The appearance of non trivial torsion for some Ricci dependent
theories in the Palatini formalism
Juliana Osorio ∗and Osvaldo P. Santillán†

arXiv:2107.08269v2 [gr-qc] 22 Jul 2021

Abstract
As is known from studies of gravity models in the Palatini formalism, there exist two inequivalent
eµν = Rρ
deﬁnitions of the generalized Ricci tensor in terms of the generalized curvature namely, R
µρν
µ
αβ µ
and Rν = g Rανβ . A deep formal investigation of theories with lagrangians of the form L =
e(µν) ) was initiated in [4]. In that work, the authors leave the connection free, and ﬁnd out that
L(R
the torsion only appears as a projective mode. This agrees with the widely employed condition of
vanishing torsion in these theories as a simple gauge choice. In the present work the complementary
scenario is studied namely, the one described by a lagrangian that depends on the other possible
Ricci tensor L = L(R(µν) ). The torsion is completely characterized in terms of the metric and the
connection, and a rather detailed description of the equations of motion is presented. It is shown
that these theories are non trivial even for 1 + 1 space time dimensions, and admit non zero torsion
even in this apparently simple case. It is suggested that to impose zero torsion by force may result
into an incompatible system. In other words, the presence of torsion may be beneﬁcial for insuring
that the equations of motion are well posed.

1.

Introduction

There are several motivations for studying gravity models in the Palatini formalism, in which the metric
and the connection are taken as independent variables. An example is the Stelle model of gravity [1],
which has the remarkable feature of being renormalizable, but it contains Ostrogradskyi ghosts or
instabilities in the metric formulation. On the other hand, there is a growing interest in modiﬁed
gravity theories and their cosmological applications, as reviewed in [2] and references therein. There
exist works studying the Palatini formulation for minimal coupled ﬁelds [3] or for Born-Infeld type
of theories [4]-[10]. In addition, literature studying the Palatini formalism in f (R) and f (R, Rµν Rµν )
theories of gravity can be found in [11]-[17]. In particular, an interesting result was reported in [11],
[15], [18] for the dynamics of f (R) theories. It was shown in these references that the torsionless
Palatini formulation of these theories yield the same equations as the metric compatible (∇Γµ gαβ = 0)
formulation.
The results just described seem to indicate a close relation between torsion and non-metricity in
metric-aﬃne theories of gravity, at least for some type of modiﬁed gravity scenarios. These studies
were pushed forward in particular in [4] for Einstein-Born-Infeld scenarios and other related gravity
models, examples are found in [19]-[40], [41]-[48] and references therein. The lagrangian considered in
∗
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ρ
e(µν) ) with R
eµν = Rµρν
[4] is of the form L = L(R
. The ﬁndings of this work are that these models

posses a projective symmetry and that the torsion only appears as a projective mode. This result
justiﬁes the procedure of setting vanishing torsion in these theories as a simple gauge choice.
ρ
eµν = Rµρν
The results presented in [4] are based on the choice R
for the Ricci tensor. In the

µ
present letter another choice is employed namely Rνµ = g αβ Rανβ
. Both choices are inequivalent for

a non Levi-Civita connection. The corresponding equations are derived and simpliﬁed conveniently,

and it is shown that a non trivial torsion is turned on in this case. The resulting system seems to be
more complex than in the case considered in [4]. Some simple examples are worked out in 1+1 space
time dimensions. It is found that even in these simple scenarios, a non trivial torsion may appear. In
addition, it is argued that the torsion may be a fundamental object for the system to admit solutions.

2.

The equations of motion

The convention to be employed in the present work is the same as in the Chandrasekhar book [62].
In this convention, the signature of the metric tensor gµν is (+, −, −, −) and the covariant derivative

of a generic tensor density Aαβ..γδ.. of weight w is given by

∇µ Aαβ..γδ.. = ∂µ Aαβ..γδ... + Γαρµ Aρβ..γδ.. + Γβρµ Aαρ..γδ.. + ... − Γργµ Aαβ..ρδ..
− Γρδµ Aαβ..γρ.. − ... − wΓρρµ Aαβ..γδ... .
The actions to be studied in this letter are typically of the form
Z
√
1
S = Sm + 2 L[gµν , Rα βµν (Γ)] −gd4 x,
κ

(2.1)

(2.2)

where the curvature tensor is deﬁned through

Rα βµν = ∂µ Γαβν − ∂ν Γαβµ + Γλβν Γαλµ − Γλβµ Γαλν ,

(2.3)

the lagrangian L is an arbitrary function of the metric tensor gµν and Rα βµν , and Sm the matter action.
The connection Γαβγ is not assumed to be the Levi-Civita one a priori, and it will be considered as
an additional variable, independent on the metric gµν . The adequate formalism for dealing with this
situation is the Palatini one. In this context, the unique symmetry property of the curvature that is
evident from its deﬁnition is
Rα βµν = −Rα βνµ .
Instead, the other symmetry properties of the Riemann tensor that are usually considered in GR are
not necessarily true here. In the Chandrasekhar convention just introduced, the following identity for
the variation of the curvature
ρ
α
δΓαβρ ,
= ∇µ δΓαβν − ∇ν δΓαβµ − 2Tµν
δRβµν

(2.4)

is found [63]. Here the last term involves the torsion tensor of the generalized connection, which is
deﬁned by the following expression

1
α
= (Γαβγ − Γαγβ ).
Tβγ
2
2

The variation of the action (2.2) with respect to gµν and Γγαβ taken as independent variables is given
by

1
δS = δSm + 2
κ

where the following quantity

Z

√

−g





∂L
βµν
α
− gµν L δgµν + Dα
δR βµν d4 x,
∂gµν

Dα βµν =

∂L
α ,
∂Rβµν

has been introduced, which is anti-symmetric with respect of an interchange between µ and ν. By
taking this symmetry property into account, and by use of (2.4), the last variation may be expressed
as follows
δS = δSm +
1
= δSm + 2
κ

Z 

√



1
κ2

Z

√

−g





∂L
ρ
δΓαβρ ) d4 x,
− gµν L δgµν + Dα βµν (∇µ δΓαβν − Tµν
∂gµν



∂L
α
βµλ ν
βµν
α
βµν
α
−g
Tµλ δΓβν d4 x.
)δΓβν − Pα
− gµν L δgµν + ∇µ (Pα
δΓβν ) − ∇µ (Pα
∂gµν

In the last expression
Pαβµν =

√
−g Dα βµν ,

which is a tensor density of weight w = 1 due to the presence of the metric determinant. From (2.1)
applied to the case w = 1 it is found that
∇µ (Pα

βµν

µ
δΓαβν ) = ∂µ (Pα βµν δΓαβν ) + 2Tρµ
Pα βρν δΓαβν .

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


Z 
√
1
∂L
δS = δSm + 2
−g
− gµν L δgµν + ∂µ (Pα βµν δΓαβν ) − ∇µ (Pα
κ
∂gµν

ρ
βµν
α
α
βµλ ν
δΓβν d4 x.
−Pα
Tµλ δΓβν + 2Tµρ Pα

βµν

)δΓαβν

By throwing a total derivative in δS, the following equations of motion are found
ν
ρ
∇µ Pαβµν = −Tσρ
Pα βσρ − 2Tρµ
Pα βµν ,

(2.5)

∂L
L
− gµν = κ2 Tµν .
∂gµν
2

(2.6)

µ
For a generic curvature tensor Rανβ
there are two possible deﬁnitions of a Ricci tensor, which are

given by
eµν = Rρ ,
R
µρν

(2.7)

µ
Rµν = g αβ Rανβ
.

(2.8)

The theories whose lagrangian is a function of (2.7) have been considered in [4]. The purpose of this
note is to consider the other possibility namely, that L is a function of Rµν solely. The tensor Pαβµν in
this case is given by the following expression
Pαβµν =

√

−gWαν gβµ −
3

√

−gWαµ gβν ,

with
Wµν =

1 ∂L
.
4 ∂Rνµ

The quantity Pαβµν is a pseudo-tensor density of weight w = 1 as well. Then (2.1) implies, for any
generic connection, that
√
√
√
√
∇µ [ −gWαν gβγ ] = ∂µ [ −gWαν gβγ ] + Γνρµ −gWαρ gβγ + Γβρµ −gWαν gργ
√
√
√
+Γγρµ −gWαν gβρ − Γραµ −gWρν g βγ − Γρρµ −gWαν g βγ .
In these terms, the equation (2.5) becomes
√
√
√
√
∇lµ [ −gWαν gβµ ] − ∇lµ [ −gWαµ g βν ] + δΓνρµ −gWαρ g βµ + δΓβρµ −gWαν g ρµ
√
√
√
√
+δΓµρµ −gWαν gβρ − δΓραµ −gWρν gβµ − δΓρρµ −gWαν gβµ − δΓµρµ −gWαρ gβν
√
√
√
√
−δΓβρµ −gWαµ gρν − δΓνρµ −gWαµ g βρ + δΓραµ −gWρµ gβν + δΓρρµ −gWαµ gβν
√
√
ρ √
ν √
( −gWαν gβµ − −gWαµ gβν ),
= −Tσρ
( −gWαρ gβσ − −gWασ gβρ ) − 2Tρµ
with ∇l the standard Levi-Civita connection. The full covariant derivative was decomposed above as
k + T k , with C k the symmetric and T k the anti-symmetric parts of
∇ = ∇l + δΓ, where δΓkij = Cij
ij
ij
ij

the extra components of the connection, respectively. The last expression may be written in terms of
these components as
ν
β
µ
ρ
ρ
∇lµ [Wαν gβµ ] − ∇lµ [Wαµ g βν ] + Cρµ
Wαρ g βµ + Cρµ
Wαν gρµ + Cρµ
Wαν gβρ − Cαµ
Wρν gβµ − Cρµ
Wαν gβµ
ν
ρ
ρ
ν
β
µ
(Wαρ g βσ − Wασ gβρ )
Wρµ gβν + Cρµ
Wαµ g βν = −Tσρ
Wαµ g ρν − Cρµ
Wαµ g βρ + Cαµ
−Cρµ
Wαρ gβν − Cρµ
ρ
µ
ρ
ν
β
ρ
Wρν gβµ + Tρµ
Wαν gβµ
Wαν gρµ − Tρµ
Wαν gβρ + Tαµ
(Wαν g βµ − Wαµ gβν ) − Tρµ
Wαρ gβµ − Tρµ
−2Tρµ
ρ
ρ
ν
µ
β
Wαµ gβν .
Wρµ gβν − Tρµ
Wαρ gβν + Tρµ
Wαµ gρν + Tρµ
Wαµ gβρ − Tαµ
+Tρµ

√
Here the fact that ∇l −g = 0 was employed to cancel the metric determinant everywhere, and all the
torsion terms were moved to the right hand side. On the left hand side the ﬁfth and the seventh term

cancel each other, and the same holds for the eight and the twelfth and the third and the tenth. On
the right hand side the seventh and the nineth term are the same, and the same holds for the tenth
and the last one and the ﬁfth and the twelfth. Therefore the last expression may be written more
concisely as
β
ρ
∇lµ [Wαν gβµ ] − ∇lµ [Wαµ gβν ] + Cρµ
(Wαν gρµ − Wαµ gρν ) + Cαµ
(Wρµ gβν − Wρν gβµ )
ν
ρ
ν
= −Tσρ
(Wαρ g βσ − Wασ gβρ ) − 2Tρµ
(Wαν gβµ − Wαµ g βν ) − 2Tρµ
Wαρ g βµ
µ
β
ρ
−2Tρµ
(Wαν gβρ − Wαρ gβν ) − Tρµ
(Wαν g ρµ − Wαµ g ρν ) − Tαµ
(Wρµ gβν − Wρν gβµ )
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Further simpliﬁcations are possible. The right hand the ﬁrst term is of the same type as ﬁfth, up to a
sign and a factor 2. The third and fourth cancel the sixth and seventh. By making the corresponding
simpliﬁcations, this leads to
β
ρ
∇lµ [Wαν gβµ ] − ∇lµ [Wαµ gβν ] + Cρµ
[Wαν gρµ − Wαµ gρν ] + Cαµ
[Wρµ gβν − Wρν gβµ ]
β
ρ
= Tρµ
[Wαµ g ρν − Wαν gρµ ] − Tαµ
[Wρµ gβν − Wρν g βµ ].

Note that the second term on the right hand side is zero, as is a product of a symmetric and antisymmetric quantities. It was added for convenience, in order to show that the last formula can be
written in very simple fashion as
∇lµ [Wαν gβµ ] − ∇lµ [Wαµ gβν ] + δΓβρµ [Wαν gρµ − Wαµ gρν ] + δΓραµ [Wρµ gβν − Wρν gβµ ] = 0.

(2.9)

It may be desirable to eliminate the term ∇lµ Wαµ . This is achieved by multiplying the last identity by

gβν , which throws the following result

1
1
∇lµ Wαµ = gρµ δΓσρµ Wασ − δΓσσµ Wαµ + δΓραµ Wρµ .
3
3
The insertion of the last formula into the equation (2.9) leads to
∇lµ [Wαν gβµ ] + δΓβρµ [Wαν gρµ − Wαµ gρν ] + δΓραµ [Wρµ gβν − Wρν gβµ ]
1
1
− gβν g ρµ δΓσρµ Wασ + gβν δΓσσµ Wαµ − g βν δΓραµ Wρµ = 0.
3
3
The fourth and the last term cancel each other, thus the last expression can be simpliﬁed to
1
1
∇lµ [Wαν g βµ ] + δΓβρµ [Wαν gρµ − Wαµ gρν ] − δΓραµ Wρν g βµ − gβν gρµ δΓσρµ Wασ + gβν δΓσσµ Wαµ = 0.
3
3
By multiplying the last identity by gβδ and gνη it is found, after renaming some indices, that
1
1
∇lµ Wαη = −gβµ gρǫ δΓβρǫ Wαη + δΓραµ Wρη + [gβµ gǫρ δΓβηǫ + gηµ gσǫ δΓρσǫ − gηµ gρǫ δΓσσǫ ]Wαρ .
3
3

(2.10)

Thus, the equations of motion (2.5) has been reduced to (2.10). These equations are to be complemented with the equation of motion (2.6).
The next step is to consider some situations in which Wµν has additional symmetries, which allows
to simplify further the system obtained above.

3.

Some particular cases

3.1

The case where Wµν is symmetric

Assume now that Wµν = Wνµ . This may be the case, for instance, when the lagragian is such that
L = L(R(µν) ). In this situation, it follows that ∇γ Wαη = ∇γ Wηα , as the diﬀerence is the covariant
derivative of the zero tensor. By inspection of (2.10) it is seen that this condition implies that
1
1
δΓρηµ = gβµ gǫρ δΓβηǫ + gηµ g σǫ δΓρσǫ − gηµ gρǫ δΓσσǫ .
3
3
5

(3.11)

k and T k . The contraction of ρ and η give
This is a constraint involving Cij
ij

δΓρρµ = gρµ gǫσ δΓρσǫ .

(3.12)

The contraction of ρ and µ together with (3.12) result into a trivial identity. When the last formula
(3.12) is inserted back in (3.11), it is deduced that
δΓρηµ = gβµ gǫρ δΓβηǫ .
By deﬁning δΓληµ = gρλ δΓρηµ the last condition implies that
δΓληµ = δΓµηλ .

(3.13)

ρ
ρ
This formula has important consequences. When expressed in terms of Cµν
and Tµν
it gives

Cληµ − Cµηλ = Tµηλ − Tληµ .

(3.14)

By making cyclic permutations of the indices of this formula and adding and subtracting the resulting
identities conveniently, it may be shown that
Tµνα = Cαµν − Cνµα .

(3.15)

This means that, once the symmetric part of the extra part of the connection Cαµν has been calculated,
the the torsion is automatically found. Now, when the constraints (3.11)-(3.13) are inserted into (2.10),
the resulting expression is found
∇lµ Wαη = −gβµ gρǫ δΓβρǫ Wαη + δΓραµ Wρη + δΓρηµ Wαρ .
This can be written, by use of (3.12), as
∇lµ Wαη = −δΓρρµ Wαη + δΓραµ Wρη + δΓρηµ Wαρ .
By multiplying this expression by the inverse (W −1 )αη of Wαη , and by taking into account the well
known formula of the derivative of the logarithm of a determinant together with the Levi-Civita
√
(l)ρ
contraction of the Christoﬀel symbol Γµρ = ∂µ log −g, the following identity is found


W
∂µ log −
= −2δΓααµ .
(3.16)
g
Thus
∇lµ Wαη

s


W
= ∂µ log −
Wαη + δΓραµ Wρη + δΓρηµ Wαρ
g

The ﬁrst term in the right hand side of the last expression may be erased by making the following
conformal like transformation
Zαβ =

r

−

6

g
Wαβ .
W

(3.17)

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

is expressed in terms of Zαβ the result is

∇lµ Zαη = δΓραµ Zρη + δΓρηµ Zαρ .

(3.18)

This means that, if Zµν is interpreted as a metric, then the full connection of the theory is metric
compatible
∇µ Zαβ = 0.

(3.19)

This fact makes the description of the resulting theory less complicated. In fact, by making cyclic
permutations of (3.19) and adding and subtracting them conveniently, it is concluded that
ρ
ρ
(l)ρ
ρ
)Zρµ + 2Tµν
Zρα ,
∂α Zµν + ∂ν Zαµ − ∂µ Zνα = 2Tµα
Zνρ + 2(Γνα
+ Cνα

(3.20)

(l)β

with Γνα the standard Christoﬀel symbols for the Levi-Civita connection. This gives
1
ρ
ρ
(l)β
β
Zνρ (Z −1 )βµ + Tνµ
Zρα (Z −1 )βµ .
Γνα
+ Cνα
= (Z −1 )βµ (∂α Zµν + ∂ν Zαµ − ∂µ Zνα ) + Tαµ
2

(3.21)

From here, it is seen that the symmetric part of the connection can be expressed in terms of the
torsion by the formula
β
Cνα
=

1
1 −1 βµ
(Z ) (∂α Zµν + ∂ν Zαµ − ∂µ Zνα ) − gβµ (∂α gµν + ∂ν gαµ − ∂µ gνα )
2
2
ρ
ρ
+ Tαµ
Zνρ (Z −1 )βµ + Tνµ
Zρα (Z −1 )βµ .

(3.22)

On the other hand, (3.15) and the last formula together imply that
Tναη − Tραµ Zνρ (Z −1 )µη − Tρνµ Zαρ (Z −1 )µη + Tρηµ Zνρ (Z −1 )µα + Tρνµ Zηρ (Z −1 )µα
=

1 −1 µ
1
(Z )η (∂α Zµν + ∂ν Zαµ − ∂µ Zνα ) − (Z −1 )µα (∂η Zµν + ∂ν Zηµ − ∂µ Zνη )
2
2
+ ∂η gαν − ∂α gνη .

(3.23)

In four dimensions, the tensor Tναη has 24 independent components. Therefore, the last equation is
a linear system for ﬁnding Tναη , which involves a 24 × 24 matrix coeﬃcients constructed in terms of

products of monomials of the form Zηρ (Z −1 )βα . If it has a solution, it would be expressed in terms of
∂α Zβγ , ∂α gβγ and these monomials. It is cumbersome ﬁnd the inverse of a 24 × 24 matrix, but it is

important to understand if this linear system admits some sort of solutions, or if it is non compatible.

3.2

An sketch of the properties of the equations of motion

At this point, it is convenient to sketch some features of the resulting equation of motions for the
symmetric case, although they will be further characterized in the next section. Assume that the
system determining the torsion is compatible and all the components Tµνα have been calculated.

7

Then the full connection may be determined from (3.21). Once this is done, the ﬁrst system of
equations of motion follows from the fact that the curvature (2.3) namely
Rα βµν = ∂µ Γανβ − ∂ν Γαµβ + Γλβν Γαλµ − Γλβµ Γαλν ,

(3.24)

(l)β

has to be constructed in terms of this connection Γβνα = Γνα + δΓβνα . Indeed, (3.24) is a non linear
second order diﬀerential equation for the curvature. This follows by noticing that Γαβγ are functions of
Zµν or Wµν and its derivatives, which are themselves functions of R(µν) . The curvature (3.24) is also
a function of the metric tensor gµν which, in this formalism, is an independent variable with respect
µ
to Rναβ
. The equation (3.24) then is of the form
β
Rαµν
= Fβαµν (gµν , ∂α gµν , ∂α ∂β gµν , R(µν) , ∂α R(µν) , ∂α ∂β R(µν) ).

From here may obtain a system of equations of the form
R(αν) = Fαν (gµν , ∂α gµν , ∂α ∂β gµν , R(µν) , ∂α R(µν) , ∂α ∂β R(µν) ),
determining R(µν) in terms of the metric gµν . The insertion of the resulting solution in the previous
β
equation determines the full curvature Rαµν
in terms of gµν . The other equations of motions are those

which follows from (2.6) namely
L
∂L
− gµν = κ2 Tµν .
∂gµν
2

(3.25)

µ
The left hand side of this equation depends on R(µν) and gµν . As the curvature Rναβ
has been found as

a function of the gµν , the last equations and the ones corresponding to the matter ﬁelds φm determine
the degrees of freedom of the theory gµν and φm .
It is important to remark that the curvature here calculated should not be identiﬁed with the
α
in this formalism.
standard one, in fact a ﬂat metric ηµν may give rise to a non trivial curvature Rβγδ

Before to turn the attention to speciﬁc examples, it may be convenient to give a non formal hint
about the problem of imposing zero torsion. This problem was already mentioned in the introduction.
Asume that the torsion vanishes. In this case (3.22) and (3.14) imply that
1
1
Zρβ gβµ (∂α gµν + ∂ν gαµ − ∂µ gνα ) − (∂α Zρν + ∂ν Zαρ − ∂ρ Zνα )
2
2
=

1
1
Zαβ gβµ (∂ρ gµν + ∂ν gρµ − ∂µ gνρ ) − (∂ρ Zαν + ∂ν Zρα − ∂α Zνρ ).
2
2

(3.26)

In principle, this a diﬀerential equation determining Zµν in terms of the metric gµν . An evident, but
not necessarily unique, solution is Zµν = λgµν , with λ a constant that can be chosen λ = 1 by a scaling
α = 0. Therefore,
of the metric. In this case, the last equation is trivial and (3.22) shows that Cβγ
µ
∇ = ∇l and the resulting curvature Rναβ
is identiﬁed with the standard one, constructed in terms of
(l)µ

the Christoﬀel symbols Γνα . It is clear that in this situation the equations of motion (3.25) involve

the standard Ricci tensor and the metric. It is expected that these equations, which are of second
order, together with the ones corresponding to the matter ﬁelds, constitute a closed system with a
8

well posed Cauchy problem determining gµν and the matter content. If this is so, then the solution of
the model can be found. However, the fact that Zµν is a function of the Ricci tensor implies that the
relation Zµν = gµν can be expressed as something of the form
F (gµν , Rµν ) = 0.
Since the solution has been found without use of this constraint, it is not insured that it will be fulﬁlled.
If it is not, then the equations of motion are ill deﬁned. The only way to avoid the argument given
above and insist in setting the torsion to zero is to ﬁnd a solution of (3.26) diﬀerent than Zµν = gµν .
It will be argued in the next section that such solutions exist, but the problem is not avoided even in
this case.

4.

The equations corresponding to (1+1)-space time dimensions

The equations of motion derived in the previous sections seem to be rather complicated. It may be
interesting to ﬁnd a simple model exemplifying the main features of these scenarios. A good starting
point may be to consider the case for d = 1 + 1-space time dimensions. The lagrangian is assumed
to be L = L(R(µν) ) with R(µν) found by lowering the indices of (2.8) and symmetrizing the resulting
indices. In this case, the formalism described above applies.
The torsionless case
In two dimensions, there are six independent components of the symbols
1
γραν = (∂α Zρν + ∂ν Zαρ − ∂ρ Zνα ),
2
namely γ111 , γ112 , γ211 , γ222 , γ221 and γ122 . The equations (3.26) show that
1
1
γ122 − γ212 = Z1β gβµ (2∂2 gµ2 − ∂µ g22 ) − Z2β gβµ (∂1 g2µ + ∂2 g1µ − ∂µ g12 ),
2
2
1
1
γ121 − γ211 = Z1β gβµ (∂2 g1µ + ∂1 g2µ − ∂µ g12 ) − Z2β g βµ (2∂1 g1µ − ∂µ g11 ).
2
2

(4.27)

These are two equations for four quantities. Furthermore, there are no equations involving γ111 and
γ222 . Thus, by use of (4.27), one may parameterize
γ111 = f,

γ222 = g,

γ122 =

1
Z1β gβµ (2∂2 gµ2 − ∂µ g22 ) + h,
2

1
1
γ212 = Z2β gβµ (∂1 g2µ + ∂2 g1µ − ∂µ g12 ) + h,
γ121 = Z1β g βµ (2∂2 gµ2 − ∂µ g22 ) + q,
2
2
1
(4.28)
γ211 = Z1β gβµ (2∂2 gµ2 − ∂µ g22 ) + q,
2
where f , g, h and q are, at the moment, undetermined functions of the space time. This means that
(4.28) is a six dimensional linear system of equations involving the six quantities ∂µ Zνα . They may
9

determine Zαβ in terms of the functions f , g, h and q and the metric tensor gµν . In particular, this
implies that Zµν = gµν is not the unique solution of this system, which seems to be useful for avoiding
the incompatibility argument described below (3.26).
However, there is another way to determine Zαβ . The fact that torsion is zero implies that the full
connection corresponds to the Christoﬀel symbols ΓZ
µνα constructed with the metric Zαβ , as is directly
α
is constructed in terms of these symbols, and it has
seen by inspection of (3.21). The curvature Rβγδ

the same symmetries as in GR. In particular, the corresponding Ricci tensor Rµν is symmetric. The
equations of motion (4.35) reduce to
β
= Fβαµν (gµν , ∂α gµν , ∂α ∂β gµν , Zµν , ∂α Zµν , ∂α ∂β Zµν ).
Rαµν

(4.29)

On the other hand, the use of the basic deﬁnition of Zαβ in (3.17) allows to write the last equation in
the following schematic form
β
= Fβαµν (gµν , ∂α gµν , ∂α ∂β gµν , Rµν , ∂α Rµν , ∂α ∂β Rµν ).
Rαµν

(4.30)

By contracting indices, one may obtain from (4.30) a system of equations of the form
Rµν = Fµν (gµν , ∂α gµν , ∂α ∂β gµν , Rµν , ∂α Rµν , ∂α ∂β Rµν ),
which determine the generalized Ricci tensor Rµν as a function of the metric gµν . Once Rµν have been
found in terms of the gµν , the equations (4.29) determine the generalized curvature tensor.
α
is characterized, at least implicitly, in terms of gµν , the remaining
Now that this curvature Rβµν

equations of motion (4.36) take the following form
m
F (gµν , Rµν ) = Tµν
,

(4.31)

m is the matter ﬁeld energy-momentum tensor. This equation of motion is supplemented with
where Tµν

the ones for the matter ﬁelds φm
E m (gµν , ∂µ gµν , φm , ∂µ φm , ∂µ ∂ν φm ) = 0.

(4.32)

As it is likely that Rµν = Rµν (gµν , ∂α gµν , ∂α ∂β gµν ), the equations (4.31)-(4.32) are a system of equations for ﬁnding gµν and φm .
The Gedanken algorithm described above turns to be useful for ﬁnding the relevant degrees of freedom of the model, which is encouraging. However, there is some apparent problem with this picture.
α
The point is that once gµν , φm and Rβγµ
have been found, then (3.17) determines Zµν explicitly. And

this Zµν has to satisfy (4.27) or (4.28). From the authors point of view however, there is no reason
for this to happen, at least for a generic situation. The point is that the reasoning between (4.29) and
(4.32) employs that the torsion is zero, but not the constraints (4.27) or (4.28). This means that one
is adding a new constraint to an arguably closed system of equations, and this may be a dangerous
request. Therefore, a problem analogous to the one described below (3.26) appears. Based on this, we
10

suggest that the condition of zero torsion may describe an ill system of equations, in a generic case.
The case with torsion turned on
As the torsionless case seems dubious, the equations that arise when the torsion is turned on
become of interest. Until now, there is no warrantee that a non trivial torsion exists, as it is not clear
that the system (3.23) has non trivial solutions. The useful feature of the 1+1-dimensional case is that
there are only two independent components for the torsion, which are T112 and T212 . This converts
(3.23) it into a 2 × 2 linear system, which is an enormous simpliﬁcation. By taking into account that


1
Z22 −Z12
−1
Z = 1 2
,
−Z21 Z11
Z1 Z2 − Z12 Z21
the solution of the resulting 2 × 2 system (3.23) becomes

1
Z12 Z11 + Z12 Z22 1 −1 µ
(Z )2 (2∂1 Zµ1 − ∂µ Z11 ) − (Z −1 )µ1 (∂2 Zµ1 + ∂1 Z2µ − ∂µ Z12 )
T112 =
1
2
1
2
2
2Z1 Z2 − 2Z2 Z1 2


Z21 Z12 + Z22 Z22 1 −1 µ
(Z )1 (2∂2 Zµ2 − ∂µ Z22 )
+∂2 g11 − ∂1 g12 −
2Z11 Z22 − 2Z21 Z12 2

1 −1 µ
− (Z )2 (∂1 Zµ2 + ∂2 Z1µ − ∂µ Z21 ) + ∂1 g22 − ∂2 g12 ,
2

Z11 Z11 + Z21 Z12 1 −1 µ
1
=− 1 2
(Z )2 (2∂1 Zµ1 − ∂µ Z11 ) − (Z −1 )µ1 (∂2 Zµ1 + ∂1 Z2µ − ∂µ Z12 )
1
2
2
2Z1 Z2 − 2Z2 Z1 2


Z21 Z11 + Z21 Z22 1 −1 µ
(Z )1 (2∂2 Zµ2 − ∂µ Z22 )
+∂2 g11 − ∂1 g12 +
2Z11 Z22 − 2Z21 Z12 2

1 −1 µ
− (Z )2 (∂1 Zµ2 + ∂2 Z1µ − ∂µ Z21 ) + ∂1 g22 − ∂2 g12 .
(4.33)
2


T212

This is a non trivial solution and gives conﬁdence that, for generic space time dimensions, a non trivial
torsion is to be expected to appear for the models under study.
As discussed above, the presence of torsion may be helpful for issues related to the existence of
solutions. The point is that to impose by force the condition of zero torsion is responsible for the
constraint (3.26) to appear. In the present case, this condition do not take place and this constraint is
erased. The only price is to work with a more complicated connection. Now that the torsion has been
found, the symmetric part of this connection may calculated by use of (3.21). The full connection is
then
(l)β
β
β
+ Cνα
+ Tνα
=
Γβνα = Γνα

1 −1 βµ
ρ
(Z ) (∂α Zµν + ∂ν Zαµ − ∂µ Zνα ) + Tαµ
Zνρ (Z −1 )βµ
2
ρ
β
+ Tνµ
Zρα (Z −1 )βµ + Tνα
,

(4.34)

together with (4.33). The system of equations describing the theory is then
Rα βµν = ∂µ Γανβ − ∂ν Γαµβ + Γλβν Γαλµ − Γλβµ Γαλν ,
11

(4.35)

together with (2.5), which is quoted below by clarity
L
∂L
− gµν = κ2 Tµν .
∂gµν
2
Here

r

(4.36)

g
1 ∂L
Wαβ ,
Wµν =
.
(4.37)
W
4 ∂Rνµ
The system described by (4.35)-(4.36) and the matter ﬁeld equations constitute the full ﬁeld equations.
Zαβ =

−

The matter ﬁeld equations (4.32) involve the metric tensor gµν and the matter content. As the
connection depends on gµν , Zµν and its ﬁrst derivatives and, in addition (4.37) implies that Zµν is a
function of the generalized Ricci tensor in consideration, the diﬀerential equations (4.35) are all second
order and highly non linear of the form
β
Rαµν
= Fβαµν (gµν , ∂α gµν , ∂α ∂β gµν , R(µν) , ∂α R(µν) , ∂α ∂β R(µν) ).

(4.38)

In particular, by multiplying by gαν and uppering one index one may obtain a system of equations of
the form
R(αν) = Fµν (gµν , ∂α gµν , ∂α ∂β gµν , R(µν) , ∂α R(µν) , ∂α ∂β R(µν) ),
β
which determine R(µν) as a function of the metric. Then (4.38) determines Rαβν
. On the other hand,

the equation (4.36) is a function Rµν and gµν , but not on its derivatives. It also depends on the matter
ﬁelds and it is of the form
m
,
F (R(µν) , gµν ) = Tµν

(4.39)

with φm denoting generic matter ﬁelds. If the model is not ill posed, these equations and (4.32) are
likely to determine the degrees of freedom of the model1 , and there is no further constraint to be
satisﬁed. This is the advantage of working with the torsion turned on.

5.

Discussion

The considerations described above for the two dimensional case are expected for any dimensions,
although the torsion and the full connection may be rather complicated to deal with. The presence of
torsion may be crucial for obtaining a compatible system of equation of motion. In addition, it may be
an interesting task to understand causality issues about the simpler two dimensional scenario described
above, the existence and uniqueness of solutions, the role of diﬀeomorphisms and the existence or
absence of superluminal modes. Further applications in cosmology may be considered following, for
instance, references [49]-[58] and [59]-[61]. At the moment we are not in position to discuss these
topics, we hope to come with a further analysis in a future work.
When this paper was ﬁnished, we realized about the existence of the reference [64] which may have
some parcial overlap with the present work.
1
Although there may be fields that couple to the torsion in this case, specially when have non zero spin. If there is
such a coupling, the formalism of this work is not necessarily valid.
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[32] S. D. Odintsov and D. Sáez-Gómez, Phys. Lett. B 725 (2013) 437.
[33] I. Ayuso, J. Beltran Jimenez, and A. de la Cruz-Dombriz, Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) no.10, 104003
Addendum: [Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) no.8, 089901.
[34] C. Y. Chen, M. Bouhmadi-Lopez and P. Chen, Eur. Phys. J. C 76, 40 (2016).
[35] G. J. Olmo, Springer Proc. Phys. 176, 183 (2016).
[36] C. Bejarano, G. J. Olmo and D. Rubiera-Garcia, Phys. Rev. D 95, no. 6, 064043 (2017).
[37] G. J. Olmo and D. Rubiera-Garcia, Universe 1, no. 2, 173 (2015).
[38] V. I. Afonso, G. J. Olmo and D. Rubiera-Garcia, arXiv:1705.01065 [gr-qc].
[39] D. Bazeia, L. Losano, R. Menezes, G. J. Olmo and D. Rubiera-Garcia, Class. Quant. Grav. 32,
no. 21, 215011 (2015).

14

[40] J. Beltran Jimenez, L. Heisenberg and T. S. Koivisto, JCAP 1604 (2016) no.04, 046.
[41] Born, M. and Infeld, L., “Foundations of the New Field Theory”, Nature, 132, 1004 (December
1933). Born, M. and Infeld, L., “Foundations of the new ﬁeld theory”, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond.,
A144, 425–451 (1934).
[42] S. Deser and G. W. Gibbons, Class. Quant. Grav. 15, L35 (1998).
[43] D. N. Vollick, Phys. Rev. D 69, 064030 (2004): M. Bañados and P. G. Ferreira, Phys. Rev. Lett.
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