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Abstract

In this work we consider thefkects of coupling characteristic classes to gravity by mntro
ducing appropriate operators in the Einstein—HilbertaactiAs it is well known, this approach
strays from the framework of General Relativity since itulesin theories in which torsion can
be present. An important point of our approach is that that&wis obtained explicitly carry
topological information of the considered space-time ritdthi We consider here all the char-
acteristic classes that are consistent with a space-tinméfaicileading to the definition of an
"effective Cosmological Constant” that inherits topologicdbrmation. We present analytical
solutions for the contortion 1-form that can be obtainedarggneral conditions in various cases
of interest. We show how to use these solutions to study cluggital scenarios that are obtained
mainly by selecting a metric and an ideal fluid. We also disaemne of the consequences of
these cosmological models over the topological afiéédintial structure of the space-time man-
ifold considered.

Keywords: torsion two-form; contortion one-form; contortion contien; general relativity;
differential geometry; topological invariants; space-tinpotogy

1. Introduction

This paper studies the consequences of adding charaicteldsises into the classical Einstein-
Hilbert action using the method of Lagrange multipliersisifprocedure is known to change the
bulk and boundary conditions resulting in gravitationa&dhes with Torsion. Here we only con-
sider characteristic classes which are consistent witraaesfime four manifold configuration,

i. e. those constructed from the rational cohomology rinthsas theEuler and thePontryagin
classes|]1] and the Chern typieh-Yanclass which is the only density immediately null in the
absence of torsiorﬂ[Z]. These classes can be cast as exast, fmoreover they only show de-
pendence on the spin connection and its derivatives. Tieete of adding the aforementioned
classes can be acknowledged for by introducing a new terontliret connection 1-form called
contortion, which in turn is responsible for the torsibh [3]
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A somewhat similar approach to the one here presented hasusee in |II4D5] were the
focus was to study thefiects of these couplings over the topology anfedéntial structure
of the associated symplectic manifold. This was driven byirigain mind the later canonical
quantization of the theory. Quantization is beyond the scopthe present work, rather we
focus in obtaining closed analytical expressions thenysthdir cosmological, topological and
differential compatibility.

In the procedure we follow, we allow the characteristic séssto be non-zero from the be-
ginning, as can be explicitly seen in the way the correspanttirms are inserted into the action,
thus taking into account non trivial topologies. A very i@sting feature of this approach is
the fact that the cosmological constant can be interpretedcuantity that inherits topological
information. In fact, an "fective topological constant” appears even without inteddg an ex-
plicit one at the level of the action. This opens the questibether the cosmological constant
suggested by experiments could actually be due to a topmbegfect, and henceforth whether
by measuring it, it would be possible to deduce the topolgitructure of the space-time.

In addition, in recent years the interest over theories afigy that encompass torsion has
steadily grown, as is expressed by the appearence of suntighas the Poincaré Gauge Theory
of Gravity, Teleparallel Gravityf (T)-Gravity andf (R, T)-Gravity among others. The source of
torsion is the spin connection and hence the curvature asidtobecome independent degrees of
freedom of the gravitational field. It is known that in 4 dinséans the torsion form is null in the
absence of sources, as it happens in the Einstein-Cartarytthéowever, this can be overpassed
by considering additional fields or adding higher order ectipns to the curvature, as it will be
evident in the following sections. The theory consideregt®s no spin densities but there is
a propagating torsion due to the coupling O-forms. Thisasitun is diferent from theories like
Teleparallel Equivalent of General Relativity (TEGR) wédhe curvature is zero.

Regarding the physical applications, the introductioroo$ion induces new physicaffects
and modifies the local degrees of freedom of the theory. Ftainte, the Einstein-Hilbert theory
can be interpreted as a reduction of a higher dimensionakimmfdhe Chern-Simons type in
which a propagating non null torsion solution naturallyemp;[fb]]?]. The addition of torsion
also enhances the possibility of an accelerated expanstbe aniverse among others scenarios
[@B@Ell] It has also been proposed that the appeardnaesimn would induce observable
effects over the neutrino oscillation [12].

The structure of the paper is as follows, secfibn 2 introdwsmme general considerations
and the notions of dlierential geometry required in the body of the work. In sexfdour cases
for different choices of the available characteristic classestadés with non local formalism
(vierbein). We present then in sectidn 4 several exampledioh we show step by step how to
use the analytical expressions of the previous sectionitd basmological solutions. We close
with some remarks and discussion of the examples we worked ou

2. General Considerations

We begin summarizing the standard vierbein formalism aad#sics of dferential geome-
try that will be needed in the next sectiohs| ,, On a four dimensional space-time
manifold M with a cosmological constant the Einstein-Hilbert action can be written as

1 — A
Senl€”, w?] = f;(eabweﬁ A€y A Reg + Ee""'”de,c1 AeyAe A eyl 1)
M
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wheree? denotes the 1-form frame fields or vierbeinis the Newton constant andP y is the
connection 1-form (Levi-Civita), the latter defines thevature to be

R = do® + @ ¢ A @, 2)

The Palatini variation of the actiofl(1) gives the EinsteiRield equations and also, as an
independent constraint, the null torsion condition

T=d+Ppb AL =0, (3)

The latter allows to write the action as well as the connectiatirely in terms of the vierbein
(or ultimately in terms of the metric) as

o = %[ia(deb) ~i*(de) +i* (de) €] (4)

whered (-) is the exterior derivativei® () = i°(:) is the interior product with respect to the
vierbein. We have also denotédi (-) = -i®3()) = i2(i° ()). Equation[®) defines the connection
one-form for GR, also known as the Levi-Civita connectione @én think ofM as being a
S O(4)-bundle or & O(3, 1)-bundle space-time, depending on the signature of the enetri

A common practice to obtain invariants of smooth manifolisjond the homology groups,
is to construct characteristic classes of the tangent lkeuidr an oriented real four-manifold(
the characteristic classes available comprise the Stfeétney classew (T M) € H' (M; Z/2)
and the Euler and Pontryagin classé#), p; (TM) € H4(M;Z) = Z [1]. We will allow the
manifold M to be complex, hence we can use the generalizations of thieSihitney classes,
namely the Chern classes. Specifically BontryaginandEuler densities, as well as the Chern
type Nieh-Yandensity which has been proven to be important to study the stpiicture of the
theory in a quantum context [@, |E|18]. These have locallyftlewing representations as 4-
forms, respectively.

= R AR, (5)
Ce = d(éE)

= €abcd REP A RCd’ (6)
Cny = d (C~NY)
= d(T?Ae)
= T2ATa—-RippAEEAE, (7)
where we have denoted by a tilde the corresponding 3-forocaded with each exact 4-form

presented above in an obvious way.
We consider now the torsion® by generalizing the spin connection to the following one-

form [19,[20/21 27, 23, 24, D5.119] as
o® = P+ K®, (8)
T2 = d,é, (9)

Cp d(Ce)

= d (a)ab A

1
Rba - éwbc A a)ca

1
b d f
= eabcdd(wa A|RE —:—%wcf Aw'®

d
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whereK? js called thecontortion connectiomndd,, is the covariant derivative with respect to
the connectiom?®. Equation[(P) is known as the structure equation and wherbswed with [8)
leads to

TA=K® A @, (10)

hence, the contortioK® is the object responsible for the presence of tordidmas anticipated.
Similarly, the curvature two-form can thus be written in fblbowing way

RP = dw®+ w? A w®
= R+ dzK® + K% A KD
= R®+d,K® - K3 AK®, (11)

where equation$12) anfl(8) have been used. There is a fuesteiction that comes from the
Bianchi identities and reads

d, T = R A€, (12)
R, = 0, (13)
which, when combined with the relations above, leads todl#&ictiondw?® A wep = 0 in terms

of the connection. Note also that the latter implies theofsihg special casedw®® A wep =
dK® A K¢p = 0 leading to the compatibility condition between the corioes

dw® A K. —0™ A dK, 2 (14)
do® A KpcA €S = 0, (15)

with the two forms being equivalent. This condition can b@ased over the solutions obtained
from the equations of motion.

2.1. The full action

It should be clear following the discussion in the previoast®n that knowing the curvature
2-form Ry, the spin connectiowy, and the contortioKy, 1-forms is sificient to describe all
the physical observables of the theory. And, since we knowtocobtain the first two from the
vierbein, the problem narrows down to find an expressiorkigr As Cambiaso@l] showed
though, this is not an easy task and only some perturbatiué@as are known.

Let us adress the problem by considering the following familactions

S[ec’ wab’T’ (P’X] = Sgnq [ec’ (‘)ab] +
1 Np e NNy € Ng €
— | =<[(Cp - — Cny — Cg - — 16
fK{(T ) VM)JHP( AAERVY )+X( : VM)}, (16)
M

where we have introduced the parametegsandy, that couple to the characteristic clasgés (5),
(@ and [6), respectively. We have denoted the volume form By eancd€® A €° A €€ A € such
thatVa = fe. The additional parametengy, np, Ng € R are the Nieh-Yan number, Pontryagin

M
number and the Euler number, respectively. These quansititsfy

fCi=ni, i=NY,PE,
M

4



where theC;s have been defined il (51 7). The study dfefiential topologyl [, 26] shows that
for certain classes of mags "M — N each of the ternrm; above is invariant, i.es;(n) = n;.
Let us then restrict our analysis to the subclass 714, so the results will be valid for all

|
manifolds M and N that areg-related. Note that we can define affective Einstein-Hilbert
action by collecting these terms depending on the chaistitedensities ovef{16) and adding
them into 1), yielding

1 A
SELf[ec,wab,T,‘P’X] if;(eabcde A6y A Reg + e6ff ) 17)
M
where L
Np NNy Ne
Aeff = A — 18
eff + 4(VM + Vi p+ VMX) (18)

On the other hand, even though restricteg¢-t@latedM and N manifolds that leaves all the
topological numbers; invariant, equation (18) behaves non-trivially under maipsfact, the
relevant terms above pullback according to

5*(ni ) S, S0,

Vm

this shows that if we want to interpréf{18) to beggiective CCwe need to consider the couplings
as either being constants or as slow varying O-forms. Indhisction, the appearance of the
volumeVy could be used to ensure a series expansion of the couplitiyawapid convergence
in some weak sense.

Coming back to the actiol (IL6), we can perform an integratpmarts on the terms that
were not used to definE{lL7) to obtain

S[ec,a)ab,‘r,cp,/\(] = SEfo[e (,4)b,T(p,){]-f—f(dT/\ép+d(,0/\ch+dX/\éE)+

- f (cCp + @ Cuy +x Ce), (19)
oM

where the first term on the right hand side was defineflih (1i¢),vehere we also used Stokes
theorem to obtain the last term. At this point we note thatdhere several cases we need
to analyze, and choose carefully among them if we want toadisthe last term in{19) thus
avoiding extra complications when extremizing the action

e a)7, ¢, ¥ € RandM a compact manifold

Since the manifold has no boundary, the last term is immelgiaull, but it also follows
that all the topological numbers are trivially zero. Thidiskthe topological degrees of
freedom we want to incorporate into the model.

e b)7, ¢, ¥ : M — R andM a compact manifold

Since the manifold has no boundary the last term is null is tizise. The couplings im-
mediately become bounded functions, however, all the twpoal numbers are zero. As
before, this Kills the topological degrees of freedom.
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e C) 7, ¢, ¥ € RandM a non-compact manifold

It can be immediately seen that for this setup the seconditenoil and by the fact that the
last term is an exact form it will not have contributions otleg field equations. However,
there are strong non-linear high derivative contributiooming from the characteristic
densities over the boundary. If this is considered lead®turivial results in the context
of AAS/CFT correspondence which are beyod the scope of the presektthat were
studied in the following references [27]28].

e d)7, ¢, ¥ : M — R and M a non-compact manifold

This option maintains the topological degrees of freedoer@il. The last term is not
contributing to the field equations because of being an edifierential. However, as it
was mentioned earlier, it has nontrivial contributionsrabe boundary. By imposing that
the couplings behave as ctitbover the boundary of the space-time manifold,#|gy =
vlam = xlam = 0 we are just considering the bulk contributions and settiogndary
conditions for the couplings.

Since option d) is the most suitable for our search, we wiliralmost exclusively to it from
now on. Note that by considering the setup here presentedfttts of the CC can be absorbed
by the topological terms at the level of the action. An impattconsequence of introducing in
the action the characteristic classes is therefore thaayt e possible to “naturally” adjust the
available parameters to obtain a prediction for tifeaive cosmological constant that matches
current observations. The interpretation of the currenékration of the expansion of the uni-
verse would then take a topological explanation, hopeflliywing to avoid the well known fine
tuning issue present in the standard interpretation oAt6®M model.

3. Analytical solutions for the Contorsion and Torsion in different topological setups

Before tackling the problem described by the action intamilin sectiof 211 (equatidn{19)),
we propose few simplified cases in which we analyze the stgzhefect of the topological
terms. We first take a look at the two simplest scenarios, &ter consider the contributions
from the Nieh-Yan and Pontryagin terms, and Pontryagin ardrEEerms respectively; for these
two cases in fact we can obtain analytical solutions. Stafithe experience with the first two
cases, we present two more that we approach in a more hewasfi The latter cases describe
the contribution of the Nieh-Yan and Euler terms and the gdrease in which all three terms
are allowed to be present. The case by case approach issdtifithe fact that the information
on the topological and f@ierential structure is efierent in each case. In what follows we drop the
“ M from the volumeV,, to make the notation clearer. As stated previously, we btavarying
the action[(IR) considering the setup d) of secfiom 2.1 ,daeiplings as 0-forms an® a non
compact manifold.

3.1. Case 1: Coupling Nieh-Yan and Pontryagin densitieb¢écHinstein-Hilbert action
This first case can be carried out very straightforwardlye field equations are

08 1 0 = —epod® AR+ Mo A A +dp AT, (20)
Sw 0 = -2 neq—20r AR —dp A A€, (21)
o %e = Ta/\Ta—Rab/\ea/\eb, (22)
57- % € = Rab A Rba . (23)
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Let us define for later convenience the skew symmetric lalimperator 4, (f, g) to be
Lan (f,9) ibla (df A dg),
La(f) Lo (9) — Lo (f) La(9)., (24)

wheref : M — R andg : M — R be two zero-forms. Then, combining equatidng (20) (21)
and using[(I0) we obtain

e A eb A {4Kap - [Lac (T, 90) ch — Lic (7', ‘P) Kca] +

. . 2A
_Lab (T, SD) |d (ch) ec + Eabcoec|d (dgﬂ + eff dT)} = 0,

wherei? (d¢) = £% (&) = £9(¢) is the Lie derivative of the zero-forgnalongey. After some
algebraic manipulations we get

4Kap — [Lac (7, ¢) K — Lbc (T.9) Kca] - Lan (7, 9) i (Kdc) e+

2A
ol (dtp . ;”dr) - Aw (25)
whereAy, is a skew symmetric one-form subjected to the condifighn € A €® = 0, and is yet
to be determined. Note that

A AN =0 =  Agp=—Tia(Aod) —ib(Aad)] A€ (26)

Combining[[26) and (25) an expression dependinggand its interior products exclusively
can be derived, the explicit form of which is not illustraiend so we do not report it in here.
On the other hand, imposing a relation between the coughiraygh a pullback = ¢:¢ allows
us to obtain the following

1 2 0
® =77 (””Y T A ﬁ)eabcoec L@+ LG - LEe),  @7)

ev? eV T3 T or

whered; : M — R is a zero form that needs to be adjusted in order to fulfill #st of the restric-
tions imposed by the field equations. Note that the topolgitormation is shown explicitly in
the contortion through the presence of the topologicalrpatars.
The torsion is obtained using{10) to yield
1(0 n n 2
=1 (6—f ey PtyTt §A) el AENLI@) + Lo (@) A, (28)
while the curvature can be obtained after some lenghty adgeting [T11), it is necessary to take
account of the topological restrictiois{22) ahdl (23), a asto choose a metric. We postpone
then this part of the analysis until the next section.

3.2. Case 2: Coupling Nieh-Yan and Euler characteristianmants to the Einstein-Hilbert ac-
tion
The second case we consider is also quite straightforwardmposingr = 0 in the action
(I9) the following field equations are obtained

je ' 0 = —ep ARYY Ag” ancd A €€ A% +dp A T, (29)
Sw 0 = —ZeadeTc A ed - d(p N€ A€ — Zfabcod/\/ A RCd, (30)
oy nVE € = EapcdR® AR, (32)
Sp @ MWe = TAAT,-RpAEEAE, (32)
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with the last equation coinciding with equatigni23), asentpd.
Here, the approach goes along the lines of what presenteddqrevious case. Equations
(29) and[[3D) when combined lead to

A
%”eabcdd/\/ ANPAENE +dy Adp ATa+ eancdT? A A =0, (33)

and, by using the dierential operator defined ih_(?4), we get

Aett
3

. 1
- fabcd|c( d)() e E {Lac (. ¥) K — Loc (. 9) K} +

1 . .
+§-£ab (> 9) i€ (Kea) e + €abcd” (de) el + fabchCd = Bab, (34)
which is an explicit skew-symmetric one-form subjectedi® ¢ondition
Bar A€ A =0 = Bap=—[ia(Boc) — in(Bac)] A€ (35)

As in the previous case, by combinifgi34) and (35) we get aatémn in terms of the contortion
and its interior products only. As before, we will assumé tha ¢, ¢ yielding

al (A, My o Ne _ipf(A Dy o e
{' ({ 3 T avf 12v’(}d")eb ' ({ 3 T avf 12v’(}‘]')‘)ea}+
+2{i% (K%)= P (K%) & — {ic (K?) € —ic (K®) &) = —4K™, (36)
which eventually leads to
KO = (D I e ) La () @ — Lo (1) €a) + o L9 (62) (37)
@ =3 12v¥ T 12vY) ' ° e o

wheref, : M — Ris a zero form which must be adjusted using the field equatiginslly, with
the aid of [Z0) and(37) we can find the following expressiartlie torsion

A Np Ne

@ _ (2, _E _ c prd
TO =5+ a0+ 1k A~ ol A EL @), (39)

Like before, we will delay the calculation to find the curvadrom [11) until later, when we
will take into consideration the restrictioris {32) ahd| (aay we will make an explicit choice for
the metric.

3.3. Case 3: Pontryagin and Euler characteristic invarisatided to the Einstein-Hilbert action
Setttingy = 0 in (I9) yields the following field equations

se 0 = —eaod® AR+ 2o A A€ (39)
Sw 0 = —eapcdl® A€ —dr A Rap — €ancdy A R, (40)
ot ve = RA R, (41)
ox % € = €EancdR® A RN (42)
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Note the presence of the field equations (41) (42) whichave already encountered
in the previous cases. The standard approach we used befttde applied here directly, in

fact, combining equationg{B9) arid [40) will lead to expi@ssthat can’t be cast in terms of the
contortion and its interior products only. Hence, we takeaaarheuristic approach to finding a

solution for this third case.
We proceed as follows, equatidn139) by itself gives

Aets

3

wheres : M — R is a zero form that must depend on the parameters and theirgsipBy
combining it with equatior{40) the torsion is found to be

€1 A € + Seapc” A €%, (43)

(3) _
Rab -

A 1 ) 2A
Tf) = _(5dr+ gffdx)/\eﬁ— 4—eabcdeb/\e°/\|d(80-6d)(+ ?)effdr),
o

whereo = +1 for an Euclidean like metric and = —1 for a Lorentzian like metric. Using the
identity Kap = —% {ia(Tp) —ip (Ta) —ian (Te) A €8}, and equation (18) witkp = 0, after some
algebra we get the expression

A A
ia(édr + L”d)() Aep— ib(édr + L”d)() Aeat

(©)
Kab 3 3

1 i 2A
+— €eapce’i? | 85dy + AR ,
4o 3

(66—;+é+£r+E ){-Ea(X)eo—£b(X)%}+

1 /(np Nge (9)( 2A ¢ ~d
(GVT + e X + 806 3 + 3 €apca€ L (7). (44)

Equation [[44) has been rearranged in order to highlightithédasities with (27) and[(3l7).
By comparison we can see that the heuristic approach gaigrmm here it is straightforward to
get the final expression for the torsion

ar A n n

©) - ot A P E
T (63)(+ 3t vt X
1 2A
_E(g_\F;T-F 2—\IE/X+80'6(;—/:+?)eabcoeb/\ec/\.£d(‘r), (45)

)d)(/\ea+

where again we have used a condition of the type¢; r to simplify the expression.
The 0-forms introduced as a device of calculation fulfills the two brastlequation

1 (Aeti)?
- %—E( ;”), (46)

obtained by combining (43) and (31). A similar situationhajbpear on the next case.
Finally, the curvature can be obtained by using equalioh (11

9



3.4. Case 4: Nieh-Yan, Pontryagin and Euler characterigti@ariants added to the Einstein-
Hilbert action

The more heuristic approach used on the previous case aaba@pplied here with some
minor differences. Let us now consider the entire acfioh (19), itatiar yields

58 1 0 = —epod® AR+ Elepe® A AE +dp AT, (47)
Sw : 0 = —2epcdT¢ A8 —2dr A Ryp—dp A €3 A € — 2€ancddy A R, (48)
) MWe = T2ATa-RpAEAE, (49)
ox nVE € = EadeRab A RCd, (50)
ot Te = RA R, . (51)

We also consider the couplings to be some pullback of a comrammformn : M — R such
thaty = ¢.n, 7 = ¢in andy = ¢yn.
Multiplying equation[(4Y) bydy leads to

A
eabcd(RCd— gffe At A Adp =0, (52)
which in turn leads to the following skew symmetric curvat@rform
(4) _ Aeff c d
Rip = —3 @&+ (y1d7 + y2dp + y3dy) A (€a — &) + Yeanc€ A €7, (53)

whereys, y2,y3,v : M — R. Inserting this back il (48) yields

A 1 N
T® =—(yd”%”dX)Aea—EEabcdebAeUId( ;”d7+d¢+80‘7dx :

Note that this last expression is completely independethtofuxiliary zero-formsg,, y» andys.
However, these are not the final expressions we are seaifchitige curvature and torsion forms.
After some algebra the previous equations lead to the fatigwxpression for the contortion

A
(4) . eff
Kab (

Aett
dy +yd‘r) A€ — 'b(TdX +yd‘r) A€+

1 . 2Aett
+Eeabcdec Al (dcp + 8o ydy + 3e d‘r) ,

or A np NNy
o s @wlzvx)zameo L)) +

+ 1 (np NNy Nge 2A + (9 +8
4 7V or

_r _NY _E c d
BT et et gt B e A L), (5)

ot

where in the last step we have written the contortion in a watakle for comparison with the
previous cases. The solution for the torsion is then

or A NNy Np

T@O - [y A D e dy A

a R VYARET VA4 12vX XA Cat
1 (np NNy Ng

6V 6V ev¥ 3

——(—T+—<p+ +%+g—+80'yg )eabcdeb/\e ALY(1), (55)
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Finally, we have that Restrictions {23) and](31), combinét {2) lead to the equation

3 (Aets 2_ Ng
4o\ 3 4oV

_ Np Aett
40V 3

Y+

y =0, (56)

which is a monic trinomial with three solutions similarlyttte case of thé 0-form from the pre-
vious case. The curvature is obtained from (11). The exfafsy;, y» andys are unimportant,
while y explicitly appears in the solutions.

3.5. On the topological restrictions as field equations

A brief discussion on the restrictions coming from equagi¢?2),[2B) and(31) is needed
before analyzing some explicit examples in the next sectiditer an integration using Stokes
theorem they all take the form

féi =n, (57)
oM

wherei = NY, P, E and the three-form&; have been defined iRl(51](6) ard (7).

Since the manifold\ is non-compact, the topological numbers are generaffgmint from
zero and explicitly depend on the couplings as well as ondn@ection and the vierbein.

It is best to treat the topological restrictions in the imtdorm (57) rather thari(22)(23)
and [31) since we already set the boundary conditions focahbielings. The equations obtained
will then give boundary conditions for the derivatives o touplings.

To be more concrete, let us consider restrictlod (22) in #tapsof case 4. Using (55), it
reads

f (‘9—9” + saya—)‘ + gA) €abce€® A €2 A €LY (1) = 4o nyy, (58)
or or 3
M
which is in the form of[(BF), and where we used for the boundanyditions of the couplings
¢lom = Tlam = xlam = 0. These restrictions are consistent with a non-compacifoidn

Note that equatio ($8) depends on the other charactemistibers through the appearance
of y, defined in equatiof (56). Note also that if we sg} = 0 we obtain the following boundary
condition for the derivative of the couplings

) oy 2A
— 8 = = ——. 59
( or )(’)M + 8o ( or )ﬁM 3 9)

These boundary conditions ardifiult to analyze since they are not strictly Cauchy’s or Diric
let’s, rather they are mixed.

A typical choice for the set of parameters couldyg = np = ng = 0, since it is known
that it reproduces some well known modEﬂ[ZQ]. However,jrsgttyy = O means that the sum
of the winding numbers of the manifoli is zero |[}.], which in turn has strong consequences
in the diferential structure of the manifold. Settimg = O instead defines a cobordism class
of manifolds for which the results obtained are v |_L_1|,.2/5]1d finally, ng = O restricts to an
oriented closed manifold with genusﬂ ILII 26].

As it can be seen ease by case studyust be done for each example.
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4. Cosmological Solutions

In the previous section we presented analytical solutidnth® system described by the
Einstein-Hilbert action together with the addition of téggical terms via the introduction of
characteristic classes. The final form of the four proposédatiens, each describing a particular
class of possible physical manifolds (as was discussea &rttl of the previous section) is sum-
marized in equation§ (27, (B7).(44), ahdl(54) that givedthetortion for each combination of
topological terms considered.

We now want to use the results we found to build cosmologichit®ns. We start then by
choosing the following form for the metric

ds’ = df? + ca(t)?(d + dy? + dZ), (60)

whereo = -1 for a Lorentzian metricKLRW metric with flat spatial curvaturk = 0), and
o = +1 for an Euclidean metric. We allow for the freedom in sigmatahoice in order to
recover interesting solutions that have been reporteditorortex metric@Z]). The tetrad is
easily obtained to be

e =dt el=a)dx €=a()dy, e€=a(t)dz (61)
and from [3) we obtain the following expressions for the sginnectionu®
@w’=He, &' =0 i,j=123 (62)

where we have defined the Hubble parametet % in the usual way, and whegé denotes the
time derivative of the scale factar
In order to study a realistic cosmological scenario we atkbia the action(119) a term taking

care of the matter source
Sm = f Lm. (63)
M

which when varied with respect to the vierbein yields thergpenomentum formr, = ‘ZLTQ‘ =

Tan A %€ and therefore the term274, A €, where thex represents the Hodge dual mapping

that must be included in the left side of the field equation) E¥ts equivalent in the other cases

examined. We focus our attention on a pressure-less dusaisealescribed by a perfect fluid

with energy-momentum tensaré, = (p,0,0, 0), with densityp. Since we are eventually inter-

ested in describing realistic solutions, and we know igotrand homogeneity are characteristics

of our Universe at large scales, we can consider from thealtahe couplings we introduced in

the action to be dependent on the time coordinate only. _
Equations[(6l1) and (62) are then used to construct the gameling contortiorK;'k)), torsion

Tg) and curvatureRfRJ forms withi = 1,2, 3,4 labeling each of the cases considered in the

previous section. We have to recall though, that the exicomsKgl)), Tg) and Rgfj we calculated
have been obtained in the absence of matter and thus neecttwrieeted for the introduction
of it. In this case, having in mind equatidn{47) with a dugietyof matter, it is easy to show
that equation({32) behaves as follovig! acquires the term/3€ A el andR® acquires the term
—p/6€° A € fori, j = 1, 2,3. By also using equatiof (#8) the expression obtained isd@tion
(53) with the substitutiothetr — p + Aers. Summarizing, theféective changes in our equations
for a dust type of matter eventually reduce to applying tigaeemeni\ei — p + Aets.
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We take a look now at the system offérential equations related to the case 4 since it is the
one with all the couplings turned on. Collecting all the fielgbations[{47[E31), and also using
(I3) we get the following system of equations

_ _ ’ 72 i —
4(H = X) + o' X+ 4y (x + 1622) = 0, (64)
7 [ 2 i A / —
Z+ 27 (x + 1622) ¢ +2'xz 0, (65)
3(x2 + %22) -A = p, (66)
o T2 A d 12 -
zg(x + 1622) 20t (xa() +20A+5¢'z = O, (67)
d , O d B
xz: (2a(0) + 80 (@ + 7-Z) = (@®) = 0, (68)
2xz d 1 (, o d _
= @t (a0~ 3 (€ + 157 g e = o (69)
Z+3Hz = 0 (70)
where we have set
x = H- % (A+p)x" +y7, (71)
z = ‘g (A+p)T" +¢" +8oyy, (72)

for convenience. We note that equatidnd (68)] (69) (@®ecfrom the variation with respect
to the Euler, Pontryagin and Nieh-Yan terms respectivelg, o are present in the case at hand
while may not be part of the set of equations when one or motleeo€haracteristic classes are
“switched df” from the start.

In fact, all the equations needed to describe the cases vatdewad in the previous section
can be obtained from the system above, recalling that wheswitehed df one or more cou-
plings, we did so at the level of the action. This leads to aagkdn the number of élierential
equations we then obtain from the action principle, besideoarse the vanishing of the cor-
responding couplings in the remaining equations. We wdlbalover some cases not treated in
sectiorB but that can be obtained from these solutions areldhaosmological interest.

4.1. Settingz0andy =0
For this class of solutions we obtajn” = 0, so eithery = 0 orr = constant Having
7 = constantmpliesy = constanti.e. we recover General Relativity. If we consiget 0, the
torsion becomes null, and we recover the equations and@odudf General Relativity, too
3H? p+A, (73)
o +3Hp = 0. (74)
However, the extra structure departing from General Rafatshows itself in the presence
of the Pontryagin and Nieh-Yan couplings that satisfy tHfang equation
2H? - ¢’ = 0. (75)

Note also that ifr is constant then Equatiop (75) implies that (with+ 0) ¢ is a constant
too, and vice versa. Since the solutions for the scale faqtyifor General Relativity are known
we are not considering them here.

13



4.2, Settingg=0andy =0

Although in principle this is not a case that was analyzedeittisn[3, it is clear from the
equations obtained that the appearance of just one of theitdetasses is enough to have torsion.
The set[(6Y E£69) thus allows us to study the present configurathich is interesting because
of reproducing some models already found in literature.eNbat in this case the system {64 -
[69) looses the equations coming from the couplingady leading to

X = H, (76)
, A
Z = @ = g (77)
whereA is an integration constant.

It is worth to notice that considering+ 0 combined with the energy-momentum conserva-
tion equation, which is contained in the above system dédintial equations, we arrive at

, _ _ Po
p +3Hp =0, = P="2 (78)

which in principle represents a cosmological solution. \& present several sub-cases derived
from the above

e forp=0,0=+1andA >0

H{t) = \/étanh(\/S_A(t—to)), (79)

a(t) = ao(cosh(\/ﬁ(t—to)))l/g, (80)
2A V3A,) . (V3A

) = ag \/3_Aarctar(secl'(7t]smh(7 (t—2to))], (81)

wheretg is an integration constant. Note that equat[od (80) is éxdee solution known
as thetorsion vortex [24]. In fact, this solution exactly corresponds to the oien in
Eq. (33) of [22], withe® = a(t). Note also that in this paper and for an Euclidean
metric = +1), A > 0 corresponds to the anti-de Sitter case, because we hattenwri
the cosmological constant term in the actigh (1) with a pigs.sThis choice was done in
order that for a Lorentzian metrie(= —1) with signature ,-,-,-) A < 0 corresponds to
the anti-de Sitter case.

o forp#0,0=-1andA =0

2 1/3

at) = 271/3(%—368040)2) , (82)
pt) = garctan}‘(%g(t—to)), (83)
b0 = ~mo (84)

with to andB < 0 integration constants.
14



The deceleration parametgrdefined by

__ama(
q_ a,,(t) ’ (85)
is given by ,
1 A
A 86
972" am - ) (86)

which is always positive, therefore the solution can notdbs an accelerating universe.

Also, if a(t) is real thenp(t) must be imaginary, necessarily. Figlite 1 shows the behavio
of a(t), q(t) ande(t) for A= 10,B = —-0.1 andtp = 0.

— a
501y
: == 0
40Fy
1
1
301 =gl
1
1
20F 1
1
\
10F \
\~-
0f—— = - t
2 4 6 8 10
~10C H

Figure 1: Behavior 0&(t), q(t) ande(t) for A= 10,B = —0.1 andty = 0

e forp # 0,0 = -1 andA > 0, we obtain the solutions

1 x 3 2 1/3
a(t) = 2A1/3e \/:(t to) (3AA2 _ (e‘/ﬁ(t to) _ GB) ) i (87)
8 eV3At-t) _ gB
O = —arctanr[i . 88
T AVBA ®3)
3B
PO = e (89)
who’s behavior is shown in Figufé 2 fér= 100,B = —1,ty = 0 andA = 0.1 and
1 NEY 5 VI 2 1/3
a(t) = me 3 (t-to) (SAA _ (ef A(t-to) _ GB) ) i (90)
8 V3(AAZe V3N 1 2B — 12B% V(L)
e(t) = —zarctan ’ ©1)
AVA
3B
V= 30 92
PO e (92)
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20,
== qf
15
10F o(t)
5 L

-10t

Figure 2: Behavior o&(t), q(t) andg(t) for A= 100,B=-1,to = 0 andA = 0.1

with to and B < 0 integration constants. In Figure 3 we show this set of &mistofa(t),
g(t) ande(t) for A=10,B=-1,ty = 0 andA = 1.

—_
50¢

== qf
40F
30 o(t)

20

10F

0

-10t

Figure 3: Behavior o&(t), q(t) ande(t) for A= 10,B=-1,tp=0andA =1
e forp # 0,0 = -1 andA < 0, we obtain the solutions

1 N 1/3
a(t) = 7e‘ﬂ(“‘°)(—12AA2—(em(t‘t") V—A—lZB)) . (93)

24/3 (_ A)l/Z
2AA V3
AeV=3A(-) 1+ 12BV-A )’
16

o) = §arccotl‘[ (94)
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3B

pt) = X0 (95)

where in Figuré ¥ we show the previous setaf), q(t) ande(t) for A = 100,B = -1,
to = 0 andA = -0.1. and

—_
20¢
== q0
15F
10f === o)
5L
1] . T e wmp -:-:‘_‘L';;&-’-“.\ t
o= =TT rT""%" 8 10
-5+
-10t

Figure 4: Behavior o&(t), q(t) ande(t) for A= 100,B = -1,tp = 0 andA = -0.1

L ] 2 1/3
a) = —— eV 3t [_1oAAZ - (e‘ V=8A(-) A 128) , (96)
24/3 (_A)l/Z
8 2AA V3
t) = ——arccot . 97
e (t) 3 l{Ae— V=3A(t-to) — 12B V—A) ®7)
3B
p® = ST (98)

with to andB < 0 integration constants. In Figure 5 we show this set of gmistofa(t),
q(t) ande(t) for A= 10,B=-1,tp = 0 andA = -1.

e forp = 0,0 = -1 andA > 0 the cosmological solutions coincide with those[of (79~ 81)

e forp =0,0 = -1 andA < 0 we have

a) = ao(cos(V=3A(t-t0)) ", (99)
pt) = \/—ZTA/\\ag arctanr{sec{ \/?t] sin( \/_Zﬁ (t- 2to)]]. (200)
e forp =0,0 = -1 andA = 0 we obtain
a(t) = aot’?, (101)
e = % 10g(1). (102)
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-10t

Figure 5: Behavior o&(t), q(t) ande(t) for A=10,B=-1,tg = 0andA = -1

4.3. Settingg = 0andy =0

As before, since only one coupling is needed to obtain Tarsie go to analyze the case
in which only the Pontryagin class is present. When disogrdiquations coming from the
Nieh-Yan invariant constraint and from the Euler invarieomstraint it can be shown that in the
remaining systeni (64 - 69) not all equations are independérre are three equations remain-
ing which do not contain the energy-momentum conservatipragon [78). Several solutions
are presented in what follows

e forp=0andA >0

H (1)

A
\/;, (103)

aoe\/g‘, (104)

a(t)
andr constant, i.e. we recover general relativity.

e p#0

If additionally we impose the conditiofi{l78), thermust be a constant, i.e. we recover
General Relativity. The solutions are

- A<O
H(@{) = —%tan(—_TgA(t—to)), (105)
2/3
a(t) = ao(cos( “_23A (t—to))) , (106)

18



- A>0

H() = \/gtanh(@ (t—to)], (207)
V3R 2/3
a(t) = ao(cos ?(t—to)]] , (108)
-A=0
2
H({) = -t (209)
a(t) = (Bt-tp)?3. (110)

4.4. Settingp =0andr =0

As before, this is a case that can be studied beginning fransyistem[(64 £89). This
was not a case considered in sec{idn 3, however, it shows susresting features. When
discarding those equations coming from Nieh-Yan invargamistraint and from the Pontryagin
invariant constraint the remaining system contains theseoration equatioli (T8). After solving
the remaining system the following solutions are derived

Xt = w/—%tan(—w/—%(t—to)], (111)

x@® =- %Iog(sin( —%(t—to))], (112)

e forp=0andA <0

cos( -5 (- to))

(sin( =2 t-w))

X)) = \/gtanh(\/g(t - to)], (114)

x@® = —% log (sinh[\/g(t - to)]], (115)
cosk( \/g(t - to))
(sinh(\/g(t - to)))l/s.

a(t)y = a (113)

e forp=0andA >0

a(t) = a (116)
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e forp=0andA =0
1

x(t) = —, (117)
t—to

x@® = —w, (118)

aft)y = t-to. (119)

Note that an Euclidean metric with = 1 only satisfies the conditioh > 0.

We don’t show the behavior of the solutions for a dust type after since they were studied

in [29] and [30].

4.5. Setting =0,y =0andny #0

As it was stressed in sectign P.1, the possibility of disitaydhe CC, and emulating its
effect using topological constants is briefly studied in thiaraple. This case presents an exact
solution in which only the Nieh-Yan density is added to thegiin-Hilbert action contrasting
with the previous cases. Here we study a setup in whigh# 0, noting that this allows to set to
zero the cosmological constant and, as discussed in s&tiiitl have its &ects played by the
topological numbenyy to find

NNy
Aett = —— ¢, 120
eff vy, 12 ( )
where equatiori(18) was used. From here, the Friedmanniegsiai the standard form follows
3H? = p+p, (121)
3H2+2H = -P, (122)
where
_ NNy 3
= Mo+ 2y 12
p VAT (123)
— NNy 3
p = ' gy 124
VAT A (124)
represent the density and pressure due to the torsion. Tianig equation reads
2nny
" +3Hy = . 125
¢"+3Hy' = — (125)

The total energy + p satisfy the conservation equatidn(78). However, they dosatsfy
this equation separately. Being so, a solution to the systaiais

ot) = of? (126)
1 /nny 1

HE = @(7_3&)? (127)

at) = agte (V%) (128)

which depending on the values of the parameters we can hfieeetit cosmological scenarios.
We let the discussion of these solutions to further workeesthe idea was to stress the existence
of solutions with cosmological constant replaced by a togiglal parameter.
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5. Final Remarks

As we have stressed before, the closed solutions for theo@wmnt 1-form [27[317[-44_54)
are suitable for constructing the curvature 2-form in eaadecand hence §icient for studying
the cosmological implications of a gravitational theorytwTorsion. By taking a metric such as
the one showed i {60) we were able to reproduce some well kmowdels in a more or less
general framework, for instance the torsion vortex sofuteported in|_L_2|2]. Also we obtained a
class of new solutions that have interest for cosmology.

Since the cases of sectibh 3 were studied in a coordinatéafseen, another alternative to
encompass the task of study the material presented heredamsider diferent metrics than the
one used here. This program will allow to find some known $ohstas well as possibly new
ones and will be considered in future works.

As we pointed out before, by allowing the topological partereto be dierent from zero we
can consider the cosmological constant to be some remittie€éhe topology of the space-time
manifold. The fact that these solutions allows for @ieetive CC is a feature of the model that
has very interesting consequences. We found one solutarpthsents an interaction between
different densities but it is by no means unique. This possibilil be further explored in future
works.
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