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Abstract. The interaction of a gravitational wave (GW) with an elastic body is usually de-
scribed in terms of a GW “force” driving the oscillations of the body’s normal modes. How-
ever, this description is only possible for GW frequencies for which the response of the elastic
body is dominated by a few normal modes. At higher frequencies the normal modes blend
into a quasi-continuum and a field-theoretical description, as pioneered by Dyson already
in 1969, becomes necessary. However, since the metric perturbation hµν is an intrinsically
relativistic object, a consistent coupling to GWs can only be obtained within a relativistic
(and, in fact generally covariant) theory of elasticity. We develop such a formalism using
the methods of modern effective field theories, and we use it to provide a derivation of the
interaction of elastic bodies with GWs valid also in the high-frequency regime, providing a
first-principle derivation of Dyson’s result (and partially correcting it). We also stress that
the field-theoretical results are obtained working in the TT frame, while the description in
terms of a force driving the normal modes is only valid in the proper detector frame. We show
how to transform the results between the two frames. Beside an intrinsic conceptual interest,
these results are relevant to the computation of the sensitivity of the recently proposed Lunar
Gravitational Wave Antenna.
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1 Introduction

The response of elastic bodies to gravitational waves (GWs) was at the basis of the first
concepts for GW detectors. Resonant-mass detectors, pioneered by Weber in the 1960s, were
further developed by various groups around the world and remained in operation for several
decades (see e.g. chapter 8 of [1] for review and references). Weber was also the first to point
out that the elastic vibrations of the Earth or the Moon could be used to detect GWs (see
[2] for a summary of related historical developments and references). Recently, building on
new technological advances and on the resurgence of interest for Lunar missions, the idea of
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deploying an array of seismometers on the Moon to monitor the vibrations induced by GWs
has been revived, and has led to the proposal of the Lunar Gravitational Wave Antenna
(LGWA) [2–4]. This project could possibly be operative by the next decade, and could
bridge the frequency gap between the LISA space interferometer [5] and the next generation
of ground-based detectors such as the Einstein Telescope [6–8] and Cosmic Explorer [9],
providing complementary multi-band observations.

When studying the response of an elastic body to GWs, there are two quite distinct
regimes. The first and simpler regime takes place when the response of the body is dominated
by just a single normal mode, or at most a few of them. The lowest-order modes in general
have damping times long compared to the inverse of their frequency, and therefore their
response to an external force is a narrow resonance; then, only modes sufficiently close to
the characteristic frequencies of the external perturbation, such as an incoming GW, are
excited, and the dynamics of the system is fully described in terms of these few modes. This
is essentially the reason for the usefulness of a normal mode description: as we can see for
instance from the standard example of a one-dimensional chain of harmonic oscillators with
nearest-neighbor coupling, mathematically the normal modes are just a change of basis with
respect to the displacements of the individual elementary constituents. However, while an
external perturbation excites all individual displacements, so that we would have to deal with
an infinity of dynamical variables, once one passes to the basis of normal modes only a few
of them are excited, or even just one, and the dynamics of the system is fully encoded in a
few collective degrees of freedom, such as the amplitude ξ0(t) associated to the fundamental
normal mode.

As we increase the frequency f of the external perturbation, however, the usefulness of
the normal-mode description gradually disappears. As we move toward frequencies f much
higher than the frequency f0 of the fundamental mode, the external perturbation (in our
case, the GW) interacts with modes whose response is no longer a narrow resonance, but
a broader and broader peak that eventually blends with the response of all other modes;
the response of the system is now determined by a quasi-continuum of normal modes and
therefore depends on a large number of microscopic parameters, the frequencies and damping
times of all the large-n modes (where n labels the tower of modes, in general for fixed values
of other indices, as for instance the spherical harmonics indices (l,m) in spherical symmetry).
However, in general these are not really known, neither observationally nor theoretically; in
the large-n limit the frequencies could still be computed in highly idealized cases such as
a uniform one-dimensional bar, but not really in realistic cases, since they depend on all
small-scale details, and even less is known, in general, for the damping times of the large-n
modes, that depend on the details of the dissipation mechanisms inside the body. So, we
end up with a description which involves a large number (actually, an infinity) of unknown
parameters, the frequencies and damping times of the large-n modes.

In this regime a more convenient approach is based on field theory that, through the
logic of long-distance effective field theory (EFT), provides a different and efficient organiz-
ing principle. One can introduce a vector field u(t,x) that describes the displacement, at
time t, of an infinitesimal volume element that, in the absence of perturbations, would be
located at a given position x, and study its dynamics. The advantage of switching to a field
theory description is that we can construct the long-distance dynamics (i.e. the dynamics
at distances much larger than the scale of the elementary constituents of the elastic body)
using the methods of effective field theory. The dynamics is then significantly constrained
by the symmetries of the theory, including Lorentz invariance. Naively, one might think
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that Lorentz invariance is not relevant here, because the elastic vibrations that we wish to
consider, such as the elastic vibrations of the Moon surface, are obviously non-relativistic.
However, a Lorentz-invariant, and in fact even a generally-covariant theory of elasticity is
necessary to write consistently a coupling to GWs, since the metric perturbation hµν is in-
trinsically a general-relativistic object. The consistent way of coupling an elastic medium to
GWs, from this field-theoretical perspective, is then to construct a diffeomorphism-invariant
relativistic theory of elasticity involving a generic metric gµν , and then take the linearized
limit for the metric, gµν = ηµν + hµν ; only after, if appropriate, we can eventually take also
the non-relativistic limit for the velocities of the volume elements of the material.

A second independent reason why the standard computation of the interaction of an
elastic body with GWs, based on normal modes driven by a GW “force”, eventually breaks
down is that this Newtonian picture only holds in the proper detector frame. As we will
recall in Section 4.1, this frame can only be used when the reduced wavelength λ− ≡ λ/(2π)
of the GW satisfies λ− ≫ L, where L is the typical linear size of the body. This is indeed
the case for the lowest normal modes of typical elastic materials. For instance, consider a
one-dimensional bar of length L and speed of sound vs. The frequency of its fundamental
mode is f0 = vs/(2L); the GW interacts significantly with this mode only if its frequency f
is of order f0. Since the (reduced) wavelength of a GW with frequency f is λ− = c/(2πf), the
condition f ≃ f0 implies

L

λ−
≃ πvs

c
. (1.1)

In any “normal” elastic material the speed of sound is many orders of magnitude smaller
than the speed of light c (this is no longer the case, however, in neutron stars [10]), and
therefore λ− ≫ L. As we will briefly review in Section 4.1, this is the regime where we can use
the proper detector frame, where the Newtonian intuition applies, and the effect of a GW
can be described as a Newtonian force in flat space-time. The corresponding computation is
then a standard textbook exercise, that we will review in Section 4.2. However, as λ− becomes
comparable to L, the whole approach based on the proper detector frame breaks down, since
it receives general-relativistic corrections of order (L/λ−)2. For GWs with frequency f ∼ f0
this is of order v2s/c

2, as we see from eq. (1.1), but as f grows and λ− becomes as small as
L, the whole approach breaks down. In this regime, we must use full general-relativistic
concepts, rather than the Newtonian picture of a force acting in flat space-time. In contrast,
as we will recall in Section 4.1, the TT gauge can be used without any restriction on the GW
frequency, but in this case the effect of the GW cannot be described as a Newtonian force.

The standard computation based on the response of the normal modes, and using the
proper detector frame, therefore breaks down as we reach a GW frequency such that one of
the two conditions, normal mode blending or λ− ∼ L, sets in, whichever comes first.1 At larger
frequencies, the best strategy is then to use a field-theoretical formulation of elasticity theory
(rather than using the normal modes) and couple it to GWs in the TT gauge (rather than
using the proper detector frame). This was indeed the spirit of a 1969 paper by Dyson [11],
which has become a standard reference on this subject. However, analyzing this paper,
we have found some problem with it; Dyson considered a non-relativistic field theory of

1In typical materials, such as the Aluminium of which some resonant-bar detectors were made, or rocks
on Earth and the Moon, vs can be of order 2 − 5 km/s, resulting in πvs/c ≃ (3 − 6) × 10−5. Therefore the
proper detector frame can no longer be used for normal modes with fn>∼ 104f0; in general, we expect that
the blending of the response of the normal modes will have already taken place at much smaller frequencies,
so the latter effect should set in first.
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elasticity, and couples the metric perturbation hµν to an energy–momentum tensor Tµν that
he writes down, without actually providing any explicit derivation of it; however, we will
see, first of all, that the energy–momentum tensor that he writes down does not really follow
from any application of Noether’s theorem to his non-relativistic Lagrangian; and, second,
that his expression is not completely correct. To correctly identify the energy–momentum
tensor Tµν that couples to the metric perturbation hµν , a first principle approach is to
develop a relativistic (and, in fact, even general-relativistic) formulation of elasticity theory.
A relativistic formulation of elasticity theory was developed in ref. [12]. This work uses
classic notions of elasticity theory and generalizes them to arbitrary curved space, using
the language of differential geometry (see [13] for a clear presentation, and [14–16] for a
Lagrangian approach to relativistic elasticity in this geometric language) and, for isotropic
and homogeneous elastic media, recovers Dyson’s result for the coupling to GWs in the
TT gauge.2 Here we will rather take a different path and elaborate on the EFT formalism
developed in [17, 18] in the context of relativistic classical and quantum fluids, and further
discussed for elastic solids in [19–22]. This will allow us to make contact with the modern
language of effective field theories, that can be physically illuminating, and to provide what
seems to us a streamlined and more transparent derivation of various results.

Our original interest in the problem was spurred by the fact that the regime where the
GW frequency is much larger than the frequencies of the lowest normal modes is very relevant
for LGWA, since it is precisely for those frequencies that the current estimate for the sensitiv-
ity curve of LGWA goes below the sensitivity curve of LISA (see Fig. 3 of ref. [2]). However,
we also found that the EFT formulation of the problem is quite interesting and elegant by
itself. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we discuss non-relativistic elasticity
from the Lagrangian point of view, while the EFT formulation of relativistic elasticity is
discussed in Section 3. In Section 4 we discuss how to couple elasticity to GWs. We begin,
in Section 4.1, with a quick reminder of the definition and properties of the proper detector
frame and of the TT frame, while in Section 4.2 we provide a reminder of the computation
based on the normal modes of the elastic body, which is valid only in the proper detector
frame. The coupling of elasticity to GWs is discussed, in the EFT approach, in Section 4.3.
In Section 4.4 we show how, in the low-frequency limit, taking into account properly the
transformation from the TT frame to the proper detector frame, the general field-theoretical
results can be matched to those obtained in the proper detector frame. Section 5 contains
our conclusions. Some technical material is discussed in the appendices and, in particular,
in App. D we compare our results with Dyson’s paper. In the field theoretical discussion,
in Section 3, we use units c = 1, otherwise we write c explicitly. We use the signature
ηµν = (−,+,+,+).

2 Field-theory description of non-relativistic elasticity

As a warm-up, we begin by formulating the non-relativistic theory of elasticity in the language
of field theory and effective field theory (although the full constraining power of effective
field theory will only emerge in the relativistic formulation discussed in the next section).

2Actually, as we will discuss in App. D, the energy–momentum tensor proposed by Dyson for the theory of
elasticity is not really correct even in the homogeneous case, although this eventually does not influence the
coupling to GWs in the TT gauge (but this would affect the results for more general gravitational fields). In
the inhomogeneous case (which is not considered in [12, 13]) we will see that there are further complications.
This is important since, as found by Dyson and as we will review below, in the TT gauge the whole coupling
to GWs comes either from the boundary conditions or from bulk inhomogeneities.

– 4 –



We assume that, in the absence of external perturbations, the body has a static equilibrium
configuration, that we take as a reference configuration. The basic field-theoretical variable
is the vector field u(t,x), with components ui(t,x), that represents the displacement, at time
t, of an infinitesimal volume element which, in the reference configuration, is located at the
position x. Denoting by y the perturbed position, we then have

y(t,x) = x+ u(t,x) . (2.1)

We restrict to linear elasticity, so to terms linear in u in the equations of motions (and,
therefore, terms quadratic in u in the Lagrangian), and neglect for the moment dissipative
effects. We also restrict to elastic bodies with no plasticity (i.e., whose dynamics is local in
time, rather than retaining memory of the past history).

2.1 Lagrangian and symmetries

Consider an elastic body idealized, at first, as spatially uniform and filling all space. The
structure of its Lagrangian is fixed as follows. The kinetic term is easily found. If ρ is the mass
density of the material, an infinitesimal volume element d3x located at (t,x) has a kinetic
energy (1/2)dm u̇iu̇i, where dm = ρd3x (and the sum over repeated indices is understood).
Therefore, the kinetic term in the Lagrangian is

Lkin =
ρ

2

∫
d3x u̇iu̇i . (2.2)

As usual, there is more freedom in the choice of the interaction terms. In the logic of low-
energy effective field theories, we only restrict to the terms with the lowest number of spatial
derivatives, since these determine the long-distance behavior and, again in the spirit of an
EFT treatment, in order to restrict the possible structures that can appear in the Lagrangian
we begin by looking at the symmetries that we want to impose on the theory. Consider the
transformation

x → x′ = x ,
u(t,x) → u′(t′,x′) = u(t,x) + a ,

(2.3)

where a is a constant vector, and time transforms as t → t′ = t. In a field-theoretical
language, eq. (2.3) defines a global internal transformation: it is a global transformation
because the parameter a is a constant, independent of the space-time coordinates, and it
is an internal transformation since it is a transformation in the space of fields, that does
not touch the space-time coordinates. However, under this transformation, the perturbed
positions (2.1) of all points of the body change rigidly, y → y + a, so this transformation
is equivalent to a rigid displacement of the elastic body. Unless the elastic body is subject
to an external potential that depends on the position of its center–of–mass, such a rigid
displacement will have no effect on its dynamics, and therefore in the absence of external
forces eq. (2.3) must be a symmetry of the action. This is indeed the case for the kinetic
term (2.2), and we must impose that the same will hold for the terms in the Lagrangian that
describes the elastic forces. This means that the latter will depend on u only through its
derivatives and, confining the time derivatives to the kinetic term, the elastic term can then
depend only on combinations made with ∂iuj , rather than on the field ui itself. It is useful
to split ∂iuj into its symmetric and anti-symmetric parts,

∂iuj =
1

2
(∂iuj + ∂jui) +

1

2
(∂iuj − ∂jui)

≡ uij + ũij . (2.4)
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To understand the meaning of this separation we observe, from eq. (2.1), that given two
infinitesimally close points whose unperturbed distance is dx, the distance between the cor-
responding perturbed points will be dy, with

dyi = dxi + (∂jui)dxj

= dxi + (uij − ũij)dxj . (2.5)

The term uij corresponds to an actual local stretching of the elastic body; for instance,
the part of uij proportional to its trace, uij = κδij , corresponds to an isotropic dilatation,
dyi = (1 + κ)dxi, and an elastic material always has an energy associated to it. In contrast,
ũij corresponds to a local rotation. This can be seen observing that any antisymmetric tensor
ũij in three dimensions can be written as ũij = ϵijkũk, where ũk is a vector. Writing further
ũk = θnk, where nk is the unit vector in the direction of ũk, and θ is the modulus of ũk, and
considering a transformation with θ infinitesimal, we have ũij = θϵijknk. The effect of the
anti-symmetric part is therefore

dyi = dxi − θ(x)ϵijkdxjnk(x) , (2.6)

and this is a local rotation by an infinitesimal angle θ(x) around the n̂(x) axis. Here we have
stressed that θ and n̂, just as ũij , are functions of the space-time point x, so eq. (2.6) is a
local, rather than a rigid rotation. The antisymmetric tensor ũij(x) is called the vorticity
tensor (see e.g. Section 2.7 of [23]).

In the simplest approach to elasticity, corresponding to “hyper-elastic materials”, one
associates an elastic energy to local stretching, but not to local vorticity (see eq. (6.8) of
[23]). In that case, the interaction Lagrangian depends only on the symmetric combination
uij . Then, at quadratic order, the most general non-relativistic Lagrangian for a uniform
elastic body (assumed for the moment to fill all space) can be written as

L =

∫
d3xL , (2.7)

where the Lagrangian density L is

L =
1

2
ρ u̇iu̇i −

1

2
cijkl∂iuj∂kul , (2.8)

and, for a uniform body, ρ and cijkl are constant in space (and we also take them time
independent); cijkl is a tensor with the symmetry properties

cijkl = cklij , (2.9)

cijkl = cjikl , cijkl = cijlk . (2.10)

Equation (2.9) trivially expresses the fact that, in eq. (2.8), (∂iuj)(∂kul) is symmetric under
the simultaneous exchanges i↔ k and j ↔ l, so also cijkl can be taken to be symmetric under
this exchange, since anyhow any anti-symmetric part would not contribute. This equation is
therefore always valid. In contrast, eq. (2.10) expresses the fact that we are neglecting any
contribution to elastic energy from local vorticity, i.e. we are assuming that the Lagrangian
depends on ∂iuj only through its symmetric part uij . Equation (2.10) must therefore be
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dropped if we want to include the effect of vorticity.3 Assuming the validity of eq. (2.10), we
can rewrite the Lagrangian density as

L =
1

2
ρ u̇iu̇i −

1

2
cijkluijukl . (2.11)

Having assumed that the body is homogeneous and fills all space, the Lagrangian (2.7, 2.8)
is also invariant under spatial translations, under which the vector field u transforms as a
scalar (as any field does under translations, independently of its properties under rotations),

x → x′ = x + a
u(t,x) → u′(t,x′) = u(t,x) .

(2.12)

This transformation is logically distinct from eq. (2.3), but it has the same effect on the
variable y.

An important simplification takes place when the solid, beside being homogeneous, is
also isotropic. In this case, cijkl can only be build with combinations of products of Kronecker
delta’s, and (assuming that there is no contribution from vorticity) the most general form
consistent with the symmetries (2.9) and (2.10) is

cijkl = λδijδkl + µ(δikδjl + δilδjk) , (2.13)

where the constants λ and µ are the Lamé coefficients. Then, eq. (2.8) becomes

L =
1

2

[
ρu̇iu̇i − λ(∂iui)

2 − 2µuijuij
]
. (2.14)

Note that ∂iui can be written in terms of uij as ∂iui = uii. The Lamé coefficients parametrize
the two independent quadratic terms that can be formed with uij , namely u2ii and uijuij .

We next want to relax the assumption that the elastic body is homogeneous. Indeed,
as found in refs. [11, 13], and as we will confirm below with our formalism, in the TT gauge
the coupling of GWs to the bulk of an elastic homogeneous medium vanishes, and the only
coupling to GWs comes from internal inhomogeneities, or from the boundary conditions at
the surface of the elastic body. It is therefore interesting to generalize the formalism to
non-homogeneous materials. As we will see later, this will be non-trivial when we move to
the relativistic formalism; for the non-relativistic Lagrangian (2.8), however, the extension
is obvious, and we just add a spatial dependence to ρ and cijkl, writing them as ρ(x) and
cijkl(x). The simplest generalization of eqs. (2.7) and (2.8) is then

L =

∫
V
d3x

[
1

2
ρ(x) u̇iu̇i −

1

2
cijkl(x)∂iuj∂kul

]
, (2.15)

where the integration is over the volume V of the body. In the isotropic limit,

cijkl(x) = λ(x)δijδkl + µ(x)(δikδjl + δilδjk) , (2.16)

so

L =
1

2

∫
V
d3x

[
ρ(x)u̇iu̇i − λ(x)(∂iui)

2 − 2µ(x)uijuij
]
. (2.17)

3In particular, we will see in Section 3.3 that, when constructing a relativistic effective action for an
anisotropic material, a dependence on the vorticity automatically appears.
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We observe that the transformation (2.3) is still a symmetry of the Lagrangian (2.15). In
contrast, if we interprete eq. (2.15) as a field theory for the field u(t,x) in a fixed external
background given by ρ(x) and cijkl(x), the invariance under spatial translations (2.12) is lost.

4

There are, however, other ways of generalizing eqs. (2.7) and (2.8) to the inhomogeneous case,
which are equivalent at the quadratic level; in particular, one could write

L =

∫
V
d3x

[
1

2
ρ(x+ u) u̇iu̇i −

1

2
cijkl(x+ u)∂iuj∂kul

]
, (2.18)

so that ρ and cijkl are now evaluated at the perturbed point y. Note that now the Lagrangian
depends explicitly on u and not only on its derivatives. At the quadratic level eqs. (2.15)
and (2.18) are obviously equivalent since, expanding ρ(x+u) = ρ(x)+uk∂kρ+ . . ., the extra
term u̇iu̇iuk∂kρ is cubic in u, and similarly for the expansion of cijkl(x + u). However, the
symmetries of the Lagrangian (2.18) are different; now, neither eq. (2.3) nor eq. (2.12) are,
separately, invariances of the Lagrangian; instead, the combination of a spatial translation
(2.12) with parameter a and a transformation in field space (2.3) with parameter −a leaves
x+ u invariant, so the Lagrangian (2.18) is invariant under the transformation

x → x′ = x + a
u(t,x) → u′(t,x′) = u(t,x)− a .

(2.19)

This point of view on the symmetries will be useful when we proceed to the relativistic
generalization.

2.2 Equations of motion

From the Lagrangian, we can now derive the equations of motion. For later use, we find useful
to go through these results explicitly, even if they are quite standard. We begin with the
general Lagrangian (2.15), without assuming immediately homogeneity and isotropy, and we
consider in general an elastic body with finite extension, so that in eq. (2.15) the integration
is over a finite volume V ; in this case, we must be careful with the boundary terms in the
variational procedure. The action S is defined by

S =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt

∫
V
d3xL , (2.20)

and its variation is

δS =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt

∫
V
d3x

[
δL
δui

δui +
δL
δu̇i

δu̇i +
δL

δ(∂jui)
δ(∂jui)

]
. (2.21)

The term δu̇i = δ(dui/dt) = d(δui)/dt can be integrated by parts as usual, and does not
leave a boundary term, since the integral over t in eq. (2.21) runs from −∞ to +∞ and we
assume the usual boundary conditions that the perturbation ui(t,x) vanishes sufficiently fast
as t→ ±∞. In contrast, using δ(∂jui) = ∂jδui and integrating by parts,∫

V
d3x

δL
δ(∂jui)

δ(∂jui) = −
∫
V
d3x

(
∂j

δL
δ(∂jui)

)
δui +

∫
∂V
d2s nj

δL
δ(∂jui)

δui , (2.22)

4One could further include an explicit time dependence writing ρ(t,x) and cijkl(t,x). However, in the
following we will be mostly interested to situations in which, on the timescales of interest, the time dependence
of ρ(t,x) and cijkl(t,x) can be neglected, and, in this case, time translations are a symmetry.
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where nj is the outer normal to the boundary ∂V , with surface element ds = d2s n̂. Therefore,
overall, the variation of the action is

δS = −
∫ ∞

−∞
dt

∫
V
d3x

[
− δL
δui

+
d

dt

δL
δu̇i

+ ∂j
δL

δ(∂jui)

]
δui +

∫
dt

∫
∂V
d2s nj

δL
δ(∂jui)

δui .

(2.23)
The vanishing of the volume term in eq. (2.23) gives the Euler-Lagrange equation

− δL
δui

+
d

dt

δL
δu̇i

+ ∂j
δL

δ(∂jui)
= 0 , (2.24)

while the vanishing of the boundary term imposes the boundary condition

nj
δL

δ(∂jui)
= 0 . (2.25)

It is convenient to define the stress tensor,

σij ≡ − δL
δ(∂jui)

. (2.26)

For the Lagrangian (2.15), the term δL/δui that appears in eq. (2.24) vanishes, and the
equation of motion (2.24) becomes

d

dt
(ρu̇i)− ∂jσij = 0 , (2.27)

while the boundary condition reads
njσij = 0 , (2.28)

and σij has the explicit form
σij(x) = cijkl(x)∂kul . (2.29)

The above equations are valid independently of whether eq. (2.10) holds or not. If it does,
i.e. in the absence of vorticity, we also have

σij = σji . (2.30)

If we now further restrict to the isotropic case, using eq. (2.16), we get

σij = λ(x)δij∂kuk + µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui) . (2.31)

Equation (2.27) holds for a generic time-dependent density ρ(t,x); taking now ρ independent
of time, and inserting eq. (2.31) into eq. (2.27) we get

ρ(x)üi = ∂i [λ(x)∂juj ] + ∂j [µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui)] , (2.32)

while, using again eq. (2.31), the boundary condition (2.28) becomes

λ(x)ni∂juj + µ(x)nj(∂iuj + ∂jui) = 0 . (2.33)

If we further assume homogeneity, eq. (2.32) becomes

ρüi = (λ+ µ)∂i∂juj + µ∇2ui , (2.34)

– 9 –



while the boundary condition (2.33) becomes

λni∂juj + µnj(∂iuj + ∂jui) = 0 . (2.35)

In vector form, eqs. (2.34) and (2.35) read

ρü = (λ+ µ)∇(∇·u) + µ∇2u , (2.36)

and
λ(∇ · u)n̂+ 2µ(n̂ ·∇)u+ µn̂× (∇× u) = 0 . (2.37)

Equation (2.36) becomes more clear performing the Helmholtz decomposition

u = u⊥ + u∥ , (2.38)

where
∇·u⊥ = 0 , ∇× u∥ = 0 , (2.39)

and writing u∥ = ∇ψ. Then eq. (2.36) separates into

ρü⊥ = µ∇2u⊥ , (2.40)

ρψ̈ = (λ+ 2µ)∇2ψ , (2.41)

showing that the transverse modes u⊥ propagate with a speed of sound

v⊥ = (µ/ρ)1/2 , (2.42)

while the longitudinal modes u∥ propagate with a speed of sound

v∥ = [(λ+ 2µ)/ρ]1/2 . (2.43)

The whole formalism is immediately extended to the presence of an external force per unit
volume, f(t,x), adding a term uifi to the Lagrangian density, so that now the variation
δL/δui in eq. (2.24) no longer vanishes, and eq. (2.32) becomes

ρ(x)üi = ∂i [λ(x)∂juj ] + ∂j [µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui)] + fi , (2.44)

while eq. (2.36) becomes

ρü = (λ+ µ)∇(∇·u) + µ∇2u+ f , (2.45)

which is called the Navier-Cauchy equation.

2.3 Symmetries and conserved quantities

We next turn to the consequences of the symmetries of the theory, using Noether’s theorem,
and applying it first to the Lagrangian (2.15). Let us recall the basic formalism of Noether’s
theorem (we follow the notation in Section 3.2 of [24]). Consider a field theory with fields
ϕi(x), where x denotes collectively (t,x) and the index i is a generic label for the fields; in
our case we are interested in the three components ui of a vector field u, but the notation
is completely general. We use for convenience a relativistic formalism, with a four-vector
notation xµ = (t,x), and summation over repeated upper and lower Lorentz indices, with
metric ηµν = (−,+,+,+). This, however, does not necessarily imply that the Lagrangian is
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Lorentz-invariant and, in fact, the Lagrangian (2.15) that we are considering in this section
is not.

We then consider an infinitesimal transformation of the coordinates and of the fields,
parametrized by a set of infinitesimal parameters ϵa, with a = 1, . . . , N , of the form

xµ → x′µ = xµ + ϵaAµ
a(x)

ϕi(x) → ϕ′i(x
′) = ϕi(x) + ϵaFi,a(ϕ, ∂ϕ) ,

(2.46)

with Aµ
a(x) and Fi,a(ϕ, ∂ϕ) given. The transformation (2.46) is a symmetry of the theory if

it leaves the action S(ϕ) =
∫
d4xL invariant. Noether’s theorem states that, if eq. (2.46) is

a global, but not a local, symmetry of the theory, on a classical solution of the equations of
motion there are N conserved currents jµa ,

∂µj
µ
a = 0 , (a = 1, . . . , N) . (2.47)

The currents can be obtained explicitly in terms of the Lagrangian density and the parameters
Aa and Fi,a that define the transformation (2.46), as

jµa =
δL

δ(∂µϕi)
[Aν

a(x)∂νϕi − Fi,a(ϕ, ∂ϕ)]−Aµ
a(x)L . (2.48)

We can now apply this to the transformation (2.3), which is indeed a global (but not a local)
symmetry of the action corresponding to the Lagrangian density (2.15) (given that this is
an internal symmetry that does not touch the coordinates, the invariance of the action is
equivalent to the invariance of the Lagrangian density). For the transformation (2.3) the
index denoted by a in eq. (2.46) is just a spatial index i, and the parameters ϵa are the
components ai of the vector a (taken now to be infinitesimal) that defines the translation
in field space. The coefficients Aµ

a(x) vanish since the coordinates do not change, while the
transformation of the fields ui in eq. (2.3) can be written as ui → ui + ajδij , so Fi,a is now
written as Fi,j , and is given by Fi,j = δij . Then, there are three conserved currents jµi ,

∂µj
µ
i = 0 , (2.49)

where the index i = 1, 2, 3 is in correspondence with the three parameters ai of the trans-
formation (2.3) and is therefore a spatial index, while µ is a Lorentz index, and eq. (2.48)
gives

jµi = − δL
δ(∂µuj)

δij = − δL
δ(∂µui)

. (2.50)

Explicitly,

j0i = − δL
δu̇i

= −ρu̇i , (2.51)

jki = − δL
δ(∂kui)

= σik , (2.52)

where σij was defined in eq. (2.26) and, for the Lagrangian (2.15), is given explicitly in
eq. (2.29). Inserting eqs. (2.51) and (2.52) into eq. (2.49), we get

d

dt
(ρu̇i)− ∂jσij = 0 , (2.53)
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and we see that this is the same as the Euler-Lagrange equation (2.27). The fact that the
conservation equation associated to the symmetry (2.3) is the same as the Euler-Lagrange
equation of the theory can be understood, in our setting, observing that the transformation
(2.3) is a special case of the broader set of variations ui → ui+ δui, at fixed x, used to derive
the equations of motion by requiring that the variation of the action vanishes.

Consider next space-time translations. Time translations are symmetries of the La-
grangian (2.15) only if ρ and cijkl are independent of t, and spatial translations only if they
are independent of x. The latter condition, in particular, implies that the elastic body has
an infinite spatial extent, and therefore is never realized in a real system. Let us however as-
sume for the moment that ρ and cijkl are constants in space and time, so that the Lagrangian
reduces to eq. (2.8). Then, the theory is invariant under space-time translations,

xµ → x′µ = xµ + ϵµ ,
ui(x) → u′i(x

′) = ui(x) .
(2.54)

Comparing with eq. (2.46) we see that the index a is now a Lorentz index, that we denote
by ν, and we have Aµ

ν = δµν while Fi,ν = 0. Noether’s theorem then gives four conserved
currents θµ(ν), labeled by an index ν, that (on the solutions of the equations of motion) satisfy

∂µθ
µ
(ν) = 0. Of course, since ν is a Lorentz index, θµ(ν) is actually a Lorentz tensor; we then

write it simply as θµν and we define θµν = ηνρθµρ. This is the energy–momentum tensor of
the theory. The conservation laws ∂µθ

µ
(ν) = 0 then gives

∂µθ
µν = 0 . (2.55)

From eq. (2.48), we have5

θµν = − δL
δ(∂µui)

∂νui + ηµνL , (2.56)

and, using the Lagrangian density (2.8), we get

θ00 =
1

2
ρu̇iu̇i +

1

2
cijkl∂iuj∂kul , (2.57)

θi0 = −cijklu̇j∂kul , (2.58)

θ0i = −ρu̇k∂iuk , (2.59)

θij = ciklm∂juk∂lum + δij
1

2
(ρu̇ku̇k − cklmn∂kul∂mun) . (2.60)

Some comments are useful here:

(1) The tensor θµν is quadratic in ∂u (where by ∂u we denote here generically a spatial or a
time derivative of ui), contrary to the conserved current (2.51, 2.52), which is linear in ∂u.

(2) If ρ and cijkl are time-independent, so that time translations are a symmetry, the ν = 0
component of the conservation law (2.55) holds, and gives

∂0θ
00 + ∂iθ

i0 = 0 . (2.61)

5Of course, the overall sign and overall multiplicative coefficients in the expression for the conserved current
in eq. (2.48) are arbitrary since, if jµ is conserved, κjµ is also conserved, for an arbitrary constant κ. The
normalization of the currents obtained from Noether’s theorem is in general fixed so to reproduce the standard
normalizations of the corresponding physical quantities. Here we have fixed the overall sign so that, with our
metric signature, θ00 gives the energy density. Note that in [24] the opposite metric signature is used.
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Since θ00 is the energy density, this shows that θi0 is the energy flux. From eqs. (2.58) and
(2.29), we see that it can be rewritten in terms of the stress tensor as

θi0 = −σij u̇j . (2.62)

Then, if n̂ is the normal to the surface of the boundary of the body, niθ
i0 = −σijniu̇j and,

because of the boundary condition (2.28), together with eq. (2.30), this vanishes. Therefore,
the physical meaning of the boundary condition (2.28) is that there is no flow of elastic energy
outside the body. Spatial translations would rather imply ∂0θ

0j + ∂iθ
ij = 0 but, as we have

discussed, this assumes a homogeneous body of infinite extent.

(3) Note that θµν is not symmetric, θ0i ̸= θi0 (and, for ciklm generic, also θij ̸= θji). The
fact that θ0i ̸= θi0 is a consequence of the fact that this tensor is derived from a Lagrangian
that is not relativistic. Indeed, θi0 is the energy flux [as we see from eq. (2.61)], while θ0i is
the momentum density. In a relativistic theory, where energy and momentum form a four-
vector, the two quantities are related and θ0i = θi0. However, in a non-relativistic theory,
this is no longer true, as we see from this explicit example. As we see from eq. (2.55), a non-
relativistic Lagrangian can still generate a covariantly conserved energy–momentum tensor,
if the theory is invariant under space and time translations. However, the sign that this
energy–momentum tensor comes from a non-relativistic theory is in the fact that θ0i ̸= θi0.6

3 Relativistic effective field theory of elasticity

We now discuss the relativistic formulation of the EFT of elasticity, following refs. [17–19] and
elaborating on them. In Section 4 we will generalize this construction to a full diffeomorphism
invariant theory, which will allow us to determine the coupling to GWs, but in this section
we restrict to special relativity. In this section we use units c = 1.

3.1 Fundamental field variables and spontaneous symmetry breaking

Let us begin with the “kinematics” of the problem, i.e. the introduction of the most ap-
propriate variables, before studying their dynamics. The first fundamental idea, which in
the context of relativistic elasticity goes back to [12], is to make a distinction between four-
dimensional space-time, denoted by M, and an abstract three-dimensional spatial manifold
B, called the “material manifold” or the “body manifold”; in this section the manifold M
is taken to be Minkowski space-time, with metric ηµν = (−,+,+,+), and µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3.
The manifold B, instead, can be seen as an abstract three-dimensional space made by the
collection of all points of the elastic body. We can for instance visualize B imagining that
at each point of the body there is an idealized point-like constituent; we will refer to it as a
“molecule”.7,8

6Actually, even in a relativistically–invariant classical field theory the energy–momentum tensor derived
from Noether’s theorem can be non-symmetric, but in this case it can be made symmetric by adding total
derivative terms that do not affect the corresponding conserved charges, i.e. the total energy and momentum,
see e.g. Section 3.2.1 of [24]. This is not the case here, where θ0i and θi0 have nothing to do with each
other, to the extent that one is proportional to ρ and the other to cijkl. In contrast, the energy–momentum
tensor computed in General Relativity as a variation of the action with respect to gµν (see eq. (4.30) below)
is automatically symmetric.

7We are assuming that the elementary constituents do not have internal degrees of freedom or, more
precisely, that they do not affect the long-distance dynamics to lowest order; otherwise, such a description
will have to be enlarged to take into account the internal degrees of freedom.

8Note that also non-relativistic elasticity can be formulated making an explicit distinction between the space
B, that represents a reference configuration (or, equivalently, a set of labels of the material “molecules”), and
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For the moment, we consider an elastic medium that fills all of space, so that B is an
R3 space, and we also take the medium to be homogeneous. However, similarly to what we
discussed in the previous section, we will later need to relax this assumption since we will
see that, in the TT gauge, GWs only couple to the inhomogeneities of the body, or to the
discontinuities at the body’s boundary. We introduce coordinates xµ (µ = 0, 1, 2, 3) in M,
and Xa (a = 1, 2, 3) in B, and we take δab as the metric in B.9 We can think of Xa as the
labels assigned to the “molecules” of the elastic body. The space-time configuration of the
body can be specified by assigning, to each space-time point xµ = (t,x), the molecule of the
material that passes through the spatial point x at time t. This is obtained by specifying
a map M → B.10 Given the above coordinate systems in M and in B, such a map can be
written as

Xa = ξa(x) , (a = 1, 2, 3) , (3.1)

where we use x as a shorthand for (t,x). The fundamental idea of this approach is to use the
functions ξa(x) as our fundamental fields, and construct an effective field theory describing
their long-distance dynamics. An equivalent way of thinking to this mapping is to attach a
label ξa to each “molecule” of the body, and follow its evolution through space, which will
be given by a function x(t; ξa). We assume that this mapping is invertible for all t (once
again, this assumes that the body has infinite spatial extent, so at each point x of real space
and for each t there is a molecule of the body passing through it), so this can be inverted
to give ξa(t,x). The description using x(t; ξa) corresponds to the Lagrangian perspective
in fluid mechanics, where we follow the evolution in time of a particle labeled by ξa. The
description using ξa(t,x) corresponds instead to the Eulerian perspective, and is the more
natural if we want to build a field-theoretical description, in particular when we want to
build a Lorentz-invariant formalism, since it treats t and x on the same footing. Observe
that the three fields ξa(x) are scalars from the point of view of rotations in M, and in fact
more generally under Lorentz or Poincaré transformations (or even diffeomorphisms) in M,
since Xa identifies abstractly the molecule in B, irrespectively of the coordinate system used
in M. In contrast, ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3) is a vector from the point of view of rotations in B.

Given an elastic body in a static equilibrium configuration, there is a particularly con-
venient choice of coordinates Xa = (X1, X2, X3) in B and xµ = (t, x, y, z) in M, obtained
setting X1 = x, X2 = y and X3 = z, i.e. choosing the functions ξa(x) as

ξ1(t, x, y, z) = x , ξ2(t, x, y, z) = y , ξ3(t, x, y, z) = z , (3.2)

that we write compactly as
ξa(x) = δai x

i . (3.3)

We will see below that, for an infinite and homogeneous body (but, crucially, only in that
case), eq. (3.3) is a solution of the equations of motion derived from the action that describes
relativistic elasticity. To understand the meaning of eq. (3.3), and the different roles of the
a and i indices, it is important to realize that, in an equation such as ξ1(t, x, y, z) = x,

the actual three-dimensional space R3
x, and introducing a mapping from Rt ×R3

x to B, see e.g. Chapter 2 of
[23]. We did not introduce this slightly more complex formalism in Section 2, where it was not essential for
our purposes, while it will be crucial here to implement Lorentz invariance.

9See, however, footnote 20 below for a possible different strategy involving the construction of a theory
invariant also under diffeomorphism in B.

10Observe that this assumes that the elastic body has infinite extent and also that it is topologically trivial,
e.g. that it has no empty cavities since, to define this map, we are implicitly assuming that, at each point x
of real space (and for each t) there is a molecule of the body that passes through it.
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the left- and right-hand sides transform differently under translations and under Lorentz
transformations in M: under these transformations ξ1(t, x, y, z) is a scalar field, and its
label a = 1 just identifies it as one of the three scalar fields ξa(t, x, y, z). In contrast, x
is the first component of the vector x = (x, y, z). Therefore ξ1(t, x, y, z) and x transform
differently under translations and Lorentz transformations in M, and an equation such as
ξ1(t, x, y, z) = x can only hold in a specific reference frame in M, or at most in a family of
frames; conversely, from the point of view of rotations in B space, ξa are the three components
of a vector ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3), while x, y, z are scalars, since they are not affected by any
transformation in B. Therefore, eq. (3.3) selects a frame, both in M and in B (or, more
precisely, still a family of frames, see below). In the language of field theory, it corresponds
to a choice of “vacuum”, and this choice breaks spontaneously Lorentz and spatial translation
invariance in M, as well as rotation and translation invariance in B.

However, consider the combined transformation

Xa → Xa + Ca , xi → xi + ci , (3.4)

where C = (C1, C2, C3) is a constant vector in B, while c = (c1, c2, c3) is a constant vector
in M, and the two are related by the condition that, in a frame where eq. (3.3) holds,
C1 = c1, C2 = c2 and C3 = c3, i.e. Ca = δai c

i. Equation (3.4) is a combination of a
translation in B and a translation in M, and leaves eq. (3.3) invariant. Similarly, we can
perform a spatial rotation in B on the Xa, and the corresponding rotation in M on the xi

Xa → Ra
bX

b , xi → rijx
j , (3.5)

with rij = δiaδ
b
jR

a
b, and again eq. (3.3) is invariant. Therefore, the choice of coordinates

leading to eq. (3.3) breaks the Poincaré group ISO(3, 1) of M (i.e., the group made by the
Lorentz group SO(3, 1) together with space-time translations) except for the time transla-
tion symmetry, which is not broken by eq. (3.3), and it also breaks the group ISO(3) of
rotations and translations in B. However, it leaves unbroken the transformation made by a
simultaneous translation in M and in B, given in eq. (3.4), as well as the simultaneous spatial
rotations in M and in B given by eq. (3.5). In the group-theory language these are called the
“diagonal” combination, and we denote the corresponding group of combined translations
and rotations by ISO(3)diag. So, keeping into account that the time translations of ISO(3, 1)
(that we denote by Tt) are not broken by eq. (3.3), the symmetry breaking pattern is [25]

ISO(3, 1)× ISO(3) → Tt × ISO(3)diag . (3.6)

To make contact with the formalism of Section 2, we now expand ξa(x) around the unper-
turbed configuration (3.3), writing

ξa(x) = δai x
i + πa(x) . (3.7)

We have seen that the choice of the background configuration (3.3) breaks spontaneously the
Lorentz and translation invariance of the theory; then, in the field-theoretical language, the
three scalar fields πa(x) are the Goldstone bosons associated to the spontaneous breaking
pattern (3.6).11 We now define a vector field u(x) in M, with components ui(x) (i = 1, 2, 3)

11If we denote the symmetry generators in M by P 0 (time translations), P i (space translation), J i (rota-
tions) and Ki (boosts), and those in B by P̄ i (space translations) and J̄ i (rotations), the unbroken generators
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requiring that, in the frame where eq. (3.3) holds, its components take the values u1(x) =
−π1(x), u2(x) = −π2(x) and u3(x) = −π3(x), which we write compactly as

πa(x) = −δai ui(x) . (3.8)

Once again, given a choice of coordinate Xa in B, an equation such as u1(x) = −π1(x) can
only hold in some frames in M, since, from the point of view of Lorentz transformations in
M, π1(x) is just one of the three scalar fields πa(x), while u1(x) is the first component of the
vector field u(x) = (u1(x), u2(x), u3(x)).12 In such frames, eq. (3.7) can then be written as

ξa(x) = δai [x
i − ui(x)] , (3.9)

or ξa(x) = δai ξ
i(x), where

ξi(x) = xi − ui(x) . (3.10)

As we will see, the fields ui(x) defined in this way [including the choice of sign in front of
ui in eq. (3.9)] are just the same as the fields ui(x) that were the basic field variables in
Section 2. The crucial difference is that in Section 2 we started directly from these fields;
since they are spatial vectors, with them we can build a Lagrangian invariant under spatial
rotations, but not under the full group of Lorentz transformations. In contrast, the fields
ξa(x) are scalars from the point of view of Lorentz transformations in M and, with them,
we can build a Lorentz-invariant Lagrangian. The non-Lorentz invariant Lagrangian (2.8)
will then emerge as a consequence of the fact that we choose to expand ξa(x) around the
background configuration (3.3), which is not Lorentz-invariant, i.e. as a consequence of the
spontaneous symmetry breaking (3.6). However the fundamental theory, at the level of the
Lagrangian, will now be Lorentz invariant.

3.2 Relativistic effective actions for elastic bodies. General formalism

We now want to construct an action S, involving the fields ξa and they first derivatives ∂µξ
a,

and invariant under Lorentz transformations in M. We write it in the form

S =

∫
M
d4xL(ξ, ∂µξ) , (3.11)

and we look for a Lorentz-invariant Lagrangian density L, following [17, 18]. We begin in this
section with the simpler case of a homogeneous body, filling all of space. Recall, in particular,
that the whole formalism based on the introduction of the mapping (3.1) assumes that the
elastic body fills all of space, otherwise this mapping is not even well defined. A finite-size
body can of course be modeled using a density ρ(x) that has a compact support, so that it
goes to a negligibly small value outside the body, but this will anyhow require to deal with
an inhomogeneous situation, whose treatment we defer to Section 3.4.

of Tt×ISO(3)diag are P 0, P i+ P̄ i and J i+ J̄ i, while the broken generators are Ki, P i− P̄ i and J i− J̄ i. Given
that there are 9 broken generators one might naively think that Goldstone’s theorem requires nine Goldstone
bosons, while eq. (3.7) shows that there are only three. However, the textbook version of Goldstone’s theo-
rem, that asserts the existence of one Goldstone boson for each broken symmetry generator, only holds for
internal symmetries. When space-time symmetries are spontaneously broken, some of the Goldstone bosons
can be expressed in terms of the others, through conditions known as “inverse Higgs constraints.” See, e.g.,
Section 3.5 of [26] for a recent review.

12More precisely, denoting by FB a generic frame in B and by FM a generic frame in M, eq. (3.8) only
holds for pairs of frames (FB,FM) related by the unbroken group Tt × ISO(3)diag, see eq. (3.6).
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In the logic of EFT, the dynamics of the Goldstone bosons must be invariant under the
residual symmetry group after symmetric breaking, i.e. the group Tt × ISO(3)diag given in
eq. (3.6). In particular, the dynamics must be invariant under the combined transformation
(3.4). For a homogeneous body of infinite extent, however, spatial translations in M are
separately a symmetry. If the system is invariant under the combined transformation (3.4), as
well under separate spatial translations xi → xi+ci in M, it follows that also the translations
in B, Xa → Xa+Ca, are separately a symmetry. Therefore, in this case the action for the ξa

fields must be separately invariant also under ξa(x) → ξa(x)+Ca. This forces the Lagrangian
density L in eq. (3.11) to depend only on the derivatives ∂µξ

a of the field, and not on the
field ξa itself; in order to saturate the Lorentz index in ∂µξ

a, we then need to contract it with
another factor ∂νξ

b, and Lorentz invariance requires that the contraction is performed with
the metric ηµν . Therefore, L can depend on the field ξa and its derivatives only through the
quantity

Bab ≡ ηµν∂µξ
a∂νξ

b = ∂µξ
a∂µξb . (3.12)

Inserting (3.7) into eq. (3.12) we get

Bab = δab + ∂aπb + ∂bπa + ∂µπa∂
µπb . (3.13)

Note that, since the metric in material space is δab, we can write the indices a, b as upper or
lower indices, at will. Similarly to eq. (3.8), we can also write Bab = δiaδ

j
bBij , and we then

have

Bij = δij − ∂iuj − ∂jui + ∂µui∂
µuj . (3.14)

In the logic of EFT, we now want to write a long-distance action as an expansion in powers
of the derivatives of u (which we generically denote as ∂u when counting the order of the
expansion). Note, however, that Bij starts from δij , so it is of order one, i.e. (∂u)0, and
higher powers of Bij are therefore still of order one, and cannot be considered as corrections.
Therefore, the effective action will be fully non-linear in Bij .

At this stage, the most general Lagrangian density is an arbitrary function of Bij ,
which still leaves a huge freedom. However, if we further assume that the body is isotropic,
rotational symmetry limits significantly the possible independent terms that can be written.
The argument is the same as that used above for translations: we have seen that eq. (3.5) is
a symmetry of the system; however, if the body is isotropic, the spatial rotations xi → rijx

j

are separately a symmetry operation, so also rotations in B, of the form Xa → Ra
bX

b

must separately be an invariance of the Lagrangian. This means that the Lagrangian can
only depend on quantities constructed from Bab which are invariant under rotations in B,
i.e. with respect to the (a, b) indices. For a 3 × 3 matrix, there are only three independent
invariant that can be constructed, which can be taken to be detB, TrB and Tr(B2).13 Among
these invariants, a special role is played by detB. As explained in [17, 18], this is the only

13In general, the principal invariants of a matrix B are the coefficients of the characteristic polynomial
p(λ) = det(B−λI), where I is the identity matrix and the roots of p(λ) are the (possibly complex) eigenvalues.
For a 3 × 3 matrix this gives the three invariants I1 ≡ TrB, I2 ≡ (1/2)

[
(TrB)2 − Tr(B2)

]
and I3 = detB.

These invariants have a simple expression in terms of the eigenvalues, I1 = λ1+λ2+λ3, I2 = λ1λ2+λ1λ3+λ2λ3

and I3 = λ1λ2λ3. In our case, however, we find simpler to use Tr(B2) instead of the combination I2, as one
of the independent invariants. Another possibility, used in [19], is to use TrB, Tr(B2) and Tr(B3) as a basis.
In term of these,

6 detB = (TrB)3 − 3TrBTr(B2) + 2Tr(B3) . (3.15)
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quantity that can be formed that, beside being rotationally invariant, is also invariant under
diffeomorphisms of the material manifold, ξa → ξ′a(ξ), that preserve the volume in material
space, i.e. such that det(∂ξ′a/∂ξb) = 1. This is a symmetry that is expected for a relativistic
fluid (see the discussion in Section 5.1 of [17]). We find convenient to use as variable

√
detB,

instead of detB. Therefore, the most general effective action for a relativistic fluid has the
form [17]

S =

∫
M
d4xL(

√
detB ) , (3.16)

for some arbitrary function L. For a solid, however, this extra symmetry is not present, and
the most general action of an isotropic and homogeneous solid has the form

S =

∫
M
d4xL

(√
detB,TrB,TrB2

)
, (3.17)

again for some arbitrary function L. In terms of the field ξa,

detB =
1

3!
ϵabcϵa′b′c′∂µξ

a∂µξa
′
∂νξ

b∂νξb
′
∂ρξ

c∂ρξc
′
, (3.18)

TrB = ∂µξ
a∂µξa , (3.19)

TrB2 = ∂µξ
a∂µξb∂νξ

a∂νξb . (3.20)

The action (3.17) is still very general, and includes all possible non-linear couplings consistent
with homogeneity and isotropy. If we are interested only in linear elasticity (linear in ∂u in
the equations of motion, so quadratic in ∂u in the action) we can write ξa(x) as in eq. (3.9)
and expand the action to quadratic order in ∂u. We find convenient to introduce the notation

n(x) =
√
detB , p(x) =

1

3
TrB , q(x) =

1

3
TrB2 , (3.21)

and work in term of these quantities. Note that n, p and q, as Bab, are dimensionless. Then,
the most general relativistic action of an isotropic and homogeneous solid can be written as

S = −
∫
M
d4xF (n, p, q) , (3.22)

for a generic function F (n, p, q) (we have extracted a minus sign for later convenience). We
next expand n, p and q in powers of ∂u. For n(x), the expansion to quadratic order is given
by

n(x) = 1− ∂iui −
1

2
u̇2i +

1

2

[
(∂iui)

2 − ∂iuj∂jui
]
+O(∂u)3 . (3.23)

We prove this result in App. A, where we also provide a more geometric definition of n(x),
which makes contact with the formalism used in [14, 15]. For p(x), from eq. (3.14) we get
the exact expression

p(x) = 1− 2

3
∂iui −

1

3
u̇2i +

1

3
∂iuj∂iuj , (3.24)

and for q(x) we get

q(x) = 1− 4

3
∂iui −

2

3
u̇2i +

2

3
∂iuj∂iuj +

4

3
uijuij +O(∂u)3 . (3.25)
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We now expand the action (3.22) up to quadratic order, writing n = 1 + δn, p = 1 + δp,
q = 1 + δp and Taylor-expanding F (n, p, q) around n = p = q = 1,

S = −
∫
M
d4x

[
F0 +

(
∂F

∂n

)
0

δn+

(
∂F

∂p

)
0

δp+

(
∂F

∂q

)
0

δq

+
1

2

(
∂2F

∂n2

)
0

(δn)2 +
1

2

(
∂2F

∂p2

)
0

(δp)2 +
1

2

(
∂2F

∂q2

)
0

(δq)2

+

(
∂2F

∂n∂p

)
0

δnδp+

(
∂2F

∂n∂q

)
0

δnδq +

(
∂2F

∂p∂q

)
0

δpδq

]
, (3.26)

where the subscript “0” on F and its derivatives means that they are evaluated at the
equilibrium configuration n = p = q = 1. We then read δn, δp and δq from eqs. (3.23),
(3.24) and (3.25). The term F0 gives an irrelevant constant, while the terms linear in ∂u
are proportional to ∂iui and therefore are a total derivative, that gives zero after integration
by parts with the boundary condition that ui vanishes at spatial infinity.14 This shows, as
anticipated, that the background configuration (3.3) is a solution of the equations of motion;
observe that this is true for any function F .15 We are then left with the quadratic and
higher-order terms,

S =

∫
M
d4x

[
L2 +O(∂u)3

]
. (3.28)

For the quadratic part of the Lagrangian density, L2, we get, after some integrations by parts,

L2 =
1

2

[
ρu̇iu̇i − λ(∂iui)

2 − 2µuijuij
]
, (3.29)

where

ρ =

(
∂F

∂n

)
0

+
2

3

(
∂F

∂p

)
0

+
4

3

(
∂F

∂q

)
0

, (3.30)

λ = −2

3

(
∂F

∂p

)
0

− 4

3

(
∂F

∂q

)
0

+

(
∂2F

∂n2

)
0

+
4

9

(
∂2F

∂p2

)
0

+
16

9

(
∂2F

∂q2

)
0

+
4

3

(
∂2F

∂n∂p

)
0

+
8

3

(
∂2F

∂n∂q

)
0

+
16

9

(
∂2F

∂p∂q

)
0

, (3.31)

µ =
2

3

(
∂F

∂p

)
0

+
8

3

(
∂F

∂q

)
0

. (3.32)

At quadratic order, we have therefore recovered the non-relativistic Lagrangian (2.14). The
specific form of the function F (n, p, q) determines the constants ρ, λ and µ, as well as all the
non-linear couplings.

An interesting limiting case of the above formulas is obtained when F is independent of
p and q, which, as discussed in [17, 18], corresponds to the limit of a relativistic fluid. Then
ρ and λ are determined by the first and second derivatives of F (n),

ρ =

(
dF

dn

)
0

, λ =

(
d2F

dn2

)
0

, (3.33)

14The coefficient of ∂iui is in fact the combination on the right-hand side of eq. (3.30) below, that we will
identify with the constant density ρ.

15More generally, following the same steps, we can check that the configuration

ξ1(t, x, y, z) = λ1x , ξ2(t, x, y, z) = λ2y , ξ3(t, x, y, z) = λ3z , (3.27)

with arbitrary constants λ1, λ2, λ3, is also a solution.
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while µ = 0. In this limit, from eqs. (2.42) and (2.43), we see that the transverse modes no
longer propagates, and the propagating waves become purely longitudinal.

An even simpler case is given by the choice F (n) = kn, where k is a constant. Then,
from eq. (3.33), ρ = k while λ = µ = 0. Therefore, the action

S = −ρ
∫
M
d4xn(x) = −ρ

∫
M
d4x

√
detB , (3.34)

at quadratic order, describes an ensemble of free relativistic particles, with no elastic forces.
Elastic forces would however manifest beyond linear order, expanding n(x) up to cubic order
in ∂u.16

3.3 Action for homogeneous and anisotropic elastic bodies

We now consider the more general case of a body which is not isotropic, while still assuming
for the moment homogeneity. When looking for the most general action, the lack of isotropy
now allows us to contract Bab with arbitrary tensors in B space. Of course, there is an infinity
of Lagrangians that, at quadratic order, reduce to eq. (2.8), and differ in the non-linear terms
and, if we are eventually interested just in linearized elasticity (although derived from a fully
Lorentz-invariant formalism), we can just pick up any convenient choice.17 Given that the
kinetic term in eq. (2.15) can be obtained from eq. (3.34), a simple choice is

S = −
∫
M
d4x

[
α
√
detB +

1

2
wabcdB

abBcd

]
, (3.35)

where α is a constant and wabcd is a constant tensor in B space. Since BabBcd is symmetric
under a ↔ b, under c ↔ d, and under the simultaneous exchange (a ↔ c, b ↔ d), wabcd can
be taken to satisfy

wabcd = wcdab , wabcd = wbacd = wabdc , (3.36)

since anyway the antisymmetric parts do not contribute to the contraction. This is similar
to eqs. (2.9) and (2.10). Note, however, that eq. (2.9) was a mathematical condition coming
from the structure of the contractions, while eq. (2.10) was a physical assumption, which
implies that we neglect the effect of vorticity. In contrast, all conditions in eq. (3.36) are
mathematical conditions coming from the structure of the contractions.

We now expand the action (3.35) around the background configuration ξ̄a = δai x
i,

writing ξa(x) = δai [x
i − ui(x)] as in eq. (3.9). We write, as usual, Bij = δai δ

b
jBab and

wijkl = δai δ
b
jδ

c
kδ

d
l wabcd , (3.37)

so that
wijkl = wklij , wijkl = wjikl = wijlk , (3.38)

and we use eq. (3.14) for Bij . It is also useful to define

wij ≡ wijkk = wkkij , (3.39)

16The fact that, up to quadratic order,
∫
d4xn(x) only produces a kinetic term can also be directly seen from

eq. (3.23), observing that the terms ∂iui and (∂iui)
2 − ∂iuj∂jui = ∂i(ui∂juj − uj∂jui) are total derivatives,

so, apart from an irrelevant constant, only (−1/2)u̇2
i remains.

17Actually, as discussed in [21], in principle the form of the effective Lagrangian can be fully reconstructed
by just measuring the response to time-independent and homogeneous deformations.
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and

w ≡ wii . (3.40)

Note that

wij = wji . (3.41)

Then, we get

S =

∫
M
d4x

[
L0 + L1 + L2 +O(∂u)3

]
, (3.42)

where

L0 = −α− w

2
, (3.43)

L1 = ∂i (αui + 2wijuj) , (3.44)

L2 = u̇iu̇j

(α
2
δij + wij

)
− 1

2
(4wijkl + 2wjlδik)∂iuj∂kul −

α

2
∂i(ui∂juj − uj∂jui) . (3.45)

The fact that L1 is a total derivative, and therefore integrates to zero, shows that, when
expanding around ξ̄a = δai x

i, there are no terms linear in ui in the action, and therefore
ξ̄a = δai x

i is a solution of the equations of motion also for the anisotropic action (3.35). The
last term in L2 is also a total derivative. We now define

Cijkl = 4wijkl + 2wjlδik . (3.46)

We observe that, because of eqs. (3.38) and (3.41), Cijkl automatically obeys Cijkl = Cklij .
However, it is in general not symmetric under the separate exchange i↔ j, or k ↔ l. In order
to write the action in a form as close as possible to eq. (2.11) we then proceed as follows. We
first use eq. (2.4) to write

Cijkl∂iuj∂kul = Cijkluijukl + Cijkl(uij ũkl + ũijukl) + Cijklũij ũkl . (3.47)

In the first term, we use the symmetries of uijukl to rewrite it as

Cijkluijukl =
1

4
(Cijkl + Cjikl + Cijlk + Cjilk)uijukl

=

[
4wijkl +

1

2
(wjlδik + wilδjk + wjkδil + wikδjl)

]
uijukl . (3.48)

The second term is rewritten as

Cijkl(uij ũkl + ũijukl) = 2Cijkluij ũkl

= 4wjlδikuij ũkl

= 2 (wjlδik − wikδjl)uij ũkl , (3.49)

where we used wijklũkl = 0, since wijkl is symmetric in (k, l) while ũkl is antisymmetric. The
last term in eq. (3.47) is instead manipulated as follows:

Cijklũij ũkl = 2wjlδikũij ũkl

= 2w̃jlδikũij ũkl +
2w

3
ũij ũij , (3.50)
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where we defined the traceless combination

w̃ij = wij −
w

3
δij . (3.51)

We next use the identity

ũij ũij = uijuij − (∂iui)
2 + ∂i(ui∂juj − uj∂jui) , (3.52)

which is easily verified writing all factors explicitly in terms of ∂iuj . We also use ∂iui = uii, so
uijuij − (∂iui)

2 = (δikδjl− δijδkl)uijukl which can be rewritten, in terms of a fully symmetric
tensor, as

uijuij − (∂iui)
2 =

1

2
(δikδjl + δjkδil − 2δijδkl)uijukl . (3.53)

Then

Cijklũij ũkl =
w

3
(δikδjl+δjkδil−2δijδkl)uijukl+2w̃jlδikũij ũkl+

2w

3
∂i(ui∂juj−uj∂jui) . (3.54)

Observe that the last term in eq. (3.54) is a total derivative, with the same structure as that
appearing in eq. (3.45). Then, putting everything together, eq. (3.45) can be rewritten as

L2 = u̇iu̇j

(α
2
δij + wij

)
− 1

2
cijkluijukl − dijkluij ũkl −

1

2
eijklũij ũkl

−1

2

(
α+

2w

3

)
∂i(ui∂juj − uj∂jui) , (3.55)

where

cijkl = 4wijkl +
1

2
(w̃jlδik + w̃ilδjk + w̃jkδil + w̃ikδjl) +

2w

3
(δikδjl + δjkδil − δijδkl) , (3.56)

dijkl = w̃jlδik − w̃ikδjl , (3.57)

eijkl = 2w̃jlδik . (3.58)

The term wij u̇iu̇j , in eq. (3.55) is smaller by a factor O(v2s/c
2) compared to αδij u̇iu̇j , and

we will neglect it.18 Dropping also the total derivatives, the action can then be written as

S =

∫
M
d4x

[
−ρ+ 1

2
ρu̇2i −

1

2
cijkluijukl − dijkluij ũkl −

1

2
eijklũij ũkl +O(∂u)3

]
, (3.59)

where, to lowest order in v2s/c
2, ρ = α. The term −ρ is a zero-th order term associated to the

background rather than to the fluctuations, and produces a term +ρ in the corresponding
energy density (it is the rest energy density of the fluid, which automatically emerges in
a relativistic formalism, just as the mc2 rest mass for a relativistic particle). The tensor
cijkl has the symmetries (2.9) and (2.10) and reproduces the corresponding term in Dyson’s
Lagrangian density (2.8). However, for a generic choice of the tensor wabcd in the action (3.35),
there is also a contribution to the Lagrangian from the vorticity, encoded in the tensors dijkl

18Indeed, from eq. (3.56), we see that wijkl is of the same order as cijkl. The latter, comparing to the
isotropic limit (2.13) and to eqs. (2.42) and (2.43), is of order ρv2s , where we denote generically by vs the order
of magnitude of the speed of sound (either v⊥ or v∥). The term wij u̇iu̇j is therefore a correction of order v2s
(or, reinstating c, of order v2s/c

2) to the kinetic term (1/2)αu̇2
i which, in the same approximation, is equal to

(1/2)ρu̇2
i . Note, however, that in the general anisotropic case the term produces an anisotropic correction to

the kinetic term.

– 22 –



and eijkl. This can be eventually traced to the fact that, as we see from eq. (3.14), Bij

depends not only on uij but also on ∂kui∂kuj , which can be written as a combination of
uij and ũij . A dependence on ũij therefore generically appears in a relativistic formulation,
constructed using Bij ; however, the dependence on vorticity disappears if we choose wabcd,
and therefore wijkl, such that wij is proportional to δij . Indeed, in this case, using w = wii,
we have wij = (w/3)δij and therefore w̃ij = 0, so eqs. (3.57) and (3.58) give dijkl = 0 and
eijkl = 0.

In the isotropic limit wabcd takes the general form

wabcd = 2βδabδcd + γ(δacδbd + δadδbc) , (3.60)

for some constants β and γ. Inserting here eq. (3.60) we get the corresponding action

S = −
∫
M
d4x

[
α
√
detB + β(TrB)2 + γ Tr(B2)

]
. (3.61)

The expansion to quadratic order can be obtained specializing to this action the general
results of Section 3.3. In this case

wijkl = 2βδijδkl + γ(δikδjl + δilδjk) , (3.62)

and therefore
wij = (6β + 2γ)δij , (3.63)

so wij is proportional to δij and w̃ij = 0. Therefore all contributions associated to vorticity
vanish,

dijkl = eijkl = 0 , (3.64)

while eq. (3.56) gives
cijkl = λδijδkl + µ(δikδjl + δilδjk) , (3.65)

with
λ = −4β − 4γ , µ = 12β + 8γ . (3.66)

We have therefore recovered the form (2.13) for cijkl, and we have found the explicit expression
for the Lamé coefficients λ and µ in terms of the parameters β and γ that enter the specific
relativistic action (3.61). We can also obtain the expression for the density, including the
corrections to the lowest-order result ρ = α, from the kinetic term in eq. (3.55), which in the
isotropic case becomes

u̇iu̇j

(α
2
δij + wij

)
=

1

2
(α+ 12β + 4γ)u̇iu̇i , (3.67)

showing that
ρ = α+ 12β + 4γ . (3.68)

We can double-check these results comparing eq. (3.61) with eqs. (3.22) and (3.21). We see
that the action (3.61) corresponds to the choice

F (n, p, q) = αn+ 9βp2 + 3γq , (3.69)

and, expanding to quadratic order, this gives a Lagrangian density of the form (3.29) with ρ,
λ and µ given by eqs. (3.30)–(3.32). Inserting eq. (3.69) into eqs. (3.30)–(3.32) we get again
eqs. (3.66) and (3.68).
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From eqs. (2.42) and (2.43), we then also have

v2⊥ =
12β + 8γ

α+ 12β + 4γ
, v2∥ =

20β + 12γ

α+ 12β + 4γ
. (3.70)

Inverting these relations, and denoting generically the order of v⊥ and v∥ by vs, we have

α = ρ
[
1 +O(v2s)

]
, β, γ = O(ρv2s) . (3.71)

Therefore, apart from corrections proportional to the square of the speed of sound (or, restor-
ing c, to v2s/c

2), we see again that α is the same as the density of the body, while β and γ
are combinations of the Lamé coefficients.

As already mentioned, there are of course an infinity of fully non-linear relativistic
Lagrangians constructed with Bab that, after expanding over the background solution ξ̄a,
reduce to the Lagrangian (2.8) at quadratic order, but differ in the non-linear terms. Since
eventually we are only interested in the linearized theory (however, derived from a fully
Lorentz-invariant action, so written in terms of Bab before expanding around a symmetry-
breaking background), we can just use any simple choice. In the following we will use
the action (3.35), or its isotropic limit (3.61). We will next generalize them to the non-
homogeneous case.19

3.4 Inhomogeneous bodies

We now generalize to an elastic body which is not homogeneous. This will be essential to the
study of the coupling of elastic media to GWs because, as already found in [11, 13], and as we
will derive again below with our formalism, in the TT gauge the coupling to GWs vanishes
for a homogeneous body of infinite extent, and the leading contribution comes from internal
inhomogeneities, or from the discontinuity associated to the boundary of a body with finite
extent. However, we will see that this introduces some extra technical complication, since
the configuration ξ̄a = δai x

i will no longer be a solution of the equations of motion.
We still assume that the body formally has an infinity extent, which is necessary to

introduce the mapping (3.1). However, we now assume that it is characterized by a generic
density ρ(x); the case of a body of finite extent can then be recovered taking a sequence of
functions that vanish faster and faster outside the body, approaching a function ρ(x) with
compact support. Similarly, the quantities that characterize the elastic properties of the
body, such as the tensor cijkl in eq. (2.15), can be taken to have the same compact support.

3.4.1 Effective action

As a first attempt, it might seem that a natural generalization of eq. (3.35) to the non-
homogeneous case could be given by

S = −
∫
M
d4x

[
α(x)

√
detB +

1

2
wabcd(x)B

abBcd

]
, (3.73)

19An alternative could be to factorize
√
detB and use an action of the form

S = −
∫
M
d4x

√
detB

[
α +

1

2
w̃abcdB

abBcd

]
. (3.72)

Such a choice would be closer in spirit to the formalism in refs. [13–15]. At the quadratic level in the
perturbations the actions (3.35) and (3.72) are equivalent but, when in Section 3.4 we will generalize to
inhomogeneous bodies, promoting α and wabcd to functions, we will find that eq. (3.35) is slightly more
convenient, because of a nice cancellation of a term involving the spatial derivatives of α.
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where α(x) is a function of x and wabcd(x) a tensor in B space, again function of x, and with
the symmetries (3.36).

However, if we want to construct a Lorentz-invariant theory, eq. (3.73) is not viable
because the explicit dependence of α and wabcd on x breaks Lorentz invariance. A Lorentz-
invariant (and in fact also Poincaré-invariant) action is rather obtained writing them as
functions of ξ,

S[ξ, ∂ξ] = −
∫
M
d4x

[
α(ξ)

√
detB +

1

2
wabcd(ξ)B

abBcd

]
, (3.74)

where α is taken to be a Lorentz scalar function of the Lorentz scalar fields ξa, and similarly
for wabcd. This action is therefore invariant under Poincaré transformations in M. Note that
the action now depends both on ξ, through α and wabcd, and on its derivatives, through Bab;
indeed, for an inhomogeneous body, translations in x space are no longer a symmetry, so the
argument above eq. (3.12), that led to the conclusion that the action can depend on ξ only
through ∂µξ

a, is no longer valid. Equation (3.74) provides a Lorentz and Poincaré invariant
theory at the full non-linear level, for an elastic body which is not homogeneous nor isotropic.

Similarly to eq. (3.60), in the isotropic limit, wabcd(ξ) takes the general form

wabcd(ξ) = 2β(ξ)δabδcd + γ(ξ)(δacδbd + δadδbc) , (3.75)

for some functions β(ξ) and γ(ξ). Inserting eq. (3.75) into eq. (3.74), in this limit we get

S = −
∫
M
d4x

[
α(ξ)

√
detB + β(ξ)(TrB)2 + γ(ξ) Tr(B2)

]
, (3.76)

which is the generalization of eq. (3.61).

3.4.2 Equations of motion and background solutions

We now write down the equations of motion and look for background solutions. As we will
see, eq. (3.3) is no longer a solution of the equations of motion derived from the action
(3.74), not even in the isotropic limit (3.76). Therefore, the first step is to find the correct
background solution, around which we will then expand the action to quadratic order, to
obtain the generalization of eqs. (3.29)–(3.32) to inhomogeneous bodies.20 We restrict to the
isotropic case, so we use the action (3.76), and the Lagrangian is

L = −
[
α(ξ)

√
detB + β(ξ)(TrB)2 + γ(ξ) Tr(B2)

]
. (3.77)

We stress that eq. (3.77) is just an example of a Lagrangian that describes, in a Lorentz–
covariant manner, the elasticity theory of an inhomogeneous body. As we saw already in
the homogeneous case, see eqs. (3.22)–(3.32), an infinity of other possibilities, differing at
the level of non-linear terms, can be written down. We will use the Lagrangian (3.77) as
an example of the results that are obtained from an explicit relativistic Lagrangian, but we

20An alternative route could be to promote the metric in B from δab to a generic metric γab(ξ), and construct
the theory so that it is also invariant under diffeomorphisms in B. Then, one could try to set ξa(x) = δai x

i as
a choice of coordinates in B, at the price of dealing with a non-trivial metric γab(ξ). Note that each different
physical setting (e.g., slowly varying inhomogeneities, one-dimensional inhomogeneities, etc.) will in general
give rise to a different γab(ξ). If we do not want to have a different action for each situation, we must treat also
γab(ξ) as a dynamical field, adding its dynamics through the action of three-dimensional Euclidean gravity.
This alternative approach could give useful insights, but we will not pursue it here.
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will then see how these explicit results allow us to understand the general structures that
can be obtained, and how, when it comes to determining the energy–momentum tensor of
the theory and then the coupling to GWs, these generalize the “naive” (i.e. non-covariant)
approach based on eq. (2.15). The Euler-Lagrange equation is

δL
δξa

− ∂µ
δL

δ(∂µξa)
= 0 . (3.78)

We look for static background solutions, so the time derivative ∂µ with µ = 0 in eq. (3.78)
vanishes, and the Euler-Lagrange equation reduces to

δL
δξa

− ∂j
δL

δ(∂jξa)
= 0 , (3.79)

where ∂j = ∂/∂xj . As we show in App. B, inserting the Lagrangian (3.77) into eq. (3.79) we
get21

α(ξ)∂j

[√
detB (B−1)ab∂jξ

b
]
+ 4β(ξ)∂j (TrB ∂jξ

a) + 4γ(ξ)∂j

(
Bab∂jξ

b
)

=
∂β

∂ξb
TrB [δabTrB − 4Bab] +

∂γ

∂ξb
[
δabTr(B

2)− 4BacBcb

]
. (3.80)

As a check we can verify that, when α, β and γ are constants, eq. (3.3) is a solution. Indeed,
in this case the terms on the right-hand side of eq. (3.80) vanish. On the left-hand side
we make use of the fact that, when ξa(x) = δai x

i, we have ∂jξ
a = δai , and then Bab = δab;

therefore, on the left-hand side, all expressions on which ∂j acts are constants, so we get
again zero.22 Note that, in fact, eq. (3.3) is a solution of the equations of motion of the
Lagrangian (3.77) even for a generic function α(ξ), as long as β and γ are constants. This is
due to the fact that the terms proportional to ∂α/∂ξa do not appear in eq. (3.80), because
of a cancelation that we discuss explicitly in App. B.

When β and γ depend on ξ, however, ξa(x) = δai x
i is no longer a solution, and we must

find a new background ξ̄a around which will then define the fluctuations. In its full form,
eq. (3.80) is a highly non-linear differential equation for the field ξa(x), because Bab depends
on ∂iξ

a [see eqs. (3.18)–(3.20)], and therefore an even more complicated and fully non-linear
dependence on ∂iξ

a is carried by (B−1)ab. However, there are two interesting limiting cases
where eq. (3.80) becomes analytically treatable. The first is when the body is taken to be
homogeneous and of infinite extent in the (x, y) directions, and the only spatial dependence
is through the z variable. The second case corresponds to a full three dimensional setting
where, however, the inhomogeneities are taken to be small perturbations over a homogeneous
background. We analyze these two cases in turn.

One-dimensional inhomogeneities. We first consider a three-dimensional body which is
homogeneous and of infinite extent in the (x, y) directions, and inhomogeneous with respect
to the z variable. In this case, generalizing eq. (3.2), we make the ansatz

ξ1(x, y, z) = x , ξ2(x, y, z) = y , ξ3(x, y, z) = ξ3(z) , (3.81)

21Recall that the indices a, b are raised and lowered with δab, so we can write them indifferently as lower or
upper indices.

22More generally, if ξa(x) = δai λ
axi (no sum over a), we get Bab = λaλbδab, which is still a constant, and

again we get a solution of eq. (3.80), compare with eq. (3.27).
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for some function ξ3(z) to be determined. In this case B = diag(1, 1, B33(z)), where

B33(z) =

(
dξ3

dz

)2

, (3.82)

so detB = B33, TrB = 2+B33, TrB
2 = 2+B2

33 and B−1 = diag(1, 1, B−1
33 (z)). In eq. (3.80)

we take β(ξ) = β(ξ3) and γ(ξ) = γ(ξ3), so only the a = 3 component of the equation is
non-trivial. Furthermore, the term proportional to α(ξ) vanishes, since

∂j

[√
detB (B−1)3b∂jξ

b
]
=

d

dz

[√
detB (B−1)33

dξ3

dz

]
=

d

dz

[
B

1/2
33 B−1

33 B
1/2
33

]
= 0 . (3.83)

Since ξ3 = ξ3(z), in the terms dα/dξ3 and dβ/dξ3 the derivatives with respect to ξ3 can be
expressed as derivatives with respect to z using

d

dz
=
dξ3

dz

d

dξ3
= B

1/2
33

d

dξ3
, (3.84)

so
d

dξ3
= B

−1/2
33

d

dz
. (3.85)

Then eq. (3.80) gives

dB33

dz
=

(2 +B33)(2− 3B33)β
′ + (2− 3B2

33)γ
′

β(4 + 6B33) + 6γB33
, (3.86)

where β′ = dβ/dz, γ′ = dγ/dz. In principle, given the functions β(z) and γ(z), eq. (3.86)
allows us to determine B33(z) and therefore ξ3(z).

Small perturbations over a homogeneous body. Another situation that is both inter-
esting and amenable to analytic treatment is when α(ξ), β(ξ) and γ(ξ) describe small and
slowly-varying perturbations of a homogeneous background. In this case we write

α(ξ) = α0 + α1(ξ) , β(ξ) = β0 + β1(ξ) , γ(ξ) = γ0 + γ1(ξ) , (3.87)

where α0, β0 and γ0 are constants, while α1(ξ), β1(ξ) and γ1(ξ) are small perturbations.
Correspondingly, we look for a solution that is a small perturbation of the solution (3.3)
valid for a homogeneous body, i.e. we look for a solution of the form ξa(x) = δai ξi(x), where

ξi(x) = xi + ϵi(x) . (3.88)

Therefore ∂jξi = δij + ∂jϵi and the assumption that α(ξ), β(ξ) and γ(ξ) are slowly-varying
functions of ξ implies that |∂jϵi| ≪ 1. Then, the linearization of eq. (3.80) is straightforward
(see App. B for details) and gives

(8β0 + 4γ0)∂i∂jϵj + (12β0 + 8γ0)∇2ϵi = − ∂

∂ξi
[3β1(ξ) + γ1(ξ)] . (3.89)

Since the right-hand side is proportional to β1 and γ1 and is therefore already of first-order,
there we can replace ξi with xi and ∂/∂ξi with ∂/∂xi ≡ ∂i, so we get

(8β0 + 4γ0)∂i∂jϵj + (12β0 + 8γ0)∇2ϵi = −∂i [3β1(x) + γ1(x)] . (3.90)
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In general, an equation of this form can be solved separating the vector field ϵi(x) into its
transverse and longitudinal parts,

ϵi(x) = ϵTi (x) + ∂iψ(x) , (3.91)

where ∂iϵ
T
i = 0. However, to linear order the right-hand side of eq. (3.90) is proportional to

∂i, i.e. is purely longitudinal. Then, the solution of eq. (3.90) is given by ϵTi (x) = 0, while ψ
satisfies

4(5β0 + 3γ0)∇2ψ = − [3β1(x) + γ1(x)] . (3.92)

Recalling that β0 and γ0 are constants, and using the Green’s function of the Laplacian,

G(x− x′) = − 1

4π

1

|x− x′|
, (3.93)

the solution for ψ(x) is

ψ(x) =
1

16π

1

5β0 + 3γ0

∫
d3x′

3β1(x
′) + γ1(x

′)

|x− x′|
, (3.94)

where we assumed that the functions β1(x) and γ1(x) go to zero at infinity sufficiently fast,
so that the integral converges.

In conclusion, we have found a static background solution of the equations of motion
of the Lagrangian (3.77), in the limit where the functions β and γ are slowly-varying, of the
form

ξ̄a(x) = δai (x
i + ∂iψ) , (3.95)

with ψ(x) given explicitly by eq. (3.94).

3.4.3 Expansion to quadratic order

To understand the physical content of the inhomogeneous theory we now expand the action
to quadratic order. We therefore write

ξa(x) = ξ̄a(x) + πa(x) , (3.96)

where ξ̄a(x) is a generic background field configuration and πa(x) is a perturbation around
it. For generality, we work at first with an arbitrary background solution (possibly even
time-dependent), rather than using from the beginning the explicit form (3.95). For the
perturbation, we use at first the Goldstone fields πa(x), since some properties of the action
are better understood in the language of Goldstone boson physics, but one can immediately
rewrite the results in terms of ui(x) using eq. (3.8). We limit ourselves to isotropic (but
inhomogeneous) media, using the action (3.76).

The expansion of the action (3.76) up to quadratic order in the perturbations πa(x)
gives (after some integration by parts in the linear term)

S =

∫
M
d4x

(
L̄+ Ēaπa −

1

2
M̄abπ

aπb + Ḡµ
abπ

a∂µπ
b + H̄µν

ab ∂µπ
a∂νπ

b

)
, (3.97)

where we introduced the background quantities

L̄ = −
[
α(ξ̄)(det B̄)1/2 + β(ξ̄)(Tr B̄)2 + γ(ξ̄) Tr(B̄2)

]
, (3.98)

Ēa = α(ξ̄)∂µ

[
(det B̄)1/2(B̄−1)ab∂

µξ̄b
]
+ 4β(ξ̄)∂µ

(
Tr B̄ ∂µξ̄a

)
+ 4γ(ξ̄)∂µ

(
B̄ab∂

µξ̄b
)

+

(
∂β

∂ξb

)
ξ̄

Tr B̄
[
4B̄ab − δabTr B̄

]
+

(
∂γ

∂ξb

)
ξ̄

[
4B̄acB̄cb − δabTr(B̄

2)
]
, (3.99)
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M̄ab =

(
∂2α

∂ξa∂ξb

)
ξ̄

(det B̄)1/2 +

(
∂2β

∂ξa∂ξb

)
ξ̄

(Tr B̄)2 +

(
∂2γ

∂ξa∂ξb

)
ξ̄

Tr(B̄2) , (3.100)

Ḡµ
ab = −∂µξ̄c

[
(det B̄)1/2

(
∂α

∂ξa

)
ξ̄

(
B̄−1

)
bc
+ 4

(
∂β

∂ξa

)
ξ̄

δbcTr B̄ + 4

(
∂γ

∂ξa

)
ξ̄

B̄bc

]
, (3.101)

H̄µν
ab =

1

2
α(ξ̄)C̄abcd∂

µξ̄c ∂ν ξ̄d − 1

2
α(ξ̄)(det B̄)1/2 ηµν

(
B̄−1

)
ab

(3.102)

−β(ξ̄)
[
4∂µξ̄a ∂

ν ξ̄b + 2 ηµνδabTr B̄
]
− 2γ(ξ̄)

[
∂µξ̄b ∂

ν ξ̄a + δab ∂
µξ̄c ∂

ν ξ̄c + ηµνB̄ab

]
,

and we defined

B̄ab = ∂µξ̄a∂
µξ̄b , (3.103)

C̄abcd = (det B̄)1/2
[(
B̄−1

)
ab

(
B̄−1

)
cd

−
(
B̄−1

)
ac

(
B̄−1

)
bd
+
(
B̄−1

)
ad

(
B̄−1

)
bc

]
.(3.104)

By definition, the vanishing of the linear term gives the equation of motion, which therefore
is

Ēa = 0 . (3.105)

As a check, when looking for a static solution ξ̄a(x), eqs. (3.99) and (3.105) are the same as
eq. (3.80).

We also see from eqs. (3.97) and (3.100) that, when α, β and γ depend on ξ, a non-
vanishing mass term M̄ab is generated for the fields πa(x). In particular, the mass matrix M̄ab

depends on the second derivatives of α(ξ), β(ξ) and γ(ξ). In the field-theoretical language,
the πa(x) are now pseudo-Goldstone bosons, because the translation symmetry is broken by
the fact that α, β or γ depend on ξ, and therefore become massive. The translation symmetry
in field space πa(x) → πa(x)+Ca, with Ca a constant, is broken both by the mass term and
by the term Ḡµ

abπ
a∂µπ

b. Observe also that M̄ab, Ḡµ
ab and H̄µν

ab are functions of x, through
their dependence on ξ̄a(x).

We can now specialize these general results to the background solution (3.95). For
slowly-varying functions we write α(ξ), β(ξ) and γ(ξ) as in eq. (3.87) Inserting now the
explicit static background solution (3.95), determined by β1 and γ1 as in eq. (3.94) and,
working at first order in the small perturbations ∂iψ, α1, β1 and γ1, we get

B̄ab = δab + 2∂a∂bψ , (3.106)

C̄abcd = (1 +∇2ψ)[δabδcd − δacδbd + δadδbc] (3.107)

−2∂e∂fψ[δabδ
e
cδ

f
d + δcdδ

e
aδ

f
b − δacδ

e
bδ

f
d − δbdδ

e
aδ

f
c + δadδ

e
bδ

f
c + δbcδ

e
aδ

f
d ] ,

and then

M̄ab =
∂2

∂xa∂xb
[α1(x) + 9β1(x) + 3γ1(x)] , (3.108)

Ḡµ
ab = −δµb

∂

∂xa
[α1(x) + 12β1(x) + 4γ1(x)] , (3.109)
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and

H̄µν
ab = δµ0 δ

ν
0

{[
1

2
α(x)− 2γ(x) +

1

2
α0∇2ψ(x)

]
δab − α0∂a∂bψ(x)

}
−
[
1

2
α(x) +

1

2
α0∇2ψ(x) + 4β(x)

]
δµa δ

ν
b +

[
1

2
α(x) +

1

2
α0∇2ψ(x)− 2γ(x)

]
δµb δ

ν
a

+

[
1

2
α0 − 4β0

]
[δµa∂

ν∂bψ(x) + δνb ∂
µ∂aψ(x)]

−
[
1

2
α0 + 2γ0

] [
δνa∂

µ∂bψ(x) + δµb ∂
ν∂aψ(x)

]
−2ηµν{δab

[
3β(x) + 2γ(x) + 2β0∇2ψ(x)

]
+ 2γ0∂a∂bψ(x)}

−4γ0δab∂
µ∂νψ(x) , (3.110)

In eq. (3.110) it is meant that

α(x) = α0 + α1(x) , β(x) = β0 + β1(x) , γ(x) = γ0 + γ1(x) , (3.111)

since, to this order, we could replace ξ by x in their argument, and ∇2ψ is given explicitly,
in terms of these quantities, in eq. (3.92).

Writing πa = −δai ui, performing some integration by parts and using eq. (3.92) to
simplify the structure of a term, it is possible to write the quadratic part of the Lagrangian
as

L2 =
1

2

[
ρ(x)u̇iu̇i − λ(x)(∂iui)

2 − 2µ(x)uijuij
]
+ (4γ0 − α0) u̇iu̇j∂i∂jψ(x) +

+ (α0 + 8β0) (∂iui)uj∂j∇2ψ(x) +
1

2
(α0 − 12β0 − 12γ0)uiuj∂i∂j∇2ψ(x) (3.112)

+ ∂j∂kψ(x) [(α0 − 8β0) (∂iui)∂juk − (α0 + 4γ0) ∂iuj∂kui − 4γ0∂iuj∂iuk − 4γ0∂jui∂kui] ,

with

ρ(x) = α(x) + 12β(x) + 4γ(x) + (α0 + 8β0)∇2ψ(x) , (3.113)

λ(x) = −4β(x)− 4γ(x)− 8β0∇2ψ(x) , (3.114)

µ(x) = 12β(x) + 8γ(x) + 8β0∇2ψ(x) . (3.115)

Observe that, in λ(x) and µ(x), the dependence on α(x) actually canceled. The equations
of motion derived from the Lagrangian (3.112) are

ρ(x)üi +2(4γ0 − α0)üj∂j∂iψ(x) = ∂i

[
λ(x)∂juj

]
+ ∂j

[
µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui)

]
+8β0∂i

[
∂j∂kψ(x)∂juk + ∂kuk∇2ψ(x)

]
+ 8β0∂j

[
∂i∂jψ(x)∂kuk − ∂iuj∇2ψ(x)

]
+4γ0∂j

[
∂i∂kψ(x)(∂kuj + 2∂juk) + ∂j∂kψ(x)(∂iuk + 2∂kui)

]
−(20β0 + 12γ0)uj∂j∂i∇2ψ(x) . (3.116)

Two comments are in order:

(1) The terms λ(x)(∂iui)
2 and µ(x)uijuij , in the first line of eq. (3.112), contains two spatial

derivatives acting on ui, while all terms in the second and third line contain four spatial
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derivatives. Nevertheless, if we want to keep the spatial dependence of λ(x) and µ(x), for
consistency we must keep also all other terms. For instance, from eqs. (3.114) and (3.111),
we see that, for slowly varying backgrounds, λ(x) has the form λ(x) = λ0 + λ1(x), with
λ1(x) of order ϵ1(x), where, for the purpose of estimating the order of the various terms, we
denote here by ϵ1(x) a parameter such ϵ1(x) ∼ α1(x) ∼ β1(x) ∼ γ1(x). So, the spatially-
dependent part of λ(x)(∂iu

i)2 is, schematically, of order ϵ1∂u∂u, i.e. one power of the small
quantity ϵ1, two derivatives, and two powers of u. Compare this, for instance, with the term
ϵ0u

iuj∂i∂j∇2ψ in the second line of eq. (3.112) (where, again, we define ϵ0 as a parameter
such that ϵ0 ∼ α0 ∼ β0 ∼ γ0). Since, from eq. (3.92), ϵ0∇2ψ is of order ϵ1, this term is
actually of order uiuj∂i∂jϵ1 or, integrating by parts, ϵ1∂i∂j(uiuj), so again one power of ϵ1,
two derivatives, and two powers of u, just as λ1(x)(∂iu

i)2. Similarly for all other terms with
four spatial derivatives. Therefore, either one works at zero-th order, neglecting all spatial
dependences and replacing λ(x) and µ(x) by two constants λ0 and µ0 or else, if one wants
to keep the spatial dependence in λ(x) and µ(x), by consistency one must keep also all other
terms in eq. (3.112). Similarly, writing ρ(x) = ρ0 + ρ1(x), the same argument holds for the
term proportional to u̇iu̇j∂i∂jψ, compared to ρ1(x)u̇iu̇i.

(2) If one uses the non-relativistic Lagrangian (2.17), the equation of motion is

ρüi = ∂i [λ(x)∂juj ] + ∂j [µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui)] , (3.117)

which is the same as that obtained setting ψ = 0 in eq. (3.116). The difference between
these results can be traced to the fact that the Lagrangian (2.17) is not Lorentz invariant; in
contrast, the Lagrangian (3.77) is Lorentz-invariant, but Lorentz-invariance is spontaneously
broken by the background solution and, in the inhomogeneous case, the latter is not given
simply by eq. (3.3), but by eq. (3.95), which involves a non-vanishing function ψ(x). As
long as one is not interested in the coupling of elasticity to GWs, the use of a Lagrangian
that is not covariant is perfectly fine (at least, for non-relativistic oscillations); elasticity is
anyhow a phenomenological theory, and the functions that appear in a given Lagrangian,
such as λ(x) and µ(x) in eq. (2.17), are determined by comparison with observation, within
the context of that theory. Note also that ψ(x) is in principle determined in terms of β(x)
and γ(x) [and therefore in terms of λ(x), µ(x) and ρ(x)] by eq. (3.94), so both eqs. (3.116)
and (3.117) will fit the observations using the same number of independent functions. From
this point of view, since eq. (3.117) is so much simpler than eq. (3.116), it is naturally to be
preferred, and there is no point in using eq. (3.116), that is phenomenologically similar, but
much more complicated. As we will see in Section 4.3, however, when we couple elasticity to
GWs the extra terms induced by ψ(x) can be important; their effect is that the coupling to
GWs is no longer determined by the same functions, such as µ(x), that appear in the part
of the equation that do not involve GWs, as was the case in ref. [11].

4 Coupling elasticity to GWs

We now discuss how to couple the elasticity theory to GWs. We begin, in Section 4.1, by
recalling the difference between proper detector frame and TT frame. In Section 4.2 we will
recall the standard picture in the proper detector frame, where the effect of GWs on an
elastic medium can be described as an effective Newtonian force, while space-time can be
taken as flat. Within this approach, the field-theoretical machinery developed above is not
needed; however, as we will stress, this approach eventually breaks down at sufficiently large
frequencies. In Section 4.3 we will then see how to couple elasticity theory to GWs in the TT
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gauge. This approach has no intrinsic validity limit in frequency, and here we will need the
field-theoretical formalism developed in Section 3. Finally, in Section 4.4, we will see how to
compare the two approaches in the low-frequency regime, where they are both valid.

4.1 Proper detector frame vs. TT frame: a reminder

In this section we recall the definitions and properties of the proper detector frame and of the
TT frame. This is standard textbook material, and we will follow closely the presentation
in Section 1.3.3 of [1]. However, a clear understanding of the meaning of these two frames is
essential in the following, so we find useful to provide here this short reminder.

In General Relativity (GR) the choice of coordinates is arbitrary, and different choices
have different physical meaning. When coupling an elastic medium to GWs, one must there-
fore be aware of the coordinate system that one is using, since the definition of the dis-
placement vector u, that determines the position of a given volume element with respect to
an unperturbed position, also depends on this choice. An important tool for understanding
the physical meaning of a given coordinate choice is the equation of the geodesic deviation:
consider a space-time with a generic metric gµν(x), and let xµ(τ) be a time-like geodesic,
parametrized by its proper time τ , and xµ(τ) + ζµ(τ) an infinitesimally close geodesics.
Then, in a generic coordinate system, ζµ(τ) satisfies the equation of the geodesic deviation,

d2ζµ

dτ2
+ 2Γµ

νρ(x)
dxν

dτ

dζρ

dτ
+ ζσ ∂σΓ

µ
νρ(x)

dxν

dτ

dxρ

dτ
= 0 . (4.1)

The TT frame is defined as the coordinate system associated to the TT gauge: one considers
a linearized metric of the form gµν = ηµν + hµν and shows, with standard arguments (e.g.,
Section 1.2 of [1]) that we can choose the coordinate system so that hµν satisfies

h0µ = 0 , hii = 0 , ∂jhij = 0 . (4.2)

This defines the transverse-traceless gauge, or TT gauge. When we wish to stress that we
are writing hµν in this gauge, we will write the corresponding metric perturbation as hTT

ij .
Therefore, in the TT frame, the space-time interval reads (writing here c explicitly)

ds2 = −c2dt2 + (δij + hTT
ij )dxidxj . (4.3)

The physical meaning of this coordinate choice is obtained looking at the geodesic deviation
equation (4.1), that in this metric becomes

ζ̈i = −ḣTT
ij ζ̇

j , (4.4)

where the dot denotes the derivative with respect to proper time τ . We see that, if at τ = 0
we have ζ̇i = 0, then also ζ̈i = 0, so the coordinate separation ζi of two test masses initially
at rest relative to each other remains constant at all times, even when a GW passes. The TT
gauge clearly illustrates the fact that, in GR, the physical effects are not expressed by what
happens to the coordinates, since the theory is invariant under coordinate transformations.
In this gauge, indeed, as a GW passes, the coordinate distance between two test masses
initially at rest does not change. Of course, this does not mean that the GW has no physical
effect, but only that we used the freedom of choosing the coordinate system to define the
coordinates by using the position of test masses; e.g. we can say that a given test mass defines
the origin of the coordinate system, x = (0, 0, 0) and another test mass (or another volume
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element) defines the point with coordinates, say, x = (1, 0, 0) (in some units), and this holds
by definition even when the GW passes. So, in this frame, by definition the coordinates of
test masses, or of volume elements of an elastic body, are not affected by the passage of a GW.
Physical effects, however, can be found monitoring proper distances (or proper times) rather
than coordinate distances. The proper distance s between two events is obtained integrating
ds = (gµνdx

µdxν)1/2 along a space-like trajectory xµ(λ), parametrized by a parameter λ,
so that the proper distance between two space-time points depends on the metric gµν , and
therefore in the TT gauge it is affected by the GW, that enters through eq. (4.3). The proper
distance between two volume elements of an elastic medium, or between the two mirrors of
an interferometer arm, is therefore affected by a passing GW, and this is a gauge-invariant
statement, since proper distances are invariant under coordinate transformations.

The proper detector frame, in contrast, is defined by making use of the fact that, in
a sufficiently small spatial neighborhood of a given space-time point P, we can choose the
coordinates so that the metric is flat, gµν = ηµν , which is the content of the equivalence
principle. The corresponding frame is called a locally inertial frame. In a locally inertial
frame the metric is flat only at a given point in space and a given moment in time, but
this can be extended by constructing a frame where a test mass is in free fall all along
its geodesic, rather than just at one space-time point, and this defines the “freely falling
frame” (the corresponding coordinates are known as Fermi normal coordinates). Then, in a
freely falling frame, we can choose the coordinates (t,x) so that, even in the presence of a
gravitational field, for any point P on the geodesic and sufficiently close to it, we have

ds2 ≃ −c2dt2 + δijdx
idxj . (4.5)

To linear order in |xi| there are no corrections to this metric, since in a freely falling frame the
derivatives of gµν vanish at the point P on the geodesic around which we expand. Pursuing
the expansion to second order, one finds [27]

ds2 ≃ −c2dt2
(
1 +R0i0jx

ixj
)
− 2cdt dxi

(
2

3
R0jikx

jxk
)
+ dxidxj

(
δij −

1

3
Rikjlx

kxl
)
, (4.6)

where the Riemann tensor is evaluated at the given point P along the geodesic. We see that,
if LB is the typical variation scale of the metric, so that Rµνρσ = O(1/L2

B), the corrections
to the flat metric are O(r2/L2

B), where r
2 = xixi. In particular, if the Riemann tensor is

due to a GW with reduced wavelength λ−, the scale LB is λ−, and the corrections to the flat
metric, at a distance r from the point P, are O(r2/λ−2

).
To understand the effect of GWs in this frame, we can consider again the equation of

the geodesic deviation, eq. (4.1), that with this metric becomes

ζ̈i = −c2Ri
0j0ζ

j , (4.7)

where now the dot denotes the derivative with respect to the coordinate time t of the proper
detector frame. To compute the Riemann tensor Ri

0j0 due to the GWs in the proper detector
frame, it is convenient to observe that, in linearized theory, the Riemann tensor is invariant,
rather than just covariant as in full GR, so we can compute it in the frame that we prefer.
The most convenient choice is then to compute it in the TT frame, since in this frame GWs
have the simplest form. One then obtains

Ri
0j0 = − 1

2c2
ḧTT
ij , (4.8)
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and therefore the equation of the geodesic deviation in the proper detector frame reads

ζ̈i =
1

2
ḧTT
ij ζ

j . (4.9)

From this we see that, in the proper detector frame, measuring the position of test masses
as the geodesic deviation with respect to an origin defined by another given test mass, the
effect of GWs on a point particle of mass m can be described in terms of a Newtonian force

Fi =
m

2
ḧTT
ij ζ

j , (4.10)

while at the same time, for distances |ζi| much smaller than λ−, space-time can be approxi-
mated as flat, see eq. (4.5). Therefore the response of the detector to GWs can be analyzed
in a purely Newtonian language, without any further reference to General Relativity.

To summarize, in the TT gauge the coordinate separation is not affected by GWs. Then,
below, we will not be surprised to find that, in the TT gauge, the coordinates of infinitesimal
volume elements inside a (homogeneous) elastic medium are not affected by the passing of a
GW. However, physical effects, in the TT gauge, are obtained looking at invariant quantities
such as proper distances and proper times, and these are affected by the GW, since the metric
is given by eq. (4.3), and is not flat. In the proper detector frame, in contrast, to lowest order
in r/λ−, where r is the distance between two test masses and λ− the reduced wavelength of
the GW, space-time is flat, eq. (4.5). We can then forget about GR, and use our Newtonian
intuition. At the same time, the action of a GW on a test mass can be described in terms of
a Newtonian force, given by eq. (4.10). Let us stress again that eq. (4.10) only holds in the
proper detector frame, and not in the TT frame, despite the fact that hTT

ij appears there;
this just came out because the Riemann tensor, in the linearized theory, is invariant, and can
be computed in any frame, and then it is convenient to compute it in the TT frame, where
hµν takes the simplest form.

A crucial difference between the TT frame and the proper detector frame is that the TT
frame description is exact (in the context of linearized theory, i.e. writing gµν = ηµν + hµν
and keeping only the linear orders in hµν), in the sense that it is valid independently of the
distance r between the bodies that are monitored. In contrast, the proper detector frame can
only be used in the limit r ≪ λ−. For instance, resonant-mass detectors had a typical length L
of order a few meters, and their fundamental mode had a frequency f0 of the order of the kHz,
so they were searching GWs with λ− ∼ 50 km. In this case, therefore, L≪ λ− [the small ratio
between these quantities is in fact just the factor πvs/c eq. (1.1)], so they can be analyzed in
the proper detector frame. Current ground-based GW interferometers operate at frequencies
between tens of Hz and a few kHz, so approximately λ− is between 100 and 5000 km, while
their arm length L is 3 km for Virgo and 4 km for LIGO, so again L ≪ λ−; to lowest
order in L/λ−, or equivalently in ωL/c, where ω = 2πf , it is then possible to analyze them
in the proper detector frame. However, if one wants their response for higher frequencies,
only the TT frame gives the exact answer, while the proper detector frame computation
only reproduces the leading-order term in an expansion in ωL/c (see Section 9.1 of [1]). As
another example, the space interferometer LISA is sensitive to GWs with f approximately
in the range 10−3 − 10−2Hz, corresponding to λ− ∼ (5× 106)− (5× 107) km, while the arm-
length, provided by the distance between the spacecrafts, is L ∼ 2.5× 106 km. In this case,
the condition λ− ≫ L is not really satisfied, and the response of LISA can only be computed
in the TT frame.
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4.2 Proper detector frame description: GWs as a force driving the normal
modes

We now recall the standard computation of the response of an elastic body to a GW in the
proper detector frame, in terms of a Newtonian force acting on the normal modes of the body;
we follow Section 8.4.1 of [1] (see also [28], and [29, 30] for the extension to scalar modes of
the gravitational field), keeping however the formalism more general. In this section we limit
ourselves for simplicity to isotropic elastic media, considering however both the homogeneous
and inhomogeneous cases. We use the proper detector frame which, as we have discussed
above, implies that we restrict to GWs whose reduced wavelength λ− is much larger than
the typical linear size L of the elastic body. We have seen in Section 4.1 that in the proper
detector frame, when L ≪ λ− (and only in this limit!), the effect of the GW is described in
terms of a Newtonian force Fi given by eq. (4.10), and therefore by a force per unit volume

fi(t,x) =
1

2
ρ(x)ḧTT

ij (t,x)xj . (4.11)

Here we have set an origin inside the body (e.g., in the center of mass of the body) and we
measure the geodesic deviation with respect to this point, so that ζj in eq. (4.10) is just the
same as the coordinate xj of the volume element at position x (note that spatial indices can
be written equivalently as upper or lower); we also assumed that the density does not change
appreciably on the time-scale of the interaction with the GW, so we took it time-independent.
In the proper detector frame, therefore, we can describe the dynamics using eq. (2.44) with
the force density given by eq. (4.11). This gives

ρ(x)üi = ∂i [λ(x)∂juj ] + ∂j [µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui)] +
1

2
ρ(x)ḧTT

ij xj . (4.12)

We also observe that, in the same limit L≪ λ− in which the proper detector frame description
holds, the spatial variation of the GW over the body is negligible, so we can neglect the x
dependence in hTT

ij (t,x) and we just write it as hTT
ij (t). The force density (4.11) can therefore

be written in the separable form,

fi(t,x) = ḧTT
ij (t)fj(x) , (4.13)

(more precisely, as a sum of separable terms, because of the contraction on the j index),
where

fj(x) =
1

2
ρ(x)xj . (4.14)

The normal modes uN (x) of the body are defined by setting f(t,x) = 0 and looking for
solutions of eq. (4.12) and of the boundary condition (2.33), of the form

u(t,x) = uN (x)e−iωN t + c.c. . (4.15)

By definition, therefore, the normal modes satisfy

∂i

[
λ(x)∂ju

j
N

]
+ ∂j

[
µ(x)

(
∂iu

j
N + ∂ju

i
N

)]
= −ω2

Nρ(x)u
i
N , (4.16)

together with the boundary condition

ni∂j

[
λ(x)ujN

]
+ nj

{
∂i

[
µ(x)ujN

]
+ ∂j

[
µ(x)uiN

]}
= 0 , (4.17)

– 35 –



where uiN ≡ (uN )i. In the homogeneous case these become (in vector notation)

(λ+ µ)∇(∇·uN ) + µ∇2uN = −ρ(x)ω2
NuN , (4.18)

and
λ(∇ · uN )n̂+ 2µ(n̂ ·∇)uN + µn̂× (∇× uN ) = 0 . (4.19)

The index N denotes generically all the indices needed to label the independent solutions of
eq. (4.18), that satisfy the boundary condition (4.19). Observe that the normal modes uN (x)
can in general be complex functions. The normal modes are orthogonal with respect to the
scalar product

⟨uN ′ |uN ⟩ =
∫
d3x ρ(x)u∗

N ′(x)·uN (x) . (4.20)

A convenient choice of normalization is obtained setting∫
d3x ρ(x)u∗

N ′(x)·uN (x) =MδNN ′ , (4.21)

whereM is the total mass of the body. The normal modes, so normalized, form an orthonor-
mal complete set, so the most general solution for u(t,x) can be written in the form

u(t,x) =
∑
N

ξN (t)uN (x) , (4.22)

where ξN (t) is the amplitude associated to the normal mode uN (x). Inserting eq. (4.22) into
eq. (4.12) and using eq. (4.16) we get∑

N

ρ(x)uN (x)
(
ξ̈N + ω2

NξN

)
= f(t,x) , (4.23)

where f(t,x) is given by eq. (4.13). Taking the scalar product with u∗
N ′(x), integrating over

d3x using eq. (4.21), and renaming N ′ → N , we get

M
(
ξ̈N + ω2

NξN

)
=

∫
d3xu∗

N (x)·f(t,x) . (4.24)

Finally, using eqs. (4.13) and (4.14), we get

ξ̈N + ω2
NξN = κN,ij ḧ

TT
ij (t) , (4.25)

where

κN,ij =
1

M

∫
d3x [u∗

N (x)]ifj(x)

=
1

2M

∫
d3x ρ(x)[u∗

N (x)]i xj . (4.26)

The constants κN,ij determine the coupling of the N -th mode to the GW.
Equation (4.25) neglects dissipation. This can be included, at a phenomenological level,

by adding a friction term to eq. (4.25), that becomes

ξ̈N + γN ξ̇N + ω2
NξN = κN,ij ḧ

TT
ij (t) . (4.27)

For completeness, in App. C we discuss in more detail the solution of these equations, in
particular when a large number of normal modes contribute.
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4.3 Coupling the field theory of elasticity to GWs. Covariant approach

We now discuss how to couple elasticity to GWs using the covariant formulation of the field
theory of elasticity. As discussed in Section 4.1, in the limit where the GW frequency f is
much larger than the frequencies of the lowest normal modes of the system, this will have two
important advantages over the normal-mode description discussed in Section 4.2: (1) in the
homogeneous case the description will depend only on few phenomenological quantities such
as the density and the Lamé coefficients, that are in principle directly observable, rather than
on the unknown frequencies and damping times of an infinity of highly excited normal modes
(in the inhomogeneous case the corresponding functions will however enter); (2) we will be
able to formulate the coupling in the TT gauge, which does not suffer from the restriction
λ− ≫ L of the proper detector frame. In App. D we will then compare the results of our
first-principle computation with those presented in the original Dyson’s paper [11].

The first step is to provide a correct derivation of the energy–momentum tensor of
relativistic elasticity. To this purpose we covariantize the action (3.74), which is obtained
simply writing

S[ξ, ∂ξ] = −
∫
M
d4x

√
−g

[
α(ξ)

√
detB +

1

2
wabcd(ξ)B

abBcd

]
, (4.28)

where now eq. (3.12) is replaced by

Bab = gµν∂µξ
a∂νξ

b . (4.29)

The energy–momentum tensor is then given by the standard general-relativistic expression

Tµν = − 2√
−g

δS

δgµν
, (4.30)

and is automatically conserved, on the solutions of the equations of motion, because of the
diffeomorphism invariance of the action (4.28). Defining the linearized perturbations over
flat space by gµν = ηµν +hµν , we have g

µν = ηµν −hµν +O(h2) and therefore, to linear order
in hµν , the coupling of elasticity with metric perturbations is given by

Lint = +
1

2
Tµνhµν . (4.31)

The functional derivatives are easily computed using

δBab

δgµν
= ∂µξ

a∂νξ
b , (4.32)

and

δ detB

δgµν
=
δ detB

δBab

δBab

δgµν

= (detB)(B−1)ab ∂µξ
a∂νξ

b , (4.33)

where we used eq. (B.5). This gives

Tµν = −gµν
[
α(ξ)

√
detB +

1

2
wabcd(ξ)B

abBcd

]
+∂µξ

a∂νξ
b
[
α(ξ)

√
detB (B−1)ab + 2wabcd(ξ)B

cd
]
. (4.34)

– 37 –



The flat-space expression is then obtained replacing gµν → ηµν into this expression and, by
construction, satisfies

∂µT
µν = 0 . (4.35)

Equation (4.34) gives the full non-linear expression for Tµν , with the non-linearities that
correspond to the specific non-linear action (3.74). We are only interested in its expression
to quadratic order in the fluctuations, which correspond to linearized (relativistic) elasticity
theory.

4.3.1 Homogeneous case

We begin by considering the homogeneous case, so that we can expand around the background
solution ξ̄a(x) = δai x

i. We therefore introduce ui as in eq. (3.9) and expand eq. (4.34) to
second order in ui, setting gµν = ηµν . We write as usual Bij = δai δ

b
jBab, and wabcd =

δai δ
b
jδ

c
kδ

d
l wijkl. The exact expression for Bij is given by eq. (3.14), i.e.

Bij = δij − 2uij − u̇iu̇j + ∂kui∂kuj , (4.36)

while the expansion of
√
detB to second order was already given in eq. (3.23), and the

expansion of (B−1)ij to second order is given by

(B−1)ij = δij + 2uij + u̇iu̇j − ∂kui∂kuj + 4uikukj +O(∂u)3 . (4.37)

Using eqs. (3.43)–(3.46), we then get [neglecting again the correctionO(v2s/c
2), as in eq. (3.59)]

T00 = ρ+ ∂iKi +
1

2
ρu̇2i +

1

2
Cijkl∂iuj∂kul +O(∂u)3 , (4.38)

where23

Ki ≡ −ρui +
1

2
ρ(ui∂juj − uj∂jui) . (4.39)

and Cijkl was defined in eq. (3.46). The zero-th order term T00 = ρ is the energy density
associated to the equilibrium configuration, where ui = 0 and, if we are interested in the
energy density associated to the fluctuations, we can just drop it. The term ∂iKi is a total
derivative (observe that it has both a part linear and a part quadratic in ui). As such, it
does not contribute to the energy of the fluctuations

E =

∫
d3xT 00 , (4.40)

with the boundary conditions that ui goes to zero at infinity. It also does not contribute
to the coupling to GWs in the TT gauge, trivially because in the TT gauge h00 = 0 and
therefore the whole expression for T00 is irrelevant for the coupling to GWs. Note, however,
that this term must be kept if we are interested in the coupling of the fluctuations of the
elastic medium with a generic external gravitational field with h00 ̸= 0, such as a Newtonian
potential, since, after integration by parts, it contributes to the interaction Lagrangian (4.31)
with a term −(1/2)Ki∂ih00 or, to linear order in the fluctuations, (1/2)ρui∂ih00. So, in the
end, up to O(∂u)2 the general expression for T 00 associated to the fluctuations is

T00 = ∂iKi +
1

2
ρu̇2i +

1

2
Cijkl∂iuj∂kul +O(∂u)3 . (4.41)

23If one includes the O(v2s/c
2) corrections, eq. (4.39) reads Ki ≡ −αui − 2wijuj +(1/2)α(ui∂juj −uj∂jui),

and α is equal to ρ times terms 1 + O(v2s/c
2), as we see from eq. (3.71) and, for the inhomogeneous case,

eqs. (3.113)–(3.115).
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Equivalently, in terms of cijkl defined in eq. (3.56), we get

T00 = ∂iKi +
1

2
ρu̇2i +

1

2
cijkluijukl + w̃jkũik(2uij + ũij) +O(∂u)3 . (4.42)

For T0i, instead, there is no zero-th order term and the leading term is O(∂u),

T0i = −ρu̇i +O(∂u)2 . (4.43)

where again we neglect corrections O(v2s/c
2). From this expression of T0i we also further

understand the need for the ∂iKi term in eq. (4.41). Indeed, to linear order in u, the
conservation equation ∂0T

00 + ∂iT
0i = 0 is satisfied precisely because of the ∂iKi term in

T 00. In fact, to linear order in u and using T 0i = −T0i = +ρu̇i, we get ∂0T
00 + ∂iT

0i =
∂0∂i(−ρui) + ∂i(ρu̇i), which indeed vanishes (also for a generic spatially-dependent ρ).

Note that T0i = Ti0 since the covariant energy–momentum tensor (4.34), derived from
the variation with respect to gµν , is automatically symmetric.

Finally, for Tij eq. (4.34) gives

Tij = − [4wijkl∂kul − 2δijwkl∂kul + 2 (wik∂juk + wjk∂iuk)] +O(∂u)2 , (4.44)

where we have dropped a term 2wij − (1/2)wδij , which is associated to the equilibrium
configuration rather than to the fluctuations and we have kept only the leading term, which
is O(∂u). Observe that Tij is automatically symmetric, Tij = Tji. In terms of cijkl, defined
in eq. (3.56), and w̃ij defined in eq. (3.51), we can rewrite this as

Tij = −cijkl∂kul − w̃ik(ujk + 2ũjk)− w̃jk(uik + 2ũik) + 2δijw̃kl∂kul . (4.45)

To sum up, our final expression for the energy–momentum tensor of the fluctuations, to the
lowest non-trivial order in ∂u and neglecting corrections O(v2s/c

2) to the leading terms, is

T00 = ∂iKi +
1

2
ρu̇2i +

1

2
cijkluijukl + w̃jkũik(2uij + ũij) +O(∂u)3 , (4.46)

T0i = Ti0 = −ρu̇i +O(∂u)2 , (4.47)

Tij = −cijkl∂kul − w̃ik(ujk + 2ũjk)− w̃jk(uik + 2ũik) + 2δijw̃kl∂kul , (4.48)

where Ki is defined in eq. (4.39). In the isotropic limit, where cijkl takes the form (3.65) and
w̃ij = 0, we get

T00 = ∂iKi +
1

2
ρu̇2i +

1

2

[
λ(∂iui)

2 + µ∂iuj(∂iuj + ∂jui)
]
+O(∂u)3 , (4.49)

T0i = Ti0 = −ρu̇i +O(∂u)2 , (4.50)

Tij = − [λδij∂kuk + µ(∂iuj + ∂jui)] . (4.51)

From these expressions it follows that, for an infinite homogeneous elastic body, and to linear
order in ui in the equations of motion (i.e., including terms up to quadratic order in ui in
the Lagrangian), in the TT gauge the coupling to GW vanishes. Indeed, using eqs. (3.29)
and (4.31), the total action is

S = S2 + Sint

=
1

2

∫
d4x

[
ρu̇iu̇i − λ(∂iui)

2 − 2µuijuij
]
+

1

2

∫
d4xTµνhµν . (4.52)
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Using the TT gauge condition h0µ = 0, see eq. (4.2), this becomes

S =
1

2

∫
d4x

[
ρu̇iu̇i − λ(∂iui)

2 − 2µuijuij + hTT
ij Tij

]
. (4.53)

However, when contracted with hij , the term proportional to λδij in eq. (4.51) vanishes
because of the TT gauge condition hii = 0, while the term proportional to µ(∂iuj + ∂jui)
vanishes, upon integration by parts, because of the TT gauge condition ∂ihij = 0. The
equation of motion is therefore not affected by hTT

ij , and is still given by eq. (2.34), that we
repeat here in the form

ρüi = λ∂i∂juj + µ∂j(∂iuj + ∂jui) . (4.54)

However, for a body of finite extent, the interaction with the GW comes from a boundary
term. Indeed, using eq. (2.26), we now have24

σij = λδij∂kuk + µ(∂iuj + ∂jui + hTT
ij ) , (4.55)

so the boundary condition is now

nj
[
λδij∂kuk + µ(∂iuj + ∂jui + hTT

ij )
]
= 0 , (4.56)

and depends on hTT
ij . Observe that the fact that eq. (4.54) is independent of hTT

ij crucially
depends on the fact that here we are considering a homogeneous body with µ constant.
otherwise, the integration by part would produce a non-vanishing coupling to hTT

ij . As we
will discuss in App. D, in the inhomogeneous case Dyson [11] uses the energy–momentum
tensor

Tij = − [λ(x)δij∂kuk + µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui)] . (4.57)

As we will see in Section 4.3.2, this is not the full answer. However, if for the moment we
use eq. (4.57) then, in the TT gauge, upon integration by parts, in the inhomogeneous case
the action (4.53) becomes

S =
1

2

∫
d4x

[
ρ(x)u̇iu̇i − λ(x)(∂iui)

2 − 2µ(x)uijuij − 2hTT
ij µ(x)∂iuj

]
. (4.58)

The corresponding equation of motion is25

ρ(x)üi = ∂i[λ(x)∂juj ] + ∂j [µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui)] + hTT
ij ∂jµ , (4.59)

which, making use of ∂jh
TT
ij = 0, can be rewritten as

ρ(x)üi = ∂i[λ(x)∂juj ] + ∂j
[
µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui + hTT

ij )
]
, (4.60)

while the boundary condition, computed as in eq. (2.25), is

nj
[
λ(x)δij∂kuk + µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui + hTT

ij )
]
= 0 . (4.61)

24This result was already obtained, within the geometric formalism, in ref. [13], see their eqs. (15) and (20).
If one does not specialize to the TT gauge, it reads σij = λδijekk+2µeij , where eij = (1/2)(∂iuj +∂jui+hij).

25To compare with Dyson [11], observe that we define hµν from gµν = ηµν + hµν , while Dyson uses gµν =
ηµν +hµν , see his eq. (2.14), so for him gµν = ηµν −hµν +O(h2). Therefore, at linear order in h, his definition
of hµν differs from ours by the sign. See App. D for a more detailed comparison with ref. [11].
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The physical meaning of this result can be understood as follows. In Section 4.1 we recalled
that, in the TT gauge, the coordinates of free particles are not affected by a passing GW
simply because, in the TT gauge, we use the diffeomorphism invariance of GR to introduce
coordinates that are defined by the position of free particles; therefore, they are unaffected
by a passing GW by definition. However, we stressed that physical effects are contained in
invariant quantities, such as proper distances or proper time intervals, and these are affected
by a passing GW. We see that this result carries over from the TT-gauge coordinates of free
particles to the TT-gauge coordinates defining the position of volume elements in an elastic
body, as long as the elastic forces are uniform across the body and the body has infinite
extent, so there are no boundary conditions to be imposed at the body’s surface: in this
case, in the TT gauge, the relative coordinate positions of volume elements are unaffected by
a passing GW. Once again, this does not mean that GWs have no effect on uniform elastic
bodies, but rather than we should look for them using invariant quantities, such as the proper
distances between volume elements.

Even if, as we will see below, eq. (4.59) is not yet the full equation of motion for
inhomogeneous bodies, still it already allows us to understand that the fact that coordinate
distances between volume elements, in the TT gauge, are unaffected by a passing GW, only
holds for homogeneous body. If the elastic restoring forces felts by two volume elements are
different, not surprisingly, the result valid for free particle no longer goes through.

4.3.2 Inhomogeneous case

We now consider the inhomogeneous case, restricting ourselves to isotropic elastic bodies
and small deviation from homogeneity. We then consider the background solution ξ̄a(x) =
δai [x

i+∂iψ(x)], with ψ(x) given by eq. (3.94), and we expand eq. (4.34) around this solution
to second order in ui; we also restrict to first order in the small quantities α1, β1, γ1 and ψ,
and we set gµν = ηµν . Neglecting again O(v2s) corrections, for T00 we get

T00 = ∂iDi +
1

2
ρ(x)u̇2i − α0u̇iu̇j∂i∂jψ(x) +

1

2
λ(x)(∂iui)

2 + µ(x)uijuij (4.62)

+α0∂i∂jψ(x)(∂iuk∂kuj − ∂iuj∂kuk)− α0ui∂i∇2ψ(x)∂juj −
1

2
α0uiuj∂i∂j∇2ψ(x)

where we discarded the energy density associated to the equilibrium configuration. The
functions ρ(x) and ψ(x) are given in terms of the functions α(x), β(x) and γ(x) by eqs. (3.113)
and (3.92) and, to the order at which we are working, α(x), β(x) and γ(x) are given by
eq. (3.111). Neglecting O(v2s) corrections, the quantity Di, in the first line of eq. (4.62), is
given by

Di ≡ −ρ(x)ui + α0uj∂i∂jψ(x) +
1

2
ρ(x)(ui∂juj − uj∂jui) +

1

2
uiuj∂jρ(x) , (4.63)

and reduces to Ki, given in eq. (4.39), if we set ψ = 0, i.e. to zero-th order in the inho-
mogeneities. For T0i, there is no term associated to the equilibrium configuration, and the
leading order is linear in ui,

T0i = −ρ(x)u̇i + α0u̇j∂i∂jψ(x) , (4.64)

where again O(v2s) corrections have been neglected. This generalizes eq. (4.43) to the x-
dependent case. Finally, for Tij we get (again, at leading order O(∂u) and discarding the
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contribution of the equilibrium configuration)

−Tij = λ(x)δij∂kuk + µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui) + δijuk∂k[3β1(x) + γ1(x)]

−(4β0 + 12γ0)δij∂k∂lψ(x)∂kul + 16γ0[∂i∂kψ(x)ukj + ∂j∂kψ(x)uki]

+(12β0 + 8γ0)[∂i∂kψ(x)∂juk + ∂j∂kψ(x)∂iuk] + 16β0∂i∂jψ(x)∂kuk , (4.65)

where λ(x) and µ(x) are the functions given in eqs. (3.114)–(3.115). Note that Tij does
not depend on α. Therefore all the terms in eq. (4.65) are of the same order O(v2s) and
cannot be neglected. Again, this reduces to eq. (4.51) in the homogeneous case. We observe,
however, that the result for the inhomogeneous case is not simply obtained from eq. (4.51)
by replacing λ → λ(x) and µ → µ(x); rather, extra terms appear, which depend on the
first-order perturbations β1(x) and γ1(x), and on the second derivatives of the function ψ(x)
[which are of the same order, recall eqs. (3.92) and (3.94)]. Note that these terms are of the
same order as the x dependent part of λ(x) and µ(x), see eqs. (3.87), (3.114) and (3.115),
and therefore cannot be neglected.

We can now couple this energy–momentum tensor to GWs in the TT gauge. Again, at
the quadratic level in the fluctuations, the action has the form (4.53), but now Tij is given
by eq. (4.65). However, all terms in Tij proportional to δij again do not contribute, because
in the TT gauge hii = 0, so the coupling simplifies, and we get

S = S2 + Sint

=

∫
d4x

{1
2

[
ρ(x)u̇iu̇i − λ(x)(∂iui)

2 − 2µ(x)uijuij
]
+ (4γ0 − α0) u̇iu̇j∂i∂jψ(x) +

+ (α0 + 8β0) (∂iui)uj∂j∇2ψ(x) +
1

2
(α0 − 12β0 − 12γ0)uiuj∂i∂j∇2ψ(x) (4.66)

+ ∂j∂kψ(x) [(α0 − 8β0) (∂iui)∂juk − (α0 + 4γ0) ∂iuj∂kui − 4γ0∂iuj∂iuk − 4γ0∂jui∂kui]

− hTT
ij [µ(x)∂jui + 16γ0∂i∂kψ(x)ukj + (12β0 + 8γ0)∂i∂kψ(x)∂juk + 8β0∂i∂jψ(x)∂kuk]

}
.

The corresponding equation of motion is

ρ(x)üi +2(4γ0 − α0)üj∂j∂iψ(x) = ∂i

[
λ(x)∂juj

]
+ ∂j

[
µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui)

]
+8β0∂i

[
∂j∂kψ(x)∂juk + ∂kuk∇2ψ(x)

]
+ 8β0∂j

[
∂i∂jψ(x)∂kuk − ∂iuj∇2ψ(x)

]
+4γ0∂j

[
∂i∂kψ(x)(∂kuj + 2∂juk) + ∂j∂kψ(x)(∂iuk + 2∂kui)

]
−(20β0 + 12γ0)uj∂j∂i∇2ψ(x) + hTT

ij ∂jµ(x) + (12β0 + 16γ0)h
TT
jk ∂i∂j∂kψ(x)

+8β0∂i

[
hTT
jk ∂j∂kψ(x)

]
+ 8γ0∂j

[
hTT
ik ∂j∂kψ(x)

]
. (4.67)

We now use eqs. (3.92), (3.114) and (3.115) to rewrite ∇2ψ(x) as function of λ(x) and µ(x).
We get

∇2ψ(x) =
1

2

3β0 + γ0
11β0 + 6γ0

− 1

8

3λ(x) + 2µ(x)

11β0 + 6γ0
. (4.68)

Using the Green’s function of the Laplacian, eq. (4.68) gives ψ[λ(x), µ(x)]. By inserting
this explicit form into eq. (4.67), the equations of motion can then be expressed in terms of
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ρ(x), λ(x) and µ(x). Following the strategy outlined in eqs. (2.23) and (2.25), the boundary
condition at the surface of the body reads

nj
[
λ0δij∂kuk + µ0 (∂iuj + ∂jui) + µ(x)hTT

ij (4.69)

+8γ0h
TT
ik ∂j∂kψ + (12β0 + 16γ0)h

TT
jk ∂i∂kψ + 8β0δijh

TT
kl ∂k∂lψ

]
= 0 ,

where x is the position of a point at the surface and nj the normal vector to the surface of
the body, and reduces to eq. (4.56) in the homogeneous case.

Equation (4.67), as it stands, is quite complicated, and for practical applications one
might want to simplify it as much as possible. One possibility is to neglect the x dependence
in all terms on the right-hand side that are not coupled to GWs, since this already gives a
non-trivial leading term. However, in the coupling with hTT

ij the leading term is obtained
from the x-dependent terms, so here these must be kept. This leads to the simpler form

ρüi ≃ λ0∂i∂juj + µ0∂j(∂iuj + ∂jui) + hTT
ij ∂jµ (4.70)

+(12β0 + 16γ0)h
TT
jk ∂i∂j∂kψ + 8β0∂i

(
hTT
jk ∂j∂kψ

)
+ 8γ0∂j

(
hTT
ik ∂j∂kψ

)
,

where, in our approximation, ∂jµ can also be written as ∂jµ1. Note that, in any case, the
coupling to GWs is more complicated than that always used in the literature, following [11],
that only included the term hTT

ij ∂jµ. In the same approximation, the boundary condition
(4.69) simplifies to

nj
[
λ0δij∂kuk + µ0

(
∂iuj + ∂jui + hTT

ij

)]
= 0 . (4.71)

A further simplification is obtained considering GWs whose reduced wavelength λ− is much
larger than the scale ℓ of the inhomogeneities. Then, each spatial derivative applied on hTT

ij

brings a factor of order 1/λ−, while a derivative applied on ψ brings a factor 1/ℓ. So, for
instance, in the second line of eq. (4.70),

∂i
(
hTT
jk ∂j∂kψ

)
= (∂ih

TT
jk )∂j∂kψ + hTT

jk ∂i∂j∂kψ , (4.72)

and the first term on the right-hand side is smaller than the second by a factor of order ℓ/λ−,
and can be neglected. Then, eq. (4.70) becomes

ρüi ≃ λ0∂i∂juj+µ0∂j(∂iuj+∂jui)+h
TT
ij ∂j(µ+8γ0∇2ψ)+(20β0+16γ0)h

TT
jk ∂i∂j∂kψ . (4.73)

Equation (4.73) shows that, on top of the term hTT
ij ∂jµ already found by Dyson, there

are extra terms, that depends on the function ψ, that can be used to construct two more
independent structures, hTT

jk ∂i∂j∂kψ and hTT
ij ∇2∂jψ. While the specific coefficients of these

terms in eq. (4.73), as well as eq. (3.94), that fixes ψ in terms of β(x) and γ(x) [and therefore
in terms of λ(x), µ(x) and ρ(x)], are specific to the Lagrangian (3.77) that we are using as
an explicit example, the more general lesson that one learns is that the coupling of an elastic
medium to GWs is more complicated, compared to the hTT

ij ∂jµ term found by Dyson, and

depends on at least one more function ψ(x).26 This function can in principle be determined
in terms of λ(x), µ(x) and ρ(x), given a specific relativistic theory, or else must be kept
as a new phenomenological function, if we do not want to commit ourselves to a specific
relativistic action. In this more general form, eq. (4.73) can be written as

ρüi ≃ λ0∂i∂juj + µ0∂j(∂iuj + ∂jui) + hTT
ij ∂j(µ+ c1∇2ψ) + c2h

TT
jk ∂i∂j∂kψ , (4.74)

26For more complex actions one could imagine that also the transverse vector field ϵTi (x) could be non-zero,
see eq. (3.91).
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for some phenomenological coefficients c1, c2 and a phenomenological function ψ(x) that,
together with ρ(x), λ(x) and µ(x), describe the elastic medium.27 Equivalently, defining

ν1(x) = µ(x) + c1∇2ψ(x) , ν2(x) = c2ψ(x) , (4.75)

we get

ρüi ≃ λ0∂i∂juj + µ0∂j(∂iuj + ∂jui) + hTT
ij ∂jν1 + hTT

jk ∂i∂j∂kν2 . (4.76)

The function ψ(x) and the constants c1, c2, and therefore ν1(x) and ν2(x), can in principle
be computed in terms of λ(x), µ(x) and ρ(x) if we assume a specific form for the relativistic
action. However, if we do not want to commit ourselves to a specific relativistic action,
we must keep ψ(x) as new phenomenological function and c1, c2 as new phenomenological
parameters.

4.4 Matching the TT frame and proper detector frame computations

We now want to compare the computations in the TT frame and in the proper detector frame.
In this section we denote by xµ the coordinates in the TT frame and by xµlab the coordinates
in the proper detector frame (which are the natural coordinates from the point of view of the
laboratory, where one naturally think in terms of Newtonian forces in flat space). Similarly,
we denote by ui(t,x) the displacement from equilibrium of a volume element of the elastic
body in the TT frame, defined in eq. (3.9), and by ulabi (t,xlab) the displacement in the
proper detector frame. As we have discussed in Section 4.1, in both frames the effect of
the GW can be described using hTT

ij , because in the linearized theory the Riemann tensor is
invariant under linearized diffeomorphisms (rather than just covariant, as in the full theory),
see eq. (4.8) and the discussion above it. Therefore, both in the equations of the TT frame
and in the equations of the proper detector frame, hTT

ij appears. In this section, to make the

notation lighter, we will then denote hTT
ij simply as hij , but still it satisfies ∂ihij = 0 and

hii = 0.

Relation between xµ and xµlab. Let us first discuss the relation between xµ and xµlab. In
the TT frame the interval is given by eq. (4.3), that in the present notation reads

ds2 = −c2dt2 + [δij + hij(t,x)] dx
idxj . (4.77)

In the proper detector frame, and sufficiently close to the point P (or to the geodesic) where
we could write the metric as flat, it is instead given by eq. (4.5), so

ds2 = −c2dt2lab + δijdx
i
labdx

j
lab . (4.78)

Since the interval is invariant, we must have

−c2dt2lab + δijdx
i
labdx

j
lab = −c2dt2 + [δij + hij(t,x)] dx

idxj . (4.79)

This shows that

tlab = t , (4.80)

and

δijdx
i
labdx

j
lab = [δij + hij(t,x)] dx

idxj . (4.81)

27Note that one of the two coefficients c1, c2 could be reabsorbed into the normalization of ψ(x).
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Looking for a solution dxilab = dxi + ϵijdx
j , with ϵij of order hij , and substituting this into

eq. (4.81), to first order in hij we get 2ϵij = hij , and therefore

dxilab = dxi +
1

2
hij(t,x)dx

j +O(h2) . (4.82)

To integrate this equation and get the relation between finite displacements we now, crucially,
assume that the wavelength of the GW is much larger than the region over which we want
to integrate this relation, and we therefore neglect the spatial dependence in hij , that we
therefore write simply as hij(t). Then, eq. (4.82) integrates to

xilab = xi +
1

2
hij(t)x

j +O(h2) . (4.83)

Since we have neglected the spatial variation of hij , this relation holds only over a distance
r ≪ λ− and can be used over the whole scale of a detector of linear size L only if L ≪ λ−.
So, even if the results in the TT frame are valid for arbitrary frequencies of the GW, they
can be translated to the proper detector frame only for r ≪ λ−, which is the regime where
computations can also be performed directly in the proper detector frame.28

As a check, consider a test mass in the TT frame, and denote by xia(t) its trajectory in
the TT frame coordinates [measured with respect to an origin defined by another test mass,
so that xia(t) is the same as the geodesic deviation ζ(t)]. The index a labels the particle,
and allows us to distinguish between a trajectory xia(t) and a generic spatial coordinate xi.
According to eq. (4.4), if the particle was initially at rest before the arrival of the GW, it
will remain at rest, i.e.

ẍia(t) = 0 . (4.84)

Then, from eq. (4.83), in the proper detector frame the same test mass will be described by
a trajectory xia,lab(t) such that

ẍia,lab(t) =
1

2
ḧij(t)x

j
a(t) +O(h2) . (4.85)

Since, from eq. (4.83), xja(t) = xja,lab(t) + O(h), in the term ḧij(t)x
j
a(t) we can just replace

xja(t) by x
j
a,lab(t), and therefore

ẍia,lab(t) =
1

2
ḧij(t)x

j
a,lab(t) +O(h2) , (4.86)

in agreement with eq. (4.9). We stress again that this relation is valid to first order in h, and
only across distances much smaller than the GW wavelength.

Relation between ui and ulabi : homogeneous case. We next discuss the transformation
of the variables describing the position of a volume element of an elastic medium, in the TT
gauge and in the proper detector frame. We work directly in the long-wavelength limit, where
spatial derivatives of hij can be neglected and therefore hij can be taken independent of x.
We begin with the homogeneous case. The equation of motion for ui is given by eq. (4.54)
which, for convenience, we rewrite here,

ρüi = λ∂i∂juj + µ∂j(∂iuj + ∂jui) . (4.87)

28Of course, one can in principle improve eq. (4.83) perturbatively, including higher and higher orders in
r/λ−. In any case, as r/λ− becomes of order one or larger, the expansion breaks down.
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If the body has a finite extent, we must supplement this with the boundary condition (4.56),
which we also rewrite here in the present notation,

nj [λδij∂kuk + µ(∂iuj + ∂jui + hij)] = 0 . (4.88)

The equation of motion for uilab is given by eq. (4.12) that, in the present notation, reads

ρüilab(t,xlab) = λ
∂2ujlab(t,xlab)

∂xilab∂x
j
lab

+ µ
∂

∂xjlab

(
∂ujlab(t,xlab)

∂xilab
+
∂uilab(t,xlab)

∂xjlab

)
+

1

2
ρḧijx

j
lab .

(4.89)
In this equation we can simply rename xlab as x, and rewrite it as

ρülabi (t,x) = λ∂i∂ju
lab
j + µ∂j(∂iu

lab
j + ∂ju

lab
i ) +

1

2
ρḧijxj . (4.90)

For a finite body, in the proper detector frame the boundary condition is given, in terms
of the normal modes, by eq. (4.17). Then, from eq. (4.22), the corresponding boundary
condition on ulabi (t,xlab), in the homogeneous case, is

nj

[
λδij∂ju

lab
j + µ

(
∂iu

lab
j + ∂ju

lab
i

)]
= 0 , (4.91)

where, again, we renamed xlab as x. We now require consistency between eqs. (4.87)–(4.88)
on the one hand, and eqs. (4.90)–(4.91) on the other. This is obtained setting

ulabi (t,x) = ui(t,x) +
1

2
hij(t)xj . (4.92)

In this way, both the equation of motion and boundary conditions in the TT frame become
equivalent to those in the proper detector frame.29 Note also that, using eq. (4.83), we have

ulabi (t,xlab) = ulabi (t,x) +
1

2
hkj(t)xj∂ku

lab
i (t,x) +O(h2) , (4.93)

so, to O(h), eq. (4.92) can also be rewritten as

ulabi (t,xlab) = ui(t,x) +
1

2
hkj(t)xj (δki + ∂kui) . (4.94)

However, for slowly varying fluctuations, we have |∂kui| ≪ 1, so we can write

ulabi (t,xlab) ≃ ui(t,x) +
1

2
hij(t)xj . (4.95)

Relation between u and ulab: inhomogeneous case. We now consider the inhomoge-
neous case. For simplicity, and to make easier the comparison with the literature, we set
ψ = 0 and we use eq. (4.59) rather than eq. (4.76). So, in the notation of this section, in the
TT frame we have the equation of motion (4.60) and the boundary condition (4.61), that we
rewrite here

ρ(x)üi = ∂i [λ(x)∂juj ] + ∂j [µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui + hij)] , (4.96)

29Note that, for the homogeneous case, eq. (4.92) was also found in a one-dimensional example in ref. [13],
see their eq. (33), and further discussed in [31], where the interpretation as a transformation between the
proper detector frame and the TT frame was made explicitly.

– 46 –



nj [λ(x)δij∂kuk + µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui + hij)] = 0 . (4.97)

In the proper detector frame the equation of motion is given by eq. (4.12), which in the
present notation reads

ρ(x)ülabi = ∂i

[
λ(x)∂ju

lab
j

]
+ ∂j

[
µ(x)(∂iu

lab
j + ∂labj ui)

]
+

1

2
ρ(x)ḧijxj . (4.98)

and the boundary condition, in terms of the normal modes, is given by eq. (4.17), which in
terms of ulabi (t,x) gives

nj

[
λ(x)δij∂ju

lab
j + µ(x)

(
∂iu

lab
j + ∂ju

lab
i

)]
= 0 . (4.99)

To make eqs. (4.96) and (4.97) consistent with eqs. (4.98) and (4.99), it is again sufficient to
require that

ulabi (t,x) = ui(t,x) +
1

2
hij(t)xj . (4.100)

Indeed, when inserting this into eq. (4.98), on the left-hand side the term (1/2)hijxj in
eq. (4.100) generates a term (1/2)ḧijxj , which is needed to cancel that on the right-hand side
of eq. (4.98). At the same time, from eq. (4.100) follows that

∂iu
lab
j + ∂ju

lab
i = ∂iuj + ∂jui + hij , (4.101)

which produces the correct µ-dependent term in eq. (4.96) (while, using hii = 0, we have
∂iu

lab
i = ∂iui and therefore the λ-dependent terms also match). Similarly, inserting eq. (4.100)

into eq. (4.99) and using eq. (4.101), we get eq. (4.97), so also the boundary conditions match.
Equation (4.100) therefore gives the correct transformation for the variables describing the
displacement from equilibrium of volume element of an elastic medium, between the TT
frame and the proper detector frame, even for an inhomogeneous elastic medium. The result
is extremely simple, and it just has the same form as the transformation of the coordinates
between the two frames, eq. (4.83). Once again, we recall that these results only hold at
linear order in hµν , and in the limit in which the wavelength of the GW is much larger than
the length-scale over which we consider these relations, so that the spatial dependence of hµν
can be neglected.30

5 Summary and conclusions

We finally summarize the main findings of this paper. The coupling of elastic media to GWs
is a classic problem, that has been studied at least since the 1960s, both for its relevance for
resonant-mass detectors, and for its conceptual interest in General Relativity. As we have
reviewed, the simplest approach consists in working in the proper detector frame, where the
effect of a GW can be described as a Newtonian force in flat space, which drives the normal
modes of the elastic body. This approach is appropriate when the GW has a frequency of
the order of the fundamental mode of the system, but has intrinsic practical and conceptual
limitations at high frequencies; conceptual, because the Newtonian description is only valid

30When this work was being completed, appeared on the arxiv the paper [32]. In this paper it is correctly
recognized that, to compare the field-theoretical computation of Dyson to the normal mode computation, one
must take into account the transformation between TT frame and proper detector frame. We compare our
approaches in App. E.
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when the wavelength of the GW is much larger that the size of the elastic body; and practical,
because at higher frequencies we would need to know the frequencies and damping times of
the full set of highly excited normal modes. As we discussed, a first principle approach is
rather obtained working in the TT gauge (which has no intrinsic limit of validity, apart from
the linearization in hµν) and using a field-theoretical description of the dynamics of the elastic
body.

In this paper we have developed a relativistic formulation of elasticity theory, using
the methods of low-energy effective field theory, and we have used it to study the coupling
of an elastic medium to GWs. As we have stressed, even when the elastic vibrations of
a medium are non-relativistic (which is normally the case, although with some exceptions,
such as in neutron stars), a relativistic elasticity theory is anyhow required to couple of an
elastic medium to GWs in full generality (i.e., away from the low-frequency limit where the
proper detector frame description is adequate). This is a consequence of the fact that the
metric perturbation hµν is a relativistic, and in fact a general-relativistic quantity, which
couples to a covariantly conserved energy–momentum tensor Tµν , and the latter can be con-
sistently determined only in the context of a relativistic elasticity theory. In this paper we
have developed such a relativistic theory, building on the elegant EFT formalism developed
for classical and quantum fluids in refs. [17–20], and we have used it to determine the corre-
sponding coupling to GWs. An important aspect of the analysis has been the generalization
to non-homogeneous elastic media since, as was already well-known in the literature, and as
we have confirmed with our formalism, in the TT gauge GWs couple to elastic media only
through inhomogeneities in the bulk, or through boundary discontinuities.

Our prototype action, for the isotropic but non-homogeneous case, is given by eq. (3.76)
(although we have also studied the anisotropic case). As we have stressed, this is just an
example of a relativistic action, and there is an infinite family of choices (within the con-
straints provided by the EFT symmetries). However, the study of the consequences of this
action already allows us to understand the general structure of the results. A main difference,
compared to the “naive” non-relativistic approach pioneered by Dyson [11], is that the basic
action is now Lorentz-invariant, and the non-relativistic action emerges as a consequence of
spontaneous symmetry breaking, i.e. of the fact that the basic field variable ξa(x), intro-
duced in Section 3.1, which is a Lorentz scalar, is expanded around a symmetry-breaking
background solution. In the homogeneous case this background solution is very simple, and
given by eq. (3.3); however, in the inhomogeneous case, the background solution is more
complicated, and involves at least a new function ψ(x), see eq. (3.95). Within the specific
action that we have used, this function is determined in terms of the density ρ(x) and the
space-dependent Lamé functions λ(x) and µ(x). In particular, for the theory that we have
considered, the relation is given in eq. (3.94), together with eqs. (3.113)–(3.115). However,
if we do not want to tie our analysis to a specific Lorentz-invariant action, the function ψ(x)
must basically be taken as a new phenomenological function describing the elasticity theory,
at the same level as ρ(x), λ(x) and µ(x). As a consequence, a first general result of our
analysis is that the coupling of an inhomogeneous elastic medium to GWs does not depend
only on µ(x), as first found in [11], but on both µ(x) and ψ(x). The exact form of this cou-
pling, already for the case of small and slowly-varying inhomogeneities over a homogeneous
background, is quite complicated, and is given in eq. (4.67), that reduces to Dyson’s result
for ψ = 0, but otherwise has many extra terms. With some approximation, we can however
use eqs. (4.75) and (4.76), to deal with a simpler expression.

Finally, we have stressed that, to compare the field theoretical results to those obtained
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in the proper detector frame, we must be careful to take into account the relation between
the coordinates in the two frames. We found that the correct relation, even in the non-
homogeneous case, is given by eq. (4.100).

In conclusion, the relativistic EFT formalism, applied to elastic bodies, provides signif-
icant conceptual insights, allowing us to see how the non-relativistic theory emerges through
spontaneous symmetry breaking, and how the variables describing the perturbations around
equilibrium position can be understood in the language of Goldstone bosons; at the same
time, it provides a first-principle approach to the computation of the coupling to GWs,
putting it on a firmer footing, and providing modifications to the classic results given in [11].

Acknowledgements. The work of M.M. is supported by the Swiss National Science Foun-
dation (SNSF) grants 200020 191957 and CRSII5 213497, and by the SwissMap National
Center for Competence in Research. E.B. is supported by the SNSF grant CRSII5 213497.
MM thanks for the hospitality the IFAE in Barcelona, where part of this work was done. We
thank Jan Harms for stimulating our interest in the problem, and Stefano Foffa, Francesco
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A Geometric interpretation of n(x)

In this Appendix, following [13–15, 33], we discuss a different expression for the quantity
n(x) introduced in eqs. (3.21) and (3.18), which emphasizes its geometrical nature and also
provides an expression which is more convenient for explicit computations. In this appendix
we work in a space-time M endowed with a generic metric gµν(x).

We begin by observing that, by definition, the map (3.1) is constant on the world-line
of a given molecule, since Xa identifies abstractly the molecule in question so, as time t
progresses and the position x(t) of a given molecule evolves, ξa(t,x(t)) still has the same
value Xa that it had at an initial time, say t = 0. In other words, the inverse image of points
in B form a time-like congruence in M. This means that there exists a time-like vector field
vµ(x) such that

vµ∂µξ
a = 0 . (A.1)

This vector field, which is called the velocity field of the elastic body, is uniquely specified
by further fixing its normalization

gµνv
µvν = −1 , (A.2)

and choosing its orientation as future-directed, v0 ≥ 0. For instance, in the simple case of the
static equilibrium configuration given in eq. (3.3), we have ∂µξ

a = δaµ and vµ = (1, 0, 0, 0). In
relativistic elasticity theory, the function ξa(x) is called a “configuration”, and ∂µξ

a is called
the “configuration gradient”. Observe also that vµ(x), defined by eq. (A.1) together with the
above normalization conditions, is actually a functional of the configuration ξa(x).

In the material space B we use δab as a metric, and we introduce the three-form volume
element,

ω = dξ1 ∧ dξ2 ∧ dξ3 = 1

3!
ϵabc dξ

a ∧ dξb ∧ dξc . (A.3)

Since ξa(x) defines a map from M to B, we can associate to ω a three-form Ω in M (the
“pullback” of ω) given by

Ω = ωµνρ dx
µ ∧ dxν ∧ dxρ , (A.4)
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where

ωµνρ =
1

3!
ϵabc∂µξ

a∂νξ
b∂ρξ

c = ∂µξ
1∂νξ

2∂ρξ
3 . (A.5)

We next introduce the Levi-Civita tensor in M. We denote by ϵ̄µνρσ the Levi-Civita symbol,
defined by the conditions that ϵ̄µνρσ = 1 if µνρσ is an even permutation of 0123, −1 if it is
an odd permutation, and zero if µνρσ are not all different. In a generic curved space, ϵ̄µνρσ

is not a tensor but a tensor density; the actual Levi-Civita tensor ϵµνρσ is given by (see e.g.
eq. (8.10) of [34] or Section 4.4 of [35])

ϵµνρσ =
1√
−g

ϵ̄µνρσ , (A.6)

where g = |det(gµν)|. Lowering all its indices with gµν , one gets

ϵµνρσ ≡ gµαgνβgργgσδϵ
αβγδ = −

√
−g ϵ̄µνρσ , (A.7)

where ϵ̄µνρσ is defined so that, numerically, ϵ̄µνρσ = ϵ̄µνρσ, i.e. ϵ̄0123 = +1.31 We now define
the quantity

Jµ ≡ ϵµνρσωνρσ

=
1√
−g

ϵ̄µνρσ∂νξ
1∂ρξ

2∂σξ
3 . (A.8)

By construction this quantity is a four-vector, since ϵµνρσ and ωνρσ are tensors. Its covariant
divergence is therefore given by

∇µJ
µ =

1√
−g

∂µ
(√

−g Jµ
)

=
1√
−g

ϵ̄µνρσ∂µ
(
∂νξ

1∂ρξ
2∂σξ

3
)
, (A.9)

and this vanishes because, e.g. ∂µ∂νξ
1 is symmetric in µ, ν and therefore gives zero when

contracted with ϵ̄µνρσ, and similarly for the other terms generated by the action of ∂µ on
∂νξ

1∂ρξ
2∂σξ

3. Therefore
∇µJ

µ = 0 , (A.10)

so Jµ is a conserved current (note that it is conserved for purely geometrical reasons, without
the need of using the equations of motion).32 We also observe that

Jµ∂µξ
a = 0 , (A.11)

since, in ∂µξ
a∂νξ

1∂ρξ
2∂σξ

3, the index a is necessarily equal to one of the other indices 1, 2
or 3; if, e.g., a = 1, then ∂µξ

a∂νξ
1∂ρξ

2∂σξ
3 is symmetric in (µ, ν), for a = 2, it is symmetric

in (µ, ρ), and for a = 3 it is symmetric in (µ, σ); in all cases, the contraction with ϵ̄µνρσ gives

31Note that ϵ̄µνρσ is not obtained lowering from ϵ̄µνρσ lowering the indices with ηµν , otherwise we would get
ϵ̄0123 = −ϵ̄0123 = −1. In order not to fall into the mistake of raising and lowering the indices of the Levi-Civita
symbol with ηµν , ref. [34] denotes both ϵ̄

µνρσ and ϵ̄µνρσ as [µνρσ]. Here we will rather use the notation ϵ̄µνρσ

and ϵ̄µνρσ, keeping however in mind the above caveat.
32In a more geometric language, the vanishing of the divergence of Jµ is due to the fact that the exterior

derivative of the one-form associated to Jµ is the pullback of the exterior derivative of ω, and this vanishes
since ω is a three-form in a three-dimensional space [14].
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zero. Comparison with eq. (A.1) then shows that Jµ and vµ are parallel, and therefore exists
a function n(x) such that

Jµ(x) = n(x)vµ(x) . (A.12)

Since Jµ(x) and vµ(x) are both four-vector fields, n(x) is a Lorentz scalar. We have called
this function n(x) since, indeed, is the same as the function n(x) defined in eqs. (3.18) and
(3.21). This can be shown observing, from eq. (A.2), that

n2 = −gµνJµJν = −JµJµ . (A.13)

From eqs. (A.6)–(A.8), and writing Jµ = ϵµνρσω
νρσ, we then have

n2 = −JµJµ

= −ϵµνρσωνρσϵµαβγω
αβγ

= +ϵ̄µνρσ ϵ̄µαβγ ωνρσω
αβγ (A.14)

We now use the identity

ϵ̄µνρσ ϵ̄µαβγ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
δνα δνβ δνγ
δρα δρβ δργ
δσα δσβ δσγ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = δναδ
ρ
βδ

σ
γ − δναδ

ρ
γδ

σ
β − δνβδ

ρ
αδ

σ
γ + δνβδ

ρ
γδ

σ
α + δνγδ

ρ
αδ

σ
β − δνγδ

ρ
βδ

σ
α .

Then, using the explicit expression of ωµνρ given in eq. (A.5), we get

n2 =
(
δναδ

ρ
βδ

σ
γ − δναδ

ρ
γδ

σ
β − δνβδ

ρ
αδ

σ
γ + δνβδ

ρ
γδ

σ
α + δνγδ

ρ
αδ

σ
β − δνγδ

ρ
βδ

σ
α

)
∂νξ

1∂ρξ
2∂σξ

3∂αξ1∂βξ2∂γξ3.

(A.15)
Performing the contractions we see that this expression is the same as

det(∂µξ
a∂µξb) =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∂µξ

1∂µξ1 ∂µξ
1∂µξ2 ∂µξ

1∂µξ3

∂µξ
2∂µξ1 ∂µξ

2∂µξ2 ∂µξ
2∂µξ3

∂µξ
3∂µξ1 ∂µξ

3∂µξ2 ∂µξ
3∂µξ3

∣∣∣∣∣∣ .
Therefore n, defined from eq. (A.12), satisfies

n2 = det(B) , (A.16)

and (together with the condition that Jµ and vµ are both future-directed, so that n > 0) is
therefore the same as n defined in eq. (3.21).

The expression (A.13) is also convenient to perform the linearization of n(x), whose
result we gave in eq. (3.23). To this purpose, we now restrict to gµν = ηµν . We begin by
expanding Jµ up to quadratic order in ui, inserting eq. (3.9) into eq. (A.8). We write

Jµ = Jµ
(0) + Jµ

(1) + Jµ
(2) , (A.17)

where the lower index denotes the order in the expansion in ∂u. The first two terms are
easily computed,

Jµ
(0) = δµ0 , Jµ

(1) = (−∇·u, u̇) . (A.18)

Before computing Jµ
(2) we observe that, since Jµ

(0) = δµ0 , up to quadratic order

n2 = −ηµνJµJν = 1 + 2J0
(1) + 2J0

(2) − ηµνJ
µ
(1)J

ν
(1) . (A.19)

– 51 –



Therefore, to quadratic order we only need the µ = 0 component of Jµ
(2), which is given by

J0
(2) =

1

2

[
(∇·u)2 − ∂iuj∂jui

]
. (A.20)

Inserting eqs. (A.18) and (A.20) into eq. (A.19) and taking the square root we then obtain
eq. (3.23).

B Equations of motion for inhomogeneous elastic bodies

In this appendix we perform explicitly the computation leading to the equations of motion
(3.80). Inserting the Lagrangian (3.77) into eq. (3.79) we get

0 = − ∂α

∂ξa
(detB)1/2 − ∂β

∂ξa
(TrB)2 − ∂γ

∂ξa
Tr(B2) (B.1)

+∂j

[
α(ξ)

1

2
(detB)−1/2 δ detB

δ(∂jξa)
+ 2β(ξ)TrB

δTrB

δ(∂jξa)
+ γ(ξ)

δTr(B2)

δ(∂jξa)

]
.

The variations are computed observing that, in the static situations that we are considering,
eq. (3.12) reduces to

Bab = ∂kξ
a∂kξ

b , (B.2)

(with the sum over the spatial index k understood). Then

δBcd

δ(∂jξa)
= δac∂jξ

d + δad∂jξ
c . (B.3)

The variation of the terms in the second line in eq. (B.1) are computed using

δ detB

δ(∂jξa)
=
δ detB

δBcd

δBcd

δ(∂jξa)
, (B.4)

and similarly for TrB and Tr(B2), together with

δ detB

δBcd
= (detB)(B−1)cd , (B.5)

δTrB

δBcd
= δcd , (B.6)

δTr(B2)

δBcd
= 2Bcd . (B.7)

This gives

∂j

[
α(ξ)(detB)1/2(B−1)ab∂jξ

b + 4β(ξ)(TrB)∂jξ
a + 4γ(ξ)Bab∂jξ

b
]

=
∂α

∂ξa
(detB)1/2 +

∂β

∂ξa
(TrB)2 +

∂γ

∂ξa
Tr(B2) . (B.8)

A useful simplification takes place developing the derivative in the first term as

∂j

[
α(ξ)(detB)1/2(B−1)ab∂jξ

b
]
= (∂jα)(detB)1/2(B−1)ab∂jξ

b+α∂j

[
(detB)1/2(B−1)ab∂jξ

b
]
.

(B.9)
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Since the dependence of α on x is through ξa(x), we have

∂jα =
∂α

∂ξc
∂jξ

c . (B.10)

Then,

(∂jα)(detB)1/2(B−1)ab∂jξ
b =

∂α

∂ξc
(detB)1/2(B−1)ab∂jξ

b∂jξ
c

=
∂α

∂ξc
(detB)1/2(B−1)abBbc =

∂α

∂ξc
(detB)1/2δac

=
∂α

∂ξa
(detB)1/2 (B.11)

where, in the second line, we made use of eq. (B.2). This term cancels exactly the first
term on the right-hand side of eq. (B.8), so the dependence on the spatial derivative of α
disappears. Expanding similarly the other two terms on the left-hand side of eq. (B.8), we
get different structures that do not cancel agains the terms in the right-hand side, and we
finally obtain eq. (3.80) of the main text, that we repeat here,

α(ξ)∂j

[
(detB)1/2(B−1)ab∂jξ

b
]
+ 4β(ξ)∂j (TrB ∂jξ

a) + 4γ(ξ)∂j

(
Bab∂jξ

b
)

=
∂β

∂ξb
TrB [δabTrB − 4Bab] +

∂γ

∂ξb
[
δabTr(B

2)− 4BacBcb

]
. (B.12)

To linearize it, we write ξa(x) as in eq. (3.88), ξa(x) = δai ξi(x), where ξi(x) = xi + ϵi(x).
Then

∂jξi = δij + ∂jϵi . (B.13)

We also write Bij = δai δ
b
jBab for easy of notation. Then, to linear order in ∂jϵi, we have

Bij = δij + (∂iϵj + ∂jϵi) , (B.14)

(B−1)ij = δij − (∂iϵj + ∂jϵi) , (B.15)

detB = 1 + 2∂iϵi , (B.16)

TrB = 3 + 2∂iϵi , (B.17)

TrB2 = 3 + 4∂iϵi . (B.18)

Inserting these expressions into eq. (B.12), we get eq. (3.89) of the main text.

C Solutions in the proper detector frame as a sum over normal modes

In this appendix we provide a more explicit discussion of the solution of eq. (4.27), both
in frequency space and in time domain, in a way that also allows us to study the limit
of large frequencies (still, within the limit of validity of the detector-frame description).
Equation (4.27) is solved writing

ξN (t) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
ξ̃N (ω)e−iωt , (C.1)

so that eq. (4.27) becomes

(−ω2 − iωγN + ω2
N )ξ̃N (ω) = −ω2κN,ij h̃

TT
ij (ω) . (C.2)
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The response of the N -th normal mode in Fourier space is therefore given by

ξ̃N (ω) =
ω2

ω2 + iωγN − ω2
N

κN,ij h̃
TT
ij (ω) . (C.3)

It is convenient to introduce the quality factor of the N -th normal mode, QN ≡ ωN/γN , and
express the result in terms of f = ω/2π, fN = ωN/(2π). Then, writing ξ̃N (ω) as ξ̃N (f) and
h̃TT
ij (ω) as h̃TT

ij (f), eq. (C.3) becomes

ξ̃N (f) =
f2

f2 − f2N + iffNQN

κN,ij h̃
TT
ij (f) , (C.4)

and, from eq. (4.22),33

ũ(f,x) = f2h̃TT
ij (f)

∑
N

κN,ij uN (x)

f2 − f2N + iffNQN

, (C.5)

corresponding to a transfer function

Tij(f) = f2
∑
N

κN,ij uN (x)

f2 − f2N + iffNQN

. (C.6)

Before proceeding further, let us stress again the limit of validity of this computation. If
the external perturbation were not a GW, but an actual Newtonian force, as in the most
typical situations considered in the theory of elasticity, the above expression would be valid
in principle at all frequencies, and we could use it to study the limit f → ∞. This limit
is not trivial mathematically because f appears inside the sum, where also fN appears,
and for arbitrarily large N we have fN → ∞, so, even for large f , one cannot set a priori
f ≫ fN inside the sum. However, we can observe that the coupling κN,ij involves a spatial
integral over the mode function u∗

N (x), see eq. (4.26), which, for highly excited modes, is
fast oscillating. Therefore, we expect that highly excited modes do not really contribute, and
eq. (C.5) can be approximated with a sum over a finite number of modes, that we generically
indicate as a sum up to Nmax,

ũ(f,x) = f2h̃TT
ij (f)

Nmax∑
N=0

κN,ij uN (x)

f2 − f2N + iffNQN

, (C.7)

(where we denote generically by N = 0 the fundamental mode) with Nmax chosen so that
the inclusion of higher modes do not affect the result, within a chosen accuracy. In this case,
the high-frequency limit f → ∞ is easily taken, and gives [2]

ũ(f,x) ≃ h̃TT
ij (f)

Nmax∑
N=0

κN,ij uN (x) , (C.8)

33To compare with eq. (1) of [2], we observe that, there, the term ffN/QN has been written as f2
N/QN ,

which is only valid close to the resonance. The different sign in front of this term must be due to a different
sign convention on the Fourier transform, with respect to our definition (C.1). We have also included a
generic polarization structure in h̃TT

ij (f), rather than writing it as a scalar quantity h̃(f), which results in a
corresponding tensorial structure in κN,ij .
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so the transfer function becomes flat in frequency. More precisely, we expect this to hold
for f ≫ fNmax , where fNmax is the frequency of the highest normal modes that need to
be included in the sum, within the accuracy requested. However, we must recall that our
external perturbation is not a Newtonian force but a GW, and the interaction of a GW with
a test mass admits a description as a Newtonian force only if we work in the proper detector
frame, and as long as its wavelength satisfies λ− ≫ L, i.e. f ≪ c/(2πL), where L is the typical
linear size of the elastic body. Therefore eq. (C.8) is only valid for frequencies f such that

fNmax ≪ f ≪ c

2πL
, (C.9)

as long as this range is non-empty, i.e. as long as fNmax ≪ c/(2πL).
It is also interesting to study the solution in time domain. The solution for ξN (t) could

be obtained Fourier-transforming back eq. (C.4), but we find more instructive to directly
solve eq. (4.25) or eq. (4.27) in the time domain. Let us start from eq. (4.25). We introduce
the Green’s functions GN (t) of the harmonic oscillator with frequency ωN , defined by

G̈N + ω2
NGN (t) = δ(t) , (C.10)

so that

ξ(t) = κN,ij

∫ ∞

−∞
dtGN (t− t′)ḧTT

ij (t′) , (C.11)

and we select the retarded Green’s function. To find the retarded Green’s function we Fourier
transform, writing

GN (t) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
G̃N (ω)e−iωt . (C.12)

Then eq. (C.10) gives (−ω2 + ω2
N )G̃N (ω) = 1, so

G̃N (ω) =
1

ω2
N − ω2

. (C.13)

The retarded Green’s function is obtained moving both poles at ω = ±ωN in the lower
complex plane and Fourier-transforming back to get G(t), which gives

GN (t) =
1

ωN
θ(t) sin(ωN t) , (C.14)

where θ(t) is the Heaviside theta function, θ(t) = 1 for t > 0 and θ(t) = 0 for t < 0. Then, the
solution of eq. (4.25) (with the boundary conditions that the modes are not excited before
the arrival of the perturbation, i.e. ξN (t) → 0 for t→ −∞) is

ξN (t) =
κN,ij

ωN

∫ t

−∞
dt′ sin[ωN (t− t′)] ḧTT

ij (t′) . (C.15)

Observe that the high-frequency modes are less and less coupled to the external perturbation,
because of the factor 1/ωN in this expression, as well as because of the factor sin[ωN (t− t′)],
which oscillates faster and faster, and because of the fact, already observed above, that κN,ij

vanishes for large N .
Including now dissipation, eq. (4.27) can be solved writing

ξN (t) = e−γN t/2χN (t) . (C.16)
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Then, χN (t) satisfies the equation

χ̈N + ω̃2
NχN = κN,ij e

γN t/2ḧTT
ij (t) , (C.17)

where

ω̃2
N = ω2

N −
γ2N
4
. (C.18)

Equation (C.17) can be solved as before, using the Green’s function GN (t − t′). Then,
re-expressing the result in term of ξN (t), we get

ξN (t) =
κN,ij

ω̃N

∫ t

−∞
dt′ e−γN (t−t′)/2 sin[ω̃N (t− t′)] ḧTT

ij (t′) (C.19)

=
κN,ij

ω̃N

∫ t

−∞
dt′ Im

[
ei(ω̃N+i

γN
2 )(t−t′)

]
ḧTT
ij (t′) , (C.20)

where the rewriting in the last line emphasizes that ω̃N and γN combine into a complex
frequency ω̃N + iγN/2. The solution for u(t,x) is then obtained inserting this expression into
eq. (4.22),

u(t,x) =

∫ t

−∞
dt′ ḧTT

ij (t′)
∑
N

[
κN,ij uN (x)

ω̃N
e−γN (t−t′)/2 sin[ω̃N (t− t′)]

]
. (C.21)

Let us stress that this result has been obtained by performing a Fourier transform, which
involves an integral over arbitrary large frequencies. Once again, our treatment of GWs as
a force is only valid for f ≪ c/(2πL). Therefore, eq. (C.21) is only valid if the contribution
to the time-domain result from the high frequency modes is negligible, i.e. if it is dominated
by the modes with frequencies such that fN ≪ c/(2πL). The argument discussed below
eq. (C.5), however, indicates that, within a given required accuracy, the sum can be truncated
to a finite Nmax, so eq. (C.21) is a good approximation to the exact result if fNmax ≪ c/(2πL).

It is interesting to observe that, when we include dissipation, ωN is replaced by ω̃N ,
defined in eq. (C.18). For the long-lived modes this is a minor change, since γN ≪ ωN .
However, in general this is no longer true for the highly excited modes, for which ωN is
large but also γN is large, i.e. the decay time τN = 2/γN is small, so ωN and γN could in
principle become comparable. Then, for the highly excited modes, eq. (C.18) could even give
a negative value for ω̃2

N , i.e. a purely imaginary expression for ω̃N , which basically signals
a breakdown of the formalism based on the normal mode expansion, when supplemented by
the simple prescription (4.27) to account for dissipation.

D Comparison with Dyson’s result

Dyson, in ref. [11], starts from the Lagrangian density (2.8) and states, without derivation,
that it gives rise to a conserved energy–momentum tensor, whose components are34

TDyson
00 =

1

2
ρu̇2i +

1

2
cijkl∂iuj∂kul , (D.1)

TDyson
0i = TDyson

i0 = ρu̇i , (D.2)

TDyson
ij = −cijkl∂kul . (D.3)

34In this appendix we use units c = 1, as we did in Section 3.
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He then couples this energy–momentum tensor to GWs, adding a term −(1/2)hµνTµν to the
Lagrangian density. This results has become quite standard in the literature, and we find
useful to look at it closely.

First of all, it is puzzling that a symmetric Lorentz–covariant energy–momentum tensor
could emerge from the non-relativistic Lagrangian used by Dyson, see the discussion of point
(3) on page 13. Comparing with the result that we obtained with our fully covariant formal-
ism, we see that, in the homogeneous case, Dyson’s result is almost correct, but there are
differences. Comparing eqs. (D.1) and (4.46) we see that T00 is similar; in our result we find
an extra term (the term proportional to w̃jk) that is of the same order as the cijkl term and
therefore, in a generic anisotropic setting, cannot be neglected; however, being proportional
to w̃jk, this term vanishes in the isotropic limit. Quite importantly, our result also includes a
total derivate term ∂iKi; the latter does not contribute to the total energy

∫
d3xT 00; however,

when considering the coupling of Tµν to a Newtonian gravitational field with a non-vanishing
component h00, this terms produces a non-vanishing contribution, which in this case would
in fact be the leading contribution, since it is linear in u. Furthermore, as discussed below
eq. (4.43), this term is essential to ensure the conservation equation ∂0T

00 + ∂iT
0i = 0 at

linear order in u. Without this term, the ν = 0 component of the conservation equation
∂µT

νµ = 0 is not satisfied.35

Comparing eqs. (D.2) and (4.47) we see that for the component T0i we agree except for
the sign, that we believe is incorrect in [11]. Indeed, as we already saw below eq. (4.43), our
sign, together with the sign of T 00 (which is the same as in Dyson), is necessary to satisfy
the ν = 0 component of conservation equation ∂µT

νµ = 0, i.e. ∂0T
00 + ∂iT

0i = 0 [where T 00

includes the ∂iKi term, eq. (4.46)]; furthermore, as we will see below, it is also required to
satisfy the ν = i component of conservation equation, i.e. ∂0T

i0 + ∂jT
ij = 0.

For Tij , comparing eqs. (D.3) and (4.48) we see that we agree on the term −cijkl∂kul,
but we also have extra terms. Again, these terms must be included in the general anisotropic
case, but vanish in the isotropic limit. We therefore agree on the isotropic limit given by
eq. (4.51).

Eventually, this energy–momentum tensor is coupled to GWs and, in the field–theoretical
approach, one chooses the TT gauge. Then, from this point of view, in the end only Tij is
relevant for the coupling to GWs, so the results obtained in the literature in the isotropic
and homogeneous case using Dyson’s expression (4.51) are correct.36 However, as we repeat-
edly stressed, when studying GWs we need to consider also the inhomogeneous situation,
since GWs couple to an elastic medium either through discontinuities at the boundary, or
to bulk inhomogeneities. In ref. [11] this is performed simply promoting ρ and cijkl (or, in
the isotropic case, µ and λ) to function of x. Our formalism shows that the full result is
significantly more complicated, see eqs. (4.62)–(4.65).

Given that our results differ already in the homogeneous case, it is interesting to try to
understand how Dyson might have got his result. In ref. [11], Dyson states that his result

35Interestingly, Dyson must have realized that, with his energy–momentum tensor, there was a problem
with the ν = 0 component of the conservation equation, since in his eq. (2.11) he only writes ∂µT

jµ = 0.
However, to obtain a consistent coupling to GWs, the energy–momentum tensor must be covariantly conserved,
∂µT

νµ = 0, so that, after integration by parts, a term in the action proportional to hµνT
µν is invariant under

linearized diffeomorphisms, hµν → hµν − (∂µθν + ∂νθµ).
36When comparing with the results of Dyson, or when using them, one must be aware that he defines hµν

from gµν = ηµν + hµν + O(h2), see his eq. (2.14). In contrast, we use gµν = ηµν + hµν + O(h2), so, for us,
gµν = ηµν − hµν + O(h2). Therefore his definition of hµν differs from ours by a sign. For this reasons, he
correctly writes the coupling to GWs as (−1/2)hµνTµν , see his eq. (2.23), while we write (+1/2)hµνTµν .
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comes from Noether’s theorem applied to the non-relativistic Lagrangian that he considers,
but does not provide any explicit detail.37 Anyhow, let us compute all conserved currents
associated to the Lagrangian density (2.8), restricting for simplicity to the homogeneous case,
and compare with eqs. (D.1)–(D.3). We have already done this exercise in Section 2.3, where
we found that the global shift symmetry (2.3) gives rise to three conserved currents jµi , with
i = 1, 2, 3, and, from eqs. (2.51), (2.52) and (2.29),

j0i = −ρu̇i , jji = cijkl∂kul . (D.4)

The conservation equation ∂µj
µ
i = 0 then reads

∂0 (−ρu̇i) + ∂j (cijkl∂kul) = 0 , (D.5)

that we rewrite as
∂0 (ρu̇i) + ∂j (−cijkl∂kul) = 0 . (D.6)

Dyson uses the signature ηµν = (−,+,+,+), as we do, and therefore (TDyson)0i = −(TDyson)0i.
Then, eq. (D.6) would equivalent to ∂0(T

Dyson)0i + ∂j(T
Dyson)ji = 0 if we had (TDyson)0i =

+ρu̇i, and therefore (TDyson)0i = −ρu̇i, contrary to the sign in eq. (D.2). Therefore, after
correcting this sign [in agreement with our result (4.47)], we indeed have

∂µ(T
Dyson)µi = 0 . (D.7)

However, the quantity that is conserved here is a tensor (TDyson)µi with a spatial index i
and a Lorentz index µ, rather than a full tensor with two Lorentz indices µ, ν. This is a
consequence of the fact that this conservation equation is related to the symmetry under
shifts in field space (2.3), which has three parameters ai labeled by a spatial index (rather
than four labeled by a Lorentz index).

In contrast, the quantity denoted TDyson
00 in eq. (D.1) is the same as the quantity denoted

θ00 in eq. (2.57). At the level of the non-relativistic Lagrangian (2.8), the conservation of
θµν is related to a different symmetry, space-time translations (rather than translations in
field space), and the conservation law involving θ00 is eq. (2.61); the ‘partner’ of θ00, in this
conservation equation, is the quantity θi0 given in eq. (2.58), which has nothing to do with
any component of (TDyson)µν . Indeed, θ00 is quadratic in u, and so is also its partner θi0 in
the conservation equation. In contrast, (TDyson)i0 is linear in u.

In conclusion, the full energy–momentum tensor given in eqs. (D.1)–(D.3) does not
follow from Noether’s theorem applied to the Lagrangian (2.8). It appears that Dyson had
determined Tµi, or equivalently T 0

i and T j
i, identifying them with the three currents jµi

associated to the invariance under translation in field space, and has patched them up with
a T 00 assumed to be the same as the θ00 associated to time translation invariance, given by
eq. (2.57) (whose partner, in the conservation equation, is actually θi0 given in eq. (2.58), see
eq. (2.61), and not T i0). Finally, he must have determined T i0 by requiring that T i0 = T 0i.
This, however, is another arbitrary step: as discussed in point (3) on page 13, this apparently
innocuous equality actually states that the energy flux is the same as the momentum density,

37Apart for the rather cryptic statement: “If we applied the usual field-theoretical recipe (Wentzel 1949)
to the Lagrangian L, considering zj(x) as a classical field, we would obtain the wrong energy-momentum
tensor. The usual procedure is based on translation invariance applied to the coordinates xj, and is invalid
in a situation where the coordinates xj are anchored to a particular object.”, see below his eq. (2.13). This
presumably refers to the fact that we must use the translations in field space rather than in space-time, which
we will indeed do next.
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and this only holds in a relativistic theory, where energy and momentum form a four-vector,
so it could not follow from his non-relativistic Lagrangian. As we saw in eqs. (2.58) and
(2.59), for instance, the energy–momentum tensor associated to space–time translations of
his non-relativistic Lagrangian is not symmetric, and in this case θ0i has nothing to do with
θi0, to the extent that one is proportional to ρ and the other to cijkl.

In conclusion, eventually the result (D.1), at least for homogeneous backgrounds, is
almost correct, apart from a sign in T0i, a missing factor ∂iKi in T00 (relevant for the
conservation equation and for the coupling to Newtonian fields described by h00), and some
corrections to T00 and Tij that vanish in the isotropic limit. However, its derivation was
heuristic at best. Furthermore, in the non-homogenous case the result is not simply obtained
by promoting cijkl to a function of x. Indeed, already in the isotropic case, many other terms
appear, see eqs. (4.62), (4.64) and (4.65) or, with some approximation, the simpler forms
given in eqs. (4.74) and (4.76).

E Comparison with Yan et al.

Shortly before completion of this paper, appeared on the arxiv ref. [32]. In that work the
authors correctly recognize that, to compare the field-theoretical computation of Dyson to
the normal mode computation, one must take into account the transformation between the
TT frame and the proper detector frame. To determine the relation between the two frames
they start from the equations

ρüi = ∂j σ̄ij − hij∂jµ , (E.1)

ρülabi = ∂j σ̄
lab
ij +

1

2
ρḧijxj , (E.2)

see their eqs. (6’) and (10), rewritten in the notation of our Section 4.4. At the notation
level, we have further added an overbar on σij to stress that this is the tensor computed in
the free theory, i.e. (restricting to the isotropic case),

σ̄ij(x) = λ(x)δij∂kuk + µ(x)(∂iuj + ∂jui) , (E.3)

σ̄labij (x) = λ(x)δij∂ku
lab
k + µ(x)(∂iu

lab
j + ∂ju

lab
i ) , (E.4)

(see eq. (5) of [32]) while, when adding the coupling to GWs, we have reserved the notation
σij to denote the tensor obtained from eq. (2.26) with the full Lagrangian, including the
coupling to hµν , which, in the TT gauge, gives the result for σij given in eq. (4.55).

They now impose the relation

ülabi (t,x) = üi(t,x) +
1

2
ḧij(t)xj +O(h2) , (E.5)

(their eq. (11), rewritten in our notation), justifying it somehow as “the rule of addition of
acceleration” [note that they never work out explicitly the relation between TT and proper de-
tector frame coordinates, our eq. (4.83), nor the integrated form of eq. (E.5), our eq. (4.100)].
To get consistency between eqs. (E.1), (E.2) and (E.5) they are then forced to impose

∂j σ̄
lab
ij = ∂j σ̄ij − hij(t)∂jµ , (E.6)

see their eq. (12), that they present as an extra condition that must be required. However,
this spurious extra condition only emerges because, unfortunately, the sign in front of hij
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in eq. (E.1) is wrong. This is because eq. (E.1) is taken from ref. [11] which, as we already
discussed in footnote 36, defines the metric perturbation from gµν = ηµν +hµν , while ref. [32]
uses the same definition of hµν as ours, gµν = ηµν + hµν , and therefore (to linear order),
gµν = ηµν − hµν . The correct system of equations is in fact

ρüi = ∂j σ̄ij + hij∂jµ , (E.7)

ρülabi = ∂j σ̄
lab
ij +

1

2
ρḧijxj . (E.8)

Using the relation (E.5), the “consistency condition” now reads

∂j σ̄
lab
ij = ∂j σ̄ij + hij(t)∂jµ . (E.9)

However, if we plug eq. (4.100) into the left-hand side of eq. (E.9), with σ̄labij given by eq. (E.4)
(and we recall that hij is in the TT gauge) we get automatically the expression in the right-
hand side, so eq. (E.9) is automatically satisfied [which was the content of our discussion
in eqs. (4.96)–(4.101)]. Therefore, there is no extra condition to be imposed. On the other
hand, if one used eqs. (E.1) and (E.2), including the wrong sign in eq. (E.1), and repeats the
same steps, one would find a condition on hij that depends on ∂jµ, that is never satisfied by
hij , which is an external GWs and knows nothing about µ.

We finally observe that ref. [32] did not include the boundary conditions in the analysis.
Our discussion in Section 4.4 shows that the same transformation of variables, given in
eq. (4.100), also makes consistent the boundary conditions.
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