that it is possible to obtain a similar structure as
that given by Rastall gravity but only for perfect ﬂuids;
we fully develop this correspondence in Sec. 4, and show a
direct relation with ΛCDM model; we conclude this work,
discussing our main results, in Sec. 5.

Rastall theory as a f (R, T ) theory

An approach which further extends GR is to assume that
the cosmological constant, responsible for the accelerated
expansion of the universe, might be a dynamical term (see
Ref. [13] for a review in several diﬀerent proposals). One
possible formulation of this idea is to assume that the cosmological term depends on the trace of the SET, i.e. T .
This is now dubbed as Λ(T ) gravity [14], and such model
is an instance of the general class of f (R, T ) models.
Although this dependence on T might be motivated
due to some exotic ﬂuid, or some quantum eﬀect, there
is one general conceptual important aspect for these the2 Rastall theory as a f (R, Lm ) the- ories: they use in the Lagrangian a quantity, the trace
of the SET, which is deﬁned by a variational principle of
ory
the same Lagrangian. This drawback has been addressed
As an extension of f (R) models [10], a speciﬁc non- by Ref. [8] considering T as the trace of a general, arbiminimal coupling of the matter Lagrangian was proposed trary, tensor at ﬁrst. But in order to recover a structure
as a way to investigate non-geodesic motion of massive test similar to Rastall gravity, it is necessary to identify this
particles [11]. The complete generalization of this model, tensor with the energy-momentum tensor and we essennow perceived as an f (R, Lm ) theory, possesses the fol- tially come back to the f (R, T ) approach. In what follows
we ignore this (very important) conceptual aspect and we
lowing Lagrangian formulation
focus only on its consequences.
√
1 √
The general f (R, T ) Lagrangian is given by
−gf (R, Lm ) + −gLm .
L=
(4)
16πG
√
1 √
The correspondent ﬁeld equations for the metric ﬁeld is
−gf (R, T ) + −gLm .
(9)
L=
16πG
given by

Using the variational principle, and the standard deﬁnition
1
fR Rµν + (gµν 2 − ∇µ ∇ν )fR − [f (R, Lm ) − f(Lm ) Lm ]gµν of the SET as in Eq. (6), we obtain the ﬁeld equations
2
= 8πGf(Lm ) Tµν , f (R, T )R − 1 f (R, T )g + (g 2 − ∇ ∇ )f (R, T )
R
µν
µν
µν
µ ν R
2
(5)
∂f
∂f
= 8πGTµν − fT (R, T )(Tµν + Θµν ) ,
where we deﬁne fR = ∂R , f(Lm ) = ∂Lm and adopt the
(10)
usual deﬁnition of the SET as
√
where,
2 δ( −gLm )
δTρσ
Tµν = − √
,
(11)
Θµν = g ρσ µν .
−g
δg µν
δg
(6)
δLm
Let us choose
= gµν Lm − 2 µν .
δg
f (R, T ) = αR + 8πGβT .
(12)
In Ref. [7] it is claimed that choosing f (R, Lm ) = αR +
G(Lm ), where G(Lm ) is a general function of the matter Hence, the ﬁeld equations become:
Lagrangian, Rastall gravity is recovered for any choice of


β
1−β
G. The ﬁeld equations for this case are
Gµν = 8πG
Tµν +
(gµν T − 2Θµν ) ,
(13)
α
2α
8πG ′
Gµν =
[G Tµν + (G − G ′ Lm )gµν ] ,
(7) and the SET conservation:
α
β
and using the Bianchi identities, the conservation equaT µν ;µ =
(T ;ν − 2Θµν ;µ ) ,
(14)
2(β
− 1)
tions read
Tµν

;µ

(G ′ Lm − G);ν − Tµν G
=
G′

′

;µ

,

with both α and β being constants.
Following Ref. [7], Rastall theory is obtained if the term
Θµν is ignored and if

(8)

where the prime in G denotes the derivative with respect
to Lm .
Through inspection of Eq. (7), one sees that the only
way to recover a structure similar to Eq. (2), is to set the
function multiplying Tµν to a constant, that is, G ′ = cst.
With this choice we are left with G = c1 × Lm + c2 , c1,2
constants, which recovers GR. Non-linear dependences of
G on Lm lead to strong departures from GR but also from
Rastall’s gravity.
We check that a general choice of G(Lm ) cannot recover
Rastall gravity. For instance, considering scalar ﬁelds such
that Lm = φ;ρ φ;ρ reduces the above formulation to the kessence class of theories [12] instead of Rastall’s theory.

α=1−β ,

β=

γ−1
.
γ−2

(15)

As we show in the following subsections, ignoring the contribution of Θµν has plenty of theoretical consequences.
Let us consider now the explicit form of Θµν for some
relevant cases. In the subsequent calculations we use the
following relations:
δg ρσ
δg µν
δgαβ
δg µν
2

=

δσρ δνσ ,

(16)

=

−gαλ gβγ δσλ δνγ = −gαµ gβν .

(17)

3.1

Electromagnetic case

The ﬁeld equations and the conservation of the SET, for
the present case, are then given by

In Ref. [6] the Lagrangian for the electromagnetism in
vacuum, i.e. Lm = −Fµν F µν , is considered, yielding
Θµν = −Tµν .

8πG
[(1 + β)Tµν − βgµν T + βgµν V ] ,
α
β
V ,ν .
=
β−1

Gµν =

(18)

T µν ;µ

(27)
(28)

Using this formula, and the fact that the electromagnetic
This result can be veriﬁed by inserting Eq. (25) into the
SET is traceless, the ﬁeld equation, Eq. (13) becomes
action, as given in Eq. (9), with the particular choice of
Eq. (12).
8πG
Tµν ,
(19)
Gµν =
We rewrite these two equations in terms of the scalar
α
ﬁeld φ in order to better visualize the diﬀerences with
and thus, the conservation of the SET is
respect to GR:


8πG h
1
T µν ;µ = 0 .
(20)
(1 + β) φ;µ φ;ν − gµν φ;λ φ;λ
Gµν =
α
2

That is, this is essentially GR with a trivial redeﬁnition of
+ (1 + 2β)gµν V , (29)
the electromagnetic ﬁeld. This result had to be expected
1 + 2β
from the beginning due to the traceless nature of the elec2φ = −
Vφ ,
(30)
1+β
tromagnetic ﬁeld.
Therefore, until now we have found no surprising result, with Vφ representing the derivative with respect to φ.
since for the same case Rastall gravity also reduces to GR. From these equations, one sees that GR can be recovered
by a trivial redeﬁnition of the scalar ﬁeld and the potential
as
3.2 Perfect-fluid case
r
1 + 2β
1+β
The SET of a perfect-ﬂuid is
φ→φ,
V →V .
(31)
α
α
Tµν = (ρ + p)uµ uν − pgµν ,
(21) One aspect, however, must be remarked: depending on
the sign of (1 + β)/α, an ordinary scalar ﬁeld can become
with the use of the deﬁnition of the tensor Θµν in Eq. phantom and an attractive potential can become repulsive.
(11), we obtain
Even so, the general structure is not the same as found in
the corresponding case of Rastall gravity.
Θµν = −2Tµν − pgµν .
(22)
With this expression, the ﬁeld equations and the conser- 3.4 Self-interacting scalar field and fluid
correspondence
vation of the SET read


In Ref. [15] it was shown that when we consider a self1+β
β
Gµν = 8πG
Tµν +
gµν (T + 2p) ,
(23) interacting scalar ﬁeld given by
α
2α
√
β
(32)
L = −gL(X, φ) ,
T µν ;µ = −
(T ;ν + 2p;ν ) .
(24)
2(1 + β)
where L(X, φ) is an arbitrary function of the ﬁeld φ and
The modiﬁed Einstein equations cannot recover GR, nor the kinetic term X, deﬁned as
Rastall theory. Nonetheless, this set of equations will be
1
(33)
X = φ,λ φ,λ ,
necessary for our hydrodinamical correspondence in the
2
sections to come.
we can make a correspondence with thermodynamic quantities. If we assume a canonical scalar ﬁeld, that is,
3.3 Scalar field case
L = X − V (φ), the pressure, density and four-velocity
of a ﬂuid are respectively related to the scalar ﬁeld as
The Lagrangian for a self-interacting scalar ﬁeld φ, subject
to a generic potential V (φ) is
p=L,
(34)
ρ = 2XLX − L ,
(35)
1
√
(25)
Lm = − φ;ρ φ;ρ + V (φ) ,
uµ = φ;µ / 2X .
(36)
2
With this, we can rewrite both the pressure and the density in the following form:

and its corresponding tensor Θµν is
1
Θµν = −2Tµν + gµν T − gµν V .
2

(26)

ρ=X +V ,

p=X −V .

(37)

From now on we denote the ﬂuid components as “f ” and
In Ref. [6] a factor 2 is missing multiplying the ﬁrst term
the scalar ﬁeld ones as “φ”. Using the relations above, the
of the right-hand-side, and it is probably a misprint. This
SET of the ﬂuid and the scalar ﬁeld are related by
factor appears in another approach, through the ﬂuid repf
resentation, as we will see later. However, it does not
Tµν
= (ρ + p)uµ uν − pgµν ,
change the main aspect of the analysis for our present
(38)
1
φ
.
= φ;µ φ;ν − gµν φ;ρ φ;ρ + gµν V (φ) = Tµν
purposes.
2
3

Then, both equations can be rewritten as

Similarly, the function Θµν of the ﬂuid may be recast in
terms of the scalar ﬁeld SET as



 2
2 + 3β
1 + 2β
ȧ
= 8πG
ρm +
ρΛ ,
3
a
2(1 + β)
1+β


2 + 3β
1 + 2β
ρ̇m +
ρ̇Λ + 3Hρm = 0 .
2(1 + β)
1+β

f
φ
Θfµν = −2Tµν
− pgµν = −2Tµν
− (X − V )gµν ,
(39)
1
φ
= −2Tµν
+ gµν T φ − gµν V . (40)
2

(48)
(49)

If we use the hydrodynamical representation, the ﬁeld Since we want the structure formation to be preserved, we
equations take the form
choose that the matter component conserves separately.


Hence
1+α
(ρ − p)
α
ρ̇m + 3Hρm = 0 ,
(50)
Gµν = 8πG
.
(41)
Tµν +
gµν
1−α
1−α
2
and, therefore,
ρm0
This expression reduces to the standard scalar ﬁeld case
(51)
ρm = 3 ,
a
when the correspondence ﬂuid/scalar ﬁeld described above
is applied. In particular, a very simple result is obtained in which we have deﬁned the integration constant ρm0 as
when setting p = ρ, which, as it can be seen from the the matter density at present time. With this hypothesis,
the previous two equations becomes
relations (37), represents a free scalar ﬁeld.
We recognize that there seems to be non-trivial situa 2


ȧ
1 + 2β
2 + 3β
tions in the ﬂuid representation (besides the scalar ﬁeld
3
(52)
= 8πG
ρm +
ρΛ ,
a
2(1 + β)
1+β
one) when p 6= ρ. Likewise, we think that this correspon

dence may be further investigated when the potential is
1 + 2β
β
ρ̇m +
ρ̇Λ = 0 .
(53)
exponential, which coincide to a ﬂuid with p = ωρ, ω con2(1 + β)
1+β
stant. However, we leave this investigation for a future
work.
Then, Eq. (53) can be integrated, leading to

4

ρΛ = −

ΛCDM model

β
ρm + ρΛ0 ,
2(1 + 2β)

(54)

Let us compare the results that we can obtain with the where ρΛ0 as the cosmological constant density at present
f (R, T ) formulation we described so far with those ob- time. In consequence of this, we ﬁnally get to
tained in Ref. [16] for the ΛCDM model.
 2
ȧ
In the ﬁrst part we address the background equations
3
= 8πG(ρm + ρ̄Λ0 ) ,
(55)
a
and then we work out the perturbative part separately.
1 + 2β
ρ̄Λ0 =
ρΛ0 .
(56)
1+β
4.1 Background evolution
Hence, the ΛCDM model re-appears. All the background
tests are thus equally satisﬁed, as explained in Ref. [16].
With this we were able to show that from a intrinsically
non-conservative modiﬁed theory of gravity, f (R, T ), the
ΛCDM model was re-obtained. On the other hand, the
cosmological constant does not behave as in GR, since the
non-conservation of this component changes its evolution.

For simplicity, we set α = 1 + β in Eqs. (23). This redeﬁnition is possible since it implies a global factor in the
Lagrangian. Given this, we have


β
Gµν = 8πG Tµν +
gµν (T + 2p) ,
(42)
2(1 + β)
β
(T ;ν + 2p;ν ) .
(43)
T µν ;µ = −
2(1 + β)

4.2

Now, let us consider a ﬂat FLRW metric,

Evolution of small matter perturbations

ds2 = dt2 − a(t)2 δij dxi dxj ,

(44) So far, we obtained that the ΛCDM model for the background evolution is recovered. We now show that this is
and a perfect ﬂuid Lagrangian, Eq. (21), with ρ and p de- also the case for small perturbations. In order to carry
pending only on the time coordinate. The resulting equa- out this investigation, let us write the equations in the
alternative form,
tions are




 2
β
(1 + 2β)
β
2 + 3β
ȧ
g
T
−
g
p
, (57)
R
=
8πG
T
−
= 8πG
ρ−
p ,
(45)
µν
µν
3
µν
µν
2(1 + β)
1+β
a
2(1 + β)
2(1 + β)


β
2 + 3β
β
T µν ;µ = −
(T ;ν + 2p;ν ) .
(58)
ρ̇ −
ṗ + 3H(ρ + p) = 0 .
(46)
2(1
+
β)
2(1 + β)
2(1 + β)
We decompose the ﬂuid into two components, a pressure- We choose a linearly perturbed FLRW metric, with the
less matter ρm (pm = 0) and a cosmological term ρΛ perturbation variable denoted as hµν , in the synchronous
coordinate condition, i.e. hµ0 = 0 [17]. Then, we deﬁne,
(pΛ = −ρΛ ), such that,
ρ = ρm + ρΛ ,

p = pm + pΛ = −ρΛ .

(47)

h=
4

hkk
,
a2

(59)
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ḧ
1 + 2β
1
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ḣ
= ,
(65)
4248(1984).
ρm
2
β
δ ρ̇m .
(66) [5] T. Harko and F. S.N. Lobo. f (R, Lm ) gravity. Eur.
δ ρ̇Λ = −
2(1 + 2β)
Phys. J. C70, 373(2010).
Combining these equations, we obtain
δ̈m + 2H δ̇m − 4πGρm δm = 0 ,

[6] T. Harko, Francisco S.N. Lobo, Shin’ichi Nojiri,
and S.D. Odintsov. f (R, T ) gravity. Phys. Rev. D84,
(67)
024020(2011).

with the usual deﬁnition for the density contrast for the
matter component as
δm =

δρm
.
ρm

[7] W.A.G. De Moraes and A.F. Santos. Lagrangian formalism for Rastall theory of gravity and Gödel-type universe. Gen. Rel. Grav. 51, 167(2019).

(68)

[8] R.V. dos Santos, J.A.C. Nogales Cosmology from
a Lagrangian formulation for Rastall’s theory,
arXiv:1701.08203.

Therefore, the evolution of small matter ﬂuctuations in
the model under consideration is also identical to the one
in the ΛCDM model of GR. Despite the similarities, an [9] H. Shabani and A. Hadi Ziaie. A connection beimportant diﬀerence is that the cosmological constant intween Rastall-type and f (R,T) gravities. EPL, 129,
troduced in the f (R, T ) theory is not really a constant, but
20004(2020).
has an evolution dictated by the non-conservative character of the theory. This feature is the same as it was found [10] H. A. Buchdahl. Non-Linear Lagrangians and Cosin Ref. [16] for the standard Rastall gravity.
mological Theory. Roy. Astron. Soc. 150, 1 (1970)

5

[11] O. Bertolami, C. G. Bömer, T. Harko and F. S. N.
Lobo. Extra force in f(R) modified theories of gravity.
Phys.Rev. D75 104016(2007)

Discussion and conclusions

In this paper we analyzed the possibility of conceiving a
Lagrangian for Rastall theory. First, we showed that theories of type f (R, Lm ) cannot reproduce Rastall gravity.
Even assuming f (R, Lm ) = αR + G(Lm ), this structure
either recovers GR, or strongly deviates from Rastall gravity.
Then, we demonstrated that despite the structural similarities with Rastall, the only way to cast this theory in
the framework of f (R, T ), was through the hydrodynamical representation of a scalar ﬁeld.
In a cosmological setting, the latter model, is able to reproduce one of the most intriguing results of Rastall theory, proved in Ref. [16]: the recent cosmic history of the
ΛCDM model is reproduced, but with the extra feature of
having a clustering of dark energy.

[12] C. Armendariz-Picon, V. Mukhanov and Paul J.
Steinhardt. A Dynamical Solution to the Problem of
a Small Cosmological Constant and Late-time Cosmic
Acceleration. Phys.Rev.Lett. 85 4438-4441(2000)
[13] J. M. Overduin and F. I. Cooperstock. Evolution
of the scale factor with a variable cosmological term.
Phys.Rev. D 58 043506(1998)
[14] Nikodem J. Pop lawski A Lagrangian description of
interacting dark energy.
[15] O.F. Piattella, J.C. Fabris, and N. Bilić. Note on the
thermodynamics and the speed of sound of a scalar field.
Class. Quant. Grav., 31:055006, 2014.
5

[16] C.E.M. Batista, M.H. Daouda, J.C. Fabris, O.F. Piattella, and D.C. Rodrigues. Rastall cosmology and the
ΛCDM model. Phys. Rev. D85, 084008(2012).
[17] C. Ma and E. Bertschinger Cosmological perturbation
theory in the synchronous and conformal Newtonian
gauges. Astrophys. J. 455 7-25(1995)

6

