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Abstract

We review the concept and definitions of the energy-momentum
and angular momentum of the gravitational field in the teleparallel
equivalent of general relativity (TEGR). The importance of these def-
initions is justified by three major reasons. First, the TEGR is a well
established and widely accepted formulation of the gravitational field,
whose basic field strength is the torsion tensor of the Weitzenböck con-
nection. Second, in the phase space of the TEGR there exists an alge-
bra of the Poincaré group. Not only the definitions of the gravitational
energy-momentum and 4-angular momentum satisfy this algebra, but
also the first class constraints related to these definitions satisfy the
algebra. And third, numerous applications of these definitions lead
to physically consistent results. These definitions follow from a well
established Hamiltonian formulation, and rely on the idea of localiza-
tion of the gravitational energy. In this review we revisit the concept
of localizability of the gravitational energy, in light of results obtained
in recent years. We have studied the behaviour of free particles in the
space-time of plane fronted gravitational waves (pp-waves). Free par-
ticles are here understood as particles that are not subject to external
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forces other than the gravitational acceleration due to pp-waves. Since
these particles acquire or loose kinetic energy locally, the transfer of
energy from or to the gravitational field must also be localized. We
consider this theoretical result an important and definite argument in
favour of the localization of the gravitational energy-momentum, and
by extension, of the gravitational 4-angular momentum.
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1 Introduction

The concept of energy is fundamental and indispensable in physics. Energy
is a quantity that can potentially produce motion of particles or physical
bodies. We recall the statement by Galileo, according to which “My pur-
pose is to set forth a very new science dealing with a very ancient subject.
There is, in nature, perhaps nothing older than motion”, which implies that
energy is, likewise, one of the oldest manifestations in nature. Energy is an
attribute of basically all particles and fields in the universe, but the energy
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of the gravitational field is, surprisingly, an issue whose concept and defini-
tion are still in debate and discussion in the physics community. There are
various approaches to the definition of the energy of the gravitational field,
in part because there are several descriptions of the relativistic gravitational
field that are equivalent to each other, and also in part because there are
misconceptions about the idea of localization of the gravitational energy. All
(or most) the descriptions mentioned above lead (or are equivalent) to Ein-
stein’s field equations, and for this reason there is an ongoing debate about
which definitions for the energy, momentum and 4-angular momentum of the
gravitational field are correct.

The traditional and dominant view of the concept of gravitational energy
takes place in the metric formulation of general relativity. According to this
view, there does not exist an energy-momentum (or stress-energy) tensor for
the gravitational field, because the gravitational field “can always be locally
set to zero”, and therefore the gravitational energy cannot be localized. The
argument is the following.

I. It is always possible to choose a “locally inertial frame” (this is essentially
a choice of coordinates) where the gravitational “force” vanishes.

II. This result is accomplished by arguing that the Christoffel symbols vanish
on a space-time event or over a timelike geodesic, and thus the metric tensor
is locally flat.

III. Finally, it is argued that this vanishing is a manifestation of the principle
of equivalence in general relativity. Note that, here, the manifestation of the
principle of equivalence is due to (and obtained by) a choice of coordinates,
despite the fact that a choice of coordinates on an arbitrary manifold should
not have relevant physical (dynamical) consequences.

As a result, many physicists adhere (or feel comfortable) to the use of
pseudo-tensors, of which there are numerous definitions in the literature.
Pseudo-tensors are used in many analyses of the energy of gravitational
waves. The difficulties mentioned above regarding a definition for the stress-
energy tensor of the gravitational field gave rise to the concept of quasi-local
mass, which is related to the energy enclosed by a 2-surface in space. This
quantity, in turn, is not associated to any form of energy density, or scalar
density on the manifold. The applicability of the definition of quasi-local
gravitational mass has its own difficulties, as we will discuss ahead in this
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review. It must be emphasized that the vanishing mentioned above of the
Christoffel symbols takes place on a space-time event or, more generally,
along any geodesic, timelike or spacelike geodesic.

The fact that we may set the Christoffel symbols to vanish on a spacelike
geodesic means that this vanishing is a just feature of differential geometry
[3]. It is certainly not a consequence of any principle in physics, including the
principle of equivalence. In the teleparallel equivalent of general relativity
(TEGR), the Christoffel symbols may be constructed, of course, but they do
not play any major role in the theory. They may be defined as a secondary,
or auxiliary concept. The field strength of the TEGR is the torsion tensor
of the Weitzenböck connection, and the torsion tensor cannot be made to
vanish by means of a coordinate transformation.

Einstein’s formulation of the principle of equivalence has been discussed
at length by Norton [1], and readdressed in Ref. [2]. In summary, we just
highlight two difficulties presented in Ref. [1], that allows to contradict the
statements I, II, III above regarding the impossibility of having a localized
definition for the gravitational energy. The first difficulty is that the version
of the principle of equivalence that is widely adopted in the literature, as the
one displayed above, is due to Pauli [1], and is rather distinct from Einstein’s
version of the principle. According to Pauli’s formulation, “in every infinitely
small neighborhood of the space-time, there always exists a coordinate system
in which gravitation has no influence either on the motion of particles or any
other physical processes”. This conclusion is justified by the vanishing of
Christoffel symbols at a point within this neighborhood. But we know that
what really vanishes at this point are the first derivatives of the metric tensor,
not the second or higher derivatives. Thus, the vanishing of the gravitational
field even at the space-time point considered is questionable. We quote here
a statement from Ref. [1] (and reproduced in Ref. [2]):

It has rarely been acknowledged that Einstein never endorsed the prin-
ciple of equivalence which results, here called the “infinitesimal principle of
equivalence”. Moreover, his early correspondence (with Pauli) contains a dev-
astating objection to this principle: in infinitesimal regions of the space-time
manifold it is impossible to distinguish geodesics from many other curves and
therefore impossible to decide whether a point mass is in free fall.

Thus, in infinitesimal regions of the space-time, it is impossible to assert
whether gravitation has or has not influence on the motion of free particles.
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The second difficulty presented in Ref. [1] is that Einstein considered
the principle of equivalence as a consequence of frame transformations, not
coordinate transformations. His formulation may be summarized as follows
[1].

Consider a reference frame K (a Galilean system) and a reference frame
K’, which is uniformly accelerated with respect to K. Then one asks whether
an observer in K’ must understand his condition as accelerated, or whether
there remains a point of view according to which he can interpret his con-
dition as at “rest”. Einstein concludes that by assuming the existence of a
homogeneous gravitational field in K’ it is possible to consider the latter as
at rest. In his words: The assumption that one may treat K’ as at rest, in
all strictness without any laws of nature not being fulfilled with respect K’, I
call the Principle of Equivalence.

The concepts of frame transformations and coordinate transformations
are very much clear in general relativity, and are different from each other.
Frame transformations act on tetrad fields, for instance. “The happiest
thought of my life”, asserted by Einstein and thoroughly described in the
book by Schucking and Surowitz [4], is realized by means of a frame trans-
formation, it is an actual free fall, and definitely is not a coordinate transfor-
mation. The principle of equivalence is a very beautiful idea, but the eminent
physicist Synge [5] claimed that he does not understand it as a principle for
general relativity, because either there is or there is not a gravitational field
in any arbitrary neighborhood of the space-time, since other relevant tensors
such as the Riemann-Christoffel or torsion tensors do not vanish as a conse-
quence of a coordinate transformation. Synge’s argument is logically sound.
The existence or removal of the gravitational field cannot depend on a choice
of coordinates.

In conclusion, the arguments I, II and III presented above regarding
the impossibility of the existence of a localized expression for the gravita-
tional energy are at the same time very weak and insufficient, and place no
impediment for the localization of the gravitational energy-momentum.

This review addresses the gravitational energy-momentum and 4-angular
momentum in the context of the TEGR. This theory has been investigated
by several authors over the years, see Refs. [6]-[23]. It turns out that the
TEGR is a suitable formulation for the relativistic gravitational field, that
yields interesting results in cosmology, in the framework of modified f(T )
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theories [24]-[29]. In this review we will adopt the definitions and nota-
tions of Ref. [13]. In recent times, we have presented several results in
the literature regarding the consistency and plausibility of the definitions of
energy-momentum and 4-angular momentum of the gravitational field in the
TEGR. All definitions are based on densities which are well behaved under
coordinate transformations, and therefore our definitions are localized.

The definitions in consideration here do not rely on abstract mathemat-
ical elaborations whose purpose is to yield the Schwarzschild mass, for in-
stance. Rather, they follow from the field equations of the TEGR. The La-
grangian field equations allow the establishment of the gravitational energy-
momentum 4-vector P a, the flux (balance) equations and the fluxes def-
initions, but the complete structure formed by the gravitational energy-
momentum and 4-angular momentum is obtained in the realm of the Hamil-
tonian formulation. As we will discuss ahead, the 6 extra degrees of freedom
of the tetrad field (which has 16 a priori degrees of freedom, compared to
the 10 degrees of freedom of the metric tensor) allow the definition of the
3-angular momentum and of the 3-centre of mass momentum of the gravita-
tional field. These latter definitions follow from the Hamiltonian first class
constraints of the theory. Thus, all definitions to be considered in this review
are consequence of the Hamiltonian field equations of the theory, as we will
show.

In recent years, we have investigated the trajectories of idealised free par-
ticles in the presence of plane-fronted gravitational waves (pp-waves). The
pp-waves are very simple solutions of Einstein’s field equations in vacuum,
even simpler than the Schwarzschild solution. The idealised particles in con-
sideration are particles with negligible mass, that do not influence the gravi-
tational field around them, and are “free” in the sense that they are subject
only to the gravitational field of the pp-waves, i.e., they follow geodesics in
space-time. In a series of articles [30, 31, 32, 33] we found that the free
particles undergo a velocity memory effect, and also that they gain or loose
kinetic energy after the passage of the pp-wave. Since the only physical entity
in question is the pp-wave, there is an energy transfer between the particles
and the gravitational field of the waves. Evidently, this energy transfer takes
place at the position of the particle, and thus the gravitational energy trans-
fer also takes place at the localization of the pointwise particle. It is obvious,
therefore, that energy of the gravitational field of the pp-wave must be local-
ized. It does not make sense to relate this energy transfer to closed spatial
2-surfaces of arbitrary radius around the particle. Needless to say, it is even
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more absurd to relate the energy transfer to the information storaged on a
2-surface at spatial infinity, if the total gravitational energy in question were
an ADM type energy [34], for instance.

We consider this feature of the physical system pp-wave + idealised parti-
cle as a strong and definite argument in favour of the localization of the grav-
itational energy. This argument holds true also in the context of linearised
gravitational waves, where the velocity memory effect is also predicted to
take place, but which is not considered here.

The plan of this review is the following. In Section 2 we will review the
concept of tetrad fields as frames adapted to arbitrary observers in space-
time. This interpretation is the primary attribute of tetrad fields. Contrary
to many applications in the literature, where tetrad fields are treated as just
a collection of four orthonormal 4-vectors in space-time, here the tetrad fields
are adapted (attached) to the worldline of an observer. The inevitable con-
clusion is that tetrad fields provide information of both the observer and the
gravitational field. In Section 3 we present both the Lagrangian and Hamil-
tonian formulations of the TEGR, the definitions of the energy-momentum
and 4-angular momentum of the gravitational field, and the Poincaré algebra
between these definitions, in the phase space of the theory. To our knowledge,
the Hamiltonian formulation of the TEGR is the only framework where the
algebra of the Poincaré group is realized by means of the Poisson brackets
between the energy-momentum and 4-angular momentum definitions.

We will review only three major applications of the definitions of gravi-
tational energy-momentum. In Section 4 we will readdress the gravitational
energy enclosed by the external event horizon of the Kerr black hole. This
energy has also been investigated by the quasi-local approach. This is an op-
portunity to compare our result with the latter and to show that the result
obtained in the TEGR is quite remarkable. We will show that energy con-
tained within the external event horizon of the Kerr black hole is extremely
close to 2Mirr, where Mirr is the irreducible mass of the black hole.

In Section 5 we will consider the Schwarzschild-de Sitter space-time, with
the purpose of analysing the distribution of gravitational energy in the vicin-
ity of the cosmological constant Λ. The sharp increase of the gravitational
energy density as one approaches the cosmological horizon is a feature that
shares similarities with the dark energy problem, in spite of the fact that
we are considering a static physical configuration. In Section 6 we readdress
the Bondi-Sachs space-time, characterised by the mass aspect M and by two
functions, c and d. The two news functions ∂0c and ∂0d carry information
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both at spacelike and null infinities, and therefore they should contribute
to the total energy of the space-time. That is indeed what we find in the
context of the TEGR. The total energy of the Bondi-Sachs space-time is nor-
mally given by the mass function m(u) only, which is an integral of the mass
aspect, but here we show that the news functions also contribute, since they
are manifestations of the Bondi-Sachs line element at spatial infinity. Section
7 is devoted to the study of geodesics of free particles in the space-time of
plane-fronted gravitational waves. Only few examples suffice to demonstrate
that the kinetic energy of free particles increases or decreases with the pas-
sage of some simple constructions of pp-waves. The results of this section
not only support the idea of localization of gravitational energy, but they
show that the latter is mandatory. And finally, in Section 8 we present our
conclusions.

Notation:

1. Space-time indices µ, ν, ... and SO(3,1) (Lorentz) indices a, b, ... run
from 0 to 3. Time and space indices are indicated according to µ =
0, i, a = (0), (i).

2. The tetrad fields are represented by ea µ, and the torsion tensor by
Taµν = ∂µeaν − ∂νeaµ. The flat, tangent space Minkowski space-time
metric tensor raises and lowers tetrad indices, and is fixed by ηab =
eaµebνg

µν = (−1,+1,+1,+1).

3. The frame components are given by the inverse tetrads {ea µ}, although
we may as well refer to {ea µ} as the frame. The determinant of the
tetrad fields is represented by e = det(ea µ)

The torsion tensor defined above is often related to the object of an-
holonomity Ωλ

µν via Ωλ
µν = ea

λT a µν . However, we assume that the space-
time geometry is defined by the tetrad fields only, and in this case the only
possible nontrivial definition for the torsion tensor is given by T a µν . This
torsion tensor is related to the antisymmetric part of the Weitzenböck con-
nection Γλµν = eaλ∂µeaν , which establishes the Weitzenböck space-time. The
metric and torsion-free Christoffel symbols are denoted by 0Γλµν , and the as-
sociated torsion-free Levi-Civita connection by 0ωµab, in the equations below.
The parameter c denotes the speed of light, but sometimes it will be omitted
by assuming c = 1.
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2 Tetrad fields as reference frames in space-

time

A set of tetrad fields is a collection of four orthonormal, linearly independent
vector fields in space-time, {e(0) µ, e(1) µ, e(2) µ, e(3) µ}. They may constitute
the local reference frame of an observer that moves along a trajectory C,
represented by the worldline xµ(τ) [35, 36, 37]. The parameter τ is the
proper time of the observer. The components e(0) µ and e

(i)
µ are timelike and

spacelike vectors, respectively; ea µ transforms as covariant vector fields under
coordinate transformations of the space-time manifold, and as contravariant
vector fields under SO(3,1) (Lorentz) transformations, i.e., ẽa µ = Λa b e

b
µ,

where the matrices {Λa b} are representations of the SO(3,1) group and satisfy
Λa cΛ

b
d ηab = ηcd. The metric tensor gµν is obtained by the standard relation

ea µe
b
νηab = gµν .

Tetrad fields ea µ allow the projection of vectors and tensors in space-
time in the local frame of an observer. Vectors and tensors components
are abstract, space-time dependent quantities. In order to measure field
quantities with magnitude and direction, an observer must project these
quantities on the frame carried by the observer. The projection of a vector
V µ(x) at a position xµ, on a particular frame, is simply given by by V a(x) =
ea µ(x)V

µ(x).
Given a worldline C of an observer, represented by xµ(τ), the velocity

of the observer along C is denoted by uµ(τ) = dxµ/dτ . We identify the ob-
server’s velocity with the a = (0) component of ea

µ. Thus, e(0)
µ = uµ(τ)/c.

The acceleration aµ of the observer is given by the absolute derivative of uµ

along C,

aµ =
Duµ

dτ
= c

De(0)
µ

dτ
= c uα∇αe(0)

µ , (1)

where the covariant derivative is constructed out of the Christoffel symbols
0Γµαβ. The last equality is obtained as follows,

De(0)
µ

dτ
=

de(0)
µ

dτ
+ 0Γµαβ

dxα

dτ
e(0)

β

=
dxα

dτ

∂e(0)
µ

∂xα
+ 0Γµαβ

dxα

dτ
e(0)

β

= uα∇αe(0)
µ . (2)

8



Thus, ea
µ allows to obtain the velocity and acceleration of an observer

along the worldline. Therefore, for a given set of tetrad fields, e(0)
µ describes

a congruence of timelike curves, which determines a field of observers. These
observers are characterized by the velocity field uµ = c e(0)

µ, and are endowed
with acceleration aµ. If ea µ → δaµ in the spacelike limit r → ∞, then ea µ is
adapted to static observers at spatial infinity.

The geometrical characterization of the whole set of tetrad fields as an
observer’s frame may be given by considering the acceleration of the frame
along an arbitrary path xµ(τ) of an observer. The acceleration of the whole
frame is determined by the absolute derivative of ea

µ along xµ(τ). Thus,
assuming that the observer carries an orthonormal tetrad frame ea

µ, the
acceleration of the frame along the path is given by [38, 39]

Dea
µ

dτ
= ϕa

b eb
µ , (3)

where ϕab is the antisymmetric acceleration tensor. According to Refs. [38,
39], in analogy with the Faraday tensor we may identify ϕab → (a/c,Ω),
where a is the translational acceleration (ϕ(0)(i) = a(i)/c) and Ω is the fre-
quency of rotation of the local spatial frame with respect to a non-rotating,
Fermi-Walker transported frame. It follows from Eq. (3) that

ϕa
b = eb µ

Dea
µ

dτ
= eb µ u

λ∇λea
µ . (4)

The acceleration vector aµ defined by Eq. (1) may be projected on a
frame. The result is

ab = eb µa
µ = c eb µu

α∇αe(0)
µ = c ϕ(0)

b . (5)

Thus, aµ and ϕ(0)(i) are not different translational accelerations of the frame.
The expression of aµ given by Eq. (1) may be rewritten as

aµ/c = uα∇αe(0)
µ = uα∇αu

µ =
dxα

dτ

(
∂uµ

∂xα
+ 0Γµαβu

β
)

=
d2xµ

dτ 2
+ 0Γµαβ

dxα

dτ

dxβ

dτ
, (6)

where 0Γµαβ are the Christoffel symbols. We see that if uµ = c e(0)
µ represents

a geodesic trajectory, then the frame is in free fall and aµ/c = 0 = ϕ(0)(i).
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Therefore we conclude that non-vanishing values of the latter quantities do
represent inertial (i.e., non-gravitational) accelerations of the frame. A static
frame in an asymptotically flat space-time is an example of a frame that is
subject to inertial accelerations.

Since the tetrads are orthonormal vectors, we may rewrite Eq. (4) as
ϕa

b = −uλea µ∇λe
b
µ, where ∇λe

b
µ = ∂λe

b
µ − 0Γσλµe

b
σ. Now we take into

account the identity

∂λe
b
µ − 0Γσλµe

b
σ +

0ωλ
b
ce
c
µ ≡ 0 ,

where 0ωλ
b
c is the metric compatible, torsion-free Levi-Civita connection,

0ωµab = −1

2
ec µ(Ωabc − Ωbac − Ωcab) ,

Ωabc = eaν(eb
µ∂µec

ν − ec
µ∂µeb

ν) , (7)

and express ϕa
b as

ϕa
b = c e(0)

µ( 0ωµ
b
a) . (8)

At last we consider the identity 0ωµ
a
b = −Kµ

a
b, where Kµ

a
b is the con-

tortion tensor defined by

Kµab =
1

2
ea

λeb
ν(Tλµν + Tνλµ + Tµλν) , (9)

and Tλµν = ea λTaµν (see Eq. (4) of Ref. [40]; the identity may be obtained
by direct calculation). After simple manipulations, we finally obtain

ϕab =
c

2
[T(0)ab + Ta(0)b − Tb(0)a] = −ϕba . (10)

The expression above is clearly not invariant under local SO(3,1) transfor-
mations, but is invariant under coordinate transformations.

The values of ϕab for given tetrad fields may be used to characterize the
frame. We interpret ϕab as the inertial accelerations along the trajectory
xµ(τ). Therefore, given any set of tetrad fields for an arbitrary space-time,
its geometrical interpretation may be obtained,

(i) either by suitably identifying e(0)
µ = uµ/c, together with the orientation

in the three-dimensional space of the components e(1)
µ, e(2)

µ, e(3)
µ, consid-

ering the symmetry of the physical configuration, or,
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(ii) by the values of the acceleration tensor ϕab = −ϕba, which characterize
the inertial state of the frame.

The condition e(0)
µ = uµ/c fixes only the three components e(0)

1, e(0)
2, e(0)

3,
because the component e(0)

0 is determined by the normalization condition
uµuνgµν = −c2. In both cases, the fixation of the frame requires the fixation
of 6 components of the tetrad fields.

Two simple, familiar and straightforward applications of Eqs. (1-10) are
the following:

(1) The tetrad fields adapted to observers at rest in Minkowski space-time
is given by ea µ(ct, x, y, z) = δaµ. By means of a time-dependent boost in the
x direction, say, the tetrad fields read

ea µ(ct, x, y, z) =


γ −βγ 0 0

−βγ γ 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 , (11)

where γ = (1 − β2)−1/2, β = v/c and v = v(t). In the expression above
a and µ label rows and columns, respectively. The frame above is adapted
to observers whose four-velocity is uµ(t, x, y, z) = c e(0)

µ = (c γ, c βγ, 0, 0).
After simple calculations we obtain

ϕ(0)(1) = c
d

dx0
[βγ] =

d

dt

[
v/c√

1− v2/c2

]
, (12)

ϕ(0)(2) = 0 ,

ϕ(0)(3) = 0 ,

and ϕ(i)(j) = 0.

(2) The frame adapted to an observer at rest in Minkowski space-time whose
four-velocity is uµ = (c, 0, 0, 0), endowed with spatial axes that rotate around
the z axis, say, with angular velocity ω(t), reads

ea µ(ct, x, y, z) =


1 0 0 0
0 cosω(t) − sinω(t) 0
0 sinω(t) cosω(t) 0
0 0 0 1

 . (13)
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After simple calculations we obtain

ϕ(2)(3) = 0 , (14)

ϕ(3)(1) = 0 ,

ϕ(1)(2) = −c dω
dx0

,

and ϕ(0)(i) = 0. The examples above support the interpretation of ϕab as the
inertial accelerations of the frame.

2.1 Fermi-Walker transported frames

Fermi-Walker transported frames define a standard of non-rotation for accel-
erated observers. These are frames for which the frequency of rotation ϕ(i)(j)

vanishes. The vanishing of ϕ(i)(j) is the maximum requirement one can im-
pose on an arbitrary frame, in any space-time, regarding its rotational state.
Here we show how to transform an arbitrary frame into a Fermi-Walker trans-
ported frame, by means of a local Lorentz transformation. We will adopt the
notation, presentation and results of Ref. [5].

The absolute derivative of a vector V µ along a world-line C is defined as
usual by

DV µ

dτ
=
dV µ

dτ
+ 0ΓµαβV

αdx
β

dτ
. (15)

We consider four 4-vectors, Aµ, Bµ, Cµ and Dµ that satisfy the following
equations and properties:

DAµ

dτ
= bBµ , (16)

DBµ

dτ
= cCµ + bAµ , (17)

DCµ

dτ
= dDµ − cBµ , (18)

DDµ

dτ
= −dCµ , (19)

where AµAµ = −1, BµBµ = CµCµ = DµDµ = 1, and b, c, d are non-negative
coefficients. Starting with the vector Aµ, Eq. (16) defines Bµ, Eq. (17)
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defines Cµ and Eq. (18) defines Dµ. Equation (19) is verified in view (i.e.,
it is a consequence) of Eqs. (16-18). It is not difficult to verify that Eqs.
(16-19) imply that Aµ, Bµ, Cµ and Dµ form an orthonormal set of vectors,
i.e., AµBµ = 0, etc.

We may identify Aµ with the unit vector tangent to the trajectory C,
Aµ = dxµ/ds. In this case, Aµ, Bµ, Cµ and Dµ establish the Frenet-Serret
frame, and Eqs. (16-19) are called the Frenet-Serret equations. Bµ, Cµ

and Dµ are the first, second and third normals to C, and b, c, d are the
first, second and third curvatures of C, respectively [5]. Particular values
of the coefficients b, c, d yield special curves in space-time. For instance, if
b = c = d = 0, the curve C is a geodesic; if b = constant and c = d = 0, C
represents a hyperbola, and if b = constant, c = constant and d = 0, then C
is a helix [5].

Let us consider a timelike trajectory C represented by xµ = xµ(τ), in a
space-time determined by the metric tensor gµν . The Fermi-Walker transport
of a vector F µ along C is defined by [5]

DF µ

dτ
= bFα(A

µBα − AαBµ) . (20)

Given the value F µ(τ0) at a certain initial position τ0, Eq. (20) allows the
determination of F µ along C. The Fermi-Walker transport of a second rank
tensor along C is defined by

DT µν

dτ
= bTα

ν(AµBα − AαBµ) + bT µ α(A
νBα − AαBν) . (21)

It follows from the equation above that

Dgµν

dτ
= 0 =

Dδµν
dτ

. (22)

The velocity vector Aµ = dxµ/dτ = uµ naturally undergoes Fermi-Walker
transport. Application of Eq. (20) to Aµ yields Eq. (16).

It is easy to see that the scalar product of two vectors is preserved under
the Fermi-Walker transport. Let ϕ represent the scalar product of the vectors
Σµ and Ψµ. Along C we have

ϕ(τ + dτ)− ϕ(τ) = Σµ(τ + dτ)Ψµ(τ + dτ)− Σµ(τ)Ψµ(τ)

= Ψµ(δ
FWΣµ) + Σµ(δFWΨµ) , (23)
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where

δFWΣµ = − 0ΓµαβΣ
βdxα + bΣα(A

µBα − AαBµ)dτ ,

δFWΨµ = 0ΓλαµΨλdx
α + bΨα(AµB

α − AαBµ)dτ . (24)

Equations (23) and (24) lead to ϕ(τ + dτ)− ϕ(τ) = 0.
In what follows, we identify the velocity vector Aµ on C with the timelike

component of the tetrad fields e(0)
µ according to

1

c
Aµ =

1

c

dxµ

dτ
= e(0)

µ . (25)

The important feature of this identification is that the Fermi-Walker trans-
port of e(0)

µ along C guarantees that e(0)
µ will always be tangent to C.

The spacelike components e(k)
µ are everywhere orthogonal to e(0)

µ. Along
C, the components e(k)

µ also undergo Fermi-Walker transport. Given that
e(k)

µ and e(0)
µ are orthogonal, we have from Eq. (20) that

De(k)
µ

dτ
= be(0)

µe(k)
λBλ . (26)

Taking into account Eq. (16), the equation above may be rewritten as

De(k)
µ

dτ
= c e(0)

µe(k)λ
De(0)

λ

dτ
. (27)

In the equation above, c is the speed of light. Equation (27) determines the
transport of the orthonormal basis ea

µ along an arbitrary timelike curve C,
such that e(0)

µ is always tangent to C.
In view of the definition given by Eq. (1), Eq. (27) may be expressed as

De(k)
µ

dτ
= uµe(k)λa

λ . (28)

Making b = (k) in Eq. (5), we find e(k)λa
λ = a(k) = ϕ(0)(k). Thus the

Fermi-Walker transport of the frame may be written as

De(k)
µ

dτ
= uµϕ(0)(k) . (29)

On the other hand, it is easy to verify that the total acceleration of the
frame components e(k)

µ given by Eq. (3) may be expressed in terms of ϕ(0)(k)

and ϕ(j)(k) according to

14



De(k)
µ

dτ
= uµϕ(0)(k) + ϕ(k)

(j)e(j)
µ . (30)

Therefore if ϕ(j)(k) = 0, the frame is Fermi-Walker transported and is non-
rotating. It turns out that we can impose ϕ(j)(k) = 0, at least formally.

Suppose that a frame is given such that ϕ(j)(k) ̸= 0. In terms of the torsion
tensor components, the quantities ϕ(j)(k) are written as

ϕ(i)(j) =
1

2
[e(i)

µe(j)
νT(0)µν + e(0)

µe(j)
νT(i)µν − e(0)

µe(i)
νT(j)µν ] . (31)

Under a local Lorentz transformation of the spatial components, we have

ẽ(i)
µ = Λ(i)

(k)e(k)
µ , (32)

T̃(i)µν = ∂µẽ(i)ν − ∂ν ẽ(i)µ

= Λ(i)
(k)T(k)µν + [∂µΛ(i)

(k)]e(k)ν − [∂νΛ(i)
(k)]e(k)µ . (33)

The coefficients {Λ(i)
(j)(x)} of the spatial components of the local Lorentz

transformation are fixed by requiring ϕ̃(i)(j) = 0.
It is possible to show that for given non-vanishing values of the quantities

ϕ(j)(k), the condition ϕ̃(i)(j) = 0 is obtained provided the coefficients {Λ(i)
(j)}

of the Lorentz transformation satisfy the equation [37]

e(0)
µΛ(j)

(m)∂µΛ(j)(k) − ϕ(k)(m) = 0 . (34)

Thus, given an arbitrary frame, it is always possible, at least formally, to
rotate the frame and obtain a Fermi-Walker transported frame for which
ϕ̃(i)(j) = 0. We note that the local Lorentz transformation (32) does not
affect the timelike component e(0)

µ.

2.2 Static frames in the Schwarzschild space-time

In this and in the following subsections we will analyse some distinguished
frames. We will show that the values of the acceleration tensor are in agree-
ment with the physical nature and interpretation of the frames, and have
well defined physical meaning. In these subsections we will adopt the speed
of light c = 1.
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A frame is static in the Schwarzschild space-time provided it undergoes
an inertial acceleration that exactly cancels the gravitational acceleration on
the frame. This is an interesting example because it allows an alternative
derivation of the well known gravitational acceleration of a free particle in
the Schwarzschild space-time.

In spherical coordinates the Schwarzschild space-time is described by the
line element

ds2 = −
(
1− 2m

r

)
dt2 +

(
1− 2m

r

)−1

dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θ dϕ2 . (35)

A field of static observers in this space-time is characterized by the vector
field uµ such that uµ = (u0, 0, 0, 0), i.e., the spatial components of uµ vanish.
Consequently, in the construction of the tetrad fields we require

e(0)
i = ui = 0 . (36)

In view of the orthogonality of the tetrad components, this condition implies
e(k) 0 = 0. A simple form of eaµ in (t, r, θ, ϕ) coordinates that satisfies this
property and yields Eq. (35) is given by

eaµ =


−β 0 0 0
0 α sin θ cosϕ r cos θ cosϕ −r sin θ sinϕ
0 α sin θ sinϕ r cos θ sinϕ r sin θ cosϕ
0 α cos θ −r sin θ 0

 , (37)

where

α =
(
1− 2m

r

)−1/2

,

β =
(
1− 2m

r

)1/2

. (38)

Recall that a and µ label lines and rows, respectively. It is possible to
show that in the asymptotic limit r → ∞ the inverse tetrad components
in (t, x, y, z) coordinates satisfy

e(1)
µ(t, x, y, z) ∼= (0, 1, 0, 0) ,

e(2)
µ(t, x, y, z) ∼= (0, 0, 1, 0) ,

e(3)
µ(t, x, y, z) ∼= (0, 0, 0, 1) . (39)
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Altogether, conditions (36) and (39) fix 6 degrees of the frame.
The evaluation of the acceleration tensor ϕab is straightforward. After

a number of manipulations we find that Eq. (37) represents a non-rotating
frame, i.e.,

ϕ(i)(j) = 0 . (40)

The translational acceleration, however, is non-vanishing. From definition
(10) we find

ϕ(0)(i) = T(0)(0)(i) = e(0)
µe(i)

νT(0)µν . (41)

For a = (0), the only non-vanishing component of Taµν is T(0)01 = ∂1β. Thus,
the equation above yields

ϕ(0)(i) = g00g11e(0)0e(i)1T(0)01 , (42)

from what follows

ϕ(0)(1) =
m

r2

(
1− 2m

r

)−1/2

sin θ cosϕ ,

ϕ(0)(2) =
m

r2

(
1− 2m

r

)−1/2

sin θ sinϕ ,

ϕ(0)(3) =
m

r2

(
1− 2m

r

)−1/2

cos θ . (43)

We define the acceleration a,

a = ϕ(0)(1)x̂+ ϕ(0)(2)ŷ + ϕ(0)(3)ẑ , (44)

which may be written as

a =
m

r2

(
1− 2m

r

)−1/2

r̂ , (45)

where

r̂ = sin θ cosϕ x̂+ sin θ sinϕ ŷ + cos θ ẑ .

Equation (45) represents the inertial acceleration necessary to maintain
the frame in stationary state in space-time. Therefore it must necessarily
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cancel the geodesic gravitational acceleration that is exerted on the frame.
In fact,

a = −m
r2

(
1− 2m

r

)−1/2

, (46)

is precisely the standard geodesic acceleration of a body in free fall in the
Schwarzschild space-time, which may be obtained directly from Eq. (1) [41].

We have seen that Eqs. (36) and (39) fix the six degrees of freedom of
the tetrad frame (37). Alternatively, the set of conditions (40), (43) also fix
the frame. The sets (40), (43) and (36), (39) are essentially equivalent. This
equivalence is in agreement with the discussion presented in the paragraph
just below Eq. (10), namely, either we establish the frame by fixing the
frame components according to the symmetry of the physical configuration,
and which amounts to choosing a suitable congruence of timelike worldlines,
or by fixing the components of the acceleration tensor (which, in general, is
a less intuitive procedure). We remark, finally, that Eq. (41) is invariant
under coordinate transformations.

2.3 Frame in free fall in the Schwarzschild space-time

A frame in free fall in the Schwarzschild space-time is radially accelerated
towards the center of the black hole, under the action of the gravitational
field only.

An observer that is in radial free fall in the Schwarzschild space-time is
endowed with the four-velocity [41]

uα =
[(

1− 2m

r

)−1

,−
(
2m

r

)1/2

, 0, 0
]
. (47)

The simplest set of tetrad fields that satisfies the condition

e(0)
α = uα , (48)

is given by [36]

eaµ =


−1 −α2η 0 0

η sin θ cosϕ α2 sin θ cosϕ r cos θ cosϕ −r sin θ sinϕ
η sin θ sinϕ α2 sin θ sinϕ r cos θ sinϕ r sin θ cosϕ
η cos θ α2 cos θ −r sin θ 0

 , (49)
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where

η =
(
2m

r

)1/2

= (1− α−2)1/2 . (50)

Since the frame is in free fall, the equation ϕ(0)(i) = 0 is verified. It is
not difficult to show by direct calculations that this set of tetrad fields also
satisfies the conditions

ϕ(i)(j) =
1

2
[T(0)(i)(j) + T(i)(0)(j) − T(j)(0)(i)] = 0 . (51)

Equation (48) fixes 3 conditions on the frame, i.e., e(0)
i = ui. Together

with the 3 conditions fixed by Eq. (51), we have six conditions on the frame.
These conditions completely fix the structure of the tetrad fields, even though
Eq. (51) has been verified a posteriori. Therefore Eq. (49) describes a non-
rotating frame in radial free fall in the Schwarzschild space-time. No inertial
acceleration is imparted to the frame.

2.4 Static frames in the Kerr space-time

Another interesting physical configuration is the frame adapted to static
observers in the Kerr space-time. In the weak field approximation, a re-
lationship may be established with the gravitoelectromagnetic (GEM) field
quantities [36]. In spherical (Boyer-Lindquist) coordinates, the Kerr’s space-
time is established by the line element

ds2 = −ψ
2

ρ2
dt2 − 2χ sin2 θ

ρ2
dϕ dt+

ρ2

∆
dr2

+ρ2dθ2 +
Σ2 sin2 θ

ρ2
dϕ2 , (52)

with the following definitions:

∆ = r2 + a2 − 2mr ,

ρ2 = r2 + a2 cos2 θ ,

Σ2 = (r2 + a2)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ ,

ψ2 = ∆− a2 sin2 θ ,

χ = 2amr . (53)
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A static frame in Kerr’s space-time is defined by the congruence of time-
like curves uµ(τ) such that ui = 0, namely, the spatial velocity of the ob-
servers is zero with respect to static observers at spacelike infinity. Since we
identify e(0)

i = ui, a static reference frame is established by the condition

e(0)
i = 0 . (54)

As in subsection 2.2, the orthogonality of the tetrads imply e(k) 0 = 0. This
latter equation remains valid even after a local rotation of the frame: ẽ(k) 0 =
Λ(k)

(j)e
(j)

0 = 0. Therefore, condition (54) determines the static character of
the frame, up to an orientation of the spacelike components of the frame in
the three-dimensional space (see Eq. (59) below).

A simple form of the tetrad fields that satisfies Eq. (54) (or, equivalently,
e(k) 0 = 0) reads [36]

eaµ =


−A 0 0 −B
0 C sin θ cosϕ ρ cos θ cosϕ −D sin θ sinϕ
0 C sin θ sinϕ ρ cos θ sinϕ D sin θ cosϕ
0 C cos θ −ρ sin θ 0

 , (55)

with the following definitions,

A =
ψ

ρ
,

B =
χ sin2 θ

ρψ
,

C =
ρ√
∆
,

D =
Υ

ρψ
. (56)

In the expression of D we have

Υ = (ψ2Σ2 + χ2 sin2 θ)1/2 . (57)

We are interested in obtaining the acceleration tensor ϕab, and for this
purpose we need the inverse tetrad fields ea

µ. They read
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ea
µ =


ρ
ψ

ρχ
ψΥ

sin θ sinϕ − ρχ
ψΥ

sin θ cosϕ 0

0
√
∆
ρ

sin θ cosϕ
√
∆
ρ

sin θ sinϕ
√
∆
ρ

cos θ

0 1
ρ
cos θ cosϕ 1

ρ
cos θ sinϕ −1

ρ
sin θ

0 −ρψ
Υ

sinϕ
sin θ

ρψ
Υ

cosϕ
sin θ

0

 , (58)

where now the index a labels the columns and µ labels the rows.
The frame determined by Eqs. (55) and (56) is valid in the region outside

the ergosphere. The function ψ2 = ∆ − a2 sin2 θ vanishes over the external
surface of the ergosphere (defined by r = r⋆ = m +

√
m2 − a2 cos2 θ ; over

this surface we have g00 = 0). Various components of Eqs. (55) and (56)
are not well defined when r = r⋆. It is well known that it is not possible to
maintain static observers inside the ergosphere of the Kerr space-time.

It follows from Eq. (58) that for large values of r we have

e(3)
µ(t, r, θ, ϕ) ∼= (0, cos θ,−(1/r) sin θ, 0) ,

or

e(3)
µ(t, x, y, z) ∼= (0, 0, 0, 1) . (59)

Therefore we may assert that the frame given by Eq. (55) is characterized by
the following properties: (i) the frame is static, because Eq. (54) is verified;
(ii) the e(3)

µ components are oriented along the symmetry axis of the black
hole (the z direction). The second condition is ultimately reponsible for the
simple form of Eq. (55).

The evaluation of ϕab requires more algebraic manipulations than the
previous cases, but is straightforward. It is useful to define the vectors

r̂ = sin θ cosϕ x̂+ sin θ sinϕ ŷ + cos θ ẑ ,

θ̂ = cos θ cosϕ x̂+ cos θ sinϕ ŷ − sin θ ẑ , (60)

which have well defined meaning as unit vectors in the asymptotic limit
r → ∞. The translational acceleration and the frequency of rotation are
denoted in Cartesian components as

a = (ϕ(0)(1), ϕ(0)(2), ϕ(0)(3)) , (61)

Ω = (ϕ(2)(3), ϕ(3)(1), ϕ(1)(2)) . (62)
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We obtain the following expressions for a and Ω [36]:

a =
m

ψ2

[√
∆

ρ

(
2r2

ρ2
− 1

)
r̂ +

2ra2

ρ3
sin θ cos θ θ̂

]
, (63)

Ω = − χ

Υρ
cos θ r̂+

ψ2
√
∆

2Υρ
sin θ ∂r

(
χ

ψ2

)
θ̂ − ψ2

2Υρ
sin θ ∂θ

(
χ

ψ2

)
r̂ . (64)

These vectors also characterize the frame determined by Eq. (55). The
fixation of a and Ω is equivalent to the fixation of six components of the
tetrad fields. Equations (63) and (64) represent the inertial accelerations
that one must exert on the frame in order to ensure (i) the static character
of the frame (Eq. (54)), and that (ii) the e(3)

µ components of the tetrad
fields asymptotically coincide with the symmetry axis of the black hole (Eq.
(59)).

The form of a and Ω for large values of r is very interesting. It is easy to
verify that in the limit r → ∞ we obtain

a ∼=
m

r2
r̂ , (65)

Ω ∼= −am
r3

(
2 cos θ r̂+ sin θ θ̂

)
. (66)

By identifying m↔ q and 4πma↔ m̄, where q is the electric charge and m̄
is the magnetic dipole moment, equations (65) and (66) resemble the electric
field of a point charge and the magnetic field of a perfect dipole that points
in the z direction, respectively. These equations represent a manifestation of
gravitoelectromagnetism.

If we remove all inertial accelerations on the frame, an observer located
at a position (r, θ, ϕ) will be subject to a radial acceleration −a and to
a frequency of rotation determined by −Ω = ΩD, which is the dragging
frequency of the frame. Thus, the gravitomagnetic effect is locally equivalent
to inertial effects in a frame endowed with angular frequency −ΩD. This is
precisely the gravitational Larmor’s theorem, discussed in Ref. [42].

In view of the standard examples discussed above, it is quite clear that the
primary and natural attribute of tetrad fields is the establishment of reference
frames in space-time. The inevitable conclusion is that tetrad fields carry
information of both the inertial state of the observer and of the gravitational
field.
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3 The gravitational energy-momentum defi-

nitions in the TEGR

In the ordinary metric formulation of general relativity, the gravitational
energy-momentum was first given by the standard ADM expressions [34],
but the complete set of energy, momentum, angular momentum and centre
of mass moment was probably put forward in a concise form by Regge and
Teitelboim [43]. These notions were presented in the context of the Hamilto-
nian formulation of general relativity. The idea was to require the variation
of the total Hamiltonian to be well defined in an asymptotically flat space-
time, where the standard asymptotic space-time translations and 4-rotations
are considered as coordinate transformations at spacelike infinity. This re-
quirement leads to the addition of boundary (surface) terms to the primary
Hamiltonian, so that the latter has well defined functional derivatives, and
therefore one may obtain the field equations in the Hamiltonian framework
(Hamilton’s equations) by means of a consistent procedure. In this way, one
arrives at the total energy, momentum, angular momentum and centre of
mass moment of the gravitational field, given by surface terms of the total
Hamiltonian. The work of Regge and Teitelboim indicate the relevance of
the Hamiltonian formulation for the establishment of these definitions.

In this Section, we will recall the definitions of energy-momentum P a

and of the 4-angular momentum Lab for the gravitational field in the TEGR.
These definitions have been discussed several times in the literature. Here, we
will display the summary presented in Refs. [13, 44]. In the present review,
the TEGR is constructed out of the tetrad fields only, as we pointed out
earlier. In the last Section, we will briefly discuss the so called “covariant”
formulation, which encompasses the addition of a flat spin connection.

The first relevant consideration is an identity between the scalar curvature
of the Riemann-Christoffel tensor, and an invariant combination of quadratic
terms of the torsion tensor,

eR(e) ≡ −e
(
1

4
T abcTabc +

1

2
T abcTbac − T aTa

)
+ 2∂µ(eT

µ) , (67)

where Ta = T b ba and Tabc = eb
µec

νTaµν . The Lagrangian density for the
gravitational field in the TEGR is given by [10]

L(e) = −k e
(
1

4
T abcTabc +

1

2
T abcTbac − T aTa

)
− 1

c
LM
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≡ −keΣabcTabc −
1

c
LM , (68)

where k = c3/(16πG), LM represents the Lagrangian density for the matter
fields, and Σabc is defined by

Σabc =
1

4

(
T abc + T bac − T cab

)
+

1

2

(
ηacT b − ηabT c

)
. (69)

Thus, the Lagrangian density is geometrically equivalent to the scalar cur-
vature density. The variation of L(e) with respect to eaµ yields the fields
equations

eaλebµ∂ν(eΣ
bλν)− e(Σbν

aTbνµ −
1

4
eaµTbcdΣ

bcd) =
1

4kc
eTaµ , (70)

where Taµ is defined by δLM/δe
aµ = eTaµ. These field equations are equiv-

alent to Einstein’s equations. It is possible to verify by direct calculations
that the equations above can be rewritten as

1

2
[Raµ(e)−

1

2
eaµR(e)] =

1

4kc
Taµ , (71)

The left and right hand sides of Eq. (67) are invariant under arbitrary
SO(3,1) local transformations. However, the Lagrangian density (68) does
not contain the total divergence that appears on the right hand side of (67).
Therefore, the Lagrangian density (68) is not invariant under local Lorentz
transformations, but the field equations are covariant under such transfor-
mations. As discussed in Ref. [10], the variation of the action integral
constructed out of (68) is well defined if one considers asymptotically flat
space-times, i.e., one does not need the addition of surface terms to obtain
well defined variations in the asymptotic limit r → ∞.

Equations (70) and (71) prove the equivalence between the TEGR and
the standard metric formulation of GR. Both theories are equivalent be-
cause the field equations are the same. However, in a theory constructed
out of tetrad fields, additional field quantities such as third rank tensors do
exist (the torsion tensor, for instance), besides new vector and tensor densi-
ties, which cannot be defined in the standard metric formulation of gravity.
These additional field quantities are covariant under global Lorentz trans-
formations, but not under local transformations. It turns out that these
vector and tensor densities yield the definitions of energy, momentum and
4-angular momentum of the gravitational field, which are covariant under
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global Lorentz transformations, as expected. This general framework is not
different from what happens in the ordinary formulation of arbitrary field
theories, where the energy-momentum and 4-angular momentum are frame
dependent field quantities that transform under the global Lorentz group.
Thus, energy transforms as the zero component of the energy-momentum
four-vector. These features must naturally hold also in the context of the
theory for the gravitational field. Consider a static black hole represented
by a mass parameter m only. For a distant observer, the total energy of this
black hole is given by E = mc2. But at very great distances, this black hole
is considered as a particle of mass m, and if it moves with constant velocity
v, then its total energy as seen by the same distant observer is E = γmc2,
where γ = (1 − v2/c2)−1/2. By the same reasoning, the gravitational mo-
mentum, angular momentum and the centre of mass moment are also frame
dependent field quantities, whose values are different in different frames and
for different observers. On physical grounds, energy, momentum, angular
momentum and centre of mass moment cannot be local Lorentz invariant
field quantities, since these quantities depend on the frame, as we know from
special relativity, which is the limit of the general theory of relativity when
the gravitational field is weak or negligible.

After some rearrangements, Eq. (70) may be written in the form [40]

∂ν(eΣ
aµν) =

1

4k
eea ν(t

µν +
1

c
Tµν) , (72)

where
tµν = k(4ΣbcµTbc

ν − gµνΣbcdTbcd) , (73)

is interpreted as the gravitational energy-momentum tensor [13, 40], and
Tµν = ea

µTaν .

3.1 Main results from the Hamiltonian formulation

In this subsection we will consider the field equations in the absence of matter
fields. The Hamiltonian density of the TEGR is constructed as usual in
the phase space of the theory. We first note that the Lagrangian density
(68) does not depend on the time derivatives of ea0. Therefore, the latter
arise as Lagrange multipliers in the Hamiltonian density H. The momenta
canonically conjugated to ea0 are denoted by Πa0. The latter are primary
constraints of the theory: Πa0 ≈ 0. The momenta canonically conjugated to
eai are given by Πai = δL/δėai = −4kΣa0i. The Hamiltonian density H is
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obtained by rewriting the Lagrangian density in the form L = Πaiėai − H,
in terms of eai,Π

ai and Lagrange multipliers. After the Legendre transform
is performed, we obtain the final form of the Hamiltonian density. It reads
[45, 46]

H(e,Π) = ea0C
a + λabΓ

ab, (74)

where λab are Lagrange multipliers. In the equation above we have omitted a
surface term. The expression of Ca = δH/δea0 in terms of the field variables
is rather long. It is formally simplified in Eq. (76) below. The constraints
Γab = −Γba are defined by

Γab = 2Π[ab] + 4ke(Σa0b − Σb0a) . (75)

After solving the field equations, the Lagrange multipliers are identified as
λab = (1/4)(Ta0b− Tb0a+ ea

0T00b− eb
0T00a) [45]. The constraints C

a may be
written as

Ca = −∂iΠai − pa = 0 , (76)

where pa is an intricate expression of the field quantities. In the context
of the Lagrangian density (68), pa may be interpreted as the gravitational
energy-momentum density (see Eq. (77) below). The quantities Ca and Γab

are first class constraints. They satisfy an algebra similar to the algebra of
the Poincaré group [46].

The integral form of the constraint equations Ca = 0 yields the gravita-
tional energy-momentum P a [40, 47],

P a = −
∫
V
d3x ∂iΠ

ai , (77)

where V is an arbitrary volume of the three-dimensional space and Πai =
−4kΣa0i. By means of Gauss’s law, we may transform the volume integral
in Eq. (77) into a surface integral, according to

P a =
∮
S
dSi 4kΣ

a0i , (78)

where S is the 2-dimensional spacelike boundary of the volume V .
In similarity to the definition above, the definition of the gravitational 4-

angular momentum follows from the integral form of the constraint equations
Γab = 0 [48]. It reads
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Lab = −
∫
V
d3x 2Π[ab] , (79)

where
2Π[ab] = (Πab − Πba) = −4ke(Σa0b − Σb0a) . (80)

However, it has been noted [49] that the second term on the right hand
side of Eq. (75) can be rewritten as a total divergence, so that the constraints
Γab become

Γab = 2Π[ab] − 2k∂i[e(e
aieb0 − ebiea0)] = 0 . (81)

Therefore, the definition of the total 4-angular momentum of the gravita-
tional field Lab may be given by an integral of a total divergence, in similarity
to Eq. (77),

Lab =
∮
S
dSi 2k[e(e

aieb0 − ebiea0)] . (82)

It is easy to show [48] that expressions (77) and (79) satisfy the algebra
of the Poincaré group in the phase space of the theory,

{P a, P b} = 0 ,

{P a, Lbc} = ηabP c − ηacP b ,

{Lab, Lcd} = ηadLcb + ηbdLac − ηacLdb − ηbcLad . (83)

The quantities in the left hand side of the expressions above are Poisson
brackets evaluated in the phase space determined by the canonically conju-
gate field variables (eai, Π

ai). In the evaluation of the Poisson brackets, we
have used the following functional derivatives of P a and Lab,

δLab

δeck(z)
= −ηacΠbk(z) + ηbcΠak(z) ,

δLab

δΠck(z)
= δac e

b
k(z)− δbce

a
k(z) ,

δP a

δeck(z)
= 0 ,

δP a

δΠck(z)
= −

∫
d3xδac

∂

∂xk
δ3(x− z) . (84)
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Therefore, from a physical point of view, the interpretation of the quanti-
ties P a and Lab as gravitational energy-momentum and 4-angular momentum
is consistent. It is well known that the algebra of the Poincaré group is in-
timately connected to energy, momentum and 4-angular momentum. The
values of P a and Lab may be computed by means of Eqs. (78) and (82).

Definitions (77) and (79) are invariant under coordinate transformations
of the three-dimensional space, under time reparametrizations, and under
global SO(3,1) transformations. The gravitational energy is the zero compo-
nent of the energy-momentum four-vector P a.

3.2 Gravitational energy-momentum from the Lagrangian
field equations

The definition of gravitational energy-momentum may also be obtained in
the Lagrangian framework, according to the procedure of Ref. [40]. Again,
we assume c = 1 = G, and consider the field equations in the form given
Eqs. (72) and (73). In view of the antisymmetry property Σaµν = −Σaνµ, it
follows that

∂λ
[
e ea µ(t

λµ + Tλµ)
]
= 0 . (85)

The equation above yields the continuity (or balance) equation,

d

dt

∫
V
d3x e ea µ(t

0µ + T0µ) = −
∮
S
dSj

[
e ea µ(t

jµ + Tjµ)
]
, (86)

where S is the boundary of an arbitrary 3-dimensional volume V , as con-
sidered above. Therefore we (again) identify tλµ as the gravitational energy-
momentum tensor [40],

P a =
∫
V
d3x e ea µ(t

0µ + T0µ) , (87)

as the total energy-momentum contained within the volume V of the 3-
dimensional space,

Φa
g =

∮
S
dSj (e e

a
µt
jµ) , (88)

as the gravitational energy-momentum flux, and

Φa
m =

∮
S
dSj (e e

a
µT

jµ) , (89)
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as the energy-momentum flux of matter [40]. In view of the field equations
(72), Eq. (87) may be written as P a = −

∫
V d

3x∂jΠ
aj , from what follows

P a = −
∮
S
dSj Π

aj , (90)

where Πaj = −4keΣa0j, in similarity to Eq. (78).
We establish Eqs. (78) and (82) as the definitions of the gravitational

energy-momentum and gravitational 4-angular momentum, respectively. The
reason for considering surface integrals is because the gravitational field on
the surface of integration S contains all the information on the interior region,
and of course the integral can be carried out more easily, even in the presence
of singularities, admitting that the space-time has singularities. We cannot
transform the volume integral (77) into the surface integral (78) by means
of Gauss theorem, if the space-time has singularities, and for this reason
Eq. (78) is conceptually more important than Eq. (77). But we recall that
exactly this same difficulty occurs in the definition of the ADM gravitational
energy-momentum, whose definitions are given by surface integrals and yield
satisfactory and acceptable results in the context of asymptotically flat space-
times. Therefore, Eq. (78) represents the gravitational energy-momentum
within the surface S.

Definition (78) (or (90)) is invariant under coordinate transformations of
the three-dimensional space and under time reparametrizations, which are
basic requirements of any gravitational energy-momentum definition. Eq.
(85) is a true energy-momentum conservation equation, in contrast to the
analogous situation in the metric formulation of general relativity, where the
covariant derivative of the energy-momentum tensor is not a strict conser-
vation equation. We repeat and emphasize that in the ordinary formulation
of arbitrary field theories, energy, momentum, angular momentum and the
centre of mass moment are frame dependent field quantities, that transform
under the global SO(3,1) group. This property, which takes place in special
relativity, is satisfied by definition (78). In particular, the energy E trans-
forms as the zero component of the energy-momentum four-vector. Thus, we
conclude that in the context of the TEGR, there is a smooth transition be-
tween the weak field limit of general relativity and special relativity. We have
a well defined conservation equation for the matter fields, with or without
the gravitational field, in arbitrary coordinate systems.

The components of the vector P a are (E/c,P). If we assume that the
tetrad fields satisfy asymptotic boundary conditions,
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eaµ ≃ ηaµ +
1

2
haµ(1/r) , (91)

at spatial infinity, i.e., in the limit r → ∞, then the total gravitational energy
E = cP (0) is the ADM energy,

E =
c4

16πG

∫
S→∞

dSk(∂ihik − ∂khii) = EADM . (92)

The expression above is just one of the consistent results that follow from
the above definitions.

4 Gravitational energy in the Kerr space-time

The Kerr space-time plays a central role in general relativity. We may assume
that practically all single, self gravitating systems in nature rotate around
their own symmetry or principal inertia axes, and that the Kerr space-time
represents the exterior region of these rotating compact objects. However,
the Kerr line element represents a black hole and possesses the ergoregion,
which is the region between the external event horizon (r = r+, see below)
and the ergosurface (r = r⋆+). It is theoretically predicted that it is possible
to extract energy from the region between r = r⋆+ and r = r+ by means
of the Penrose process [50]. After the complete extraction of this energy,
which is considered to be a rotational energy, when the black hole no longer
rotates, there remains the irreducible mass of the black hole Mirr, which
was calculated by Christodoulou and Ruffini [51]. It is also assumed that no
form of energy can escape from the external event horizon of the black hole,
during the complete Penrose process. For this reason, the evaluation of the
gravitational energy contained within the external event horizon of the Kerr
black hole is a relevant issue in the investigation of the localization of the
gravitational energy. It is rather obvious that this energy cannot be made
to vanish by means of coordinate transformations, or by any formulation of
the principle of equivalence, not even at a point inside the external event
horizon.

In order to calculate the energy contained within the external event hori-
zon of the Kerr black hole, we need tetrad fields that are defined up to r = r+,
i.e., we must have observers that can reach the external event horizon, even
under the dragging effect of the black hole, since inside the ergophere it is not
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possible to establish static frames. The tetrad fields considered in subsection
2.4 do not satisfy this requirement, since they are defined from r = ∞ up
to r = r⋆+, which defines the external surface of the ergosphere. The set
of tetrad fields that are defined from r = ∞ up to r = r+ is the one that
satisfies Schwinger’s time gauge condition [52].

We will make use of the notation in Section 2.4, and in particular of Eqs.
(52) and (53), but not of Eq. (54), as we will explain ahead. The Kerr
black hole is characterized by the mass parameter m and by the angular
momentum per unit mass a = J/m. In the Penrose process [50], the initial
mass m and angular momentum J of the black hole vary by dm and dJ ,
respectively, such that dm− ΩHdJ ≥ 0, where ΩH is the angular velocity of
the external event horizon of the black hole,

ΩH =
a

2mr+
=

a

a2 + r2+
. (93)

The radius of the external event horizon is given by r+ = m +
√
m2 − a2.

During the process, the variation of the area A of the black hole satisfies dA ≥
0 (because the angular momentum parameter a decreases, and consequently
r+ increases). In the final stage of an idealized process, the mass of the
black hole becomes the irreducible mass Mirr [51], defined by the relation
m2 = M2

irr + J2/(4M2
irr), and the Kerr black hole becomes a Schwarzschild

black hole. The expression of the irreducible mass is

Mirr =
1

2

√
r2+ + a2 . (94)

An analysis of various gravitational energy expressions for the Schwarzschild
and Kerr black holes has been made long time ago in Ref. [53]. Taking into
account various expressions for the gravitational mass, it was concluded that
the mass contained within the event horizon of the Schwarzschild black hole
is 2m, for all considered definitions. The same value is obtained by the quasi-
local expressions (as, for instance, the Brown-York expression [54]). Likewise,
one expects that the mass contained within the external event horizon at the
final stage of the complete Penrose process, when the black hole becomes non-
rotating, is given by 2Mirr, and the gravitational energy contained within the
external event horizon of the black hole is, therefore, 2Mirrc

2. In similarity
to the Schwarzschild space-time, the total gravitational energy of the Kerr
space-time finally becomes Mirrc

2, after the complete Penrose process.
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We have already shown that the definition for the gravitational energy in
the TEGR yields an expression for the energy contained within the external
event horizon of the Kerr black hole that is strikingly close to 2Mirrc

2. In
this Section, we will review this result.

We proceed to establish the frame that satisfies Schwinger’s time gauge
condition. Here we assume c = 1, but the notation will be that of subsection
2.4. As we mentioned above, the frame must be defined such that the radial
coordinate r runs from r+ to infinity, i.e., the frame must be defined in the
whole region outside the external event horizon, and consequently also inside
the ergosphere of the black hole. The external surface of the ergosphere is
defined by r = r∗+ = m+

√
m2 − a2 cos2 θ. Inside the ergosphere all observers

are necessarily dragged in circular motion by the gravitational field. The
four-velocity of observers that circulate around the black hole, outside the
external horizon, under the action of the gravitational field of the Kerr space-
time, is given by

uµ(t, r, θ, ϕ) =
ρΣ

(ψ2Σ2 + χ2 sin2 θ)1/2
(1, 0, 0,

χ

Σ2
) , (95)

where all functions are defined by Eqs. (52) and (53). It is possible to show
that if we restrict the radial coordinate to r = r+, the µ = 3 component of
Eq. (95) becomes

χ

Σ2
=

a

2mr+
=

a

a2 + r2+
= ΩH ,

The quantity

ω(r) = −g03
g33

=
χ

Σ2
, (96)

is the dragging angular velocity of inertial frames.
The tetrad fields (i) that are adapted to observers whose four-velocities

are given by Eq. (95), i.e., for which e(0)
µ = uµ, and consequently defined

in the region r > r+, (ii) whose e(i)
µ components in Cartesian coordinates

are asymptotically oriented along the unit vectors x̂, ŷ, ẑ, and (iii) that is
asymptotically flat, is given by
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eaµ =


−A 0 0 0

B sin θ sinϕ C sin θ cosϕ D cos θ cosϕ −F sin θ sinϕ
−B sin θ cosϕ C sin θ sinϕ D cos θ sinϕ F sin θ cosϕ

0 C cos θ −D sin θ 0

 ,

(97)
where

A =
(g03g03 − g00g33)

1/2

(g33)1/2
,

B = − g03
(g33)1/2 sin θ

,

C = (g11)
1/2 ,

D = (g22)
1/2 ,

F =
(g33)

1/2

sin θ
. (98)

These tetrad fields are the unique configuration that satisfies the above con-
ditions, since six conditions are imposed on ea µ. It satisfies Schwinger’s time
gauge condition e(i)

0 = 0. This frame allows observers to reach the vicinity
of the external event horizon of the Kerr black hole. Therefore we may eval-
uate the gravitational energy contained within any surface S determined by
the condition r > r+, and in particular in the limit r → r+. Expression (97)
is precisely the same set of tetrad fields (Eq. (4.9)) considered in Ref. [47].

The energy contained within the external event horizon of the black hole
is calculated by means of the a = (0) component of Eq. (78) or (90),

P (0) = E = −
∮
S
dSiΠ

(0)i = −
∮
S
dθdϕΠ(0)1(r, θ, ϕ) . (99)

S is a surface of constant radius determined by the condition r = r+ (recall
that we are assuming c = 1). After a number of algebraic calculations we
obtain [47]

E = m
[√

2p

4
+

6p− q2

4q
ln
(√

2p+ q

p

)]
. (100)

The quantities p and λ are defined by
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p = 1 +
√
1− q2 , a = q m , 0 ≤ q ≤ 1 .

Note that when q = 0, we have E = 2m. Equation (100) is functionally very

different from 2Mirr =
√
r2+ + a2. However, the two expressions are very

similar, as we can verify in Figure 1.

Figure 1: Gravitational energy in the interior of the external event horizon
of the Kerr black hole, as function of q = a/m.

In Figure 1, we have plotted (i) E/m, where E is given by Eq. (100),
and (ii) 2Mirr/m, as functions of a/m = q. Both curves are parametrized
by q, which varies from 0 to 1. The upper curve represents Eq. (100), and
the lower curve represents 2Mirr. The almost coincidence between the two
expressions is striking, and is perhaps the major achievement of definition
(90). It shows that Eq. (100) is in very close agreement with 2Mirr, as
expected. This result supports the idea of localization of the gravitational
energy.

It is not the purpose of this review to address or critique alternative
approaches that deal with the same investigation of this Section, but we may
just compare our result with the one obtained by other means, notably the
quasi-local expression for the gravitational energy. A recent proposal for the
quasi-local gravitational energy was given by Wang and Yau [56, 57], and
applied to the Kerr space-time [58] to address precisely the irreducible mass
of the black hole. In the context of the latter references, it was made an
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analysis similar to the one above that led to Figure 1. However, due to
mathematical reasons and difficulties, the analysis can be carried out only in
the range 0 ≤ a ≤

√
3m/2 for the values of a = J/m. A latter attempt to

circumvent this problem was made in Ref. [59], by means of an even different
approach to quasilocal mass. By inspecting Figure 3 of the latter reference,
which is the equivalent to Figure 1 of the present analysis, we see a sharp and
unnatural discontinuity of the curve at the value a =

√
3m/2. In addition,

the value of the mass within the horizon exceeds 2m for values of a close
to m. In our opinion, these are difficulties of the whole method based on
quasi-local expressions for the gravitational energy, which cannot reproduce
2Mirr in the whole range of values of the parameter a. Furthermore, the
latter approach to gravitational energy is based only on the metric tensor,
and for this reason it should be independent of frames or observers, but not
so long ago the need to introduce “quasi-local observers” was put forward
in Ref. [60]. This attempt shows that, one way or another, observers and
frames are necessary to address the notion of gravitational energy. After
all, the observed mass of the black holes depends on the frame, in case the
black hole is moving with respect to the frame. An implicit dependence
on the frame already takes place at the very initial considerations of the
Schwarzschild or Kerr line elements: the parameter m is the total mass of
black hole in a frame where the black hole is at rest.

5 Distribution of gravitational energy in the

Schwarzschild-de Sitter space-time

The main purpose of this section is to review the fact that a cosmological
constant, even in a simple and idealised model such as the Schwarzschild-de
Sitter space-time, induces an extremely high density of energy in the vicinity
of the cosmological horizon, determined by a surface of constant radius r ≈ R,

where R =
√
3/Λ, and Λ is a positive cosmological constant. In the pure de

Sitter space-time, the cosmological horizon is determined exactly by r = R.
To our knowledge, the result of this section can only be obtained in the realm
of the TEGR.

The line element of the Schwarzschild-de Sitter space-time is given by

ds2 = −α2 dt2 +
1

α2
dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2 , (101)
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where

α2 = 1− 2m

r
− r2

R2
. (102)

Here we are considering natural units and making the speed of light c = 1.
The Schwarzschild-de Sitter space-time has been considered in the TEGR
in Ref. [55]. In this Section we make use of the notation and some results
of Ref. [44]. We will restrict the considerations to the region between the
Schwarzschild and cosmological horizons. The set of tetrad fields adapted to
stationary observers in the space-time is given by

eaµ =


−α 0 0 0
0 α−1 sin θ cosϕ r cos θ cosϕ −r sin θ sinϕ
0 α−1 sin θ sinϕ r cos θ sinϕ r sin θ cosϕ
0 α−1 cos θ −r sin θ 0

 . (103)

It is not difficult to calculate the radial (inertial, non-gravitational) accel-
erations that are necessary to maintain the frame static in space-time. They
are given by

ϕ(0)(1) =
dα

dr
sin θ cosϕ ,

ϕ(0)(2) =
dα

dr
sin θ sinϕ ,

ϕ(0)(3) =
dα

dr
cos θ . (104)

We define the inertial acceleration vector Φ as

Φ(r) = (ϕ(0)(1), ϕ(0)(2), ϕ(0)(3)) ≡ ϕ(r)r̂ =
dα

dr
r̂ , (105)

where r̂ = (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ), and

dα

dr
=

1

α

(
m

r2
− r

R2

)
. (106)

Close to the Schwarzschild horizon we have dα/dr > 0, and close to the
cosmological horizon, dα/dr < 0, as it should be to maintain the frame
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static in space-time [44] (close to the Schwarzschild horizon the gravitational
acceleration is attractive, and close to the de Sitter horizon it is repulsive).

In view of the spherical symmetry of the physical configuration, the grav-
itational energy obtained from Eq. (90) is reduced to

P (0) = −
∮
S
dS1Π

(0)1 , (107)

where dS1 = dθdϕ. After a number of simple calculations, we find that

−Π(0)1 = 4keΣ(0)01 =
1

4π
r sin θ

(
1−

√
1− 2m

r0
− r20
R2

)
, (108)

and thus the energy contained within a surface of constant radius r0 is given
by

P (0) = r0

(
1−

√
1− 2m

r0
− r20
R2

)
. (109)

In the following, we will simplify the considerations and make m = 0. By
also making r0 = R in Eq. (109), we find [55]

P (0) = R =

√
3

Λ
, (110)

which is the total gravitational energy contained in the interior of the cos-
mological horizon. Returning to Eq. (107), we note that it can be written
as a volume integral,

P (0) = −
∫
V
dr dθdϕ∂rΠ

(0)1 , (111)

where V is any spherical volume of radius r0 such that r0 ≤ R. Now we
take the radial derivative of Π(0)1 in the equation above, and integrate in the
angular variables. The resulting expression is

P (0) =
∫
V
dr ε(r) , (112)

where ε(r) expresses the gravitational energy density in the pure de Sitter
space, i.e., ε(r) dr is the gravitational energy contained within the shells of
radii r and r + dr. It reads [55]
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ε(r) = 1 +
2β2 − 1√
1− β2

, (113)

where β2 = r2/R2. Note that if β → 0, then ε(0) → 0 and if β → 1, ε
diverges. These features are shown in Figure 2.

Figure 2: The gravitational energy density in the de Sitter space-time as
a function of the radial coordinate only, after integration on the angular
variables.

The total energy contained inside the surfaces of radii 0.1R , 0.5R , 0.9R
are given by Eg = 5.01 × 10−4R , Eg = 0, 067R , Eg = 0.51R, respectively.
Thus, almost half of the gravitational energy is located between β = 0.9 and
β = 1.

We see that the cosmological constant induces a concentration of grav-
itational energy in the vicinity of the cosmological horizon. Therefore, the
existence of an extremely high density of energy located very far from ide-
alised observers, and which could play the role of the so called dark energy
in cosmological models, is explained by the definition of gravitational energy
in the TEGR, even in the absence of matter fields.
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It is also very interesting to observe that the cosmological constant gives
rise to a classical vacuum energy that is not uniform over the 3-dimensional
space, contrary to what is assumed in ordinary quantum field theories in flat
space-times. The presence of a very tiny cosmological constant may not be
perceived on neighbourhoods such as our planetary system, but its existence
modifies the vacuum energy density on a cosmological scale. By inserting
the physical constants c and G (the gravitational constant) into Eq. (110),
we have

P (0) =
E

c
=
c3

G

√
3

Λ
, (114)

where Λ ≈ 10−56 cm−2 and G = 6, 67× 10−8 cm3

g·s2 . It follows that

E = Evacuum ≈ 21× 1076
g · cm2

s2
. (115)

This is a significant value that should modify some assumptions in ordinary
quantum field theories, regarding the uniformity in space of the vacuum
energy density, in case the space-time is endowed with a positive cosmological
constant.

6 Gravitational energy-momentum in the Bondi-

Sachs space-time

The space-time of a radiating gravitational field configuration is described by
the Bondi-Sachs line element. The latter is usually presented in the (u, r, θ,
ϕ) coordinates, where r is the ordinary radial variable and u is the retarded
time, u = t−r (r, θ and ϕ are spherical coordinates). The main quantities in
the Bondi-Sachs line element are the functions M(u, θ, ϕ), which is the mass
aspect, and c(u, θ, ϕ), d(u, θ, ϕ), which are related to the news functions.

The Bondi-Sachs line element is primarily a model for isolated astrophys-
ical configurations that loose energy in the form of gravitational radiation.
The space-time around these configurations is not strictly asymptotically flat
because although the metric tensor components fall off in the expected way
as gµν = ηµν + hµν(1/r) in the asymptotic limit r → ∞, the time derivative
of hµν is of order 1/r at spacelike infinity in Cartesian coordinates. The
first significant investigation of this physical system was made by Bondi and
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collaborators [61], who established the coordinates and notation that are
currently employed in the analysis of gravitational radiation. The line ele-
ment obtained by Bondi and collaborators is constructed out of the functions
M(u, θ) and c(u, θ) only. These functions do not depend on the azimuthal co-
ordinate ϕ because the line element is axially symmetric. The time derivative
∂0c = ∂c/∂u is identified as the first news function. Bondi’s line element was
later generalised by Sachs [62], who abandoned the axial symmetry and ob-
tained the most general metric tensor that describes gravitational radiation
at spacelike and null infinities. In the work by Sachs, there also appears the
function d(u, θ, ϕ), that yields the second news function ∂0d, and all functions
(M, c, d) now depend also on the angular variable ϕ.

The two news functions are interpreted as the radiating degrees of freedom
of the gravitational field, and this single feature justifies the importance of the
metric tensor that describes the Bondi-Sachs space-time. The mathematical
expression of the Bondi-Sachs metric tensor is not given in closed mathe-
matical form. It is presented in powers of the radial coordinate r. There
are very good review articles that clarify the several aspects of the subject,
and also explain the emergence of the Bondi-Sachs energy-momentum vector
[63, 64, 65, 66].

The Bondi-Sachs energy-momentummµ(u) is constructed out of the mass
aspectM(u, θ, ϕ) only, i.e., it does not depend on the functions c(u, θ, ϕ) and
d(u, θ, ϕ) (see, for instance, Eq. (4.4) of Ref. [66]). However, the news func-
tions are expected to yield real, observable manifestations of the gravitational
field at spacelike or null infinities, and so they should contribute to surface
integrals, both at spacelike and null infinities. For this reason, it is intriguing
that the total Bondi-Sachs energy-momentum does not depend on the news
function.

The ADM expression [34] of the total gravitational energy-momentum is
evaluated at spacelike infinity. However, the authors of Refs. [67, 68, 69]
have expressed the ADM energy-momentum in terms of the Bondi-Sachs
energy-momentum mµ(u), which is linear in the integration of the mass as-
pect M(u, θ, ϕ) at null infinity. More specifically, the authors of the latter
references rewrote the metric tensor of the Bondi-Sachs line element in the
ordinary (t, r, θ, ϕ) coordinates, and parametrized the spacelike hypersurfaces
by means of the standard time coordinate t. As these authors explain, the
prior assumption is that the ADM energy-momentum is the past limit of the
Bondi-Sachs energy-momentum, i.e., mµ(−∞). They found, however, that
the resulting expression for the total ADM energy-momentum depends on
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the integration of the mass aspect M(u) when u → −∞, as expected (as
well as on the spatial orientations for the 3-momenta), but also depends on
integrations of functions that depend on c and d. Although the total ADM
energy-momentum is strictly constructed for asymptotically flat space-times,
the new and modified expression for the Bondi-Sachs energy-momentum, and
its dependence on the functions c and d, is a very interesting and reasonable
result.

In this Section we will show that gravitational energy-momentum (78)
yields a quite interesting result. The latter expression renders the usual,
expected integration of the mass aspect, plus a term that is interpreted as the
energy of the gravitational radiation, since it depends only on the functions
c and d. This is a result that can only be achieved in the TEGR. We will
present the essential functions of the Bondi-Sachs space-time and the set of
tetrad fields, but we will omit several long calculations that have already
been presented in the literature [70]. We will emphasize the results only.

The Bondi-Sachs line element is given by

ds2 = g00 du
2 + g22 dθ

2 + g33 dϕ
2

+2g01 du dr + 2g02 du dθ + 2g03 du dϕ+ 2g23dθ dϕ , (116)

where

g00 =
V

r
e2β − r2(e2γU2 cosh 2δ + e−2γW 2 cosh 2δ + 2UW sinh 2δ) ,

g01 = −e2β ,
g02 = −r2(e2γU cosh 2δ +W sinh 2δ) ,

g03 = −r2 sin θ(e−2γW cosh 2δ + U sinh 2δ) ,

g22 = r2e2γ cosh 2δ ,

g33 = r2e−2γ cosh 2δ sin2 θ ,

g23 = r2 sinh 2δ sin θ . (117)

We adopt the usual convention (u, r, θ, ϕ) = (x0, x1, x2, x3). The functions β,
γ, δ, U and W in the equations above are not exact. They are given only in
asymptotic form, in powers of 1/r. We will dispense with the powers of 1/r
of the field quantities that do not contribute to the calculations. Thus, the
asymptotic form of the functions above are
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V ≃ −r + 2M ,

β ≃ −c
2 + d2

4r2
,

γ ≃ c

r
,

δ ≃ d

r
,

U ≃ − l(u, θ, ϕ)
r2

,

W ≃ − l̄(u, θ, ϕ)
r2

, (118)

where
l = ∂2c+ 2c cot θ + ∂3d csc θ ,

l̄ = ∂2d+ 2d cot θ − ∂3c csc θ .

In the limit r → ∞, the asymptotic form of the functions above yield

g00 ≃ −1 +
2M

r
,

g01 ≃ −1 +
c2 + d2

2r2
,

g02 ≃ l +
1

r
(2cl + 2dl̄ − p) ,

g03 ≃ l̄ sin θ +
1

r
(−2cl̄ + 2dl − p̄) sin θ ,

g22 ≃ r2 + 2cr + 2(c2 + d2) ,

g33 ≃ [r2 − 2cr + 2(c2 + d2)] sin2 θ ,

g23 ≃ 2dr sin θ +
4d3

3r
sin θ . (119)

The functions p and p̄ are defined in Refs. [67, 68]. They depend on functions
that are not defined above. However, they will not contribute to the final
expressions, and for this reason we will not present their definitions here.

The expressions of the contravariant components of the metric tensor are
calculated by means of the usual procedure out of Eqs. (117) (and not out of
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Eqs. (119)). The inverse components are given by gµν = (−1)µ+ν(1/g)Mµν ,
where g = −g201(g22g33 − g223) is the determinant of the metric tensor, and
Mµν is the co-factor of the µν component (we have taken into account all
necessary powers of 1/r of the functions given in Eq. (118)). We find

g00 = g02 = g03 = 0 ,

g01 ≃ −1− c2 + d2

2r2
,

g11 ≃ 1− 2M

r
,

g12 ≃ l

r2
,

g13 ≃ l̄ sin θ

r2
,

g22 ≃ 1

r2
,

g33 ≃ 1

r2 sin2 θ
,

g23 ≃ − 2d

r3 sin2 θ
. (120)

In order to investigate the gravitational radiation in the context of the
Bondi-Sachs space-time, it is convenient to choose a set of tetrad fields
adapted to static observers in space-time. The worldline of these observers
is characterized by the field of 4-velocities uµ of the observers such that
uµ = (u0, 0, 0, 0). Following the procedure discussed in Section 2, we identify
the a = (0) component of the frame ea

µ as e(0)
µ = uµ. The three other

components of the frame, e(i)
µ, are orthogonal to e(0)

µ, and may be oriented
in the three-dimensional space according to the symmetry of the physical
system, in case there are privileged directions in the 3-space. It follows from
the requirement e(0)

µ = uµ that a static observer in space-time must satisfy
the conditions e(0)

i(t, xk) = (0, 0, 0). It is easy to verify, by means of a co-
ordinate transformation, that in terms of the retarded time u we also have
e(0)

i(u, xk) = (0, 0, 0).
The Bondi-Sachs space-time is not axially symmetric. It is clear from the

mathematical structure of the line element that there are no distinguished
directions at spacelike infinity. Since we will evaluate surface integrals at
spacelike infinity, i.e., we will be interested only in total quantities (we will
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integrate over a surface S determined by r = constant, for r finite but suf-
ficiently distant from the source), any set of tetrad fields that satisfy the
asymptotic expansion eaµ ≃ ηaµ + (1/2)haµ(1/r) in Cartesian coordinates
when r → ∞, and that satisfy the conditions e(0)

i(u, r, θ, ϕ) = 0, will serve
our purposes. For such a frame, e(1)

µ, e(2)
µ and e(3)

µ will define the usual
unit frame vectors in the x, y and z directions, respectively, in the limit
r → ∞, provided ea

µ is constructed in Cartesian coordinates. These condi-
tions establish a consistent reference frame at spacelike infinity.

In spite of the intricacies of the Bondi-Sachs line element, it is possible to
establish a simple set of tetrad fields that yields Eqs. (116) and (117), and
that satisfy the conditions e(0)

i = 0. Note that e(0)
i = 0 implies e(i) 0 = 0.

One set of tetrad fields that satisfy these requirements, and has the asymp-
totic form eaµ ≃ ηaµ + (1/2)haµ at spacelike infinity, is given in (u, r, θ, ϕ)
coordinates by [70]

e(0)µ = (−A,−E,−F,−G) ,
e(1)µ = (0, B1 sin θ cosϕ+B2 cos θ cosϕ−B3 sin θ sinϕ ,

C1r cos θ cosϕ− C2 sin θ sinϕ ,

−Dr sin θ sinϕ) ,
e(2)µ = (0, B1 sin θ sinϕ+B2 cos θ sinϕ+B3 sin θ cosϕ ,

C1r cos θ sinϕ− C2 sin θ cosϕ ,

Dr sin θ cosϕ) ,

e(3)µ = (0, B1 cos θ −B2 sin θ,−C1r cos θ, 0) . (121)

The quantities A,B1, B2, B3, C1, C2, D,E, F,G are determined by requir-
ing that eaµ yields the metric tensor components (119) according to eaµebνη

ab =
gµν . The determination of exact form of these quantities in terms of the met-
ric tensor components (117) is not so simple. These quantities must satisfy
the following equations,

−A2 = g00

−AE = g01

−AF = g02

−AG = g03
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−E2 +B2
1 +B2

2 +B2
3 sin

2 θ = g11 = 0

−EF +B2(C1r) +B3C2 sin
2 θ = g12 = 0

−EG+B3(Dr) sin
2 θ = g13 = 0

−F 2 + (C1r)
2 + C2

2 sin
2 θ = g22

−G2 + (Dr)2 sin2 θ = g33

−FG+ C2(Dr) sin
2 θ = g23 . (122)

In view of the fact that we need the components of the torsion tensor only
in the asymptotic limit r → ∞, we restrict the considerations to quantities
whose power of 1/r are actually needed in the calculations. Thus, we consider
terms of power up to (1/r)2 only. Quantities of order (1/r)n, with n ≥ 3, do
not contribute to the final, total expressions, and will be neglected. We find

A ≃ 1− M

r
,

E ≃ 1 +
M

r
,

F ≃ −l − 1

r
(2cl + 2dl̄ +Ml − p) ,

G ≃ − sin θ
[
l̄ +

1

r
(−2cl̄ + 2dl +Ml̄ − p̄)

]
,

B1 ≃ 1 +
M

r
,

B2 ≃ − l

r
− 1

r2
(2Ml + cl − p) ,

B3 ≃ − 1

sin θ

[
l̄

r
+

1

r2
(2Ml̄ − cl̄ + 2dl − p̄)

]
,

C1 ≃ 1 +
c

r
+

1

r2

[
l2

2
+ c2 − d2

]
,

C2 ≃ 1

sin θ

[
2d+

1

r
(ll̄ + 2cd)

]
.

D ≃ 1− c

r
+

1

r2

(
l̄2

2
+ c2 + d2

)
. (123)

The expressions above completely fix the set of tetrad fields given by
Eq. (121). We note that the sin θ in the denominator of B3 and C2 in the
expressions above does not lead to a divergence of eaµ on the z axis of the
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coordinate system, when θ = 0. In Eq. (121) these quantities are multiplied
by sin θ. It can be shown that both in (u, x, y, z) or in (t, x, y, z) coordinates,
the set of tetrad fields given by (121) is everywhere smooth in the three-
dimensional space (except possibly at r = 0, but the functions (118) are not
exactly defined in the neighbourhood of r = 0).

As we mentioned earlier, we will skip many long calculations, and present
the main results only. Some important steps in the calculations are presented
in Ref. [70]. After many calculations and simplifications, we obtain the total
gravitational energy by means of Eq. (78). It reads

P (0) = 4k
∫ 2π

0
dϕ

∫ π

0
dθ sin θ

[
M + ∂0F

]
, (124)

where

F = −1

4

(
l2 + l̄2

)
+

1

2
c2 + d2 . (125)

The quantities under integration in the expression above are the only ones
that contribute to the surface integral in the limit r → ∞.

The new term ∂0F generalises the standard Bondi-Sachs energy. As
expected, the latter depends not only on the integral of the mass aspect
M(u, θ, ϕ), but also on the functions c(u, θ, ϕ) and d(u, θ, ϕ).

The surface S of integration in Eq. (78) is usually a spacelike surface of
constant radius r. In the context of Eq. (124), for finite values of the ordinary
time t, the limit r → ∞ corresponds to u→ −∞, and therefore in Eq. (124)
we have P (0)(u → −∞). However, this is not a mandatory condition. We
may consider very large but finite values of the radial coordinate r (r ≫ M
and r ≫ ∂0F ), as explained in Ref. [70], such that M and ∂0F remain the
only contributions to the surface integral in Eq. (124). In this case, P (0)

depends on arbitrary and finite values of u. The fact is that real observers
are never strictly located at spacelike infinity.

Equation (124) is interpreted as the gravitational energy that a static
observer measures at very large distances from the source determined by
M(u, θ, ϕ). Assuming the speed of light c = 1 as well as G = 1, the quantity

Erad =
1

4π

∫ 2π

0
dϕ

∫ π

0
dθ sin θ (∂0F ) , (126)

is interpreted as the energy of the gravitational radiation, i.e., a form of
energy detached from the source.
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In the study of electrodynamics of moving but isolated sources, one finds
that the total electric field is composed of a term that is usually called the
near field, which is determined by the charges of the source, and by a term
called far field, which is determined not only by the charge, but by the veloc-
ity and acceleration of the charge. This latter component of the electric field
falls off as 1/r at spacelike infinity, and represents the first order contribution
of the electric field at large distances (it contributes to the Poynting vector,
together with the corresponding magnetic field component). By making an
analogy with expressions (125) and (126), we may say that Erad given by
(126) is a form of far energy, that eventually may be detected and measured
with the increasing sophistication of the precision instruments presently used
in the large detectors of gravitational waves.

The gravitational momenta is calculated in a way very similar to the
gravitational energy. Again, the algebraic calculations are somewhat long,
but pose no special mathematical difficulty. The gravitational momenta P (i)

(i = 1, 2, 3) may be presented in a simplified form by first defining the stan-
dard textbook vectors,

r̂i = (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ) ,

θ̂i = (cos θ cosϕ, cos θ sinϕ, − sin θ) ,

ϕ̂i = (− sinϕ, cosϕ, 0) . (127)

The final expressions are given by

P (i) = 4k
∫ 2π

0
dϕ

∫ π

0
dθ sin θ

[
(M + ∂0F )r̂

i

+
1

4
(l∂0M)θ̂i +

1

4
(l̄∂0M)ϕ̂i

]
. (128)

Altogether, P (0) and P (i) constitute the Bondi-Sachs energy-momentum
in the realm of the TEGR. One important observation is the following. In
view of the field equations for the metric tensor (116), it is known that the
time derivative ∂0M may be written in terms of the time derivatives of the
functions c and d [62, 65] according to

∂0M = −[(∂0c)
2 + (∂0d)

2] +
1

2
∂0

(
∂2l + l cot θ +

∂3l̄

sin θ

)
. (129)
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If we evaluate all integrals in P a in the limit r → ∞, we are actually taking
the limit u → −∞, as we discussed above. If, in addition, we assume that
the news functions satisfy the initial conditions

∂0c(−∞) = 0 , ∂0d(−∞) = 0 , (130)

then the total energy-momentum P a = (P (0), P (i)) given by (124) and (128)
reduces to the well known expression for the Bondi-Sachs energy-momentum
given in Ref. [66], for instance. These initial conditions are physically rea-
sonable. They are related to the fact that the physical configuration is not
initially radiating (i.e., the radiation starts at a finite instant of the retarded
time u), but they are not mandatory. We asserted above that we can evaluate
(P (0), P (i)) over a surface S of integration sufficiently far from the source (so
that only terms of order 1/r and 1/r2 contribute to the calculations), such
that the surface S is large but finite. This fact allows us to dispense with
the initial conditions given by Eq. (130), since the retarded time u is not
strictly −∞, and treat Eq. (126) as, indeed, the energy of the gravitational
radiation.

As a final remark, we mention that in Ref. [70] we have simplified the
analysis to an axially symmetric space-time, constructed an analytic expres-
sion for the news function c(u, θ) and obtained an expression for the energy
of gravitational radiation Erad as a somewhat complicated infinite sum. We
believe that this issue could be re-analysed, since the resulting expression for
Erad is a sum of finite values, and maybe it could be simplified to an infinite
sum where each term can be easily interpreted.

7 Plane gravitational waves, the kinetic en-

ergy of free particles and localization of the

gravitational energy

As we asserted at the Introduction of this review, in a series of publications
[30, 31, 32, 33] we have shown that the action of plane-fronted gravitational
waves (pp-waves) on free particles may increase or decrease the kinetic energy
of the particle. The literature on pp-waves is really vast, as we have indicated
in the above references. It is important to recall that pp-waves are very
simple exact solutions of the vacuum Einstein’s field equations, and also of
the teleparallel field equations (70) and (72). A very good analysis on this
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issue is presented in Refs. [71, 72]. As for any simple solutions of field
equations or of equations of motion in physics, these waves are idealizations
of more general realistic configurations, but no doubt, the latter is expected
to display the basic features of the idealized physical configurations. The
belief is that pp-waves may exist in nature not exactly described by the
simple mathematical functions that we will present ahead, but by a more
elaborate and realistic mathematical description.

We recall that free particles or free material systems are here understood
as physical systems that are subject to the gravitational field only, and not
to any external inertial forces. The consequence of the action of pp-waves
on free particles is two fold, at least. First, since free particles gain or loose
energy with the passage of the wave, so does the wave loose or gain energy
from the particle. This feature allows the wave to travel in space for periods
of time such as billions of years, without dissipating. The waves that are
currently being observed in the large terrestrial detectors are, supposedly,
waves that have travelled for such long periods of time.

The second consequence is that since the free particles are idealized point-
wise objects, the energy transfer is localized in space. This fact demonstrates
that the gravitational energy is localized. As we asserted at the Introduc-
tion, it does not make sense to relate this energy transfer to any spacelike
2-surface of arbitrary radius that envelops the particle. The energy transfer
is effectively pointwise, and this is the simplest description of the physical
process.

In the following, we will recall the exposition presented in Ref. [32], in
the study of the memory effect due to the pp-waves. The space-time before
and after the passage of the wave is assumed to be flat or nearly flat, for
suitable amplitudes of the waves. The metric tensor that describes the plane
wave space-time has a well known and simple structure. We assume that
wave propagates along the z direction. Then, the line element reads

ds2 = dx2 + dy2 + 2du dv +H(x, y, u)du2 , (131)

in (u, v, x, y) coordinates. In the flat space-time region, we may identify

u =
1√
2
(z − t) , (132)

v =
1√
2
(z + t) . (133)
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The coordinates (x, y) parametrize the planes parallel to the wave front. The
line element depends essentially on a function H(x, y, u). Here, the retarded
time is not given by u, but by −u.

The class of exact solutions considered here belong to the well known
Kundt family of space-times. They were studied in great detail by Ehlers
and Kundt [71, 72]. The dependence of the function H on the variable u is
arbitrary, which is a typical feature of solutions of wave equations. In view
of this arbitrariness, the function H may be chosen so that it describes a
short burst of gravitational wave, in which case the u dependence of H may
be given by smooth Gaussians or derivatives of Gaussians. The function H
must only satisfy [71]

∇2H =
(
∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2

)
H = 0 . (134)

We assume that far from an astrophysical source, a realistic gravitational
wave may be approximated by an exact plane wave, exactly as we do in the
study of electromagnetic waves. The form of the line element (131), in the
coordinates (u, v, x, y), was first presented by Brinkmann [73].

In order to study the geodesic equations, we need first rewrite the line
element above in (t, x, y, z) coordinates. It reads

ds2 =
(
H

2
− 1

)
dt2 + dx2 + dy2 +

(
H

2
+ 1

)
dz2 −H dtdz . (135)

We assume c = 1. The function H must satisfy only Eq. (134). As already
asserted, the dependence of H on the retarded time (−u) is arbitrary. The
geodesic equations in terms of the t, x, y, z coordinates are

2ẗ+
√
2Hü+

√
2Ḣu̇− 1√

2

∂H

∂u
u̇2 = 0, (136)

2ẍ− ∂H

∂x
u̇2 = 0, (137)

2ÿ − ∂H

∂y
u̇2 = 0, (138)

2z̈ +
√
2Hü+

√
2Ḣu̇− 1√

2

∂H

∂u
u̇2 = 0 , (139)
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where the dot represents derivative with respect to the parameter s that
appears on the left hand side of Eq. (135). Among the various possibilities
for the function H(−u), we have [32]

H1 = A+(u)(x
2 − y2) , (140)

H2 = A×(u)xy , (141)

or by a linear combination of these quantities. The two expressions above
of H satisfy Eq. (134), and have been considered in the literature in several
investigations. We anticipate that both expressions lead to the same qual-
itative behaviour for the geodesics and kinetic energy of the particles. We
consider the amplitudes A+(u) and A×(u) to be given by regular Gaussians
(normalised, not necessarily to 1), that represent short bursts of gravitational
waves. These amplitudes are typically (but not exactly) given by

A(+,×) ≃
1

λ
e−(u2/2λ2) . (142)

In addition to the ansatz above, we have chosen multiplicative constants in
the expression of the amplitude in order to yield satisfactory pictures (see
below). In fact, the amplitude does not need to be normalized.

The effect of a gravitational wave on a free particle is assumed to be very
weak. For this reason, the kinetic energy per unit mass K of the free particles
is written as

2K =
1

2
(V 2

x + V 2
y + V 2

z ) , (143)

where the velocities are Vx = dx/du, Vy = dy/du and Vz = dz/du. Thus, in
view of Eq. (132), we have

K =
1

2

[(
dx

dt

)2

+
(
dy

dt

)2

+
(
dz

dt

)2]
, (144)

which is a valid expression for instants of time before and after the passage
of the wave, in which case the space-time is flat, or nearly flat.

We define Kf and Ki as the final and initial kinetic energies of the free
particles, i.e., the energy of the particles after and before the passage of the
wave. We also define ∆K = Kf −Ki, and the normalized quantity ∆KN ,

51



10 20 30 40 50
λ

-0.2

0.2

0.4

ΔKN

Figure 3: ∆KN as a function of λ, considering H1

∆KN =
Kf −Ki

Kf +Ki

. (145)

The geodesic equations have been solved numerically, as explained in Ref.
[32], and the quantities ∆K and ∆KN have also been evaluated numerically,
which resulted in the figures below. The initial conditions for the construc-
tions of these figures were arbitrarily chosen, and are clearly presented in
[32].

In Figure 3, we see an interesting variation of the normalised kinetic
energy with respect to the parameter λ that appears in Eq. (142). But most
important is the behaviour of K(u) with respect to the variable u, which is
given in Figures 4 and 5.

In Figure 4, the particle looses energy to the gravitational field, and the
opposite takes place in Figure 5. We have analysed innumerous situations
where this energy transfer occurs, and that yield figures much different from
Figures 4 and 5. The gain or loss of energy depends essentially in the initial
conditions for the geodesic equations. However, an explanation to the varia-
tion of the kinetic energy of the free particle may be given by the work-energy
relation for the free particle in the gravitational field.

In Ref. [33] we have investigated, in great detail, the validity of the
classical Torricelli equation, v2f = v2i +2a∆x, for a particle that is subject to
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Figure 5: K(u), considering H1 and
λ = 13.6043.

the gravitational field of a pp-wave. For a given arbitrary trajectory between
the initial and final positions denoted by i and f , respectively, the Torricelli
equation is written as

1

2
v2f −

1

2
v2i =

∫ f

i
a · dl , (146)

where a is the acceleration of the particle due to the gravitational field. The
space-time at the initial and final positions of the particle is assumed to be
flat. The relation above is just a manifestation of the standard work-energy
relation ∆K = ∆W of classical Newtonian physics, for a particle that is
under the action of a force F = ma. However, in Eq. (146), both quantities
∆K (the left hand side) and ∆W (the right hand side of (146)) are quantities
per unit of mass. As we discussed in Ref. [33], the relativistic form of the
right hand side of the equation above is calculated according to the expression

∆W = −
∫ f

i
ϕ(0)(i)e

(i)
jdx

j = −
∫ f

i
ajdx

j . (147)

The procedure for calculating the right hand side of the equation above
is the following. First, we establish a set of tetrad fields adapted to static
observers in the space-time of a pp-wave given by the metric tensor (135).
Then, we calculate the inertial accelerations that are necessary to maintain
the frame static in space-time. We identify the gravitational acceleration on
the particle (or on any other physical body) as exactly minus the inertial
accelerations, since the frame must be static. This identification explains the
minus sign in Eq. (147), and in this equation e(i) j are components of the
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static co-frame. The acceleration tensor components ϕ(0)(i) are calculated out
of Eq. (5) or (10).

As for ∆K, we used

∆K =
1

4

[
ẋ2(u) + ẏ2(u) + ż2(u)

]u=∞

u=−∞

=
1

2

[(
dx

dt

)2

+
(
dy

dt

)2

+
(
dz

dt

)2]t=∞

t=−∞
. (148)

The trajectories and initial conditions for the solution of the geodesic equa-
tions are presented in detail in Ref. [33]. We reaffirm that in the initial
(t → −∞) and final (t → +∞) positions of the particle, the space-time
is flat, in view of the Gaussian form of the wave, and this fact means that
the initial and final geodesic trajectories of the particle are straight lines in
space-time. By means of numerical and graphical analysis, we have found
a striking and astonishing coincidence between ∆K and ∆W , for various
trajectories and initial conditions.

A more realistic treatment of this gravitational field configuration would
take into account the contribution of the mass of the particle to the total
gravitational field. However, such a solution of the field equations does not
exist, even in approximate form. For a particle with very small mass, that
generates a gravitational field negligible compared to the field of the wave,
the geodesic equations considered in Refs. [30, 31, 32, 33] are consistent
and realistic trajectories of the particles and lead to a measurable velocity
memory effect. An interesting consequence of the configuration pp-wave +
free particles is that it is possible, at least in principle, to extract energy from
gravitational waves, keeping in mind that the waves may as well carry away
energy from material configurations.

The general conclusion is that we may have ∆K > 0 or ∆K < 0 depend-
ing (i) on the initial and final conditions of the geodesic trajectories, and (ii)
on the gravitational acceleration on the particle, due to the pp-wave. In any
case, there is an actual transfer of energy between the gravitational field of
the pp-wave and the particle. This is a possible explanation to the memory
effect, in the context of non-linear plane gravitational waves.

One important conclusion of the present review is that the energy transfer
between the particle and the wave (i.e., the gravitational field) is pointwise,
which demonstrates the localizability of the gravitational energy.
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8 Final Remarks

In this review we have revisited the definitions of energy-momentum P a (Eq.
(78)) and 4-angular momentum Lab (Eq. (82)) of the gravitational field in the
TEGR, with emphasis on the localization of the gravitational energy and, by
extension, on the localization of the gravitational momentum and 4-angular
momentum. We argue that the velocity memory effect is a manifestation of
the localization of the gravitational energy: the transfer of energy between an
otherwise free particle and the gravitational field of a plane-fronted gravita-
tional wave is pointwise, and so the gravitational energy must be localized at
the position of the particle. Therefore, the densities that arise in the TEGR
and that yield the definitions of P a and Lab do make physical sense. In ad-
dition, the results obtained in the analysis of distinct configurations like the
Kerr black hole, the Schwarzschild-de Sitter space-time and the Bondi-Sachs
space-time support the validity of P a, given that all results are consistent
from the physical point of view. These space-times have specific features,
and the definition of P a is in agreement with the expected phenomenology
regarding each one of these features, which is an indication of the universality
of P a.

In Ref. [74] we investigated the transfer of angular momentum between a
free particle and the gravitational field of a gyratonic pp-wave. Exactly as in
the case of the energy transfer, the final angular momentum of the particle
may be smaller or higher than the initial angular momentum. This variation
of angular momentum of the particle depends on the initial conditions of the
particle, as well as on the nature of the gyratonic wave.

We have also revisited the concept of tetrad fields, and by means of
the analysis of well known and physically motivated constructions, we have
shown, once again, that a set of tetrad fields in space-time yields the reference
frame of distinguished observers. The important and inevitable conclusion
is that tetrad fields describe at the same time the reference frame of a field
of observers, and the gravitational field. These two manifestations are inex-
tricably linked. As we explained in Section 2, the set of tetrad fields may
be characterized (i) either by fixing the timelike component of the frame
e(0)

µ along the trajectory of an observer, and fixing the three other spacelike
components according to the symmetry of the physical configuration, or (ii)
by requiring the six components of the acceleration tensor to satisfy some
conditions on the frame in space-time (as, for instance, to maintain the frame
static and non-rotating in space-time).
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Two sets of tetrad fields that are related by a local Lorentz transformation
may be equivalent in the sense that they yield the same metric tensor, but in
general they describe quite distinct congruences of observers (i.e., congruence
of timelike curves defined by e(0)

µ(x)), and yield different results for the
gravitational energy-momentum, which is covariant under global, but not
under local Lorentz transformations. We have made clear in Sections 2 and
4 that the sets of tetrad fields given by Eqs. (55) and (97) for the Kerr line
element are physically different. Only the latter one has physical relevance
for the result in Section 4, namely, to the evaluation of the irreducible mass
of the Kerr black hole.

The calculation of the energy contained within the external event horizon
of the Kerr black hole leads to a result that is strikingly close to twice the
irreducible mass of the black hole, which is the expected result. The final
expression obtained in our analysis is a lot more satisfactory than the result
achieved by any other approach in the existing literature on this subject. We
must choose the set of tetrad fields adapted to the field of observers that are
allowed within the ergosphere of the Kerr black hole. This set of tetrad fields
is given by Eq. (97). The frame described by the latter equation yields a
field of observers that are dragged in rotational motion by the gravitational
field of the black hole inside the ergosphere, which is a well known feature
of the Kerr space-time. On the other hand, tetrads defined by Eq. (55) are
not defined in the interior of the ergosphere, and for this reason they play no
role in the evaluation of the irreducible mass.

In order to present our definitions of P a and Lab, we have readdressed
the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian approaches to the TEGR. The Hamiltonian
formulation is always important because it leads to the constraint equations
and guarantees the mathematical and physical consistency of the theory.
The TEGR is a theory with only first class constraints, which means that
the hyperbolic evolution equations are well defined. The definitions of energy,
momentum and 4-angular momentum of the gravitational field in the TEGR
are essentially a natural development of the Hamiltonian formulation. As
we wrote before, they are not abstract mathematical elaborations motivated
by circumventing a non-existent problem of localization of the gravitational
energy.

The TEGR, as exposed in this review, is constructed out of the tetrad
fields only. The addition of a (flat or non-flat) spin connection does not
change the dynamics of the theory, and just brings unnecessary complica-
tions both for the mathematical evolution of the Hamiltonian field equations
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and for the measurable quantities of the theory. There is, currently, a debate
in the physics community regarding this issue, as we can see in the exposition
of Refs. [75, 76, 77, 78], and references therein. We also call attention to the
interesting considerations carried out in Ref. [20], regarding the establish-
ment of tetrad fields in space-time. The notion of ideal or preferred frames
has always been pursued in the context of tetrad theories of gravity, of which
the TEGR is one prominent realisation.

The Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formulations of the TEGR considered
in this review are invariant under the global SO(3,1) group. However, the
field equations of the theory, Eqs. (70) or (72), as discussed before, are
covariant under the local SO(3,1) group. The fact that the field equations
are covariant under local Lorentz transformations means that the theory,
defined by the field equations, can be formulated in the frame of an arbitrary
observer in space-time. This is the essential and crucial meaning of local
Lorentz invariance of a theory. Measurable quantities, of course, depend on
the frame. Even in the standard formulation of classical electrodynamics,
the electric field of a point charge has an expression in a static frame (where
the charged particle is at rest), and a different expression in a frame that is
moving with respect to the point charge. Assuming that the space-time is
flat and that the velocity of the moving frame is constant, both observers
at the static and moving frames move along geodesics in space-time. In
spite of moving along geodesics, they measure different values for the electric
field, and this is just a consequence of the special theory of relativity. It
simply does not make sense to allow this feature to take place in classical
electrodynamics, and not in context of a theory for the gravitational field. In
the framework of the special theory of relativity, physical measurements are
frame dependent, and so they should be in the realm of general relativity.
After all, one of the attributes of tetrad fields is exactly to project vectors and
tensor components (coordinate dependent quantities) into the local frame of
an observer.
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symmetry”, Phys. Rev. 14, 3335 (1976).

[9] J. M. Nester, “Is there really a problem with the teleparallel theory?”
Class. Quantum Grav. 5, 1003 (1988).

[10] J. W. Maluf, “The Hamiltonian description of the teleparallel equivalent
of general relativity”, J. Math. Phys. 35, 335 (1994).

[11] J. W. Maluf, “Localization of energy in general relativity”, J. Math.
Phys. 36, 4242 (1995).

[12] Yu. N. Obukhov and J. G. Pereira, “Metric-affine approach to telepar-
allel gravity”, Phys. Rev. D 67, 044016 (2003).

[13] J. W. Maluf, “The teleparallel equivalent of general relativity”, Ann.
Phys. (Berlin) 525, 339 (2013).

[14] R. Aldrovandi and J. G. Pereira, “Teleparallel Gravity: an Introduc-
tion”, Springer (2013).

58



[15] L. Combi and G. E. Romero, “Is teleparallel gravity really equivalent to
general relativity?”, Ann. Phys. (Berlin) 530(1), 1700175 (2018).

[16] L. Combi and G. E. Romero, “Gravitational energy and radiation of a
charged black hole”, Class. Quantum Grav. 34, 195008 (2017).

[17] J. B. Formiga, “The energy-momentum tensor of gravitational waves,
Wyman spacetime and freely falling observers”, Ann. Phys. (Berlin)
530, 0320 (2018).

[18] J. B. Formiga, “Conformal teleparallel theories and Weyl geometry”,
Phys. Rev. D 99, 064047 (2019).

[19] J. B. Formiga, “The Gravitational Energy–Momentum Density of Ra-
dially Accelerated Observers in Schwarzschild Spacetime”, Ann. Phys.
(Berlin) 532 1900507 (2020).

[20] J. B. Formiga, “On the teleparallel frame problem”, Mod. Phys. Lett.
A 37, 33n34, 2250222 (2022); Braz. J. Phys. 51, 1823-1832 (2021)
[arXiv:2004.10788].
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