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Abelian symmetry and the Palatini variation

James T. Wheeler∗
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Abstract

Independent variation of the metric and connection in the Einstein-Hilbert action, called the Palatini
variation, is generally taken to be equivalent to the usual formulation of general relativity in which only
the metric is varied. However, when an abelian symmetry is allowed for the connection, the Palatini
variation leads to an integrable Weyl geometry, not Riemannian. We derive this result using two possible
metric/connection pairs: (1) the metric and general coordinate invariant connection and (2) the solder
form and local Lorentz spin connection of Poincarè gauge theory. Both lead to the same conclusion.
Finally, we show how our result follows from the vector field arising in Einstein’s original development
of the Palatini variation, and how standard references avoid or overlook abelian symmetries.

1 The Palatini variation

General relativity describes spacetimes, (M, g), where M is a Riemannian manifold and g is a Lorentzian
metric. The field equation follows by metric variation of the action functional

SGR [g] =

ˆ

R
√
−gd4x

where R is the scalar curvature computed from the metric compatible Christoffel connection. Sources are
included by adding the action for any generally coordinate invariant matter action to SGR,

S = SGR + SMatter

The beginning of an alternative variation dates back to a 1919 paper by Palatini [1] and was brought
to its current formulation by Einstein [2] (see [4] for the interesting history leading Einstein to the connec-
tion variation, and the Appendix below for Einstein’s calculation). The new formulation shows that the
assumption of the metric compatible connection could be replaced by varying the metric and connection
independently, using the action,

SP

[

g, Γ̂
]

=

ˆ

R̂
√
−gd4x (1)

Here Γ̂ is any symmetric connection, that is, in coordinates Γ̂α
µν = Γ̂α

νµ. This symmetry condition is pre-
served by changes of coordinates because the inhomogeneous term from a general coordinate transformation
is symmetric.

Notice that in treating the connection independently, we must consider spacetime to be a triple,
(

M, g, Γ̂
)

.

In the remainder of this Section, we carry out the Palatini variation of SP , showing the effect of an
abelian covariance to the derivation. We find that this results in an integrable Weyl geometry. In Section
2 we study the Palatini variation in Poincarè gauge theory, where the independent variables are the solder
form and the spin connection.
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As in our investigation, Einstein’s original development of the Palatini variation leads to the introduction
of an additional vector field. In the final Section we discuss the relationship between this vector field and
our inclusion of abelian symmetry. We conclude by noting the differences between ours and some standard
treatments of the Palatini variation.

Throughout these notes, in order to distinguish coordinate and orthonormal frames, Greek indices refer
to any coordinate basis, and Latin indices to any orthonormal basis. We do not use coordinate-free tensor
notation since this would unnecessarily complicate the notation.

1.1 The variations

The Palatini variation of Eq.(1) is easily carried out. Writing the metric dependence explicitly, the metric
variation,

δgSP

[

g, Γ̂
]

= δg

ˆ

R̂αβg
αβ

√
−gd4x

= δg

ˆ

(

R̂αβ − 1

2
gαβR̂

)

δgαβ
√
−gd4x

gives the Einstein tensor,

R̂αβ − 1

2
gαβR̂ = 0 (2)

while the connection variation gives

δΓSP

[

g, Γ̂
]

= δΓ

ˆ

R̂αβg
αβ

√
−gd4x

=

ˆ

(

D̂µ

(

δΓ̂µ
αβ

)

− D̂β

(

δΓ̂µ
αµ

))

gαβ
√
−gd4x

=

ˆ

δΓ̂µ
αν

(

−δνβD̂µ

(

gαβ
√
−g

)

+ δνµD̂β

(

gαβ
√
−g

)

)

d4x

and therefore
D̂α

(

gβρ
√
−g

)

= 0 (3)

Eqs.(2) and (3) agree with standard sources, e.g. [5]. Our concern here is with Eq.(3). While Eq.(3) is
clearly satisfied by metric compatibility, Dµgαβ = 0, and therefore the Christoffel connection, the necessity
of this solution admits an immediate counterexample. Let the covariant derivative of the volume form be
given by

D̂α

√
−g =Wα

√
−g

for some vector Wα. Then the derivative of the metric satisfies

D̂αgµν = gµνWα

and Γ̂ is not the usual Christoffel condition.
Here, we attribute such an exception to covariance of the derivative D̂α with respect to an abelian

symmetry. Since representations of abelian symmetries may include scalars, the covariant derivative of the
volume element

√−g becomes nontrivial.

1.2 Covariant derivatives

A non-abelian symmetry must have multiple noncommuting generators, and a linear representation will
therefore act on a vector of dimension n ≥ 2. The connection of such a representation, vα, for a displacement
dxµ, will then be a linear transformation of the form

δvα = Tα
βv

β = vβΓ̂α
βνdx

ν

2



However, an abelian symmetry acts nontrivially on weighted scalars. For example, a complex wave function
under a U (1) transformation will transform as ψ → eiαψ, so the connection required to make the U (1)
symmetry local acts on ψ as

D̂µψ = ∂µψ − iAµψ

and it follows that for a field transforming as χ(k) → eikαχ(k) (e.g., (ψ)k) the derivative must include a
weight k

D̂µχ(k) = ∂µχ(k) − ikAµχ(k)

and this applies to both scalars and vectors. The derivative of χ(k) is then covariant under the combined
transformation

f(k) → ekϕf(k)

Wα → Wα + ∂αϕ

The weight is necessary in order to satisfy the Leibnitz rule. Thus, for fields χ(k) and ψ(m) of weights k and
m the weights are additive,

Dα

(

χ(k)ψ(m)

)

= ∂α
(

χ(k)ψ(m)

)

− (k +m)Wα

(

χ(k)ψ(m)

)

=
(

Dαχ(k)

)

ψ(m) + χ(k)

(

Dαψ(m)

)

For weighted, vector-valued fields vβ(k) the covariant derivative is

Dαv
β

(k) = ∇αv
β

(k) + v
µ

(k)Γ̂
β
µα − kv

β

(k)Wα

where Γ̂β
µα provides covariance under non-abelian transformations and kWα under abelian transformations.

Dilatations provide another example of an abelian symmetry. A dilatation will rescale a dimensionful
field such as the volume element

√−g → e4ϕ
√−g when the metric scales as gαβ → e2ϕgαβ. The metric is

said to be of conformal weight 2, and the volume form of weight 4, so the scale-covariant derivative of the
volume form is

D̂µ

√
−g = ∂µ

√
−g − 4Wµ

√
−g

where Wµ is the Weyl vector.
It is natural to include the possibility of a Weyl geometry when considering the differential geometry

of spacetime. Indeed, other systematic approaches to the underlying geometry of spacetime also lead to
Weyl geometry. Recent work by Trautman, Matveev, and Scholz [6, 7] puts fresh rigor to the physically
insightful work of Ehlers, Pirani, and Schild [8]. These studies show that agreement of the projective
structure of timelike geodesics and the conformal structure of lightlike geodesics in the lightlike limit leads
to Weyl geometry. Thus, since ultimately we measure only paths of particles, we should expect the world
to be described by a Weyl geometry. For agreement with experiment it is important that within strong
experimental limits this should be an integrable Weyl geometry, in which the Weyl vector takes the pure
gauge form Wµ = ∂µφ. There then exists a gauge in which the Weyl vector vanishes, and transport of
physical objects around closed paths does not lead to measurable relative size change.

In any case, when varying the connection the most general ansatz for the covariant derivative of a weighted
vector is

D̂µv
α
(k) = ∂µv

α
(k) + v

β

(k)Γ̂
α
βµ − ikWµv

α
(k)

In particular we must admit the possibility that the proper expansion of the connection variation of Eq.(3)
is

D̂µ

(

gαβ
√
−g

)

=
√
−gD̂µg

αβ + gαβD̂µ

√
−g

=
√
−g

(

∂µg
αβ + gνβΓ̂α

νµ + gανΓ̂β
νµ + wgWµg

αβ
)

+gαβ
(

∂µ
√
−g − 2wgWµ

√
−g

)

(4)
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where Wµ is the gauge vector of an abelian symmetry and wg is the weight of gαβ under that symmetry.
While our discussion applies to any abelian symmetry, we will sometimes note the special case of scale

covariance for which wg = 2. Whether an abelian symmetry of the metric (wg 6= 0) is interpreted as scale
covariance or some other physical symmetry, the underlying structure equations are always those of a Weyl
geometry.

1.3 Solution of the connection equation

The expanded equation (4) is straightforwardly solved for the connection. By lowering the α and β indices
(using gρα∂µg

αβ = −gαβ∂µgρα), the variational equation (4) becomes

Γ̂αβµ + Γ̂βαµ = ∂µgαβ − 1√−g gαβ∂µ
√
−g + wggαβWµ (5)

To take this further, we look in detail at the derivative of the volume form, g = det (gαβ).

1.3.1 Derivatives of the volume form

For the abelian symmetry we know that

D̂µg = ∂µg − 4wggWµ (6)

Expanding the determinant in terms of the metric,

g = det gαβ =
1

4!
εαβµνερσλτ gαρgβσgµλgντ

we may express D̂µg in terms of the metric derivative,

D̂µg =
1

3!
εαβϕνερσλτ

(

D̂µgαρ

)

gβσgϕλgντ = Σαρ
(

D̂µgαρ

)

(7)

We define

Σαρ ≡ 1

3!
εαβϕνερσλτ gβσgϕλgντ

= − 1

3!
geαβϕνeρσλτ gβσgϕλgντ

where eαβϕν = 1√
−g
εαβϕν is the Levi-Civita tensor. Then contracting with another copy of the metric,

Σαρgρθ = − 1

3!
geαβϕνeρσλτ gρθgβσgϕλgντ

= − 1

3!
geαβϕνeθβϕν

= gδαθ

This shows that
Σαρ = ggαρ

since the inverse metric is unique and the volume element nonvanishing. Therefore, returning to Eq.(7),

D̂µg = ggαρD̂µgαρ

The same argument shows that the partial derivative of the metric determinant is

∂µg = ggαρ∂µgαρ (8)
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With the covariant derivative of the metric given by

D̂µgαβ = ∂µgαβ − gνβΓ̂
ν
αµ − gανΓ̂

ν
βµ − wgWµgαβ

the covariant derivative of the volume form becomes

D̂µg = ggαβD̂µgαβ

= ggαβ∂µgαβ − 2gΓ̂α
αµ − 4gwgWµ (9)

Substituting Eqs.(8) and (9) into Eq.(6) we now have

∂µg − 4gwgWµ = g
(

gαρ∂µgαρ − 2Γ̂α
αµ − 4wgWµ

)

gαρ∂µgαρ = gαρ∂µgαρ − 2Γ̂α
αµ

and therefore

Γ̂α
αµ = 0

1.3.2 The full connection

From the preceding arguments,

1√−g∂µ
√
−g = − 1

2
√−g∂µg =

1

2

√
−ggρσ∂µgρσ

Returning to the full connection field equation, Eq.(5),

Γ̂αβµ + Γ̂βαµ = ∂µgαβ − 1√−g gαβ∂µ
√
−g + wggαβWµ

= ∂µgαβ − 1

2
gαβg

ρσ∂µgρσ + wggαβWµ

Contracting this on αβ, the left side vanishes so that

0 = gαβ∂µgαβ − 2gρσ∂µgρσ + 4wgWµ

and therefore

gαβ∂µgαβ = 4wgWµ (10)

so the full connection equation reduces to

Γ̂αβµ + Γ̂βαµ = ∂µgαβ − gαβwgWµ (11)

Eq.(11) is solved in the usual way by cycling the indices, adding the first two permutations and subtracting
the third. The result is simply the Christoffel form with ∂µgαβ − gαβwgWµ in place of ∂µgαβ ,

Γ̂β
αµ = Γβ

αµ +
1

2
wg

(

δβαWµ + δβµWα − gµαW
β
)

(12)

This is the connection for a Weyl geometry. With Wα interpreted as the gauge vector of dilatations, the
vanishing of the Einstein tensor is the scale covariant form of the usual vacuum Einstein equation [9].
Combining Eqs.(8) and (10), shows that the solution for the Weyl vector is a gradient,

Wµ =
1

4wg

∂µ ln g
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and therefore the Palatini variation leads to an integrable Weyl geometry.
Notice that the Weyl connection, Eq.(12) is both symmetric (torsion-free) and metric compatible. This

can happen only because the full covariant derivative includes the weighted abelian term. For compatibility,

Dµgαβ = ∂µgαβ − gνβΓ̂
ν
αµ − gανΓ̂

ν
βµ + 2Wµgαβ

= ∂µgαβ − gνβΓ
ν
αµ − gανΓ

ν
βµ

−gνβ
(

δναWµ + δνµWα − gµαW
ν
)

− gαν
(

δνβWµ + δνµWβ − gµβW
ν
)

+ 2Wµgαβ

= −2gαβWµ + 2Wµgαβ

= 0

The torsion–the antisymmetric part of the connection–also vanishes,

Γ̂β

[αµ] = Γβ

[αµ] +
1

2
wg

(

δ
β

[αWµ] + δ
β

[µWα] − g[µα]W
β
)

= 0

The result is striking in two ways. First, the integrability of the Weyl vector means that there exists a
choice of gauge in which the field equation takes the usual form from general relativity. In this sense, the

usual Palatini conclusion holds: the Palatini action S
[

g, Γ̂
]

leads to the usual Einstein equation together

with the Christoffel connection, but only in a particular conformal gauge.
The second striking feature is that we are led by the Palatini variation to a Weyl geometry. In this sense,

the usual conclusion is wrong. We do not get only the Christoffel connection. The physical argument of
Ehlers, Pirani, and Schild is supported by the free variation of the connection.

Before concluding, we must ask whether the presence of sources will make the Weyl vector non-integrable.
To high precision this would conflict with observation. However, the Einstein tensor of a Weyl geometry is
given by [9]

Gbd = Rbd −
1

2
Rηbd + 2Wb;d + 2WdWb +

(

W 2 − 2W a
;a

)

ηbd

and this will equal the energy tensor of the source, which in turn arises from the metric variation of the
matter action. Since the metric is symmetric, this always yields a symmetric source tensor,

Gbd = κTbd

Taking the antisymmetric part of this expression leaves only one term,

0 = G[bd] =W[b;d]

and this is the condition for the Weyl vector to be pure gauge. Therefore, even including sources, Palatini
variation leads to an integrable Weyl geometry and is therefore gauge-equivalent to general relativity.

This conclusion agrees with the result of Einstein in his original formulation of the Palatini variation
[2]. In [2] the metric is replaced by an asymmetric tensor density and the connection is fully general. The
variation leads to the introduction of a vector field in addition to the usual metric and connection. Einstein’s
full argument is presented in the Appendix.

2 Different independent variables

When we write general relativity as a Poincarè gauge theory the form of the metric and connection are altered
to give a local Lorentz fiber bundle. The change of variables begins by replacing coordinate differentials by
an orthonormal 1-form basis. Whereas the metric in a general coordinate basis is related to coordinate
1-form basis by

〈

dxα,dxβ
〉

= gαβ

6



the solder form is an orthonormal linear combination e
a = e a

α dxα such that
〈

e
a, eb

〉

= ηab

where ηab is the Minkowski metric. Preserving the orthonormality of the frame field reduces the symmetry
from local general linear to local Lorentz while maintaining complete generality of the geometry. The change

replaces the coordinate metric and connection
(

g, Γ̂
)

of the Palatini action with the solder form and spin

connection, (ea,ωa
b).

The Cartan structure equations take the form

dωa
b = ωc

b ∧ ωa
c +R

a
b (13)

de
a = e

b ∧ ωa
b +T

a (14)

where R
a
b is the curvature 2-form and T

a is the torsion 2-form. These require integrability conditions
(Bianchi identities) similar to general relativity,

DT
a = e

b ∧R
a
b

DR
a
b = 0

but the first Bianchi identity now involves the torsion.
To achieve general relativity directly we would like to set the torsion to zero. This eliminates torsion

dependence of the curvature, Ra
b → R

a
b. Then, along with the correspondingly reduced Bianchi identity

0 = e
b ∧R

a
b, the reduced structure equations

dωa
b = ωc

b ∧ ωa
c +R

a
b

de
a = e

b ∧ ωa
b

describe a Riemannian geometry. Solder form or metric variation of the Einstein-Hilbert action

SEH [ea] =
1

2

ˆ

R
ab ∧ e

c ∧ e
deabcd

gives the Einstein equation. Even if we do not set torsion to zero, it makes no appearance in the field
equations, so setting torsion to zero is consistent throughout.

When torsion is not set to zero, the variation of the Einstein-Hilbert action with respect to the solder
form or metric leads to the Einstein-Cartan-Sciama-Kibble (ECSK) theory of gravity. While vacuum ECSK
theory still leads to vanishing torsion, torsion can be nonzero in the presence of spinor sources.

By contrast, the Palatini variation introduces a second field equation directly dependent on the torsion.
While some variants of ECSK theory vary the metric and torsion, in the gauge theory formulation it is
natural to take the Cartan connection 1-forms as the independent variables. For Poincarè gauge theory
these are the solder form e

a and the spin connection ωa
b.

We study whether this change in the choice of independent variables affects our conclusions regarding
the Palatini variation.

Retaining the Einstein-Hilbert action, we write it as

SP [ea,ωa
b] =

1

2

ˆ

R
ab ∧ e

c ∧ e
deabcd

with the curvature and connection given by Eqs.(13) and (14).

2.1 Solder form variation

There are no surprises when we vary the solder form.

δeSP =

ˆ

R
ab ∧ δec ∧ e

dεabcd

=

ˆ

R
ab ∧ e µ

e δe c
µ e

e ∧ e
dεabcd

7



Defining a volume form as the dual of one, Φ = ∗1 = 1
4!εabcd e

a ∧ e
b ∧ e

c ∧ e
d, so that

e
a ∧ e

b ∧ e
c ∧ e

d = −εabcdΦ

the field equation becomes

0 = R
ab ∧ e

e ∧ e
deabcd

=
1

2
Rab

fge
fgedeabcdΦ

and reducing the doubled Levi-Civita tensor efgdeeabdc = δ
[f
a δ

g
b δ

e]
c we have the Einstein equation

Rab −
1

2
Rηab = 0

The only difference is that the curvature is that of an Einstein-Cartan geometry, hence dependent upon the
torsion.

2.2 Varying the spin connection

Varying the spin connection, some features emerge as before and some are different.

δωSP =
1

2

ˆ

Dδωab ∧ e
c ∧ e

deabcd

=
1

2

ˆ

δωab ∧D
(

e
c ∧ e

deabcd
)

so that the field equation is

0 = D
(

e
c ∧ e

deabcd
)

= 2Tc ∧ e
deabcd + e

c ∧ e
d ∧Deabcd

The derivative of the volume element must be a density proportional to eabcd,

Deabcd = ωeabcd

for some 1-form ω = 2Wae
a. The only apparent difference from the coordinate case is that the full equation

now involves the torsion rather than the non-metricity, Dµgαβ .
Expanding the differential forms with T

a = 1
2T

c
efe

e ∧ e
f ,

0 = T c
efe

e ∧ e
f ∧ e

deabcd + 2ec ∧ e
d ∧ e

eWeeabcd

The Hodge dual of this yields a 1-form

0 =
(

T c
ef eabcde

efd
g + 2eabcde

cde
gWe

)

e
g

=
(

−ηghT c
ef δ

[e
a δ

f
b δ

h]
c − 4 (δeaηgb − δebηga)We

)

e
g

Dropping the basis and carrying out the antisymmetrizations, this simplifies to

0 = T c
ab + T d

daδ
c
b − T d

dbδ
c
a + 2 (δcaWb − δcbWa)

with ac trace T a
ab = 3Wb. Therefore

T c
ab = Wbδ

c
a − δcbWa (15)

8



The torsion 2-form is therefore
T

c = e
c ∧ ω

Substituting for the torsion in the structure equation

de
a = e

b ∧ ωa
b + e

a ∧ω

This is the structure equation for the solder form of a Weyl geometry [9]. Therefore, although the extra term
here arises from nonvanishing torsion, the net effect is again a Weyl geometry.

Interestingly, the structure equation for Weyl geometry may be seen as either non-metricity, torsion, or
directly as Weyl gauge theory. In the nonmetric case we may write the nonmetricity as

Dηab = ηabω

dηab − ωab − ωba = ηabω

so that the spin connection acquires a symmetric part. Separating the symmetric and antisymmetric pieces,

ωab = ω[ab] + ω(ab)

= ω̃ab + ηabω

the structure equation for the solder form becomes

de
a = e

b ∧ ωa
b

= e
b ∧ ω̃a

b + e
a ∧ω

and we once again have the structure equation of Weyl geometry.
As we have seen for the torsion case, if we write T

a = De
a = de

a − e
b ∧ ωa

b then

T
a = e

a ∧ω

leads to the same Weyl structure equation.

2.3 Integrability of the Weyl geometry

With the structure equations now in the form

dωa
b = ωc

b ∧ ωa
c +R

a
b (16)

de
a = e

b ∧ ωa
b + e

a ∧ ω (17)

we may find the contribution of ω to the curvature. Observing that the solution to Eq.(17) for the spin
connection must be the Riemannian spin connection plus a term linear in Wa, we set

ωa
b = αa

b + βa
b

where
de

a = e
b ∧αa

b

defines the Christoffel spin connection and we let

βa
b = αηbce

cW a + βeaWb

Antisymmetry on ab requires α = −β. Substituting into Eq.(17) leaves

−βea ∧ω + e
a ∧ ω = 0

9



so β = 1. Therefore, the spin connection is

ωa
b = αa

b + e
aWb − ηbce

cW a (18)

The curvature follows by substituting (18) into Eq.(16). After collecting terms and setting de
a = e

b∧αa
b,

R
a
b = dωa

b − ωc
b ∧ ωa

c

=

(

1

2
Ra

bde (α)−
(

δadδ
f
b − ηbdη

af
)

(

DeWf −WeWf +
1

2
ηefW

2

))

e
d ∧ e

e

Antisymmetrizing and contracting, the Ricci tensor becomes

Rbe = Rbe (α) +DeWb − ηbeD
dWd −WeWb + ηbeW

2 − 3ηbe
1

2
W 2 − 3DeWb + 3WeWb −

3

2
ηebW

2

= Rbe (α)− 2DeWb − ηbeD
dWd + 2WeWb − 2ηbeW

2

Because the connection is no longer simply αa
b, the Ricci tensor acquires an antisymmetric part,

R[be] = −2W[b;e]

In vacuum this must vanish independently. Even when we consider the full Einstein equation including
sources, the symmetry of the energy tensor implies

W[b;e] =W[b,e] = 0

Therefore, Wa = ∂aφ for some φ and the geometry is integrable Weyl. The vector Wa may be removed by a
conformal scaling of the solder form.

3 Summary and discussion

We have presented both general coordinate and Poincarè gauge theory demonstrations that when the Palatini
variation includes a possible abelian symmetry, the result is scale covariant general relativity in an integrable
Weyl geometry.

The difference between the usual claims and these results hinges on the different form of the covariant
derivative for abelian symmetries. For non-abelian symmetries, the covariant derivative takes the form

Dαv
β = ∇αv

β + vµΓβ
µα

However, fields which transform covariantly under an abelian symmetry, χ→ ekφχ are assigned a weight k,
χ(k) and the covariant derivative reflects this,

Dαχ(k) = ∂αχ(k) − kWαχ(k)

or for weighted, vector-valued fields vβ(k),

Dαv
β

(k) = ∇αv
β

(k) + v
µ

(k)Γ̂
β
µα − kv

β

(k)Wα

where Γ̂β
µα provides covariance under non-abelian transformations and kWα under abelian transformations.

These considerations affect the Palatini variation whenever the metric has nonzero weight wg, since the
covariant derivatives of the metric and metric determinant become

Dµgαβ = ∂αgµν − gβνΓ̂
β
µα − gµβΓ̂

β
να − wgWαgµν (19)

Dµg = ∂αg − 4wgWαgµν (20)

10



respectively. With the variation the Einstein-Hilbert action with respect to the connection leading to

Dα

(

gβρ
√
−g

)

= 0

we have shown that the solution for Γ̂β
µα is

Γ̂β
µα =

1

2
gβν [(gνµ,α + wggνµWα) + (gνα,µ + wggναWµ)− (gµα,ν + wggµαWν)] (21)

The Christoffel term has been augmented in each metric derivative by a the abelian connection vector wgWα

so that the combination gives the non-abelian connection weight zero and Γ̂β
µα is the connection of a Weyl

geometry1.
We have shown that these same conclusions apply to Poincarè gauge theory. For a vector valued 1-form

v
a the covariant derivative Dv

a = dv
a − v

a ∧ ωa
b changes to

Dv
a
(k) = dv

a
(k) − v

a
(k) ∧ ωa

b − kva
(k) ∧ω

when v
a
(k) has weight k. When the dynamical variables are changed from gαβ, Γ̂

α
βν to the solder form and

spin connection e
a,ωa

b we require an additional piece to the connection ωa
b → (ωa

b,ω).

It is interesting to note that when we use gαβ and Γ̂α
βν as independent variables the torsion vanishes by

the symmetry of the connection and the Weyl vector emerges as a limited case of non-metricity. By contrast
using the orthonormal variables (ea,ωa

b) leads to vanishing non-metricity from the antisymmetry of the
spin connection while the Weyl vector emerges as a limited form of the torsion. Thus, the Weyl connection
is exactly that generalization of the connection that may be interpreted as either non-metricity or torsion,
or equivalently the Weyl connection is the intersection between non-metricity and torsion.

Notice that the Weyl covariant derivative includes the Weyl vector Wα in two distinct ways. Firstly, as
noted above a weight k vector vα(k), the covariant derivative is

Dαv
β

(k) = ∂αv
β

(k) + v
µ

(k)Γ̂
β
µα + kWαv

β

(k)

Secondly, Γ̂β
µα itself includes additional terms as in Eq.(21) to make the non-abelian part of the connection

invariant under abelian transformations. Notice that the weights of these two occurrences of the Weyl vector
are different. The wg in Γ̂β

µα is the weight of the metric, while the wk is the weight of the field vβ(k).

A third set of independent variables was studied by Einstein in 1925. In [2], the metric and the connection
are both generalized to asymmetric fields gµν and Γα

µν . This calculation is reproduced in the Appendix,
where it is further shown to lead to Weyl geometry when gµν is symmetric or its antisymmetric part may
be neglected. It is significant to note that the fully general ansatz for the independent variables leads to a
vector field in addition to the metric and Christoffel connection.

Finally, we compare our treatment with that of two standard references: the comprehensive text by
Misner, Thorne, and Wheeler, and R. M. Wald’s excellent modern approach. The field equation from the
connection variation, Eq.(3) is

Dα

(

gβρ
√
−g

)

= 0

The argument by Misner, Thorne, and Wheeler [5] begins with what the authors stress is a definition

Dµ

√
−g ≡ ∂µ

√
−g −

√
−gΓα

αµ (22)

However, as we showed in the discussion leading to Eq.(8) the covariant derivative of g is determined by
the covariant derivative of the metric. The derivative of the metric, in turn, is determined by the symmetry
preserved by the connection. Since we show that ∂µg = ggαρ∂µgαρ = 2gΓα

αµ, and therefore

∂µ
√
−g =

√
−gΓα

αµ

1The modified connection Γ̂
β

µα describes a Weyl geometry no matter what interpretation we place on the abelian symmetry.

It is natural to set the metric weight to +2 and think of the corresponding symmetry as a dilatation, in which case the

modification leads to scale-covariant general relativity.
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the definition in [5] amounts to defining Dµ

√−g = 0, thereby eliminating the Weyl vector. Include abelian
transformations, we expect this definition to be

D̂µ

√
−g = ∂µ

√
−g −

√
−gWµ

and not directly involve the non-abelian part Γ̂α
βµ of the connection at all.

Understanding of the difference between our result for the Palatini variation and the usual conclusion of
metric compatibility as due to abelian symmetry was fostered by studying the proof given in [10]. Here, the
generalized derivative is written as the sum of the metric compatible derivative, ∇α,

∇αgµν = ∂αgµν − gβνΓ
β
µα − gµβΓ

β
να = 0 (23)

and an additional symmetric tensor Cα
µν , then varying the additional tensor. In this case, the derivative of

a vector is written as
Dαv

β = ∇αv
β + vµCβ

µα (24)

and the metric compatibility condition determines Γβ
µα to be the Christoffel connection. Eq.(24) is the

general form of covariant derivative for a nonabelian group, and should be modified to

Dαv
β

(k) = ∂αv
β

(k) + v
µ

(k)Γ
β
µα − kWαv

β

(k)

for a weight k vector field. The difference in conclusion follows by replacing Eq.(23) by the more general
form of Dα in Eq.(19).

Appendix: Original calculation by Einstein

In 1925, Einstein proposed a unified theory of Gravitation and Electricity [2]. This was one of many
attempts to geometrically unify the two known interactions of the era. The resulting model represents a
third set of independent variables beyond

(

gµν ,Γ
α
µν

)

and (ea,ωa
b) because the metric and connection are

both generalized to asymmetric fields gµν and Γα
µν .

The basic premise of this model was the Palatini variation, which, after introducing the connection Γρ
αβ

and the curvature

Rα
µνβ = −

∂Γα
µν

∂xβ
+ Γα

σνΓ
σ
µβ +

∂Γα
µβ

∂xν
− Γσ

µνΓ
α
σβ

built from it, Einstein describes as follows2:

Independently of this affine connection we introduce a contravariant tensor density gµν whose
symmetry we leave undetermined. From both we build the scalar

H =gµνRµν

and postulate that simultaneous variation of the integral

J =

ˆ

Hdx1dx2dx3dx4

with respect to gµν and Γα
µν as independent variables (and not varied on the boundary) vanishes.

2Any errors in translation are my own. The notation is preserved from the original, possibly with different indices where the

the photocopy of the original is too blurry.
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Below we reproduce the subsequent calculation of [2] with a few additional comments. A small amount of
newer notation is introduced for clarity.

The variation of J with respect to gµν yields the 16 equations

Rµν = 0,

the variation of Γα
µν next gives 64 equations,

0 = gµν ,α + gβνΓµ
βα + gµβΓν

αβ − δνα

(

g
µβ

,β + gρβΓµ
ρβ

)

− gµνΓβ
αβ (25)

Einstein begins by taking the two traces that do not require the inverse.

0 = gαν,α + gβνΓα
βα + gαβΓν

αβ −
(

g
νβ

,β + gρβΓν
ρβ

)

− gανΓβ
αβ

= gαν,α − gνα,α (26)

0 =
(

gµα,α + gβαΓµ
βα

)

+ gµβΓα
αβ − 4

(

g
µβ

,β + gαβΓµ
αβ

)

− gµαΓβ
αβ

= −3
(

gµα,α + gαβΓµ
αβ

)

− gµα
(

Γβ
αβ − Γβ

βα

)

(27)

Next, the inverse is defined with reversed index order gαβ , so that

gανgαβ = δνβ = gναgβα

Using this, the third contraction of the field equation is

0 = gµν

(

gµν ,α + gβνΓµ
βα + gµβΓν

αβ − δνα

(

g
µβ

,β + gρβΓµ
ρβ

)

− gµνΓβ
αβ

)

= gµνg
µν

,α + gµνg
βνΓµ

βα + gµνg
µβΓν

αβ − gµνδ
ν
α

(

g
µβ

,β + gρβΓµ
ρβ

)

− gµνg
µνΓβ

αβ

= gµνg
µν

,α + Γβ
βα − 3Γβ

αβ − gµα

(

g
µβ

,β + gρβΓµ
ρβ

)

The divergence g
µβ

,β may be written in terms of the determinant. We know that

∂α
√
−g = −1

2

√
−ggµν∂αg

µν

so that

∂α ln
(√

−g
)

=
1

2
gµνgµν,α (28)

Also using Eq.(27) Einstein defines a vector density

fµ ≡ 1

3
gµα

(

Γβ
αβ − Γβ

βα

)

= −
(

gµα,α + gαβΓµ
αβ

)

(29)

Notice that the vector density fµ is proportional to the trace of the torsion and vanishes for a symmetric
connection.

Using the determinant relation Eq.(28) and Eq.(27), write the third contraction as

0 = gµνg
µν

,α + Γβ
βα − 3Γβ

αβ − gµα

(

g
µβ

,β + gρβΓµ
ρβ

)

= −2
(

∂α ln
(√

−g
)

+ Γβ
αβ

)

+
(

Γβ
βα − Γβ

αβ

)

+ gµαf
µ

13



Raising the index and substituting the vector density for the trace of the torsion, we find a third expression
for the vector density.

fµ = −gµα
(

∂α ln
(√

−g
)

+ Γβ
αβ

)

(30)

or, lowering an index, gµαf
µ = −

(

∂α ln (
√−g) + Γβ

αβ

)

.

Now using 29, the full equation takes the form

0 = gµν ,α + gβνΓµ
βα + gµβΓν

αβ − gµνΓβ
αβ + δναf

µ

This is Eq.(10) in [2]. We also still have

0 = gαν,α − gνα,α

Finally, we convert the tensor densities to tensors by defining

gαβ =
gαβ√−g

It follows that g = 1
g

and therefore

gαβ = gαβ
√
−g

Lower indices of the full equation by contracting with gµρgσν

0 = −gσρ,α + gµρΓ
µ
σα + gσνΓ

ν
αρ − gσρΓ

β
αβ + gσαgµρf

µ

we substitute to eliminate the densities.

0 = −
(

gσρ
√
−g

)

,α
+ gµρ

√
−gΓµ

σα + gσν
√
−gΓν

αρ − gσρ
√
−gΓβ

αβ − gσαgµρgf
µ

= −gσρ,α
√
−g−

√
−ggσρ

(

∂α ln
√
−g+ Γβ

αβ

)

+ gµρ
√
−gΓµ

σα + gσν
√
−gΓν

αρ − gσαgµρgf
µ

Using Eq.(30) and dividing out the determinant yields the final form of the field equation

0 = −gσρ,α + gµρΓ
µ
σα + gσνΓ

ν
αρ + gσρφα + gσαφρ (31)

where we define the vector

φρ ≡ −gµρ
√
−gfµ

We also still have

0 = gαν,α − gνα,α

Along with 16 equations from the variation of gαν , and 64 from the connection variation, φα must already
be determined. In fact, it is the trace of the torsion.

The remaining parts of [2] consider special cases. First, Einstein treats the special case φα = 0 and gαβ

symmetric, then he presents a perturbative study focussing on the antisymmetric part of gαβ . We briefly
present his results, adding some further comments.

Special case

Einstein shows that the special case with gαβ symmetric and φα = 0 leads to general relativity. With gαβ
symmetric we may lower indices in Eq.(31), leaving

0 = −gσρ,α + Γρσα + Γσαρ

14



If we antisymmetrize on ρσ, then gσρ,α drops out. Cycling indices on the remaining equation

0 = Γρσα − Γσρα + Γσαρ − Γρασ

0 = Γσαρ − Γασρ + Γαρσ − Γσρα

0 = Γαρσ − Γρασ + Γρσα − Γασρ

we add the first two and subtract the third in the usual way to find symmetry of the connection on the final
two indices.

0 = Γρσα − Γσρα + Γσαρ − Γρασ + Γσαρ − Γασρ

+Γαρσ − Γσρα − Γαρσ + Γρασ − Γρσα + Γασρ

= 2 (Γσαρ − Γσρα)

Then the field equation is Γρσα + Γσρα = gσρ,α and the solution for the Christoffel connection follows as
usual.

We note, however, that if we do not set φα to zero, the same calculation gives instead

0 = Γρσα + Γσαρ − Γσρα − Γρασ + gσαφρ − gραφσ

+Γσαρ − Γασρ + Γαρσ − Γσρα + gαρφσ − gσρφα

−Γαρσ + Γρασ − Γρσα + Γασρ − gρσφα + gασφρ

= 2 (Γσαρ − Γσρα) + 2gσαφρ − 2gρσφα

and therefore pure-trace torsion

Tσαρ = Γσαρ − Γσρα = gσαφρ − gρσφα

We have seen that this leads to Weyl geometry.

Einstein’s (perturbative) theory of electromagnetism

In the final development of the paper, Einstein maintains the asymmetry of gαβ, while dropping φα, giving a
perturbative approximation in which the antisymmetric part g[αβ] satisfies the Maxwell equations. However,
since the exact development of the connection involves dependence of the connection on the derivatives of
the Maxwell field, includes general torsion and and even couplings between the Faraday tensor and torsion,
we do not pursue this solution further.

A different perturbative approximation

Deviating from [2], we return to the full equation, Eq.(31), cycle indices and combine in the usual way. Then
collecting terms

0 = −gσρ,α − gρα,σ + gασ,ρ

+gµρΓ
µ
σα + gσνΓ

ν
αρ + gµαΓ

µ
ρσ + gρνΓ

ν
σα − gµσΓ

µ
αρ − gανΓ

ν
ρσ

+gσρφα + gσαφρ + gραφσ + gρσφα − gασφρ − gαρφσ

Define gµρΓ
µ
σα = Γρσα, but note that this is not equal to gρµΓ

µ
σα. Then adding and subtracting terms as

necessary

0 = 2Γρσα − gσρ,α − gρα,σ + gασ,ρ + (gσρ + gρσ)φα

+(gσν − gνσ) Γ
ν
αρ + (gρν − gνρ) Γ

ν
σα − (gαν − gνα) Γ

ν
ρσ

+(gσα − gασ)φρ + (gρα − gαρ)φσ
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If we take the antisymmetric part of gαβ , the connection, and φα all small, this reduces at lowest order to

Γρσα =
1

2

(

g(σρ),α + g(ρα),σ − g(ασ),ρ
)

− g(ρσ)φα

where derivatives of the antisymmetric part g[σρ],α are taken to be second order. Then symmetrizing on ρσ,

Γρσα + Γσρα = g(σρ),α − 2g(ρσ)φα

and this again leads to a Weyl geometry.
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