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Abstract

The unique Nature of the Lorentz group in four dimensions is the root cause of
the many remarkable properties of the Einstein spacetimes, in particular their
operational structure on the 2-forms. We show how this operational structure can
be used for two ends. First, it allows for a simple generalization of the Birkhoff
theorem to Schwarzschild (A)de-Sitter spacetime. Second, it provides the means
to construct an Abelian endomorphism group on the space of 2-forms. It is
observed that taking the trace over this group element-wise induces a further
Abelian group which may be identified with a tensor representation of conformal
transformations, giving Einstein spacetimes access to their own conformal equiv-
alence class. A further trace over the group yields the curvature invariants of the
spacetime. The Kretschmann scalar becomes the topological Euler density, which
may be linked in a simple way to the Hawking temperature of horizons.
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1 Introduction

Throughout its development, General Relativity (GR) has been examined from vari-
ous perspectives [1, 2]. One of its most notable attributes is its connection to modern
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mathematics, particularly through its association with smooth manifolds. This inter-
section has yielded a number of significant results: the topological theorems regarding
singularities and horizon kinematics [3, 4], global existence and stability analyses
[5, 6], algebraic decomposition and categorization schemes [7–9], and more recently,
the identification and interrelations between the numerous alternative formulations of
GR itself [10]. As a theory governing the causal structure of spacetime, these findings
have profound implications across the spectrum of modern physics, particularly in the
realm of quantum gravity.

While these results and theorems can be broadly applicable when considering the
topology of spacetime, it is crucial to acknowledge that once specific dimensions and
signatures are defined, there will be results specific to these particular cases. There
are two primary reasons for this: (i) The choice of dimension dictates the degrees of
freedom of the curvature tensor [11] and (ii) The smooth differential operations (for
instance the Hodge dual) are influenced by these choices [12, 13]. This observation
often serves as a guiding principle for understanding the fundamental properties and
formulation of the field equations, and subsequently, for exploring alternatives to GR
[10, 14–17].

An important example of this phenomenon is found in the statement of the Love-
lock theorem: the unique choice for a 2-tensor constructed from the metric and its first
and second derivatives, having vanishing divergence, is the Einstein tensor together
with Λgµν [18]. Lovelock was able to prove this in four-dimensions without relying on
linearity in the second derivatives of the metric, and then later without assuming sym-
metry in indices [19]. As the dimensionality of spacetime increases, additional terms
satisfying these assumptions become possible, and one loses the unique nature of the
field equations [20].

The investigation of four-dimensional spacetime is a cornerstone of modern physics
and one which has revealed the unique geometric characteristics of the Lorentz group.
Only in four dimensions is the Riemann tensors basis in the product space of 2-forms
decomposable [10, 21, 22]. The reason for this lies in the operation of the Hodge dual
on 2-forms, which (for Lorentz signature) assumes complex eigenvalues. This allows
precise operational statements regarding the structural properties of spacetime to be
formulated within the domain of 2-forms. A notable result is that a spacetime is
Einstein (Rµν = Λgµν) if and only if the Riemann tensor commutes with the Hodge
dual. This insight, expounded upon in Section 2, culminates in a straightforward
generalization of the Birkhoff theorem [23] to asymptotically (A)de Sitter spacetimes.

Furthermore the Weyl tensor assumes a critical role in both the 2-form and Lorentz
decomposition of the Riemann curvature, where four dimensions is the minimum num-
ber required such that it does not vanish identically [11, 24]. For all dimensions greater
than or equal to four, this vanishing then occurs if and only if spacetime is locally
conformally flat by the Weyl-Shouten theorem [7, 25]. The conformal transformations
- those mappings that enlarge the diffeomorphisms to include only angle preservation
- emerge as indispensable tools within GR, bridging a gap between local and global
properties of spacetime [4, 7, 12, 24–27]. One such illustration is the conformal equiv-
alence theorem, which demonstrates any analytic f(R) theory is equivalent to (by a
conformal transformation) GR minimally coupled to a self-interacting scalar field [28].
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Consequently, higher-order gravity theories introduce additional degrees of freedom,
allowing them to be constrained [29, 30]. Beyond General Relativity, the influence of
the conformal group extends to a wide array of physically significant scenarios. Confor-
mal methodologies have proven crucial in condensed matter and statistical mechanics,
particularly in computations involving correlation functions and the theory of phase
transitions [31–33]. The critical collapse analysis of black holes offers an interesting
bridge between the phase transitions and GR in this sense, since a universal critical
exponent is observed [34]. This interplay between geometry, symmetry, and confor-
mal transformations opens new avenues for understanding the fundamental nature of
spacetime, as we have seen for example in the case of the conformal field theories [35].

Once again, in four dimensions these properties manifest themselves in important
ways. There are a handful of objects that remain invariant under the conformal trans-
formations in GR, the Weyl tensor being one such example that is independent of
the dimensionality of spacetime [24, 25]. In addition, those energy-momentum ten-
sors for which the trace is vanishing prove to be conformally invariant. Curiously,
the pure Maxwell field satisfies this constraint in four dimensions [12]. Therefore, the
light cone determines both the causal and conformal properties of spacetime simul-
taneously. Closely connected is the conformal invariance of the Hodge dual acting on
2-forms (or more generally middle degree forms in even dimensions) [10, 12]. It is
possible to show that knowledge of the Hodge dual on 2-forms determines the confor-
mal metric, another result unique to four dimensions [10, 36]. Exactly what role the
conformal structure plays at the foundational (or perhaps axiomatic) level in GR is
far from clear at present, although these points and their formal development have
a direct connection to the EPS axiomization scheme [37], since there are necessarily
relations formed between the projective and conformal structures of spacetime [38].
This relationship is something we see quite explicitly in the special case of de Sit-
ter spacetime. de Sitter holds a fundamental position in General Relativity, serving
as the dynamical ground state known prior to the solving of the field equations. It is
understood as a quotient space, with local kinematics governed by the de-Sitter group
which encompasses proper conformal transformations, sourced by an invariant length
scale determined by the non-vanishing of the cosmological constant [39].

The arguments above suggest that the four-dimensional Einstein spacetimes
(viewed as an extension of de Sitter) offer a particularly effective framework to explore
the relationship between differential and conformal structure. Here one has both the
Hodge dual, which maintains its form under conformal transformations, and the Rie-
mann tensor, which does not. The essential element is that knowledge of the Hodge
dual as an operation on the 2-forms determines the conformal metric. Since in the four-
dimensional Einstein spacetimes these operations commute, they must share spectral
data. It is not unreasonable to suppose this culminates in the Riemann tensor pos-
sessing knowledge of the conformal metric. The objective of this study is to affirm
this expectation and draw attention to intriguing mathematical developments occur-
ring within the conformal class of four-dimensional Einstein spacetimes. In section 3,
we demonstrate the feasibility of constructing a group of endomorphisms that act on
the space of 2-forms through the identification of an appropriate ”inverse” Riemann
tensor in an operational sense. In the limit where the commutator of the Hodge dual
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and the Riemann tensor approaches zero (or when the spacetime is Einstein), this
group exhibits an Abelian structure. Presently, it remains uncertain what this group
operation exactly preserves in terms of action on the 2-forms.

With the Einstein condition in effect, the tensor trace over this group results in a
well-defined element-wise reduction of the group. In section 4, we show how this leads
to a distinct Abelian group that can be associated with conformal transformations: due
to a theorem of Petrov [9], such a trace is always proportional to the Kronecker-delta
for any element of the endomorphism group. Acting then on the metric results in a
in an overall functional multiplication, which is precisely a conformal transformation.
We contend then that the unique attributes of four-dimensional Einstein spacetimes
endow them with an understanding of their own conformal equivalence class [g], which
is encoded within the Riemann tensor. Notably, the cosmological constant assumes
an active role as the generator of homotheties, representing scaling transformations
within the conformal class.

In addition to this, one can take the double trace and produce scalar functions
from the group of 2-form endomorphisms. We consider briefly the result of this in the
final section. Such functions are interesting in themselves, since they - or at least some
subset thereof - may be identified with curvature invariants and the integrands of
topological invariants. The Einstein spacetimes have the further unique property that
their Euler-characteristic is determined completely by the Krestchmann scalar (by the
Gauss-Bonet theorem [40, 41]), which is equivalent to demanding that G be Abelian.
We end with comments on the potential role of this observation in the dynamics of
spacetime.

2 2-Forms in Four Dimensions

Within GR one considers spacetime as a differential manifold M whose structure
is specified by both the metric compatibility and vanishing torsion conditions. As a
consequence of this, the Riemann tensor possesses a number of symmetries [11, 24].
Regardless of the dimensionality ofM, these properties are such that it may be viewed
as an operator on the 2-forms - more specifically an endomorphism - under index
contraction:

ωµν = Rαβ
µνωαβ , ω ∈ Λ2(M), (1)

where Λ2(M) denotes the space of 2-forms on M. This property is of course well
known: the mapping has the same structure in the space of bi-vectors and forms the
conceptual basis of the Petrov classification [7, 9, 42]. Indeed, sinceM is equipped with
a metric the spaces of 2-forms and bi-vectors are isomorphic, which will become impor-
tant later (see section 5.1). Since the Riemann tensor is antisymmetric in both pairs
of indices, but symmetric over the pair exchange, it actually constitutes a symmetric
matrix over the product space of 2-forms [10, 22]. Specializing now to four-dimensions,
this representation exhibits additional structure. The reason is that the Hodge dual is
now also an operator on 2-forms, with the additional property that it square to minus
the identity,

(⋆)
2
=

1

4
εαβµν ε

ρσ
αβ = −1

2
(δρµδ

σ
ν − δρνδ

σ
µ) ≡ −IΛ2(M). (2)
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Therefore, the space of 2-forms is decomposed into a direct sum of two subspaces
corresponding to the two possible eigenvalues of the Hodge dual. The Riemann tensor
subsequently decomposes but now over the product space, giving (thanks to symmetry)
three distinct elements: self-dual self-dual, anti-self-dual anti-self-dual, and mixed.
Now, for all dimensions n ≥ 4 the Riemann tensor also admits its irreducible Lorentz
decomposition [11, 43, 44]

Rµνρσ = Cµνρσ +
1

2
(gµρRνσ−gµσRνρ−gνρRµσ+gνσRµρ)−

R

6
(gµρgνσ−gµσgνρ). (3)

The point here is that these two decompositions cannot be independent. A key result
unique to four-dimensions is that a spacetime is Einstein if and only if the mixed
component of the Riemann tensor vanishes, which is equivalent to the statement that
it commutes with the Hodge dual as operations on 2-forms [10, 22],

[Riemann, ⋆] = 0 ⇔ Rµν = Λgµν , (4)

which is a corollary of Petrov’s classification.

2.1 Birkhoff Theorem for Einstein spacetimes

The importance of this result lies in the fact that it is purely operational: the com-
mutator defined above will hold for any choice of 2-form in Λ2(M). The power of this
can be exhibited for example in the following statement:
Theorem 1. Any spherically symmetric four-dimensional Einstein spacetime is
necessarily Schwarzschild-(A)de Sitter.

Previously, this has been shown in a manner analogous to the Birkhoff theorem
[23, 45]. However, one can now show this without appealing to the field equation via
the operational character of (4). Consider an arbitrary 2-form on spacetime; this is
defined up to 6 arbitrary functions of the spacetime coordinates. Suppose we have

ω = ωαβdx
α ∧ dxβ (5)

with

ωαβ =







0 −A(t, r, θ, φ) −B(t, r, θ, φ) −D(t, r, θ, φ)
A(t, r, θ, φ) 0 −C(t, r, θ, φ) −E(t, r, θ, φ)
B(t, r, θ, φ) C(t, r, θ, φ) 0 −F (t, r, θ, φ)
D(t, r, θ, φ) E(t, r, θ, φ) F (t, r, θ, φ) 0







, (6)

then with the spherically symmetric interval

ds2 = −e2v(t,r)dt2 + e2f(t,r)dr2 + r2dΩ2
S2

(7)

the proof amounts to a solving the set of constraints (3) on the metric functions, since
all dependence on the 2-form coefficients (6) can be eliminated (see appendix). The
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result is then

ds2 = −
(

1− 2M

r
− 2λr2

)

dt2 +

(

1− 2M

r
− 2λr2

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩS2 , (8)

where λ = 6Λ. In principle the same technique could be applied to an axisymmet-
ric spacetime to yield (presumably) the Kerr-de Sitter solution without having to
appeal to the Ernst equation [20], although this appears difficult at present. A similar
argument implies the only flat cosmology

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)(dx2 + dy2 + dz2) (9)

that is Einstein, is that for which

(
da(t)

dt

)2

= a(t)
d2a(t)

dt2
, (10)

or that exponential expansion is required on spatial slices, which is of course the de
Sitter universe. And finally it follows immediately that for the pp-wave spacetime

ds2 = H(u, x, y)du2 + 2dudv + dx2 + dy2, (11)

the commutator vanishes if and only if H(u, x, y) is a harmonic function in x, y.
It is not difficult to see from (3) - by exploiting the Weyl-Schouten theorem - that

any locally conformally flat Einstein spacetime is maximally symmetric and hence
must coincide with (A)de Sitter (since in this instance the scalar curvature is char-
acterized by Λ, we can use the theorem of Weinberg [11] that any two maximally
symmetric spaces sharing the same scalar curvature must be equivalent up to a coor-
dinate transformation). In the context of the above, this is the unique representation
in which the Riemann tensor operators as the identity on the 2-forms modulo the
cosmological constant,

Rµν
ρσ =

Λ

3
IΛ2(M). (12)

3 Constructing the Endomorphism Group on
2-forms

Since the result (4) and the subsequent arguments regarding solutions of the field
equations are of an operational nature, and since these operations are endomorphisms,
it suggests the presence of an underlying group structure with (2,2)-tensor represen-
tations on Λ2(M). The product operation here is given by tensor contraction, for
instance

ωµν =
1

2
Rαβ

µν ε
γδ
αβωγδ. (13)

The Hodge dual has the property (2) which restricts its product. However, there is
no such constraint for the Riemann tensor, allowing one to construct various ’powers’
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that retain the endomorphism character by virtue of symmetry,

(R)n ≡ (Rρσ
µν)

n
= Rab

µνR
cd
abR

ef
cd · · ·R

ρσ
αβ

︸ ︷︷ ︸

n-times

(14)

We therefore have a well defined identity element (2), a product operation (14) and
associativity which is a direct consequence of index contraction. In order to construct
a group, it is necessary that each element have a unique inverse. In the case of the
Hodge dual, it is just minus itself by virtue of (2). For the powers of the Riemann
tensor (and every concomitant with the Hodge dual, which is restricted in Einstein
spacetimes by the vanishing commutator), an inverse is defined by the condition

1

4
Φαβ

µνR
ρσ
αβ = I

ρσ
µν . (15)

The factor of 1/4 is necessary due to the symmetry properties of each tensor which
could be absorbed into the definition of each object as an operator on 2-forms, as with
the Hodge dual (2). While we will not so show that such tensors exist in general, for
the spacetimes that we will consider (de Sitter, Schwarzschild, Schwarzschild-de Sitter,
etc) the inverse Φ turns out to be the Riemann tensor with all individual elements
inverted. All powers have inverse defined in an identical way,

(ϕ)
n ≡ (Φρσ

µν)
n
= Φabµν

ab Φcd
abΦ

ef
cd · · ·Φ

ρσ
αβ

︸ ︷︷ ︸

n-times

,
1

4n
(Φαβ

µν )
n
(Rρσ

αβ)
n
= I

ρσ
µν (16)

We will refer to both (14) and (16) generically as ’the Riemann tensors’ in what follows.
There is an important point here that is worth addressing. There may exist many
more tensors that are able to operate as endomorphisms 2-forms. Indeed, the necessary
condition is that such a (2,2)-tensor be antisymmetric after contraction with a 2-form
in the remaining indices. Here we are interested in operations that are concomitant to
the metric and its first and second derivatives, for reasons that will become apparent.
While there is no proof (that we know of) that the only such operations to consider
are the Riemann tensor together with the Hodge dual (analogous to the Lovelock
theorem), we will limit ourselves to these here.

Bringing everything together, we have a group composed of elements

G = {ϕn,Rn, ⋆, IΛ2(M)}, (17)

such that each element acts as an endomorphism on 2-forms

∀q ∈ G, q: Λ2(M) → Λ2(M), (18)

with the group multiplication law given by tensor contraction

q · h 7→ kρσµν ≡ qαβµν h
ρσ
αβ . (19)
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Notice that in the limit in which M is Einstein - by virtue of (4) - this group is
Abelian. It is at present unclear exactly what this group operation preserves in relation
to Λ2(M): one can verify that the inner-product on 2-forms is not itself an invariant.

3.1 Properties of G and Some Examples

It is instructive at this point to consider the structure of G in some simple spacetimes,
in order to understand its general properties. Selecting a spacetime amounts to select-
ing a representation for G (i.e. a choice of metric), which is unspecified otherwise. The
Hodge dual and the Riemann tensors operate on the space of 2-forms in fundamentally
different ways: given some specific component of a differential form, the Hodge dual is
able to transfer this to its orthogonal co-element (modulo orientation). The Riemann
tensors on the other hand are bound (at least for the Einstein spacetimes which we
have considered). In other words, the Hodge dual may interchange matrix elements in
(6) - in a precise way - while the Riemann tensors operate element wise, e.g.

⋆: ωtr → ωθφ (and vice-versa, modulo multiplicative factors),

(R, ϕ)
n
: ωtr → ωtr (modulo multiplicative factors).

(20)

The Hodge dual is the more dynamic operation in this sense, although note that no
operations within G ever involve derivatives of the 2-form coefficient functions - which
is why one can prove, using (4), the result (8). The powers of the Riemann tensors
therefore always operate in such a way so as to scale these coefficient functions element
wise. In addition, each subsequent contraction of the Riemann tensors initiates an
overall sign flip as an operation on 2-forms, due to asymmetry over contraction.

As mentioned already, the only instance in which G is immediately known is for
spacetimes that are both Einstein and locally conformally flat. These are maximally
symmetric and hence equivalent to the de Sitter solution. These symmetry restrictions
provide a representation in which the Riemann tensor is proportional to the identity
(12) due to its Lorentz decomposition (3). It follows immediately that we may write

(R)
n
=

Λn

3n
IΛ2(M), (ϕ)

n
=

3n

Λn
IΛ2(M). (21)

Thus, the Riemann tensor acts as a scaling transformation on differential 2-forms,
with the characteristic length scale provided by the non-vanishing cosmological con-
stant. It has been argued previously that de Sitter is the unique kinematical ground
state of GR, since it is known prior to the solving of the field equations as a moduli
space [39]. Viewed as operations, the construction of (21) supports this as it is the
unique representation in which the cosmological constant completely characterizes G;
in Minkowski spacetime, the only operation that remains is the Hodge dual, which is
trivial in that it induces only sign changes.

As another example, let us consider those four-dimensional spacetimes that are
both Einstein and spherically symmetric. As we have seen, there is a correspondence
in this case to the Schwarzschild-(A)de Sitter solution (8). Unlike for (21) however
the scaling is not constant and depends on the 2-form element under consideration.
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Suppose we wish to compute
ω̃tφ = Rρσ

tφωρσ. (22)

The only non-vanishing component of the Riemann tensor in this instance (modulo
asymmetry) is

Rtφ
tφ =

2λr3 −M

r3
. (23)

Using (6), we again see element-wise scaling,

(ω̃)tφ =
2(2λr3 −M)D(t, r, θ, φ)

r3
dt ∧ dφ. (24)

For comparison, note that

( ⋆ ω)tφ =
1

2
ερσtφωρσ =

(2λr3 + 2M − r) sin(θ)C(t, r, θ, φ)

r
dt ∧ dφ, (25)

where we see explicitly the interchanging property of the Hodge dual (functions D and
C are permuted). Returning to the Riemann tensor, we may write the general form

(Rn)
ρσ
tφωρσ = (−1)n+1ΓnD(t, r, θ, φ) (26)

where

Γn =

[
2(2λr3 −M)

r3

]n

. (27)

Note that the factor 2 is generated by asymmetry. Similar results hold for the remain-
ing components of ω. The inverse powers of the Riemann tensors simply have the
inverse scaling relations. When Λ = 0, we recover the appropriate description of G
for the Schwarzschild spacetime. Again, one observes generic scaling behavior: this is
indicative of the presence of conformal transformations present in four-dimensional
Einstein spacetimes. Indeed, while the group G is interesting in itself, it is actually
the contraction over this group that proves to have more surprising properties. In
particular, we will find a representation of conformal transformations.

4 Conformal Transformations as Trace Over G

The elements of the group G operate as endomorphisms via index contraction on the
space of 2-forms. However, as (2,2)-tensor fields there are other permissible operations
that one can consider. The tensor trace here plays the essential role. First of all, the
Riemann tensor is an element of G and if M is Einstein its contraction is immediately
provided by the Einstein condition

Tr (Rαν
µβ) ≡ Rαν

µα = Λδνµ. (28)

A second point is that the Hodge dual (like the Weyl tensor) has vanishing trace
and therefore constitutes the kernel of G under index contraction, together with any
element concomitant to it. The remaining elements to consider are therefore the various
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Riemann tensors and the identity. From (2), we can see that the identity is mapped
into the Kronecker delta up to a constant factor:

Tr (IΛ2(M)) = −3

2
δνµ, (29)

suggesting that this will play the role of an appropriate identity element of whatever
structures remain upon the trace.

Consider now R2. Two examples of this trace are the following

Tr (R2) =







− 2
3Λ

2δνµ, dS

−
(

M2

r6
+ 24λ2

)

δνµ, S-dS.
(30)

In both cases, we can again see proportionality to the Kronecker-delta as with (28).
The same behaviour is seen in Kerr and Kerr-de Sitter. That is, one has

Tr (R2) = f(x,Λ)δνµ (31)

for some function of f of the spacetime coordinates xµ and the cosmological constant.
The same holds for the inverse Tr (ϕ) and Tr (ϕ2) although the function is different
and not necessarily the inverse of f , e.g.

Tr (ϕ) =

{
9
Λδ

ν
µ, dS
3(2λr6+mr3)

2(2λ2r6+λmr3−m2)δ
ν
µ, S-dS.

(32)

and more generally we observe

Tr (ϕ2) = g̃(x,Λ)δνµ (33)

The factors proportional to the cosmological constant in (30) come from the following
argument. Taking the trace over the second power in the Riemann tensor amounts to
computing

Tr (R2) = Rαβ
µκR

κν
αβ . (34)

Using the Lorentz decomposition of the Riemann tensor (3) together with the Einstein
condition, we can recast the above in terms of the Weyl tensor,

Tr (R2) = Cαβ
µκC

κν
αβ − 2

3
Λ2δνµ. (35)

This procedure can be iterated for any power in the curvature tensor. The property
(31) is, of course, general: it holds to any power of the Riemann tensor and its inverse.
That is, for Einstein spacetimes, the trace over any power of the Riemann tensors is
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proportional to the Kronecker-delta:

Tr (Rn) = fn(x,Λ)δνµ,

Tr (ϕn) = g̃n(x,Λ)δνµ,
(36)

where fn, g̃n are unique for each choice of n. We present a brief argument in the next
subsection. For now, one notes that - being proportional to the Kronecker-delta - these
traces have the remarkable property that (viewed as an operation) they preserve the
metric tensor modulo a function. Taking Rn for clarity, we have

[ Tr (Rn)]νµgαν = fn(x,Λ)gαµ. (37)

Provided that we modulo over the sign of these functions (to remove any negative
such as that appearing in (29)) then this is nothing more than a tensor representation
of a conformal transformation [12, 22, 24, 25]

gµν 7→ g′µν = Ω2(x)gµν . (38)

Therefore each non-vanishing trace over G (viewed as a contraction operation per-
formed element-wise) generates a conformal transformation of the metric. Each of these
conformal transformations can be collected together to again form an Abelian group,
since for each transformation (37) a unique inverse can be defined relative to the iden-
tity as before, which here however is just the Kronecker delta itself (defined in terms
of the metric as gµνg

νρ = δρµ). Consequently, simply by virtue of being curved, a four-
dimensional Einstein spacetime has access to (some part thereof) its own conformal
equivalence class [g].

4.1 The Kronecker-delta Property of the Trace

That each trace of the elements of G be either 0 or a representation of a conformal
transformation is a remarkable property of the Einstein spacetimes that needs justifi-
cation. Clearly this is an algebraic result unique to the Einstein condition Rµν = Λgµν .
Its proof is a consequence of the duality structure of the four-dimensional Lorentzian
spacetimes and is a precursor to the Petrov classification. Indeed, Petrov proves [9, 42]
that the self-dual part of the Riemann tensor must be an algebraic function of the
Ricci tensor. This self-dual component may be written as

1

2

(

Rµνρσ +
1

4
εµνabR

abcdερσcd

)

≡ R + ⋆R ⋆ . (39)

The vanishing of this self-dual component of the Riemann tensor is then entirely equiv-
alent to the statement of (4), which is indeed the statement that a four-dimensional
spacetime be Einstein. However, one has to be careful here because we may further
decompose the Riemann tensor into the eingenbases of the Hodge dual [10, 22]. In gen-
eral, it is a symmetric matrix over the product space Λ2(M)⊗Λ2(M), decomposable
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as1

R =

(
A B
BT C

)

, (40)

where A is the self-dual self-dual component, B is the self-dual anti-self-dual compo-
nent (with BT its transpose) and C the anti-self-dual anti-self-dual component. In this
notation, (39) is the the first row of the block decomposition. The Einstein condition
(4) is equivalent to the vanishing of B, the self-dual anti-self-dual component. In addi-
tion, C is the complex conjugate of A [10, 22]. Thus, for an Einstein spacetime, all
information regarding curvature must be contained in the self-dual self-dual compo-
nent A of the block decomposition2 (40), which by Petrov’s result must be an algebraic
function of the Ricci tensor. The Einstein condition then demands this in turn be pro-
portional to the metric. It follows by raising an index we must have proportionality to
the delta function. Furthermore, since the Riemann tensors are contractions over var-
ious powers of the Riemann tensor (or its inverse), these too must be algebraic in the
Kronecker-delta, and the observation (35) holds true: traces over the endomorphism
group G on 2-forms yield conformal transformations.

5 Invariants as Second-Order Contractions over G

We emphasised in the previous section that viewing the elements of G as tensor fields
allows for the standard operations of tensor calculus to be performed element wise
over G. Initially, elements of G are the (2, 2) tensor fields given by (17). Taking the
contraction (or tensor trace) is a map (2, 2) → (1, 1), where for the spacetimes we con-
sidered such (1, 1)-tensor fields are seen to be proportional to the Kronecker delta, and
hence form a tensor representation of conformal transformations (37). Taken together,
all these operations again form a group G′ which we may manipulate in the same way.
That is, we have reductions

Aµν
ρσ ∈ G 7→ Aν

ρ ∝ δνρ ∈ G′ 7→ A ∈ C∞(R), (41)

where each map is the trace defined in (28).
The reduction to scalar fields is of interest in both the general and Einstein case.

Denoting generically in (41) the reduction to scalar fields over the double trace as
Tr2(·), we draw attention to three specific instances:

(i): Tr2(R2) = Rµν
ρσR

σρ
µν ,

(ii): Tr2(R ⋆ R) =
1

2
Rµν

ρσε
αβ
µνR

σρ
αβ ,

(iii): Tr2(⋆R ⋆ R) =
1

4
εµνρσR

αβ
µν ε

γδ
αβR

σρ
γδ ,

(42)

which constitute the second-order curvature invariants on M [46]. (i) is obviously the
Kretschmann scalar, while (ii) and (iii) are less obvious presented in this form. (ii)
may be identified (through the Chern-Weil theorem) with the integrand of the first

1Or the equivalent basis of the bi-vectors. Since they are isomorphic, the choice is irrelevant.
2It then follows that a spacetime is Einstein if and only if the Levi-Civita connection is self-dual [40].
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Chern-Pontryagin class, p1(M) [22, 40, 41]. In words, one expects that integration
of (ii) over the whole manifold yields exactly an integer, a topological invariant that
characterisesM. (iii) is also such an integrand, this time the topological Euler density,
which via the Gauss-Bonnet theorem we may express as

RµνρσRµνρσ − 4RµνRµν +R2 = Tr2(⋆R ⋆ R). (43)

For the Einstein spacetimes, something very interesting happens. From (43), we first
notice that the contribution to the Euler density R2 − 4RµνRµν is identically zero.
Alternatively, we may notice that since for Einstein spacetimes the Riemann tensor
commutes with the Hodge dual (4), the right hand side is simply Tr2(−R2). Therefore,
one may define an Einstein spacetime to be exactly those spacetimes whose topological
Euler density is completely characterized by its Kretschmann scalar. Additionally, any
higher-order curvature invariant constructed in this way can contain at most one power
of the Hodge dual. Analyzing the nature of G under trace operations therefore gives
a compact and self-consistent approach to construction of (non-derivative) curvature
invariants on M. Such analysis could lead to connections between the group G and
de-Rham cohomology in the context of the Chern-Weil theorem.

5.1 Topological Properties of the Hawking Temperature

That the Kretschmann scalar and topological Euler density are equivalent for Einstein
spacetimes has profound implications. Recently Altas and Tekin [47] introduced a
method for computation of the Hawking temperature that does not rely on semi-
classical analysis. One need only construct an integral of the Kretschmann scalar
over a temporal slicing of a spacetime region bounded by horizons. The nature of
this result is, of course, topological (as observed previously, see [48–50]) since the
equivalence (43) demands that the Hawking temperature of a horizon be a global
property of an Einstein manifold. One may combine these observations into a simple
’trick’ that allows for the computation of either the Euler characteristic χ(M) or the
Hawking temperature of an Einstein spacetime, whichever is not known. The Euler
characteristic may be written as

χ(M) = − 1

128π2

∫

M

Tr2(⋆R ⋆ R)
√−gd4x, (44)

or equivalently

χ(M) =
1

32π2

∫

M

Rµν
ρσR

ρσ
µν

√−gd4x. (45)

We may decompose the measure over the four coordinates, together with the appro-
priate ranges. For the radial integral, the bounds are determined by the horizons. The
only difficult part here is the temporal integral which has infinite bounds (Altas and
Tekin remove this trivial divergence by taking a compact time interval which they let
diverge at the end of the calculation). The trick - and what all the analysis of previous
comments amounts to (formalized in the context of the Wick rotation and Euclidean
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path integrals) [48, 50] - is that one can simply replace the temporal integral with the
inverse Hawking temperature. That is, we have

χ(M) =
1

32π2TH

∫ rΛ

rh

dr

∫

Rµν
ρσR

ρσ
µν

√−gdΩ2. (46)

Here rΛ and rh set the scale for horizons (if present) generated by a cosmological
constant Λ and black hole mass M , respectively: effectively, they define the region over
which Schwarzschild coordinates (or some equivalent exterior cover) are well defined.
One can verify this formula for standard cases (e.g. Schwarzschild, S-dS etc) either as
a means of computing χ(M) or TH . Regardless, the key observation is that for the
Einstein spacetimes the Hawking temperature of a horizon is of a topological nature,
independent of any semi-classical quantum field theory one could define over M.

6 Conclusions

The four-dimensional Einstein spacetimes derive many of their unique properties from
the non-simple structure of the Lorentz algebra so(1, 3) [10]. Both the Hodge dual
and the Riemann tensor act as endomorphisms on the space of 2-forms, with the
special limit of their commutator vanishing being equivalent to the Einstein condition
Rµν = Λgµν . This allows for a simple generalization of the Birkhoff theorem for
spacetimes that are asymptotically (A)dS, giving the Schwarzschild-de Sitter solution
(8), without appealing to the Einstein field equations. As operations, both the Riemann
tensor and the Hodge dual each have a unique inverse since an identity operation
is provided on Λ2(M) by (2). The Riemann tensor and its inverse can be taken to
arbitrary powers via tensor contraction which act as scaling transformations on the
differential 2-forms. These operations combine to form an Abelian group G (17), which
we reiterate has no clear interpretation (at present) as a symmetry of spacetime.

One expects that this group should contain conformal data for the following reason:
the Hodge dual on 2-forms determines the conformal metric [10, 36]. In the Einstein
limit the group however is Abelian, which suggests that the Riemann tensor should
also determine the conformal metric since it commutes as an operation with the Hodge
dual and must therefore share ’spectral data’. We have shown that this is the case
through the trace operation, which is provided in the first instance by the Einstein
condition itself (28). The trace over any element of G that is concomitant to the Hodge
dual vanishes, while on the other hand we have argued (thanks to a result of Petrov
[9]) that the non-vanishing elements are always proportional to the Kronecker-Delta
(35) for the Einstein spacetimes. More fundamentally, the reason this result holds
is that these traces contain the conformal data: since they are proportional to the
Kronecker-Delta, contraction with the metric tensor preserves the metric up to some
functional multiplier (37), which is precisely a tensor representation of the conformal
transformations [12, 22, 24, 25]. Since the trace over G removes the Hodge dual, the
remaining objects are required to determine the conformal metric by the arguments
above, which can only be done via this proportionality since anything else would spoil
the property (37). Note that the collection of all such elements Tr(G) again forms an
Abelian group, since the identity is provided by the Kronecker delta (29). We are lead
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therefore to conclude that the Einstein spacetimes have access to (somepart thereof)
their own conformal equivalence class simply by virtue of being curved. The de Sit-
ter solution forms the ground state of GR not only in the kinematic sense [36], but
also here as the fundamental representation (12) known via maximal symmetry. In
this case, upon taking the trace each element of G resolves to a scaling transforma-
tion (homothety) in powers of the cosmological constant, showing its active role as
a generator of such transformations. The ”somepart thereof” in our initial statement
is important since not every conformal transformation is necessarily generated in the
manner devised here, as is clear from the de Sitter example, but some natural subset
are nonetheless present. However, we recall that in the construction of G we considered
only the Hodge dual and Riemann tensors: it is possible that there are other tensors
(not concomitant to the metric) that act as endomorphisms of Λ2(M), which when
contracted in the manner described populate the conformal group in its entirety, but
this is a subject requiring further investigations.

Tracing again over the group yields characteristic curvature invariants ofM, which
by some important theorems are - at the quadratic level (42) [46] - the associated inte-
grands of topological invariants, notably the first Chern-Pontryagin class, p1(M) and
the Euler characteristic χ(M) [40, 41]. Since the Einstein condition is equivalent to
the Abelian nature of G, for such spacetimes the curvature invariants can contain at
most one power of the Hodge dual, with its actual position of contraction being irrel-
evant. Notably, the Kretschmann scalar and the topological Euler density coincide for
such spacetimes. By virtue of a simple trick hinted at in other authors works[47–50],
one can use this form to construct a relationship (46) between the Euler character-
istic and the Hawking temperature of M, showing that even in four-dimensions the
associated temperature of a horizon is a topological property.

6.1 Open Questions

The primary goal of this work was to introduce the groupG and draw the communities
attention to the relationships it incites between group theory, conformal symmetry and
global topology, all within the context of the Einstein spacetimes. Many interesting
open questions remain: what is the consequence of an Einstein spacetime having access
to its own conformal equivalence class? Are higher curvature invariants analogous to
(42) generated from G necessarily topological? Can expression (46) be formalised?
And perhaps the most important question demanding answer: what is the physical
invariant of the endomorphism group G? We will continue to explore these problems
in future works.

Appendix A Proof of Theorem 1

To prove the generalization of the Birkhoff theorem to asymptotically (A)de Sitter
spacetimes, we exploit the fact that a spacetime is Einstein (in four dimensions) if
and only if the Riemann tensor commutes with the Hodge dual on 2-forms. Taking
the ansatz (7), together withe the general 2-form (6), one computes

ωµν = Rαβ
µν ε

ρσ
αβωρσ − εαβµνR

ρσ
αβωρσ. (A1)
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Demanding that this vanish gives a set of six constraints that can be solved for the
unknown metric functions appearing in (7). Actually, only three of these constraints
carry unique information and we may solve then the system given by

2De2f
∂f

∂t
− Ee2v

∂f

∂r
− Ee2v

∂v

∂r
= 0, (A2)

2E
∂f

∂t
−D

∂f

∂r
−D

∂v

∂r
= 0, (A3)

(A4)
F

(

r2e2f
(
∂f

∂t

)2

− r2e2f
∂f

∂t

∂v

∂t
+ r2e2v

∂f

∂r

∂v

∂r
− r2e2v

(
∂v

∂r

)2

e−(f+v)

+ r2e2f
∂2f

∂t2
− r2e2v

∂2v

∂r2
−
(

e2f − 1

)

e2v
)

e−(f+v) = 0.

where D,E and F are the 2-form coefficient functions (7). We can combine equations
(A2) and (A3) to eliminate this dependence, giving

±ef
∂f

∂t
− ∂f

∂r
− ∂v

∂r
= 0. (A5)

This alone is not enough to proceed. However, the Einstein condition is equivalent to
the vanishing of the trace-free Ricci tensor and hence the conditions (A2-A4) must be
complimented by this. For the spacetime (6) the temporal-radial components of the
trace-free Ricci tensor have the form

2

r

∂f

∂t
dt⊗ dr +

2

r

∂f

∂t
dr ⊗ dt (A6)

and thus to vanish we must have that f is a function of r alone

f = f(r). (A7)

With (A5) then this condition implies that3

v = v(r) + c1(t) (A8)

where c1(t) is some constant function in time, which we set to 0 without loss of
generality. It follows that

f(r) = −v(r). (A9)

With this, equation (A4) becomes a second-order ordinary differential equation in v,

2r2
(
dv(r)

dr

)2

+ r2
d2v(r)

dr2
+ e−2v(r) − 1 = 0, (A10)

3One must of course verify that the branch of solutions given by v = v(t) + c2(r) has no interesting
solutions, which is indeed the case.
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with analytic solution of the form

v(r) =
1

2
ln

(

1− 2M

r
− 2λr2

)

, (A11)

where M and λ are integration constants. Consequently, the metric (7) is constructed
from (A11) yielding

ds2 = −
(

1− 2M

r
− 2λr2

)

dt2 +

(

1− 2M

r
− 2λr2

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩS2 . (A12)

The integration constants M and Λ = 6λ are thus to be interpreted as the mass
and the cosmological constant, respectively. In the limit where Λ = 0, we have thus
recovered the Schwarzschild spacetime with analysis forming the statement of the
Birkhoff theorem, but without relying on the form of the Einstein field equations.
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