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ON THE EXISTENCE OF THE ELECTROMAGNETIC ENERGY
TENSOR IN SECOND ORDER LOVELOCK GRAVITIES

R. MARTINEZ-BOHORQUEZ

ABSTRACT. In this work we prove that there are no electromagnetic energy tensors in
second order Lovelock gravities that verify properties equivalent to those of the Maxwell
electromagnetic energy tensor in General Relativity.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Electromagnetic fields on Lorentzian manifolds (X, g) can be represented by differential
2-forms F' on X that verify Maxwell’s equations. The electromagnetic energy tensor is then
constructed with the data of both the metric g and the 2-form F' in a natural way, meaning
that the resulting tensor should not depend on the choice of coordinates on the manifold.

The electromagnetic energy tensor in General Relativity is the well-known Maxwell tensor.
In a local system of coordinates, it is given by the expressio
(1.1) Eij = FyF;* — iFleklgij :

Many characterizations of the Maxwell tensor have been produced in the past; particularly
relevant are those by D. Lovelock ([13] 14} [I5] [16]), I.M. Anderson ([I]) and D.B. Kerrighan
([9]). In recent times, a description involving the dependence on the unit of time-length has
been given by Navarro-Sancho ([19]):
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Theorem ([19]). The Mazwell energy tensor E is the only 2-covariant tensor T' = T(g, F)
naturally associated to a Lorentzian metric g and a 2-form F, satisfying the following prop-
erties:

(1) At any point, F, = 0 implies T,, = 0.

(2) If dF =0, then divT = —igpF', where OF denotes the codifferential of F.

(3) T is independent of the unit of scale; that is, T(\>g,\F) = T(g, F) for any A > 0.

These properties possess physical meaning: condition (1) forces the dependence of the
electromagnetic energy tensor on the existence of electromagnetic field, and condition (2) is
due to the Lorentz force law, assuring that the total energy-momentum tensor (the sum of
the contributions of matter and electromagnetism) is zero, thus preserving the principle of
conservation of energy.

Condition (3) differentiates this characterization of the Maxwell tensor from the afore-
mentioned classical results. It is an homogeneity condition that originates from the fact
that the electromagnetic energy tensor is coupled with the Einstein tensor, and thus the
dimensional units should be coherent (see [19] for further details).

In this work, we study whether an electromagnetic energy tensor can be defined in second
order Lovelock gravities, verifying properties equivalent to the above.

Recall that Lovelock gravities are generalizations of General Relativity to higher dimen-
sions, where other tensors (known as the Lovelock tensors Ly) of second order in the deriva-
tives of the metric appear as possible candidates to describe the distribution of matter in
dimensions greater than 2k. These tensors qualitatively differ from the Einstein tensor in
their degree of homogeneity: whereas the Einstein tensor is linear in the second derivatives
of the metric, higher order Lovelock tensors are homogeneous polynomials of degree k in the
second derivatives of the metric.

Precisely, a change of the unit of time-length by a factor of a non-zero A € R (i.e. a
constant rescaling of the metric g by a factor A?) modifies the k-th Lovelock tensor Lj by a
factor of \2—2:

Li(Xg) = N7 Ly(g) .
In other words, the k-th Lovelock tensor is homogeneous of weight 2 — 2k.

The simplest Lovelock tensor after the metric tensor itself (Lg) and the Einstein tensor
(Ly) is the Lovelock tensor Lo of order 2, also known as the Lanczos-Lovelock tensor:

1
(Ly)ij = —RmbcRj“bc+2Ric“mejb+2RicmRic“j—rRicij+Z (Rapea R — 4ARicyRic™ +17) gi;

where R denotes the Riemann-Christoffel curvature tensor, Ric denotes the Ricci curva-
ture tensor and r denotes the scalar curvature.
We prove (Theorem Bl and its corollary) that there exists no natural 2-tensor associated

to metrics and 2-forms that verifies the following properties:
(1) If F,, =0, then T, = 0.



ELECTROMAGNETIC ENERGY TENSOR IN SECOND ORDER LOVELOCK GRAVITIES 3

(2) divT = —igrpF whenever F'is closed, where OF denotes the codifferential of F.

(3) The dimensional units of 7" are coherent; that is to say, that they coincide with those
of the Lanczos-Lovelock tensor Ls. In mathematical terms, it means that T should
be homogeneous of relative weight (1,—2), that is, for any non-zero A € R it holds
tha

T(X’g, \F) = \"*T(g, F) .

Therefore, an electromagnetic energy tensor 7" which can be coupled to the Lanzcos-
Lovelock tensor that verifies the corresponding properties to the Maxwell tensor in General
Relativity does not exist.

In order to prove this statement, we will make use of several deep results of invariant
theory, which can be found in the essential monograph by Koldi-Michor-Slovék ([12]) and
were rewritten to a more modern language by Navarro-Sancho ([I7, [I§]). Invariant theory
has long been utilized in the research of natural constructions and field equations in Physics,
on of the first examples being deeply rooted in the origins of General Relativity, where
the fundamental characterization of the Einstein tensor was obtained by Vermeil [21] (and
independently later by Cartan [2]). Since then, it has been determinant in several charac-
terizations of electromagnetic energy tensors as explained above, as well as in quantum field

theory ([10] I1]).

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Natural tensors. Let X be a smooth n-manifold. Let M be the sheaf of pseudo-
riemannian metrics of fixed signature (s, s_) over X, let A% be the sheaf of 2-forms over X
and let 7, be the sheaf of p-covariant tensors over X.

Definition 2.1. A natural tensor 7' : M x A* — 7T, (associated to metrics and 2-forms) is
a regulai] morphism of sheaves such that, for any local diffeomorphism 7 : U — V| it holds
that

T(t*g, 7" F)=1"T(g, F).

Definition 2.2. Let a,w € Z. We say that a natural tensor T : M x A? — 7T, is homogeneous
of relative weight (a,w) if, for all non-zero A € R, it holds that:

T(N2g,\"F) = \“T(g, F) .

Definition 2.3. Let m > 1 be an integer. The space N,, of normal tensors of order m at x
is the vector subspace of m + 2-covariant tensors 1" at x satisfying the following symmetries:

2Recall that a change of the unit of time-length by a factor of A also modifies the electromagnetic field F
by a factor of A (see [19]).

3In this context, regularity is a technical condition that refers to the smoothness of the morphism, and
its rigorous definition has been omitted for simplicity. The interested reader can check [12, [17].
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(1) they are symmetric in the first two and the last m covariant indices:

(2'1) Tijkl---km = Tjilﬁ---km ) Tijkl---km = Tijkgu)---ka(m) ) Voe Sm;
(2) the cyclic sum of the last m + 1 covariant indices is zero:
(2.2) Lijhr ko + Likpjker ko1 + -+ Tigy s = 0.

For m = 0, the space Ny is defined as the set of pseudo-riemannian metrics of the fixed
signature (s;,s_) at z, and for m = 1 it holds that N; = 0 due to the symmetries.

These spaces recover the symmetries of a metric tensor and its partial derivatives at a
point in normal coordinates. In the same vein, the symmetries of a 2-form and its derivatives
are given by the spaces V; := AT X @ ST X.

Theorem 2.4 ([17]). Let X be a smooth manifold of dimension n, let M denote the sheaves
of pseudo-riemannian metrics of fived signature (sy,s_), let A* be the sheaf of 2-forms over
X and let T, be the sheaf of p-covariant tensors. Let a,w € Z.

If we fix a point x € X and a pseudo-riemannian metric g, of fized signature (sy,s_) at
x, there exists a R-linear isomorphism

Natural tensors
M x A — T,

homogeneous of relative weight (a,w)

@ Homo, (SN ®...0 S"N, @ SVy®...@ 5%V, Q" T:X) ,

di,Cj

where dg, . .., d, Tun over the non-negative integer solutions of the equation
2do+ ... 4+rd, +2—a)co+...+2+s—a)cs,=p—w .
and where Oy, = {d,7:7 € Diff, : 7, .9, = 9.}

2.2. Invariant theory of the orthogonal group. Let V' be a real vector space of finite
dimension n, let g be a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form on V' and let O(n,R) be
the orthogonal group: the real Lie group of R-linear automorphisms V' — V' that preserve g.

The First Fundamental Theorem of the orthogonal group O(n,R) allows us to compute
O(n,R)-equivariant linear maps:

Theorem 2.5 ([3]). The real vector space Homopr) (V® .2. @V, R) of invariant linear
forms on V& ...®@V s null if p is odd, whereas if p is even it is spanned by

go((e1,-- . ep)) = gleor): €o) - - - G(Co(p—1): Cop))

where o € S),.

We will also require the following facts:
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Proposition 2.6 ([8]). Let E and F' be (algebraic) linear representations of O(n,R).
o There exists a linear isomorphism Homo g, ry(E, F)) = Homg, r)(E ® F*,R).
o [fW C FE is a sub-representation, then any equivariant linear map W — F is the
restriction of an equivariant linear map E — F.

3. MAIN THEOREM
For the remainder of this section, let X be a smooth manifold of dimension n > 5.

Theorem 3.1. There are no non-zero natural 2-tensors T(g, F') associated to metrics and
2-forms that verify the following conditions:

(a) If F, =0, then T,, = 0.

(b) T is homogeneous of relative weight (1, —2).

(c) T is divergence-free.

Proof: Let us invoke Theorem 2.4] which describes all natural p-tensors associated to metrics

and 2-forms:
Natural tensors M x A* — 7,

homogeneous of weight (a,w)

@ Homo,, (SPNo®@...® S*"N, ® SVy®...0 5%V, Q" T:X),

dircs
where ds, . ..,d,, co,...,cs are non-negative integers running over the solutions of the equa-
tion
2do+ ... +rd, +(2—a)eo+ ...+ (2+s—a)cs=p—w .
Substituting a = 1, p = 2 and w = —2 in the equation above leaves us with:

2dy+ ...+ rd+co+ ...+ (s+1)es =4

The only solutions areH :

6) ¢ = 4.
7) ¢ = 2.
8) co=2,c1 =1
9) co=1,c0=1.

40nly non-zero coefficients are shown.
y
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(10) 3 = 1.

Out of the 10 solutions, we can immediately discard a few of them: the natural tensors
proceeding from any solution with ¢y = 0, due to hypothesis (a). This eliminates solutions
(2), (3), (5), (7) and (10) .

For the remaining 5 solutions, we analyse the associated O, -equivariant maps. All of
these maps are equivalent (Proposition 2.6]) to a O, -invariant map of the form

SEN, ® ... S“N, @ S°Vy®...9 8V, T, X T, X — R,

which allows us to use Theorem in order to do the computations.

Directly from the application of the theorem, it follows that the only map associated to
solutions (4) and (8) is the null map, as there is an odd amount of indices. Therefore, let us
describe the generators of maps associated to solutions (1), (6) and (9):

e dy, =1, cg = 2: As N, is isomorphic to the space of curvature-like tensors R, we
consider O, -equivariant maps

RSV — TiX®TrX .

Due to Theorem 5] the generators are every non-zero combination of multiplying
by ¢, g~ and contracting indices of the expression

Riji Fop Feq

resulting in a 2-tensor, where R;;;; denotes the Riemann-Christoffel tensor of g. Tak-
ing into account the symmetries of the expression above, the list of generators is
reduced to the following (Ric denotes the Ricci curvature 2-tensor) :

= (T1)i; = Riave F} F™.
T2)ZJ (T2>J2 = Ryabc F FPe.
)zy — Rabcd Fab FCng
)ij = Riaje FO F.
)ij = Fup F Ricy;.
)ij = Riciy Fjy F.
)ij = (Ts)ji = Ricja Fy F?.
)ij = Ricay F? Fb
)ij = Ricgy F° Fd’ Gij-
0)ij =71 Fia Fj“.
Jij =1 Fap Fe Gij -

ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ

Ty

<5

= (
=
=
= (
=
=
=
= (
=
=

Ty
Tn

e ¢p = 4: Now we look at the O, -equivariant maps
SWy —TIX@TX .
Again, by Theorem we must analyse the index contraction of the expression

Fij Fiy Fop Feq
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obtaining:
— (Th2)i; = Fap F® Fy, Fe.
— (Ths)ij = F F™ Fy, Fj,.
- (T14)ij =Fy Fab Feq Fed Gij-
— (Ths)ij = Fop F' Foq F% g;;.

e ¢y = 1, cp = 1: Lastly, we check the O, -equivariant maps
VodVo —TiXQTiX |
corresponding to index contraction of the expression
Fijr Fab

where Fj; i denotes the coordinates of the normal tensor of order 2 of F'.
The possibilities now go as follows:

- (T16)ij = Lia,jb Fab,

— (Th7)ij = Fupij F°.
— (Ths)ij = Fy,," F;*.
— (Tw)ij = Fy,," F".
— (Ta0)ij = Fp .5 F™gs5.

= (Tw)i; = F.* F*gij.

To summarize, the 21 tensors listed above generate every natural 2-tensor associated
to metrics and 2-forms verifying conditions (a), (b) and (c). Therefore, in order to prove
the thesis stated in the theorem, we must check that there are no divergence-free 2-tensors
generated by the ones on the list. Equivalently, it is enough to prove that their divergences
are linearly independent.

As we are working with natural tensors and their divergences are also natural tensors,
if we find an example of a manifold equipped with a metric and a 2-form in which the 21
divergences are linearly independent, then they automatically are linearly independent as
natural tensors.

The following example checks out: for n = 5, consider the manifold
X ={(21,...,25) ER’ 12y >0, 23>0, 24 >0}

equipped with the metric

g=dr; ® dr; +dre ® day +daz ® dos + xox3 24 (dry ® dzy + das ® das)

and the 2-form

F = (1'121’32) d!L’l VAN dl’g ‘l‘dl’g AN CL'L'4

In this setting, the 21 tensors have the following expression:
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LU12 x

Ty=—————dz, ® das + dzs @ das +——— dzy ® dag +=—— day © day |
! 22522.]73225'4 2 © 3 22[‘2{17332[‘4 3 © 3 QIQ 4 © ! 22[‘32 4 © 4
1'121’3 1
T2: d!L’l X d!L’4 —7(311'3 ® CL'L'Q +7dl’3 X dl’g +—d£li'4 X CL'L'4 s
21’2 21’221’321'4 21’21’331’4 21’32
1 1
ngigdl'l & d!L’l +73d1'2 & CL'L'Q
T2 T3™ Ty T2 T3™ T4
1 dr, ® dz drs ® dx
+73d$3®dl’3+ : 3 4+ > D) 2 ,
Lo T3” Xy I3 I3
Ty =———d drg — ————dz drs — ————d d
* 4:1723.]73.]74 T2 @ Aty 42522.]73225'4 2 ® 3 45(7225(73225'4 $3® 2
1 rymtas’ 4+
4+ ———dr3 ® dzs + Sk 2dx4®dx4
4 2o 133 24 4 9 x5
4 6 4 3
Tow1 w3’y —x314° + 22
221 T3 T4 324 2dx5 ® das |
45(72225'3{1743
4 5 4 5
ToTyx1” w3” + 1 Toxgxy” 23 + 1
T5:— 2 431 2 d$2®d$2+ 2 421 23 dl‘g@dl‘g
To™ T3 Ty T2™ T3” Ty
4 5 4 5
Toxgry w3® + 1 Toxyg 1" w3” + 1
Pl Ty @ day — =2 T g @ da
Lo~ T3” Ty T T3” Ty
4 5 4 5
ToTy 21" w3” + 1 ToTyx1” x3” + 1
T2y Ty dx4®dx4—2413 dos ® das |
To T3 1'43 To X3 1'43
4 4 4 3
1t 1 1t x
Te = — L7 dry ® dog + —————dry ® dxg + L3 drs ® das
21’22 21’221'321’4 21’2
1
——dx dry — — = dx dxy
22[‘2{17332[‘4 3 ® 3 2I2I3I43 19 4
4 4 4 3
T T r1 T
Tr=—"""de, @ doy + ———day ® dag + =—5——dzg @ day
2:1722 25(72 2:1722.1’32254
— ——dx drs — — = dx dxy
21’21’331’4 3 ® 3 21’21’31’43 19 :
4 4 2
Ty T3 T1” T3
Ty = — dx dry — dx dry — ————dx dx
8 21’22 1@ ! 2!13'2 1@ 4 21’221'321’44 3 ® 3
2
T1°T 1
S 3 dSL’4 & dflfl - —dSL’4 X dSL’4 y
25(72 2:1732
4 7 4 3 4 7 4 3
L1 T3 Ty + T3+ ToaXy 17 X3 Ty + XT3+ To 2y
Ty = — dx dr, — dx dx
? 21’221'331'44 1@ ! 21’221’331'44 2 ® 2
4 7 4 3 4 7 4 3
T17x3 Ty F T3+ 220 1 T3 Ty + T3+ 222
. 1 3 4 3 244 dl‘3®d$3 . 1 3 4 3 244 dl‘4®d$4
2 LU22 LU33 1’44 2 ) LU32 1’43
1’14 1’37 1’44 + T3+ To Xy

3
— drs ® dus
2 i) 1'32 1'43 ’
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X1 56’32 (3322

LL’43 + 2 To Ty + LL’32 1’43)
Ty = —

dl‘l & dl‘l

22[‘22 LU43
1’14 1'32 (1'22 1'43 + 2 To T3 + 1’32 1'43)

2[[’21‘3 dIQ@dLEQ
2 44

1’22 1'43 + 2 To T3 + 1'32 1’43

1'22 1’43 + 2 To T3 + 1'32 1’43

drs ® drs —

dry ® dxy
21’23 1'33 1’44 21’22 1’32 1'43 ’
(ramgmitws® + 1) (202 243 + 20 13 + w32 143)

1’23 LU33 LU44

_ (LL’Q Ty 1’14 LL’35 + 1) (2622 1’43 + 2 To Ty + LL’32 2643)

T93 133 142

4 ,. 5 2.3 2,.3
_ (1’21’41'1 XT3 —l—l) ([L’g T4 —|—2[L’2£L'3—|—[L’3 Ty )d ® d
3 .3 4 L3 L3
T2™ T3” Ty
4,. 5 2.3 2,.3
([L’g T4 x3° + 1) ([L’g T4 —|—2[L’2 T3+ T3” Ty ) d ® d
2.2 3 L4 L4
To™ T3~ Ty
4.5 2,.3 2,.3
(LL’Q T4 x3° + 1) (LL’Q T4° + 21’2 T3+ T3° X4 ) da ® dz
- 5 5
LU22 1’32 LU43 ’

o 2:1714 1’33 (ZL’Q Ty LU14 1’35 + 1)

Ty =—

dr; ® da

dl’g & dl’g

2(1714 1’33 (IL’Q Ty LU14 LU35 + 1)

dry ® doy +
To Ty T2 Ty

2xo x4 21 3% + 2 2 (zo gz s® + 1
2421232 dx3®dx3+(2413 )
To® X3 Xy

dLE‘Q & dLE‘Q

dry, ® dzg
Lo T3 Ty

Tis = (—z18x38) dr; ® dzy + (—:)318:)338) dzy ® dz,

2 dl’g & d.ﬁlfg — dzy ® day ’

1’22 1'32 T4

4 (LEQ Ty IL’14 LU35 + 1)2
2

Lo X3 T4

4 (SL’Q Ty LU14 .1’35 + 1)2
2 2

T14 = d!L’l ® d!L’l + dZL’Q ® dl’g

1% w32 14 132y
4 ([L’g Ty 1'14 1’35 + 1)2
1'22 $32 1'42
4 (LEQ T4 IL’14 LU35 + 1)2
Lo T3 Ty
2 (1’18 LU22 1’310 1’42 + 1)

1’22 LU32 .1’42

o)
4 (ZL’Q Ty 1’14 1'35 + 1)2

Lo X3 T4

_|_

drs @ dag + dry ® dzy

drs ® dzxs

2 (1’18 LU22 1’310 .1’42 + 1)

T2 132 142
N 2 (8 :)3222 x3210 :)3242 +1) ey © dag + 2 (w18 w2 w3122 + 1)
L™ T3™ Ty Lo XT3 Ty
2 (w18 w3102 + 1)
To T3 T4
(—2 x12:1734) dry ® dz; + (—4 3 :.1733) dr; ® dxs
(42 23") doy ® dzy + (82,° x3°) day @ duy
+ (821 25°) dog @ dwy + (421" 25%) das @ das
Tis = (2212 23> (z12 +x32)) dr; ® daxy + (2z12:v32 (:)512 +x32)) dre ® dxy

Tig = (2 1'12 1'34) dry ® dzy + (4 xy 1'3) dzy ® day

Tis =

dry ® dzy +

dl’g & dl’g

dLU4 &® dSL’4

drs ® dxs

The
Th7
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Too = (43:12 x5° (x12 +x32)) dry ® dzy + (4x12x32 (x12 +x32)) dzy ® dxs
+ (4x12 :c32 (x12 —|—x32)) dzs ® dos + (4x12x2 :c33 Ty (x12 +x32)) dry ® day
+ (4z12 Ty 3> T4 (:)512 +:L"32)) drs ® dxs
iglz(zxfx;)dx1®(u1+«2xﬁx;)dx2®(u2+(2xfxf)d@3®(u3
+ (221 w2 23° 24) dag ® dog + (2217 22 25° 24) dos ® das

Their divergences are expressed, in the same coordinates, as follows:

. 1 5:1722 — 2:1732 1
le Tl = —273(:11'2 —deg— ﬁdl@ 5
4!13'2 T3” Ty 4!13'2 T3" Ty 41’2 T3° Ty
. 1 5 41’1 1'341’42 —1
le TQIﬁde—#dxg‘i‘ 3 B dflf4 y
41’2 T3° Ty 41’2 T3~ Ty 41’21’3 T4
. 1 3 1
le T3 = —ﬁdxg— 74(:11'3— ﬁdl@ y
To” X3° Xy Lo I3~ Xy Lo X3° XLy
_ 201  xg 5" 24t — 3% 14 + 210 25 + 3257 148
div Ty = — R— dx,
81’2 T3° Ty

201t xo w3 gt + 5102 143 4+ 229 5 — 352 143
N 304 4 dzy
85(72 T3™ Ty
LU22 LU43 + 2 Lo T3 — LU32 .CL’43

- d$4 9

8 1’23 1’33 LU45

. 41’14 1’23 1’35 LL’44 + 1’14 LL’22 1’36 T4+ 1’14 ) 1’37 LL’44 — LL’22 1’43 + Tox3 + 2 LL’32 LL’43
div Ty = R dx,
T~ T3 Ty

-3 1'14 1’23 1'35 1'44 + 1’14 1'22 1’36 T4+ 2 1’22 1’43 + To 3 — 1'32 T4

34 4

3

-+ dl‘g

To” T3~ Ty

32[‘142['2 LU35 Ty + 4

202 a2 a0 dzy
27 13" Ty
. 81’14 1’22 1’341’44 —|—2SL’14 1’36 LL’44 +1
div Ty = TR I— dxs
45(72 T3° Ty

4 1’22 1’43 + Ty X3 — 2 1'32 1'43

dxs + dzy

41’23 1’34 1'44 4!13'22 1'32 1’45
, 2x1t w5 w4t — 29 243 + 25 dxo 4 + T3
div T7 = 3 . 3.4 dLL’Q + o 4.4 dLL’g +

41’2 T3° Ty 41’2 3™ Ty

. 25(71 LL’3 1 $2$43+2$3 45(711’3 Ty
leTgI—idl’l—i-le’g—i—ﬁdl’g— 3 . 2
LE‘Q 4LU2 T3° Ty 4LU2 T3~ Ty 45(72 T3° Ty
. 2 1’13 LU34 2 LU14 LU37 %’44 + X9 1’43 + 2 T3
div Ty = — =22 day + B dzy
i) 2!13'2 €T3° Ty

—dxtas gt + 30143 4+ 225 To T4 + 45
1,4 dzs + 3.5

21’22 T3" Ty 21’22 T3° Ty
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2

2 1’13 LL’32 (SL’Q LL’43 + 2 To T3 + 1’32 2643)

div T10 = — D) 3 dl‘l
T2~ Ty
i —2 1'14 1’23 1'35 1'44 + 2 1’14 i) 1’37 1'44 + 1'22 1’43 + 2 To T3 + 1’32 1'43 de
2
41’24 1’33 1'44
5 LL’22 LL’43 +6 To T3 + 1’32 1’43 1’22 LL’43 + 14 To T3 + 1’32 LL’43
3 o4 4 d,’L‘g + 3,.3.,5 dflf4 ’
45(72 T3~ Ty 4LU2 T3° Ty
. 4!13'13 1’32 (1'22 1’43 + 2 To T3 + 1'32 1’43)
div Tll = — dl’l
1’22 1'43
2 1’14 1’22 LL’36 Ty + 21’14 ) LL’37 1’44 + 1’22 LL’43 + 45(32 T3 + 35(732 1’43 d
xot wyd x4t 2
2 3 4
—2xt s st — 6wt o wsb g — At st st + 3052 1+ A xg g + 32 243 dz
3
1'23 1’34 1’44
6 1’14 1’22 LL’36 Ty + LL’22 1’43 + 8 To T3 + 1’32 LL’43
3 a3 7 5 dzy
L2” T3~ Ty
3 3 4 5 8 2 10 2 4 5
div T _81’1 I3 (21’1 Lo X3 1’4+1)dx _—2!13'1 T X3 Xy” + X1 T T3 l’4+1dx
T2 Ty T2” T3~ Tq
7 4 5 -3 4 5 3
T1 ToI3” Ty T17 To X3 Ty +
d!L’g — d!L’4
2 3 2 2 2 3 ’
Lo~ X3° Xy Lo~ X3™ Xy
. 2 1'18 1’22 1'310 1'42 —1
div T13 = (—8I17I38) dl‘l— 3 3 5 diUQ"‘ﬁdIg"‘ﬁdl}l s
21’2 T3” Ty 21’2 T3° Ty 2!13'2 T3 Ty
. 32 .CL’13 .CL’33 (1’14 ) .1’35 T4+ 1) 8 (1’14 i) 1’35 T4+ 1)
div T14 = dl’l — 3 5 D) d!L’Q
To Ty T2” T3~ Ty
8 (4 1’18 1’22 1'310 1'42 + 31’14 ) 1'35 Ty — 1) de — 8 (1'14 ) 1'35 Ty + 1) du
192 13 142 ’ xo? 132 143 L
2 437 L4 2 43744
. 4 4:1718 LU22 1’310 1’42 —1 4
div T15 = (16 1’171’38) d!L’l T T 3.3 3 d!L’Q + ( 5 . 3.9 ) dl’g - 5 . 2.3 CL'L'4 s
T2° X3” X4 To” X3° Xy Lo~ X3” Xy

div T16 = (—4 T 1’34) dl’l + (—12 1’12 1'33) dl’g s
div T17 = (8 I 1’32 (4 1’12 + 1’32)) d!L’l + (12 1’12 I3 (1’12 + 21’32)) dl’g s
21’121’32 (1’12 + 1’32)

T2

div T18 = (4 T 1’32 (2 LL’12 + LL’32)) dSL’l + dSL’g s

21’12 1'34 2!13'1 T3
div Tlg = CL'E'Q +
T2 T2

div Tgo = (8 T 1’32 (2 LL’12 + LL’32)) dSL’l + (8 LL’12£L’3 (LL’12 + 21’32)) dLL’g s
div T21 = (4 T 1'34) dl’l + (8 1'12 1'33) dl’g .

d!L’4 s

It can be checked that these divergences are R-linearly independent, finishing the proof.
O

Corollary 3.2. There exists no natural 2-tensor T associated to metrics and 2-forms that
verifies the following properties:

(a) If F, =0, then T,, = 0.

(b) T' is homogeneous of relative weight (1, —2)
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(C) divT = —’éaFF.

Proof: Let E be the Maxwell tensor, as defined in Equation [Tl Recall that div E = —igpF,
and so by the same arguments as above it suffices to find an example of a manifold equipped
with a metric and a 2-form in which div £ and the divergences of the 21 tensors found in
the proof of Theorem B.1] are R-linearly independent. The same example works: defining X,
g and F' as in the previous proof, the tensor E and its divergence are expressed as

1+3ztzexs’®x 143zt ze a3
E=— ! 273 4d.f171®d.§(71— ! 273 4d$2®d$2
29 T3 Xy 2x9 314
3+ xitwyas® 3+aitayas®a
— L o203 4dx3®dx3— L2703 4dx4®dx4
25(725(73.3(74 2
1+ 2tz
— L =203 4dx5®dx5 ,
2
. 14z rexs®x 142z 20232
div E:(—6LE13.§L’34) dl‘l— ! 23 4d.§(]2— ! 23 4d$3—|— dLU4,
1’2225'35(74 I2I32.§L’4 $21’3$42
which is R-linearly independent with the divergences obtained in Theorem [B.1l 0

Remark 3.3. Although we have not required the 2-form F' to be closed, it is always the
case that dF = 0, due to the Maxwell equations. The reader could then ask whether adding
this condition changes in a meaningful way the previous results.

The answer is that both results are still valid after supposing that dF" = 0. Let us
provide a brief overview on how the proof goes: observe that a variant of Theorem 2.4 that
computes natural tensors associated to metrics and closed 2-forms can be proven, utilizing
the techniques developed in [6] and adding the symmetry

Fijr+ Fji+ Frij =0

to the definition of the spaces V.

Then, the proof of Theorem [B.1] stays the same, taking into account that 717 and Ty
become constant multiples of T}g and Ty respectively, due to the new symmetry. The example
(X, g, F) suffices, where X and g are defined in the same way and F' := (2,2 3%) dz; A dag—
Ml—;“dxg A drs + drs A dxy.

In the example (X, g, F'), div F is still linearly independent of the rest of divergences, and
so the proof of the corollary would remain essentially unchanged.

Remark 3.4. The computations in the proofs above of the expressions of the tensors and
divergences in the chosen manifold, as well as their linear independence, have been performed
by the mathematical software MATLAB R2020a.
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