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Abstract

The so-called I'T-form of the gravitational Lagrangian, long known to provide its most com-
pact expression as well as the most efficient generation of the graviton vertices, is taken as the
starting point for discussing General Relativity as a theory of the self-interacting graviton.
A straightforward but general method of converting to a covariant formulation by the intro-
duction of a reference metric is given. It is used to recast the Einstein field equation as the
equation of motion of a spin-2 particle interacting with the canonical energy-momentum ten-
sor symmetrized by the standard Belinfante method applicable to any field carrying nonzero
spin. This represents the graviton field equation in a form complying with the precepts of
standard field theory. It is then shown how representations based on other, at face value
completely unrelated definitions of energy-momentum (pseudo)tensors are all related by the
addition of appropriate superpotential terms. Specifically, the superpotentials are explicitly
constructed which connect to: i) the common definition consisting simply of the nonlinear
part of the Einstein tensor; ii) the Landau-Lifshitz definition.
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1 Introduction

As it is well-known since the early days of General Relativity (GR) [1], the Einstein-Hilbert
(EH) action
1
Sen = 3 [ ' V=GR(g) (11)

can be written in the form

1
S = /d4:1: [—£ 4+ 0,8 (1.2)
with
£ =/ gg" (rgﬁrgy _ rgyrgﬁ) (1.3)
and
B =./—¢ (ga“r;,, — g“"rg,,) ) (1.4)

Dropping the total divergence gives the so-called I'I'-form of the Lagrangian, which contains
only first derivatives of the metric. Its variation gives the Einstein field equations. It is
noteworthy that \/—gR(g) = /—¢g(0' — dT') + £, but, after the isolation of the boundary
term, it is —£ that gives this I'I-form of the Lagrangian. £ satisfies homogeneity properties
and may be viewed equally well as a function of either g,,, or g", or g = /—gg"",
Or gy = 9w /v/—9, and their respective derivatives. We return to these points in a more
general context below.

Expressing the metric connections (Christoffel symbols) I' in (3] in terms of g, gives

S = %/d‘lx(—ﬁ)

1

= 5 | d'oV=g(0agu) [9779" 9 = 909" I = 20797 9" + 20 767 | (95910)
1

= - /d4w (Bagr) K7 (9) (95910 - (1.5)

Though irrelevant for writing the action (IL5]), for many manipulations the symmetrized form
of KorvBrA,

1
Ka/u/ﬁn)\(g) _ Z\/__g [gaﬁ(gu(ng)\)u o g/u/gn)\)
_(geAgIB g gl giB grAy 4 (grAgH(a gBY | guugn(ﬁga»)] (1.6)

should be used. (LA gives the most compact form known of the gravitational action. A very
similar, somewhat even simpler form is obtained by using g" as field variables. Expanding
about flat background metric, g,,, = 7, + hyw, all graviton vertices are then obtained by the
expansion of the inverse metric g"” dependence in K (g) in powers of h,,,. The free quadratic
part

L[ 4 A
Salnh) = = [ @t (@ahu) K75 (0) (O5hn) (1.7
2In the following x> = 167G, the Minkowski metric is denoted by 1 = diag(1,—1,—1,—1), and we use
curvature conventions R,, = RQA,, = +81,F2,\ — .... When needed, functional dependence is, as usual,

indicated by [-], e.g., S[@] for action functional S of theory with fields ¢.



is the Fierz-Pauli action for a massless spin-2 particle. All vertices (n > 3) are then recursively
generated by differentiation of this free kinetic part of the action:
1
S,[n,h] = ———— (02 8. sh, h
which, via 959" (s) = 9s(n + sh)* = —g**(s)g"’(s)has, amounts to simple insertion of
powers of h in the kinetic term with no change of derivative terms. This basically simple
structure of the gravitational vertices has been known for a long time.

o (1.8)

If one adopts a first order formalism with g and I' taken as independent variables, one
notes that (3] contains only up to cubic interactions. This was, of course, the starting
point of Deser’s seminal work [2] - [3] conclusively demonstrating that the self-coupling of
a massless spin-2 particle bootstraps to GR. Conversely, taking (I3 as the starting point,
its simple structure allows, by simple Gaussian integration, the introduction of an auxiliary
field, in terms of which one reverts to the first order formalism, the auxiliary field being, of
course, essentially I'. This has recently been revisited in EI]E

Now, £ given by (L3]), is not a scalar density and, correspondingly, B is not a vector
density. This is as it should be since there does not exist a scalar density which depends
solely on the metric and its first derivatives (see, e.g., [5] for a proof). As a result the
covariance of many results involving £ is not always apparent. Similar, and related, issues
come up in the representation of GR as the theory of the self-interacting graviton, which
will be our main focus in the following. This amounts to writing the Einstein field equations
as the equation of motion of a spin-2 particle coupled to an appropriate interaction current,
which in this case is, of course, the energy-momentum pseudotensor of the gravity field. The
definition of the latter is highly non-unique. The most common textbook definition consists
of simply shifting the nonlinear part of the Einstein tensor to the r.h.s. of the field equations.
Other manipulations of the field equations lead to different representations. A frequently used
one is the Landau-Lifshitz (LL) pseudotensor. These and other ad hoc definitions make, in
particular, no reference to the canonical energy-momentum tensor definition. The existence of
all these disparate, and apparently unrelated definitions has been the source of some confusion
in the literature over the years. Different definitions should give the same result for the total
field energy-momentum vector in asymptotically flat spacetimes, but independence of the
choice of coordinates in specific computations is not obvious due to the lack of manifest
covariance. This has in fact motivated the formulation of more abstract global geometric
4-momentum definitions in asymptotically flat spacetimes [6] - [g].

Our purpose in this note is to do two things. First, to give a covariant formulation
so that quantities such as £ and pseudotensors are converted to actual tensors and tensor
densities, and coordinate independence of all results is manifest. This can only be done with
the introduction of some extra structure. In section 2 below it is shown how this can be
accomplished in a straightforward but general manner by the introduction of a symmetric
but otherwise arbitrary reference connection. If this connection is taken to be a metric one, a
reference metric is introduced. Introduction of a reference metric has indeed being used before

3It is pointed out in [4] that (I3 may be somewhat further simplified by a gauge choice involving both g,..,
and it inverse g"”. Though this can give some simplification of the graviton vertices it introduces an infinite
number of interaction vertices in the Fadeev-Popov ghost Lagrangian, a disaster for any actual amplitude
computations.



in special schemes as in [9], and references therein, for the purpose of verifying agreement
between the LL and the global geometric definitions for the total field 4-momentum. The
simple procedure below is very general and applies to any metric gravity theory. The reference
metric is naturally identified with the background metric if the usual case of propagation over
a background is considered.

Our second and main goal is to relate various ways that the Einstein field equations can
be written as the equation of motion of the self-interacting graviton. This we do in section 3
using the covariant formulation of section 2. Doing so means giving a precise relation between
various definitions of the gravitational energy-momentum tensor. Of particular interest here
is a formulation that adheres to the standard procedures of field theory. The canonical
energy-momentum tensor associated with the Lagrangian density £ is not symmetric. This
is a feature of any field with nonzero intrinsic angular momentum and can be symmetrized
for any spin by a standard procedure (Belinfante symmetrization) [I0], [II]. The explicit
construction involves the addition of an appropriate superpotential term to the canonical
deﬁnitionH The gravitational field equations are then transformed as the field equation of
a spin-2 particle coupled to the Belinfante-symmetrized canonical energy momentum tensor.
We then proceed to show how other representations of the field equations are related to
the canonical one. We present several new results and explicitly construct, in particular,
the superpotential terms that connect the standard textbook tensor and the LL tensor to
the canonical one. The fact that such different definitions must be related by addition of
appropriate superpotential terms was stressed in [I3] in discussing some of the confusion in
the literature concerning these matters. Here we give the non-obvious expressions for the
superpotentials connecting these different, at face value unrelated definitions.

We summarize in section 4 and briefly remark on the possibility of generalizing the theory
of the self-interacting graviton beyond GR.

2 Covariant formulation

The basic step is to expressed the covariant derivative operator V of the metric connection
I'(g), for which Vg = 0, in terms of the derivative operator V of another arbitrary symmetric

connection I'. For any tensor TP 1oy ONE has

VuTﬁl"ﬂZlmal — VMTﬁlmﬁ,&lmal + Z Pﬁi/Tﬁlmfy---Baklmal _ ZFZQjTBT”BZl'"’Y”'Oq (2.1)
@ J
with 1
Fij = 59040 (vug,ucr + vpgl/o - Voguy) (22)

and V denoting the covariant derivative with connection T'. ([Z2) is obtained from the condi-
tion Vg,,, = 0 which is then easily verified to hold by applying (Z1I) to g,... Note that, as it is
manifest from (23, T is a tensor. Indeed, it follows from (2.I) that the relation I'(g) = [ +T
must hold, i.e., I' is the difference of two connections and hence a tensor.

4 Another well-known example of modification by addition of a superpotential is the “improved” energy-
momentum tensor [12] ensuring vanishing trace in (classical) scale invariant theories.



It is now straigtforward to express the Riemann tensor in terms of the I' connection
starting from the defining relation

(VaVg — VgVa) vy =R 505, (2.3)

where v is any covector. Using (2.1]) then (23]) yields

R,y =Ry +Vol?, =V, I, +T° TP T 17 . (2.4)
Here R’o = R o (T).

Insert now R, = R”,,, as given by ([24)), in (1) and note that
/ V=99" [V, = 00, ] = / VaB + / 10, V6" + 17,9,9" (2.5)
with R R
B = =g (6T, — 9 T5,) - (2.6)

The Vg factors in the square bracket on the r.h.s. in (Z5) may be expressed in terms of I’s
by using the fact that Vgt = 0 together with (21I) to obtain the useful identity

[_f/pmvvgw + f;pvagw} =28, (2.7)

where now we define
£ = v=gg" (5500, ~ 15,00, - (2.8)

By @4), @35), @7) then, and use of the divergence identity V,B® = 9,8, valid for any
vector density, one obtains

1 _
Sen = — / d*z [\/=gg"" R — £+ 0,B%]. (2.9)

Here, £ and B, now given by (2.8]) and (2.6]), are manifestly a scalar density and a vector
density, respectively. ([2.9)) is the covariant generalization of (L.2)).

The Lagrangian density £ possesses several interesting properties. Taking differentials of
the identity (2.7, after a bit of algebra one obtains the relations

0L L A

G = (Poals, — T,10) (2.10)
0L . 1 . .
@

from which one may further obtain

, og
gt S = —£ (2.12)

_ 0L

Vog)=——=—— = 28£. 2.13

(Vet) 557 (213)



([Z12) and ([213)) display the homogeneity properties of £ w.r.t. g"” and V,g"", respectively.
Adding (2I2) and ([ZI3) shows that £ is a homogeneous function of g*” and V,g"” of degree
+1. £ may be equally well considered either a function of g,,, ?agw,, or of g, VagH,
and satisfies homogeneity properties with respect to each set. In fact, the same homogeneity
relations hold also w.r.t. to the set g,,, ?agw,. These properties are easily deduced by
considering g,,, of degree +1, and, correspondingly, g of degree —1 and g" of degree +1.
With V replaced by the ordinary derivative 2.I0) - (ZI3) are well-known relations useful
in deriving many GR results. They are shown here to generalize in terms of the covariant

derivative of an arbitrary symmetric connection as introduced above.
Expressed in terms of the metric by use of ([2.2]) £ becomes
1 _ _ _ _
-£ = Z vV —g [gaﬁg/wgpa (Vagupvﬁgua - vag/wvﬁgpa)
~29"9°° 9"V 09,0V 9vo + 29" g° ”g””%g,w%gpa} ;o (219

so that dropping the total divergence the action assumes the form
1 L=
S = ?/dllx[v_ggu Ruy—g]
1 D, — _
= ? /d4l‘ |:V _g.gijHy + (va.g,uz/) KQW/BR}\(Q) (ngﬁ)\) , (2‘15)

where, in symmetrized form, K“*5%A(g), is again given by (L6). ([2I5) is then the covariant
generalization of (L1]).

So far T’ has been a symmetric but otherwise arbitrary connection. One may specialize
to the case where I is itself the Christoffel of some symmetric rank-2 tensor g:

= 1
Ffw(g) = §gpg(aug,ucr + a,uguo - aag_]w,) . (2.16)

Most often one is interested in expanding about some background which then serves as the
reference metric g. Note that setting g = g, gives I' = 0, and (29]) reduces to (LI), with
R = R, as required for consistency.

Expanding g, = gu + huw about a background satisfying the classical field equation
Ry, = 0, the action is simply given by the second term on the r.h.s. of [2.I5]). The free part
is now

Salg. ) = 5 [ ' [(Tah) K5(g) (Vb (2.17)

and all graviton vertices are obtained by differentiation of it:

1
(98" Sa[g + sh, b))

Snlg, h] = e |s=0"

(2.18)

This can be more neatly expressed in terms of functional differentiations w.r.t. the back-
ground g:

n—2

KPR (g) . (n > 3).
(2.19)

Sul0.h = gy [ @' (Fat) (Tahon) | [ty b5

(n—2 Gpo (Y)



It should be noted that, with g and h taken to transform as tensors, each term S, in this
expansion is of manifestly covariant form. Also, the relation I'(g) = I' + I" is now easily
explicitly verified.

Now, if g is taken to be the Minkowski metric 7, then T' = 0, thus I' = I'(g), and the
covariant formulation (ZI5]) reduces to the apparently non-covariant form (LI - (L€). The
latter can then always be properly viewed as the covariant formulation ([2I5]) in the special
case of a flat connection T, i.e., that for a metric g = ~ satisfying Riem(y) = 0. In general
coordinates I'(y) # 0 and manifest covariance is regained with the covariantized flat space
FP action (ZIT) ( i.e., with g =) as the free kinetic term.

([2I5)) gives the most compact form of the GR gravitational action in manifestly covariant
form. Correspondingly, (ZI7) - (ZI9) give its most compact form as the theory of a self-
interacting massless spin-2 particle. To appreciate this better consider the straightforward
expansion of the original form of the Einstein-Hilbert action (II]) in powers of the graviton
field h:

Senld+ hl = Seulg] + Y Sulg, bl (2.20)
n=2
with 1
Sn[g, h] = — (05 Seulg + shl) |,y - (2.21)

The linear term S; is absent when the background satisfies the classical equation of motion
dSen(9]/9guw = 0. We now note that, to within possible total derivative terms, one has

_ 0
0Gap()

By repeated application of ([2:22)) then, the entire expansion ([Z20) can be generated [14],
[15], cf. also [16], from the S3[g, h| quadratic action, i.e., one has:

D5 Suulg + sh] = /d4x s () Seulg + sh] . (2.22)

n—2
S,lG, h] = % [ / s hag(x)ﬁ} Sig b,  n>3 (2.23)
with . 5 )
Salout] = g | [ atahas(o) 22 s ] Sl (2:24)

Each S,[g, h], n > 2 generated by ([2:23)) - (224]) [14] is also of manifestly covariant form with
g and h transforming as tensors. In carrying out the successive differentiations, however,
in addition to terms formed only out of g, h and Vh, terms containing factors of RW and
R are generated. The background equations of motion cannot be used in them to obtain,
say, Sn_1 until after the differentiations needed to generate S,, have been carried out. This
progressively results into extremely lengthy expressions.

This is to be contrasted with the much simpler expressions (ZI9), where, after the g
background equation of motion is first immediately used in (2.15]), the differentiations involved
are those of simple algebraic powers of g. This is a tremendous simplification compared to
the result of the direct expansion ([2Z23)). It is only after laborious rearrangements of terms,



integrations by parts, use of commutation relations of covariant derivatives, etc, that the
expressions ([2.23) can be shown to be equivalent to (I?IQI)E

We have only considered (ILI]) in the above discussion, but it is, of course, straightforward
to include a cosmological term and/or matter couplings to it. Thus, with a cosmological term,

([2.13)) is modified to

S =3 [ ' VIR0 R = 2 + (Tago) KPP0 (Vag)] - (225)

Expansion about a background g satisfying RW = Ag,n, nOW gives a surviving contribution
from the first term on the r.h.s. This, apart from the classical action contribution f V=32,
gives the vertices due to the cosmological term interaction for the graviton now propagating
on top of this background.

3 The self-interacting graviton

In this section we take the reference metric g = v to be a flat background: Riem(y) = 0, and
define h* = g"¥ — \/—y . The canonical energy-momentum tensor density for the action
I3 is given by

B Y
a(vugaﬁ )

with g", V,g"" chosen as the variable set. (By the homogeneity properties of £ above, the
same expression holds, as can be easily checked, with this set replaced by g, ?agw,.) (331)
is, by the equations of motion, conserved: ?“tﬁ = 0.

KA = g1 — (3.1)

The field equations are in fact equivalent to the following relation obeyed by the canonical

energy-momentum tensor:
2

K _

St = —Vat¥ (3.2)
where

= 782 g — 15;1 782 gaﬁ

v O(Vrg¥®) 2 Va(V)\gO‘B)

The non-covariant form of this notable relation was first obtained by Tolman [17] by explicit

computation using the equations of motion. It is known, however, that it can be more simply

derived by using the invariance of the action (ZI5]) under general linear transformations of

the coordinates and enforcing the field equations. By explicit computation from the definition

B3)) one finds

(3.3)

1 - _ 1- 1
t)\o-p = §gnp (QUQVQQHA - g)\avtxg’io—> + §Vpga)\ — 5(5;Vﬁgﬁ)\ . (34)

Note that using 34) in (32) immediately implies V,t; = 0.

SInstances of this equivalence have on occasion been referred to in some literature as ‘miraculous’, ‘hidden
simplicity” and the like, but, in fact, originate in the ninety year old identification of £ as the “equivalent”
GR Lagrangian.



As it is well known, however, for any field system carrying intrinsic angular momentum
(nonzero spin) the canonical definition does not yield a symmetric energy-momentum tensor.
The standard procedure rendering it symmetric [10], [11], known as Belinfante symmetriza-
tion, is to add to it the divergence of a “superpotential” which is indeed constructed out of
the field spin density. The spin tensor density is here given by

2
R gux _ 0L

_ po v va pB

The appropriate superpotential constructed from the spin density is then
A — ! (5‘“’A 4 M 4 5”’“) . (3.6)
2

By explicit computation one finds that

2
K 1 _ _
5 I = =51 | (9009™ = 07 ) V8" = (909" = 17" )VBGA"] : (3.7)
Note the antisymmetry property .#** = — MV [@7) shows that .#* contains only

quadratic and higher powers of the graviton field H*¥.

Define now a new energy-momentum tensor density obtained from the canonical one by
the addition of a V.% term:
v A
T, =4 +Va7", (3.8)
where 77 A= VY A Tt is automatically conserved, ?,,T;j = 0, by the antisymmetry
property of ./ A Like the canonical t;,, it contains only quadratic and higher powers in

h. We now note that the spin density ([B.3) can be expressed in terms of the quantity M

occurring in (3.2):
12
—s
2

Inserting (B.9]) in the definition of the superpotential ([B.6]) gives

A t)\u

B,YVB . t)\z/

Ce il (3.9)

2
1
e = — [vvwﬂa ) () (6, >] . @)

Combining (3:2) and BI0) with (B.8) gives then the Tolman relation in terms of the new
energy-momentum tensor THY = yH7TY:

2
K 1=
CT = T [ ) 4 )~ e (311)
As it is manifest from BII]) 7 is a symmetric tensor.
Now, from (B4]) one gets the explicit simple result:
_ 1 1
o+ = Vg (5?9”“ — §6Kg"6 — 55&9’”) : (3.12)



Combining [B.12) with (3II) finally yields
1.
5VaVs ('vaﬁ g — g — yiPgre 4 'y“”gaﬁ> = 8TGTH (3.13)

In (BI3) the Lh.s. is linear in the graviton field h*"; whereas the r.h.s., as already noted,
contains second and higher powers of h*¥. Thus, after the customary rescaling h — kb, giving
the graviton field conventional boson field mass-dimension, the r.h.s has an expansion with
the n-th order term (n > 2) containing n factors of b, two V derivatives and an overall £(®~1)
factor.

(BI3) recasts the Einstein field equations as the field equation of the spin-2 graviton,
the Lh.s. being the free kinetic part and the r.h.s. being the interaction current, which for
gravity is, of course, the energy-momentum tensor. The point to be made here is that in (313])
this tensor is given precisely by the standard field-theoretic prescription, i.e., the canonical
energy-momentum tensor with the necessary Belinfante-symmetrization appropriate for a
spin-2 particle. ([B.I3)) was first obtained, in non-covariant form, by Papapetrou [I8] long ago,
from a different perspective than the present-day, quantum-motivated view of the propagating
graviton on a background.

It is straightforward to include matter in the above. All that is needed is to replace t., by
t + T in ([32) above, which then gives the general Tolman relation including matter. Here
T = V/—gT¥;, is the matter energy-momentum tensor density. Correspondingly, one defines

Ty =t + T+ V)T (3.14)

and it is (BI4]) that is now used in BII) and BI3]).

(B13]) appears to be the most concise version of the graviton field equation achieved by
use of g"” as the basic variables. This is not, however, how it is usually presented in the
literature. The customary presentation, e.g., [19], simply rewrites the Einstein field equation
by keeping the linearized part of (R* — % g" R) on the Lh.s. and shuffling the rest onto the
r.h.s., which then defines the graviton field pseudo-tensor. This has the advantage of being
automatically symmetric. It seems, however, to bear no relation to the canonical field energy-
momentum (pseudo)tensor; in fact, the suggestion seems to be that no such connection exists.
Having established ([BI3]), however, it should be that such different representations reflect
the inherent ambiguity in any local definition of field energy-momentum density, and thus be
equivalent to within the addition of superpotentials.

To make this connection we revert from g"” to g,, as our basic variables. In terms of the
latter one finds that, after some algebra, [BI3]) can be re-expressed as follows. Let

TH = A + TY) 4+ VS 4 VA
=T 4+ VA (3.15)

be a redefined energy-momentum tensor density that differs from (BI4]) by the addition of

10



the superpotential

2
K
pro
o

l\')l»i

Vv > aﬁ vo vB oo af  vo v . ao
— — PG = AP (YT — P y7)
<\/
B0 (g b — e ghPy — BT (b ity ve)

g (VP g — AP gy g®F — e grBy

|
7N
1
s
~———

OBy — Byl I g (3.16)

T" is symmetric and conserved. ([BI3) can then be written in the form
2K MBI (VW V5 gpy = —STGTH . (3.17)

The Lh.s. of (BI7) is now the covariantized Fierz-Pauli free kinetic part, the appropriate
self-interactions for which are given on the r.h.s. by the energy-momentum tensor density
BI8). Setting v =n in ([BI7) gives precisely what one gets by putting the linearized part of
(RHY — % g" R) on the Lh.s. and all the rest onto the r.h.s. It is thus seen that this procedure
amounts to modifying the symmetrized canonical energy-momentum tensor density by the
addition of an appropriate superpotential term.

The expression for ¢/, given by (34]) may be rewritten in the form

= —g,,pV UHTve 4 =V (6597 — 0hg7®) | (3.18)

l\')l»i

where
rove — (guvgaa gﬂagm’) . (3.19)

Note that Urov® = ylrollvel Using BI8) in B2) gives the Tolman equation (including
matter and after raising the covariant index by the metric density g) in the alternative form

K27 (8 + T3) = 0V, (g VU ") . (3.20)
Thus, if we now define
TH = g — —(V,u0™) (g Vol 3.21
LL — /{2( ug )(gz/)\ [} )7 ( )
B20) gives
1 .
T+ gP3g = = VuVale. (3.22)

Th? is the LL gravitational energy—momentum density, and ([3:22)) is the LL form of the field
equations given in terms of ¥ [20]. With symmetric matter tensor gp’\SC’ = (—g)T%7, it

is seen from (B.22)) that A7 s mdeed symmetric and that V(77 gp’\f") = 0. As seen
from B21I) and B 77 contains only first derivatives of the metric and can be explicitly
computed from these relations.

11



B22) was originally derived [20] in a rather different manner that makes no reference
to the canonical energy-momentum tensor density. Here we arrived at it via the Tolman
equation (3.20) and obtained an explicit relation, ([B21]), between 777 and g’ M{, i.e the
canonical density with the covariant index raised by the metric density g. This raising by
g in the LL definitions [20], it is important to note, leads to T}’ being a tensor density of
weight 2. One may define a corresponding tensor by letting 717 = (—g)t{7, but it is the
weight 2 densities, 7/}7 for pure gravity and (—g)(t7 + T ) in the presence of matter, that
enter ([3:22)) and are conserved.

This is actually something of a problem if, in asymptotically flat spacetimes, one defines
the total field momentum as the spatial integral of (—g)(tfg +T ﬁ] ), which can then be
evaluated over a 2-sphere at spatial infinity, since it would not have the expected vector
transformation property. To correct this when working with the LL tensor and revert to
tensor densities of weight 1 one needs a reference metric, such as v, to form 7717/ \/—_’yﬁ In

the formulation presented here this is naturally arrived at since we have the relation

o 1 o 2 _
Va VU = 5\/—_'Nava {g“"yaﬁ + gy — grayh - g“‘“’y‘ﬁ] + %Vayﬁfa, (3.23)

| =

where

KA =V [h“””h“ﬁ - h“‘h“ﬁ] : (3.24)
Comparing ([B.23) with (313]) and ([B:22]) in the pure gravity case one obtains

1 — 1
=T =T va<ﬁygga) . (3.25)
([B28) explicitly relates the (reweighted) LL and the Belinfante-symmetrized canonical energy-
momentum tensors by a superpotential term.

The explicit formula for 777, known from the original derivation [20], may be directly

obtained from our relation ([B.2I)) and (B.I]). Similarly, an explicit expression for 7** may be
obtained from (B and (B7). Alternatively, using (3.25]) one finds

T _ 1 1

_ _ _ _ 1 _ _
= 2= | (V') (Vab™) = (Vab"™) (V™) + 59" 01s(V0*) (Vo)

9900 (VA h™) (VAhPT) + g“gpo(vyb“’)(%f)’”ﬁ + 9297 (Vo) (V. 5"P)

+ (299" — 6" 9™) (290 G5e — Gv590¢)(VAHT)(V ,570)

=N

oo

+ 5V, V5h + 5OV, Vh™ — 5PV, Vsh" — 5V, Vh? | | (3.26)

All our discussion above has been carried in a gauge independent manner. In explicit
calculations one frequently has to specify a gauge. A common, and here a natural choice is
the de Donder gauge

V,g" =0, (3.27)

5This can always be done in formulations employing a reference metric, as, e.g., was done in [al.
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in which (BI3) assumes the noteworthy form

_ _ 1 _ _ o
(V5h"*)(Vab™?) + 59" 93p(VA5 ) (Vo h?) — bV V 5h"

_ 1
Op = ——

9" 9pr (V4577)(VAD7Y) + g”gpo(vyb“”)(%flmﬁ + 9p0° (Vo ") (V4 577)

_|_

| =

(29"*g" — " g™ (290 g5 — gyagoe)(%b“)(vpb”‘s)] - (3.28)

[B28) gives perhaps the most compact expression in closed form of the entire dynamical
content of GR as the field equation of the graviton with the interaction current being its
symmetrized canonical energy-momentum tensor. It is the exact analog of the Lorentz gauge
photon field equation JA* = JH.

4 Conclusion

Working with the Lagrangian density £ (the “I'T” form), rather than the original EH form of
the Lagrangian, has long been known to provide efficient derivations and compact expressions
for many GR results. This becomes particularly relevant in perturbative quantum gravity
where it provides the most concise way of generating the graviton vertices. The density £,
however, is not an invariant density. In this note we have seen how it can be covariantized by
the introduction of a reference connection. This arbitrary connection may, in particular, be
taken to be a metric connection, thus introducing a reference metric. Reference (flat) metrics
for this purpose have been used before. e.g., [9]. The present scheme based on (2.1])-(2.2)) and
([24) is straightforward and can be applied to any metric gravity theory. It naturally includes,
as a special case, the usual setup of propagation over a background. For perturbative gravity, a
simple compact formula for the generation of graviton vertices which is manifestly background
field invariant can then be given. This was contrasted with the formula for generating vertices
obtained by expansion of the EH action in a manner preserving background field invariance.
The latter generally leads to much lengthier expressions that can be only laboriously reduced
to those obtained from the former.

We next showed how the Einstein field equations may be recast as the field equation of the
spin-2 graviton coupled to the gravitational canonical energy-momentum tensor. The canon-
ical definition of energy-momentum tensor is not symmetric for any field carrying intrinsic
angular momentum, i.e., non-zero spin. A symmetric version can be constructed by the addi-
tion of a superpotential term in a construction that applies to any spin [10], [I1]. This allows
one to exhibit the graviton self-interactions by following standard field theory procedures.
The construction, based on older work in [I7] and [18], was carried out in the present covari-
antized framework with flat background metric. Other definitions of the gravitational field
energy-momentum (pseudo)tensor were then shown to be related to the canonical version by
the addition of appropriate superpotential terms. This was done in particular for the stan-
dard textbook pseudotensor defined as the nonlinear part of the Einstein tensor, and the LL
energy-momentum tensor. We gave the exact relation between the commonly employed LL
tensor and the canonical definition, as well as the LL and the Belinfante-symmetrized canoni-
cal tensors, and, in all cases, the explicit form of the appropriate superpotentials. These have
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not appeared in the literature before. The use of the metric density g variable in obtaining
relatively concise formulas in closed form, such as ([3.20) and (B.I7), should be noted in this
connection.

Showing explicitly how various definitions of the local gravitational energy-momentum are
equivalent, just as in any other field theory, by the addition of appropriate superpotentials
makes it apparent that they all must lead to the same total field 4-momentum for asymptot-
ically flat spacetimes. The covariant formulation given here makes it also apparent that this
agreement is independent of the coordinates used. These points, the source of some confusion
in the literature over the years, are hopefully clarified by the explicit results presented here.

Our exploration of the self-interacting graviton naturally suggests the following question.
As demonstrated by the general argument in [2] consistent self-coupling of a massless spin-2
particle leads to GR. Equation (8I3]) above, in particular, expresses this in a form complying
to the precepts of standard field theory, the interaction current being precisely the sym-
metrized canonical energy-momentum tensor. One may then ask what modifications may be
introduced in the above framework that would lead to a theory of the self-interacting graviton
truly beyond GR. The only possibility would seem to be to give up the assumption of locality
of interactions. There are in fact several physical reasons for considering the delocalization
of graviton interactions. This will be considered elsewhere.
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