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Abstract

We derive the equations of motion of an action-dependent version of the Einstein-Hilbert
Lagrangian, as a specific instance of the Herglotz variational problem. Action-dependent La-
grangians lead to dissipative dynamics, which cannot be obtained with the standard method
of Lagrangian field theory. First-order theories of this kind are relatively well understood,
but examples of singular or higher-order action-dependent field theories are scarce. This work
constitutes an example of such a theory. By casting the problem in clear geometric terms
we are able to obtain a Lorentz invariant set of equations, which contrasts with previous

attempts.
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1 Background and motivation

Most of the physical systems of interest in physics admit a description in terms of a variational
principle: physical solutions are the extrema of some functional defined on the state of all possible
evolutions of the system, called the action. If the action is defined in terms of the integral of
a Lagrangian then its extrema are precisely the solutions to the Euler-Lagrange equations of
the Lagrangian. For mechanical systems, i.e. systems in which solutions are functions only of
time, the phase space can be equipped with a symplectic structure. From this point of view,
time evolution is just the flow generated by the Hamiltonian of the system, and one has at
one’s disposal all of the tools known from symplectic mechanics: Poisson bracket, Noether’s
theorem, etc. The geometric framework can be generalized to field theories using, for instance,
the multisymplectic formalism.

This description, nevertheless, excludes a large class of systems, namely dissipative systems.
In some cases the phase space for such systems is naturally equipped with a contact structure,
which can in many ways be seen as the odd dimensional analogue of a symplectic structure (see
[GG22] for a more general discussion). What in the symplectic world were conservation laws,
now become dissipation laws [Gas+20b]. Contact structures have made appearances in various
fields in recent years: reversible and non-reversible thermodynamics [Bral9; Mru+91; Sim-+20],
quantum mechanics [CCM18], statistical mechanics [Got16], cosmology [Laz+17; Slo21] or elec-
tromagnetism [GM22]. The contact framework is well understood for mechanical systems, see
[Gas+20b; Gei08; LL19a; LL21; LL19b; Leé+21; Ledé+22b]. The field theory analog, mul-
ticontact geometry is under current development, see [Gas+20a; Gas+21; GGB03; Leb+22a)
for recent efforts. One of the main challenges is a successful understanding of singular and
higher-order theories.

In this work we study one such theory, namely a dissipative version of Einstein gravity. To
circumvent the difficulties coming from the as of now not fully understood contact formalism,
we make use of the fact that contact systems, when seen from the Lagrangian point of view,
can also be formulated in terms of a variational principle, the Herglotz variational principle.
The Lagrangians that fit in this framework are called action-dependent. We apply variational
calculus to derive the analog of the Euler-Lagrange equations, the Herglotz equations, for this
system. This is of relevance since examples of singular or higher-order dissipative field theories
are scarce in the literature.

The result obtained is also relevant to the study of modifications of Einstein’s theory of
gravity, that would explain some observations of cosmological phenomena that do not fit within
the current picture, as well as open avenues towards the successful quantisation of gravity.
A survey of theories of this kind is in [ORW20] and in [Bak+17]. In [Laz+17; PLZ22], the
same Lagrangian we introduce was studied. We frame it within the broader context of the

Herglotz variational principle and dissipative theories. In this sense this work is complementary



to [Laz+17], in terms of clarifying the geometric nature of the objects at play and writing down
a set of equations that is Lorentz invariant, as opposed to the ones originally derived. This issue
is also remedied in [PLZ22].

The work is organised as follows: in Section 2 we introduce the Herglotz variational principle
and show how it can be equivalently formulated as a constrained optimisation problem. This
allows one to use calculus of variations to derive the correct Herglotz equations of motion,
especially relevant for field theories. In Section 3 we apply this language to a dissipative version
of the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian to derive its field equations. In Section 4 we discuss how
these equations differ from the ones originally derived in [Laz+17] and why they are a Lorentz

invariant generalisation of them.

2 The Herglotz variational problem

This section presents the theory of action-dependent Lagrangians. The main appeal of this
formalism is that it allows for the description of non-conservative systems in terms of a variational
principle, which is in general not possible with standard Lagrangian mechanics. The problem
of finding the stationary paths of the action given by a Lagrangian of this sort is known as the
Herglotz problem [Her30]. The main difficulty of this variational problem is that, as opposed
to the standard variational problem of Lagrangian mechanics, it is an implicit optimisation
problem.

The phase space of an action-dependent Lagrangian theory can be equipped with a contact
structure. Hence, from the Hamiltonian point of view, contact geometry is the natural framework
in which to describe dissipative dynamics. This is well-understood for mechanics, but not
mature enough for field theories, in particular for second-order theories like the Hilbert-Einstein
Lagrangian. This work will focus on the Lagrangian picture and variational methods.

There are several ways of deriving the equations of motion of a Herglotz variational principle
in mechanics. The original version, defines a functional on trajectories in terms of the solution to
a differential equation determined by the trajectory. We refer to this as the implicit approach.
Alternatively, one can implement the action-dependence as a non-holonomic constraint on a
standard variational problem defined on a larger configuration space and use standard variational
methods. There are two distinct ways of implementing non-holonomic constraints, which are
referred to as the vakonomic method and the non-holonomic method. For the Herglotz principle
in mechanical systems, they are shown to be equivalent in [LLM21], in the sense that they lead
to the same equations.

The implicit approach to the Herglotz principle for field theories presents a difficulty because
the differential equation that needs to be solved is now a partial differential equation. Neverthe-
less, this has been successfully done for a particular class of first-order field theories in [GGB03;

Laz+18]. Here we instead follow [LLM21] and use the constrained approach.



This is, to the authors’ knowledge, the first time that the equations of motion for a second-
order action-dependent field theory have been derived. Hence, although the resulting equations
are physically and geometrically sound, they cannot be compared to other results of this sort.
This is relevant because, in general, the vakonomic and non-holonomic methods are not equiva-
lent, and only one of them leads to the desired result [GMMO3]. This is clarified by the authors
in collaboration with M. Lainz and X. Rivas in [Gas+22]. The key result is that when the action
dependence is closed then both methods are equivalent.

We now present the Herglotz principle for mechanical systems and first order-field theories,

and show how the Herglotz equations are derived using the vakonomic method.

2.1 The Herglotz variational problem as constrained optimisation

An action-dependent Lagrangian is defined on the configuration space of the non-dissipative
theory expanded with an extra degree of freedom. This additional degree of freedom is on-shell
interpreted as the action.

In detail, consider @) x R, where @ is the configuration space which is enlarged by an extra
dimension. The Lagrangian is defined as a function L: T'(Q x R) that is only zeroth-order on z,
that is, if (¢°, 2) is a local chart of @ x R and (¢', 2,4, 2) the corresponding local trivialisation
of T(Q x R), then L does not depend on Z (or equivalently, dL annihilates the vertical vector

field %) The constraint one imposes is

z= L(qi,qi,z), (1)

so that for trajectories that satisfy the constraint we have

() = =(0) + [ L(al0) ), 2(0) ©)

and indeed z tracks the action along the path, as claimed.
Let Q(1,qq,qp, Sa) be the set of curves (q,z) : I = [a,b] — @ x R such that ¢(a) = qq,

q(b) = qp, z(a) = sq. The Herglotz problem is to determine the extrema of the functional

S : Q(Ia qa7Qb7sa) — R

(q,2) — z(a) — 2(b),

subject to Equation (1). For trajectories that satisy the constraint we have

b
S5(q,2) = 2(b) — z(a) :/a L(q(t),4(t), =(t)) dt, 3)

which resembles the classical expression of the action.

This optimization problem can be formulated equivalently using the method of Lagrange



multipliers [LLM21]. Consider the Lagrangian

L(Qa Z, Cja Z) =Z- )‘(Z - L(q, Z,(j)) )

where A is the Lagrange multiplier. Then the extrema of S subject to Equation (1) will be the

unconstrained extrema of:

S : Q(I,qa,Qb,SG) — R

b . (4)
(g,2) b—>/a L(q(t),q(t), 2(t), 2(t)) dt .

Because we are looking for unconstrained extrema, they will be the solutions of the Euler-

Lagrange equations for L. The equation for z is

_OL _doL _\IL
9z dtoi: T 0z ’

or equivalently

: oL
A= -2 (5)

The Euler-Lagrange equations for the other coordinates are

_ oL doL oL oL ,doL
9¢t dtogt T 9g gt dt 9¢¢”’

and after substituting in Equation (5) and dividing through by A one finds

Lo ao ovor
¢t dtogt 0z 9¢t

These are the Herglotz equations.

2.2 Action-dependent field theory

We now introduce the Herglotz problem for field theories and derive the corresponding Herglotz

equations.

2.2.1 Classical field theory and Lagrangian densities

The passage from mechanics to field theory requires some care. The given data is usually some
smooth fiber bundle E over a base M of dimension n, which we assume to be orientable and
hence endowed with at least a volume form. The base M is usually, but not always, taken to
represent spacetime. Field configurations are sections of this bundle, and the values that the
field takes are modelled by the fiber of E. The basic problem is to identify the configurations

that are extrema of a given action functional S: I'(E) — R. The action is usually written as



the integral of a Lagrangian over a region D C M of the base, i.e. a Lagrangian is some sort of

map from field configurations to top forms of M, £: I'(E) — Q"(M), such that

s©) = | £(). ™

One of the fundamental constraints on L is that it be local, i.e. L£(¢), should only depend on
the value of the field ¢ at p a finite number of its derivatives at p. In other words, £ is to be a
bundle map from the k-th jet bundle of E, J*E, to the bundle of top forms A" T*M, in such a
way that if j¥¢ € T'(J¥E) is the prolongation of some field configuration ¢ € I'(E) then

s@) = [ Loie. (8)

The integer k is called the order of the Lagrangian. Volume forms are one-dimensional, which
means that for a given choice of coordinates of the base, z* then there exists a unique L: J'E —

R such that, on the coordinate domain,
Lojlo=(Lojl¢)d"s, (9)

where d"z is the local volume form of M induced by the coordinates.
Using the calculus of variations one can show that the stationary configurations of an action

functional defined by a first order Lagrangian satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equations of field theory

OL oL

oo~ o "

These expression make sense given the choice of a local trivialisation of E, (z#, ¢*), which gives
rise to a local trivialisation of J'E, (2, %, gbZ) Note that the Einstein summation convention

is assumed from this point on, unless otherwise stated.

2.2.2 The action flux

We now wish to generalise this description to account for action dependent Lagrangians. A

cursory look at the Herglotz equations would suggest a field theoretic analog of the form

oL _ s oL N OL OL
dpr oL 9¢u Dzt

(10)

This equations are the ones also proposed in the literature [Gas+21; Laz+18; Le6+22a]. The
question is then what should the geometric nature of z be. In the language of bundles we have

just introduced, the constraint in Equation (1) becomes

z(b) — z(a) = Lo j*q. (11)



The field theoretic version should then be

/aDzz/Dcoj%, (12)

where D C M is an n-dimensional submanifold of M over which we wish to extremise the action.
It is now clear that z must be a form of degree n—1 so that it can be integrated over submanifolds
of the base M of codimension 1. In other words, z is the action flux. The differential version of
Equation (11) is then

dz = Lo j*¢. (13)

analogous to Equation (1).

There is, by way of contraction with a volume form, an isomorphism between (n — 1)-forms
and vector fields, such that the exterior derivative becomes the divergence. In particular, a
choice of coordinates z* on the base induces a trivialisation (z*,2”) on A" ' T*M, in such a

way that for « € AT;M

aiv Jdz, (14)

where the symbol 1 denotes the contraction of a tangent vector with a form. Then, for a

ap = 2"(ap)

differential form, z, of degree n — 1 whose components in these coordinates are z”, it holds that
dz = 0,2"d"x. (15)
This means that the coordinate expression of Equation (13) is

0,2 = L(¢", 62). (16)

For some bundle E — M the corresponding Herglotz problem is formulated in the enlarged
bundle E @ A" 1 T*M — M, where & is the Whitney sum. Consider a Lagrangian of the form
L:JE® N\N"IT*M — N"T*M (so that crucially £ does not depend on any of the derivatives
of the action flux). The Herglotz problem for field theory is then to find the sections (¢, z) that

extremise the functional S(¢,z) = [, 2z subject to the constraint dz = L. If (¢,2) is one such

S(gb,z):/aDz:/Ddz:/Dﬁo(jqu,z),

and we can interpret S as the action.

section then

2.2.3 Constrained optimisation in field theory

Just like before, we turn this constrained optimisation problem into an unconstrained one us-

ing Lagrange multipliers. The expanded action for a first order Lagrangian, in analogy with



Equation (6), is
§(6,2) = /D (1= A\)dz+ALo (¢, 2)] = /D A" [(1 — N9 + AL(¢%, 9,6%, 2")].  (17)
Let us write down the integrand of Equation (17) as an expanded Lagrangian:
Lo (L, j'2) = L% 0,67, 2, 0,2") A"z = [(1 — N2 + AL(9%, 8,6, 2)] A"z (18)

Note that £ is now the Lagrangian for a theory defined on the expanded bundle J'E &
JUAVYT*M — M, so z is a dynamical degree of freedom.

Given that the Lagrangian is of first order, extrema of this action functional will be solutions
to the Euler-Lagrange equations for this Lagrangian, which become the Herglotz equations upon
imposing the constraint. We write them down in the next section. Nevertheless there is nothing
preventing one from calculating the explicit variation of the action, which leads to the equations

of motion for a theory of any order. This is the approach we follow in the next section.

2.2.4 The Herglotz equations for field theory

Finally, we derive the Herglotz equations for field theory from the expanded Lagrangian in
Equation (18). The equations for the action flux are
oL oL oL oL

= A= £ 0, (M) = A= 4+ 9, ),

0= 9w o ~ o 92

where (1, 2", z;7) is the trivialisation of J LA™ L T*M) induced by the choice of coordinates on

the base, as defined by Equation (14). Rearranging, one obtains

oL
dA=-As=. (19)

This equation actually constrains the type of action dependence that is allowed in L. We will
see later on that in the context of relativity it forces the dissipation form to be closed.

The equations for the field are

oL oL oL oL oL

=900~ Pags = agn ~ ONagm ~ M npge

and, after substituting in Equation (19) and dividing through by A, we arrive at the field

theoretical Herglotz equations

oL _ aL oL oL
_H —— 4 2= =0. 2
oo~ %agy T omogy " (20)



3 Action-dependent Einstein gravity

In this section we apply the language and tools developed in the previous section to the specific
case of Einstein gravity. We first describe the Lagrangian from which the Einstein field equations

come and then introduce an action-dependent version of it and derive its field equations.

3.1 The Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian

As is well-known, the Einstein field equations can be obtained from a variational principle. The
classical Lagrangian that gives rise to these equations is the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian. We
formulate it in the language of Section 2.2.1. The field of interest in relativity is the metric on
the given spacetime M —which we take to be of dimension 4 and orientable from now on—.
Hence the bundle of interest to us is a subbundle of the second symmetric power of the cotangent
bundle of M,

S2T*M — M. (21)

Specifically it is the subbundle determined by the condition of non-degeneracy. We denote it by
G(M) — M.

As advertised, the theory of general relativity is a second-order theory, which means that
the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian must be a bundle map from J?G (M) to A" T* M. Specifically,
given a metric g € I'(G(M)),

Lrw o j?g = R(g)w,. (22)

Here we use w, to denote the volume form determined by g, which in a choice of coordinates x#

becomes

Vadiz, (23)

where /g is the square root of the absolute value of the determinant of the expression of the
metric in the coordinates x*. The other factor, R(g), is the scalar curvature of g, which is

defined as the trace of the Ricci tensor:

R(g) = tr(g~"' Ric(g)). (24)

The Ricci tensor is of type (0,2), so by contracting with g=!, the metric induced on T*M, we
obtain a (1, 1) tensor, whose trace is well-defined. The coordinate expression of the components

of the Ricci tensor, Ry, is
Rap = amrmab - 8armmb + menrnab - Fmamrnmba (25)

where I'(; are the Christoffel symbols of the Levi-Civita connection determined by g. These

contain first derivatives of the metric, so Ry and hence R contain second derivatives of the

10



metric, and the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian is indeed of second order.

The Einstein-Hilbert action is therefore

Seulg) = /D oy /D Rygd'e, (26)

for some domain D on which the integral is finite. A variation of this action leads one to the
Einstein field equations

Rap — %gabR =0. (27)

More precisely, these are the Einstein field equations in a vacuum, since one can add various
matter terms to the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian which lead to the Einstein equations in the
presence of matter,

Rap — 39aR = Tap. (28)

The object Ty is the energy-momentum tensor and collects all of the terms coming from the
presence of matter. See §4 of [Car97] for a detailed derivation.

3.2 An action dependent Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian

What kind of action dependence can we incorporate into the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian? The
simplest one is a linear dissipation term:

Lryo (j%g,2) = Rwy, — 0 A 2. (29)

Now Lg.p is defined on the expanded bundle, G(M) & A3 T*M — M. Hence 0 must be a 1-form
on M, which we will refer to as the dissipation form.

The coordinate expression of this dissipation term is

X X

ONz= (eu dzt) A <ZV%J d4$) = HHZV dz” A <%_| d4x) = Huz“ d*z
where once again we use the coordinates defined in Equation (14). Then Equation (29) becomes
Lrno (j%g,2) = (R\/g — 0,2") d*z. (30)

This Lagrangian does not exactly match the one proposed in Equation (9) of [Laz+17]. The
discrepancy is down to a different choice of coordinates. Indeed, in the previous computation
we used the isomorphism between Q3(M) and I'(T' M) induced by contracting with d*z. Instead
we may contract with the volume form induced by the metric, wy. Let (#* be the components of

z in this new choice of coordinates, i.e.

0 0
z= C“ijg = C“\/ﬁaqud‘lm,

11



which implies 2# = ,/g¢#. In these new coordinates Equation (30) looks like

Len o (5°9,2) = (Ry/g — 0,"/g) d*x = (R — 0,0")w,. (31)

This is the Lagrangian proposed in Equation (9) of [Laz+17].
We now write down the constraint in Equation (13) for this Lagrangian. In the original

coordinates for the action flux we have
dz = 02" dz,

SO
Ozt = R\/g — 0,2". (32)

In the other set of coordinates, induced by contracting with wg, one sees
dz = 9,(Vg¢H) d's = V(' /g die = V,.(Fwg,

where V is the covariant derivative induced by g. We have made use of a useful identity about
the divergence:

B L Iz
VX! = Z0,(/5X") (33)

This is the statement that the divergence induced by the volume form of a metric coincides with
the trace of the covariant derivative.

In the new coordinates the constraint becomes
V“C“ =R- HHCM, (34)
which is the same form that appears in Equation (8) of [Laz+17].

3.3 Derivation of the field equations

We now apply the method of Lagrange multipliers, as described in previous section, to derive a

modified version of Einstein’s equations. The expanded Lagrangian is
Lrmo (52g,5'2) = [(1 — N0,z + A(Ry/g — 0,2")] d*x.

We will compute the variation of the corresponding expanded action, S(g, z) = [p Lgy o

(729, 4'2), with respect to the two dynamical degrees of freedom, z and g.

12



3.3.1 Variation of the action flux

The variation with respect to the action flux is

55(g,2) = /D [(1— A)08,2" + A(S(Ry/g) — 0,02)] d'e
= — VA z 4.%' 4$
_ /D (1= N8 — N8+ da + /D M(RG)d

_ /D 9, (1 — \)o=1) d'e + /D (9 — A0,)62 dbe + /D N(RyG) de. (35)

The first integral is a boundary term coming from an integration by parts. It vanishes if we
assume the variations vanish at the boundary of D. If the action is stationary then its variation
must vanish for any variation of the fields. This means that the second term of Equation (35)
must vanish, since in particular we may choose not to vary the metric. Hence, the quantity inside

the brackets must vanish, since it vanishes when integrated against any variation. Therefore
O = N0,,. (36)

In other words, dA = A0. As we had advertised before, this forces the dissipation form 6 to be
closed, as

d(A0) = dAA O+ AdO = NI A O+ AdO = \do,

hence
Adf = d(\0) = d®X =0,

and we conclude df = 0 provided A does not vanish.

3.3.2 Variation of the metric

We retake the calculation from Equation (35). We may now only consider the last integral, as
we can vary g and z independently. We will follow the derivation in [Car97] for as long as we
can. In particular, we take the spacetime M to be closed, and hence avoid consideration of
Gibbons-Hawking-York type boundary terms. Since R,/g = g“bRab\/ﬁ, from the product rule

its variation results in three terms:

/ M(RYG) die = / A6g™ Rap /G dar + / g6 Rap /G dr + / ARSgd'z (37
D D D D

The first term is already in the form required to apply the fundamental theorem of the calculus

of variations. For the third one uses the standard result

09 = — /9909

13



The first and third terms of Equation (37) can be combined into

/ A(Rap — L Rga) 9™ /g d*a. (38)
D

In the standard derivation of Einstein’s equations, one shows that the middle integral of Equa-
tion (37) actually vanishes, so that if Equation (38) is to vanish for any variation dgq, or
equivalently for any variation of the inverse metric g, the integrand of Equation (38) itself
must vanish. This gives Einstein’s equations. In the presence of A\, however, the middle integral
does not vanish and contributes additional terms to the equations.

We compute the variation of the middle integral in Equation (37). The variation of the Ricci

curvature can be shown to be
90 Rap = g™ (V0T ™ty — VT " p) = Vi (g™0T "ty — g"0T ™) (39)

SO

/ A6 Rap /G de = / AV (g6T o — g6 ) /G A,
D D

and if A weren’t there this integral would vanish because of the divergence theorem and the fact
that the variations vanish on the boundary of D. In the presence of A we perform an integration

by parts:

/ AG?6 Rap /G de =
D
= / AV, (9?81 o — g"P0T™ )\ /g d*a
D

- / Vo (Mo 0 — g0 ) ) Vg d - / (V) (g™ 6T g, — g0 6T™,) /g d 2.
D D

The first integral vanishes because it is the integral of a divergence and the variations vanish on
the boundary of D. The second integral is where the additional terms will come from. We split
it into two terms.

The variation of the Christoffel symbols can be shown to be
00 = 59" (Vebgbm + Vidgme = Vimdgee)- (40)
Using this and Equation (36) (since V,A = 9,A) we compute for the first integral
_ /D (Vo A)g ™ol /Gt = —1 /D A0ng™ g™ (V0 gar + Vadgrs — Vidgas)ygdiz.  (41)
The presence of ¢® means the indices a and b are symmetrised, so

9"°V0gak = 9V a0 grp-

14



This means Equation (41) simplifies to
- / (VaX)g®oT™ /g dta =
D
=~ [ Xug™g" Vidguy5 s + 3 [ N0 g Vibgu/ dla
D D

= _/D Aenvb(gabgnkégak)\/gcﬁx + % /D Aenvk(gabgnkégab)\/gd4x' (42)

Let’s perform an integration by parts for the first integral. Introducing the shorthand X" =

9™ g6 g1, we compute
V(M X)) = V(M) X" + N0,V X,
SO

- / A0 V(g™ g S gur) /G d e = — / N0,V X /g dhe
D D

_ / V(M X) /g dbe + / Yy (M) X /g .
D D

The first integral is the integral of a divergence, so it vanishes. We are left with the second

which we can expand into

/ Yy (A0, X /g dhe = / (DA + AV300) (g™ g )/ Az
D D

= /D A(0p0,, + Van)(g“bg"kégak)\/gd4x.
As a last step, we use the identity

ab

59" = —g"" 6" G,

to write our integral as a variation with respect to the inverse metric.

/ MO8y + Vo) (60 g™ gu) /G A = — / MO0y + Vob)3g™ /G d e
D D

Without going through the details again, the other integral in Equation (42) can be brought

to the form
%/D)‘ank(gabgnk(sgab)\/g&x = —% /ka(wn)g“bg”’“égab\/gd%
= l/ MO0 + Vi) g™ g™ gmagindg™ /g d*z
2 D n n ma
=3 /D MG Ok + Vibn) gmidg™ /g d'.
There is still another integral we need to evaluate, the second term in the variation of Ry,

15



namely

/D (O N)g" 0T /g Atz = L /D A0 g™ g™ (V3 Gmi + Vindgrs — Vidgmp)/gdiz.  (43)

Because m and k are symmetrised, the second and third terms cancel, leaving us with

3 /D A g™ 9" VS gmi /g ' = —3 /D Vo(An) g™ g g /g d ' (44)
=3 /D A0 + V0)9" 9" gamgindg™ /g d*z  (45)
=3 /D g™ (000, + Vi0)gar09™ /g d*a. (46)

We have calculated all the integrals we need. Before we put them all together, let us make

the following observation:
Vaab = aaab - I\mabam = 8b‘9a - Pmbaam = vbaaa

which uses the fact that 8 must be closed. We may therefore define the following (0,2) symmetric
tensor

K=0®0+V0, (47)

whose components are
1
Ky = 040, + 3 (VabOy + Vba) = 0u0y + V (o) = 0a0p + Va0, (48)

where parentheses surrounding indices indicate symmetrisation. All three expressions are equal
because V.0, = V30,. Nevertheless, we will use the second one to make the symmetry of the

indices explicit. So, after liberal relabeling of indices, we find that Equation (35) becomes

05 (gap, 2] = /D (OuA — A0, )61 d'w + /D AN Rap — 2Rgap — Kap + K gap)09°" /g d'z,  (49)
with K, defined as in Equation (47) and K = ¢"™"K,,, its trace.

Applying the fundamental theorem of the calculus of variations, the action will be stationary
if and only if the integrands of both terms vanish. From the first integral we get Equation (36),
which we have already used. And from the second one we get the modified Einstein field

equations

Rab - %Rgab - Kab + Kgab =0. (50)

These equations coincide with the ones derived in [PLZ22].
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4 Significance of the equations

In this section we discuss the equations we have obtained and how they compare to those
appearing in existing publications. We also make the case that the version we have derived is a

more adequate version.

4.1 The dissipation tensor

Let us recap what we did in the previous section. We have shown, by computing the variation of
the corresponding action, that the field equations of an Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian with linear

dissipation, namely

L(gaba 8ﬂgab7 8;L81/gaba Zu) = R(gaba 8;Lgaba a,uaugab)\/g - 9“2“, (51)

are

Rap — %Rgab — Kap + Kgap = 0, (52)

where K, are the components of the (0,2) symmetric tensor
K=Vl+036. (53)

We will call K the dissipation tensor. Since the first two terms of Equation (52) have zero
divergence (they are the components of the Einstein tensor), it must be the case that, on-shell,
the divergence of the second two terms also vanishes. This imposes a constraint on the space of

solutions to Equation (50), which depends on the dissipation form . Namely,
Va (9" Kpe = n62K ) =0 (54)

This means, that if we add a matter term to the Lagrangian, the resulting tensor in the field
equations may not be conserved.

This means, that if we were to couple a matter term to Equation (29), its energy-momentum
tensor need not in general have zero divergence. Specifically, what must have zero divergence
will be a combination of the energy-momentum tensors of the matter fields and terms containing
the dissipation 1-form. Nevertheless, further investigation is required to determine the precise

way in which the dissipation tensor governs the non-conservation of other quantities.

4.2 Non-covariance of existing equations

These equations are not the ones obtained in [Laz+17]. For the same Lagrangian, the equations
derived are

Ry, + f{ab - %gab(R + K) =0, (55)
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where K = gabR’ab, and f(ab is
Kap = 00T 05 — 5 (0T + 0T 01 - (56)

These cannot possibly represent the components of a tensor. Very explicitly, for the flat
Minkowski metric, their expression in Cartesian coordinates is 0. If they represented the com-
ponents of a tensor then they would also vanish for any other choice of coordinates for the flat

metric. Nevertheless, in spherical coordinates one computes

1
Moy = —r Iy = .

[7 g5 = —rsin 6 T, = — sin 6 cos 0 gy =

Which means, for example,

O

Rtr =0- %(etrmmr + O) = 27‘7

which is certainly non-zero if §; does not vanish. Hence the object derived in [Laz+17] is not
coordinate independent so it cannot possibly represent meaningful physics.

There is another fact that points to the equations in [Laz+17] not being what one would
expect as the Herglotz equations coming from a second-order action-dependent Lagrangian. The
Herglotz equations for the harmonic oscillator with linear dissipation lead to equations linear in
the dissipation coefficient ([Gas+20b]). However, the Lagrangian for this system is first order,
whereas, as we had already discussed, the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian is actually second order.
There is a second order Lagrangian with linear dissipation, called the damped Pais-Uhlenbeck
oscillator, whose equations of motion are derived in [Le6+21]. These are in fact not linear in the
dissipation coefficient, but rather quadratic. In our case, the dissipation form plays the role of
the dissipation coefficient, and indeed, K is quadratic in it. The equations in [Laz+17] instead
lack a quadratic term.

One can pinpoint the exact reason for the problems with Equation (55). One of the sim-
plifying assumptions made in their derivation was to only consider certain terms of the Ricci
curvature. Specifically, the Ricci curvature consists of four terms. Two of them are contrac-
tions of the Christoffel symbols with themselves, the other two are derivatives of the Christoffel
symbols. In the classical case, without dissipation, one can show that the second two terms are
actually a divergence, so they do not contribute to the variation of the Einstein-Hilbert action
and the resulting equations remain unchanged (see [GR18; RM18]). For an action-dependent
theory, however, adding a divergence to the unexpanded Lagrangian does not lead, in general,

to the same equations [LGL22; PLZ22].
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5 Conclusions

The are three main ideas presented in this article.

Firstly, we show how the Herglotz problem can be turned from a constrained optimisation
problem to an unconstrained one by promoting the action dependence to a dynamic degree of
freedom and using Lagrange multipliers to implement the non-holonomic constraint.

Secondly, we describe how the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian can be modified with an action
dependence in a coordinate-independent manner. This allows one to derive a correct, Lorentz-
invariant set of field equations that remedy the issues present in previous derivations.

Finally, the computation performed constitutes an important example for the ongoing devel-
opment of contact geometry and its applications, since it is a singular second-order field theory.
Having a concrete example at hand will aid to understand these systems.

There are various avenues for future follow-up work. One can consider more general dissipa-
tion terms to add to the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian, and study their phenomenology. It will
also be interesting to consider the boundary effects in the case of manifolds with boundary (the
appropriate Gibbons-Hawking-York term).

General relativity has several equivalent formulations [GR19; Vey15]. It would be interesting
to add dissipation to these formalisms and study their properties and relations.

Finally, the current tools in contact geometry fall short of completely describing this kind
of Lagrangians. A more general geometric structure, akin to multisymplectic geometry, needs
to be developed for more general action-dependent Lagrangians in order to describe relevant
theories. In this line, the multicontact structure recently presented in [Le6+22a] could be the

adequate geometric framework for action-dependent gravity.
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