arXiv:2111.11020v1 [gr-gc] 22 Nov 2021

The Einstein and Mgller energy-momentum complexes
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ABSTRACT

In the first and second post-Newtonian approximation of the Schwarzschild
metric, I obtain the energy component of the Einstein and Mgller energy-
momentum complex. Both energies involve the rest-mass energy m, the
energy stored in the configuration and that in the gravitational field, but the
energies of Schwarzschild spacetime in the Einstein and Mgller prescriptions
are the total mass-energy M. First, for general relativity, the rest-mass
energy m in the flat spacetime behaves like the bare mass, and the total mass-
energy M in the curved spacetime behaves like the experimentally observed
mass. Second, the zero-potential surface is important condition for defining
the energy of gravitational field, and plays an important role in the energy-

momentum localization of general relativity.
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In the evolution of physics, its unity is maintained by a network of corre-
spondence principles, through which simpler theories maintain their vitality
by links to more sophisticated but more accurate ones. The correspondence
between the newer theory and its predecessor gives one the ability to recover
the older theory from the newer. In view of Newton’s theory of gravitation
which is inconsistent with special relativity, Einstein was published general
relativity based on equivalence principle, where the gravitational field is de-
scribed by a metric. Furthermore, general relativity will reduce to Newton’s
theory of gravity in the limit of weak gravitational fields and low velocities.
Einstein [I] built the Newtonian limit into general relativity, and also com-
puted the precession of the perihelion which is one of the post-Newtonian
effects. The formalism of Newtonian theory plus post-Newtonian corrections
is called the “post-Newtonian approximation” [2].

One of the most important themes of general relativity is the energy-
momentum localization which has no satisfactory solution. At present there
is not an accepted definition of the localized energy-momentum associated
with the gravitational field. Nevertheless, several approaches have been car-
ried out to study the energy-momentum localization. A number of def-
initions for energy-momentum complexes in general relativity have been
given by many authors, including Einstein [3], Mgller [4], Tolman [5], Papa-
petrou [6], Bergmann and Thomson [7], Landau and Lifshitz [8], and Wein-
berg [9]. Energy-momentum complexes are coordinate-dependent pseudoten-
sorial quantities, except Mgller, which can be used in quasi-Cartesian coor-
dinates, more precisely in Schwarzschild Cartesian coordinates [10], in Kerr-
Schild Cartesian coordinates [11], and in generalized Painlevé-Gullstrand
Cartesian coordinates [I2]. Yang et al. [I3] have shown that the energy
component of the energy-momentum complexes in Einstein prescription Eg
and in Mgller prescription Ey; will be unlike beside vacuum case T = 0
earlier. Then, Vagenas [14], Matyjasek [15] and Yang [12] attempt to find
out the relation formula about Fg and FE\;. In this article, according to the
post-Newtonian approximation, I will study the difference between Eg and

FE\p, and their relationship.



In order to obtain conserved quantities, Einstein introduce the energy-

momentum complex

OF = V=g (T} +1)), (1)
which satisfies the differential conservation form 9,04 = 0. Here T} is the
energy-momentum tensor of matter and ¢# is the energy-momentum pseu-
dotensor from the gravitational field. Hence, an antisymmetric U%* in the
indices p and p could be introduced mathematically as
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which is called “superpotential”. In the Einstein prescription, the energy-

momentum complex is
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and in the Mgller prescription, the energy-momentum complex reads
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Thus, the energy within the chosen region > would be shown to be
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In the weak-field case, for the solar system, the Schwarzschild metric can

be expanded to give the first post-Newtonian form
ds® = (1 —2¢)dt* — (1 + 2¢)(dz” + dy* + d2?). (8)

Here ¢ is the Newton’s gravitational potential, and normalized such that
¢(c0) = 0. To begin with, the corresponding Freud superpotential H' is

obtained
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and be expanded in powers of ¢ as

HY' = [40;¢ + O(¢”)] I? (10)

The energy component of the Einstein energy-momentum complex is evalu-
ated to be
1
00 = —V?p, 11

and these higher-order terms O(¢?) is ignored. Eventually, in the Einstein
prescription, the energy within the region > that includes mass distribution
is given by

Eg = ﬁ/zv%d%. (12)
Since the gravitational potential satisfes the field equation with a matter

density p
V3¢ = 4mp (13)

and the total mass is defined by
/ pd>z = m. (14)
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Hence, the energy in the Einstein prescription can be rewritten to
Eg =m. (15)

Subsequently, the corresponding Mgller superpotential is found to be

i J1+20, o at
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which is expanded in power of ¢ as

Xo' = [20:6 + O(¢")] x; (17)

The energy component of the Mgller energy-momentum complex is described

to

MOp = %v% + O(¢?). (18)

After the higher-order terms O(¢?) is ignored, the energy in the Mgller pre-

scription with the region Y is exhibited



The term of the right-hand side in Eq.(15) and Eq.(19) is the “rest-mass

" as the invariant mass is the rest energy in special relativity.

energy’
Next, the second post-Newtonian form of the Schwarzschild metric is
considered for post-Newtonian corrections to the Newtonian treatment [9]
ds® =(1 — 2¢ + 2¢%)dt* — (1 + 2¢ + ¢*)(dz® + dy2 + d=?)

¢2 (20)
- ﬁ(xdx + ydy + zdz)>.

Therefore, the Freud superpotential is given
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The energy component of the Einstein energy-momentum complex is
Q5 = iv% + i[gbv% + (V)] + 1y. ¢—2f (22)
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and the energy in the Einstien prescription can be shown
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Here, the second term of Eq.(23) represents the energy stored in the config-
uration
1
Econﬁg = 5 / p(bds (24>
by
and the third term represents the energy stored in the gravitational field
1
Eta = — [ (Vo)*d’z. 25
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Thus, the energy in the Einstien prescription can be rewritten to
1 ¢2 ~ —
EE =m + Econﬁg + Eﬁold + — —7r-da. (26)
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Afterward the corresponding Mogller superpotential is found
o
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The energy component of the Mgller energy-momentum complex is described

as
1 1
M6 = Vi — — [oV70 + (Vo)’] + O(¢) (28)
To ignore the higher-order terms O(¢%), the energy in the Mgller prescription
with the region X is exhibited as

EM =m — 4chonﬁg - 4Ejﬁeld (29>
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In summary, I obtain the energy of the Schwarzschild spacetime in the
first post-Newtonain approximation by using the Einstein and Mgller energy-

momentum complexes, and the results can be rewritten as
EE =m -+ (Econﬁg + Eﬁeld + —% —7 - dd (30)
%

and

Exvi =m — 4 (Eeonsig + Efield) - (31)

First, both energies Er and F); involve the rest-mass energy m, the energy
stored in the configuration Feons, and that in the gravitational field Ffeq and
all terms can be realized in special relativity and Newton’s theory of gravity.
However, in Schwarzschild spacetime, the energies in the Einstein and Mgller
prescriptions are

B = By = M, (32)

which M is the “total mass-energy” [2] . Referring to quantum electrody-
namics, due to vacuum polarization, bare mass and bare charge of electrons
are not measurable. Hence, for general relativity, the rest-mass energy m in
the flat spacetime behaves like bare mass, and the total mass-energy M in
the curved spacetime behaves like the experimentally observable mass. The
total mass-energy M can be regarded as a modified m. Second, the difference

of energy between the Einstein and Mgller prescriptions [13] is defined as
AE = Eg — By, (33)

giving
AE =D b v da +— O da (34)
8 on T

While gravitational potentlal qb = 0 or gravitational field V¢ = 0 in the
region 0%, the difference of energy AFE will become zero. Let us turn
our attention to the calculation of potential energy, the definition of zero-
potential surface is primarily important condition. In the Einstein prescrip-
tion, the first derivative of the metric g,, , was required to be zero, so the
zero-potential surface of the Einstein energy-momentum complex is a flat
spacetime. However, there is no manifest condition in the Mgller prescrip-
tion, and the zero-potential surface of the Mgller energy-momentum complex

can not be described. The zero-potential surface will be an important role in



the energy-momentum localization of general relativity and should be con-
sidered seriously. Meanwhile, the choice of reference in the boundary term
of the quasi-local energy expressions [16] and the role of thermodynamic

potential [12] I7], could be associated with the quasi-localized energy.
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