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We derive an exact general axi-symmetric solution of the coupled gravitational and elec-
tromagnetic fields in the tetrad theory of gravitation. The solution is characterized by four
parameters M (mass), @ (charge), a (rotation) and L (NUT). We then, calculate the total
exterior energy using the energy-momentum complex given by Mgller in the framework of
Weitzenbock geometry. We show that the energy contained in a sphere is shared by its

O interior as well as exterior. We also calculate the components of the spatial momentum to
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evaluate the angular momentum distribution. We show that the only non-vanishing compo-

. nents of the angular momentum is in the 7 direction.
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1. Introduction

A general stationary axi- symmetric object, with gravitomagnetic monopole and dipole
moments associated with nonzero values of the NUT and Kerr parameters L and a respec-
tively, is described by Kerr-NUT (Newman-Unti-Tamburino) spacetime [1] which is a useful
model for exploring gravitomagnetism [2]. The Kerr-NUT spacetime and its spacial cases are
all belong to larger class of stationary axi-symmetric type D. Carter [3] has found vacuum
solutions of Einstein equations for which the Hamilton-Jacobi equation of the geodesic is
separable. The stability of the general axi-symmetric spacetime is probed by studying their
perturbation by fields of various spin [4, 5].

Einstein’s general relativity (GR) is a very successful theory in describing long distance
phenomena. However, it encounters from serious difficulties on short distances. The main
problem appears in all attempts is the quantization [6, 7]. Also, the Lagrangian structure of
GR differs from the ordinary microscopic gauge theories. In particular, a covariant conserved
energy-momentum tensor for the gravitational field can not be constructed in the framework
of GR. Consequently, the study of alternative models of gravity is justified from the physical
as well as from the mathematical point of view. Even in the case when GR is a unique true

theory of gravity, consideration of close alternative models can shed light on the properties
of GR itself.

It is well known that in GR an energy-momentum tensor fails to satisfy some certain
conditions [8]. This is usually related to the equivalence principle which implies that the
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gravitational field can not be detected at a point as a covariant object. This can be viewed as
a purely differential-geometric fact. Since the components of the metric tensor are managed
by a system of second order partial differential equations therefore, the energy momentum
quantity has to be a local tensor constructed out from the metric components and their
first order derivatives. The corresponding theorem of (pseudo) Riemannian geometry states
that every expression of such type is trivial. It is natural to expect that this objection for
the existence of a gravitational energy-momentum tensor is directly related to the geometric
properties of the (pseudo) Riemannian manifold. This objection can be lifted in alternative
model, even connected with the geometry of the manifold.

In recent time teleparallel structures on spacetime have evoked a considerable interest for
various reasons. They were considered as an essential part of generalized non-Riemannian
theories such as the Poincaré gauge theory ( [9] ~ [13] and references therein) or metric-affine
gravity [14]. Physics relevant to geometry may be related to the teleparallel description of
gravity [15, 16]. Teleparallel approach is used for positive-gravitational-energy proof [17].
The relation between spinor Lagrangian and teleparallel theory is established [18].

Mgller has shown that the problem of the energy-momentum complex has no solution in
the framework of gravitational field theories based on Riemannian spacetime [19]. In a series
of papers, [19, 20, 21] he was able to obtain a general expression for a satisfactory energy-
momentum complex in the absolute parallelism space. The Lagrangian formulation of the
theory was given by Pellegrini and Plebanski [22]. Quite independently Hayashi and Nakano
[23] formulated the tetrad theory of gravitation as a gauge theory of the spacetime translation
group. In these attempts, the admissible Lagrangians were limited by the assumption that
the field equations has the Schwarzschild solution. Mgller [24] abandoning this assumption
and look for a wider class of Lagrangians by constructing a new field theory. His aim was to
get a theory free from singularity while retaining the main merits of GR as far as possible.
Meyer [25] showed that Mgller’s theory is a special case of the Poincaré gauge theory [26, 27].
Sdez [28] generalized Moller theory into a scalar tetradic theory of gravitation.

The tetrad theory of gravitation based on the geometry of absolute parallelism [22]~[34]
can be considered as the closest alternative to GR and it has a number of attractive features
both from the geometrical and physical viewpoints. Absolute parallelism is naturally for-
mulated by gauging spacetime translations. Translations are closely related to the group of
general coordinate transformations which underlies GR. Therefore, the energy-momentum
tensor represents the matter source in the field equation for the gravitational field is just like

in GR.

The tetrad formulation of gravitation was considered by Mgller in connection with at-
tempts to define the energy of gravitational field [24, 35]. For a satisfactory description of
the total energy of an isolated system it is necessary that the energy-density of the gravita-
tional field is given in terms of first- and/or second-order derivatives of the gravitational field
variables. It is well-known that there exists no covariant, nontrivial expression constructed
out of the metric tensor. However, covariant expressions that contain a quadratic form of
first-order derivatives of the tetrad field are feasible. Thus it is legitimate to conjecture that
the difficulties regarding the problem of defining the gravitational energy-momentum are
related to the geometrical description of the gravitational field rather than are an intrinsic
drawback of the theory [36, 37].

The main aim of the present paper is to derive a general axi-symmetric solution in



the tetrad theory of gravitation for the coupled gravitational and electromagnetic fields.
Using this solution we then, calculate the energy and angular momentum using the energy-
momentum complex given by Mpller [24] and Mikhail et.al [38]. In §2 we derive the field
equations of the coupled gravitational and electromagnetic fields. In §3 we obtain a new
exact analytic axi-symmetric solution characterized by four parameters in the tetrad theory
of gravitation. In §4 we calculate the energy and angular momentum distribution of this
solution using Mgller’s energy-momentum complex [24]. The final section is devoted to
discussion and conclusion.

2. Tetrad theory of gravitation and electromagnetism

In the Weitzenbock geometry the fundamental field variables describing gravity are a
quadruplet of parallel vector fields [26] e;**, which we call the tetrad field in this paper,
characterized by

D,,e,-” = 3,,6# + FM)\VQZ'A =0 s (1)
where I'*y, defines the nonsymmetric affine connection coefficients. The metric tensor g, is
given by

Guv = nijeluejw
with the Minkowski metric n;; = diag(+1,—1,—1,—1) T. The curvature tensor defined by
['*,,, given by Eq. (1) i.e. R%,,\(T), is identically vanishing [26].

The gravitational Lagrangian L is an invariant constructed from g, and the contorsion

tensor 7,,, given by
Vuwp = € pu€iv; p (2)
where the semicolon denotes covariant differentiation with respect to Christoffel symbols.

The most general gravitational Lagrangian density invariant under parity operation is given
by the form [23, 26, 3§]

‘C(e)G = bLG(e) =€ (alq)uéu + O‘2’}/Mup’}/uup + a3’}/uup7puu) (3)
and @, being the basic vector field defined by
(I)H = 7Pup’ (4)

where e = det(e®,). Here oy ,a , and ag are constants determined such that the theory
coincides with general relativity in the weak fields [23, 24]:

1 A 1
ap = ——, g = — az=—(1-X), (5)
K K K

*Latin indices (i, J, k, - - -) designate the vector number, which runs from (0) to (3), while Greek indices
(4, v, p, - - +) designate the world-vector components running from 0 to 3. The spatial part of Latin indices is
denoted by (a,b,c,---), while that of Greek indices by («, 8,7, ).

TLatin indices are rasing and lowering with the aid of 7;; and 7n%.
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where & is the Einstein constant and \ is a free dimensionless parametert. The vanishing of
this parameter makes the theory coincides with GR formulated in teleparallel geometry.

The electromagnetic Lagrangian density L, ,,. is [32]

1
Le.m. = __gungUF;u/F

1 "o, With F,, being given by 8F,,, = 0,A, — 9, A (6)

v,

where A, is the vector potential. The variation of the gravitational Lagrangian given by Eq.
(3) with respect to the tetrad field gives one equation of motion. Mgller assumed that the
energy-momentum tensor of matter fields, i.e., 7, is symmetric. Therefore Mgller divided
the resulting field equation into symmetric part and skew symmetric part [24].

The gravitational and electromagnetic field equations for the system described by Lg +
Le. . are the following:

G;w + H,uu = _'KLT;LV ) (7)
K, =0, (8)

9, (V=9F") =0 (9)
with G, being the Einstein tensor of GR. Here H,, and K, are defined by

def. o o o o 1 o
H, =X {%aw” v+ YVoou V" + Voo V" + G (%UWA * = 5%y Aﬂ - (10)
and
def.
K/M/ =\ [@M v ¢I/ N7 ®p ('yp/“/ - ,VPVM) + fy;ujp;p} ) (1]‘)

and they are symmetric and antisymmetric tensors, respectively. The energy-momentum
tensor T" is given by

loa 1 loa
Ty =—9"F,,F,, + ZgWFp Foo. (12)

It can be shown [26] that the tensors, H,, and K, consist of only those terms which
are linear or quadratic in the axial-vector part of the torsion tensor, a,, defined by

def. 1

au = geuypo'fyypo-7 (13)
where €,,,, is defined by
def.
€uvpe = V_géuupaa (14)
with 0,,,, being completely antisymmetric and normalized as dg123 = —1. Therefore, both

H,, and F},, vanish if the a, is vanishing. In other words, when the a, is found to vanish
from the antisymmetric part of the field equations, (8), the symmetric part (7) coincides
with the Einstein equation formulated in the Weitzenbdck spacetime.

fThroughout this paper we use the relativistic units , ¢ = G =1 and x = 8.
$Heaviside-Lorentz rationalized units will be used.



3. Exact Analytic Solutions

In this section we will seek for a solution satisfying the following conditions: The parallel
vector fields having the form

Q2 _ L2
Tmumk. (15)

e, =8, 4+ Ml I* +
Here M, Q* and L? are free parameters, [, and m, are quantities satisfying the conditions
1,0, =0, n*m,m, =0, n*'l,m, =0, (16)

and [*¥ and m* are defined by

[k et 5%17‘“7,, , mk 4 5kun“”m,,. (17)

Applying (15) to the field equations (7)~(9) we obtain the values of [, and m,, in the form

_ 2/= a’z563, [
lp = \/E , lo, = m [Ql'a + ;’2 - Ea53al’ﬁ‘| > my, = \/—Mﬁ ) (18)

Q 2 —a?+ 7T
_ _ 2 ,2)2 2.2 _
T T \/(r a?)? + 4a?z? | Q 5 : (19)

with r = /22 + y? + 22 and €,p, are the three dimensional totally antisymmetric tensor with
€123 = 1 and a is the angular momentum per unit mass. The form of the electromagnetic
potential A, has the expression

where

[1]

A, =—LZ1, and the Mazwell field F,, = % [(@ L) - (\@H) } (20)

4m )y M

where = and [, are defined in Egs. (18) and (19).
For the solution given by Eqgs. (18) and (20), the axial vector part a, of the torsion

tensor vanishes,
p = 07 (21>
and the metric is identical to Kerr-NUT metric in GR.
Writing explicitly the tetrad (15) using (18) and (19) we obtain*
6(0) :1_ (2Mp—Q2+L2)p2
2p1

Y

*We will denote the symmetric part by (), for example , A(,,) = (1/2)(A.,+A,,) and the antisymmetric
part by the square bracket [ ], Ap,) = (1/2)(Auw — Auy) -
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) 2 IMp — 2 L2 4
6(0)a - {_(na - gEaj?) nj) — a_zz(sag} ( i 629 + 2 )p = _e(l)O )
p*p 2p1(p? + a?)

2

a a a
6(”6 = 515 + {iflfﬁ - 2;€k3(5$l)1’k + ? [6k135m53$k$m + z({pxl — ;Ekgl xk}653

4 2 2\ 4
a kv 5l3 a o 31 (2Mp —Q*+ L?)p
+ - = ) —2%0330
toms pek%z s )] - p4z 7 } 2p1(p% + a?)?

(22)

with 6’5 being the Kronecker delta [32] and
pr=p'+a?

Solution (22) with Eq. (20) satisfy the field equations (7)~(9) and the associated metric has
the following form

2
05 — 4P 0 —dyp—d (2Mr) —a? — Q% + L?)r,? it + zdz N ri(zdx + ydy) + a(zdy — ydx) |
r* + a?2? r1 2+ a?
(23)
with r; is the radial parameter related to the Cartesian radius r by
rt = (r? —a®)r® —a*2? = 0.
4. The energy and angular momentum associated with the
general axi-symmetric solution
The superpotential is given by [24, 38]
v (_9)1/2 TUN [0 ,0X Xpo opx
Z/{u = 9% Pxpa [(I) 9 “9ur — )\gru’y - (1 - 2)‘)97;/7 ] ) (24)
where PXPC,T”)‘ is
TvA def. T 1% T v T v
Pxpa AE xgpak‘l’apgax)\_éagxp)\ (25)
with g,,”* being a tensor defined by
9o 8,70,% — 5,70, (26)
The energy-momentum density is defined by [24]
v o__ VA
TS =US (27)



The energy E contained in a sphere with radius R is expressed by the volume integral [39]

= /T:R//Toodgl'- (28)

For convenience of the calculations, we work for small values of the rotation parameter a,
so we will neglect the terms beyond its fourth order. With this approximation, we have the
covariant components of the parallel vector fields (22) as

0, — 1_1<M_Q2—L2> _ @ l(M_QLLz) _ <3M_w> i]
r 2r 2r3 r r r2

(4 [(w M) - <30M— w) i (35M_ M) Z_“] ,
c0

r rd
Q Q2—L2 - a3 Q2—L2
<“y>} ‘(M‘Tﬁ‘*g]*%[(f”‘ -)

a QQ—LQ 5 a2 QQ—LQ 52
>7+5(M— o )ﬁ” TEIP\M T )

3(Q* - L?) Q2 Q- L)) 2
_ <5M EE— Caﬁgn + — 8 = 2r SM " 3 16M
2 _ 12 4 2 12 2 _ g2 2
_M Z Ny — 242 QM_M — 12M_M c 55(13 = — 85,0,
2r ri 2r r r2|r
! 2 12 2 2 _ 12 2
ey =o'y + Tl %e(lggna) Al M — oL o)l M+ (5M — QL)) = n'ng
r r? 2r r3 2 r r2
Q2 _ L2 3 B Q2 _ 2~ (l 3 CL3 Q2 _ L2 2_2
<M o ¢ 83€ay" T M o " nv oy’ | + " 6| M 5 =
2 _ L2 ) ) 5 Q2 _ L2 24 5 3 a4 4(@2 _ L2)
+T (x +y )}n €V 33Mg) — T 771 €'3300)" | — S5 5M — —
2
A

Q ey — (0
_<14MZ_2 + <63M— w> )}nlna B 8{ <M_ Q* — L2>
T r .
( ;

M — w> iz}%n(l%) _4{ <M— @’ _L2> _ <8M— M) i_z

r r r r

+ <7M — M) 5 }51 +4{ <M _& ; L2> - <9M — w> i—z}a?’laga] , (29)

and the contravariant components of the parallel vector fields (22) have the form

2 _ 12 2 2 _ 12 2 _ 712 2
e(0)0=1+%<M—Q2TL>+%[<M—Q TL>—<3M—M>%]

Lo KgM_M> _ <30M_w> j_j+ <35M_w> 2_4]’

8rd i

7



e(o)a — 5alb(0)a — _b(a)O’
9 2 L2 2 1 3 2 _ L2 2
e(l)o‘ = 5la — (TL[TL aEgg(ln )nﬁ) <M - Q ) + — a4 l {M + <5M - y) %}nlna

r 72
Q2 — 12 2 3 0 I2) 22
(- 5 e (M ) 2] -2l (- S22
+Q22;3L2 S )} e (M ) 2; 5653(l5a)3] + ;—; H <5M _ M)
‘<14MZ_2+<63M— )—)} —s{(M_QQ-B)_(W_M)é}
T . - -
Q_Zn léa — 49| M — 8M — L2) 7 — w 2_4 5o
r r2 . -

%AKM_@TH>_@M__jTJ>;pwﬂ ”

Also with this approximation the covariant components of the metric tensor have the form

e 2o 50 a0 (o 7002
‘ﬁlGM iggﬁg—(mM—%@;iﬁ>§+GWW—%@;iﬁ>éy
R S T M A AR S

<fﬂm%M(M_@;£)g4+gKy_@t¢j_@M_%@;£gg%mw
I Gl il (el

4 2r r

_2{2 <2M— %;sz _ <12M— M) i_z} ;%317

N 9 2 L2 2 3 2 _ L2 2
Jap = —0ag — 2 (” ng T—Ze'y?:(ﬁna)rnﬁ) (M ¢ ) + % HM+ <5M - ¥> Z—}nﬁna

r 2r 72

2_L2 2—L2 3 2_L2 9
2 <M_ : 2r )65636&73716”7 - <M_ . 2r )gn(ﬁéa)ﬂ - :_4[{12< B . 2r )i_z

S P L ! 4Q - L
+QT (932 + y2)}mn(a —14 (M — Q o ) ;nm(ai’»] €8)y3 + % H (5]\/[ — ¥>
_<14Mi_z+ <63M_w> é)}nﬁna—16{<M_ Q2;L2> - <7M_w> i_z}
Znsbo® — 4 M_Qz_L2 _ 8M—M Z_2+ 7M_M Z_4 5

(BY) , . 3 . 3 Ba
+4{<M_Q2_L2> B (QM_M> i_z}(;ﬁg(gga], (31)




and the asymptotic form of the electromagnetic potential A, has the form

1 o 1
Ap =1 +0( ) Aa:—if”—u)a(ﬁ). (32)

r3 47 r?

The determinant of the metric tensor is
g=—1. (33)

Now we evaluate all the required components of the contorsion and the basic vector using
((2) and (4)) neglecting terms beyond the fourth powers of a.

Substituting Eq. (31) and all components of the contorsion and basic vector in (24) we
get

2n® Q? - L? a? 522 Q? — L? 322 at 22 1892*
Oa __ =277 o - R s el o ~
U~ = 3 [(M o )+ 2 M(1 = ) . (1 3 )+ - M< (9 126r2 + " )
Q? - L? 9622  1202* 425% [ a? Q? - L? at 2122
r (12 72 + rd ) + Kkr3 |12 (M 2r )+ 4rt M 72 )
Q*— L? 222 Mnge®® (a  a® 22
6 r (1 r? ) K12 r + r3 (1 37"2) ’ (34)
and
2 12 2 12 2 12
U’ = 12[Q L 5£+2<2M—73(Q L)>nanﬁ—3{<2M—Q L )ea35+2<3M
2Kr T 2r T T
2 12 2 2 12 2 12
—M>emgmnﬁ} + a—2{2 <M @l ) <5a5 —(1— g0 - L )5a3535> - <24M
T T T 2r
2 12 2 2 12 2 12
3@ -L7) Z b M6m36536nvn6 Losy o QL7 Z (35,3
2r r2 2r 2r r
3 2 12 2 12 2 12 2
_v M — Q L a3’ + 5M_M - 35M_M ‘- emgn”’nﬁ
r3 r r r r2
2 12 2 12 2 4 2 12
+ 10M_M Enpeapéﬁg _ 5M_M Z_€a35 +a_ 2M_9(Q L)
r r r r2 ri 4r
2 12 2 2 12 4 2 12 6
(pang = BUE LN 2 (gepy - L2OQ LN 2 (g0, - SBEQ =L 2
8r r2 r ri 8r r6
2 12 2 12 2 12 2
6" — (1 — s =L )0a05" | + Q" — L7 + (48M — 189Q =L = 120M
r 8r 4r r2
2 12 4 2 12 2 12 2
_BQ = L)) = €ar3€s nn® + 2| 12M — 15" =) _ 96M — 3I5@Q° = L)) =
’r rd ’r 4r 72
2 12 4 2 12 2
+120M — M c fn(ﬁ(ga)?’ + 120 = M -
8r rlr 8r r2
1 2_ ]2 4 2_ 12 6
+ [48M — M c 120M — M c 830 4| (35)
4r ri 8r r6
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The components we are interested in of the energy-momentum density are given by

2 2 2 4
o Q- L a6, 2) a_( _2_4 2 2y 90, o 22)
=T [1 3 (2 TZ(:c + y°) +r4 3 TZ(x +y)—|—r4(:c +y%) ,
2a(Q? — L?)eqp3n” 3a?
0 _ aB3 2 2
Ta, = — /{7“5 1+7’—2(T —22) . (36)

Further substituting (36) in (28) and then transforming it into spherical coordinate we
obtain

2 _ L2
E = Lﬁ / // (7“4 + 4a’*r?* — 6a*r? cos® 0 + 9a* — 36a* cos® 6 + 30a* cos? 9) dr sin 0d6de.
KT r=R
(37)

Performing the above integration we get the energy associated with the exterior general
axisymmetric black hole given by Eq. (22) in the form

PR < S (L W) o (L)

R 2 3R 10R! RS
Eq. (38) shows that the total energy associated with the spacetime given by Eq. (22) is

shared by its exterior as well as interior.

Now we turn our attention to the angular momentum of the solution given by Eq. (22).
From (36) we can get the components of the momentum density in the form

P, =— <1 + —(r* - 222)> : (39)

from which we can show that there is no momentum-density associated with Kerr black hole
i.e,, when Q = L = 0. The components of the angular momentum of a general-relativistic
system is given by [40]

T, = / / / (2P, — 1, Ps)ds (40)

where «, [, v take cyclic values 1,2,3. Using (39) in (40) and transforming the expressions
into spherical coordinates

Jo = /// w (7“2 + 3a*(1 — 2 cos® 9) sin® Odrdfde (41)

performing the above integration between two spheres of radii R; and Ry we get

(42)

1 a? Rz
3r 57"3]

Ja = —2&(@2 — L2)€12a [— + —
Ry

Eq. (42) shows that the rotation of the charged object is responsible for the angular mo-
mentum distribution due to the electromagnetic field and the NUT parameter.
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5. Main results and discussion

In this paper we have studied the coupled equations of the gravitational and electromag-
netic fields in the tetrad theory of gravitation. Applying the most general tetrad (15) to the
field equations (7)~(9) we have obtained an exact solution given by Eq. (22). Eq. (22) is
a general axi-symmetric solution from which we can generate the other known solutions like
Schwarzschild, Reissner-Nordstrom, Kerr and Kerr-Newman spacetimes. The metric tensor
associated with Eq. (22) is the Kerr-NUT spacetime.

It was shown by Mgller [41] that the tetrad description of the gravitational field allows a
more satisfactory treatment of the energy-momentum complex than does GR. Therefore, we
have used the superpotential (24), formulated within the framework of teleparallel spacetime
to calculate the energy-momentum density given by Eq. (27). We have used this energy-
momentum density to evaluate the total exterior energy of the gravitating charged rotating
body given by Eq. (22). Because the definition of energy of Eq. (28) requires its evaluation in
Cartesian coordinate, the calculations without any approximation is obviously very tedious.
Moreover, the intrinsic rotation parameter a is quantitatively very small for most physical
situations. Therefore, for our convenience we keep terms containing powers of a up to the
fourth order. With this approximation we have calculated the components of a covariant
and contravariant tetrad fields (29) and (30), a covariant components of metric tensor (31).
Calculating all the necessary components of the contorsion and basic vector ((2) and (4))
and using (31) in (28) we have obtained the expression of the exterior energy of the general
black hole given by Eq. (22) till the fourth order. When the rotation, the charge as well as
the NUT parameters are considered we get an additional terms

QZ—L2<1+a2+3a4>’ (43)

R 2 " 3R2 T 10R?

which is the energy of the exterior magnetic field due to the rotation of the charged object.
The asymptotic value of the total gravitational mass of a Kerr-NUT spacetime is the ADM
[42] therefore, the energy associated with a Kerr-NUT contained in a sphere of radius R is

E(R) =M —

Q? - L? (1 a? 3a4>' (44)

R 2 s T o

Switching off the rotation and NUT parameters we found that the energy given by Eq. (44)
will be the same as of Reissner-Nordstrom metric [43, 44]. The energy of Eq. (44) is confined
to its interior only when we set the charge and the NUT parameters to be zero. This result is
quit in conformity with those of Virbhadra [45, 46] and Cooperstock et al. [47] and Ahmed
[48].

Using the value of energy-momentum density given by Eq. (36) we have calculated the
momentum density. Also we have calculated the angular momentum distribution due to
the electromagnetic field present in the Kerr-NUT field using Eq. (39) in Eq. (40). It is
clear from Eq. (42) that the momentum density depends mainly on the rotation of the
charged object and has only one component. As is clear from Eq. (42) that the angular

11



momentum depends on the even powers of the charge and NUT parameters and odd powers
of the rotation parameter which means that the direction of the angular momentum vector
depends on the direction of the rotation parameter.

Acknowledgment

The author would like to thank the Referee for careful reading and for checking the
mathematics of the manuscript as well as for putting the paper in a more readable form .

12



References

[1] E.T. Newman, L. Tamburino and T.Unti J. Math. Phys. 4 (1963), 915.

[2] D. Bini, C. Cherubini, R.T. Jantzen and B. Mashhoon, Phys. Rev. D67 (2003), 084013.
[3] B. Carter, Commun. Math. Phys. 10 (1968), 280.

[4] D. Bini, C. Cherubini, R.T. Jantzen and R. Ruffini, Prog. Theor. Phys. 107 (2002), 1.
[5] D. Bini, C. Cherubini and R.T. Jantzen Class. Quant. Grav. 19 (2002), 1.

[6] S. Carlip, Rept. Prog. Phys. 64 (2001), 885.

7] Y. Itin, J. Math. Phys. 46 (2005), 012501.

[8] Y. Itin, Class. Quant. Grav. 19 (2002), 173.

9] F.W. Hehl, Y. Neeman, J. Nitsch and P. Von der Heyde, Phys. Lett. B78 (1978), 102.

[10] F.W. Hehl, Four Lectures on Poincaré gauge theory, in proceedings of the 6th. course
on spin, Torsion and supergravity, held at Eric, Italy, (1979), eds., P.G. Bergmann, V.
De Sabbata (Plenum, N.Y.) P.5.

[11] T.Kawai, Phys. Rev. D49, (1994), 2862; Phys. Rev. D62 (2000), 104014.
[12] M. Blagojevi¢ and M. Vasili¢ Class. Quant. Grav. 17 (2000), 3785.

[13] M. Blagojevié¢ and I. A. Nikoli¢ Phys. Rev. D62 (2000), 024021.

[14] F.W. Hehl, J.D. MacCrea, E.-W. Mielke and Y. Ne’eman, Phys. Rep. 258 (1995), 1.
[15] K. Hayashi and T. Shirafuji, Phys. Rev. D19 (1979), 3524.

[16] J.Nitsch and F.W. Hehl, Phys. Lett. B90 (1980), 98.

[17] E.W. Mielke, Phys. Rev. D42 (1990), 3388.

[18] R.S. Tung and J.M. Nester, Phys. Rev. D60 (1999), 021501.

[19] C. Moller, Ann. of Phys. 12 (1961), 118.

[20] C. Mgller, Mat. Fys. Medd. Dan. Vid. Selsk. 1 (1961), 10.

[21] C. Mgller, Nucl. Phys. 57 (1964), 330.

[22] C. Pellegrini and J. Plebanski, Mat. Fys. Skr. Dan. Vid. Selsk. 2 (1963), 4.
[23] K. Hayashi and T. Nakano, Prog. Theor. Phys. 38 (1967), 491.

[24] C. Mgller, C. Mat. Fys. Medd. Dan. Vid. Selsk. 39 (1978), 13.

[25] H. Meyer, Gen. Rel. Grav. 14 (1982), 531.

13



[26] K. Hayashi, and T. Shirafuji, Prog. Theor. Phys. 64 (1980), 866, 883, 1435, 2222; 65,
525.

[27] F.W. Hehl, J. Nitsch and P. Von der Heyde, in ”"General Relativity and Gravitation”,
A. Held, ed. (Plenum Press, New York (1980)).

28] Séez, D. Phys. Rev. D27 (1983), 2839.

29] W. Kopzyriski, J. Phys. A15 (1982), 493.

[30] J.M. Nester, Class. Quantum Grav. 5 (1988), 1003.

[31] N. Toma, Prog. Theor. Phys. 86 (1991), 659.

[32] T. Kawai and N. Toma, Prog. Theor. Phys. 87 (1992), 583 .

[33] V.C. de Andrade and J.G. Pereira, Phys. Rev. D56 (1997), 4689.

[34] V.C. de Andrade, L.C.T Guillen and J.G. Pereira, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84 (2000), 4533;
Phys. Rev. D64 (2001), 027502.

[35] C. Mgller, “Tetrad fields and conservation laws in general relativity” in Proc. Inter-
national School of Physics “Enrico Fermi” ed. C. Mgller, (Academic Press, London,
1962).

[36] J. W. Maluf, J. Math. Phys. 35 (1994), 335.

[37] J. W. Maluf, J. F. DaRocha-neto, T. M. L. Toribio and K. H. Castello-Branco, Phys.
Rev. D65 (2002), 124001.

[38] F.I. Mikhail, M.I. Wanas, A. Hindawi and E.I. Lashin, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 32 (1993),
1627.

[39] C. Mgller, Ann. of Phys. 4 (1958), 347; 12 (1961), 118.
[40] K. S. Virbhadra, Phys. Rev. D42 (1990), 2919.
[41] C. Mgller, Mat. Fys. Medd. Dan. Vid. Selsk. 35 (1966), No.3.

[42] R Arnowitt, S. Deser and C.W. Misner, Gravitation: An Introduction to Current Re-
search edited by L. Witten (Wiley, N.Y. (1962)).

[43] P. C. Vaidya, J. Uinv. Bombay XX1, Part 3 (1952), 1.
[44] K. P. Tod, Proc. R. Soc. London A388 (1983), 457.
[45] K. S. Virbhadra, Phys. Rev. D41 (1990), 1086.

[46] K. S. Virbhadra, Phys. Rev. D42 (1990), 1066.

[47] F.I. Cooperstock and S. A. Richardson, Proceeding of the Fourth Canadian Conference
on General Relativity and Relativistic Astrophysics, World Scientific.

[48] M. Ahmed and S. M. Hossain , Prog. Theor. Phys. 93 (1995), 901.

14



