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EMT, PSEUDO-EMT AND ALL THAT
IMPROVEMENT AND SUPERPOTENTIALS

KLAUS SIBOLD

ABSTRACT. Within Enstein-Hilbert gravity, higher derivatives and a scalar field as rep-
resentative of matter different versions of tensorlike quantities are discussed.The concepts
of improvement and superpotential help to understand the details of their construction
and meaning. On this basis it is claimed that the higher derivatives which are necessary
for defining higher orders in perturbation theory do not ruinthe physical content of the
model.

CONTENTS

ravitv secto
E 3. _Combination of matter and gravity §gj:1;gﬂ
erivative terms

3. Contributions of higher d
cknowledgemen

O O© 1O WD

1. INTRODUCTION

Within Einstein-Hilbert gravity (EH) amended by higher derivative terms and a mass-

less scalar field ¢ we discuss (pseudo-)energy-momentum operators (pEMT’s). For the
EH-gravity part they have been studied by Einstein, Klein, Weyl [HW], Freud [PF], Gold-
berg [JG] and Trautman [AT]. We further consider higher derivative terms, since upon
quantization and construction of higher orders of perturbation theory they are necessary.
A scalar field is taken into account for completeness and comparison reasons.
The aim is to translate the classical results into the framework of quantum field theory.
For the purposes of this paper it is sufficient to discuss vertex functions in tree approxima-
tion. This permits to handle all quantities as if they were classical. Their quantum nature
would appear only after Legendre transformation to the connected Green’s functions.
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Our source leading into this area of research is a survey provided by C. Denson Hill and
Pawel Nurowski [HN].

In previous papers the present author and Steffen Pottel, [PS21|, [PS23|, [KS24] have
discussed the renormalization of the respective models to all orders of perturbation theory
and presented the required technical tools like renormalization group equation, Lowenstein-
Zimmermann equation and rigid Weyl invariance. The main obstacle when employing
higher derivative terms is the fact that those introduce negative norm in state space.
This problem has been reduced in [PS23] to tree level amplitudes, since in higher orders,
beginning with one-loop the poles of these massive would-be particles can not be reached.
In the present paper it will be proposed to study energy-momentum operators and their
relation to so-called superpotentials. It will be seen that this sheds light on possible grav-
itational wave radiation.

2. PSEUDOEMT’S AND EMT’s

2.1. The matter sector. From [EKKSIII| we recall the results for the model of one
massless scalar field with action

1 A
(2.1) ['(matter) = /(§8<p8<p — Egp‘l) = /ﬁm
This action is invariant under rigid translations
or
(2.2) WiT = /5Tg05— =0 6T = a9, at = const.
2

Rendering the infinitesimal parameter z-dependent a* = a*(z) and differentiating with
respect to it, we obtain the local Ward identity (WI) which expresses the conservation of
the energy-momentum tensor

or
~T1r v
(23) UJMF = 8MQ0% = —8VTM
It is the so-called canonical EMT
(2.4) T: = — 5Z£m + 0,00"
14 14 1 14 )\ 14
(2.5) Ty =0,p0" ¢ — ééu&p&p + Iéuw‘*

It is conserved on-shell, i.e. after using the equation of motion. In the next step we add
a total derivative contact term (tdct)

or 1 or
T — v
(2.6) w, I :@gp—&p - Za“<¢_5g0) = —0,T}

1 1
(2.7) Ty =0,p0"p — 50,090 — 10,90
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This tensor is also conserved on-shell. The main reason for doing so is the fact that these
contact terms form an interesting algebra f

(2.8) W(p;a) E/a“(x)wg
(2.9) (W (s a), W(p;b)] =W (p;b"0,a — a”0,b)

It is non-abelian and, in fact, just the algebra for BRST transformations, once one inter-
prets the a* as the anti-commuting Faddeev-Popov fields. I.e. these local translations lead
immediately to the transformation law of gravity. The relevant details will be presented
below in subsection 2.3.

Another feature which plays a decisive role in what follows is the possibility of “improv-
ing” these EMT’s: one can add to them a term

(2.10) I, =c(6” ,0 — 99,)¢
(2.11) =2¢(0,p0" 0 — ©0,0"p + 6, (00D + pUp)

Obviously it vanishes identically upon taking a derivative, say 0,. But this also means
that it can never be created via Ward identity which expresses conservation of the respec-
tive EMT. It is to be noted that this change does not influence the charge associated with
the current.

What does it improve? When added with the value ¢ = 1/6 to (27 the trace of the sum
vanishes. It thus changes the transformation law of the current under special conformal
transformations. This sum transforms as a conformal field with dimension four and spin
two. Hence demanding this transformation law and the improvement one has defined a
unique EMT.

2.2. The gravity sector. Within the context of classical general relativity Freud, Gold-
berg and Trautman [ define in a completely naive way a canonical EMT for EH. In terms
of the vertex functional in tree approximation this reads

o

(2.12) @g“’”’WFEH = h(V—gt})

1An other one is that one can form z-moments leading to the conformal algebra.

2Conventions: Weyl, Freud, Goldberg, Trautman - all use signature (+ for ¢, - for z. Freud, Goldberg
use label 4 for ¢; 1,2,3 for x. Christoffel: Weyl agrees with our (= Landau-Lifschitz, 1971), Freud also.
Goldberg, Trautman do notuse it in the papers we refer to.
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An explicit expression for /—gt; has been given by Goldberg [JG] in terms of g =
v—gg"”. It is based on separating from EH a total divergence

(2.13) V=gR =04(73peOrG"" + 20,5™) + L
(2.14) L gW(rWr;A — r;prgk)
(215) :§{2§paga)\gm’r - gpagkf@ga’r 467 5/)9)\7}8;)9)\&809

Note: L is not s-covariant. In the literature it is commonly also denoted by G.

In fact, this reformulation of \/—gR admits to define ¢}, as the canonical EMT for gravity
with £ as Lagrangian, because the latter depends now only on first order derivatives of
g"”. However it will not transform as a tensor under s, but at most under linear coordinate
transformations, as the derivation from the expression of £ in terms of Christoffel symbols
indicates.

oL
(2.16) — UL+ 0,0

9(0,0) "
(2'17) tu == _5 {29 ga}\glw gpagkngow 40, 5pg)\7_}apg)\naag
(218) + Z{Zgyagoc)\gnT - gua - g)\f@gorr 45”509)@}809 ug)\ﬁ

Goldberg quotes an earlier paper by Freud [PE| which is quite instructive in the present
context. Freud extends even earlier work by Weyl [HW| (Paragraph 33, p.217) and realizes
that

(2.19) 2V/=gU, = 0,/ =g(B; + G) = 2y/=g Ry, + (T},,009" — I},,009"")
can be written as a total divergence
(2:20) 2v/=gU; = 0{6(3"T%, = §"T},) + 6(3" T, — G°T),) = (3" Ty — 3" Tp)}

This sum can be represented as determinant

5i oy 5“
(2.21) 2v/—gU; =|V/=99" =99™ /—g9"*
T . T

Equations (2.19)),(2:20)),(2:21)) which are just copied from Freud’s paper require quite some
explanations. First to notation: indices which are contracted (i.e. are to be summed over)
are written in Greek letters. Indices which are not contracted in latin one’s. (In order to
reproduce (2Z.19), (Z20) from (221]) one puts n = v and performs the contraction resulting
from 0).) Second in content. First we reorder (2.19), then we replace G by £ and identify
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the last bracket in (2.19) as Lagrangian derivative.

(2.22) 2v/—gqUj}, :2(55,2\/—gRﬁ —V—gR})

(2.23) + 6,.G + (T,008" — T, 003"
. 1 . .
(2.24) 2v/—gU; = — 2(—55,2\/—9Rﬁ +V—gR})
, oL
) po
(2.25) + 0L+ Ohg” 5o 7]

This lhs is called “superpotential” for the simple reason that it represents the energy-
momentum density of the gravitational field in terms of a Lagrangian and its equation of
motion; i.e. the difference of the standard EH equation of motion term and the canonical
EMT (rather pEMT) belonging to the Lagrangian £ = G.

Exactly the same formula (one can equate term by term, once one has identified the
respective t},), is the starting point for Trautman [AT].

1
(2.26) sk 2/ —g(R!, — 5ggR) = cgn 2(V=gth + AN
(2.27) AM)‘” =v/—gyg péyg Gpor
I(V=9L%n)
2.2 /= po VT BH]
(2.28) =6,V —=9LEn — Oy (9,977
(2.29) Liy =g (T8, =T, I7))

Trautman refers to Goldberg, where it is however not so easily identified.

Trautman continues the story. He formulates within general relativity boundary con-
ditions under which gravitational radiation is absorbed and emitted and shows that the
superpotential term leads to a physical energy-momentum operator P, once one studies
the relevant integral between hypersurfaces. This integral is invariant with respect to
those linear transformations under which the superpotential term is covariant. Choosing
these hypersurfaces reduces the general covariance, but in a way which is known via the
specific hypersurfaces: different experimenters can communicate these data. The remain-
ing covariance is then just given by those linear coordinate transformations under which
the superpotential terms are covariant. But these leave the integral invariant. The men-
tioned integral is sufficient to provide physical meaning. Hence, for sure, the densities of
energy-momentum referred to in the pEMT have no physical significance per se, the flux
through the hypersurfaces however has. Weyl [HW], p. 271 actually pointed out precisely
this fact for the simplified version he has studied then.
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2.3. Combination of matter and gravity sector. A first step to the combined system
has been undertaken in [EKKSI| and [EKKSII|. There the study of conformal transfor-
mation properties of matter EMT’s has been performed via coupling of a matter EMT to
an external, i.e. non-propagating field A*” which then — due to imposing corresponding
contact terms for this field — turned indeed out to be the gravitational field. To be con-
crete: the algebra (2.8) has been enlarged by contributions of the field g" = h* + nh”.
The respective WI operator then reads

(2.30) W (e, g;a) =W (p;a) + W (9" a)
ST 1, 6T
(2.31) W(pia) = /a“wff E/au(aﬂ‘P% ~ 35,
. _ v )\l/_ _ v )\—
(2.32) Wigia) = [(000,0 50— onag™ 5 = dnay 505)

Obviously these contact terms are just identical in form with the s transformation of
v, g'. B Hence we covariantize the matter action (2.1) arriving at

c 5 A c
(2.33) I (matter) = = / (=9)" 9" DyupDup — / ot / (—9)"*0*R

The peculiar form of the A term as an s-invariant originates from the “unusual” form of
sp; likewise Dy = Oup — %auln(—g)cp. As an other invariant solution of the WI, which
contains matter fields and is compatible with power counting four we added the ‘“non-
minimal” term with coefficient cg.

For constant a”, “rigid invariance”, we have

o7 T
(2.34) Wigia) + Wil = o [ O3+ 0,050

for
(2.35) [=x? / v—gR + I'(matter)

The respective conserved current is the EMT for the combined system. We can find it
from the local WI

=0,

o 1 or

(2.36) (wilp) + wulg)I' = 5’u¢% - 18“(“0@)

/V/ 5F )\V/ 5F /)\ 5F - v

(2.37) +0u9" W + (g g + 9" 5gu’u) = 0, A
1

(2.38) (wu () + wu(g))T = =0, T, — 20\(v/=g(R) — 5523))
1

(2.39) (wu (@) +w(9)T = =0, (T} + 1, + 2\/—g(Rfj — 552}%))

3In [EKKSIII| it has been shown that these contact terms (and the covariant version for g,,) are
uniquely determined by the algebra — up to field redefinitions of A*" as a function of itself.
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Here we have firstly recovered as total derivative contact terms all contributions which
occur in the s-variations and secondly admitted a total derivative on the rhs, which is
then specified.

Inserting (2.21]) we have

(2.40) (W) + wu(g)I = =0, (T + I + t; + V/=gU})

The improvement term I, and the superpotential term U, are, of course, annihilated by
the partial derivative in front, but should indicate what we have to expect as ambiguity
for the currents themselves. On shell the lhs vanishes because it consists of contact terms:
the sum of the currents is strictly conserved.

To repeat in other terms: The complete w’s, i.e. the sum w(p) + w(g), generate the
divergence of the matter current 7),, of [EKKSI| and in addition a total derivative term
of the Einstein tensor. This in turn yields the divergence of the pure gravity current ¢,,
(its canonical version).

When going over from the divergences to the currents themselves we are confronted
with the fact that they are not uniquely determined: we may add terms which vanish
identically when applying 0, — the improvement, respectively superpotential terms. For
the matter current that is the covariantized version of (ZI0). For the gravity current
this is the superpotential term either in form of (Z20) or in form of (2Z28) — they are the
same. In particular it becomes clear what the total derivative terms in w(g) were good
for: they yielded the Einstein tensor part which combines appropriately to the sum of
gravity (pseudo)tensor + superpotential term .

In the following formula we present for completeness the matter EMT, as given in
[EKKSI|. The origin of the different terms can be read of from the coefficients: ¢, from
matter kinetic term; cg from non-minimal term; ¢ from improvement term (put in by

hand).

24D Tulo.h) =(=0) " (@(PurDup — 50us " DoeDrg

(2.42) - igpyg”%@p@a — 2, Dy)y)

(2.43) —2¢(Du¢Dy¢ + ¢(DyD, — Iy, Da)ep

(2.44) — 9w 9" DppDop — 49" 0(DyDy — I, D2 )p)
(2.45) + cr(Ryu — iRguu)SOQ)

3. CONTRIBUTIONS OF HIGHER DERIVATIVE TERMS

The above section was devoted to the case of pure EH + matter. When going to higher
orders of perturbation theory the quest for power counting renormalizability forces us to
add higher derivative terms. Hence we have to study now, already in tree approximation,
how those contribute to energy-momentum tensors, superpotentials and improvement.
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Since closed expressions, say in terms of the Riemann tensor, require considerable tech-
nical work, we expand in the number of h*”-fields. The EH case teaches us that su-
perpotentials, which arise in the context of the equation of motion, come along with
linear terms in h*”, whereas contributions to EMT’s start with bilinear terms. Thus
absence or presence of superpotential terms can be deduced by expanding the action
[ v/=9(caR?* + ¢;R*™R,,,) up to order two in A*” and then by looking into the respective
equation of motion, i.e. linear terms.

The relevant explicit expressions have in fact been worked out already in [PS21], egs.
(17), (18), in projector form (notation PI((727 r=0,2;K,L =T, P, explicit form s. appen-
dix [PS21]). Rewritten from momentum to configuration space they read

(3.1) / V=g(c1R* R,y + 3R jpitin(n) ~ / W O0{—c1 P2 + (3¢a + 1) P} jpo

C
(32) = / hw{‘il[(”“pm — 0,0,) (o0 — 8,05) + (100 — 8,0,) (0 — 8,9,)

2
(33) - g(npulj - a,ual/><77palj - 8p80)]
1
(34) + (302 + Cl)g(nuum - auau)(npalj - apaa)}hpa

(On the rhs an irrelevant overall numerical factor has been subpressed.) The transver-

sality of these local projectors is maintained when going over via 6 /(dh*”) to the equation
of motion. Hence it is clear that these terms can not form a superpotential, since one can
not extract an overall derivative in a local fashion.
Looking back into the EH situation one finds that there the decomposition of the bilin-
ear terms into projectors requires the spin zero r = 0, K = L = T to cancel the spin 2
r=2,K =L =T terms 0,0,0,0,/0 in order to maintain locality in the sum of all terms.
Hence the transverse projector structure is destroyed and pulling out an overall derivative
is possible.

A similar observation can be made for the matter contribution. The improvement term
is transverse, hence it is not a superpotential.

A technical remark is in order. When deriving equations of motion and the like one
neglects as a rule total derivative terms. Hence to any chosen version of them, e.g. by
defining a basis in terms of monomials, there exists a vast number of total derivative
terms which can mask a transverse structure. Hence picking out a specific one might
lead to seemingly inconsistent versions. However, once one has found, say, a version in
transverse projectors, then the conclusions drawn from it are valid, since the multitude
of total derivatives forms equivalence classes. There not every member must have the
same transversality property: this is not the property of a class, but of a representative
of the class. Similarly for superpotential. That means being a superpotential is not a
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class property, but that of a specific member. And precisely that characterizes the specif-
ically relevant representative. (Here it is important that we work in tree approximation;
in higher orders one would need a characterization by mathematical tools, like special
conformal symmetry.)

If we follow the arguments of Trautman as far as radiation is concerned, the conclusion

is quite interesting: whereas EH can, due to the superpotential, produce gravitational
radiation, the higher derivative part of the complete action can not. In the context of
EH + hds, which is the only viable candidate for higher order perturbative extension,
this result is highly welcome. From [PS23| we know that beginning with one-loop the hds
looses particle interpretation, hence the violation of unitarity is reduced to tree contri-
butions. But on tree level the above discussion just shows that the hds does not lead to
radiation either. Hence the model EH + hds is a viable realization of quantum gravity in
a perturbative fashion. The higher derivatives are needed for mathematical consistency,
but they do not ruin the physical interpretation.
In a technical sense, we observe that the harmlessness of hds in higher orders of pertur-
bation theory [PS23| is based on the S-matrix: the scattering operator. The physical
irrelevance in tree approximation, which was left open there, is derived here from looking
at EMT: a different operator.
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him with his survey quoted in the references. Without this the present paper could not
have been written.

REFERENCES

[PF] Ph. Freud. Uber die Ausdriicke der Gesamtenergie und des Gesamtimpulses eines materiellen
Systems in der Allgemeinen Relativitdtstheorie. Annals of Mathematics, 40: 417-419, 1939

[EKKSI] E. Kraus and K. Sibold. Conformal transformation properties of the energy momentum tensor
in four dimensions. Nuclear Physics B, 372: 113-144 , 1992

[EKKSII] E. Kraus and K. Sibold. Local couplings, double insertions and the Weyl consistency condition.
Nuclear Physics B, 398: 125-154 , 1993

[EKKSIII| E. Kraus and K. Sibold. The general transformation law of the gravitational field via Noether’s
procedure. Annals of Physics, 219: 349-363 , 1992

[PS21] S. Pottel and K. Sibold. Perturbative quantization of Einstein-Hilbert gravity embedded in a
higher derivative model. Physical Review D, 104(8):086012, 2021.

[PS23] S. Pottel and K. Sibold. Perturbative quantization of Einstein-Hilbert gravity embedded in a
higher derivative model II. arxiv:2308.15824v2 [hep-th]

[KS24] K. Sibold. Einstein-Hilbert gravity, higher derivatives and a scalar matter field. arxiv:2405.00528

[hep-th]

[HN] C. Denson Hill and Pawel Nurowski. How the green light was given for gravitational wave search.
arxiv:1608.08673v1 [physics.hist-ph| 30 Aug 2016

[AT)] Andrzej Trautman. Radiation and boundary conditions in the theory of gravitation.

arxiv:1604,03145v1 [gr-qc| 11 Apr 2016



EMT, PSEUDO-EMT AND ALL THAT IMPROVEMENT AND SUPERPOTENTIALS 10

[JG] J. N. Goldberg. Conservation laws in general relativity. Phys. Rev. 111 315-320 (1958).
[HW]  Hermann Weyl. Space, Time, Matter. Dover Publications, New York 1959 (from 4th edition
1922)



	1. Introduction
	2. PseudoEMT's and EMT's
	2.1. The matter sector
	2.2. The gravity sector
	2.3. Combination of matter and gravity sector

	3. Contributions of higher derivative terms
	Acknowledgement

	References

