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1 Introduction and Summary

The gravitational equations of motion are usually derived from Einstein-
Hilbert action when the metric of space-time gab is considered as fundamental
variable. In this case we obtain equations of motion by standard variation
procedure even if it is not well defined due to the fact that Einstein-Hilbert
action contains second derivative of metric. Of course, this problem can
be solved by adding boundary term to the action that however crucially
depends on the choice of the boundary surface [1, 2, 3, 4]. Even if these
boundary terms do not affect equations of motion they are important for
thermodynamic interpretations of gravity [6, 7].

Due to the problems with Einstein-Hilbert action mentioned above there
were attempts to find alternative formulations of theory of gravity. Such a
proposal was originally suggested by Eddington [5] who introduced gravi-
tational Lagrangian L =

√

| detRab| where Rab(Γ) is standard Ricci tensor
defined with the connection Γa

bc that is fundamental variable of Eddington
gravity. Then performing variation of the action we obtain equations of
motion that are equivalent to General Relativity equations of motion with
non-zero cosmological constant and hence Eddington gravity is well defined
alternative to Einstein-Hilbert action in case of the absence of matter.

In fact, inclusion of matter into Eddington gravity was an unsolved prob-
lem so far. The most popular approach is in the extension of original Edding-
ton form of gravity to so called Born-Infeld inspired gravity. First attempt
for Born-Infeld gravity, not directly related to Eddington one, was presented
in [8] where metric was fundamental degree of freedom however it was shown
in the same paper that this formulation is plagued with ghost due to the
fact that this action contains higher order derivatives of metric. Then it was
recognized in [9, 10, 11] that Born-Infeld gravity should be formulated in the
first order formalism with connection as dynamical variable which closely
follows Eddington proposal. Variation of Born-Infeld action with respect to
metric gives an algebraic equation that allows us to express metric as function
of matter degrees of freedom and connection, at least in principle, for review
and extensive discussion, see [18]. Then inserting the metric back to the
action and performing variation with respect to connection we obtain grav-
itational equations of motion which however are not fully equivalent to the
equations of motions derived from Einstein-Hilbert action but they contain
new important modifications.

In [17] new interesting modification of Eddington gravity was proposed
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where the action contains matter contribution through specific form of stress
energy tensor. The dynamical degrees of freedom are connection and matter.
It is important to stress that this action still depends on metric through the
stress energy tensor for matter however it was argued in [17] that the metric
should be considered as background field which is not varied when we search
for equations of motion. In fact, even if we treat this field as non-dynamical
without kinetic term the variation of this action with respect to them will
lead to inconsistent results. However then it was argued in [17] that despite of
the fact that we do not consider metric as dynamical, it should be compatible
with connection.

Since proposed inclusion of matter into Eddington action [17] is new and
interesting we mean that it deserves to be studied further. In particular,
we would like to show that equations of motion of gravity are really derived
from this modified Eddington action using covariant canonical formulation of
this theory (also known as Weyl-De Donder theory [12, 13]). The key point
of Weyl-De Donder theory is that Hamiltonian density depends on conju-
gate momenta pαM which are variables conjugate to ∂αφ

M . In other words
we tread all partial derivatives on the equal footing which clearly preserves
diffeomorphism invariance. This approach is also known as multisymplec-
tic field theory, see for example [14, 15, 16]. Covariant canonical formalism
is very useful for analysis of complicated covariant systems as for example
Born-Infeld gravity and hence also modified Eddington gravity as we will
demonstrate in this paper. We perform our analysis with the case when the
matter is represented by collection of scalar fields that allows us to find exact
form of covariant Hamiltonian. Generally it would be very difficult to find
corresponding Hamiltonian due to the complicated form of stress energy ten-
sor for various content of matter. In our case we find covariant Hamiltonian
and also determine equations of motion. We show that they can be solved
as in case of Born-Infeld inspired gravity when we introduce new symmetric
tensor which is compatible with connection. Then we will argue, following
[17] that it is natural to identify this tensor with the metric.

Despite of the fact that covariant canonical formalism provides elegant
formulation of modified Eddington gravity there is still an open question
of its practical application. In case, when the gravity has metric compatible
connection, covariant canonical Hamitonian contains boundary term that has
natural thermodynamics interpretation [21, 22]. On the other hand such a
term is absent in case of Eddington gravity and hence it is not clear how
thermodynamics quantities can be defined.
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As the next important issue of modified Eddington gravity is presence of
the metric in action which however is defined as background field without
its own dynamics. We mean that it would be more natural to vary this
field as well but this cannot be performed in the original formulation of
modified Eddington gravity. For that reason we propose its form which is
based on Born-Infeld formulation of gravity [11, 18, 9, 10] however where
main difference from previous attempts how to incorporate matter is that the
matter contribution is given by specific combination of stress energy tensor
in the same way as in [17]. Then performing variation with respect to metric
tensor we find algebraic equations of motion that can be solved for metric and
that now contain additional term proportional to the variation of the stress
energy tensor with respect to metric. We consider two examples that can be
explicitly solved. The first one when the matter is represented by collection of
scalar fields has simple solution and resulting equations of motion have the
form as general relativity equations of motion with modified potential for
scalar field. The second example corresponds to perfect fluid and we again
show that the equations of motion for metric has explicit solution. Again we
find that resulting equations of motion have formally the same form as in
case of Einstein-Hilbert action where however the matter is represented by
fluid with stress energy tensor that has the same form as perfect fluid with
complicated space-time dependence of energy density and pressure.

Finally in order to gain more physical insight into modified Eddington
gravity we consider its formulation with the help of auxiliary metric in the
similar way as in Born-Infeld gravity [18]. Then when we express equations
of motion with the help of auxiliary metric we find that they have the same
form as follow from Einstein-Hilbert action which ensures that modified stress
energy tensor is conserved.

This paper can be extended in many directions. It would be interesting to
study cosmological solutions when theory is expressed in terms of auxiliary
metric. It would be also useful to study in more details relation between
fundamental and auxiliary metric in modification Eddington gravity. We
hope to return to these problems in future.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section (2) we review
modified Eddington gravity and we study its covariant canonical formulation.
In section (3) we consider modification of this construction when the metric is
dynamical variable. Finally in section (4) we analyze this theory formulated
with the help of auxiliary metric.
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2 Modified Eddington Gravity

In this section we introduced an action for modified Eddington gravity as
was proposed in [17]

S =

∫

d4x

√

det(−(R(ab) − κT ab) , (1)

where xa, a, b, c, · · · = 0, 1, 2, 3 label points in four dimensional space-time
and where

Rab = ∂mΓ
m
ab − ∂aΓ

m
bm + Γm

mnΓ
n
ab − Γm

anΓ
n
mb ,

R(ab) =
1

2
(Rab +Rba) ,

T ab = Tab −
1

2
Tgab , κ =

1

M2
p

= 8πGN ,

(2)

where Tab is stress energy tensor for matter that explicitly depends on met-
ric gab and where T ≡ gabTab. We further presume that the connection is
symmetric

Γc
ab = Γc

ba (3)

even if the present construction can be generalized to non-symmetric con-
nection as well [17]. Note that Rab is not symmetric in a, b indices due to the
presence of the term ∂aΓ

m
bm which is not symmetric unless Γa

bc is Christoffel
connection.

The crucial point of the action (1) is that it depends on metric gab through
the stress energy tensor T ab. In [17] the metric was treated as variable which
is not varied when we determine corresponding equations of motion. In other
words it appears as spectator in the theory however its presence is necessary
due to the fact that it is not possible to formulate stress energy tensor for
matter that does not depend on metric.

Before we proceed to the covariant canonical formulation of the action
(1) we should be more specific about matter part of the action. Generally
stress energy tensor is more complicated than corresponding action we start
with. This fact implies that covariant canonical formulation will be rather
involved. An exceptional case corresponds to the situation when we have a
collection o N scalar fields φA, A = 1, . . . , N with the action

Smatt = −1

2

∫

d4x
√−g(gab∂aφ

A∂bφ
BKAB − V (φ)) . (4)
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It is important to stress that this action should be considered as useful tool
for definition of the stress energy tensor rather than fundamental action for
scalar field. In fact, using the canonical definition of the stress energy tensor

Tab = − 2√−g

δSmatt

δgab
(5)

we obtain from (4) following stress energy tensor for N scalar fields

Tab = ∂aφ
A∂bφ

BKAB − 1

2
gab(g

cd∂cφ
A∂dφ

BKAB − V ) . (6)

Since T = gabTab = 2V − gab∂aφ
A∂bφ

B we obtain that T ab is equal to

T ab = Tab −
1

2
Tgab = ∂aφ

A∂bφ
BKAB − 1

2
V gab .

(7)

The action (1) with stress energy tensor given in (7) will be starting point
for covariant canonical formulation of modified Eddington gravity.

3 Covariant Canonical Formalism of Modified

Eddington Gravity

In this section we proceed to the covariant canonical formalism of the action
(1) coupled to collection of N scalar fields. Recall that in standard non-
covariant canonical formalism canonically conjugate momentum is defined as
partial derivative of Lagrangian density with respect to the time derivative
of corresponding field. In case of covariant canonical momentum we define it
as derivative of Lagrangian density with respect to all partial derivatives of
corresponding field. For that reason all canonical conjugate momenta contain
upper space-time index. Explicitly, in case of the action (1) we obtain

Πabd
c =

∂L
∂(∂dΓ

c
ab)

=
1

2

√
detA(Aabδdc −

1

2
(Adaδbc +A

dbδac )) ,

pcA =
∂L

δ∂cφA
= −κ

√
− detA(A−1)cd∂dφ

BKBA ,

(8)
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where Aab = R(ab) − κT ab and (A−1)ab is inverse matrix Aab(A
−1)bc = δca.

Now with the help of corresponding conjugate momenta we define Hamilto-
nian density as

H = Πabd
c∂dΓ

c
ab + pcA∂cφ

A −L .

(9)

To proceed further we use the fact that

Πabd
c(Γ

c
amΓ

m
bd + Γc

bmΓ
m
ad) =

1

2

√
− detAA

ab[Γd
amΓ

m
bd − Γm

abΓ
n
mn]

(10)

and also

Πabd
cΓ

m
abΓ

c
md =

1

2

√
− detAA

ab[Γm
abΓ

c
mc − Γm

anΓ
n
mb] ,

Πabd
c∂dΓ

c
ab =

1

2

√
− detAA

ab[
1

2
(∂dΓ

d
ab + ∂d

dΓba)−
1

2
(∂bΓ

m
ma + ∂aΓ

m
mb)] ,

pcA∂cφ
A = −κ

√
− detA(A−1)ab(T ba +

1

2
gbaV ) .

(11)

Then we can write

Πabd
c∂dΓ

c
ab + pcA∂cφ

A = 2
√
− detA+

1

2
Πabd

c(Γ
c
amΓ

m
bd +

+Γc
bmΓ

m
ad − Γm

abΓ
c
md)−

1

2
κ
√
− detA(A−1)ab(T ab + gabV )

(12)

and hence Hamiltonian density is equal to

H = Πabd
c∂dΓ

c
ab + pcA∂cφ

A − L =

=
√
− detA+

1

2
Πabd

c(Γ
c
amΓ

m
bd + Γc

bmΓ
m
ad − Γm

abΓ
c
md)−

−1

2
κ
√
− detA(A−1)ab(Kab +

1

2
gabV ) , Kab = ∂aφ

AKAB∂bφ
B .

(13)

However this is not final form of the Hamiltonian density since it is not
function of canonical variables. In fact, following [20] we use the fact that

Πabc
c =

3

2

√
− detA(A−1)ab (14)
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so that

detΠabc
c =

(

3

2

)4

detA . (15)

Let us further introduce matrix Π̂ab as matrix inverse to Πabc
c

Πabc
cΠ̂bd = δad . (16)

Then we obtain that the Hamiltonian is equal to

H =
4

9

√

− det Πabc
c +

1

2
Πabd

c(Γ
c
amΓ

m
bd + Γc

bmΓ
m
ad − Γm

abΓ
c
md)−

−κ

6
Πabc

cgabV − 3

4κ
paAΠ̂abp

b
BK

AB .

(17)

Note that the boundary term is absent in this Hamiltonian density which is
a consequence of the fact that fundamental degrees of freedom is connection
and hence an action function of first order derivatives of connection only.

With the help of this Hamiltonian density (17) we obtain canonical form
of the action

Scan =

∫

d4x(paA∂aφ
A +Πabd

c∂dΓ
c
ab −H) (18)

and canonical equations of motion are derived by variation of this action

δScan =

∫

d4x(δpaA∂aφ
A − ∂ap

a
Aδφ

A + δΠabd
c∂dΓ

c
ab − ∂dΠ

abd
cδΓ

c
ab −

− δH
δpaA

δpaA − δH
δφA

δφA − δH
δΠabd

c

δΠabd
c −

δH
δΓc

ab

δΓc
ab)

(19)
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so that we obtain following set of equations of motion

∂aφ
A +

3

2κ
Π̂abp

b
BK

AB = 0 ,

−∂ap
a
A +

κ

6
Πabc

cgab
δV

δφA
= 0 ,

∂dΓ
c
ab −

2

9

√

− detΠabc
cΠ̂abδ

c
d −

−1

2
(Γc

amΓ
m
bd + Γc

bmΓ
m
ad − Γm

abΓ
c
md) +

κ

6
δcdgabV − 3

4κ
pmA Π̂maΠ̂nbp

n
BK

AB = 0 ,

−∂dΠ
abd

c −
1

2
(Πamn

c Γ
b
mn +Πbmn

cΓ
a
mn +Πamb

bΓ
n
mc +Πbma

nΓ
n
mc −

−Πabm
nΓ

n
mc −

1

2
Πmnb

cΓ
a
mn −

1

2
Πmna

c Γ
b
mn) = 0

(20)

using the fact that

δΠ̂mn

δΠabd
c

= −1

2
(Π̂maΠ̂bn + Π̂mbΠ̂bm)δ

d
c .

(21)

Let us analyze these equations in more details. The first two determine
dynamics of scalar fields φA. The last two describes evolution of connection
and conjugate momenta where the metric is still non-dynamical field and
there is no relation between connection and metric. On the other hand
the equation (20) should be equivalent to equations of motion derived from
Einstein-Hilbert action. To see this we will follow analysis presented in [20]
and deduce that Πabd

c can be written as

Πabd
d =

√
− detC(KC

abδdc + L(Cadδbc +C
bdδac )) , (22)

where we introduced new independent tensor C
ab with its inverse Cab. Fur-

ther, K,L are unknown constants that will be determined below. From (22)
we obtain

∂dΠ
abd

c =
√
− detC(K∂dC

abδdc + ∂dC
adδbc + ∂dC

bdδac ) +

+
1

2

√
− detC∂dCmnC

mn(KC
abδdc + L(Cadδbc +C

bdδac )) (23)
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and hence the third equation in (20) is equal to
√
−CK(∂dC

ab +C
amΓb

md + Γa
mdC

mb) +

+
√
− detCC

ab(
1

2
K∂dCmnC

mn + (L− K

2
)Γm

md) +

+
√
−C(L∂cC

ac − L
1

2
∂cC

mn
CmnC

ac +
1

2
(L− 1

2
K)CmnΓa

mn)δ
b
d +

+
√
−C(L∂cC

bc − L
1

2
∂cC

mn
CmnC

bc +
1

2
(L− 1

2
K)CmnΓa

mn)δ
a
d = 0 .

(24)

The equation (24) can be solved when we impose compatibility condition
between the matric Cab and connection Γc

ab

∂dC
ab +C

amΓb
md + Γa

mdC
mb = 0 (25)

that firstly implies that an expression on the first line in (24) vanishes. Then
if we multiply (25) with Cab and sum over a and b we get

∂dC
mn

Cmn = −2Γm
md (26)

that also implies
∂dCmnC

mn = 2Γm
md (27)

as follows from the fact that ∂dCmnC
nm + Cnm∂dC

nm = 0. If we use this
formula on the second line in (24) and demand that it vanishes separately
we obtain the result

L = −K

2
.

(28)

Finally expressions on the third and fourth lines in (24) identically vanish
using (25) and (28). In other words we showed that equations of motion for
Πabc

d are solved by introducing new geometrical object Cab that is compatible
with connection Γa

bc (25).
Finally we should consider equations of motion for Πabd

c that we rewrite
into the form

∂dΓ
c
ab −

2

9

√

− detΠabc
cΠ̂abδ

c
d −

−1

2
(Γc

amΓ
m
bd + Γc

bmΓ
m
ad − Γm

abΓ
c
md) +

κ

6
δcdgabV − 3

4κ
pmA Π̂maΠ̂nbp

n
BK

AB = 0

(29)
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Performing contraction over d and c in (29) we obtain

∂cΓ
c
ab −

8

9

√

− det Πabc
cΠ̂ab −

−1

2
(Γc

amΓ
m
bc + Γc

bmΓ
m
ac − Γm

abΓ
c
mc) +

4κ

6
gabV − 12

4κ
pmA Π̂maΠ̂nbp

n
BK

AB = 0 .

(30)

If we combine this equation with (29) we obtain

∂cΓ
c
ab − ∂aΓ

m
bm + Γm

abΓ
n
mn − Γn

amΓ
m
nb −

2

3

√

− det Πabc
cΠ̂ab +

+κgabV − 9

4κ
pmA Π̂maΠ̂nbp

n
BK

AB = 0 .

(31)

Now since

Πabd
d = 3KC

ab
√
− detC , Π̂ab =

1

3K
√
− detC

Cab (32)

we finally get that (31) has the form

Rab − 2KCab +
κ

2
gabV − κ∂aφ∂bφ = 0

(33)

At this point we see a striking property of modified Eddington gravity which
is an existence of two metric tensors Cab and gab which are appriory indepen-
dent. On the other hand it was argued in [17] that Cab should be proportional
to gab. These arguments follow from Einstein equivalence principle which says
that locally we can eliminate effect of gravity by transformation into inertial
frame by suitable coordinate transformations. Clearly it is not possible to
eliminate both Cab and gab by four coordinate transformations and hence it
is natural to demand that Cab is proportional to gab. Alternatively, we see
that at the point where potential vanishes the equations of motion do not
depend on the metric gab at all so that it is natural to say that Cab corre-
sponds to the space-time metric and our result naturally reproduces spirit of
Eddington gravity.

On the other hand we feel that it is not satisfactory that the action of
modified Eddington gravity depends on metric which is background field
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without its own dynamics. For that reason we try to improve original form
of modified Eddington gravity to make metric tensor dynamical in a sense
that we perform variation of action with respect to metric too. We propose
such a form of action in the next section.

4 Metric in Modified Eddington Gravity as Dy-

namical Field

In the original formulation of modified Eddington gravity the metric gab
was fixed without corresponding variation. In fact, if we consider original
modified Eddington model and treat gab as dynamical variable and perform
variation with respect to gab we will get the equation

δT ab

δgmn

= 0 (34)

which certainly is very strong condition. For that reason we should consider
more general form of modified Eddington gravity and it turns out that the
natural generalization corresponds to Born-Infeld inspired action

S = M2
pM

2
BI

∫

d4x
(

√

− detAab − λ
√

− det g
)

,

Aab = gab +
1

M2
BI

(R(ab) − κT ab) . (35)

where from dimensinal reason we introduced scale MBI that could be equal
to Mp but we keep it arbitrary. Note that (35) has the form of Born-Infeld
modified action where however matter contribution is given by T ab included
into the determinant of matrix that defines Born-Infeld gravity [18]. It is
also important to introduce term

√−g into action multiplied by non-zero
parameter λ since it is crucial for consistency of theory. We should also stress
that Born-Infeld gravity with the matter part included into determinant was
previously introduced in [10] but our approach differs from the form of matter
contribution.

Since gab is now dynamical we obtain from (35) corresponding equations
of motion
√

− detAab(A
−1)mn(

1

2
(δamδ

b
n + δbmδ

a
n)−

κ

M2
BI

δTmn

δgab
)− λ

√
−ggab = 0

(36)

11



while variation with respect to Γc
ab gives

∇c(
√
− detA(A−1)ab) +

1

2
∇m(

√
− detA(A−1)maδbc) +

+
1

2
∇m(

√
− detA(A−1)mbδac ) = 0 .

(37)

Performing contraction between c and a in (37) we obtain

∇m(
√
− detAA

mb) = 0 (38)

that inserting back to (37) gives

∇c(
√
− detA(A−1)ab) = 0 . (39)

Since Aab is non-singular matrix the previous equation is equivalent to the
condition

∇c(A
−1)ab = 0 . (40)

In other words we can express Γc
ab as

Γc
ab =

1

2
(A−1)cd(∂aAdb + ∂bAda − ∂dAab) , (41)

where however Aab should be determined from (36). We also see that it is
crucial that λ is non-zero which ensures that Aab is non-singular matrix on-
shell. Note that in the absence of matter or when stress energy tensor does
not depend on gab the equation (36) shows that Aab is proportional to gab and
we recovery standard Eddington gravity. On the other hand in case when
δT ab

δgmn
6= 0 the situation is more involved. Let us now study two examples

where the equation (36) can be explicitly solved.
The first example corresponds to the collection of N scalar fields which

was studied in previous section where the tensor T ab is equal to

T ab = ∂aφ
A∂bφ

BKAB − 1

2
V (φ)gab (42)

and hence
δTmn

δgab
= −1

4
V (δamδ

b
n + δbmδ

a
n) (43)

12



so that (36) has the form

√
− detA(A−1)ab(1 +

κ

2M2
BI

V )− λ
√−ggab = 0 .

(44)

If we calculate determinant of this expression we obtain

detA =
λ4

(1 + κ
2M2

BI

V )4
det g (45)

and hence we find that

(A−1)ab =
1

λ
(1 +

κ

2M2
BI

V )gab , Aab =
λ

1 + κ
2M2

BI

V
gab . (46)

This is very important result that says that the matrix Aab is related to gab
by Weyl rescaling with the factor

Ω =
λ

1 + κ
2M2

BI

V
. (47)

On the other hand since Aab = gab +
1

M2

BI

(R(ab) − T ab) we find equation of

motion in the form

gab +
1

M2
BI

(Rab(A)− κT ab) =
λ

1 + κ
2M2

BI

V
gab , (48)

where R(ab) = Rab due to the fact that Γ is Christoffel connection for matrix
Aab. Note that the equation (48) can be rewritten into the form

Rab(Ωg)− κT ab = gabM
2
BI(

λ

1 + κ
2M2

BI

V
− 1) . (49)

At this formulation the fundamental gravitational degrees of freedom corre-
spond to metric gab. In fact, we can rewrite Rab(Ωg) as function of Rab(g)
and conformal factor Ω and their partial derivatives using generalized Weyl
rescaling of metric. However there is another interesting possibility when we
express gab with the help of the matrix Aab

gab = AabΩ
−1 (50)
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so that the equations of motion have the form

Rab(A)− κ∂aφ
A∂bφ

BKAB +M2
BI(

1

λ
(1 +

κ

2M2
BI

V )2 − 1)Aab = 0

(51)

that can be written as

Rab(A)− 1

2
R(A)Aab − κT̃ab = 0 ,

T̃ab = ∂aφ
A∂bφ

BKAB +
M2

BI

κ

(

1

λ
(1 +

κ

2M2
BI

V )2 − 1

)

Aab −

−1

2
AabA

mn∂mφ
A∂nφ

BKAB .

(52)

It is important to stress that the equations on the first line in (52) are stan-
dard general relativity equations of motion when the fundamental metric is
Aab. Note also using the fact that Einstein tensor Rab(A)− 1

2
RAab obeys an

identity

∇a(R
ab − 1

2
(A−1)abR) = 0 (53)

we immediately obtain that the stress energy tensor is conserved

∇aT̃
ab = 0 . (54)

This fact also implies that the dynamics of the scalar field is governed by the
metric Aab that is related to the metric gab by Weyl rescaling.

As the second example we consider stress energy tensor for perfect fluid

T ab = (ρ+ p)uaub + pgab , uaubgab = −1 , (55)

where ρ and p are energy density and pressure of the fluid and ua is corre-
sponding four-velocity. The trace of the stress energy tensor is equal to

T = gabT
ab = −ρ+ 3p (56)

so that

T ab = (ρ+ p)gacu
cudgdb +

1

2
(ρ− p)gab (57)
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and hence

δTmn

δgab
=

1

4
(ρ−p)(δamδ

b
n+δbmδ

a
n)+

1

2
(ρ+p)((δamu

b+δbmu
a)un+um(δ

a
nu

b+δbnu
a))

(58)
so that the equations of motions (36) have the form

√
− detAA

ab −
− κ

M2
BI

√
− detA(

1

2
(ρ− p)(A−1)ab + (ρ+ p)(ucgcm(A

−1)maub + uaucgcm(A
−1)mb)) =

= λ
√
−ggab .

(59)

Let us presume that solution of this equation is given by following ansatz

(A−1)ab = Xgab + Y uaub , (60)

where X and Y will be determined below. Inserting (60) into the left side of
(59) we obtain that it is equal to

√
− det g

X2

√

1− 2κ
M2

BI

(ρ+p)
1+ κ

2M2

BI

(3ρ+5p)

×

×
(

Xgab + Y uaub − κ

M2
BI

(
1

2
(ρ− p)(Xgab + Y uaub) + 2(ρ+ p)(X − Y )uaub)

)

,

(61)

where we used the fact that

√
− detA =

1
√

− det(A−1)
=

√
− det g

X2

√

1− 2κ
M2

BI

(ρ+p)
1+ κ

2M2

BI

(3ρ+5p)

.

(62)

Since the right side of the equation (59) does not depend on ua it is natural
to demand that terms proportional to uaub in (61) vanish so that we can
express Y as

Y =
2κ

M2
BI

(ρ+ p)X
1

1 + κ
2M2

BI

(3ρ+ 5p)
.

(63)
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Then finally (61) gives

X =
(1− κ

2M2

BI

(ρ− p))
√

1− 2κ
M2

BI

(ρ+p)
1+ κ

2M2

BI

(3ρ+5p)

=

√

(1− κ

2M2
BI

(ρ− p))(1 +
κ

2M2
BI

(3ρ+ 5p)) ,

(64)

so that we find that (A−1) can be fully expressed with the help of original
metric, and four velocity, energy density and pressure of fluid. It is also clear
that connection is still compatible with the matrix (A−1). However it is clear
from the form of the relation between (A−1)ab and gab that is more natural
to express metric gab as function of (A−1)ab and four velocity

gab =
1

X
((A−1)ab − Y uaub) (65)

and hence

det g =
1

det gab
= X4 detA

1− Y ũaua
, ũa = Aabu

b . (66)

Further, from (65) we easily obtain inverse matrix gab to be equal to

gab = X(Aab +
Y

1− Y uaAabub
ũaũb) , (67)

where Y and X are given in (63) and (64) respectively. Then finally using
the fact that Aab = gab +

1
M2

BI

(Rab − κT ab) we obtain equations of motion

Rab(Γ)− κT ab(A) = M2
BI(Aab − gab) =

M2
BI(1−X)Aab −M2

BI

Y

1− Y uaAabub
ũaũb

(68)

that can be rewritten into the form

Rab(A)− κTab = 0 , (69)
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where

Tab = [
M2

BI

κ
(1−X) +

1

2
(ρ− p)X ]Aab +

+[(ρ+ p)
X2

(1− Y umũm)2
+

1

2

(ρ− p)XY

(1− Y umũm)
− M2

BI

κ

XY

1− Y umũm

]ũaũb =

= (ρ̃+ p̃)ũaũb +
1

2
(ρ̃− p̃)Aab ,

(70)

where in the final step we introduced ρ̃ and p̃ that are unequally determined
by X, Y and ρ, p and ua. We see that the equations of motion for Aab have
the same form as in the case of standard equations of motion for gravity
that interacts with ideal fluid that however has rather complicated equation
of state. We mean that this is an interesting result which deserves to be
elaborated further. For example, it would be nice to analyze cosmological
solutions of this theory for standard matter components in the Universe with
well known relation between ρ and p.

5 Auxiliary Field Representation

In order to gain more insight into modified Eddington action (35) it is in-
structive to rewrite it with the help of auxiliary symmetric tensor ĝab into
the form

S = M2
pM

2
BI

∫

d4x(
1

2

√

− det ĝ(ĝabAba − 2)− λ
√−g) ,

Aab = gab +
1

M2
BI

(R(ab)(Γ)− κT ab) .

(71)

To see an equivalence between (71) and (35) let us consider equations of
motion for ĝ that follow from (71)

−1

2

√

− det ĝĝab(ĝ
cd
Acd − 2) +

√

− det ĝAab = 0 . (72)

This equation has solution ĝab = Aab. Then inserting this result into (71) we
recovery the action (35) that proves en equivalence of these two formulations.
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Performing variation of (71) with respect to independent connection again
leads to compatibility condition

∇c[
√

− det ĝĝab] = 0 (73)

that implies that Γc
ab has the form of Levi-Civita connection for auxiliary

metric ĝab

Γc
ab =

1

2
ĝcr(∂aĝrb + ∂bĝra − ∂rĝab) . (74)

Further, variation of the action (71) with respect to gab leads to the equations
of motion for gab

1

2

√

− det ĝĝmn(
1

2
(δamδ

b
n + δbmδ

a
n)−

κ

M2
BI

δTmn

δgab
)− λ

2

√
−ggab = 0 . (75)

And finally variation of action (71) with respect to ĝab gives equation (72)
that has solution

ĝab = gab +
1

M2
BI

(R(ab)(Γ)− T ab) . (76)

In the simplest case of absence of mater we obtain that
√

− det ĝĝab = λ
√
−ggab (77)

that implies ĝab = 1
λ
gab and hence equations above has the form

Rab = (λ− 1)M2
BIgab (78)

and we recovery the standard result of Eddington gravity.
In case of the scalar field we again have

T ab = ∂aφ
A∂bφ

BKAB − 1

2
V gab (79)

and we get
√

−ĝĝab(1 +
κ

2M2
BI

V ) = λ
√
−ggab (80)

that has solution

ĝab =
(1 + κ

2M2

BI

V )

λ
gab , ĝab =

λ

1 + κ
2M2

BI

V
gab (81)
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In term of metric ĝ the equations of motion have the form

Rab(ĝ)− κ∂aφ∂bφ+
M2

BI

λ
(1 +

κ

2M2
BI

)2ĝab −M2
BI ĝab = 0

(82)

that have the same form as equations of motion derived in previous sec-
tion. We see that it is natural to interpret ĝab as dynamical metric since
their equations of motion are equivalent to equations of motion derived from
Einstein-Hilbert action that interacts with scalar field with new potential
term. Then gab can be considered as an auxiliary tensor that is necessary for
definition of stress energy tensor and also for consistency of the action (71).

It is also clear that we could proceed in the same way with the stress
energy tensor for ideal fluid but we will not repeat this analysis here since
the result is obvious: The dynamics of modified Eddington gravity interacting
with fluid is more naturally formulated win terms of the new metric field ĝab
and new stress energy tensor for fluid. It would be interesting to elaborate
this idea further for example in case of more general form of matter.
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