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Abstract

We consider a modification of the standard Einstein theory in four dimensions, alternative to Ref.
[1], since it is based on the first order (Einstein-Cartan) approach to General Relativity, whose gauge
structure is manifest. This is done by introducing an additional topological term in the action which
becomes a Lorentz violating term by virtue of the dependence of the coupling on the space-time
point. We obtain a condition on the solutions of the Einstein equations such that they persist in the
deformed theory, and we remark the geometric interpretation.

Finally we show that the deformed action constitutes a Parent Action for a correspondence be-
tween the Einstein’s theory and a collection of independent 2 + 1-d (topological) Chern Simons
gravities. This may be considered as a toy model of holographic gravity.

1 Introduction.

A few years ago, a modification of Maxwell’s electromagnetism in four dimensions has been proposed
which considers a kind of Chern-Simons term in the action, [ dz* V,, eo‘ﬂ“”AﬂF v, where Lorentz symme-
try is explicitly broken by an external vector, V# [2]. There is a growing literature studying this proposal
and its consequences [3, 4, 5].

In a recent work [6], we emphasized that broken Lorentz symmetry (abbreviated as BLS) could
be obtained from physically realistic background configurations in non-linear relativistically invariant
Electrodynamics. It was also pointed out that standard Chern-Simons terms (in 2 + 1-dimensions [6])
are automatically present in a BLS action when we search for planar features (thus turning dimensional
reduction unnecessary). In fact, the BLS action is actually a CS theory in (2 + 1)-dimensions embedded
in (3 + 1)-dimensions, and by itself, it does not encode any information on the field-dependence in the
direction of the external (for instance, space-like) vector V: if z is its affine parameter, i.e. V = %, then
we get a foliation of the spacetime in (2 4 1)-hypersurfaces ¥, parametrized by z (and V is orthogonal
to each hypersurface?). Therefore, the BLS action may be written as

L
Sprs = / dz ScslA(2), 52, (1)

where

Scs[A(Z), EZ] = Lcs = A(Z) A\ dA(Z) R (2)

s, s,

is the Chern-Simons action for the 1-form gauge field A(z) on a three-dimensional manifold .. Thus,
the dependence of this field on the parameter z is not determined by this theory. It only has to satisfy
usual convergence conditions. For example, if the interval (0, L) extends to (—oo, +00), A(z) has to be an
square-integrable function (A € L?(IR)). In this sense, we can interpret the BLS action simply as a sum
of Chern-Simons theories on manifolds .. Remarkably notice that this describes an eventual situation
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2Notice that if the space-time (or the space-time region considered in the integration) is simply connected, the condition
of existence of this z-coordinate is equivalent to gauge invariance of the action, namely dV = 0.
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of confinement of the electromagnetic field (photon) into a (2 4+ 1)-manifold, which does not result from
a constraint of the charged matter into a planar sample. The present approach actually constitutes an
attempt of naturally extending to gravity some of these ideas [7].

On the other hand, a Chern Simons modification of gravity in four dimensions via a BLS term was
recently introduced by Jackiw and Pi [1] in a similar way as that for Electrodynamics. However, this
approach is based on the second order formulation of general relativity, where the most relevant aspects
of the Maxwell theory, related to the gauge structure, are hidden. This is actually the main motivation to
construct an alternative formulation where the gauge structure is emphasized. In this work, we consider
a BLS/CS deformation of standard gravity but alternatively based on first order Cartan’s formalism (see
Appendix), which treats the Riemann Tensor as an standard gauge curvature for the spin connection
which may be viewed as a gauge variable of SO(1,3). Thus, such an approach is closer in spirit to the
Chern-Simons deformation of Electrodynamics [2].

In this context naturally appears another further very important subject: to determine the space
of solutions of the deformed theory and, in particular, under what conditions it contains solutions of
standard Einstein Gravity. The question of the persistence of the GR solutions in the CS second-order
approach to modified gravity, was analyzed from the beginning [1] up to recently [8], [9]. In Ref [9]
was argued that the Pontryagyn constraint (a vanishing Pontryagyn gravitational index) play a very
important role in this study. In this paper we will analyze this question in the present EC formulation
and show that in this context the problem presents some different aspects, aiming to find the proper
constraint for persistent GR solutions.

Finally, the (planar) structure of this BLS/CS term discussed above suggests the possibility of studying
the famous Holographic Principle (t” Hooft 1993, and Susskind 1995 ) in this context. This was proposed
to solve the problem of unitarily in Quantum Gravity, which apparently was in contradiction with black
hole physics and thermodynamic laws. It states that the degrees of freedom of the gravitational theory
are in correspondence with those of certain (unknown) theory defined on manifolds of one lower dimension
[10].

This article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we describe and analyze the BLS/CS deformation
of the Einstein-Cartan gravity, so as the persistence of the standard GR solutions. In Section 3, we
argue that the Einstein’s theory is dual to a collection of independent 2+ 1-d (topological) Chern Simons
gravities, by identifying the BLS/CS deformed action with a Parent Action (PA). We also discuss this
correspondence at the classical level. Final remarks are collected in Section 4.

2 Chern-Simons modified gravity.

The model we are going to consider here assumes a non-linear (but relativistic) dynamics which induces a
modification of this kind (BLS) on the standard Einstein theory [1][11]. In this sense, it may furthermore
be argued that BLS/CS does not need to be introduced by hand, but it can naturally appear in some
realistic physical situations; for example, according to the philosophy adopted for Electrodynamics [6],
in the presence of background gravitational fields and/or when non-uniform distributions of matter are
considered [7].

We use both the abstract index notation® (see Appendix for more details), and forms notation (by
omitting abstract sub-indices) whenever it is convenient. So, greek indices y, v, ... * denote the element
of a tetrad (vierbein) basis (e,)*, and consequently components of any tensor in this basis.

Let us propose a Chern Simons modification of General Relativity (GR) in the first order formalism
(see Apendix):

1
Sle,w, | = 52 /M dzt (e® A e” A Ry — T RAR)+ Smatter[@] (3)

3 Abstract index notation is a mathematical notation for tensors and spinors, which uses indices to indicate their type.
Thus the index isn’t related to any basis or coordinate system.
4Which are rised and lowered with the Minkowski metric Ny -



where the two form R = dw”, + wt, A w?, is defined as the SO(1, 3)-field strength for the gauge field
wk . The scalar 7 is, in principle, a pointwise function of the geometry observables, as the curvature
tensor, and of some "extra” (matter) field, denoted by ¢. So, the embedding variable is considered itself
as a dynamical variable rather than a fixed external quantity.

Notice then that Lorentz symmetry is preserved in a fundamental sense. If one assumes that a
more fundamental unified theory of matter and gravity is non-linear, a saddle point expansion about
background solutions typically shall give origin to a BLS term (and even spontaneous BLS terms) with a
fixed 7 of this form. This may be easily argued for sufficiently generic non linear (toy) theories, in similar
ways than that for Electrodynamics (see Ref. [6]).

The first term corresponds to the usual General Relativity (GR) action in the Einstein-Cartan rep-
resentation (EC), the second one is the Chern-Simons modification, where we have assumed that the
coefficient 7 may depend on the curvature components and/or other (matter) fields. In such a sense, this
term should be viewed as an interaction term. This may be expressed as

SprLs/cs = 2/ da*(dr A Los) (4)
M

where )
K = (Los) = e (wf ey, - quf ot ) )

is the Chern Simons current density whose divergence is the topological number called the gravitational

Pontryagyn density, P = *RR = (e**“RY, ,R., ), corr P =*RR = (e"*™RY, Rl ).

For simplicity, let us restrict ourselves to the case when 7 does not depend on the geometric variables
ey, wl , Notice remarkably that the matter fields are coupled to the geometry through the topological
term. The third term of (3) encodes the dynamics of the field ¢ but we do not give here any explicit La-
grangian [6] [12]. However we can notice that in general, the gravitational Pontryagyn density constitutes
a source (which is a topological charge) for the equation of motion of ¢, i.e:

1 dcmatter 5£matter
— (wv, - =P 6
e (7 (gt) - 55 )

where we have assumed that 7 is only a pointwise function of ¢ but not of its derivatives.
In particular, if we consider the simplest case, where 7 = ¢, and Syatter[@] is a Klein-Gordon field on
a curved spacetime:

(VVy—m?)p =P . (7)

Let us notice that if Sy,qtter = 0, by variating the action with respect to ¢ one obtains an additional
equation of motion which constraints the space time geometry, the Pontryagyn constraint:

P=0. (8)

Because this action is dipheomorphism invariant, the Einstein tensor G, defined in the EC approach as
the variation of the action with respect to tetrad, is divergence-free in this case. Simultaneously, so as in
the second order formulation [1], one may verify here that V.G oc Pef;d,7. Therefore, the Pontryagyn
constraint implies that this divergence vanishes [9]. In contrast, if one adopts a more genuine-BLS point
of view, where 7 is assumed to be an external arbitrary function of the spacetime point (a background
field), in principle this constraint could not be satisfied, and consequently, the conservation of energy-
momentum of the system would be also violated ®. However there is no conceptual problem with this
fact, which is is consistent with translation/boost symmetry violation caused by the presence of the
BLS-external field.

5Because non trivial contributions of the torsion to the covariant divergence that shall appear in the present formulation.




Let us now derive the equations of motion for the geometry. Varying the action with respect to e#,
we have:
et R = KT =K% e “ T'q 9)

where one has defined 7", = Tup + gap(Teag®®)/2, Tap being the energy momentum tensor, and the
constant  is related to the gravitation constant, G, by x? = 87G. Defining the torsion as

O =DA e =dAel +uwh, Ae” = (10)

which vanishes in the standard formulation, constituting the second Einstein-Cartan equation. Here,
varying the modified action with respect to w# ,, we obtain the equation

DA™ (e Ae) = 2dr A RM. (11)

By using that the totally antisymmetric tensor, defined in the tangent space, may be expressed as
etvoB — (e“ ANeY Ne* A eﬁ). Then, by multiplying both sides of this relation by e, eg , one may finally
express the equation of motion (11) in terms of the torsion tensor as follows:

s € NOP =dr ARM. (12)

This determines the effect of the Chern Simons deformation on the spacetime geometry, through an
effective contribution to the torsion which depends on the external field. So equations (9), (12) describe
the deformed geometry in the Einstein Cartan formulation.

If we solve first for the spin coefficients w# , in terms of €% and 9,7 in Eq. (12, using 10) and replace
into (9), we recover the modified Einstein equation for the tetrad e” (or, equivalently, for the metric gqp)
obtained in the Jackiw-Pi approach [1], however, as we will see below, the geometries described by its
solutions are very different.

We would like end this part by pointing out some features of this modified gravity which will motivate
some of the remarks on holography we are going to consider in this work.

The gradient of the external field 7 dictates the coupling of the geometric degrees of freedom with the
SO(1,3) Chern-Simons 3-form Lagrangian

L = /\R’W—lu/\ voAwWe, = /\R—l ANw A 13

cS = Wyy 3w,, W AW, =W 3w w A w. (13)

In fact, this may be expressed as V,7 = gV, ( = g = |d7| > 0) where V is a unit vector in the gradient

direction. In the limit g — 0 the standard torsion-free Einstein theory is recovered and, on the other hand,

when g — oo, the CS term governs the action. In fact, notice that if g is considered nearly constant and

we rescale the spin connection and define the new gauge variable A*” = /g w"” and the field strength

Frv = dAW + g=1/2 Are A APVn,4, the action (3) may be written as:

Saravle; A, @] :/ da? (g_1/2e“/\e”/\*FW — % V/\A/\F), (14)
M

where we have used the equivalence of the second term of (3) with the Chern-Simons form. Thus, we
can see in this expression that, in this case, the first term is a first order perturbation in g—! while the
second one, a Chern-Simons action, is considered the free kinetic term (zero order)[7].

In this case, by a similar argument as that for Electrodynamics (shown in the Introduction), the
theory becomes a 2 + 1-dimensional topological theory, which is precisely equivalent to 3d-gravity, is
exactly soluble and its quantization is well understood [13] . In fact, on each level-(hyper)surface of the

6In such a theory of gravity there are no local degrees of freedom and all solutions are conformally flat.



field 7(¢(z))), we have a Chern Simons action for the connection w*” in the group SO(1, 3), which contains
the Lorentz-Poincaré group 1SO(1,2) if the dreibein E# (fi,7 = 0,1,2) , the gauge field associated with
translations on those hypersurfaces, is identified with w”? and the spin connection w”” is the gauge field
associated whith SO(1, 2).

This rise an important question which is clearly connected to the Holographic interpretation: could
this strong/weak behaviour be interpreted as duality? We are going to focus on this point later on.

2.1 BLS/CS Deformation and Persistence of Solutions.

Let us study some remarkable aspects of the problem of the persistence of the solutions in the Einstein-
Cartan formulation of BLS/CS gravity. Consider the decomposition of the curvature

RM = M NV 4+ FP. (15)

Because V' is hypersurface orthogonal, we may define the projector h =g—-V oV 7 on each hyper-surface
3, of the foliation, then F! = h¢ R"Y h = h R h. Therefore, eq. (12) may be expressed as corr:

e o el N OPl = dr n FHY, (16)
If we also consider the spin connection one form decomposition w*” = o V4w, where Wt = hS wl)” =
hw*”, and use dV = ddr = 0, one may verify that EFm is the curvature corresponding to the connection
wh .

Notice that the theory is torsion free if and only if the connection w*”, defined on the 24+1-embedded
surfaces and valued on the De-Sitter group in 2 + 1-d, SO(1,3), is such that the associated (three-
dimensional) curvature vanishes, which reveals an interesting structure related to the homothopic classes.
So, the condition for the persistence of EC-solutions reads:

Frv =, (17)

where F* is the curvature of the gauge variable corresponding to the De-Sitter Group of the X,-

submanifolds. Therefore, such connections on apropriate foliations, represent torsion free geometries,

and furthermore (remarkably), the solutions coincide with those of standard Einstein theory. Then, for
each solution of (17), a pure gauge, one has a persistent solution. They may be expressed as

Wt = G dGLL, , G e SO(1,3). (18)

av)?

Finally one may use this form in the EC equations, and in this way, to construct all the GR (torsion free)
preserving solutions 8.
Notice that the present preserving condition is stronger than the Pontryagyn constraint P = 0 em-

phasized in the second order based model. In fact, by using (15), we get
P ="*(Ru ANR™) =*((rpy AV + F ) A (™ AV + FF)) =*(2r,, AV ANFR + B, ANFF) (19)

which vanishes for the solutions of (17). This is important to check out consistency with the vanishing of
the divergence of the energy-momentum tensor discussed in the previous Section, even when the field 7
is considered external. In fact, for (vacuum) persistent solutions, the Pontryagyn constraint is satisfied,
and therefore, the Einstein tensor is divergence-free as expected.

Finally, we would like to remark that in nearly flat regions of the space time (e.g. the spacial infinity of
asymptotically flat solutions) the GR solutions are preserved independently of the magnitude of g = |dr|.
In particular, for all asymptotically flat spacetime of the undeformed GR theory, the right hand side of
eq. (12) vanishes, and BLS is undetectable near of the spacial infinity.

7If V is timelike, it must be defined: h=g+V @V
8This is the specific subject of a forthcoming article



3 Holographic Correspondence in Modified Gravity.

One may prove duality between two apparently different theories, say S1(A), S2(B), by proposing an
action for the variables of both theories, S(A; B), and then both theories shall be recovered as effective
actions, when each respective set of variables is integrated out in the path integral. However in gravitation,
an integration of the variables is related to the well known problems of quantum gravity, it only could be
considered formally ?. In quadratic (Gaussian) actions this procedure is generically equivalent to solve
the equations for the two set of variables separately, and to plug the result back into the original action
in order to obtain S1(A), Sz(B) respectively [14]. This method could in principle be extended to argue
duality even in cases where the action is not Gaussian (e.g. the Einstein-Hilbert action ), by properly
using a saddle point approximation. We are going to employ here this procedure and generically refer
to it as the Parent Action (PA) approach. The PA approach has been shown to be effective to prove
dualities between theories of different characteristics 1 and in very diverse contexts [14, 15].

We are going to show here that if we consider (3) ( with Sy,atter[¢] = 0) as a PA, this interpolates
between gravity in four dimensions which approaches to the Einstein Hilbert in the zero torsion limit,
and a collection of decoupled Chern Simons gauge theories in 2+1-dimensional manifolds. Let us show
this statement

Solving first for the tetrad field e we obtain the Einstein equation (9) with 77 = 0, plugging this
back into the action we obtain that the first term vanishes and the resulting action is the Chern Simons
one (4), where 7 parametrizes the family of hypersurfaces.

On the other hand if we solve for w, we get the equation (12), substituting the solution into the
Master Action we obtain

Sle.d) = 5z [ da® (€8 Ne” A" Ry fe] = 7 RIe) A RN |oyea + o) (20)
M
which to leading order, is the usual Einstein-Hilbert action plus topological terms. This completes the
proof of our statement on duality.

This is a duality between a gauge theory (Chern-Simons Gravity), which is topological and lives on
a three dimensional surface, and Einstein gravity. One has to remark however that we have to consider
a large number of CS-surfaces to reproduce the Einstein theory, otherwise, we get torsion geometries. In
fact as explained in the first section, the function |7/| describes the density of these hypersurfaces. When
this number is large, the theory approaches to the CS description.

This might be consider a toy model to understand the emergence of the space time, usually formulated
in the context of the AdS/CFT duality [18][19]. In this sense, one learns that bulk gravity is recovered
in a large number limit of CS theories, a sort of macroscopic limit where the microscopic component are
2 + 1 dimensional manifolds equipped with CS theories '*.

Although such a correspondence could seem surprising, if the Holographic hypothesis is taken seriously,
it émplies that the actual degrees of freedom of the four dimensional Einstein gravity correspond to the
ones of certain three dimensional theories, we only should determine what is the proper context where
this works and which are such planar theories. The present framework could precisely be considered as
a model where this paradigm is realized in a technically simpler way.

Despite this could be specially helpful for quantum purposes [13], let us discuss now about how this
duality works in the classical sense (on shell). First of all it is necessary to make a gauge choice where
the vector V is identified with one element of the tetrad, say e3, then dr = ge>.

The introduction of that vector is related to the Wigner-Inonu contraction which reduces SO(3; 1) to
ISO(2, 1), the 2 + 1-Lorentz-Poincaré group [21]. Notice, however, that a contraction parameter has not

9Except in some contexts as Fuclidean Quantum Gravity, and using saddle point approximations.
0Tncluding non quadratic cases, for instance, non-Abelian gauge theories [16] and non-commutative ones[17].
'The reader may find some remarkable related perspectives in Ref. [20]



yet been introduced 2 and this will be not necessary in this construction.
Defining the Hodge operation in the induced 2 + 1-d geometry as

L)V ALY = ey, ) (21)

Let us see first how 3-dimensional Chern Simons fields are variables the four dimensional geometry
produces a source for the three dimensional geometry variables through the Chern Simons equation of
motion.

*F=J (22)

where the source is given by the four-dimensional geometry variables as :

Ji=e" 4 *(eo‘/\@ﬁ):%*D/\*(e“/\e”) . (23)
Let us remark that here, so as in the Ads/CFT example of holography, the “bulk” geometry works by
inducing a source for the lower dimensional boundary theory (the gauge theory in AdS/CFT). The initial
conditions for this theory also may be induced from the four dimensional ones through some consistency
requirements.

On the other side of the correspondence, the question is how the four dimensional geometry may be
reconstructed from the 3-dimensional variables and solutions. Given a solution @w*” (z) for the 1.S50(1, 2)-
gauge field, one may calculate the space time torsion through the equation (12), but one must use the
definition (10), to solve for the SO(1, 3)-spin connection in terms of the tetrad. Finally, the spacetime
geometry is recovered by substituting the result into Einstein equation (9), according to usual proce-
dures in the Einstein-Cartan framework. So we may interpret this duality as follows. If we linearize
the bulk geometry (saddle point approximation in a path integral approach), the fluctuations are in cor-
respondence with topological (Chern simons) degrees of freedom in a proper collection/distribution of
2-+1-submanifolds '3 .

Finally, a brief analysis of the theory in both weak/strong coupling limit, may shed some additional
light on certain additional aspects of this duality. One may see how, in principle, the two set of variables,
e’ and w*” decouple among them and form two closed systems, which shall describe the same theory.

In the usual way, one may in principle to solve the equation for the torsion (12) (using (10)), and find
out a solution for the spin connection in terms of e# and their derivatives:

w = W (e, de) + o' (g) (24)

In the weak coupling limit this equation is algebraic and the solution may be expressed in this way.
Plugging this solution back into (9) for the vacuum, we obtain the independent equation of motion for
et at leading order in the coupling constant g

e Rap W (e, o)™ + 07} (g) = R2T'} = K% & * T'uy (25)

which is the usual second order Einstein differential equation for general relativity for the variables e”,
up to contributions of the BLS term, which are first (or upper) order in the coupling constant.

Conversely, in a less standard procedure, one could try to solve for e* in terms of the spin-connection
components and their derivatives from the Einstein equation (with 7" = 0 for simplicity):

ey Ry (w, dw) = 0, (26)

which in fact is a non-square linear system of ten (algebraic) equations for the sixteen-components field
et*. Therefore, to formulate this in a solvable form one should consider further extra conditions, as the

20ne may be tempted to consistently relate this to g, for instance, it could be defined as g—!

g~1 — 0 one recovers the standard relativistic symmetry for 2 + 1-d.
13 A discussion on related perspectives may be seen in Ref. [20]

in such a way that for



orthonormality relations of the tetrad and a kind of gauge fixing (related to a convenient orientation of
the frame). Another possible simplification to deal with this, is to consider a background and a linearized
version of this equation (also considering extra conditions)'* [16], however for our purposes here, the
important point is that even if such a solution exists in some sense of this type, formally expressed as
e = E(w, dw), its contribution to the equation of motion for the field w vanishes in the strong coupling
limit. So one always may obtain a decoupled equation of motion decoupled of the tetrad frame in the
limit g~

V AR =o(g7 1), (27)
which is equivalent to the 2+1 dimensional family of Chern Simons gravities discussed above. At this
point we would like to mention the possibility of recovering the bulk gravity perturbatively [7], in the
sense of Ref. [23] and also [24]. 5.

4 Final remarks

This work consists partly, in the natural application to gravity of some ideas about an effective dimensional
reduction in theories with a Chern-Simons term in four dimensions, which breaks the Lorentz symmetry
through a formulation where the gauge structure of the theory is explicit [6].

We found the conditions to get persistent GR-solutions. They have a simple geometric interpretation
and link with topological gauge theories. In a forthcoming paper, we will focus on the study of these and
other exact solutions of the deformed theory.

We furthermore pointed out a novel duality present in the theory which resembles many of the aspects
of holography and may shed light on questions associated with it and with the mechanism of emergence
of the space time, as the fact of recovering GR as a sort of ensemble of several (non-interacting) planar
gravities embedded in a four-dimensional manifold. Then this would open a possible route to quantize
the Einstein gravity from 2 + 1-d quantum gravities [13].

5 Apendix: The Abstract index Notation and Einstein-Cartan
formalism

In this work, we shall use the abstract index notation [22]; namely, a tensor of type (n,m) shall be
denoted by Ty~ i*", where the latin index stand for the numbers and types of variables on which the
tensor acts and not as the components themselves on a certain basis. Then, this is an object having a
basis-independent meaning. In contrast, greek letters label the components, for example T+ denotes a
basis component of the tensor T.2*. We start off with the Cartan’s formalism of GR. We introduce [22]

an orthonormal basis of smooth vector fields (e, )%, satisfying

(ep)™(ev)a = Ny (29)

¢ is referred to as wvielbein. The metric tensor is expressed

where 7, = diag(—1,1,1,1). In general, (e,)
as
gab = (€")a (e oM - (30)

(From now on, component indices y, v, .. will be raised and lowered using the flat metric 7, and the the
abstract ones, a, b, c... with space-time metric gqp.

14This is an interesting issue which shall be analyzed in a more appropriate context.
151f a solution e = E(w,dw) may be achieved, by substituting this into eq. one get a decoupled equation of motion for
the gauge field w for an arbitrary g—1! :

g7t e 5 E(w,dw) AD A (E(w,dw)?l) =V AR, (28)

however, in this case it must be noticed that this equation is no longer planar, and the LHS of this equation contributes to
a bulk dependence of the variables.



Now we define the Ricci rotation coefficients, or spin-connection,

(wul/)a = (eu)bva(eu)b ) (31)

where w,,,, is antisymmetric what, together with (29), is equivalent to the compatibility condition

Vagre = 0. (32)
From (31), we have
Va ey =—w e, (33)
whose antisymmetric part is (by adopting the convention of anti- symmetrization:(...)ie) = ((--)ap —
(-)ba)/2),
V[a et )= _wHV[a e® blva - (34)

In the original Einstein formulation of GR, the connection is assumed to be torsion-free. This is
expressed by:
O, " b= —w”lfaeo‘ blva- (35)

The components of the Riemman’s tensor in this orthonormal basis are given as follows
R, = 20,0y + 20" 0 npe. (36)

Equations (35) and (36) are the structure equations of GR in Cartan’s framework.
Einstein’s equation in this framework reads

euaRabHV — I€2 L T/ab7 (37)

where one has defined 7" = Tup + gap(Teag®®)/2, Tap being the energy momentum tensor, and the
constant  is related to the gravitation constant, G, by 2 = 87G.

Equations (33) and (37) are a system of coupled first-order non-linear equations for the variables
(e,w) which determine'® the dynamics of GR. Metric and covariant derivative result finally defined in
terms of these variables as seen from (30) and (33).

This yields the so-called “Einstein-Cartan formalism”; we obtain, thereby, a first order Einstein-
Hilbert action which can be expressed as

1
S = 53 dzP e R"e, e, b (38)

where ¢ = (—det g)'/? = det(e* ). If we wish to consider a non-vanishing cosmological constant, A,
R must be replaced by

R "+ Ae[“aey]b. (39)
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