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Gravity is identical to curved spacetime. It is manifested by the curvature of a Riemannian
spacetime in general relativity but by torsion or non-metricity in teleparallel gravity models. In this
paper, we apply these multiple options to the spacetime perturbation theory and seek the possibilities
of representing the gravitation of the background and that of the perturbation in separate ways.
We show that the perturbation around a Riemannian background can be described by torsion or
non-metricity, so that we have teleparallel like actions for the perturbation.

I. INTRODUCTION

General relativity (GR) provided us a picture that gravitation is identical to curved spacetime, and is formulated
by Riemannian geometry. With this, gravity is manifested by the curvature which is constructed from the Levi-Civita
connection (or Christoffel symbol) and in turn from the metric. However, Riemannian geometry is not the unique
approach to gravity theories. Sample theories basing on non-Riemannian geometries include the Einstein-Cartan
theory, the metric-affine theory, the teleparallel gravity, and so on. Usually in these theories, the connection is not
limited to be the Levi-Civita type, and has no a priori dependence on the metric. For the teleparallel gravity [1–3],
the curvature obtained from the connection vanishes and gravity is manifested by other geometric quantities: torsion
in the metric teleparallel gravity (MTG), or non-metricity in the symmetric teleparallel gravity (STG) [4]. Within
both frameworks one can build models equivalent to GR. This means treating the same thing in different pictures.
Since GR is a highly non-linear theory, it is not easy to get exact solutions. In many cases, we have to resort

to perturbation theory [5], where physical quantities are divided into the background parts and their perturbations.
Both the physical and background spacetimes are Riemannian geometric and solved the Einstein equation. More
often than not, the background spacetime has high degree of symmetry and its form is assumed to be already known,
for instances, the Schwarzschild solution and the Friedmann-Robertson-Walker universe. For the physical spacetime,
however, its exact form is not available. But we know it is close to the background and the deviation is treated as
small perturbation.
After separation, both the (curved) background spacetime and the perturbation around it manifest gravitational

interactions. As mentioned above, gravity may be depicted in multiple ways: curvature, torsion and non-metricity.
In this paper, we seek the possibilities of mixed patterns. More concretely, we ask the question whether the gravity
identified with the background spacetime is represented by the curvature of Riemannian geometry, meanwhile the
gravitation from the perturbation is represented by torsion or non-metricity, even though the whole physical spacetime
(background plus perturbation) is fully Riemannian geometric? We will show that such pictures of quasi-teleparallel
gravity for spacetime perturbations are possible.
This paper is organized as follows: First in we will briefly introduce the teleparallel gravity in Section II, then

discuss the ways of formulating the spacetime perturbations with non-metricity and torsion respectively in Section
III and IV, and conclude in Section V.
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II. TELEPARALLEL GRAVITY

Teleparallel gravity can be considered as constrained metric-affine models, so we start from the general metric-affine
gravity theory [6] where the metric tensor gµν and the affine connection Γ̂ρ

µν are considered to be independent. From
the metric tensor one can construct the Levi-Civita connection,

Γρ
µν =

1

2
gρσ(∂µgσν + ∂νgµσ − ∂σgµν) , (1)

which is torsion free: Γρ
µν = Γρ

νµ, and metric-compatible: ∇ρgµν = ∂ρgµν − Γα
ρµgαν − Γα

ρνgµα = 0. Usually this is

not the case for the general affine connection Γ̂ρ
µν , its lack of these properties are characterized by the torsion tensor

T ρ
µν ≡ Γ̂ρ

µν − Γ̂ρ
νµ and the non-metricity tensor Qρµν ≡ ∇̂ρgµν = ∂ρgµν − Γ̂α

ρµgαν − Γ̂α
ρνgµα. With these definitions,

the distortion tensor Cρ
µν ≡ Γ̂ρ

µν − Γρ
µν , which measures the difference between Γ̂ρ

µν and Γρ
µν , can be decomposed

as

Cρ
µν = Kρ

µν + Lρ
µν , (2)

where

Kρ
µν =

1

2
(T ρ

µν − T ρ
µν − T ρ

νµ ) , (3)

is the contortion tensor, and

Lρ
µν =

1

2
(Qρ

µν −Q ρ
µν −Q ρ

νµ ) , (4)

is the disformation tensor. To get these relations, we have used the metric gµν and its inverse to lower and rise
the tensor indices, and considered the properties that the torsion tensor is antisymmetric T ρ

µν = −T ρ
νµ but the

non-metricity tensor is symmetric Qρµν = Qρνµ under the interchange of the last two indices. Besides the metric, the
contortion tensor only depends on torsion, but the disformation tensor only depends on non-metricity. The Riemann
curvature tensor can be obtained from the connection and its derivatives. Since there are two kinds of connections,
we will have two different curvature tensors. One is from the general connection,

R̂ρ
σµν = ∂µΓ̂

ρ
νσ − ∂νΓ̂

ρ
µσ + Γ̂ρ

µαΓ̂
α
νσ − Γ̂ρ

ναΓ̂
α
µσ , (5)

and another is from the Levi-Civita connection,

Rρ
σµν = ∂µΓ

ρ
νσ − ∂νΓ

ρ
µσ + Γρ

µαΓ
α
νσ − Γρ

ναΓ
α
µσ . (6)

The difference between these two curvature tensors depends on the distortion tensor Cρ
µν in Eq. (2) and in turn on

the torsion and non-metricity,

Rρ
σµν = R̂ρ

σµν −∇µC
ρ
νσ +∇νC

ρ
µσ − Cρ

µαC
α
νσ + Cρ

ναC
α
µσ , (7)

here again the covariant derivative operator ∇µ is associated with the Levi-Civita connection. Then we have the Ricci
tensor

Rµν = R̂µν −∇ρC
ρ
νµ +∇νC

ρ
ρµ − Cρ

ραC
α
νµ + Cρ

ναC
α
ρµ , (8)

and the curvature scalar

R ≡ gµνRµν = gµνR̂µν +∇µ(C
ρµ

ρ − Cµρ
ρ)− Cρ

ραC
αµ

µ + Cρµ
αC

α
ρµ . (9)

Teleparallel gravity can be obtained by imposing on the general metric-affine models the teleparallelism constraint,
i.e., the curvature tensor from the general affine connection vanishes: R̂ρ

σµν = 0. So that the curvature tensor from
the Levi-Civita connection is totally determined by the distortion tensor and the metric itself,

Rρ
σµν = −∇µC

ρ
νσ +∇νC

ρ
µσ − Cρ

µαC
α
νσ + Cρ

ναC
α
µσ . (10)

The curvature scalar, which now takes the form

R = ∇µ(C
ρµ

ρ − Cµρ
ρ)− Cρ

ραC
αµ

µ + Cρµ
αC

α
ρµ , (11)
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plays an important role in general relativity where the Einstein-Hilbert action for gravity is given by

SGR =
1

2

∫

d4x
√
−gR , (12)

here g is the determinant of the metric gµν and the unit 8πG = 1 was adopted.
As mentioned before, there are two kinds of frequently studied teleparallel gravity models: MTG and STG. In the

MTG model, besides the teleparallelism constraint, the metric-compatibility is also required for Γ̂ρ
µν , i.e., Qρµν = 0,

so that Cρ
µν = Kρ

µν . In this case, the curvature scalar from the Levi-Civita connection in Eq. (11) becomes

R = TµT
µ − 1

4
TρσµT

ρσµ − 1

2
TρσµT

σρµ + 2∇µT
µ ≡ T+ 2∇µT

µ , (13)

where Tµ = T ν
νµ is the torsion vector and the defined T is a torsion scalar and is in quadratic form of the torsion

tensor. With these, one can construct a model equivalent to general relativity within the framework of MTG. This
model, dubbed TGR, has the action

STGR =
1

2

∫

d4x
√
−gT , (14)

it is the same as SGR after integrating out the total derivative term in Eq. (13). Other MTG models are considered
as extensions to TGR, such as the f(T) model [7–10] and the Nieh-Yan modified Teleparallel Gravity (NYTG) model
[11–14], and so on. The MTG model gives a picture that gravity is manifested by torsion in stead of curvature. Please

note that in MTG, the affine connection Γ̂ρ
µν or the torsion tensor are not fundamental variables. The teleparallelism

constraint determined that Γ̂ρ
µν can neither have a general form nor be varied freely when using the variation principle.

Furthermore, torsion is required to be existent, so that one cannot simply set all the components of Γ̂ρ
µν to zero to fit

the teleparallelism constraint. To find the true building blocks of the MTG models, it is convenient to make use of the
tetrad formulation. With this language the metric is built from the the tetrad (or veilbein) eaµ through the relation

gµν = eaµe
b
νηab, here ηab = diag(−1,+1,+1,+1) is the Minkowski metric and the Latin letters a, b, ... are the Lorentz

indices, used to denote the tensor components at the local flat space. The affine connection Γ̂ρ
µν is constructed by

the tetrad and the spin connection ω̂a
bµ as Γ̂ρ

µν = θρa(∂µe
a
ν + ω̂a

bµe
b
ν), here θρa is the inverse of the tetrad: θρae

a
σ = δρσ

and θρae
b
ρ = δba. Then with the definition T ρ

µν = Γ̂ρ
µν − Γ̂ρ

νµ, it is straightforwardly to obtain the expression of the
torsion tensor

T ρ
µν = θρa(∂µe

a
ν − ∂νe

a
µ + ω̂a

bµe
b
ν − ω̂a

bνe
b
µ) . (15)

The spin connection, under the teleparallelism constraint and the requirement of metric-compatibility, can be expressed
as ω̂a

bµ = (Λ−1)ac∂µΛ
c
b, here Λa

b is the position dependent Lorentz transform. For the TGR model (14), it is safely

to adopt the Weitzenböck condition ω̂a
bµ = 0, so that T ρ

µν = θρa(∂µe
a
ν − ∂νe

a
µ), and the TGR model itself can be

considered as a pure tetrad model, where only the tetrads are considered as fundamental fields and the torsion which
contains derivatives of tetrad is considered as the strength field.
In the STG model, the general affine connection Γ̂ρ

µν is constrained to be torsionless besides the teleparallelism
constraint, so that Cρ

µν = Lρ
µν . In this case, the curvature scalar from the Levi-Civita connection in Eq. (11)

becomes

R = −1

4
QρσµQ

ρσµ +
1

2
QρσµQ

σµρ +
1

4
QµQ

µ − 1

2
QµQ̄

µ +∇µ(Q̄
µ −Qµ) ≡ Q+∇µ(Q̄

µ −Qµ) , (16)

where Qµ = Qµν
ν , Q̄µ = Qν µ

ν are two non-metricity vectors, and the defined Q is a non-metricity scalar which is
in quadratic form of the non-metricity tensor. Similarly, one can construct a model equivalent to general relativity
within the framework of STG. This model, dubbed QGR, has the action

SQGR =
1

2

∫

d4x
√
−gQ . (17)

It is the same as SGR after integrating out the total derivative terms in Eq. (16). Other symmetric teleparallel gravity
models are considered as extensions to QGR, for example the f(Q) model [15–20] and the model with parity-violating
extensions [21, 22]. The STG model provides a picture that gravity is ascribed to the non-metricity. In this picture,
the metric is fundamental. For the QGR model (17), it is safely to adopt the so called coincident gauge where

Γ̂ρ
µν = 0, so that Qρµν = ∂ρgµν and the model is a pure metric one.
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III. SPACETIME PERTURBATION VIA NON-METRICITY

From now on, we address to the question of how to formulate gravitations from the background and the perturbation
with separate pictures in the perturbation theory. We first consider this problem within the metric formulation. With
this language, we have a metric gµν for the physical spacetime and its Levi-Civita connection Γρ

µν defined in Eq. (1).
At the same time we have a metric ḡµν for the background spacetime and its corresponding Levi-Civita connection
Γ̄ρ

µν = 1
2 ḡ

ρσ(∂µḡσν + ∂ν ḡµσ − ∂σ ḡµν). Both the physical and background spacetimes are Riemannian geometric,

and manifest respective gravitational interactions through respective curvatures, R(Γ) and R̄(Γ̄). The spacetime
perturbation arise from the difference between these two metrics, this leads to the mismatch between gµν and Γ̄ρ

µν ,
or between ḡµν and Γρ

µν .
From the viewpoint of metric-affine theory, it is convenient to choose the hatted connection in previous section

as the background Levi-Civita connection: Γ̂ρ
µν = Γ̄ρ

µν , so that the torsion vanishes but the non-metricity Qρµν =

∂ρgµν − Γ̄α
ρµgαν − Γ̄α

ρνgµα does not. The distortion tensor Cρ
µν = Γ̄ρ

µν − Γρ
µν = Lρ

µν is determined by the non-

metricity tensor as indicated in Eq. (4). Different from the full STG model, here the curvature tensor R̄ρ
σµν induced

by Γ̄ρ
µν represents the curvature of the background spacetime and does not vanish unless the background is flat. Its

exact form is assumed to be already known in the perturbation theory. Then we have the Riemann curvature tensor
for the physical spacetime

Rρ
σµν = R̄ρ

σµν −∇µL
ρ
νσ +∇νL

ρ
µσ − Lρ

µαL
α
νσ + Lρ

ναL
α
µσ ≡ R̄ρ

σµν + δRρ
σµν , (18)

and the Ricci tensor

Rµν = R̄µν −∇ρL
ρ
νµ +∇νL

ρ
ρµ − Lρ

ραL
α
νµ + Lρ

ναL
α
ρµ ≡ R̄µν + δRµν . (19)

These have been written in the form of separating background and perturbation. The perturbations δRρ
σµν and δRµν

are ascribed to non-metricity.
The curvature scalar for the physical spacetime changes to

R = gµνR̄µν +∇ρLµ
µρ −∇ρL

ρµ
µ + Lρµ

νL
ν
ρµ − Lρ

ρνL
νµ

µ = gµνR̄µν +Q+∇µ(Q̄
µ −Qµ) , (20)

where the non-metricity scalar Q is exactly the same as that in the STG model defined in Eq. (16). If the underlying
theory for the physical spacetime is GR, the Einstein-Hilbert action of gravity S = (1/2)

∫

d4x
√−gR is rewritten as

S =
1

2

∫

d4x
√
−g(gµνR̄µν +Q) , (21)

after removing the total derivative terms. Now we obtained a QGR like action for the spacetime perturbations.
If the background spacetime is flat, ḡµν = ηµν , Γ̄ρ

µν = 0, R̄µν = 0 and Qρµν = ∂ρgµν , the full action becomes

S = (1/2)
∫

d4x
√−gQ, going back to the action of the QGR model (17) under the coincident gauge.

Please note that in the action integral (21), spacetime perturbation is not totally described by the second term√−gQ, the first term also contributes to the action for perturbation because the perturbation arises from the deviation
of gµν from the background metric ḡµν and the product

√−ggµν itself contains perturbation. Now we consider the
expansion of the action as the perturbative series. Firstly, we use the exponential map to describe the deviation of
gµν from the background metric:

gµν = (eǫ)
ρ

µ (e
ǫ)

σ

ν ḡρσ , (22)

where ǫ is a small matrix and its elements ǫµν are considered as the basic perturbation variables. Hence one can obtain
that

√
−ggµν =

√
−ḡeTrǫ

(

e−ǫ
)µ

ρ

(

e−ǫ
)ν

σ
ḡρσ . (23)

Secondly, we know Q is in quadratic form of the non-metricity tensor Qρµν and the latter is at least a first order
perturbation quantity, so Q should be at least a second order quantity. With these we expand the action (21) up to
the second order: S = S(0) + S(1) + S(2) + . . . , with

S(0) =
1

2

∫

d4x
√
−ḡR̄ , S(1) = −

∫

d4x
√
−ḡḠµ

νǫ
ν
µ , (24)

and

S(2) =
1

2

∫

d4x
√
−ḡ[(R̄µν ḡ

ρσ + R̄ρ
νδ

σ
µ − R̄σ

νδ
ρ
µ − Ḡσ

νδ
ρ
µ)ǫ

µ
ρǫ

ν
σ +Q] . (25)
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In above equations, the lowering, raising and contractions of the background spacetime indices are done by the
background metric ḡµν and its inverse, so R̄ = ḡµνR̄µν , R̄ν

σ = ḡµνR̄µσ, and Ḡµ
ν = R̄µ

ν − (1/2)R̄δµν is the background

Einstein tensor. The zeroth order action S(0) leads to the Einstein field equation for the background: Ḡµ
ν = T̄ µ

ν

and T̄ µ
ν is the energy-momentum tensor when matter couplings are included. At the same time, matter couplings

contribute a linear order term
∫

d4x
√−ḡT̄ µ

νǫ
ν
µ, which cancels out S(1) in Eq. (24) when the background equation

holds. The same reason is valid for S(2) in which the term involves Ḡσ
ν would be canceled out by the matter action.

So the quadratic action for the spacetime perturbation is

S(2) =
1

2

∫

d4x
√
−ḡ[(R̄µν ḡ

ρσ + R̄ρ
νδ

σ
µ − R̄σ

νδ
ρ
µ)ǫ

µ
ρǫ

ν
σ +Q] . (26)

The quadratic action is a central element for the linear perturbation theory. One can see from Eq. (26) that all
the derivatives of perturbations are contained in the non-metricity scalar Q, The background curvature, appearing as
coefficients, merely contributes to the “potential” of ǫµν . The dynamics of the perturbation is mainly governed by the
non-metricity.

IV. SPACETIME PERTURBATION VIA TORSION

Now we turn to the question of depicting the perturbation with torsion. This is not easy in terms of the metric
formulation used in the previous section, because both the affine connections Γρ

µν and Γ̄ρ
µν are Christoffel symbols

and torsion free. So we switch to the tetrad formulation.
We use the tetrad eaµ (and its inverse θµa ) to denote the “square root” of the physical spacetime metric, i.e.,

gµν = eaµe
b
νηab. It matches the spin connection ωa

bµ. That is, with respect to eaµ, the spin connection ωa
bµ is torsion

free:

∂µe
a
ν − ∂νe

a
µ + ωa

bµe
b
ν − ωa

bνe
b
µ = 0 , (27)

and metric-compatible: ωabµ = −ωbaµ, here the Lorentz indices are lowered by the Minkowski metric. The affine
connection Γρ

µν = θρa(∂µe
a
ν + ωa

bµe
b
ν) is just the Levi-Civita connection of the metric gµν .

At the same time, we have the background tetrad ēaµ and its matched spin connection ω̄a
bµ. Their exact forms are

assumed to be known. Correspondingly, we have the background metric ḡµν = ēaµē
b
νηab and its Levi-Civita connection

Γ̄ρ
µν = θ̄ρa(∂µē

a
ν + ω̄a

bµē
b
ν). However, the physical spacetime tetrad eaµ does not match the background spin connection

ω̄a
bµ

1. This mismatching gives rise to the torsion:

T a
µν = ∂µe

a
ν − ∂νe

a
µ + ω̄a

bµe
b
ν − ω̄a

bνe
b
µ , (28)

and relates to the torsion tensor mentioned at Section II via the relation: T ρ
µν = θρaT

a
µν . Please note that the

affine connection from the mismatched pair (eaµ , ω̄a
bµ) is Γ̃

ρ
µν = θρa(∂µe

a
ν + ω̄a

bµe
b
ν), which is neither the Levi-Civita

affine connection Γρ
µν for the physical spacetime metric nor the Levi-Civita affine connection Γ̄ρ

µν for the background
metric. But it is precisely the antisymmetry of this affine connection that gives rise to the non-vanishing torsion:
T ρ

µν = Γ̃ρ
µν − Γ̃ρ

νµ.
Now we introduce Ma

bµ to measure the difference between the spin connections ω̄a
bµ and ωa

bµ,

Ma
bµ ≡ ω̄a

bµ − ωa
bµ . (29)

Since both ω̄abµ and ωabµ are antisymmetric under the interchange of the first two Lorentz indices, so is the M -tensor:
Mabµ = −Mbaµ.
From the torsion defined in Eq. (28) and the torsion free equation (27) for ωa

bµ, one can obtain that the torsion is
determined only by the M -tensor,

T a
µν = Ma

bµe
b
ν −Ma

bνe
b
µ = Ma

νµ −Ma
µν , T ρ

µν = Mρ
νµ −Mρ

µν . (30)

1 Of course, this mismatching also happens between ē
a
µ and ω

a
bµ
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In the second equation above we have defined the tensors Mρ
σµ = θρae

b
σM

a
bµ and so on. Combining it with the

antisymmetric property, Mρσµ = −Mσρµ, it is not difficult to express the M -tensor with torsion as

Mρ
µν = −1

2
(T ρ

µν + T ρ
µν + T ρ

νµ ) . (31)

The curvature for the background is determined by the spin connection ω̄a
bµ alone,

R̄a
bµν = ∂µω̄

a
bν − ∂ν ω̄

a
bµ + ω̄a

cµω̄
c
bν − ω̄a

cν ω̄
c
bµ , (32)

there is a same formula for the physical spacetime curvature Ra
bµν with ωa

bµ, i.e., R
a
bµν = ∂µω

a
bν−∂νω

a
bµ+ωa

cµω
c
bν−

ωa
cνω

c
bµ. Now with Ma

bµ defined in Eq. (29), one can obtain the following relation,

Ra
bµν = R̄a

bµν −DµM
a
bν +DνM

a
bµ −Ma

cµM
c
bν +Ma

cνM
c
bµ ≡ R̄a

bµν + δR̄a
bµν , (33)

where the covariant derivative Dµ is associated with both the spin connection ωa
bµ and the affine connection Γρ

µν , for
example, DµM

a
bν = ∂µM

a
bν + ωa

cµM
c
bν − ωc

bµM
a
cν − Γρ

µνM
a
bρ. According to the “tetrad postulate”, the covariant

derivative of the tetrad vanishes identically: Dµe
a
ν = ∂µe

a
ν +ωa

bµe
b
ν −Γρ

µνe
a
ρ = 0. This is consistent with the relation:

Γρ
µν = θρa(∂µe

a
ν + ωa

bµe
b
ν). It is easy to prove that the covariant derivative of the inverse of the tetrad also vanishes

identically, Dµθ
ν
a = 0. This fact facilitates us to freely move the tetrad and its inverse in and out of the covariant

derivatives. The equation (33) has been written in the form of separating background and perturbation. One can see
that the perturbation to the curvature, δR̄a

bµν , is ascribed to Ma
bµ which comes from torsion according to Eq. (31).

The Riemann curvature tensor with all components are labeled by spacetime indices can be obtained through Eq.
(33) with the help of the tetrad and its inverse,

Rρ
σµν = θρae

b
σR

a
bµν = θρae

b
σR̄

a
bµν −DµM

ρ
σν +DνM

ρ
σµ −Mρ

αµM
α
σν +Mρ

ανM
α
σµ . (34)

We should note that θρae
b
σR̄

a
bµν 6= R̄ρ

σµν , the latter will be defined as R̄ρ
σµν = θ̄ρaē

b
σR̄

a
bµν . Then we have the Ricci

tensor after taking the trace of the Riemann curvature tensor:

Rµν = θρae
b
µR̄

a
bρν −DρM

ρ
µν +DνM

ρ
µρ −Mρ

αρM
α
µν +Mρ

ανM
α
µρ . (35)

Finaly the curvature scalar of the physical spacetime

R = gµνθρae
b
µR̄

a
bρν +Dµ(M

ρµ
ρ −Mµρ

ρ)−Mρ
σρM

σµ
µ +Mρ

σµM
σµ

ρ , (36)

should be

R = gµνθρae
b
µR̄

a
bρν + TµT

µ − 1

4
TρσµT

ρσµ − 1

2
TρσµT

σρµ + 2∇µT
µ = gµνθρae

b
µR̄

a
bρν + T+ 2∇µT

µ , (37)

where T is precisely the one in MTG model, as defined in Eq. (13). If the gravity theory for the physical spacetime
is general relativity, the Einstein-Hilbert action S = (1/2)

∫

d4x
√−gR after integrating out the divergence terms is

S =
1

2

∫

d4x
√
−g(gµνθρae

b
µR̄

a
bρν + T) . (38)

Now we have got a TGR like action for the spacetime perturbations. If the background spacetime is flat, ḡµν = ηµν ,
ω̄a

bµ = 0, R̄a
bρν = 0 and T a

µν = ∂µe
a
ν − ∂νe

a
µ, the full action becomes S = (1/2)

∫

d4x
√−gR, going back to the action

of TGR model (14) under the Weitzenböck condition.
Similar as before, in the action integral (38), spacetime perturbation is not totally described by the second term√−gT, the first term also contributes to the action for perturbation. We will again consider the expansion of the

action as the perturbative series. To be consistent with the exponential map gµν = (eǫ)
ρ

µ (e
ǫ)

σ

ν ḡρσ introduced in the
previous section, one should take the following map between the tetrads,

eaµ = (eǫ)
ρ

µ ē
a
ρ , θµa =

(

e−ǫ
)µ

ρ
θ̄ρa . (39)

With these considerations one can obtain

√
−ggµνθρae

b
µR̄

a
bρν =

√
−ḡeTrǫ

(

e−ǫ
)µ

ρ

(

e−ǫ
)ν

σ
R̄ρσ

µν . (40)
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Again, we know that T is in quadratic form of the torsion tensor T ρ
µν and the latter is at least a first order perturbation

quantity, so T should be at least a second order quantity. After expanding the action (38) up to the second order:
S = S(0) + S(1) + S(2) + . . . , we find again that S(0) = 1

2

∫

d4x
√−ḡR̄ , S(1) = −

∫

d4x
√−ḡḠµ

νǫ
ν
µ. The former is

the action for the background spacetime and leads to the background Einstein equation, the latter is the first order
action which vanishes if the background equation is valid. The quadratic action from (38) after using the background
equation becomes

S(2) =
1

2

∫

d4x
√
−ḡ[(R̄ρσ

µν + R̄ρ
νδ

σ
µ − R̄σ

νδ
ρ
µ)ǫ

µ
ρǫ

ν
σ + T] . (41)

This quadratic action is the same as Eq. (26) but in a different form. As before, all the derivatives of perturbations
are contained in the torsion scalar T, The background curvature, appearing as coefficients, merely contributes to the
“potential” of ǫµν . The dynamics of the perturbation is mainly governed by torsion.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Gravity is identical to curved spacetime and can be manifested by curvature, torsion or non-metricity. Armed with
these multiple options, we in this paper revisited the problem of separating the physical spacetime into background and
perturbation in perturbation theory, and considered the possibilities of formulating the gravitation of background and
that of perturbation in separated ways. We showed that the perturbation to the curvature of a Riemannian spacetime
can be represented in terms of non-metricity (in the metric formulation) or torsion (in the tetrad formulation), but
the background is still Riemannian geometric. With these separate treatments, we got teleparallel like actions for the
spacetime perturbation around a Riemannian background.
Acknowledgement: This work is supported by the National Key R&D Program of China Grant No. 2021YFC2203102
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