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We extend the usual vacuum Metric-Affine f(R) Gravity by supplementing it with all parity
even quadratic invariants in torsion and non-metricity. As we show explicitly this supplementation
drastically changes the status of the Theory which now propagates an additional scalar degree of
freedom on top of the graviton. This scalar degree of freedom has a geometric origin as it relates to
spacetime torsion and non-metricity. The resulting Theory can be written equivalently as a metric
and torsionless Scalar-Tensor Theory whose potential and kinetic term coupling depend on the choice
of the function f(R) and the dimensionless parameters of the quadratic invariants respectively.

I. INTRODUCTION

Geometric extensions of the Riemannian geometry of General Relativity (GR), offer an elegant and effective way
to introduce new degrees of freedom apart from the graviton, which are associated to the extra geometric structure.
A wide range of Gravity Theories with such geometric modifications can be formulated in the Metric-Affine Gravity
(MAG)[1] formalism. In MAG apart from curvature one has the notions of torsion and non-metricity, both having
direct geometrical meanings. The former is responsible for the breaking of infinitesimal parallelograms when one
transports two vectors, one in the direction of the other. The latter quantities how much the lengths of vectors and
inner products change when vectors are transported in space.
In MAG the affine-connection (or more appropriately called the ′linear connection′) is a priory totally independent

of the metric and by varying with respect to both, one obtains two separate sets of field equations that need to be
solved [2, 3]. By imposing certain conditions on any of the curvature, torsion and non-metricity, certain subcases are
extracted. For instance if we impose vanishing torsion and non-metricity and allow only for curvature we obtain the
familiar Riemannian geometry and the corresponding metric Theories of Gravity. Imposing vanishing curvature only
one arrives at general parallelism [4] and further imposing either vanishing non-metricity or vanishing torsion one is
lead to metric teleparallel [5] and symmetric teleparallel [6, 7] Theories respectively1. If only vanishing non-metricity
is imposed we arrive to the Riemann-Cartan geometry with Einstein-Cartan and Poincare (gauge) gravity Theories as
examples. If only vanishing torsion is assumed we then have a Riemann-Weyl geometry with Einstein-Weyl Theories
an so on. As already mentioned, in the generic MAG formulation no constraint is imposed on the aforementioned
geometric objects and the underlying manifold admits both torsion and non-metricity as well as curvature.
In the realm of Riemannian geometry a popular modification of GR consists of extending the Einstein-Hilbert

Lagrangian to f(R). In the metric formalism (i.e. vanishing torsion and non-metricity from the onset), it is well
known that vacuum f(R) Theories propagate an additional scalar degree of freedom, the so-called scalaron. The
resulting Theory is then equivalent to a generalized Brans-Dicke (BD) Theory with BD parameter ω0 = 0. On the
other hand, vacuum Metric-Affine f(R) Theories behave quite differently, since these can be shown to correspond to
GR with Cosmological constant(s), the value(s) of which depend on the solution of some algebraic equation [9]. There
is no new dynamical degree of freedom in this case2. The situation changes if one adds matter. If no connection-
matter couplings are assumed (i.e. for Palatini Theories [14, 15]3) then hypermomentum is vanishing and the resulting
Theory can be shown to correspond to a metric and torsionless Brans-Dicke (BD)Theory with Brans-Dicke parameter
ω0 = −3/2, see [35, 36]. If connection-matter couplings are allowed, that is for non-vanishing hypermomentum, not
much can be said since the result is highly sensitive to the choice of these couplings.
A natural question to ask then is whether it is possible to obtain dynamics for vacuum Metric-Affine f(R) Theories

by minimally modifying the gravity sector. The most natural choice is of course the inclusion of quadratic scalars

∗Electronic address: damianos.iosifidis@ut.ee
1 For a recent review on the various developments of modified/extended Theories of Gravity, see [8].
2 In the full quadratic MAG in all potentials (i.e. quadratic in curvature torsion and non-metricity) there are many new propagating
degrees of freedom. The full healthy spectrum of quadratic MAG is currently unknown but in recent years there has been some progress
in this direction, see [10–13]

3 For some recent developments in Palatini gravity, see for instance [16–23] and for the more general MAG, see [24–34]. Of course these
lists are not exhaustive but rather indicative.
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built from torsion and non-metricity as well as their mixing. Indeed, already at the level of f(R) = R, which
corresponds to an extension of Einstein-Cartan Gravity with the incorporation of non-metricity, when matter with
hypermomentum is added one encounters a problem coming from the projective invariance of the scalar curvature R
which forces the dilation current of hypermomentum to be vanishing [3]. A remedy comes if we add quadratic torsion
and non-metricity invariants to the gravity action, which by explicitly breaking the projective invariance allow for a
non-vanishing dilation current. The addition of these invariants is also motivated by an Effective Field Theory point
of view, since their dimensions are the same as those of scalar curvature R (namely [L−2]) and therefore there is no
principle that excludes their presence. In the current work we add these quadratic terms to the vacuum f(R) Theory
and explicitly show that the breaking of projective invariance in this case gives rise to an additional scalar degree
of freedom. The resulting Theory is then on-shell equivalent to some metric and torsionless Scalar-Tensor Theory
developed in a Riemannian background. The potential of the Theory depends on the choice of f(R) whereas the
kinetic coupling function depends solely on the dimensionless coefficients of the quadratic invariants.

II. THE SETUP

We shall consider a generic n − dim manifold endowed with a metric g and an independent affine connection ∇,
which we denote as (M, g, ∇). The definitions/conventions will be the same with [25] so for more details the reader
may consult the latter. On this non-Riemannian manifold endowed with the metric gµν and an independent affine
connection with components Γλ

µν , we define the curvature, torsion and non-metricity tensors according to

Rµ
ναβ := 2∂[αΓ

µ

|ν|β] + 2Γµ

ρ[αΓ
ρ

|ν|β] (1)

S λ
µν := Γλ

[µν] (2)

Qαµν := −∇αgµν (3)

Now, the departure of the affine connection Γλ
µν from the Levi-Civita one defines the so-called distortion tensor

[1, 37]

Nλ
µν := Γλ

µν − Γ̃λ
µν =

1

2
gαλ(Qµνα +Qναµ −Qαµν)− gαλ(Sαµν + Sανµ − Sµνα) (4)

where Γ̃λ
µν is the usual Levi-Civita connection computed solely by the metric and its first derivatives. Once the

distortion is given, torsion and non-metricity are readily obtained (see for instance [24])

Sµνα = Nα[µν] , Qναµ = 2N(αµ)ν (5)

Out of torsion we can construct a vector as well as a pseudo-vector. Our definitions for the torsion vector and
pseudo-vector are

Sµ := S λ
µλ , tµ := ǫµαβγS

αβγ (6)

respectively. Note that the former is defined for any dimension while the latter only for n = 4. In the forthcoming
discussion we will only need the former. Continuing with non-metricity, we define the Weyl and the second non-
metricity vector according to

Qα := Qαµνg
µν , qν = Qαµνg

αµ (7)

From the curvature tensor we can construct the three contractions

Rνβ := Rµ
νµβ (8)

R̂αβ := Rµ
µαβ (9)

R̆µ
β := Rµ

ναβg
να (10)
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The first one is generalized Ricci tensor (which is not symmetric in general), the second goes by the name homothetic
curvature and the last one is the so-called co-Ricci tensor. Observe that in constructing the Ricci scalar and homothetic
curvature no metric is required, whereas in order to define the co-Ricci a metric should be given. Let us mention that
the generalized scalar curvature is still uniquely defined, since

R := gµνRµν = −gµνR̆µν , gµνR̂µν = 0 (11)

Furthermore, let us mention that by virtue of (4) each quantity can be split into its Riemannian part (i.e. computed
with respect to the Levi-Civita connection) plus non-Riemannian contributions. For instance inserting the connection
decomposition (4) into the definition (1) we obtain for the curvature tensor 4

Rµ
ναβ = R̃µ

ναβ + 2∇̃[αN
µ
|ν|β] + 2Nµ

λ|αN
λ
|ν|β] , (12)

The last decomposition is very useful and we are going to be using it later on in order to express the metric field
equations of our Theory in Einstein-like form plus extra fields. For instance, with the use of the above the post-
Riemannian expansion of the Ricci scalar reads

R = R̃+
1

4
QαµνQ

αµν − 1

2
QαµνQ

µνα − 1

4
QµQ

µ +
1

2
Qµq

µ + SµναS
µνα − 2SµναS

αµν − 4SµS
µ

+2QαµνS
αµν + 2Sµ(q

µ −Qµ) + ∇̃µ(q
µ −Qµ − 4Sµ) (13)

Finally let us note that out for the distortion (4), one can construct three independent vectors as

N (1)
µ := Nαβµg

αβ , N (2)
µ := Nαµβg

αβ , N (3)
µ := Nµαβg

αβ (14)

which we may call the 1st, 2nd and 3rd contractions of Nαµν . Let us also observe that these three vectors are related
to the torsion and non-metricity vectors defined above. Indeed, starting from the relations (5) and taking the three
independent contractions, recalling also the definitions of torsion and non-metricity vectors, it follows that

N(1)µ := Nλ
λµ =

1

2
Qµ (15)

N(2)µ := Nλ
µλ =

1

2
Qµ + 2Sµ (16)

N(3)µ = Nµαβg
αβ = qµ − 1

2
Qµ − 2Sµ (17)

Having defined the necessary geometric tools we may now focus on the applications. We shall start with a simple
model in order to get some intuition on the procedure and then attack the general case.

III. A SIMPLE THEORY

Let us start with the simple of Theory

S =
1

2κ

∫
dnx

√−g
(
f(R) + βQµQ

µ + γSµS
µ
)

(18)

where R is the generalized scalar curvature and β and γ are dimensionless constants that are both non-zero. If only
one of them is present, it can be easily shown, by employing the field equations, that the resulting Theory is identical
to GR with a Cosmological constant, just like in the usual vacuum Metric-Affine f(R). Therefore it is essential to
keep both of them non-vanishing in order to establish non-trivial dynamics, as we show below. The above Theory
is simple enough to explicitly work out the calculations in full detail and yet general enough to feature the main

4 Quantities with ˜ will always denote Riemannian parts unless otherwise stated.
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characteristics of the more complicated full Theory. Variations with respect to the metric and the connection give
the field equations

f ′R(µν) −
f

2
gµν + γ

(
SµSν − 1

2
SαS

αgµν

)
+ β

(
QµQν −

1

2
QαQ

αgµν

)
− 2βgµν

1√−g∂α(
√−gQα) = 0 (19)

f ′Pλ
µν + δνλ∂µf

′ − gµν∂λf
′ + 4βδµλQ

ν + 2γS[µδ
ν]
λ = 0 (20)

respectively, where

P µν
λ = −∇λ(

√−ggµν)√−g +
∇σ(

√−ggµσ)δνλ√−g + 2(Sλg
µν − Sµδνλ + gµσS ν

σλ )

= δνλ

(
Q̃µ − 1

2
Qµ − 2Sµ

)
+ gµν

(
1

2
Qλ + 2Sλ

)
− (Q µν

λ + 2S µν
λ ) (21)

is the so-called Palatini tensor. Let us firstly focus on the connection field equations (20). Tracing in λ = µ it follows
that

Qµ =
(n− 1)

n

γ

4β
Sµ (22)

In addition, taking the other two independent traces5 and adding them up, using also the latter, we deduce

qµ =
(n− 1)

n2
γ

[
1

4β
− (n+ 2)

f ′

]
Sµ (23)

By subtracting the resulting trace equations and using both of the above we find

Sµ =
∂µf

′

Af ′ +B
(24)

where

A =
(n− 2)γ

2

[
− (n− 1)

4βn2
+

4

γ(n− 1)

]
, B = −2γ

n2
(25)

Equations (22)-(24) together imply that all torsion and non-metricity vectors are proportional to one another and
sourced by f ′. Further set6

λ =
(n− 1)

n

γ

4β
, Ã =

λ

n
= − (n− 1)

8β
B , B̃ = −4βλ(n+ 2)

n
(26)

then

Qµ = λSµ = λ
∂µf

′

Af ′ +B
=
λ

A
∂µ

[
ln (Af ′ +B)

]
(27)

and

qµ =
[
Ã+

B̃

f ′

]
Sµ = ∂µ

[
B̃

B
ln (Af ′ +B) +

Ã

A
ln
( f ′

Af ′ +B

)]
(28)

Note that all the torsion and non-metricity vectors are exact. Substituting everything back to the connection field
equations, and also setting

ψν :=
∂νf

′

f ′ , F :=
γ

(Af ′ +B)
(29)

5 Namely contracting one time with δλν and another with gµν .
6 Of course here the˜does not correspond to some Riemannian quantity but is merely a symbol used for the redefinition of constants.
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we solve for the Palatini tensor entirely in terms of f ′ and its first derivatives:

Pαµν = F

(
1

n
gαµψν − gανψµ

)
+ 2ψ[αgµ]ν (30)

As a good cross-check we confirm that the latter is obviously traceless in its first two indices as it should. With this
result we can then find the exact form of the distortion (see [38] for details):

Nαµν = Ω1gαµψν +Ω2gανψµ +Ω3gµνψα (31)

where

2Ω1 =
(n+ 1)

n
F +

Ãf ′ + B̃

Af ′ +B
, Ω2 =

1

(n− 2)

(
1 +

F

n

)
, Ω3 = − 1

(n− 2)

(
1 +

(n− 1)

n
F

)
(32)

Therefore we see that the full torsion and non-metricity are sourced by the derivative of f ′. Let us now turn our
attention to the metric field equations (19). Taking the trace of the latter and also using the fact that Qµ = λSµ, it
follows

f ′R− n

2
f +

(
1− n

2

)
(βλ2 + γ)SµS

µ = 2βn
1√−g∂α(

√−gQα) (33)

Let us now consider the field redefinition

φ := f ′ (34)

Given that the latter is invertible we can solve it for R and express

R = χ(φ) (35)

In addition, setting

G(φ) = φχ(φ) − n

2
f(χ(φ)) (36)

and using all the above the trace equation (33) becomes

2gφ =
2(Aφ+B)

(n− 1)γ
G(φ) +

(
n− 2

n− 1

)[
1 +

(
n− 1

4n

)2
γ

β

]
(∂φ)2

(Aφ +B)
(37)

where 2g := 1√−g
∂µ(

√−ggµν∂ν) is the usual box operator. This describes the evolution of a scalar mode. Therefore

we conclude that the Theory (18) propagates an additional scalar degree of freedom aside the graviton. Notice that

for the parameter choice β = − (n−1)2

16n2 γ the latter becomes a generalized Klein-Gordon equation with scalar field

potential V ′(φ) = 2 Aφ+B
(n−1)γG(φ). Obviously, in 2-dimensions this holds true always without the need to impose any

constraint on the parameters.
Therefore we see that the supplementation of the Metric-Affine f(R) Lagrangian with quadratic torsion and non-

metricity invariants has a dramatic affect on the dynamics. Indeed, it is well known that vacuum Metric-Affine f(R)
gravity, in contrast to metric f(R), corresponds to GR with cosmological constant(s), the value(s) of which depend
on the explicit form of the function f(R), see [9, 39]. As we showed in detail here, the addition of two quadratic
torsion and non-metricity invariants to the f(R) Lagrangian brings out an additional scalar degree of freedom and
the original Metric-Affine Theory is actually equivalent to a specific metric and torsionless Scalar-Tensor Theory. Let
us elaborate more on this point below by also establishing this equivalence at the level of the action.

A. Equivalent Scalar-Tensor Theory

Let us now prove also formally the result of the previous subsection, namely that the Theory (18) propagates an
additional scalar degree of freedom, alongside the graviton, by establishing equivalence with a metric and torsionless
Scalar-Tensor Theory. We start in the usual manner [40](see also [41, 42]), by introducing an auxiliary field χ and
write down the action

S =
1

2κ

∫
dnx

√−g
[
f(χ) + f ′(χ)(R− χ) + βQµQ

µ + γSµS
µ
]

(38)



6

where f ′(χ) = ∂f/∂χ. Of course, varying with respect to χ one obtains as usual χ = R provided that f ′′ 6= 0. When
this algebraic relation is put back on the above one recovers equivalence with (18). Considering the field redefinition
Φ = f ′(χ) and further setting V (Φ) = χ(Φ)Φ− f(χ(Φ)) the latter recasts to

S =
1

2κ

∫
dnx

√−g
[
ΦR− V (Φ) + βQµQ

µ + γSµS
µ
]

(39)

Now, using the the post-Riemannian expansion of the scalar curvature, connection field equations (20), and the
definitions of the previous subsection we readily obtain

√−gΦR =
√−gΦR̃+

√−g
(
n− 1

n− 2

)
(∂Φ)2

Φ

(
1− F 2

n2

)
(40)

Using also eqns (22) and (24) the above action is computed to be on-shell equivalent to

S =
1

2κ

∫
dnx

√−g
[
ΦR̃− V (Φ) +

(
n− 1

n− 2

)(
(AΦ +B)2 − γ2

n2
+

(n− 2)

(n− 1)
(βλ2 + γ)Φ

) (∂Φ)2

Φ(AΦ +B)2

]
(41)

which corresponds to a metric-compatible and torsionless Scalar-Tensor Theory! It is worth mentioning that if we fix
β and consider a small torsion coupling γ ≪ 1 the Theory becomes a Brans-Dicke (BD) Theory with BD parameter
ω0 = −(n− 1)/(n− 2). Quite intriguingly the same equivalence7 holds for Palatini f(R) Gravity [42] and also Metric-
Affine f(R) Gravity with the addition of the Hojman (or Holst) term [43]. However, the case under consideration here
is more general since, as we have shown, the Theory (18) is equivalent to a specific Scalar-Tensor generalization of
the Brans-Dicke Theory.
To make this point more precise and offer a direct comparison with the usual Scalar-Tensor action, we define

−ω(Φ) =
(
n− 1

n− 2

)(
(AΦ +B)2 − γ2

n2
+

(n− 2)

(n− 1)
(βλ2 + γ)Φ

) 1

(AΦ +B)2
(42)

and the above takes the usual Scalar-Tensor form

S =
1

2κ

∫
dnx

√
−g

[
ΦR̃ − V (Φ)− ω(Φ)

Φ
(∂Φ)2

]
(43)

which is the conventional form of Scalar-Tensor Theories in the so-called Jordan (or string) frame. Of course by
performing a conformal transformation, with the appropriate conformal factor, the Φ-factor multiplying the Ricci
scalar can be removed and the Theory is then written in the Einstein frame. With the intuition gained by studying
this simple model we are now ready to tackle the more general case.

IV. INCLUDING ALL QUADRATIC INVARIANTS

Our previous considerations can be generalized by adding to the f(R) Lagrangian all 11 parity even quadratic
invariants in torsion and non-metricity, namely supplementing f(R) with [44]

L2 = b1SαµνS
αµν + b2SαµνS

µνα + b3SµS
µ + a1QαµνQ

αµν + a2QαµνQ
µνα

+a3QµQ
µ + a4qµq

µ + a5Qµq
µ + c1QαµνS

αµν + c2QµS
µ + c3qµS

µ (44)

The only difference is that now the computations are much more involved, however the take-home message remains
the same, namely this MAG Theory is equivalent to some metric Scalar-Tensor Theory. To see this let us consider
the extension of (18) where all the above quadratic invariants are included. We have

S =
1

2κ

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
f(R) + b1SαµνS

αµν + b2SαµνS
µνα + b3SµS

µ + a1QαµνQ
αµν + a2QαµνQ

µνα

+a3QµQ
µ + a4qµq

µ + a5Qµq
µ + c1QαµνS

αµν + c2QµS
µ + c3qµS

µ
]

(45)

7 In particular for n = 4 which corresponds to our physical world and consequently ω0 = −3/2.
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Varying with respect to the connection, it follows that

f ′
(
Qλ

2
+ 2Sλ

)
gµν − f ′(Q µν

λ + 2S µν
λ ) + f ′

(
qµ − Qµ

2
− 2Sµ

)
δνλ

+δνλ∂µf
′ − gµν∂λf

′ + 4a1Q
νµ

λ + 2a2(Q
µν

λ +Q µν
λ ) + 2b1S

µν
λ + 2b2S

[µν]
λ

+c1

(
Sνµ

λ − S νµ
λ +Q

[µν]
λ

)
+ δµλ

(
4a3Q

ν + 2a5q
ν + 2c2S

ν
)
+ δνλ

(
a5Q

µ + 2a4q
µ + c3S

µ
)

+gµν
(
a5Qλ + 2a4qλ + c3Sλ

)
+
(
c2Q

[µ + c3q
[µ + 2b3S

[µ
)
δ
ν]
λ = 0 (46)

Taking the 3 independent contractions of the latter, we obtain the system

a11Qµ + a12qµ + a13Sµ = 0 (47)

(b21f
′ + c21)Qµ + (b22f

′ + c22)qµ + (b23f
′ + c23)Sµ = −(n− 1)∂µf

′ (48)

(b31f
′ + c31)Qµ + (b32f

′ + c31)qµ + (b33f
′ + c33)Sµ = (n− 1)∂µf

′ (49)

where aij , bij and cij are some long linear combinations of the original coefficients ai, bj , ck, which we list in the
appendix A. Further setting aij = bijf

′ + cij for i 6= 1 and defining the matrix A = {aij} we can express the above
system in matrix form as

AXµ = Yµ (50)

with Xµ = (Qµ, qµ, Sµ)
T and Yµ = (n − 1)(∂µf

′)(0,−1, 1)T . The solutions of (50) depend on the properties of the
matrix A. On the reasonable assumption that the latter is non-singular (i.e. det(A) 6= 0) one can of course formally
write down the non-degenerate solution as

Xµ = A−1Yµ (51)

where A−1 is the inverse of A. Let {ãij} be the elements of the inverse matrix A−1. Then, thanks to the fact that
the a′1is do not depend on f ′, the ã′ijs for j 6= 1 have the form

ãij =
Ãijf

′ + B̃ij

A0(f ′)2 +B0f ′ + C0
=
Ãijf

′ + B̃ij

P2(f ′)
, j 6= 1 (52)

with the precise form of these elements, and the various constants appearing, given in the appendix A. Note that the
denominator

P2(f
′) := A0(f

′)2 +B0f
′ + C0 (53)

is universal for all elements!8 The above matrix elements are special, with numerator being linear in f ′, in contrast to
the ã′i1s whose numerator is also quadratic in f ′. However, since Yµ ∝ (0,−1, 1)T the latter components are irrelevant
for the actual form of the torsion and non-metricity vectors. Indeed, equating the components of the left and right
hand sides of (51) it follows that

Qµ = (n− 1)(ã13 − ã12)∂µf
′ =

A1f
′ +B1

P2(f ′)
∂µf

′ (54)

qµ = (n− 1)(ã23 − ã22)∂µf
′ =

A2f
′ +B2

P2(f ′)
∂µf

′ (55)

Sµ = (n− 1)(ã33 − ã32)∂µf
′ =

A3f
′ +B3

P2(f ′)
∂µf

′ (56)

where we have set Ai = (n − 1)(Ãi3 − Ãi2) and Bi = (n − 1)(B̃i3 − B̃i2). Note that all of these vectors are exact.
Now, after substituting the latter forms of torsion and non-metricity vectors back in (20) and using the result of [45]

8 Of course this comes from the determinant of A involved when computing the inverse.
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(or more generally [46]) one can obtain the exact form for the distortion. Alternatively, and more quickly, given that
the right-hand side of (20) would consist only of the metric tensor and the derivative of f ′, the distortion tensor has
an expression formally identical to (31), viz.

Nαµν = Ω1gαµψν +Ω2gανψµ +Ω3gµνψα (57)

with the only difference being that now the coefficient functions Ωi, i = 1, 2, 3 will be slightly more involved. Indeed,
using the connecting equations (15)-(17) between the distortion vectors and those of torsion and non-metricity, given
also (54)-(56), it follows that

N (i)
µ =

Ai+3f
′ +Bi+3

P2(f ′)
∂µf

′ , i = 1, 2, 3 (58)

where

A4 = A1/4 , A5 = X1/2 + 2A3 , A6 = A2 −X1/2− 2A3 (59)

and same for the Bi’s. Then, taking the trace of (57) and using the above forms of the distortion traces we readily
find the Ω functions,

Ωi =
f ′

P2(f ′)
(Cif

′ +Di) , i = 1, 2, 3 (60)

where

C1 =
1

(n− 1)(n+ 2)

(
(n+ 1)A4 −A5 −A6

)
(61)

C2 =
1

(n− 1)(n+ 2)

(
−A4 + (n+ 1)A5 −A6

)
(62)

C3 =
1

(n− 1)(n+ 2)

(
−A4 −A5 + (n+ 1)A6

)
(63)

and exactly the same for the Di’s with the mere replacement of C by D and A replaced by B in the above. Let us
note that all Ωi’s are given by ratios of quadratic polynomials in f ′.
We have now everything we need in order to reveal the extra scalar mode as promised. To this end, we now vary

(45) with respect to the metric, to derive the metric field equations

f ′R(µν) −
f

2
gµν −

L2

2
gµν +

1√−g (2Sα −∇α)
(√−g(Wα

(µν) +Πα
(µν))

)
+A(µν) +B(µν) + C(µν) = κTµν (64)

where

Wα
(µν) = 2a1Q

α
µν + 2a2Q

α
(µν) + (2a3Q

α + a5q
α)gµν + (2a4q(µ + a5Q(µ)δ

α
ν) (65)

Παµν = c1S
αµν + c2g

µνSα + c3g
αµSν (66)

Aµν = a1(QµαβQ
αβ

ν − 2QαβµQ
αβ

ν)− a2Qαβ(µQ
βα

ν) + a3(QµQν − 2QαQαµν)− a4qµqν − a5q
αQαµν (67)

Bµν = b1(2SναβS
αβ

µ − SαβµS
αβ

ν)− b2SναβS
βα

µ + b3SµSν (68)

Cµν = ΠµαβQ
αβ

ν −(c1SαβνQ
αβ

µ+c2S
αQαµν+c3S

αQµνα) = c1(Q
αβ

µ Sναβ−SαβµQ
αβ

ν)+c2(SµQν−SαQαµν) (69)

Taking the trace of (64), it follows that

f ′R− n

2
f +

(
1− n

2

)
L2 −

1√−g ∇̃α

(√−g(Πα +Wα)
)
= 0 (70)
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where

Πα := Πα
µνg

µν = (c1 + nc2 + c3)S
α (71)

Wα :=Wα
µνg

µν = (2a1 + 2na3 + a5)Q
α + (2a2 + 2a4 + na5)q

α (72)

Given the forms of torsion and non-metricity vectors and the above relations we compute

Πα +Wα =
(λ1f

′ + λ2)

P2(f ′)
∂αf ′ (73)

with

λ1 = (2a1 + 2na3 + a5)A1 + (2a2 + 2a4 + na5)A2 + (c1 + nc2 + c3)A3 (74)

λ2 = (2a1 + 2na3 + a5)B1 + (2a2 + 2a4 + na5)B2 + (c1 + nc2 + c3)B3 (75)

In addition, from (44) and with (57) at hand we easily find

L2 = (β11Ω
2
1 + β22Ω

2
2 + β33Ω

2
3 + 2β12Ω1Ω2 + 2β23Ω2Ω3 + 2β31Ω3Ω1)

(∂φ)2

φ2
(76)

the expressions for the coefficients are given in the appendix B. Finally, after the field redefinition f ′(R) = φ⇒ R =
χ(φ) and with the abbreviations

G(φ) = φχ(φ) − n

2
f(χ(φ)) (77)

L2(φ, ∂φ) =

3∑

i=1

3∑

j=1

ΩiβijΩj =
(∂φ)2

P 2
2 (φ)

3∑

i=1

3∑

j=1

(Ciφ+Di)βij(Cjφ+Dj) , βij = βji (78)

X(φ) =
1

P 2
2 (φ)

[
−A0(λ1 + 2λ2)φ

2 + (λ1C0 − λ2B0)
]

(79)

the trace equation (70) takes the form

2gφ = G(φ) −X(φ)(∂µφ)(∂
µφ) (80)

which is the propagation equation for the scalar mode φ. We see that the situation is similar to the much simpler
Theory of the previous subsection, the only difference being that in the generalized case the expressions are much more
involved and therefore more freedom to play around with the form of the functions G(φ) and X(φ). Again, obviously
there exists a parameter space for which X(φ) ≡ 0, ∀φ and the above equation becomes a generalized Klein-Gordon
equation for the potential V ′(φ) = G(φ), with the prime denoting derivative with respect to φ here. We conclude,
therefore, that the 11 parameter vacuum Theory (45) is equivalent to a generalized Scalar-Tensor Theory.

A. Establishing the Equivalence

As in the previous section, we now start with the generalized version of (38), including all parity even quadratic
invariants,

S =
1

2κ

∫
dnx

√−g
[
f(χ) + f ′(χ)(R − χ) + b1SαµνS

αµν + b2SαµνS
µνα + b3SµS

µ

+a1QαµνQ
αµν + a2QαµνQ

µνα + a3QµQ
µ + a4qµq

µ + a5Qµq
µ + c1QαµνS

αµν + c2QµS
µ + c3qµS

µ
]

(81)
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After varying with respect to the auxilary field χ and plugging the result back to the above we obtain the equivalent
action

S =
1

2κ

∫ √−g
[
ΦR− V (Φ) + L2

]
(82)

Using the post-Riemannian expansion of the scalar curvature, the form of distortion (57) and the expressions (60)
after some straightforward algebra we find

√−gΦR =
√−gΦR̃−√−gω1(Φ)

Φ
(∂Φ)2 (83)

where

−ω1(Φ) = (n− 1)
Φ2

P2(Φ)2

[
(C2Φ+D2)

2 + (C3Φ +D3)
2 + n(C2Φ +D2)(C3Φ+D3)

]
+

(n− 1)
Φ

P2(Φ)

[
(C2 − C3)Φ + (D2 −D3)

]
(84)

Similarly, we compute

L2 =




3∑

i=1

3∑

j=1

(CiΦ+Di)βij(CjΦ+Dj)


 (∂Φ)2

P 2
2 (Φ)

, βij = βji (85)

where βij are some linear combinations of the parameters of the quadratic Theory (see appendix B). With the above
results the action (82) takes the form

S =
1

2κ

∫ √−g
[
ΦR̃− V (Φ)− ω(Φ)

Φ
(∂Φ)2

]
(86)

with the scalar tensor function ω(Φ) being given by9

−ω(Φ) = (n− 1)
Φ2

P2(Φ)2

[
(C2Φ+D2)

2 + (C3Φ +D3)
2 + n(C2Φ +D2)(C3Φ+D3)

]
+

(n− 1)
Φ

P2(Φ)

[
(C2 − C3)Φ + (D2 −D3)

]
+




3∑

i=1

3∑

j=1

(CiΦ+Di)βij(CjΦ +Dj)



 Φ

P 2
2 (Φ)

(87)

Let us observe that in ω(Φ), appear two groups of terms; one having ratios of (at most) quartic polynomials in Φ and
the other being the ration of two quadratic (at most) polynomials in Φ.
Eq. (86) establishes the promised equivalence of the Metric-Affine Theory (45) to a specific metric and torsionless

Scalar-Tensor Theory, the one with a kinetic coupling given by the function (87). Some important comments are now
in order. Firstly, note that the scalar field potential function V (Φ) depends only upon the form of the f(R) function
and not on the parameters of the quadratic torsion and non-metricity invariants. On the other hand, the kinetic
coupling function ω(Φ) depends only on the aforementioned 11 dimensionless parameters and is insensitive to the
choice of f(R). Therefore the functional form of f(R) governs the shape of the potential, and the quadratic couplings
parameters monitor the behavior of the kinetic coupling function.

B. Example: The f(R) = R+ αR2 case.

Unarguably, the most natural choice for the f(R) function is the quadratic Starobinski form f(R) = R + αR2

which in the usual metric f(R) Theory is well motivated and widely used for inflationary scenarios. In this case, from

9 It is interesting to note that for specific choices of the parameters this function can take the form that appears in the so-called ’hybrid’
models [47–49].
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the defining relation Φ = f ′, it follows that R = χ = (Φ−1)
2α and so f(χ(Φ)) = (Φ2−1)

4α from which we get the usual
quadratic potential

V (Φ) =
(Φ− 1)2

4α
(88)

It is worth mentioning again, that the form of the f(R) function only fixes the potential, the function ω(Φ) depends
only on the parameters ai, bj and ck of the quadratic Theory (45) and is insensitive to the choice of f(R). Therefore,
in this case we get a fixed potential Scalar-Tensor Theory given by

S =
1

2κ

∫ √−g
[
ΦR̃− (Φ− 1)2

4α
− ω(Φ)

Φ
(∂Φ)2

]
(89)

and ω(Φ) being the same as in (87). We conclude therefore that the quadratic f(R) case corresponds to a fixed
potential scalar tensor Theory. Consequently the particle spectrum of

S =
1

2κ

∫
d4x

√−g
[
R+ αR2 + b1SαµνS

αµν + b2SαµνS
µνα + b3SµS

µ + a1QαµνQ
αµν + a2QαµνQ

µνα

+a3QµQ
µ + a4qµq

µ + a5Qµq
µ + c1QαµνS

αµν + c2QµS
µ + c3qµS

µ
]

(90)

consists of the graviton plus a scalar mode with the potential (88) and kinetic coupling ω(Φ) given by (87). The
non-metric and torsionful MAG Theory (90) is on-shell equivalent to the metric and torsionless Scalar-Tensor Theory
(89).

C. Including Matter

Of course, it goes without saying that adding matter would drastically change the results obtained here. In general
if connection-matter couplings are allowed, the form of the connection field equations changes by the addition of
hypermomentum on the right-hand side of (20). Then similarly to the usual Metric-Affine f(R) Theory [50] the
situation depends on the form of these connection couplings and no concrete statement can be made without more
information about the couplings. On the other hand, if the matter Lagrangian does not depend explicitly on the
independent affine-connection, i.e. in the so-called Palatini case, the results obtained here continue to hold true by
merely adding an energy-momentum tensor on the right-hand side of the metric field equations (19). Indeed, since
in this case the connection field equations remain unaltered, the procedure of solving the connection field equations
followed here remains essentially the same, and the resulting on-shell Theory is again Scalar-Tensor with extra matter
apart from the geometrically induced scalar field.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have considered an extension of the usual Metric-Affine f(R) Gravity by adding all possible 11 parity even
quadratic torsion and non-metricity invariants. We proved explicitly that the inclusion of the quadratic invariants
has a dramatic affect on the dynamics, namely it introduces an additional scalar degree of freedom. The resulting
Theory is equivalent to a metric and torsionless Scalar-Tensor Theory, whose potential and kinetic term coupling
depend upon the choice of f(R) and the dimensionless parameters of the original MAG Theory respectively. More
precisely, the potential depends solely upon the choice of f(R) alone, whereas the kinetic coupling function depends
only on the parameters of the quadratic invariants of the action (45). The result is valid for any dimension n.
It is remarkable that in this case the scalar field does not arise from some compactification scheme [51] but is rather

related to the non-Riemannian nature of spacetime. In our case we see that the breaking of the projective invariance
of the f(R) action, by adding the quadratic torsion and non-metricity scalars, has resulted in an extra scalar degree of
freedom. It is also worth noting that this specific class of Scalar-Tensor Theories (with Ω(Φ) given by (87)) acquires
a geometrical origin, as given by the mother action (45). Reversely, the metric Scalar-Tensor Theories with potential
(87) can be seen as the manifestation of the non-Riemannian degrees of freedom of torsion and non-metricity in this
extended Metric-Affine f(R) formulation.
It would be interesting to see how the results of this study are altered/extended by including also the parity violating

Hojman (or Holst) term along with the parity odd quadratic torsion and non-metricity invariants.
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VII. APPENDIX

A. The coefficients

The elements aij appearing in (48)-(49) are given in terms of ai, bj and ck, as follows

a11 = 4a1 −
c1
2

+ 4na3 + 2a5 +
(1− n)

2
c2 (91)

a12 = 4a2 +
c1
2

+ 2na5 + 4a4 +
(1− n)

2
c3 (92)

a13 = −2b1 + b2 + 2c1 + 2nc2 + 2c3 + (1− n)b3 (93)

a21 = − (n− 1)

2
f ′ + 2a2 +

c1
2

+ 4a3 + (n+ 1)a5 +
(n− 1)

2
c2 (94)

a22 = (n− 1)f ′ + 4a1 + 2a2 −
c1
2

+ 2(n+ 1)a4 + 2a5 +
(n− 1)

2
c3 (95)

a23 = 2(2− n)f ′ + 2b1 − b2 − c1 + 2c2 + (n+ 1)c3 + (n− 1)b3 (96)

a31 =
(n− 3)

2
f ′ + 2a2 + 4a3 + (n+ 1)a5 (97)

a32 = f ′ + 2
(
2a1 + a2 + a5 + (n+ 1)a4

)
(98)

a33 = 2(n− 2)f ′ − c1 + 2c2 + (n+ 1)c3 (99)

Obviously, the bij and cij are then given by

b1j = 0 , c1j = a1j (100)

b21 = − (n− 1)

2
, c21 = 2a2 +

c1
2

+ 4a3 + (n+ 1)a5 +
(n− 1)

2
c2 (101)

b22 = (n− 1) , c22 = 4a1 + 2a2 −
c1
2

+ 2(n+ 1)a4 + 2a5 +
(n− 1)

2
c3 (102)

b23 = 2(2− n) , c23 = 2b1 − b2 − c1 + 2c2 + (n+ 1)c3 + (n− 1)b3 (103)

b31 =
(n− 3)

2
, c31 = 2a2 + 4a3 + (n+ 1)a5 (104)



13

b32 = 1 , c32 = 2
(
2a1 + a2 + a5 + (n+ 1)a4

)
(105)

b33 = 2(n− 2) , c33 = −c1 + 2c2 + (n+ 1)c3 (106)

The determinant of the matrix corresponding to the {aij} elements reads

det (A) = P2(f
′) = A0(f

′)2 +B0f
′ + C0 (107)

where

A0 = a13b22b31 + a12b23b31 + a13b21b32 − a11b23b32 − a12b21b33 + a11b22b33 (108)

B0 = a13b32c21 − a12b33c21 − a13b31c22 + a11b33c22 + a12b31c23 − a11b32c23

−a13b22c31 + a12b23c31a13b21c32 − a11b23c32 + a11b22c33 − a12b21c33 (109)

C0 = −a13c22c31 + a12c23c31 + a13c21c32 − a11c23c32 − a12c21c33 + a11c22c33 (110)

The relevant elements of the inverse matrix A−1 are given by

P2(f
′)ã12 = (a13b32 − a12b33)f

′ + a13c32 − a12c33 (111)

P2(f
′)ã13 = (−a13b22 + a12b23)f

′ − a13c22 + a12c23 (112)

P2(f
′)ã22 = (−a13b31 + a11b33)f

′ − a13c31 + a11c33 (113)

P2(f
′)ã23 = (a13b21 − a11b23)f

′ + a13c21 − a11c23 (114)

P2(f
′)ã32 = (a12b31 − a11b32)f

′ + a12c31 − a11c32 (115)

P2(f
′)ã33 = (−a12b21 + a11b22)f

′ − a12c21 + a11c22 (116)

For completeness let us also report the irrelevant ones

P2(f
′)ã11 = (b22f

′ + c22) (b33f
′ + c33)− (b23f

′ + c23) (b32f
′ + c32) (117)

P2(f
′)ã21 = (b23f

′ + c23) (b31f
′ + c31)− (b21f

′ + c21) (b33f
′ + c33) (118)

P2(f
′)ã31 = (b21f

′ + c21) (b32f
′ + c32)− (b22f

′ + c22) (b31f
′ + c31) (119)

from which we see that indeed only the elements ãi1 have a numerator quadratic in f ′, whereas the relevant elements
have a numerator that is only linear in f ′.

B. Post-Riemannian expansions

Using the post-Riemannian decomposition of the connection, the Ricci tensor and scalar curvature are expanded as

Rνβ = R̃νβ + ∇̃µN
µ
νβ − ∇̃βN

(2)
ν +N

(2)
λ Nλ

νβ −Nµ
ρβN

ρ
νµ (120)

and

R = R̃+ ∇̃µ(N
(3)µ −N (2)µ) +N (3)

µ N (2)µ −NαµνN
µνα (121)



14

respectively. Now, For the distortion (31), and the above expansions, we readily compute the Ricci tensor

Rµν = R̃µν+∇̃µ(Ω1ψν)−∇̃ν

(
Ω1+Ω3+(n−1)Ω2

)
ψµ+gµν∇̃α(Ω3ψ

α)+
[
(n−1)Ω2

2−Ω2
3

]
ψµψν+Ω3

[
(n−1)Ω2+Ω3

]
ψαψ

αgµν

(122)
with the associated scalar curvature

R = R̃+ (n− 1)∇̃α

[
(Ω3 − Ω2)ψ

α
]
+ (n− 1)

[
Ω2

2 +Ω2
3 + nΩ2Ω3

]
ψµψ

µ (123)

For ψµ =
∂µΦ
Φ , up to surface terms it holds that

√−gΦR =
√−gΦR̃+

(n− 1)

Φ

√−g
[
Ω2 − Ω3 +Ω2

2 +Ω2
3 + nΩ2Ω3

]
(∂Φ)2 (124)

Also note that for the same form of distortion, the Palatini tensor can be easily found to be

Pαµν =
[
(n− 1)Ω2 +Ω3

]
ψαgµν +

[
Ω2 + (n− 1)Ω3

]
ψµgαν − (Ω2 +Ω3)ψνgαµ (125)

It is worth stressing the explicit disappearance of Ω1 in both the scalar curvature and Palatini tensor. Of course this
is to be expected since the scalar curvature is projective invariant and also the Palatini tensor is insensitive to the
projective mode, being the outcome of the Γ-variation of a projective invariant quantity, namely the aforementioned
scalar curvature. As it is clear from (122), the same is true for the symmetric part R(µν) of the Ricci tensor but not
for the full tensor. This is so because only the symmetric part of the Ricci tensor is projective invariant.
Furthermore, for the same form of distortion, the various distortion traces and quadratic distortion invariants read

N (1)
µ = (nΩ1 +Ω2 +Ω3)ψµ (126)

N (2)
µ = (Ω1 + nΩ2 +Ω3)ψµ (127)

N (3)
µ = (Ω1 +Ω2 + nΩ3)ψµ (128)

NαµνN
αµν =

[
n(Ω2

1 +Ω2
2 + Ω2

3) + 2(Ω1Ω2 +Ω2Ω3 +Ω3Ω1)
]
ψµψ

µ (129)

NαµνN
µνα =

[
(Ω2

1 +Ω2
2 +Ω2

3) + (n+ 1)(Ω1Ω2 +Ω2Ω3 +Ω3Ω1)
]
ψµψ

µ (130)

NαµνN
ανµ =

[
(Ω2

1 +Ω2
2 + nΩ2

3) + 2(nΩ1Ω2 +Ω2Ω3 +Ω3Ω1)
]
ψµψ

µ (131)

NµναN
ανµ =

[
(Ω2

1 + nΩ2
2 +Ω2

3) + 2(Ω1Ω2 +Ω2Ω3 + nΩ3Ω1)
]
ψµψ

µ (132)

NαµνN
µαν =

[
(nΩ2

1 +Ω2
2 +Ω2

3) + 2(Ω1Ω2 + nΩ2Ω3 +Ω3Ω1)
]
ψµψ

µ (133)

NαµνN
ναµ =

[
(Ω2

1 +Ω2
2 +Ω2

3) + (n+ 1)(Ω1Ω2 +Ω2Ω3 +Ω3Ω1)
]
ψµψ

µ (134)

with these and given that

L2 =
(b1
2

+ 2a1 − c1

)
NαµνN

αµν +
(
− b1

2
+ a2 + c1

)
NαµνN

ανµ

+
(b2
2

+ 2a2 + c1

)
NαµνN

µνα +
(
− b2

2
+ 2a1 + a2 − c1

)
NµναN

νµα
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=
(b3
4

+ 4a3 − c2

)
N (1)

µ N (1)
ν gµν +

(b3
4

+ a4 +
c3
4

)
N (2)

µ N (2)
ν gµν + a4N

(3)
µ N (3)

ν gµν

+
(
2a5 −

c3
2

+ c2 −
b3
2

)
N (1)

µ N (2)
ν gµν +

(
2a4 +

c3
2

)
N (2)

µ N (3)
ν gµν +

(
2a5 −

c3
2

)
N (1)

µ N (3)
ν gµν (135)

we compute

L2 =
(b1
2

+ 2a1 − c1

)[
n(Ω2

1 +Ω2
2 +Ω2

3) + 2(Ω1Ω2 +Ω2Ω3 +Ω3Ω1)
]
ψµψ

µ

+
(
− b1

2
+ a2 + c1

)[
(Ω2

1 +Ω2
2 + nΩ2

3) + 2(nΩ1Ω2 +Ω2Ω3 +Ω3Ω1)
]
ψµψ

µ

+
(b2
2

+ 2a2 + c1

)[
(Ω2

1 +Ω2
2 +Ω2

3) + (n+ 1)(Ω1Ω2 +Ω2Ω3 +Ω3Ω1)
]
ψµψ

µ

+
(
− b2

2
+ 2a1 + a2 − c1

)[
(nΩ2

1 +Ω2
2 +Ω2

3) + 2(Ω1Ω2 + nΩ2Ω3 +Ω3Ω1)
]
ψµψ

µ

+
(b3
4

+ 4a3 − c2

)
(nΩ1 +Ω2 +Ω3)

2ψµψ
µ +

(b3
4

+ a4 +
c3
4

)
(Ω1 + nΩ2 +Ω3)

2ψµψ
µ

+a4(Ω1 +Ω2 + nΩ3)
2ψµψ

µ

+
(
2a5 −

c3
2

+ c2 −
b3
2

)
(nΩ1 +Ω2 +Ω3)(Ω1 + nΩ2 +Ω3)ψµψ

µ

+
(
2a4 +

c3
2

)
(Ω1 + nΩ2 +Ω3)(Ω1 +Ω2 + nΩ3)ψµψ

µ

+
(
2a5 −

c3
2

)
(nΩ1 +Ω2 +Ω3)(Ω1 +Ω2 + nΩ3)ψµψ

µ (136)

or more compactly expressed as

L2 = (β11Ω
2
1 + β22Ω

2
2 + β33Ω

2
3 + 2β12Ω1Ω2 + 2β23Ω2Ω3 + 2β31Ω3Ω1)ψµψ

µ (137)

with the obvious identifications among the β′
ijs and ai, bj and c′ks.

C. Scalar-Tensor Theories

In order to have a direct comparison of our Theory with the known Scalar-Tensor Theories of Gravity let us include
here the action and the corresponding field equations of generic Scalar-Tensor Theories, in n-dimensions and according
to our conventions. The action of a generic Scalar-Tensor Theory reads

S[gµν ,Φ,Ψ] =
1

2κ

∫
dnx

√
−g

[
ΦR̃− ω(Φ)

Φ
(∂Φ)2 − V (Φ) + 2κLm(gµν ,Ψ)

]
(138)

where R̃ is the Riemannian scalar curvature, i.e. Ricci scalar, and Ψ collectively denotes the matter fields whose
Lagrangian we denote by Lm(gµν ,Ψ). Of course the theory is developed over a Riemannian background where torsion
and non-metricity vanish by default. The corresponding field equations that one gets after varying with respect to
the scalar field and the metric are the following

R̃+

(
ω′(Φ)

Φ
− ω(Φ)

Φ2

)
(∂Φ)2 +

2ω

Φ
(2gΦ)− V ′(Φ) = 0 (139)

R̃µν − R̃

2
gµν =

κTµν
Φ

+
1

Φ
(∇̃µ∇̃µ − gµν2g)Φ +

ω(Φ)

Φ2

(
∂µΦ∂νΦ− 1

2
(∂Φ)2gµν

)
− V (Φ)

2Φ
gµν (140)

where Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor corresponding to Lm. Taking the trace of the latter metric field equations,
it follows that

R̃ = − 2κT

(n− 2)Φ
+ 2

(n− 1)

(n− 2)

2gΦ

Φ
+
ω(Φ)

Φ2
(∂Φ)2 +

n

(n− 2)

V (Φ)

Φ
(141)
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Using this we can eliminate R̃ from (139) and bring the latter to the more familiar form

2

[
(n− 1)

(n− 2)
+ ω

]
2gΦ =

2κT

(n− 2)
− ω′(∂Φ)2 + V ′Φ− n

(n− 2)
V (142)

and for n = 4 it becomes

2gΦ =
1

(3 + 2ω)

[
κT − ω′(∂Φ)2 +ΦV ′ − 2V

]
(143)

Lastly, let us note that one can pass from the Jordan frame representation (138) to the Einstein frame, where R̃
decouples from Φ, by employing a conformal transformation of the metric:

gµν → g′µν = e2φgµν (144)

which induces the transformation laws

√
−g′ = enφ

√−g (145)

Γ̃
′λ

µν = Γ̃λ
µν + 2δλ(µ∂ν)φ− (∂λφ)gµν (146)

R̃′ = e−2φ
(
R̃ − 2(n− 1)∇̃α∇̃αφ− (n− 1)(n− 2)(∂φ)2

)
(147)

for the volume element, Levi-Civita connection and Riemannian scalar curvature repsectively.
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and nonmetricity fields. JCAP, 04(04):011, 2022.
[30] Damianos Iosifidis and Konstantinos Pallikaris. Describing metric-affine theories anew: alternative frameworks, examples

and solutions. JCAP, 05:037, 2023.
[31] Claire Rigouzzo and Sebastian Zell. Coupling metric-affine gravity to a Higgs-like scalar field. Phys. Rev. D, 106(2):024015,

2022.
[32] Katsuki Aoki, Sebastian Bahamonde, Jorge Gigante Valcarcel, and Mohammad Ali Gorji. Cosmological perturbation

theory in metric-affine gravity. Phys. Rev. D, 110(2):024017, 2024.
[33] Ludovic Ducobu and Nicoleta Voicu. Metric-affine cosmological models and the inverse problem of the calculus of variations.

Part 1: variational bootstrapping – the method. Eur. Phys. J. C, 84(6):585, 2024.
[34] Cezar Condeescu and Andrei Micu. The Gauge Theory of Weyl Group and its Interpretation as Weyl Quadratic Gravity.

8 2024.
[35] Thomas P. Sotiriou and Valerio Faraoni. f(R) Theories Of Gravity. Rev. Mod. Phys., 82:451–497, 2010.
[36] Thomas P. Sotiriou. f(R) gravity, torsion and non-metricity. Class. Quant. Grav., 26:152001, 2009.
[37] JA Schouten. Ricci-calculus. an introduction to tensor analysis and its geometrical applications, 1954.
[38] Damianos Iosifidis. Exactly Solvable Connections in Metric-Affine Gravity. Class. Quant. Grav., 36(8):085001, 2019.
[39] Thomas P Sotiriou and Stefano Liberati. Metric-affine f (r) theories of gravity. Annals of Physics, 322(4):935–966, 2007.
[40] John O’Hanlon. Intermediate-range gravity - a generally covariant model. Physical Review Letters, 29:137–138, 1972.
[41] P. Teyssandier and Ph. Tourrenc. The Cauchy problem for the R+R**2 theories of gravity without torsion. J. Math.

Phys., 24:2793, 1983.
[42] Thomas P. Sotiriou. f(R) gravity and scalar-tensor theory. Class. Quant. Grav., 23:5117–5128, 2006.
[43] Damianos Iosifidis and Lucrezia Ravera. Parity Violating Metric-Affine Gravity Theories. Class. Quant. Grav.,

38(11):115003, 2021.
[44] Damianos Iosifidis and Tomi Koivisto. Scale transformations in metric-affine geometry. Universe, 5:82, 2019.
[45] Damianos Iosifidis. Exactly solvable connections in metric-affine gravity. Classical and Quantum Gravity, 36(8):085001,

2019.
[46] Damianos Iosifidis. Solving Linear Tensor Equations. Universe, 7(10):383, 2021.
[47] Tomi S. Koivisto. Cosmology of modified (but second order) gravity. AIP Conf. Proc., 1206:79–96, 2010.
[48] Salvatore Capozziello, Tiberiu Harko, Tomi S. Koivisto, Francisco S. N. Lobo, and Gonzalo J. Olmo. Hybrid metric-Palatini

gravity. Universe, 1(2):199–238, 2015.
[49] Tiberiu Harko and Francisco S. N. Lobo. Extensions of f(R) Gravity: Curvature-Matter Couplings and Hybrid Metric-Palatini Theory.

Cambridge University Press, 11 2018.
[50] Thomas P Sotiriou and Valerio Faraoni. f (r) theories of gravity. Reviews of Modern Physics, 82(1):451, 2010.
[51] Valerio Faraoni. Cosmology in scalar tensor gravity. 2004.


	Introduction
	The setup
	A simple Theory
	Equivalent Scalar-Tensor Theory

	Including all quadratic invariants
	Establishing the Equivalence
	Example: The f(R)=R+R2 case.
	Including Matter

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix
	The coefficients
	Post-Riemannian expansions
	Scalar-Tensor Theories

	References

