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Sokolovská 49/83, 186 75 Prague 8, Czech Republic
2Faculty of Nuclear Sciences and Physical Engineering, Czech Technical University in Prague
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Abstract

We develop the Palatini formalism within the framework of generalized Riemannian geom-
etry of Courant algebroids. In this context, the Palatini variation of a generalized Einstein–
Hilbert–Palatini action - formed using a generalized metric, a Courant algebroid connection
(in contrary to the ordinary case, not necessarily a torsionless one) and a volume form - leads
naturally to a proper notion of a generalized Levi-Civita connection and low-energy effective
actions of string theory.
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1 Introduction

In general relativity, one describes spacetimes, pairs (M, g) with M being a (pseudo-)Riemannian
manifold with a metric g. The field equations are obtained by metric variation of the action
functional (Einstein–Hilbert action), the spacetime integral of the scalar curvature formed using the
Levi-Civita connection (Christoffel symbols). The Levi-Civita connection is uniquely determined
requiring zero torsion and metric compatibility, and is expressed explicitly using only the metric.

In an alternative approach known under the name Palatini variation, the action is also a
spacetime integral of the scalar curvature. This time, however, one considers a general torsion-free
affine connection on M . There is a priori no relation between the connection and the metric,
these are independent fields of the theory and the equations of motion are obtained from variation
with respect to these. The compatibility of the connection with a metric is now a consequence of
equations of motion. Hence, the action used in the Palatini formulation and the Einstein–Hilbert
action are classically equivalent. See e.g. [1] for a detailed historical overview and references.

In the context of generalized Riemannian geometry, ordinary affine connections can naturally
be generalized to what is called Courant algebroid connections [2], [3]. Generalization of the torsion
[2],[3] and curvature [4], cf. for closely related definition in context of double field theory [5], is more
tricky. In contrary to the ordinary case, there is no obvious geometric meaning to these. Also, in
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general, there are infinitely many Levi-Civita connections. Even the set of Levi-Civita connections
with a prescribed divergence will, in general, still remain to be infinite. The most natural choice for
the divergence fixing, is the one associated with a volume form on the spacetime. This is how the
dilaton field can be related to the freedom in the definition of Levi-Civita property. Nevertheless,
one can still form a well defined Einstein–Hilbert action, using the generalized curvature formed
from a Levi-Civita connection with a divergence fixed using the volume form. This action depends
only on the Courant algebroid, generalized metric on it and the volume form, which in the simplest
case are given by a Riemannian metric g, Kalb-Ramond field B and the dilaton φ. It can be shown
that, depending on the choice of the Courant algebroid, this action reproduces the NS-NS sector of
the respective string low-energy effective action [6, 4, 7]. The equations of motion do not depend
on the choice of Levi-Civita connection.

In the present paper, we extend the Palatini method to the setting of generalized Riemannian
geometry of Courant algebroids, cf. [4] and references therein. Hence, the independent fields will
be a Courant algebroid connection, generalized metric and a volume form. In analogy with the
ordinary case, the Levi-Civita property and now also the divergence fixing are consequences of the
equations of motion. Remarkably, we do not have to assume that the connection is torsion-free. In
particular, this justifies the generalized geometry notion of the torsion, Levi-Civita property and
elucidates the role of the dilaton in the generalized geometry. Let us also note that the Palatini
variation, as presented here, is compatible with reduction of Courant algebroids [8], i.e. generalized
geometry version of Kaluza–Klein reduction [9], and hence with Poisson-Lie T-duality originating
from such reductions [10].

The paper is organized as follows.

In Section 2, we quickly introduce all mathematical tools required in this paper. Since there
is already a plethora of literature on those, we omit details. We recall the notion of a Courant
algebroid, generalized metric and Courant algebroid connection.

Section 3 contains the main statement of this paper. It shows that a generalized metric, volume
form and a Courant algebroid connection can be used to form a simple and elegant action functional
which we call the generalized Palatini action. We state the theorem describing its equations of
motion. Notably, this bears a striking resemblance to the famous Palatini variation in general
relativity: the equation of motion obtained by the variation with respect to the connection implies
its compatibility with the remaining two fields of the action, the generalized metric and the volume
form. Interestingly, in our generalized setting, one also automatically obtains the torsion-freeness
condition.

It is argued that the equation of motion for the connection can be solved and the solution used
to obtain a physically relevant Einstein–Hilbert action.

We list several examples to justify the physical relevance of this paper in Section 4. For
exact Courant algebroids, we obtain a certain sector of type II supergravity. A particular class
of transitive Courant algebroids, called heterotic ones, leads to the geometrical description of
heterotic supergravity. A proper choice of Dirac structure and of its complement allows one to find
an equivalent formulation of type II supergravity, called symplectic gravity. Finally, we show how
situation simplifies for a Courant algebroid over a point - a quadratic Lie algebra.

In Section 5, we give the proof of the main theorem.
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This paper gives an improved and extended account of results announced by the F.M. in [11].

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we shall recall basic mathematical notions used in this paper. Let us give only a
bare minimum of definitions and basic properties. Most of the details can be found, e.g., in [4] and
in references cited therein. Throughout the paper, M will be a fixed orientable (n-dimensional,
smooth) manifold.

(1) A Courant algebroid (E, ρ, 〈·, ·〉E , [·, ·]E) consists of the following objects:

(i) E is a vector bundle over M . Γ(E) denotes the module of its smooth sections.

(ii) ρ : E → TM is a vector bundle map called the anchor.

(iii) 〈·, ·〉E is a fiber-wise metric on E. We will also sometimes write gE for 〈·, ·〉E .

(iv) [·, ·]E is an R-bilinear bracket on Γ(E).

These are subject to the set of following axioms:

(a1) [ψ, fψ′]E = f [ψ, ψ′]E + (ρ(ψ)f)ψ′,

(a2) ρ(ψ)〈ψ′, ψ′′〉E = 〈[ψ, ψ′]E , ψ
′′〉E + 〈ψ′, [ψ, ψ′′]E〉E ,

(a3) [ψ, [ψ′, ψ′′]E ]E = [[ψ, ψ′]E , ψ
′′]E + [ψ′, [ψ, ψ′′]E ]E ,

(a4) 〈[ψ, ψ]E , ψ′〉E = 1
2ρ(ψ

′)〈ψ, ψ〉E ,

for all ψ, ψ′, ψ′′ ∈ Γ(E) and f ∈ C∞(M).

(2) Let E be a vector bundle over M equipped with a fiber-wise metric 〈·, ·〉E . A generalized

metric on (E, 〈·, ·〉E) is a maximal positive subbundle V+ ⊆ E with respect to 〈·, ·〉E . Let us
summarize some of its basic properties:

(i) There is an induced decomposition E = V+ ⊕ V−, where V− = V ⊥
+ is the orthogonal

complement taken with respect to 〈·, ·〉E .

(ii) It induces an orthogonal vector bundle endomorphism τ : E → E satisfying τ2 = 1E ,
such that V± are its ±1 eigenbundles.

(iii) For each ψ ∈ Γ(E), let ψ± denote its components in Γ(V±). Then the formula

G(ψ, ψ′) := 〈ψ+, ψ
′

+〉E − 〈ψ−, ψ
′

−〉E (1)

defines a positive definite fiber-wise metric G on E. Equivalently, one can define it by
G(ψ, ψ′) = 〈ψ, τ(ψ′)〉E for all ψ, ψ′ ∈ Γ(E).

(3) Let (E, ρ, 〈·, ·〉E , [·, ·]E) be a Courant algebroid. A Courant algebroid connection1 on E is
an R-bilinear map ∇ : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E) satisfying

(b1) ∇(fψ, ψ′) = f∇(ψ, ψ′),

(b2) ∇(ψ, fψ′) = f∇(ψ, ψ′) + (ρ(ψ)f)ψ′,

(b3) ρ(ψ)〈ψ′, ψ′′〉E = 〈∇(ψ, ψ′), ψ′′〉E + 〈ψ′,∇(ψ, ψ′′)〉E ,

1[2], [3]
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for all ψ, ψ′, ψ′′ ∈ Γ(E) and f ∈ C∞(M). The operator ∇ψ := ∇(ψ, ·) is called a covariant

derivative along ψ ∈ Γ(E). Every Courant algebroid connection ∇ induces several additional
structures on E:

(i) There is a torsion 3-form2 T∇ ∈ Γ(Λ3E∗) defined as

T∇(ψ, ψ
′, ψ′′) := 〈∇ψψ

′ −∇ψ′ψ − [ψ, ψ′]E , ψ
′′〉E + 〈∇ψ′′ψ, ψ′〉E , (2)

for all ψ, ψ′, ψ′′ ∈ Γ(E). We say that ∇ is torsion-free, if T∇ = 0.

(ii) A divergence on E is any R-linear map div : Γ(E) → C∞(M) satisfying

div(fψ) = f div(ψ) + ρ(ψ)f, (3)

for all ψ ∈ Γ(E) and f ∈ C∞(M). To any Courant algebroid connection ∇, there is an
associated divergence div∇ defined, for each ψ ∈ Γ(E), as

div∇(ψ) := Tr(∇(·, ψ)). (4)

Another divergence divω : Γ(E) → C∞(M) can be constructed using a volume form
ω ∈ Ωn(M) on the manifold M . It is defined, for each ψ ∈ Γ(E), as

divω(ψ) := Lρ(ψ)(ω) · ω
−1. (5)

(iii) There is a curvature tensor3 R∇ defined as follows. First, define

R0
∇(φ

′, φ, ψ, ψ′) := 〈∇ψ(∇ψ′φ)−∇ψ′(∇ψφ) −∇[ψ,ψ′]Eφ, φ
′〉E , (6)

for all ψ, ψ′, φ, φ′ ∈ Γ(E). This is not a tensor on E, nor it has any nice symmetries. The
actual definition then reads4

R∇(φ
′, φ, ψ, ψ′) :=

1

2
{R0

∇(φ′, φ, ψ, ψ′) +R0
∇(ψ′, ψ, φ, φ′) + 〈K(ψ, ψ′),K(φ, φ′)〉E}, (7)

for all ψ, ψ′, φ, φ′ ∈ Γ(E), where 〈K(ψ, ψ′), φ〉E := 〈∇φψ, ψ
′〉E . It can be shown that R∇

is C∞(M)-linear in every input and it enjoys the following symmetries:

R∇(φ
′, φ, ψ, ψ′) +R∇(φ

′, φ, ψ′, ψ) = 0, (8)

R∇(φ
′, φ, ψ, ψ′) +R∇(φ, φ

′, ψ, ψ′) = 0, (9)

R∇(φ
′, φ, ψ, ψ′)−R∇(ψ

′, ψ, φ, φ′) = 0, (10)

for all ψ, ψ′, φ, φ′ ∈ Γ(E). These symmetries allow for an unambiguous definition of the
Ricci tensor Ric∇, defined for all ψ, ψ′ ∈ Γ(E) as a partial trace

Ric∇(ψ, ψ
′) = TrgE

(R∇(·, ψ, ·, ψ′)). (11)

It follows that Ric∇ is symmetric in its inputs. Finally, for any fiber-wise metric g on E,
one can define the corresponding scalar curvature as

Rg
∇
:= Trg(Ric∇). (12)

2[2], [3]
3Compare with a related definition in double field theory [5].
4Let us notice that in [12] an alternative but equivalent definitions of torsion and curvature, which look formally

as the ordinary ones, are given for the exact Courant algebroid at the expense of modifying the Courant bracket.
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(iv) Let V+ be a generalized metric. We say that ∇ is metric compatible with V+, if

∇ψ(Γ(V+)) ⊆ Γ(V+), (13)

for all ψ ∈ Γ(E). Equivalently, using the fiber-wise metric (1), this can be written as

ρ(ψ)G(ψ′, ψ′′) = G(∇ψψ
′, ψ′′) +G(ψ′,∇ψψ

′′), (14)

for all ψ, ψ′, ψ′′ ∈ Γ(E). This can be compared with axiom (b3) for ∇.

(4) Let (E, ρ, 〈·, ·〉E , [·, ·]E) be a Courant algebroid equipped with a generalized metric V+ and a
Courant algebroid connection ∇. Let (p, q) denote the signature of 〈·, ·〉E .

(i) ∇ is called Levi-Civita with respect to V+, if it is metric compatible with V+ and
torsion-free. We write ∇ ∈ LC(E, V+). It can be shown that LC(E, V+) 6= ∅. Moreover,
unless both p ∈ {0, 1} and q ∈ {0, 1}, this set is infinite. In general, there is thus no
Koszul formula.

(ii) Let div : Γ(E) → C∞(M) be an arbitrarily fixed divergence. If ∇ is Levi-Civita with
respect to V+ and div∇ = div, we write ∇ ∈ LC(E, V+, div). For p, q 6= 1, one can show
that LC(E, V+, div) 6= ∅. Note that also this set is infinite.

(iii) ∇ is called Ricci compatible with V+, if the Ricci tensor Ric∇ is block-diagonal with
respect to the decomposition E = V+ ⊕ V−, that is Ric∇(Γ(V+),Γ(V−)) = 0.

(iv) Let ∇ ∈ LC(E, V+, divω) for some volume form ω on M , see (5). It can be shown that
the scalar curvature RgE

∇
is actually independent on V+, ∇ and ω. Consequently, we will

denote this canonical scalar function associated to any Courant algebroid as RE .

3 Palatini variation

For any Courant algebroid (E, ρ, 〈·, ·〉E , [·, ·]E), let us consider the action functional

SP [V+, ω,∇] :=

∫

M

{TrG(Ric∇) +RE} · ω (15)

where the dynamical fields are the following:

(i) V+ is a generalized metric on (E, 〈·, ·〉E) inducing the fiber-wise metric G via (1);

(ii) ω is an arbitrary volume form on M ;

(iii) ∇ is any Courant algebroid connection on E.

Let us call SP a generalized Palatini action.

Note that the Ricci tensor Ric∇ is defined using only ∇ and the data of the Courant algebroid
(E, ρ, 〈·, ·〉E , [·, ·]E). One only uses the generalized metric V+ to obtain the scalar curvature RG

∇
:=

TrG(Ric∇). The resulting scalar function is then summed with the canonical scalar function RE

and integrated overM using the volume form ω. All three dynamical fields are a priori not related
in any way.

The pivotal result of this paper concerns the conditions of extremality of this action (equations
of motion). We formulate them in the form of a theorem. Let (p, q) denote the signature of 〈·, ·〉E .
In everything what follows, we assume p, q 6= 1.
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Theorem 3.1 (Palatini variation). The fields (V+, ω,∇) extremalize the action (15) if and only
if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) ∇ is Ricci compatible with V+.

(ii) The sum of scalar curvatures vanishes, RG
∇
+RE = 0, where RG

∇
≡ TrG(Ric∇).

(iii) The connection ∇ has the following properties:

(a) It is Levi-Civita with respect to V+.

(b) The divergence operator of ∇ for all ψ ∈ Γ(E) takes the form

div∇(ψ) = divω(ψ) ≡ Lρ(ψ)(ω) · ω
−1. (16)

We will prove the theorem in Section 5.

There are some remarks in order.

First, the conditions (i)-(iii) come from the independent variations of the fields (V+, ω,∇), in
this order. Second, the combination of the condition (a) and (b) can be simply written as

∇ ∈ LC(E, V+, divω). (17)

As discussed in Section 2-(4)-(ii), this set is non-empty and the condition (iii) can be thus always
solved. As already noted, this does not determine ∇ uniquely. However, if we choose ∇ from the
subset LC(E, V+, divω), both the off-diagonal components of Ric∇ and the scalar curvature RG

∇

do not depend on this choice.

This observation allows one to define a generalized Einstein–Hilbert action

SEH [V+, ω] :=

∫

M

{RG
∇ +RE} · ω, (18)

where (V+, ω) are the same as for SP , but ∇ is now assumed to be an arbitrary element of the set
LC(E, V+, divω) and it is no longer a dynamical field. In other words, we have

SEH [V+, ω] = SP [V+, ω,∇(V+, ω)], (19)

where ∇ = ∇(V+, ω) is an arbitrary solution of the condition (iii) in Theorem 3.1. We also
immediately obtain its equations of motion.

Corollary 3.2. The fields (V+, ω) extremalize the action (18), if and only if the following condi-
tions are satisfied:

(i) ∇ is Ricci compatible with V+.

(ii) The sum of scalar curvatures vanishes, RG
∇
+RE = 0.

Note that unlike in Theorem 3.1, both conditions are equations for the variables (V+, ω) only.

To conclude this section, let us remark that some of the technical assumptions can be relaxed.
In particular, V+ does not have to be a positive subbundle, it suffices to require V+ ∩ V− = 0 so
that we still can write E = V+ ⊕ V−. We then only have to assume that rk(V±) > 1.

Finally, note that the axioms (a1) and (a3) for (E, ρ, 〈·, ·〉E , [·, ·]E) imply the equation

ρ([ψ, ψ′]E) = [ρ(ψ), ρ(ψ′)], (20)

for all ψ, ψ′ ∈ Γ(E). It turns out that we do not have to assume the full Jacobi identity (a3) and
it suffices to consider “almost Courant algebroids” where we only require (20) to hold.
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4 Examples

Let us now discuss some examples relevant for physics. We will not provide detailed calculations
as they are already present in our previous papers.

(1) Type II supergravity: Let us consider the standard exact Courant algebroid on E = TM :=
TM ⊕ T ∗M , where [·, ·]E is an H-twisted Dorfman bracket for a given closed H ∈ Ω3(M).

In this case, every generalized metric V+ ⊆ E corresponds uniquely to a pair (g,B), where g
is a Riemannian metric on M and B ∈ Ω2(M). More precisely, one has

Γ(V±) = {(±g +B)(X) | X ∈ X(M)}. (21)

Next, assuming that M is connected, every volume form ω on M can be written as ω =
±e−2φωg for a unique scalar function φ ∈ C∞(M). Here, ωg denotes the metric volume form
associated to g (and a chosen orientation of M). The condition (16) now becomes

div∇(X, ξ) = divg(X)− 2(dφ)(X), (22)

for all (X, ξ) ∈ Γ(E), where divg is the usual divergence operator on vector fields associated to
the metric g. Now, assuming that ∇ ∈ LC(E, V+, divω), one can calculate the scalar curvature
RG

∇
, the canonical function RE and express them in terms of (g,B, φ). It turns out that

RG
∇ = R(g)−

1

2
〈H + dB,H + dB〉g + 4∆g(φ)− 4‖∇gφ‖2g, RE = 0, (23)

where R(g) is the usual scalar curvature of metric g, ∆g is the Laplace-Bertrami operator and
∇gφ ∈ X(M) is a gradient of φ. By plugging this into the generalized Einstein–Hilbert action,
we obtain

SEH [g,B, φ] =

∫

M

e−2φ{R(g)−
1

2
〈H + dB,H + dB〉g + 4∆g(φ) − 4‖∇gφ‖2g} · ωg, (24)

If we assume that ∂M = ∅ or dφ|∂M = 0, we may get rid of ∆g and write

SEH [g,B, φ] =

∫

M

e−2φ{R(g)−
1

2
〈H + dB,H + dB〉g + 4‖∇gφ‖2g} · ωg. (25)

But this is precisely the Neveu-Schwarz sector of the type II supergravities coming from su-
perstring theory, see [13]. Naturally, there are no restrictions on dimensions since we omit
the Ramond-Ramond and Chern-Simons sectors completely. We have shown explicitly in [4]
that equations of motion of this action obtained directly by varying the fields (g,B, φ) indeed
correspond to the conditions in Corollary 3.2.

(2) Heterotic supergravity: Let G be a compact Lie group with a Lie algebra (g, [·, ·]g). In
particular, the corresponding Cartan-Killing form 〈·, ·〉g is negative definite. Suppose π : P →
M is a principal G-bundle over M and fix a principal G-bundle connection A ∈ Ω1(P, g).

This time, let E = TM ⊕ gP ⊕ T ∗M , where gP is the adjoint bundle associated to P . The
fiber-wise metric 〈·, ·〉E takes the form

〈(X,Φ, ξ), (Y,Ψ, η)〉E = η(X) + ξ(Y ) + 〈Φ,Ψ〉g, (26)

7



for all (X,Φ, ξ), (Y,Ψ, η) ∈ Γ(E), where 〈·, ·〉g denotes the fiber-wise metric on gP induced by
the Cartan-Killing form. The Courant algebroid bracket [·, ·]E reads

[(X,Φ, ξ), (Y,Ψ, η)]E =
(

[X,Y ],DXΨ−DY Φ− F (X,Y )− [Φ,Ψ]g,LXη − iY dξ

−H(X,Y, ·)− 〈F (·, X),Ψ〉g + 〈F (·, Y ),Φ〉g + 〈DΦ,Φ′〉g
)

,
(27)

where D is the vector bundle connection induced by A on gP , F ∈ Ω2(M, gP ) is the curvature
2-form of A, and H ∈ Ω3(M) satisfies the condition

dH +
1

2
〈F ∧ F 〉g = 0. (28)

In particular, the first Pontriyagin class of P must vanish. This structure is called a heterotic

Courant algebroid, see [14] and [15].

Now, a generalized metric V+ corresponds uniquely to the triple (g,B, ϑ), where g is a Rieman-
nian metric on M , B ∈ Ω2(M) and ϑ ∈ Ω1(M, gP ). Note that this is true only for compact G,
in general this is more complicated. Explicitly, one has

Γ(V+) = {(X,−ϑ(X), (g +B −
1

2
ϑT cgϑ)(X)) | X ∈ X(M)}, (29)

where cg : gP → g∗P is the isomorphism induced by 〈·, ·〉g and we view ϑ as a vector bundle
map from TM to gP .

Writing ω in the same way as in example (1), condition (16) becomes

div∇(X,Φ, ξ) = divg(X)− 2(dφ)(X), (30)

for all (X,Φ, ξ) ∈ Γ(E). If we assume that ∇ ∈ LC(E, V+, divω), the scalar curvature RG
∇

can
be calculated and expressed in terms of (g,B, ϑ, φ) to give

RG
∇ = R(g)−

1

2
〈H ′, H ′〉g +

1

2
〈〈F ′, F ′〉〉+ 4∆g(φ) − 4‖∇gφ‖2g +

1

6
dim(g), (31)

where the symbols have the same meaning as for type II supergravity example, except that

H ′ = H + dB −
1

2
〈Dϑ ∧ ϑ〉g −

1

6
〈[ϑ ∧ ϑ]g ∧ ϑ〉g − 〈F ∧ ϑ〉g, (32)

F ′ = F +Dϑ+
1

2
[ϑ ∧ ϑ]g, (33)

where Dϑ ∈ Ω2(M, gP ) is the exterior covariant derivative of ϑ. By 〈〈., .〉〉, we denote the
pairing on Ω1(M, gP ) induced by the combination of g and 〈·, ·〉g. Note that for the heterotic
Courant algebroid, one has RE = − 1

6 dim(g). By plugging into the Einstein–Hilbert action,
assuming ∂M = ∅ or dφ|∂M = 0, we obtain

SEH [g,B, ϑ, φ] =

∫

M

e−2φ{R(g)−
1

2
〈H ′, H ′〉g +

1

2
〈〈F ′, F ′〉〉+ 4‖∇gφ‖2g} · ωg. (34)

For particular choices of G and P , this action can be shown to be equivalent to the bosonic
part of the heterotic supergravity [13]. See [9] for detailed discussion and references. The
equations of motion of this action form an example of the Strominger system, see [16].
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(3) Symplectic gravity: Consider the following general scenario first.

Let (E, ρ, 〈·, ·〉E , [·, ·]E) be any Courant algebroid and suppose L ⊆ E is its Dirac structure,
that is a subbundle satisfying L = L⊥ and involutive with respect to the bracket [·, ·]E . Note
that this forces the signature (p, q) of 〈·, ·〉E to satisfy p = q = rk(L). One calls (E,L) a Manin

pair. Next, one can always choose a Lagrangian subbundle L′ ⊆ E, such that E = L ⊕ L′.
Note that choice is not unique and L′ is not necessarily involutive. We say that (E,L, L′) is a
split Manin pair. For any Manin pair (E,L), there is an induced Lie algebroid (L, ℓ, [·, ·]L).

Additionally, by fixing L′, we obtain the following data:

(i) A skew-symmetric R-linear bracket [·, ·]L∗ on Γ(L∗) together with a vector bundle map
ℓ∗ : L∗ → TM , satisfying the Leibniz rule, see Section 1-(1)-(a1). In general, this does
not make (L∗, ℓ∗, [·, ·]L∗) into a Lie algebroid.

(ii) A trivector M ∈ Γ(Λ3L).

Moreover, there are three non-trivial relations tying (L, ℓ, [·, ·]L), (L∗, ℓ∗, [·, ·]L∗) and M to-
gether. This triple is called a Lie quasi-bialgebroid, see [8].

Finally, suppose V+ ⊆ E is a generalized metric. It can be shown that it corresponds to a
unique pair (gL,Π), where gL is a fiber-wise metric on L and Π ∈ Γ(Λ2L).

Now, given ∇ ∈ LC(E, V+) on a split Manin pair (E,L, L′), every ∇ can be uniquely described
by a pair of tensorsW1,2 ∈ Γ(Λ2L⊗L). Its curvature tensor R∇ (and thus also Ric∇ and RG

∇
)

can be then explicitly expressed in terms of (L,L∗,M), the generalized metric fields (gL,Π)
and the fields W1,2 describing the space of Levi-Civita connections. The calculation in fact
only slightly generalizes the case of exact Courant algebroids described in Section 6 of [4].

Let us consider the E = TM as in the example (1) above. Let (g,B) be a pair describing
the generalized metric V+ and suppose B is invertible. This allows one to consider a Dirac
structure L ⊆ E given by Γ(L) := {(0,−B(X)) | B ∈ X(M)}. The convenient choice of a
complement L′ is then given by

Γ(L′) := {(θ(ξ), ξ) | ξ ∈ Ω1(M)}, (35)

where θ := B−1. Since we can obviously identify L with TM , the split Manin pair (E,L, L′)
induces the following data:

(i) The trivial Lie algebroid on TM ∼= L.

(ii) The dB-twisted Koszul bracket on Ω1(M) ∼= Γ(L∗) defined for all ξ, η ∈ Ω1(M) by

[ξ, η]dBθ := Lθ(ξ)(η)− iθ(η)dξ + dB(θ(ξ), θ(η), ·), (36)

making (T ∗M, θ, [ξ, η]dBθ ) into a Lie algebroid.

(iii) The trivector M ∈ X3(M) given for all ξ, η, ζ ∈ Ω1(M) by

M(ξ, η, ζ) = −(H + dB)(θ(ξ), θ(η), θ(ζ)). (37)

For the fields described by the generalized metric, one finds G := gL = −Bg−1B and Π = 0.
Now, note that then ωg = ωθG, where in any right-handed frame (ei)

n
i=1, one has

ωθG = det(G)−
1
2 | det(θ)|−1e1 ∧ · · · ∧ en. (38)

Writing thus the general volume form ω as ω = e−2φωθG, for any ∇ ∈ LC(E, V+, divω), one
finds the following expression for the scalar curvatures:

RG
∇ = Rθ(G) + 4 divθ(dθφ)− 4‖dθφ‖

2
G −

1

2
〈M,M〉G, RE

∇ = 0, (39)
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where we use the following notation. Rθ(G) is the scalar curvature of the (unique) Levi-Civita
connection on the Lie algebroid (T ∗M, θ, [·, ·]dBθ ) with respect to the fiber-wise metric G−1, divθ
is the induced divergence operator, and dθ : C∞(M) → X1(M) is the induced Lie algebroid
differential. The Einstein–Hilbert action (18) can be now written as a functional

SEH [G, θ, φ] =

∫

M

e−2φ{Rθ(G) + 4‖dθφ‖
2
G −

1

2
〈M,M〉G} · ω

θ
G. (40)

Since we have started with the same Courant algebroid and a generalized metric (g,B) as in
the example (1) above, this can be viewed just as a redefinition of the fields of the type II
supergravity. For H = 0, the action (40) was called a symplectic gravity in [17].

(4) Quadratic Lie algebra: This is a rather trivial, yet important example. SupposeM = {∗} is
a singleton manifold. Any Courant algebroid over M then reduces to a quadratic Lie algebra
(d, 〈·, ·〉d, [·, ·]d), that is a Lie algebra with an invariant non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form.

Any volume form on M is just a non-zero constant ω 6= 0. Divergence operators are linear
maps div : d → R and note that divω = 0. A generalized metric is just a maximal positive
definite subspace V+ ⊆ d with respect to 〈·, ·〉d.

Observe that in this case, there is a canonical (but still not unique) connection∇ ∈ LC(d, V+, 0)
defined for all x, y, z ∈ d by the formula

〈∇xy, z〉d :=
1

3
〈[x+, y+]d, z+〉d +

1

3
〈[x−, y−]d, z−〉d

+ 〈[x+, y−]d, z−〉d + 〈[x−, y+]d, z+〉d,
(41)

where x± are the components of x ∈ d with respect to the decomposition d = V+ ⊕ V−.

Note that it is easy to calculate the canonical scalar RE . Since it can be calculated using any
connection ∇ ∈ LC(d, V+, 0) and any generalized metric V+, we may choose V+ := d (see also
the remarks concluding Section 3). The connection (41) then takes the form ∇xy = 1

3 [x, y]d.
It is easy to see that

R∇(x, y, z, w) =
1

6
〈[x, y]d, [z, w]d〉d (42)

Consequently, one finds Ric∇(x, y) = − 1
6cd(x, y), where cd is the Cartan-Killing form of the

Lie algebra (d, [·, ·]d). Note that Ric∇ does not depend on 〈·, ·〉d. Hence

RE = −
1

6
TrgE

(cd) ≡ 〈χd, χd〉d, (43)

where χd(x, y, z) := 〈[x, y]d, z〉d is the canonical Cartan 3-form associated to (d, 〈·, ·〉d, [·, ·]d).
Note that whenever (d, [·, ·]d) is a semi-simple Lie algebra, we may consider 〈·, ·〉d := cd and
the above formula gives RE = − 1

6 dim(d).

Finally, the Einstein–Hilbert action in this example takes the form

SEH [V+, ω] := {RG
∇ + 〈χd, χd〉d} · ω, (44)

and the corresponding equations of motion RG
∇
+ 〈χd, χd〉d = 0 and Ric∇(V+, V−) = 0 form a

system of algebraic equations for the generalized metric V+ ⊆ d (they are independent of the
volume form ω). Finding solutions to these (very non-trivial) equations is of interest because
of Poisson–Lie T-duality, see [18].
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5 The proof

In this section, we will prove the Theorem 3.1. We intend to only sketch the main steps and leave
the details for the interested reader. Throughout this section, (E, ρ, 〈·, ·〉E , [·, ·]E) is a fixed but
arbitrary Courant algebroid over an orientable manifold M . Since we search for the extremals of
the functional (15) of three independent variables (V+, ω,∇), we will simply calculate the variations
one by one.

(1) The generalized metric: Suppose V+ ⊆ E is a generalized metric.

Any other generalized metric V ′
+ can be always written as a graph V ′

+ = gr(ϕ+) of a unique
vector bundle map ϕ+ : V+ → V−, that is

Γ(gr(ϕ+)) = {ψ+ +ϕ+(ψ+) | ψ+ ∈ Γ(V+)}. (45)

We can use this observation to consider an arbitrary compactly supported vector bundle map
ϕ+ : V+ → V− vanishing on ∂M . For each ǫ > 0, define a new subbundle V ′

+(ǫ) := gr(ǫϕ+).
For ǫ sufficiently small, this defines a new generalized metric on (E, 〈·, ·〉E). Let G′(ǫ) be the
corresponding fiber-wise metric on E.

Now, let A : Γ(E) × Γ(E) → C∞(M) be an arbitrary symmetric C∞(M)-bilinear map. A
straightforward calculation leads to the relation

TrG′(ǫ)(A) = TrG(A) + 4ǫ · Trg+
(A+− ◦ (1V+

×ϕ+)) + O(ǫ2), (46)

where A+− denotes the restriction of A to Γ(V+)×Γ(V−) and g+ is the positive definite metric
induced on V+ by the restriction of 〈·, ·〉E . If {Φ+

λ }
p
λ=1 and {Φ−

µ }
q
µ=1 are local frames for V+

and V−, respectively, one can write the term linear in ǫ locally as

4ǫ · TrG+
(A+− ◦ (1V+

×ϕ+)) = 4ǫ · A+−(Φ
+
λ ,Φ

−

µ ) · [ϕ+]
µλ, (47)

where [ϕ+]
µλ := Φµ−{ϕ+(g

−1
+ (Φλ+))} with {Φλ+}

p
λ=1 and {Φµ−}

q
µ=1 being local frames dual to

the above ones. Plugging these expressions into the Palatini action (15), one gets

S[V ′

+(ǫ), ω,∇] = S[V+, ω,∇] + 4ǫ ·

∫

M

[Ric∇]+−(Φ
+
λ ,Φ

−

µ ) · [ϕ+]
µλ · ω +O(ǫ2). (48)

Since [ϕ+]
µλ are arbitrary, we conclude that V+ is an extremal generalized metric, iff

Ric∇(Γ(V+),Γ(V−)) = 0, (49)

that is ∇ is Ricci compatible with V+, as claimed by Theorem 3.1-(i).

(2) The volume form: This one is rather easy. Let ω be a given volume form. Then one can
consider a variation ω′(ǫ) := eǫφ · ω, where φ ∈ C∞(M) is an arbitrary compactly supported
smooth function vanishing on ∂M . It follows that

S[V+, ω
′(ǫ),∇] = S[V+, ω,∇] + ǫ ·

∫

M

{RG
∇ +RE} · φ · ω +O(ǫ2). (50)

Since φ is arbitrary, this proves that ω is an extremal volume form, if and only if

RG
∇ +RE = 0. (51)

This corresponds to the statement (ii) of Theorem 3.1, as was to be proved.
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(3) The connection: Let ∇ be any Courant algebroid connection. The most general variation of
the connection takes the form

〈[∇′(ǫ)](ψ, ψ′), ψ′′〉E := 〈∇(ψ, ψ′), ψ′′〉E + ǫ · N (ψ, ψ′, ψ′′), (52)

where N ∈ Γ(E∗ ⊗ Λ2E∗) is arbitrary and vanishing on ∂M . To find the conditions on ∇, let
us write it as follows. Suppose ∇0 ∈ LC(E, V+, divω) be an auxiliary Levi-Civita connection
with its divergence operator set to divω. There is thus a unique K ∈ Γ(E∗ ⊗ Λ2E∗) such that

〈∇(ψ, ψ′), ψ′′〉E = 〈∇0(ψ, ψ′), ψ′′〉E +K(ψ, ψ′, ψ′′). (53)

The properties of ∇ can be now fully encoded by the conditions imposed on K and the above
variation can be viewed as considering a connection parametrized by ∇0 and a new tensor field
K′(ǫ) = K+ ǫN , instead. Note this is an idea similar to [19]. Before the actual calculation, let
us introduce some notation.

First, if {ψλ}
rk(E)
λ=1 is some local frame for E, by {ψλ}

rk(E)
λ=1 we denote the dual local frame.

By {ψλE}
rk(E)
λ=1 and {ψλG}

rk(E)
λ=1 we denote the local frames for E obtained from the dual frame

using 〈·, ·〉E and G, respectively. Next, let us consider two sections K′ and K′
G of E∗ defined

as “partial traces” of K, that is for all ψ ∈ Γ(E), set

K′(ψ) := K(ψλ, ψ
λ
E , ψ), K′

G(ψ) := K(ψλ, ψ
λ
G, ψ). (54)

The quantities N ′ and N ′
G are defined in the same way. We claim (without a proof) that there

holds the relation

RG
∇′(ǫ) = RG

∇ + ǫ · { divω(N
′

G ◦ g−1
E ) + divω(N

′ ◦G−1)

+
1

2
V(ψλ, ψµ, ψν) · N (ψλE , ψ

µ
E , ψ

ν
E)} +O(ǫ2),

(55)

where V ∈ Γ(E∗ ⊗ Λ2E∗) depends only on K and V+ and takes the form

V(ψ, ψ′, ψ′′) = 〈ψ, τ(ψ′′)〉E · K′(ψ′)− 〈ψ, τ(ψ′)〉E · K′(ψ′′)

+ 〈ψ, ψ′′〉E · K′

G(ψ′)− 〈ψ, ψ′〉E · K′

G(ψ′′)

+K(ψ, τ(ψ′′), ψ′)− K(ψ, τ(ψ′), ψ′′) +K(τ(ψ′), ψ, ψ′′)

−K(τ(ψ′′), ψ, ψ′) + K(ψ′, τ(ψ), ψ′′)−K(ψ′′, τ(ψ), ψ′),

(56)

for all ψ, ψ′, ψ′′ ∈ Γ(E). Next, note that for every section ψ ∈ Γ(E) satisfying ψ|∂M = 0, one
has

∫

M
divω(ψ) · ω = 0. Since this is true for both N ′

G ◦ g−1
E and N ′ ◦G−1, we find

SP [V+, ω,∇
′(ǫ)] := SP [V+, ω,∇] +

ǫ

2

∫

M

V(ψλ, ψµ, ψν) · N (ψλE , ψ
µ
E , ψ

ν
E) · ω +O(ǫ2). (57)

We see that ∇ is an extremal of SP , iff V = 0. We claim that this is equivalent to ∇ ∈
LC(E, V+, divω). Recall that we have parametrized ∇ as in (53). Let us now rephrase the
required properties in terms of the tensor field K:

(a) ∇ is compatible with the generalized metric V+, iff K(ψ, ψ′
+, ψ

′′
−) = 0 for all ψ ∈ Γ(E),

ψ′
+ ∈ Γ(V+) and ψ

′′
− ∈ Γ(V−).

(b) ∇ is torsion-free, iff the complete skew-symmetrization Ka of K vanishes.

(c) div∇ = divω, iff K′ = 0.
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Let us now argue that V = 0 is equivalent to the all three conditions on K in (a) - (c). In
other words, we prove that V = 0, iff ∇ ∈ LC(E, V+, divω), the statement (iii) of Theorem
3.1. Consequently, this will conclude the proof.

Fist, assume that V = 0. Consequently, the two partial traces V ′,V ′
G ∈ Γ(E∗) must also

vanish, see (54). For each ψ ∈ Γ(E), one finds the system of equations

V ′(ψ) = − Tr(τ) · K′(ψ) + (2− rk(E)) · K′

G(ψ) = 0, (58)

V ′

G(ψ) = (2− rk(E)) · K′(ψ)− Tr(τ) · K′

G(ψ) = 0. (59)

We solve for K′(ψ) and K′
G(ψ). If (p, q) is the signature of 〈·, ·〉E , we have rk(E) = p+ q and

Tr(τ) = p − q. The matrix of this system is singular, iff Tr(τ) = ±(2 − rk(E)), that is p = 1
or q = 1. The assumption p, q 6= 1 made just above Theorem 3.1 thus forces K′ = K′

G = 0. In
particular, we have just proved that V = 0 implies the condition (c).

With this in mind, let us evaluate V = 0 on a various combinations of sections, where ± always
indicates an element of Γ(V±). One finds

V(ψ+, ψ
′

+, ψ
′′

−) = 2K(ψ′

+, ψ+, ψ
′′

−) = 0, (60)

V(ψ−, ψ
′

+, ψ
′′

−) = − 2K(ψ′′

−, ψ
′

+, ψ−) = 0, (61)

V(ψ+, ψ
′

−, ψ
′′

−) = 2K(ψ+, ψ
′

−, ψ
′′

−) = 0, (62)

V(ψ−, ψ
′

+, ψ
′′

+) = − 2K(ψ−, ψ
′

+, ψ
′′

+) = 0. (63)

This proves that all “mixed” components of K have to vanish. In particular, this forces the
condition in (a) to hold. Finally, one obtains

V(ψ+, ψ
′

+, ψ
′′

+) = − 6Ka(ψ+, ψ
′

+, ψ
′′

+) = 0, (64)

V(ψ−, ψ
′

−, ψ
′′

−) = 6Ka(ψ−, ψ
′

−, ψ
′′

−) = 0. (65)

We see that due to (60 - 63), this implies Ka = 0, that is the torsion-free condition (b). We
conclude that V = 0 indeed implies ∇ ∈ LC(E, V+, divω).

Conversely, assuming that ∇ ∈ LC(E, V+, divω), we have K′ = 0 by (c). The compatibility
with V+ implies that that K′

G(ψ) = K′(τ(ψ)) for all ψ ∈ Γ(E) and thus also K′
G = 0. The

metric compatibility (a) implies (60, 61). The torsion-free condition (c) gives (64, 65) and
together with (a) also (62, 63). This exhausts all ± possibilities and we conclude that V = 0.

6 Conclusion and Outlook

We believe that the results presented in this paper are an interesting contribution to the under-
standing of geometric foundations of string theory at its low-energy effective action. They extend
the Palatini formalism to the generalized Riemannian geometry of Courant algebroids and lead to
the correct low-energy effective actions. What we found especially intriguing is the fact that in the
framework of generalized geometry used here, we can start from an arbitrary Courant algebroid
connection. Then the Levi-Civita property - including, in contrary to the ordinary case also the
torsionless condition - follows from equations of motion (Palatini variation). In addition, Palatini
variation forces the divergence of Levi-Civita connection to be compatible with the volume form
(dilaton). Although the set of Levi-Civita connections with fixed divergence is infinite, the result-
ing equations of motion and the effective action doesn’t depend on the choice of such a connection.
All this can be understood as a posteriori justification of the generalized geometry notions of con-
nection, torsion and curvature introduced in the earlier literature cited in the previous sections.
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Also, it suggests that the dilaton can be used, at least partially, to restrict the set of physically
relevant Levi-Civita connections.

What we didn’t discuss in the paper, is a) compatibility of the Palatini variation with reductions
of Courant algebroids (Kaluza–Klein type of reductions) and, hence, with T -duality and b) a proper
modification of Palatini formalism in the context of double field theory. We hope return to these
questions in forthcoming papers. Also, we hope to extend our approach, in order to include R-R
fields and fermions, in the future.
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