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Abstract
We study Kundt geometries (Kundt waves as well as a generalised Kundt metric) in Brans-Dicke
(BD) theory with emphasis on specific solutions and possible memory effects. Three solutions with
different values of the BD scalar (w = —2,+1, —3/2) are presented for Kundt waves. In particular,
for w = —3/2 we note that this value is directly fixed from the field equations and its solutions for
the generalized Kundt metric. For all obtained solutions, we use geodesics and geodesic deviation
to arrive at memory effects. Our results on displacement memory from the analysis of geodesic
motion in Kundt wave spacetimes show a behaviour similar to that for negative scalar curvature
geometries in General Relativity (GR). Performing a geodesic deviation analysis in the same Kundt
wave spacetimes using a parallely transported tetrad, reveals displacement memory only along a
single spatial direction, for w = —2. For w = +1,—3/2 we find displacement memory from geodesic
deviation along other directions as well. Thereafter, we move on to generalised Kundt spacetimes.
Making use of solutions for timelike geodesics, we arrive at memory effects via geodesics and
geodesic deviation. The analysis done here is in Fermi normal coordinates, choosing appropriate
tetrads along the central timelike geodesic. Displacement memory along all three orthogonal spatial
directions (X', X2, X3) is found — a feature resulting from the presence of nonzero gyraton-like
terms in the metric. In summary, we confirm that distinct memory effects (different from their GR

counterparts) are indeed present in diverse Kundt geometries in BD theory.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The detection of gravitational waves in binary mergers has opened up new prospects for
testing theories of gravity in the strong field regime |1, B] Gravitational memory is one
such unobserved strong field effect that can be used to test diverse theories of gravity. The
gravitational wave memory effect is the residual permanent DC shift in the position (or
velocity) caused due to the passage of a gravitational wave pulse [3].

The study of memory effects began in the work of Zel’dovich and Polnarev M] who studied
gravitational radiation emitted due to the motion of flybys/collapse of stars in a globular
cluster. A few years later, Braginsky and Grishchuk [5] looked at motion of test particles in
weak field, linearized gravity and coined the term memory effect to denote the change in the
metric perturbation at early and late times. Geodesic deviation of test particles due to low
frequency gravitational radiation at null infinity was investigated further by Ludvigsen [6].

Christodoulou, using full nonlinear GR showed the presence of memory due to the transport

of energy and momentum of gravitational waves to null infinity [7]. This effect related
to non-linearity was ascribed to gravitons produced by the radiation itself [8]. Memory
effects are also possible in electrodynamics E] and Yang-Mills theories @, ] Interesting

theoretical links to memory effects have been conjectured, of late, in the context of soft
theorems and BMS symmetries [12]. It has been noted that the nonlinear memory effect can
also be understood as a BMS transformation relating two inequivalent Minkowski vacua at
future null infinity caused by the passage of gravitaional waves (see the review ] and the
references cited therein).

Memory effects in non-flat backgrounds in GR have been studied in both dS , ] (mo-
tivations from cosmology) and AdS spacetimes [16]. In [16], the authors have showed how
to isolate the gravitational wave contribution from the background spacetime by resorting
to Fermi normal coordinates and solving the geodesic deviation equation. They treated the
wave as a perturbation over AdS spacetime caused due to scattering of massive/massless
particles. In our work, we adopt the same method for studying memory effects in Kundt
spacetimes. However, in our case, the setting is non-perturbative, since we deal with exact
spacetimes representing gravitational waves.

Kundt spacetimes are exact radiative geometries consisting of nonexpanding, nonshearing

and nontwisting null geodesic congruences (NGC) Q] The spacetime admits various



wave solutions (pp waves, Siklos waves @, ﬂ]) owing to the presence of NGC whose tangent
vector is generally not covariantly constant. Hence, the wave surfaces are not Cartesian
planes. This non-planarity can be ascribed to the presence of matter or a cosmological
constant ] Gyratons (spinning relativistic sources) are solutions obtained as a subclass
of Kundt geometries . Presence of gyratonic matter in a Kundt geoemtry imparts an
angular momentum due to its intrinsic spin. Till date, most of the research around Kundt
geometries have largely been focused on Einstein gravity |. There exists some recent
work in Gauss-Bonnet [32] and quadratic gravity [33]. However, as far as we know, there
does not exist any literature on such geometries in scalar tensor theories. Our article is one
such attempt towards understanding Kundt solutions in the most basic scalar-tensor theory,
BD gravity, using the memory effect as a tool.

There does exist previous work on memory effects in BD theory. As is well known, the BD
scalar field produces a breathing mode along with the two additional polarizations (4, x)
found in GR [34]. Lang cor@uted GW waveforms for scalar and tensor modes separately in

|. Du and Nishizawa proposed a test of gravity for scalar tensor

the PN approximation |35,
theories ﬁ

|. They found two distinct sets of memory contributions: T-memory (tensor) and
S-memory (scalar). This scalar memory is an unique effect in such theories, unlike GR. Such

scalar memory effect was used as a tool to understand the Vainshtein screening mechanism

in BD gravity [38]. Asymptotically flat spacetimes in BD theory have been recently studied
in ,]. The BMS group ] is retained for the tensorial case. There are degenerate

vacua for the scalar sector related via Lorentz transformations. The BMS charge algebra
has also been computed in ]

Studying memory effects for such Kundt wave spacetimes in GR was inititiated by two of
us in ‘Eg], by analysing geodesics. Similar to exact plane wave spacetimes one can construct
sandwich waves here by choosing appropriate limiting profiles B, Q, ] This serves
as a toy model of a gravitational wave burst, qualitatively. Interesting distinctions occur
between negative and positive constant curvature solutions, particularly for the latter, where
we found a new frequency memory effect. In this article, our motivation is two fold: a) try

to understand differences in memory effects between GR and BD theory based on Kundt

wave geometries b) differentiate between the nature of Kundt wave solutions and generalized



Kundt metric ! for the same value of w. ? In the Kundt wave scenario, we solve explicitly
three cases with different values of w (-2,41,-3/2). The first case (w = —2) resembles a
constant negative scalar curvature. w = +1 consist of variable positive curvature. In these
two cases we perform geodesic analysis to draw parallels between GR and BD theories. We
also solve for w = —3/2 which helps in comparing solutions between Kundt wave metric and
the full metric. This value of w is arrived at, in the full metric scenario, directly from the
field equations .

The cases having variable scalar curvature have singular solutions. Such solutions were
also reported in [31] where they analysed Kundt spacetimes in GR having scalar field as
matter. The Kundt metric obtained here is indeed singular. We discuss the nature of
these singularities in detail. The coordinate ranges are chosen such that the geodesics are
not inside the singular region. From our geodesic analysis it is shown that there is indeed
focusing towards a singularity.

As for the methods employed, in all cases we first find out the metric by solving the relevant
field equations. The scalar field is only dependent on the spatial coordinates in the cases
of interest. Then we solve for the geodesic equations and try to analyse memory effects
using them. Since we are working in non-flat backgrounds, another way to approach the
problem is by solving the deviation equation. This entire calculation is done in Fermi
normal coordinates E] Here the coordinate system is Cartesian and hence the notion
of displacement and velocity memory effect is qualitatively similar to exact plane wave
spacetimes ] In such Fermi coordinates, we construct tetrads along a given timelike
geodesic. For the Kundt wave metric we can construct parallely propagating tetrads. We find
that only for the full metric it is not possible to obtain a set of parallely propagating tetrads
3. Hence, they are Fermi-Walker transported. Thus, the deviation equation contains extra
terms. After obtaining all the tetrads we find the relevant Riemann curvature in the tetrad
frame. We split the background and gravitational wave terms (this is done by looking into
each term and separating those terms which have factors proportional to the gravitational
wave part from the metric). The relevant contribution coming from the background deviation

is first calculated. Next, we solve for the deviation solely due to gravitational wave. This

n this paper, we refer to generalized Kundt metric with w = —3/2 as the full metric.
2Different value of w gives two different theories.

3This is due to the presence of the gyraton-like terms in the full metric



brings out the memory piece in the spacetime metric. This entire geodesic deviation analysis
can be extended to any radiative geometry in other gravity theories.

The organization of our paper is as follows. In Sec. II we lay out the basic framework
employed in our entire paper. Section III deals with Kundt wave solutions. We devote Sec
IIT A, B, C for w = —2,+1,—3/2 respectively. Section IV covers the case of generalized
Kundt metric solutions. Finally, we summarise our work in Sec V with comments on possible
extensions of the present work. We provide relevant expressions used in Sec IV, at the end

in an appendix.

II. BASIC FRAMEWORK
A. Brans-Dicke gravity

Brans and Dicke seeking motivation from Mach’s principle proposed this theory ] where
the Newtonian gravitational constant (G) is considered as the reciprocal of a scalar field.
This is based on the idea of variability of inertial mass at different points in spacetime. The

action for the BD theory in the Jordan frame is given below.

S = / V=9 [gbR - %vaw% Y 167L,, |dir (1)

Here, ¢ denotes the scalar field, w is the BD parameter and the L£,, denotes the matter
Lagrangian. The value of w is highly constrained from Solar System observations [49].
Different values of w correspond to different theories. We initially work in the general
scenario where it can take any general value. However we do analyse solutions for specific
values w = —2,+41,—3/2. The motivations for choosing such values are discussed in the
relevant sections. In all the cases considered here we solve for vacuum solutions (£, = 0).
An interesting point to note is that the case of w = —3/2 is a solution in conformal relativity
| and also equivalent to Palatini f(R) gravity B]
The field equations are obtained by variation of g,, and ¢. After performing a little algebra,

we can write them in the standard form as shown below.
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The box operator is constructed using the Kundt spacetime metric.

B. Kundt Solutions

We try to solve for Kundt geometries Q] in Brans-Dicke theory. The generalized space-

time metric is given below.

ds* = —Hdu? — 2dudv — 2W,dudz — 2Wadudy + %(dﬁ + dy?) (4)

P=Plu,z,y),H=H(u,v,z,y), W; = Wi(u,v,x,y),V i € {z,y}

The vector field k = 0, gives the NGC. The tangent to the spatial surfaces (Pd,, Pd,)
and k are orthogonal to each other. Wi, W, are gyraton-like * terms [23, ] These terms
introduce angular momentum in the spacetime and correspond to spinning null sources.
We also work with Kundt wave metrics where the cross terms (W5, Ws) are set to zero. The

line element is given below.

dx? + dy? 5)
P(u,,y)?

The waves Eienoted via the term H(u,z,y)) are viewed as propagating in the background

o

We work with both these classes of spacetimes given in Eqs. (@] and ({). First, we consider

ds* = —H(u, z,y)du® — 2dudv +

spacetime
Kundt wave spacetimes. In such cases one can set the BD parameter (w) by hand. °
Hence, using this freedom we construct positive and negative curvature solutions. Analyses
of memory effects using geodesics in such spacetimes helps us in qualitatively understanding
the differences w.r.t. GR [43]. The choices w = —2, +1 correspond to constant negative and

variable positive scalar curvature respectively.

4For gyratons Wi, Wa, H have no dependence on coordinate v.

5They are not fixed from the field equations.



Finally, in the case of the full metric, the value of w = —3/2 is fixed from the field equations in
BD theory. In order to distinguish such solutions with their Kundt wave metric counterparts,

we also perform the same analysis with the same value of w for the latter.

C. Memory effects and geodesic deviation equation

Apart from a geodesic analysis, one can understand memory from geodesic deviation. The
memory effect for spacetimes having non-flat backgrounds have been analysed in M] using
geodesic deviation. In [16], the authors have given the motivation to study memory effects
solely due to gravitational wave by going to Fermi normal coordinates and separating the
background and gravitational wave part. Briefly, we state their methodology and go on to
calculate memory effects for the Kundt metric. The geodesic deviation equation in Fermi
coordinates (t = X°, X%)0 is given as,
d>X?
dt?

= —Ri (]j(]Xj (6)

The spatial indices associated with the frame are denoted by 4,5 (R’ g

RF,,p€" € 0€” je7 o). The tetrads {e“,} are parallelly propagated along the given geodesic
with tangent vector given as e®. The tetrads and metric are related via n;; = e ;€” ;gags.
We assume that the total deviation vector is of the form X* = X% + X{,, where the suffixes
B, G are for background and wave respectively. The same splitting is carried out for the
Riemann tensor in the tetrad frame. The splitting of the Riemann tensor is done by noting
the terms which are proportional to H(u,z,y) ® or its derivatives. Such terms denote the
gravitational wave contribution while the other terms are due to background curvature or
gyraton-like sources. Then, the equation () separates into these two equations which are

shown below.

d2Xi . .
dt2B = —(R'0jo)sXp (7)
deZG i 7 J i J
gz = ~(Bojo)s + (B ojo)e]Xg — (B 0jo)e X (8)

6¢ denotes the proper time along the geodesic and X give the three spatial coordinates.
"Nap denotes the Minkowski metric with components (-1,1,1,1).

8In the full metric scenario, the wave like term is H (u, v, z,y) given in Eq.(H).

7



Solving the equation (8) gives the memory effect as it encodes solely the separation caused
due the gravitational wave burst. The main advantage in going to such Fermi-normal coordi-
nates is that they are basically Cartesian. The t-constant planes correspond to 3d Euclidean
space. Hence, the notion of velocity and displacement memory effects are similar to exact
plane wave spacetimes which has been extensively worked out in the literature MI

important feature to note is that Eqs.(@), (@) and (8) take this form only when the con-
stucted tetrads are parallely transported. For non-parallel transport all these equations
are modified. In the generalized Kundt metric, we have constructed a set of Fermi-Walker
transported tetrads. The reader may refer to Sec IV D where we have explicitly computed

the modified deviation equation.

III. KUNDT WAVE METRIC

We solve for three particular cases w = —2,+1, —3/2. At first, we rewrite the metric in

Eq.(@) below.

dx? + dy?
P(u,z,y)?
We consider the scalar field to be independent of v and hence, ¢ = ¢(u, z,y). The compo-

ds* = —H(u, z,y)du?® — 2dudv +

nents of Eq.(2) which are relevant for solving the field equations are listed below.”

Gurr = 55 (02 =02) + S (0aat 2 0u =20, @

Gy = 555(05=02) + 5(0an + 0~ 5000) (10)

Guos = 2 (0345 P202403)) + 5 (605 P Ho 60 =3P Hy6, ) (1)
Guw = 55 P02 407) (12)

o < (0w + %(cb,m Bog) (13)

G = 25 (6 0) 4 5 (G4 00) (14)

9The four other equations are the redundancies of the Einsteins field equations and hence are not required

for obtaining the solutions.



We decompose the scalar field and the metric functions as:

P(z,y)
Uu)

Adding equations (@) and (I0) and using separation of variables from equation (I5) results

o(u, z,y) = a(w)(z,y), Plu,z,y)=

H(u,z,y) = H'(u)h(x,y). (15)

in 9,35 +10,y, = 0 ( we know that G, = G, = 0 from the metric). The solution is,
U(x,y) = log(z® + y?) (16)

From the metric, G,,, = P?*Alog P (where, A = (9., + 0,,)). Using this in equation (I2)

gives,

. /22 102
P = Tty (17)
[log(2? + y?)]~/
The equations for the ‘zu’ and ‘yu’ components, as in (I3)),([I4]) and given the metric (&) we

end up with
1 P, P,
1 P, Py
%(gbay ¢>u) + 5(¢>yu+ P ¢ay) - < P )ay (19)

Both the above equations reduce to the same equation after using the separation of variables.

We have,

« U
1 "u — "u
(w+1) 5 i

(20)

The Riccl scalar curvature is

4w

=2P?*Alog P =
AR Gaflog e + e

(21)

The component of GG, from the metric is given below.

2 P P
Using equations ([III) and (I3]) we get

P2 P P\’
Guu = _(Haxx +Hayy ) +2 ’ B 4( ) + H(_P’i _P’z +P(P’mm +Payy ))

p2 Umu p(p>xx+pa )_p>g25 _pyz
s 0 4 ) — 255 4 A m) =P BTy

a > HRP? [ (.\ (v, O P2, Ve Y,
o () + G () + (52) )]+ 2 g (e e )

We set U = 1. From equations (20)), (22) and (I6]) we find that H'(u) is unconstrained. The

(22)

xy dependent part of H(u,x,y) becomes

h(z,y) = log[log(z* + )] (23)

9



This polarization term h(z,y) is different from GR. We will point out the consequences of
this difference on the nature of the memory effect, contrasting it with GR. Thus from our
generic analysis (without specifying the value of w) we find that only H’(u) is unconstrained.

We now discuss the various w solutions.

A. Kundt waves for w = —2
1. Metric and geodesic analysis

We consider a scenario where the scalar curvature is constant. Hence, we set w = —2.
Thus, scalar curvature is R = —8 and the metric function P = /22 + y2[log(z* + y?)].
We perform a coordinate transformation # = eXcosY,y = eXsinY 1. The metric in

transformed coordinates (u,v,X,Y) becomes as follows.

dX?+dY?
4X7?

We choose H'(u) = %sechzu as it qualitatively resembles a gravitational wave pulse. The

ds* = —H'(u) log(2X)du® — 2dudv + (24)

geodesic equations for transverse coordinates become (u is an affine parameter):

B2X 1 /dX\? 1 /dv\? )

r 7(%) 7(@) & sechTu =0 (25)
d?Y 2 [(dX dy
az X <_du) <—du) =0 (26)

The above equations are solved numerically for a pair of geodesics in Mathematica 10. We
set the initial coordinate velocities to zero for making them parallel. ' The plot for X,Y

directions are given below.

10We use this coordinate transformation for other values of w

HThis same initial condition is used in other cases of w too.

10
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5(blue) respectively. 5(blue) respectively.

FIG. 1: Displacement memory effect in Kundt waves with spatial 2-surfaces having constant

negative curvature for Brans-Dicke theory.

We observe permanent displacement along only X-direction (see Fig.(Ial)). There is no
change in position in Y-direction as shown in the Fig.(1L). This is akin to GR where we

also observed constant separation after the passage of the gravitational wave pulse.

2. Geodesic deviation analysis

The construction of a parallel propagating tetrad for Kundt spacetimes has been worked out
in B] We rewrite the metric in (24)) by substituting ¢ = X +iY,¢ = X — Y. For ease of

identification we name these coordintes (u, v, ¢, €) as the Bicak-Podolsky coordinates.

ds®> = —H'(u) log[¢ + £]du? — 2dudv + Ldg (27)

(€+¢)?
This coordinate system exactly mathches with the one presented in @] The tetrad con-

structed by satisfying the orthonormality condition is as follows.
e = [0,€,&,1] et = [-X/2X, —2X, —2X,0] .
. 28
€2H = [_Y/2X7 _QZXa 2ZX7 0] €3H = [1 _Uv_gv _57_1]
eot gives the tangent to the geodesic. It is thus always parallely transported (obeys the
geodesic equations). The tetrad e3* is parallelly propagated while e; #, es# are not. Hence,

this two tetrads are rotated by an angle ép = —Y/ X. In the geodesic shown in Fig. [, we

11



have Y = 0 and so the rotation parameter is a constant. We take 6, = 0 so that the two
tetrads e; #, ex* are also parallelly transported.
The non-zero Riemann tensor components in the tetrad basis, for both the background and

the wave are shown below.

(R o10)5 = — (%)2 (R 420)5 = };(—)2( (R 010)8 = );(—)2( 2
(R? 020)p = — (%) 2 (R?20)c = —2H'(u)

Substituting these expressions from Eq.([29) of the Riemann tensor components (as given in
the tetrad basis) in Eqgs.([) and (§]), we solve for the gravitational wave contribution to the
geodesic deviation. We find that the nontrivial contribution due to the wave comes only
along X? direction. Thus, both deviation and geodesic equation analysis claim the presence

of memory.

500;
400;

300;

Xo

200;

100/

FIG. 2: Deviation due to the gravitational wave only along X? direction.
Note the presence of a memory effect only along X? direction as evident from the plot in Fig.

(). The separation monotonically increases along this coordinate while it remains constant

throughout for the other two directions.
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B. Kundt waves for w = +1
1. Metric and Geodesic analysis
The curvature scalar and the metric function P(x,y) for such a value of w becomes

~ 2.2
R— 1 P VI Y (30)

[log(x2 + y2)]3 (z,y) = log(x2 + yz)]l/z

We observe that the Ricci scalar diverges when 22 4+ y2? = 1. The metric in the transformed

coordinates (X,Y) is,
ds? = —H'(u) log[2X]du® — 2dudv + 2X (dX* + dY?) (31)

The geodesic equations for the spatial coordinates X, Y are provided [H'(u) = 1 sech®(u)].

d2_X_|_1 i g 2_i g ’ +sech2u_0 (32)
du? 2| X \ du X \ du 8X2

A’y 1\dXdY

e (Y)%%_O (33)

Eqgs.([32) and ([33)) are solved numerically in  Mathematica 10. The solutions for the coordi-

nates X,Y are given below.

St 3.0
e ——
al 2.8}
2.6+
< 4l .

2.4r
20 p 2.2¢

‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 2.0 ‘ ’ ’ ’ ’ 3

-10 0 10 20 30 40 50 -10 0 10 20 30 40 50

u u
(a) Initial positions of = are 5(orange)and (b) Initial positions of y are 3(orange),
3(blue) respectively. 2(blue) respectively.

FIG. 3: Displacement memory effect in Kundt waves with spatial 2-surfaces having variable

positive curvature for Brans-Dicke theory.

We find no change in separation along Y direction as shown in Fig.(3h). Along the X direc-

tion, we find increasing separation between the geodesics after the departure of the pulse.

13



This is in sharp contrast to the profiles obtained in GR. In the latter case we found, from
a geodesic analysis [43] that for positive curvature scenarios there is presence of frequency
memory effect. This is related to the difference in the nature of the metric for the two the-
ories. In BD theory, h(X,Y) = log(2X) (obtained by solving the field equations) whereas
in GR we took it as h(X,Y) = $(X? — Y?) (usual expression found in + polarization).

On extrapolating the geodesic trajectories to higher values of u, we find that the geodesics
are inextendible beyond X = 0, signifying the singular nature of the metric solution at that

point.

2. Geodesic Deviation analysis

We use the same technique as for w = —2. The metric in Bicak-Podolosky coordinates (&, &)
becomes

ds* = —H'(u) log[¢ + &]du® — 2dudv + (& + €)dEdE (34)

The orthonormal tetrads for this metric turn out to be,

- o 1
o =106 “or = [_ X)X~ oy ~ e

S | = (35)
el = | — (2X)1/2Y, —(2)(Z>1/2’ (2);)1/270} e’ = [1 — 0, =&, ¢, _1]

e gives the tangent to the timelike central geodesic. Here, too, we need to rotate the dyads
e1 ", es* by an angle 9},, = % to make them parallel. Y is zero as follows from the plot in
Fig.(3D)). The constant 6, is taken to be zero.

The nonzero Riemann tensor components in the tetrad basis are given as:

Background
1/Y\? VX
(e = 5( %) (R o) = o
. . 36
) Y X ) 1/Xx\? (36)
(R%010)B = “5x? (R”020)B = s\
Gravitational wave
3H'(u 1 H (u
(R o) = — o (B ) = o (37)

14



Incorporating these expressions into Eqgs.() and (&) we find the deviation due to the wave.

The plots for deviation solely due to gravitational wave are given below.

6.00
4,15+ 5.98;
~ 4.10] ] 5.96]
> ! [
5.94)
4.05) i
5.92+
4'00 P T S 5 A S H R
-10 -5 0 5 10 -10 -5 0 5 10
(a) (b)

FIG. 4: The behaviour of the deviation vectors X!, X? are shown in the plots.

We distinctly observe displacement memory from these plots given in Fig.(d]). There is also

no frequency memory here—a fact evident from plotting the geodesics.

C. Kundt waves for w = —

[\SJ[eN]

1. Metric and Geodesic analysis

Finally we analyse the scenario where w = —3/2. Our motivation for choosing such a value
of w is related to the 'generalised Kundt metric’ (to be discussed later) for which the same
value of w is fixed by the field equations. Thus, in order to compare the effects of the
presence and absence of gyratonic terms in the same BD theory (i.e. with the same w), we
perform the present analysis.

The curvature scalar and the metric function P(x,y) in this case becomes

R—_ 0 Plx,y) = /22 + P [log(a® + y2)** (38)

[log(«? + y?)]'/2

We now have a variable negative curvature solution. The metric in this case is given below

(same coordinate transformation from {z,y} — {X,Y}).

dX? 4 dY?

2 _ gt 2
ds* = —H'(u)log[2X]du” — 2dudv + X

15



Here, too, we find solutions which are singular at X = 0. The geodesic equations for the

X,Y coordinates are,

2 2 2
dz_X_% 1 g 1 g +sech Uz _ (40)
du? 4 X \ du X \ du V2
d?y 3 \dXdY
T <ﬁ) T (41)

As before, solutions are obtained numerically using Mathematica 10. These are shown below.

10} | | ] 6.0]

8 1 5.8

6 1 5.6

> r =

4f ] 5.4}

2f ] 5.2}

O o T——— | N E——————————
-4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

u u
(a) Initial positions of x are 8(orange)and (b) Initial positions of y are 6(orange),
10(blue) respectively. 5(blue) respectively.

FIG. 5: Displacement memory effect in Kundt waves with spatial 2-surfaces having variable

negative curvature for Brans-Dicke theory.

The plots in Fig.(H) highlight the nature of displacement memory. Along the X coordinate
we see a permanent shift while there is no change along Y. There is no trace of velocity
memory from the geodesic analysis. This is analogous to the GR case where we found that
for both constant and variable negative curvature there is a permanent separation after the
departure of the pulse. We also find that the geodesics do not cross beyond X = 0. This is

due to the singular nature of the metric as discussed previously.

2. Geodesic Deviation analysis

We use the same methods as prescribed in the previous two subsections for calculating

memory effects using geodesic deviation. The metric in the Bicak-Podolsky coordinates is
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given below.

dédg
F(¢,8)

The tetrads constructed along one of the timelike geodesics are shown below.

ds® = —H'(u) log[¢ + &|du® — 2dudv + F(£,6) =+ (42)

60”2[’[],575,1] 61“:[—X/\/F,—\/F,_\/F,O]

. - (43)
et = [~Y /VF, —iVF,iVF,(] et = [1— 0, —€, —€, —1]

The tetrads are such that the tangent to the geodesic is given by ey #. The spatial vectors
e1 ", es * are given a rotation of angle ép = —% to make them parallelly transported. Since,
here too, Y is zero (following the plot of Fig.(GBH)), we set the constant 6, to be zero.

The nonzero Riemann tensor components in this tetrad basis are given as:

Background
3/7)° 3V X
(R o10)5 = 1 (y) (R 420)5 = X2
o ) (44)
3V X 3/X\?
2 _ 2 _
(R o) = 22 (e = -3(%)
Gravitational wave
1 H'(u) 3 H'(u)
R! =—= R? =—= 45
(R 010)c 2 ox (R”020)a 2 /ax (45)
The plots for deviation solely due to gravitational wave are given below.
10%
9 20000}
8 15000
< 7 o
g = 10000
6
50 5000}
40 0 —
-4 -2 0 2 4 6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
t t
(a) (b)

FIG. 6: The behaviour of the deviation vectors X!, X? are shown in the plots.
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Thus, we clearly see a displacement memory effect in this case as given in the plots of Fig.(d).
There is no memory along X? direction. This is different from the w = —2 scenario where

we have deviation only along one direction.

IV. GENERALIZED KUNDT METRIC

The generalized Kundt metric is written below along with the functional dependencies of

the various metric components on the coordinates.

1
ds® = —Hdu® — 2dudv — 2W dudz — 2Wsdudy + — (dz® + dy?)

P2
where P = P(u,x,y), H = H(u,v,x,y), W, = Wi(u,v,z,y),V i € {x,y}
Such metrics have been previously analyzed in [31] with a minimally coupled scalar field, in

GR. Here, we study vacuum solutions in B-D theory in the Jordan frame. We will initially
try to solve for the metric and the BD scalar field. Later, we will try to analyse memory

effects using geodesic and deviation equations.

A. Metric functions and the scalar field

From G* component in equation (2) we find ¢,, = 0'%. Field equations for G and G*, give

Wluvv - W2wv =0

Hence the functional forms of the W; become:
Wi = vVi(u, 2, y) Wy = vVa(u, 2, y) (46)

This shows that the cross terms Wy, W5 have linear dependence on v. Hence, they are not
exactly gyratonic solutions |. We refer them as gyraton-like terms henceforth. The

xx and yy components of the field equation (2]) yields

2

P H,,,
— (V4 31%) 4 PViPy —P(PVa).y + -
1

2 L 2 .2 - R gt _TY
— P |:2¢2( T ¢>y) + ¢(¢?JEJE F SCSC¢?SC P m¢>y)

12We exclude any other analytic functional dependence of ¢ on v
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2
H vV
— (V2" +3V%) + PVaPyy —P(PVi) 0 +—
(48)
2 2 T

= P 2¢2( ¢am ) ¢ (Cbayy F yy¢ay F yy¢>x )

Adding equations ([T) and (@S] we find
P2
P2[V12 ‘I’ V22 - Vlmc _V2ay] ‘I’ Havv - E(gba:c:c +¢>yy) (49)

Since P, V, Vs, ¢ are all independent of v, we must have H,,, = 0. We consider the form for
H as shown below.

H(u,v,x,y) = vM(u,x,y) (50)

For Kundt wave spacetimes the metric function H was independent of coordinate v. We
find that for the full metric there is a linear dependence on v. Hence, for this metric, we
consider H(u,v,x,y) as giving the notion of gravitational radiation. The field equation for
G", gives,

P2y P

The operator A has the same form as defined in the previous section. Eq.(B]) after expanding

P2
= P2Alog(P)+ = (VP4 V5 =2(Vie +V2,)) = =

in terms of metric functions leads to the following

Grzz +Pryy = Vid,z + Vb, (52)

Using equations (52) and ({9) we rewrite equation (GII) as

2
— P>Alog(P) = % (vf +VE - %(Vlcb,x Vot ) — o (2 +o, )) (53)

¢2
From the G component we get

M,
2

Vigy —Vous P
P2 |:UP2 (‘/2‘/2796 _‘/—2‘/1’y _‘_%‘/272/) +UPPay (‘/1’?/ _‘/2’96) T (?)

Pm _ ‘/i?’u ¢7£Bu ‘/1¢7u P’U ¢7ZB P2/U

(54)
P 2]: [¢2¢“¢’“ o 20 Py 20

+WVi

¢ay (‘/by _‘/éax ):|

Similar to the analysis in the previous section, we decompose the scalar field and metric

functions here as,

o(u,z,y) = a(u)(z,y), Plu,r,y)=



We substitute (53)) in (54) and consider only v° (v-independent) terms to get,

hN,, Uyw Vo[ (Wt 1\ Uul|
2 V1<U+2a) 2¢K2)a QU]_O (56)

The solution of (B6]) can be obtained either by setting the u-dependence or (z,y) dependence

to be the same. We take the latter path. '3 Hence, equation (B6) breaks up into two

equations which are as follows:

Ny L XYy, Ny 2y
e T e (57)
U.. wH+2\a,.,
e S (252) % < 58)

Using the equations (57) and (52]) we get an equation for ¢(x,y). We solve it to obtain an

analytic expression given as,

1

" a+log(z? + 4?2 (59)

Y(z,y)

This form is quite similar to the one given earlier in equation (I6). We get solutions for

N, Vi,V using equations (B7) and (B9).

N(z,y) = 4logla + log(z? + y2)] (60)
4x

N e e ) o

V= — &l (62)

(22 + y?)[a + log(z? + y?)]

Using this known functional forms and inserting them in equation (B3) we get P'(x,y).

1
w+2

la + log(x? + y?)] 2

P'x,y) = (63)

We solve the field equation for G*, by disintegrating the equation in three parts which are
dependent on the powers of v. From the v-independent part we get:

2

(@ «
>u_'_2U2 YUU

«

—2UU,, (u+ hN) — 4UU,,, = 2U%w —

+ %UQ(M + hN) (64)

Separating the x,y and u-dependent parts yield two equations which are,

oUU,, = L (65)
«
2
AU, = 20202 4 92 L (66)
(6% (6%

13We initially set Vi to be independent of u and find the solution to be self consistent.
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Substituting functional form of a(u) in terms of U(u) from (G0)) in (68]) gives w = —3/2. Such
a value of BD scalar admits traceless matter solution. It is a also a solution of Conformal
Relativity @] and is equivalent to Palatini f(R) gravity B] We also find from Eq.(58]) that
h(u) = 0. From the v linear part of the field equation we again obtain Eq.(G5]). We set U = 1
(independent of u) and thus, « is also a constant (taken equal to unity). The scalar field
becomes dependent only on z,y. From the order v? part of the field equation, we cannot
constrain p(u) as it reduces to an identity and hence it behaves as a free parameter. This
parameter p(u) denotes the gravitational wave contribution in the memory effect analysis

using geodesics and geodesic deviations.!'*

B. Singular solutions

The Ricci scalar in the metric becomes

6
== [a + log(x? + y?)]°/2 (67)

We comment on some features of our solutions (possibilities of singularities) obtained below.

Such singular solutions have already been analysed in [31].

e There is a singularity in the solution at r(= o) = e~%? (where r = /22 + y2).

e This is a line singularity along the null direction. The circumference of the physical
cylinder in the x — y plane vanishes due to the form of the spatial metric. The singularity

could be attributed to a source moving on a null path (like gyratons).

e The same nature of singularity is being observed for other solutions of Kundt waves having

w=+1,-3/2 where r = 0.

e In all our analysis we have chosen ranges of z,y to be away from this singularity.

1 Gtrictly speaking, the solutions obtained for the generalized Kundt metric does not stand on the same footing
as compared to Kundt waves in terms of resembling a gravitational wave burst scenario. This is primarily
due to the v-linear dependence in certain terms of the metric. Also, Eq.([fQ) shows that u does not act as
an affine parameter, unlike the case for Kundt wave metrics. Hence, the notion of memory effects discussed

for this solution is still an open issue and yet to be understood fully.
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C. Geodesic analysis

We analyse the timelike geodesic equations for such a metric. Proper time is denoted by ¢

and it acts as an affine parameter. The governing equations are as follows:

P P P v
2 790_2.. 'Y %) mc__Pg .2_..P2V
iz :cyP + D 2,u Via® — ou f 68)

— vP* V20 — aguP*(ViVa + Vi, Vo) =0

i

P,y Py o Py v oy
-2 + — —uP*Vou® — vuP?V
Iz a?yP T Iz 2,u QU — VU 5 (69)

— v PV — aivP*(ViVa — Vi, +Va, ) = 0

i —

i — gqf — Vgt — Vagir = 0 (70)

(4 + %)
P2
We see that u is not an affine parameter from Eq.([Z0)). Substituting equation (71l) in (GS))

and ([69) we get

— 1 = —wvpi® — 200 — 20Viud — 20Vatg + (71)

P P P P2v; VW
T -2 7I_2" Y .2 7IE_ 1 __1 5.2 2 = 2
E—it s 5 2(:6 +9y°)=0 (72)
P P P P2V, V.
i 2 gyt 21y 2 V2,.9 12\
V=95 TY— +:L’—P 5 2(x +9°)=0 (73)

We solve these equations numerically in Mathematica 10 to analyse their behaviour. The
behaviour of all the coordinates of the geodesics are shown below. Apart from the transverse
spatial coordinates z,y, we also show the plots of the coordinate u,v. We also plot the

separation along x,y coordinate between the pair of geodesics for clarity.
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FIG. 7: The variation of the coordinates are shown for two different geodesics with slightly
varying initial conditions along x,y coordinates. We also show the change in separation
between the two geodesics. The initial values are taken as 3,2,5,10 for the orange curve
while for the blue curve these are 5,3,5,10 for the coordinates x, y, u, v respectively at affine
parameter t = —10. The initial velocities are taken to be zero along z,y coordinates and

0.1 along the u coordinate. We consider a = 5 in our calculation.

In Fig.([[) we plot all the coordinates u,v,x,y of the generalized Kundt metric. We find

that from (7d) and (Zd)) the separation along transverse spatial coordinates is increasing.
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The other coordinates u,v does not show much difference initially for the two geodesics.
Geodesic analysis along x, y directions shows that the curves tend to approach the region of

singularity.

D. Geodesic deviation analysis

We start by rewriting the metric in Eq.([ ) below in a modified fashion using the Bicak-

Podolsky coordinates.

dedé
(3

Like in the previous case we have £ = x + iy, £ =  —iy. The new metric functions Q, Q) are

related to V1, V5 from (€1]) and (62]) in this way.

ds* = —vp(u)du® — 2dudv + 20Qdudé + 20QdudE + (74)

A 2

S N A ——— _ 75
O T T it los(€d) )
0= o 2 (76)

22 &a+log(&€)]
The functional form of P(¢,€) is given below from Eq.(G3).
~ 1

P89 = (i Togeg) 7

We write P’ = P since we have found that U is a constant (taken to be unity) from solving

the field equations.

We construct the tetrads that satisfies the orthonormality relations.

ar=ibbdar= =3 —nen)
o g (78)
2( 9y wvuPV, o l—ou . =
= - | = — — B Y N
€2 [ B <2P 9 )7 ZPa ZP) O:| €3 |: B ) ga 67 U:|

We can parallely transport e; #, es # along the geodesic by rotating the tetrads by an angle

given below.

_ (zy — y)
P 2la + log(z2 + y2)] (79)

We cannot transport es” parallely along eg”. It is only possible if we set Q@ = Q = 0

(vanishing of the gyartonic-like cross terms). Thus, this tetrad undergoes Fermi-Walker
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transport. Under such a transport, the RHS of the deviation equation gets modified from

the usual expression ([@]) in the following way.

d2Xe D ax? D?
g =t =2 G e S (e ) )

We can split up ez# = A* — eg*. The non-parallel piece is due to A* = (%,0,0,0). The

second and third term in the RHS of Eq.(B0) are nonzero due to this kind of transport. We

can simplify the above equation as

d>Xe D ax3 D?
dt2 = —R* tthb -2 (EAM) e? MW - (ﬁAM) e’ UXS (81)

Separating the background and gravitational wave part (as shown in the case for Kundt wave

metric) give us gravitational wave memory. The details of the calculation can be found in
Appendix-I.

We show below the plots of the deviation vector that give rise to memory effect.
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FIG. 8: The behaviour of the deviation vectors X!, X2, X3 are shown in the plots.

From the plots in Fig.({), it is quite evident there is displacement memory. Unlike the case
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of Kundt waves, where there was no change along X? direction in all the cases considered

in the paper, here all the spatial coordinates X!, X2, X3 show memory effects.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In our work we have tried to analyze Kundt geometries in BD theory of gravity. We study
and compare both cases of Kundt waves and the generalized Kundt metric (full metric). In
the former case, we solve for three particular values of BD parameter (w = —2,4+1, —3/2)
while in the later we only solve for w = —3/2. The field equations fixes the value of w as
explicitly shown in Sec IITA for the full metric. Moreover, we also try to differentiate the
nature of memory effect observed here with GR [43] for the Kundt wave spacetimes. Using
different but related methods (i.e. geodesic evolution and geodesic deviation) we have shown
how memory effects can be useful while delineating the differences between the various cases
analysed.

All the results in this paper are summarised in the two tables provided below. In the first
one, we tabulate the various solutions of the metric functions obtained from solving the
field equations corresponding to different values of w. In the second table we provide the
nature of memory effects obtained from solving geodesic equations and the geodesic deviation

equations in all the cases.

KUNDT WAVE METRIC

Metric functions
B. D. Para-
meter (w) Guu Guv Guzx Guy 9z Gyy
_9 _logllog(@?+y?)] | 0 0 [log(x?+y)] 2 [log(z>+y?)] 2
2 cosh? () x24y? ety

log[log (a2 +y?)] [log (a2 +y?)] [log(a?+y?)]
+ T sesi®le) | T 0 0 G A
3 _logllog(e+”)] | 4 0 0 flog(?+°)] 7" log(e?+)] 7"

2 2 cosh?(u) z2+y2 2242
GENERALIZED KUNDT METRIC

_ h2 2 2\—1 2 2\—1 1 1

-5 =5 | 1| aientaey | Greetomy |19t 108 +37))3)lo + log(a® + )

TABLE I: Metric functions obtained as solutions for different w.
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KUNDT WAVE METRIC

B. D. pa-| Scalar Memory using geodesics | Memory using geodesic deviation |Ricci Scalar
rameter | field(¢)
(w)
Along X Along Y Along X, Along X5 Along X3
-2 log(z? 4+ y?)| Displacement | No evolution |No deviation| Separation |No deviation -8
memory increases
+1 log(z? + y?)| Displacement | No evolution | Separation | Separation |No deviation mjﬂr—yw
and velocity increases decreases
memory
—% log(z? 4 y?)| Displacement | No evolution | Separation | Separation |No deviation| ——=%—
[log(z2+y2)]2
memory increases increases
GENERALIZED KUNDT METRIC
Along x Along y Along X, Along X5 Along X3
_% m Displacement | Displacement | Separation | Separation | Separation m
and velocity | and velocity increases increases increases
memory memory

TABLE II: The nature of memory effect obtained for different w using both geodesic

equations and geodesic deviation equations.

At first, the field equations for vacuum BD theory in the Jordan frame were written and

solved for the given class of metrics. The scalar field turns to be dependent only on the

spatial coordinates (z,y or X,Y’) as can be seen from Table II. We choose sandwich pulse

profiles (sech?(u)) in all of the cases for understanding memory as it resembles a toy model

for gravitational wave burst events. We find in the case of Kundt waves that the value

of w is not fixed from the field equations.

After obtaining the metric, we look at the

relevant geodesic equations for each of the spatial coordinates, numerically. For the negative

curvature solutions (w = —2: constant curvature, w = —3/2: varying curvature) we find
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constant separation after the passage of the gravitational wave pulse and eventual focusing
along one direction. In the other direction, the separation is completely unchanged (look at
Figs.([) and (B)). This is in qualitative agreement with the results in GR. For the positive
curvature solution we find monotonically increasing separation (non-zero memory) along one
direction while there is no change in the other as seen from the plots in Fig.(3]). There is no
presence of frequency memory effect in BD as was noted earlier, in the GR context. This
is due to a different analytic form of the A(X,Y") = log[2X] term in the metric in Eq.(3T).

In the GR case, this polarization term was h(X,Y) = 1(X? — Y?). Tt is obvious that the

;
different expressions for this term in different theories are exclusively due to their respective
field equations.

For the generalized Kundt metric, we perform a similar analysis as for the Kundt waves.
The BD parameter (w = —3/2) is constant. This gives rise to a variable curvature scalar
solution. We point out the singular nature of these solutions.!® It corresponds to a line
singularity corresponding to a zero circumference cylinder. Such solutions in GR for Kundt
spacetimes have been analysed in [31]. In our entire analysis on geodesics and deviation,
the range of coordinates are chosen such that they are away from this singular region. The
geodesic equations for all the coordinates are solved numerically. The geodesic analysis for
the spatial components (z,y) show that the trajectories tend to approach the singular region
(also true for Kundt waves). Thus, in principle, we study test particle motion in a singular
spacetime containing gravitational waves. We plot the evolution for all coordinates since
in this class of metrics, u is not an affine parameter (unlike Kundt waves). We observe
monotonic change in separation along both the x,y coordinates (see Fig.([)). Thus from
the geodesic analysis we find that in w = —3/2 BD theory, the nature of a memory effect
shows differences which may be attributed to the absence or presence of the gyraton-like
terms in the line element.

The analysis of the geodesic deviation equation is done in Fermi normal coordinates as
we are working in non-flat background spacetimes. In this type of coordinate system, the
coordinates are inertial and similar to exact plane wave spacetimes. This can also be under-
stood as a timelike Penrose limit of the central timelike geodesic in Kundt spacetimes [47].

We construct orthonormal tetrads along the central geodesic and observe they are parallely

5The varying curvature scenarios for Kundt wave spacetimes are also described.
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transported only for Kundt waves. We were unable to construct a parallel tetrad for the
generalized Kundt spacetime. This is due to the nonvanishing gyraton-like terms present in
Eq.( ). Hence, these tetrads perform Fermi-Walker transport. This leads to a modification
in the geodesic deviation equation in the tetrad frame with additional corrections arising
due to non-parallel transport (see Eq.(80)) along the central geodesic. The Riemann tensor
in the tetrad frame (along with additional corrections present in the case of the full metric)
is decomposed into a gravitational wave part and a background part. This is done by club-
bing the terms which are proportional to the H'(u) part of H(u,z,y) in Eq.([@) as giving
rise to a net gravitational wave contribution to the curvature. 1°. The rest of the terms
are considered coming due to the background. Solving the respective deviation equation
for the background (initially) and the wave (finally) gives us a quantitative measure of the
gravitational wave memory effect.

The geodesic deviation analysis for the Kundt wave metric shows presence of displacement
memory in all the three cases with certain characteristic differences. In the w = —2 case,
the non-zero deviation occurs along one of the spatial directions and it is monotonically
increasing. For the values of w = +1,—3/2 we find the separation is non-zero along both
spatial directions. While in w = —3/2, the separations increase along both directions, in the
other case we find both increase and decrease along the two different spatial directions. In
the full metric scenario we find the separation is non-zero along all three spatial directions.
There the deviation monotonically increases along all three coordinates. Thus, we explicitly
find that displacement memory, though present in all the cases, is quantitatively different
in all these scenarios. A Tissot ring would be a better visual aid for understanding this
difference. In w = —2 the change would correspond to a line, while in w = —3/2 it would
correspond to a plane with its area increased than the initial configuration. For w = +1,
there may be an increase or decrease in area depending on initial configurations. In the full
metric scenario, the deformation would take place on a 3-plane.

This entire geodesic deviation analysis is non-perturbative and can be readily applied to
calculate memory effects for any spacetime containing gravitational radiation. Moreover,
this analysis could also be recast using the B-matrix formalism as introduced in [53] and

the behaviour of the kinematic variables for timelike geodesic congruence can be computed.

16The same holds true for terms proportional to u(u) (or its derivatives) in H(u,v,x,y) given in Eq.(#)
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One can also look for memories in impulsive gravitational wave spacetimes @, @] and
compare the results obtained here by setting appropriate limits. Since w = —3/2 BD theory
is equivalent to other gravitational theories (palatini f(R) and conformal relativity), it will
be interesting to make a comparative study of memory effects between all these theories.
In our work, we could not find exact gyratonic solutions in BD. A more detailed analysis is
required to find whether BD theory admits such solutions or not. Studying the interaction
between the gravitational waves and the singularity would help us in better understanding
the geometry of these solutions. Finally, a thorough understanding of nonlinear memory
effect for Kundt wave spacetimes can shed more light on this aspect. A similar study for

Robinson-Trautman solutions was done in [56] using the Newman-Penrose formalism.
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APPENDIX

Equation (BI)) can be split up into background and wave parts as was done in equations ()
and (8). The deviation due to background and gravitational wave can be obtained as given

below.

X8 D dx® D?
= —(R" ) X2 —2[(—6%)@“ ] — B _ [(—e“b)e“ ] X? (82)
dt? b dt M dt dt? o P
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We give the non-rotated tetrad components used in the calculation

B ¢ €

P(-Q-Qu- —P —P 0

iP(Q— Q)v—— —iP iP 0
The Riemann tetrad components are given below.

1 _ 1 "
owls = G lonte 1 ) oy
— 2xysin(20) — y? cos(20)) (ur?pu(w)(log(z? 4+ y*) + 5)

+ ay’pu(u)(log(z? + y*) 4 5))]

1

(R'g20)g = — [iv(2log(z® 4 y?) + 11)(2? sin(26)

(7 s 1 ) 4 57
+ 22y cos(20) — y?sin(20)) (ur?p(w) (log(z? + y*) + 5)

+ ay*p(u)(log(z® +y) +5))]

1

(R*010)e = — [iw(2log(z® + ) + 11)(2* sin(20)

(7 PP os(e 1 ) 4 57
+ 22y cos(20) — y?sin(20)) (ur?pu(w)(log(z? + y*) + 5)

+ ay’pu(u)(log(a” + y*) +5))]
1

Fomle = o 2 lonte + ) 917
— 2xysin(20) — y* cos(20)) (ux?p(w)(log(x? + y*) + 5)

+ ay*p(u)(log(z® +y) +5))]
All other non-vanishing components of the gravitational wave is zero.
(R 030)c = (R* 010)a = (R? 030)c = (R*020) = (R’ 030)c = 0
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v(—2log(z* 4+ y?) — 11)(2? cos(26)

[iv(21log(x? + ) + 11) (2 cos(26)

(83)

(84)

(86)

(87)

(89)



1
(#* + y?)?(log(z® + y?) + 5)7/?

— 11)(2* cos(20) — 2y sin(26) — y* cos(26)) — %(:c2 + %) (log(2® + %)

[iv(—8zd — 8yy)(—2log(z* + y?)

(Rl OIO)B =

+ 5)(—4zy(2log(z® + y*) + 11) (200 sin(260) — \/log(x2 4 y2) + 5(i* sin(26)
— 2@ + 7 sin(20))) + @ (4ap cos(20)(21og(z? + y?) + 11)

— Vlog(z2 + y2) + 5(i*(cos(20) (4 log(x* + y?) + 25) + 4log(x? + y?) + 27)

+ %(cos(260)(41og(2? + y*) + 19) — 4log(x* 4 y?) — 17) — 6y sin(26)))

+ y*(\/log(x2 + y2) + 5(i*(cos(260) (4log(z?® + y*) + 19) + 4log(x* + y?) + 17)
+ 92(cos(20)(41og(z? + y?) + 25) — 4log(z? + y?) — 27) + 647 sin(26))

— 400 cos(20)(2log(x? 4 y?) + 11)))] (90)

(R ) = :
2(2? + y?)*(log(a? + y?) + 5)7/2
+ 11)(2?sin(20) + 2y cos(260) — y*sin(20)) — (2% + y?)(log(z* + y?)

[—20w(—8xd — 8yy)(2log(z* + 3?)

+ 5)(4zy cos(20)(2log(z? + y*) + 11)(2ud — (2 + §*)\/log(z2 + y2) + 5)
400 sin(26) (2 log(2? + y?) + 11) — y/log (22 + y2) + 5(i* sin(20) (4 log(z* + y?)

(v/log (22 + y2) + 5(42 sin(20) (4 log(z? + y?) + 19) + ¢? sin(20) (4 log(2? + y?)

+ 2*(

+ 25) + % sin(20) (4 log(2* + y?) + 19) + 647 cos(26)))

+ y2

+ 25) — 625 cos(20)) — 400 sin(20)(2log(z? + y?) + 11)))] (91)

(R oo)is = 1
PP @ 4 ) (log(a? + %) +5)
+ @ cos(6)(2log(x* + y*) + 15))) + 2xy(2log(x® + y*) + 11) (i sin(f) — ¢ cos(h))

[2%(—(ysin(0) (2log(2? + y*) + 7)

+ y2(ysin(0)(2log(z* 4+ y?) + 15) + @ cos(0)(2log(z* + y*) + 7))] (92)

34



9 B 1
(B ow)s = 2(22 + y2)3(log (22 + y?) + 5)7/?
+ 11)(2? sin(20) + 2y cos(260) — y*sin(20)) — (2% + y*)(log(2* + y?)

[—20w(—8zd — 8yy)(2log(z* + 3?)

1

+ 5)(4ay cos(20)(2log(z? + y?) + 11)(2ud — (i* + y°)y/log(x? + y2) + 5)

+ 2%(400sin(20)(2log(z? 4+ y?) + 11) — \/log(22 + y2) + 5(i? sin(26) (4 log(z? + %)
+ 25) + ?sin(20) (4 log(2® + y*) + 19) + 637 cos(26)))
+ y2
)

(v/1og(22 + y2) + 5(4? sin(26) (41og(2? + ) + 19) + 3 sin(26) (4 1log(2? + y?)
+ 25) — 625 cos(20)) — 400 sin(20)(2log(z? + y2) + 11)))] (93)

1
(@ + )P (log(@ + ) +5)77
+ 11)(2? cos(20) — 2xy sin(260) — y* cos(26)) + %(:c2 + %) (log(z* + %)
+ 5)(—4xy(2log(z® + y*) + 11) (200 sin(260) — \/log(x2 4 y2) + 5(i* sin(260)

(R* 00)B = [iv(—8xd — Syy)(2log(z* + y?)

+ 207 + % sin(20))) + 22(4a0 cos(20)(2 log(a? + y?) + 11)

— Vlog(22 + y2) + 5(i%(cos(20) (4 log(x* + y*) + 25) — 4log(z? + y?) — 27)

+ 9%(cos(20)(41log(z?® + y*) + 19) + 4log(x? + y?) + 17) — 6y sin(260)))

+ 12 (Vog(x? + y2) + 5(22(cos(20) (41log(z? + y2) + 19) — 4log(z? + 3?) — 17)
+ *(cos(20)(41log(z® + y?) + 25) + 4log(2® + y*) + 27) + 6iy sin(20))

— 440 cos(20)(2log(x? 4+ y?) + 11)))] (94)

9 B 1
ol = e lion(a + ) 1 )7
+ gcos(0)(2log(z? + y*) + 7)) — 2xy(2log(z* + y*) + 11)(& cos(f) + ¢ sin(h))

[z (i sin(0)(—2log(x? + y*) — 15)

+ y*(dsin(0)(2log(a® + y*) + 7) — g cos(0)(2log(a? + y*) + 15))] (95)

3 B 1
ol = G o og (7 + ) + 577
+ dcos(0)(2log(x? + y?) + 15))) + 2zy(2log(x? + y?) + 11)(sin(8) — g cos(6))

[2%(—(ysin(0)(2log(2® +y°) +7)

+ 2 (ysin(0)(2log(z* 4 y?) + 15) + @ cos(0)(2log(z* 4+ y*) + 7))] (96)
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R®g20) = !
e = G o log (2 4 ) + 577
+ ycos(0)(2log(z® + y*) + 7)) — 2zy(2log(z? + y*) + 11)(4 cos(6) + sin(0))

+ y?(@sin(0)(21og(a? + y?) +7) — g cos(6)(2log(z?® + y*) + 15))] (97)

[2° (i sin(0)(—2log(x* + y*) — 15)

4
(22 + y2) (log (22 + y2) + 5)°/*

(R® 030)5 = (98)

{(214”) ) } 2 <y (sin(@)u + 29y/log (22 + y2) + 5) + (2x’{‘/log (2 +9y?)+5— cos(e)u))

i (22 + y2) (log (22 + y2) +5)*
(99)

{(DAN) .2 } —2z sin(0)i — 2y cos(0)1i + 4yy/log (22 + y2) + 5 + dzi{/log (22 + y2) + 5
1t H
B

dt i (22 + y2) (log (22 + y2) + 5)5/4
(100)
D\ | —__ 20—2)(zityy)
Kth ) M} 5 u(22 + y2) (log (2 4 32) + 5) (101)

(B ] (e [yl o o

D? “ dB* o u
<ﬁe“b>e WXP = <W+Fg‘weo B”)e WX (103)

For background part, the contribution becomes as given below:

B’ = %(41;132@@ + Qg%@) BS=PQ  B'=PQ  B'=0  (104)

There is no contribution from the gravitational wave part.
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