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The appearance of non trivial torsion for some Ricci dependent
theories in the Palatini formalism

Juliana Osorio *and Osvaldo P. Santillan'

Abstract

As is known from studies of gravity models in the Palatini formalism, there exist two inequivalent
definitions of the generalized Ricci tensor in terms of the generalized curvature namely, R, = Rl ,

and Rt = go‘ﬁRgVﬂ. A deep formal investigation of theories with lagrangians of the form L =

L(E( uv)) Was initiated in [4]. In that work, the authors leave the connection free, and find out that
the torsion only appears as a projective mode. This agrees with the widely employed condition of
vanishing torsion in these theories as a simple gauge choice. In the present work the complementary
scenario is studied namely, the one described by a lagrangian that depends on the other possible
Ricci tensor L = L(R(,.)). The torsion is completely characterized in terms of the metric and the
connection, and a rather detailed description of the equations of motion is presented. It is shown
that these theories are non trivial even for 1+ 1 space time dimensions, and admit non zero torsion
even in this apparently simple case. It is suggested that to impose zero torsion by force may result
into an incompatible system. In other words, the presence of torsion may be beneficial for insuring
that the equations of motion are well posed. The results of the present paper do not contradict the
ones of [4], as the underlying theories are inequivalent.

1. Introduction

The phenomenology of modified theories of gravity is of particular interest in the context of inflation,
bouncing cosmology, and dark energy [1]. One of the goals of modified gravity is to find a self-
consistent theoretical description describing simultaneously the early-time and late-time acceleration
of the universe. It seems plausible the description of very short or very large scale physics requires a
modification of the Einstein-Hilbert lagrangian, thus modified gravity theories are of interest in this
context.

There is however, an interesting subtlety related to the possible generalizations of the Einstein
equations. As is well known, the Einstein equations of motion arise from the Einstein-Hilbert action
regardless the formalism employed is the metric or the Palatini one. In the first formalism, the
variation of the action is achieved by considering the metric components as the independent degrees
of freedom. In the second, the metric and the connection are considered as independent variables.
For a modified gravity theory instead, the resulting equations of motion are inequivalent when these
two formalism are applied. Thus, for a given guess of a modified scenario, there are at least two set

possible phenomenological consequences to be understood.
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There are several motivations for focusing in the Palatini formalism, in which the metric and the
connection are taken as independent variables. An example is the Stelle model of gravity [2], which has
the remarkable feature of being renormalizable, but it contains Ostrogradskyi ghosts or instabilities in
the metric formulation. Thus, a Palatini analysis for this model is of particular interest. There exist
several modified gravity theories with a wide range of applications in the context of inflation and dark
matter, as reviewed in [I] and references therein. Much of these models have been extensively studied
in the metric formalism. However, there exist also works devoted to the Palatini formulations of these
alternative gravity theories. For example, the Palatini formulation for minimal coupled fields can be
found in [3] and the analysis of Born-Infeld type of theories was presented in [4]-[10]. In addition,
literature studying the Palatini formalism in f(R) and f(R, R, R*) theories of gravity can be found
n [I1]-[I7]. In particular, an interesting result was reported in [I1], [15], [I8] for the dynamics of f(R)
theories. It was shown in these references that the torsionless Palatini formulation of these theories
yield the same equations as the metric compatible (Vgga[g = 0) formulation. A preliminary work in
that direction is [19].

The results just described seem to indicate a close relation between torsion and non-metricity in
metric-affine theories of gravity, at least for some type of modified gravity scenarios. These studies
were pushed forward in particular in [4] for Einstein-Born-Infeld scenarios and other related gravity
models, examples are found in [20]-[42], [43]-[52] and references therein. The lagrangian considered in
[] is of the form L = L(ﬁ(w)) with ﬁuv = R}, . One of the findings of this work is the presence of
a projective symmetry and that the torsion only appears as a projective mode. This result justifies
the procedure of setting vanishing torsion in these theories as a simple gauge choice.

The results presented in [4] are of interest from the theoretical and phenomenological point of view,
as is a quite general statement about the mathematical structure of these modified gravity theories.
However, the result is not fully general due to the following detail. The analysis these authors make
is based on the choice ]?EW = RZW for the Ricci tensor. The point is that, if the connection is not the
standard Levi-Civita, then there exist another inequivalent choice for the curvature RE = ¢*@ RZ Vg
Both choices reduce to the standard curvature tensor for the Levi-Civita case, otherwise they are
expected to be different objects. Thus, the most general lagrangians to be considered in order to make
generic statements have the functional form L = L(aR,, + b]?é(wj)) with @ + b = 1. This will clearly
results in more complicated equations of motion.

The present work is intended to make a preliminary step in the generalization described above.
The results of [4] are related to the choice a = 0, b = 1. Instead, the present work considers the
complementary case a = 1 and b = 0. This means that the lagrangians to be considered here are of
the form L = L(R,,)). The corresponding equations are derived and simplified conveniently. The
resulting theories seem quite different, in particular, it is shown that a non trivial torsion is turned
on in this case. The resulting system seems to be more complex than in the case considered in [4].
Some simple examples are worked out in 1+1 space time dimensions. It is found that even in these

simple scenarios, a non trivial torsion may appear. In addition, it is argued that the torsion may be



a fundamental object for the system to admit solutions. In authors opinion, to make steps toward
the full generalization is of theoretical and phenomenological relevance, as overlooking terms in the

general equations of motion may lead to ignore important effects these theories may describe.

2. The equations of motion

The convention to be employed in the present work is the same as in the Chandrasekhar book [73].
In this convention, the signature of the metric tensor g, is (+, —, —, —) and the covariant derivative

of a generic tensor density AP . of weight w is given by

VHAO‘ v¥o.. T aﬂAa 9... + FguAp .. + I‘guAO‘p .. +o = FQ/MAO{ po..
—T5, A — =l A (2.1)

The actions to be studied in this letter are typically of the form

1
S =S+ 5 [ Llguw R D)V =g, (2.2

where the curvature tensor is defined through
A A
R, = 0., — 0,15, +T3,I%, — 15,5, (2.3)

the lagrangian L is an arbitrary function of the metric tensor g,,, and R* 4 > and Sm the matter action.
The connection ng is not assumed to be the Levi-Civita one a priori, and it will be considered as
an additional variable, independent on the metric g,,,. The adequate formalism for dealing with this
situation is the Palatini one. In this context, the unique symmetry property of the curvature that is
evident from its definition is

R g = =R gy

Instead, the other symmetry properties of the Riemann tensor that are usually considered in GR are
not necessarily true here. In the Chandrasekhar convention just introduced, the following identity for

the variation of the curvature

0RS,, = V,0T%, — V,8T%, — 270,675, (2.4)

is found [74]. Here the last term involves the torsion tensor of the generalized connection, which is

defined by the following expression
1
o o a
Ty = §(Fﬁv — )
The variation of the action ([Z.2) with respect to g,, and Flﬁ taken as independent variables is given

by
oL 1
W — 59“'/[/) 69“” + Da BHV(SRO{BMV d4fE,

65:6Sm+%/\/—_g[<

where the following quantity
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has been introduced, which is anti-symmetric with respect of an interchange between p and v. By
taking this symmetry property into account, and by use of (24]), the last variation may be expressed

as follows

1
0S = 65 + — / vV — |:<8 v 59#1/-[/) 59:‘“’ + Da 5ﬂy(v“5rgy — Tﬁ’lﬁfgp)] d4£l?a

1 oL 1 , , \
:5Sm+§/ [\/—9<W—§gﬂuL>6g“ +V (P, P 6TG,) =V (P, P)oTG, — P, P T\ 6T, ]d
In the last expression

pgw =/—g D, WV’
which is a tensor density of weight w = 1 due to the presence of the metric determinant. From (2.1))

applied to the case w = 1 it is found that

VH’(PCV 5!"1/5ng) = 8M(Pa Bl‘“jérg ) + 2TpﬂpPa 5pl/51-wa

By help of this formula, the last action variation may be expressed like this

1 aL 1 4 14 (67 14 o
0S =05, + 2 / [\/ —9<W o 59;“/[/) 69" + 8M(Pa o 5F5u) - Vu(Pa o )5F5u

—P, PPATY\ 6T, + 211, P, P 6T ]d4x.

By throwing a total derivative in .9, the following equations of motion are found

VP = -1 P, P7P — TP P, 1 (2.5)

aiiy - ggw, = “2Tuv- (2.6)

For a generic curvature tensor ngﬁ there are two possible definitions of a Ricci tensor, which are
given by

Ry =Rl (2.7)

Ry =g*" Rl 5. (2.8)

The theories whose lagrangian is a function of (2.7) have been considered in [4]. The purpose of this
note is to consider the other possibility namely, that L is a function of R}, solely. The tensor Pg M in

this case is given by the following expression
PR = J=gWE g™ — =gWhe™,

with
1 0L
WY = . 2.9
kT 4ORE (29)
The quantity Pg“ " is a pseudo-tensor density of weight w = 1 as well. Then (21)) implies, for any

generic connection, that

VulV=gWig™) = 0./ =gW, g™ + T —gWEg?' + T8 /=gWig"



+T,V=gW g™ = T8 =g Wy g™ =T —gWi g™
In these terms, the equation (23] becomes
Vi V=W g™ = VIV =gWhg™] + AT}/ =gWEG™ + AT}, =gWi g™
+ATH —gW, g% — AT \/—gW gP1 — AT \/—gW g™ — ATH \/—gWE g™
— A8 /—gWhgP” — ATY \/—gWhg® + AT?, \/—gWHg" + AT \/—gWh g™
= T3, (V=9gWEg" — V=gW3g™) — 2T, (V=gWi g™ — /=gWhg™),

with V! the standard Levi-Civita connection. The full covariant derivative was decomposed above as

V = V! + AT, where Al‘l = C;’ﬁ + Tgﬁ, with C’;’ﬁ the symmetric and TA% the anti-symmetric parts

«,

of the extra components of the connection, respectivel . The last expression may be written in terms

of these components as
\i (WY Bu] —_v! [WH Bv] + CY WPGPH 1 CP WY gPH + CF WY PP — CP. WY gPH — CP WY PP
ul"a g ula 9 o’V a9 o’V a9 o’V a9 an'Vpd oV a9
—CHWPPY — CB WHeP — C¥ WHPP + CP WHPY + CP WHPY = —TV (Wp Bo _ W Bp)
pu?V a9 pu?V a9 pu?V a9 ap?Vp9 pu?V a9 op\Wa9g ad
=215, (Wrg™ —Whg™) = Ty Whg™" — T W g/ — Th Wrg™ + T8, W/ g™ + Th Wk g™
B B8 v v Bp _ Bv _ Br
+Tp“MW£g —|—TWWO‘fg" —|—TWWo’fg P TSMW/’)‘Q TppMWo’fg .

Here the fact that Vl\/—_g = 0 was employed to cancel the metric determinant everywhere, and all the
torsion terms were moved to the right hand side. On the left hand side the fifth and the seventh term
cancel each other, and the same holds for the eight and the twelfth and the third and the tenth. On
the right hand side the seventh and the nineth term are the same, and the same holds for the tenth
and the last one and the fifth and the twelfth. Therefore the last expression may be written more

concisely as
VLWL ] = VL IWhg™ ] + CO (W — Whg?) + L (Whg™ — WY g
= =T, (WEg" — W3gPP) — 210 (Wig™ — Whg™) — 2T Whg™"
—2TH (WP — WEGP) — TD (WE gt — Whgt) — TE (Whg?” — WY gPm).

Further simplifications are possible. The right hand the first term is of the same type as fifth, up to a
sign and a factor 2. The third and fourth cancel the sixth and seventh. By making the corresponding

simplifications, this leads to
VLWEG™) = VLU WEG™ | + Cp Weg™ = Whg™| + C8,[Wig™ — W, g™

=T0 [Whg™ — Wig™| — T8, [Whg" — W g,

!The reason for using the notation ATY s for these quantities is to avoid confusion with the quantities or? 5 employed
in the variation of the action S given above. Both quantities are of course different.



Note that the second term on the right hand side is zero, as is a product of a symmetric and anti-
symmetric quantities. It was added for convenience, in order to show that the last formula can be

written in very simple fashion as
VuWa g™ = Vi, [Whg™] + AL, [We g™ — Whg™ | + AT, [Whe™ =W/ g™ ] =0.  (2.10)

It may be desirable to eliminate the term VLWO‘[L . This is achieved by multiplying the last identity by
9y, which throws the following result

1 g 1 g
VLW = S0 AL] Wag — S ATG Wi + ATG, W)
The insertion of the last formula into the equation (Z.I0) leads to
l v v v v v
VLIWE g + AT, Wi g™ — W™ | + ATS, [Wig™ — Wy g™
1 ag 1 g
—ggﬁ”g/’“ArWWw + ggB”AFwWO’f — g™ AT, W =0.
The fourth and the last term cancel each other, thus the last expression can be simplified to
l v Bu B i K PV p v, Bp 16!//)# o 16!/ o K
v,u[Wag ] + Arp,u[Wag - Wag ] - Ara,uwpg - gg g Arp“WaG + gg ArouWa = 0.
By multiplying the last identity by ggs and g, it is found, after renaming some indices, that
1 1
VLWOM = _gﬁugpeAngWan +ALG Wy + [gﬁuggpAFrﬁ;e + ggwg“AI‘gE - ggwgpeAFge]Wap- (2.11)

Thus, the equations of motion (Z.5]) has been reduced to (2I1]). These equations are to be comple-
mented with the equation of motion (2.6)).
The next step is to consider some situations in which W, has additional symmetries, which allows

to simplify further the system obtained above.

3. Some particular cases
3.1 The case where IV, is symmetric

Assume now that W,, = W,,. This may be the case, for instance, when the lagragian is such that
L= L(R(W)). In this situation, it follows that V.,W,, = V,W,,, as the difference is the covariant
derivative of the zero tensor. By inspection of (ZI1]) it is seen that this condition implies that

1

g€ 1 € g
3977#9 ATY, — —gwgp AT'g.. (3.12)

AT, = gsg AT, + 3

This is a constraint involving C, 5 and T ;. The contraction of p and n give

ALY, = g, ALY, (3.13)

The contraction of p and p together with (B.13) result into a trivial identity. When the last formula
B13)) is inserted back in ([BI2]), it is deduced that

AT}, = goug™ Al .
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By defining ATy, = g,n ALY, the last condition implies that
Al = AT . (3.14)
This formula has important consequences. When expressed in terms of Cf, and T}, it gives
O — Cunpy = Ty — Ty (3.15)

By making cyclic permutations of the indices of this formula and adding and subtracting the resulting

identities conveniently, it may be shown that
Tiwe = Copw — Copa- (3.16)

This means that, once the symmetric part of the extra part of the connection C,,,, has been calculated,
the the torsion is automatically found. Now, when the constraints (812))-(314]) are inserted into (21T,

the resulting expression is found
V! Way = —gu9" AT5 Wy + AT, W, + AT? W,
This can be written, by use of (B.I3)), as
l
V. Way = _AFZMWWZ + AFZﬂan + APZHWO‘P'

By multiplying this expression by the inverse (W~=1)%" of W, and by taking into account the well
known formula of the derivative of the logarithm of a determinant together with the Levi-Civita

contraction of the Christoffel symbol Fﬂ;p = Oy log \/—g, the following identity is found

W
Oy log (— ?> = —2ATlg,,. (3.17)

[ w
l
VLW = (au log —?> Wen + A2, W,y + AT W,

The first term in the right hand side of the last expression may be erased by making the following

[ g
Zog =\~ 75 Was- (3.18)

In other words Z,g is a conformal scaling of W3 in such a way that |Z| = |g|. When the last equation

Thus

conformal like transformation

is expressed in terms of Z,g the result is
Vi Zay = AT8, Zyy + AT Zop. (3.19)

This means that, if Z,, is interpreted as a metric, then the full connection of the theory is metric
compatible
VyuZag = 0. (3.20)



This fact makes the description of the resulting theory less complicated. In fact, by making cyclic

permutations of (B20) and adding and subtracting them conveniently, it is concluded that

OaZyw + Oy Zap — O Zve = 2T Zyp + 2L + C0L) Zpyy + 210, Z s, (3.21)

«

with I‘,(,lg{ﬁ the standard Christoffel symbols for the Levi-Civita connection. This gives
1, __ _ _
TSP + Ol = 5 (270 (OaZy + 00 Zop = OuZua) + ThyuZup(Z7)H + Tf Zpa (27, (3.22)

From here, it is seen that the symmetric part of the connection can be expressed in terms of the

torsion by the formula

1 __ 1
cp, = §(Z I)B“(aazuv + OvZap — OuZya) — 596“(‘9@%” + Ovgap — Opgua)

+ Tgﬂzy,,(zﬂ)ﬂﬂ + T,fHZpa(Z’l)ﬁu. (3.23)

On the other hand, (3I6) and the last formula together imply that

Toan = ToanZ0(Z 7V = Toop Z8(Z 7)) + Tou Z0(Z7 ) + Tpun Z5(Z )4

1

1
= 5(271)5(%2#1/ + O0vZop — OuZya) — 5(271)5(6772#1/ + OvZnp — Ouum)

+ O9ar — OaGun- (3.24)

In four dimensions, the tensor T,., has 24 independent components. Therefore, the last equation is
a linear system for finding 7)., which involves a 24 x 24 matrix coefficients constructed in terms of
products of monomials of the form Z(Z *1)5. If it has a solution, it would be expressed in terms of
0aZp~, 0agpy and these monomials. It is cumbersome find the inverse of a 24 x 24 matrix, but it is
important to understand if this linear system admits some sort of solutions, or if it is non compatible.
It is also important to understand if the torsion can be imposed to zero or if this will lead to an
overdetermined system.

Before to finish this section, it should be remarked that for the Einstein Hilbert lagrangian L =
(87Gn) IR it is easily deduced from ([BI8) that Z,, = Ag,.. In this particular case one may impose
the condition of zero torsion. Then the condition VZ,, = 0 implies that the connection is the Levi-

Civita one for g,, and that the equations of motion (26) become the standard Einstein equations
Ru — 2R = GNT,
Ny 9 — UNLpy

This is important, as the Einstein equations are known to arise in both the metric and Palatini
formalism, when the condition of zero torsion is imposed. There exist other models for which the
zero torsion condition may be imposed, for instance in Lovelock theories [55]. However, for f(R), this
results in a more severe restriction and only holds for maximally symmetrical space times [54]. For
other models, the absence of torsion may be problematic, and may lead to no solutions at all. The

next section is devoted to discuss this important issue.



4. The difficulties of imposing the zero torsion condition

In the present section it will be argued that it is not possible in general to impose the zero torsion
condition, for the models in consideration. All these statements are valid of course for symmetric W, .
These affirmations will be suggested by simplicity by a 1 + 1 dimensional example, and the resulting
arguments will be generalized later on to higher dimensions. But before to start this discussion, it is

perhaps convenient to consider the following proposition.

Proposition: If the quantity Z,, defined in ([B.I8) is such that Z,, = Agu,, the the unique con-

nection with torsion satisfying Vg,, = 0 is the Levi-Civita one.

Proof: In a general model, this proposition would be false. However, the proposition is true due
to the condition (3.14)), which is valid for symmetric W,,,. In effect, this condition implies that A4,
is symmetric with the interchange of the first and third indices. On the other hand the condition
Vg = 0 can be written as

Vg + AT g + AT, g, = 0

This implies that
Alwgy = —Algay

thus this quantity is antisymmetric with the interchange of the first and second indices. This, together

with the other symmetry property implies that
Alqpy = —ATyag,
thus, this quantity changes the sign under a cyclic permutation. However, this implies that
Alogy = —=Alyop = Al'gya = —ATlnp,.

The first and the last term of this identity show that AI'yg, = 0, thus the connection is simply the

Levi-Civita one. [
Remark 1: If the non quantity Cjj, is zero, then the torsion C}j, vanishes.
This is easily seen by the equation (BI6).0]

Remark 2: If the torsion T}, is zero, then the quantity Cyyy is symmetric with respect to the

interchange of any pair of indices.

This is easily seen by the equation (B.IH]), together with the symmetry property involving the

second and third indices.[]



The possibility described in remark 2 will be considered below, and it will be argued that is not

realized in general models.

4.1 The case of zero torsion but non zero C,,,

In the following, it is studied the possibility of imposing the torsion to zero but allowing the quantity
O}, to be non trivial. It is argued however, that it is likely that there are no solutions, except in very
specific cases.

In order to see the complications for finding such solutions, it is of interest to consider a two

dimensional model. Recall that the choice of curvature considered here is given by

Ry = g*’ R

avf3’

R =R\ (4.25)

There are some subtle issues to be considered before proceed. In two dimensions, for a generic metric

9uv, the following simple formulas are valid in the Levi-Civita case
1
Ri,s =090 Ry =Z0/R. (4.26)

In addition, the scalar curvature is given by

_ 2R910
gl
On the other hand, the assumption that Cl, is non zero but T}, = 0, together with (3:20) implies

(4.27)

that, for the present case, the tensor RZ VB corresponds to the Levi-Civita one constructed in terms of
the metric Z,,,,. However, this do not imply that (£.26])-(4.27) are the appropriate ones for dealing with

the present case. The problem is that the definitions (4.25]) involve, in addition to Z,

v, the physical

metric g,,,. Nevertheless, the correct formulas can be found without difficulty. In order to find these
formulas, the quantities constructed entirely in terms of Z,,, will be denoted with a bar, for instance,
the curvature tensor is denoted as RZ VB and so on. Note that, even taking into account the subtlety

described above, the first formula (@.26)) is valid if Z,,, is taken as the metric. In other words

—pu —
Rauﬁ - 6“ ZB]OzR

v

In addition, one has that Egyﬁ = ngﬁ, since its definition at this point does not involve g,,. By
taking this into account, and by multiplying the last expression by the metric tensor ¢®?, it is found
that

1
RY=6/Z3R,  R= JZaR (4.28)

v =A]
It should be emphasized that neither the quantities with bar or without bars necessarily correspond
to the Levi-Civita case constructed entirely in terms of the physical metric g,,,. The formulas (4.28])
are the adequate for studying two dimensional solutions, as it will be done below.
Equipped with the machinery above, consider a generic two dimensional lagrangian. For fixing
ideas the following lagrangian
L = aRy,, R"™),
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will be considered, but there is nothing essential in this choice and can be replaced by other ones as

well. The equations of motion corresponding to this lagrangian are
«@
20 ) Riap) 9™ = 980 Riayy R = Ty (4.29)

By taking the trace it is found that
aR ) R™) =T. (4.30)

Thus, the equations of motion (£29]) may be written as
a
QOzR(W,)R(aﬁ)ga“ =14+ §gﬁyT. (4.31)

On the other hand, the formulas (£28]) shows that the last expression is equivalent to

o)) 2 —2 1

5 l98u(23)" =225, 25 + Zop ZYI R = T + 5950 T (4.32)
An interesting task may be to solve the equations ([£32]) for an homogeneous and isotropic model.
The matter fields sourcing the tensor T#” are assumed to depend only on the proper time ¢. Usually,
the equations of motion of the matter field depends on the metric, as for instance for an scalar field

or dust or radiation. Therefore one may assume that the metric has the standard form
g = dt? — a*(t)da>.

If this were not the case, an explicit dependence on the coordinate x may appear for the matter fields,
contradicting the previous hypothesis. It is also likely that the tensor Z,, is time dependent only.
This can be seen by assuming an explicit x dependence of 7, in (£32]), which implies that

fau(t)

R= ,
gg,,(Z:/y)2 — 2Z5VZ;/ + Za5ZS‘

for any choice of indices fv, with fg,(t) simple proper time functions. This is needed since the right
hand of ([A32]), which is related to the physical metric and the matter fields, is only time dependent.
To require such dependence for R regardless the choice of indices, for any matter field content, is very
restrictive. Therefore, it is safer to assume that the metric Z,, is x independent and has the general
dependence

Z =V (t)dt* — d?(t)dxdt — *(t)da?, (4.33)

with b(t), c¢(t) and d(t) functions to be determined by the dynamics. This does not imply any particular
constraint about R, since it will be automatically x independent.

The next task is to understand the consequences of the requirement of zero torsion. This will
follow from the relations ([BI6]) and ([B.23]). As the remark 2 shows, this in particular implies that
Clwa is symmetric with respect to the interchange of any indices. In order to derive the consequences
of this observations, one should recall that in two dimensions there are six independent components
of the symbols

Ypav = %(804ZPV + O0vZap — 3,;21@)7
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namely Y111, Y112, V211, Y222, Y221 and y122. The equations ([B.I6]) and ([B:23] for the case for which 17,
show then that

1 1
—01 299 = —§Z159ﬁ“3u922 — §Z2596“(5192u — Jug12),
1 1
—01Z12 = 521596“(5192p — O0ug12) — §Z2595“(25191u — Oug11)-
Explicitly, the last equations are
—2c¢ = b*aa — PH,  2d=—Hd. (4.34)

This relates ¢ and d to a and b, thus one may take a(t) and b(t) to be independent functions. In
these terms, one may employ the equations of motion (£.29) and the matter field equations to finally
determine a(t), b(t), c(t) and the matter fields ¢"(t) as functions of ¢. For instance, for a relativistic
simple fluid the equations (£32]), the energy conservation and the equation of state are respectively

1 d?logc® 1 d? [c? 2

2 [ 1 d?logc® 1 d? (2 2 3p 1
p [5—2 T aae (z??)] =3 TP (4.36)
1d?loge? 1 d? (¢ 2 3p a?
272 —
p+H(p+p)=0,  p=p(p). (4.38)

The first equation corresponds to the choice of indices xt and implies that d = 0. This information
was included when deriving the remaining equations. The system (436)-(438]) together with (£.34])
is enough for determining a(t), b(t), c(t) and p(t), once the state equation p = p(p) is given. Thus, at
this point, the solution of the model has been determined. The same procedure may apply to other
matter fields such as radiation or scalar fields.

However, this is not the end of the calculation. From the definition of W, (23] it is found that

a
Wi = 5 1y

2 ur)s

which, together with (BI8]) implies that

7 gl R
v = 5 V-
" \/ | Ry K

a(t)(9uw 27 = Zyuv)
(G 25 = Zyw)|

These constitute into new relations over the already determined time functions a(t), b(t) and c(t),

By use of (£28)) it is obtained that

Ly =

(4.39)

and in particular they imply that |Z,,| = |gu | This equality between the determinants imply the

following algebraic relation between the time functions



The problem is that those functions were already determined, and it is not granted that this algebraic
relation will hold for a generic choice of the state equation p(p) or even, for a generic choice of matter
fields. The full relations (£39]) are not expected to be satisfied either. The next step is to interpret the
reason for this negative result. Note that this reasoning in particular forbids the curvature to be the
standard Levi-Civita one constructed in terms of g,,,, as is a particular case of the present discussion

(which follows by requiring that C,,,, is zero).

4.2 The case with torsion turned on

The reason for which the equations of motion of the previous section were overdetermined is pretty
clear. The equations of motion and the equations ([4.39) are mandatory. Instead the equations (4.34])
about zero torsion were imposed by hand. This gives two constraints and, once they are applied, the
two equations (4.39)) are not satisfied. A simple counting shows that there are two extra equations for
the system to be determined, in this two dimensional example. This strongly suggest that to impose
the torsion to vanish is a practice to be avoided.

As the torsionless case seems dubious, the equations that arise when the torsion is turned on
become of interest. Until now, there is no warrant that a non trivial torsion exists, as it is not clear
that the system (3.24]) has non trivial solutions. The useful feature of the 1+ 1-dimensional case is that
there are only two independent components for the torsion, which are 7712 and T512. This converts

[B24)) it into a 2 x 2 linear system, which is an enormous simplification. By taking into account that

7-1_ 1 Z -4
7172 - 7271\ -z} zi )’

the solution of the resulting 2 x 2 system (3.24]) becomes

227+ 7272 1 1
Tyg = —+—1 L22 1\ (2 YW 2002, — 0,211) — =(Z" Y (2 0 Zay — 0,72
112 27172 — 27177 2( )5(201Z,1 — 0, Z11) 2( V(0221 + 0125y — 0, Z012)
Z 72 4 7272 11
Dogry — O — 201 22 (7 WWN20, 2,0 — 0,2
+02911 1912] 221123_2221%2 2( )} (202 u2 i 22)
1
—5(2_1)5(312;& + 0221y, — OpZon) + 01922 — 32912] ;

To1o = L2+ D7 1(Z_1)“(282 0,711) 1(2_1)“(62 + 01 Zoy — 0, 712)
212 — QZ%ZZQ—QZ%Z% 9 2 14pu1 w11 9 1\V24u1 1424 1412

(Z_1)¥(262Zu2 - auZ22)

Z izl 4 7172 11
o ) 241 242 -
+02911 1912] + 2211222 — 2221Z12 5

1
- 5(2_1)5(51%2 + 0221y — OuZo1) + 01922 — 62912] ) (4.40)

This is a non trivial solution and gives confidence that, for generic space time dimensions, a non
trivial torsion is to be expected to appear for the models under study. But the important point is

that it presence avoids the equation (434]), and the number of equations will match the number of

13



unknowns for the two dimensional isotropic homogeneous case. The price is to work with a curvature

qu, 5 constructed in terms of the connection

« ro

1
8 =1Wfy b 478 = 5(Zfl)ﬁﬂ(aoéZW + 0y Zap — 0uZua) + TO@HZVp(Z*I)Bu

+ T8 Zpa( 27 + T

rva?

(4.41)

which is more cumbersome, due to the dependence shown in ([£40]). The system of equations describing
the theory is then
A A
R%g,, = 0,5 — 0,15 + 3,18, — 3,05, (4.42)
together with (2.1), which is quoted below by clarity

oL L )
— —quw = KT,,. 4.43
Do 2 Gu KLy ( )

[ g , 10L

The system described by (4.42])-(£43]) and the matter field equations constitute the full field equations.

Here

The fact that the torsion is turned on may be healthy for the system to be well posed, although the

resulting equations are apparently more complex.

4.3 The argument for non trivial torsion in any dimension

As discussed above, the presence of torsion may be helpful for issues related to the existence of
solutions. The discussion above suggest the following argument ensuring the presence of a non trivial
torsion, in any dimensions.

Assume that the torsion vanishes. Then the full connection corresponds to the Christoffel symbols
nya constructed in terms of the metric Z,g3, as is directly seen by inspection of (3.22)). The curvature

R s 1s constructed in terms of these symbols and the corresponding Ricci tensor R, turns out to be

symmetric. By taking this into account, equations of motion (£42]) reduce to

Rg,w = Fﬁa;w (gum 8ozguu7 aaaﬁguua Zuua 804Zuua 8ozaﬁzuu)- (445)

On the other hand, the use of the basic definition of Z,z in ([B.18) allows to write the last equation in

the following schematic form
Rg;w = FBam/(Qum OG> 000891s Ryuvs Oa Ry, 3aaBRuu)- (4.46)
By contracting indices, one may obtain from (£.46]) a system of equations of the form
R = Fuu(9uws Oa9uw> 000890, Ruv, Oa Ry, 0005 Ryuw),

which determine the generalized Ricci tensor R, as a function of the metric g,,,. Once R, have been

found in terms of the g, , the equations (£Z45]) determine the generalized curvature tensor.

14



le%
Buv

equations of motion ([A43]) take the following form

Now that this curvature Rf  is characterized, at least implicitly, in terms of g,,, the remaining

F(guua Ruu) = T;ZZ; (447)

where T, is the matter field energy-momentum tensor. These equation of motions are to be supple-

mented with the ones for the matter fields ¢™
E"™ (G OuGuw @™, 0pd™, 0, 0,¢™) = 0. (4.48)

As ([@.43)) and (4.48]) determine the curvature functional form as R, = Ry (guvs Oaguws 0aOpguy), the
equations (A.47)-(4.48)) are a system of equations for finding g,,, and the matter fields ¢™ as a functions
on the space time. In these terms, the solutions of the model can been found. The problem is that

the condition of zero torsion tacitly assumed implies, by use of ([BI6), that

C,uua = Lavp,

and therefore C),, is completely symmetric under the interchange of any pair of indices. This gives
a set of relations that is hardly satisfied by the already determined solution. Note that the number
of relations grow with the number or dimensions. Therefore, it is likely that the torsion should be

turned on for finding solutions, otherwise this inconsistency will appear.

5. Discussion

In the present work, the theories described by a lagrangian of the functional form L = L(R,,)) with
RE = ¢of ngﬁ were considered, by finding the equations of motion corresponding to the Palatini
formalism. This complements the studies of reference [4], which considers the choice EW = Rli.
These choices are physically inequivalent and the resulting theories are different. In particular, in the
type of theories considered in [4], there is a projective symmetry that allows to dispose the torsion
field. In the present type of models instead, it is likely that there is not such a symmetry. It was
argued in the text that in the present case the torsion is non trivial and may in fact be healthy for
the resulting equations to be well posed. It may be an interesting task to understand causality issues
about the simpler two dimensional scenario described above, the existence and uniqueness of solutions,
the role of diffeomorphisms and the existence or absence of superluminal modes.

When this paper was finished, we realized about the existence of the reference [54] which have
some partial overlap with the present work. However, this reference emphasize the circumstances in
which the torsion results trivial, and furthermore, in which situations the resulting connection is the
Levi-Civita one. Some preliminary examples were found in [55]. The present work instead is more
focused in characterizing the torsion, at least implicitly. The fact that these theories posses an intrinsic
torsion if of interest, specially when fermions are turned on. The way that fermions may couple to the

gravitational field in the model presented here may lead to interesting effects to be studied further.
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Examples can be found in the extensive reviews [56]-[57] and references therein. But it should be
mentioned that a contact spin torsion interaction can have phenomenological consequences at high
energies such as the ones corresponding the early universe. This may have influence, for instance,
in primordial nucleosynthesis. Furthermore, there exist experiments employing polarized media and
bodies in order to detect torsion [59]. In addition, axial-vector type interactions between matter field
interactions may give forward-backward asymmetry of particle scattering. Further consequences in
particle physics are described, for instance, in [58]. Another interesting feature is that the presence
of torsion may lead to a singularity avoidance [56]. There exists models with effective energy density
and pressure due to torsion contributions, for which the torsion plays the role of quintessence [75].
Further applications in cosmology may be considered following, for instance, references [53]-[68] and
[69]-[72].

As a final remark we would like to emphasize that the solution for the torsion found in the previous
sections for the 1 4+ 1 dimensional case may have interesting applications, even taking into account its
low dimensionality. In order to motivate this, recall that the four dimensional chiral anomalies can be
understood by studying the Dirac sea in two dimensions [76]. In the same spirit, it may be of interest
to consider two dimensional models for fermions as a toy model for domain wall interactions with such
particles. In particular, if torsion effects may have some influence on phenomena such as CP violation
or baryogenesis. Of course, due to the non linearity of the gravitational field, it is not totally valid to
describe a four dimensional scenario with two translational spatial symmetries with a two dimensional
gravitational model. Nevertheless, to do so may serve for gaining intuition about qualitative aspects
of these effects. In this context, the models presented here may be of particular interest, and further

studies about their solutions may be worthwhile.
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