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Abstract

The issue of the essential constants, within the context of General
Relativity, is studied in the present short work. A rather commonly
accepted definition as well as a conclusive way to uncover them from
a set of constants in a given metric tensor field, which may or may not
be a solution to the Einstein’s Field Equations, are given. Although
the problem of distinction between essential and spurious constants is
classic, no particular progress can be found in the literature so far. It
is this void that the present work comes to cover in.
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1 Introduction

As it is well known, the Einstein’s Field Equations (EFE’s) are a set of
highly nonlinear, mixed, partial differential equations of the second order.
Typically and according to the standard theory of Differential Equations,
in order to solve them, one needs initial and/or boundary conditions. Of
course in practice, there are a lot of problems ensuing from the nonlinear
and hyperbolic character of the EFE’s and the existence of constraints (due
to the Bianchi Identities); e.g., the causal structure of an arbitrary Einstein
space-time can have some severe pathologies, which usually can be avoided
by postulating the existence of a spacelike Cauchy hypersurface endowed
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with the property, that any causal curve intersects it at precisely one point
(globally hyperbolic space-times) [1].

It is a common practice that by the integration procedure of the EFE’s,
either no initial and/or boundary conditions are given or, taking into account
the complexity of the EFE’s, some Anséitze concerning the metric tensor field
are employed. In any case, one ends up with a metric tensor field containing
a set of constants. Some of them correspond to the lack of initial and/or
boundary conditions, while some others are related to the Anséatze.

Let an Einstein space-time which is described by a pair (M, g), where
M is a 4-dimensional manifold and ¢ is an Einstein metric tensor field on
it; a non degenerate, covariant tensor field of order 2, with the property that
at each point of M one can choose a frame of 4 vectors {eg, e1, €a, €3}, such
that: g(eq,es) = Nag, where 1 is a diagonal matrix with entries {—1,1,1,1}
(i.e., the Minkowskian metric)'. In principle, this metric tensor field will
depend not only on the space-time points x* but also on a set of constants
AW XM In a local coordinate system, it is:

o = Gap(a"; AY) (1.1)

There are two cases: either this metric tensor field is a solution to the EFE’s
or is not; then it simply defines a geometry without any particular physical
meaning. Among these constants, some are integration constants, if the
metric tensor field () is a solution to the EFE’s, and some are (obviously)
spurious —since they can be imposed by hand (e.g., a changing in the scale
and the origin of the 2° = ¢ (time) coordinate: ¢ — c;t + ¢3). Logically, one
would like to dispose of the redundant constants.

In the first case (the metric tensor field is a solution to the EFE’s), and if
the integration procedure of the EFE’s as well as the employed Ansitze —if
any— are known, then in each and every step of this procedure, the residual
coordinate freedom of the given metric tensor field can be determined and
used in order to eliminate some constants —if possible. The problem here is
twofold: one must use brutal force i.e., try to find (usually, by inspection
or by hypothesis) those general coordinate transformations (GCT’s) which
eliminate the constant(s) under discussion but if one is not able to find them,
then one can not claim that the constant(s) is(are) essential —since, in general,
there is no way to assure that there are not such GCT'’s.

In the second case (the metric tensor field is not a solution to the EFE’s),
one must guess which of the constants may be spurious and try to use an
eliminating procedure in terms of general coordinate transformations. The
previously mentioned twofold problem occurs here as well.

!Greek indices take values on the interval {0,...,3}.
?Latin indices take values on the interval {0,...,n}.



2 Essential & Spurious Constants

The only case that one can escape these difficulties is that of Homotheties
(see e.g., [2]): if a metric tensor field admits an homothetic vector field, then
an overall constant in front of the metric tensor field can be eliminated and
this constant turns out to be spurious; a well known result [2].

In order to find a systematic and compact way to attack the problem of
the essential constants, one must return to the metric tensor field (1) and
pose a naturally arisen question:

Which of these constants describe, at least locally, the inner properties of the
geometry of the pair (M, g)?

It is well known that the geometry of an arbitrary space-time —in fact of
any Riemannian space— can be described, at least locally, by its Curvature
Invariant Relations; functionally independent relations among scalars, which
are constructed from the Riemann tensor and its covariant derivatives up
to a given order (although this scheme fails in the case of the pp-waves;
see e.g., [2], Chapter 9, for a relative discussion on these issues). Barring
degeneracies, such as pp-waves where the above mentioned scalars all vanish,
curvature invariant relations have one very important property: they do not
depend on space-time points x*; their forms are invariant statements (i.e.,
they have the same form in all coordinate systems). Consequently if they
depend on some parameters/constants, that means these constants, which
clearly are some from those in the metric tensor field, are not affected by
GCT’s. For, if a constant of the metric tensor field could be eliminated by
a GCT, then the metric tensor field in the new coordinate system as well as
all the curvature invariant relations based on it would luck this particular
constant; an invariant statement, since the curvature invariant relations are
form invariant. Therefore, only the non absorbable constants will appear
in the curvature invariant relations and in this sense, they will describe,
indirectly, the inner properties of the geometry of the pair (M, g).

These thoughts lead to the following:

Definition 2.1. A constant A(?), for a given 4, contained in the metric tensor
field of an Einstein space-time, is said to be essential if and only if it can not
be eliminated by a GCT. Every constant which is not essential is said to be
SPUTTLOUS.

This definition stands to reason, independently of the above mentioned
geometrical considerations, and is thus rather commonly accepted?.
Based on this definition, one can deduce a conclusive criterion which will

3Evidently, essential and spurious are complementary notions.



help one to find —if any— the spurious constants among the totality of the
constants contained in a metric tensor field.

Let the metric tensor field (ICT]) and a variation 6AY) of the j—th constant
A9 while the rest of them are kept fixed. It is:

O gap (2 )\(i)) T Jop (T AU 5)\0')) — Gl )\(j))
 Ogap(x; A0)
o ANG)

[no summation condition]

NG (2.1)

A(i#5) =const. 0

up to the first order and when §AU) — 0. Obviously such a variation does
not change the form of the metric tensor field.

According to the definition (EZT]), the varied constant AY) is spurious if and
only if it is induced by a GCT -since a spurious constant can be not only
eliminated but also introduced by a GCT.

So, if one demands for this alteration to be induced by a GCT, then there
must exist an infinitesimal GCT, which depends on the varied constant A\
(seen as a parameter) and is described in terms of a vector field I' (where T'®

are the components of the field I' (I' = I'*52.) in a coordinate system):

ot — T M = gt — SAUITH (2.2)
such that, the variation of the metric tensor field to be:

8905 (") = Gap(@") — gag(@) = AV (L19)as (2.3)

again, up to the first order and when SAU) — 0.
These lead to the following:

Criterion 2.1. A constant A?), for a given i, contained in the metric tensor
field of an Einstein space-time, is spurious if and only if there exists a vector
field I, such that the Lie derivative £1g¢ of the metric tensor field with respect

to it equals the variation é—gi) of the metric tensor field with respect to the
constant under discussion:

S

dg

This is a tensorial equation and in a local coordinate system, condition
([Z4) assumes the form:

8ga5(x“; )\(i))
ONU)

The semi column symbol (;) denotes covariant differentiation with respect
to the metric tensor field ([CIl). Existence of a solution (even of a partial

Loip +Tgia =

(2.5)

A(i#7) =const.
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one) implies that the constant under discussion is spurious, since the integral
curves of the corresponding vector field I' can serve as that particular GCT,
which eliminates/introduces the constant (see interchange between the active
and the passive character of a transformation and the example of the integral
curves of a Killing field). On the other hand inconsistency of the system
(1) is tantamount to the statement that the constant under consideration
is essential. Each time, only one constant A¥) can be checked with this
algorithm, but the entire method, based on partial differential equations of
the first order, is conclusive and has no exceptions at all. Substraction of the
spurious constants from the totality of the constants contained in ([IT]) results
in the totality of the essential constants contained in this metric tensor field.
It is clear that, in the above analysis, the dimension of the manifold M, the
signature of the metric tensor field as well as its “nature” (i.e., whether it
is a solution to the EFE’s or not) do not play any role. So, the criterion
(1) holds for any metric tensor field on any manifold, but its usage is of
importance for the case of the Einstein space-times.
An immediate application:
Consider a metric tensor field, containing one constant, of the form:

Gas(@; MV) = Ay 5(at) (2.6)
where the metric tensor field v contains no constants. Then, since:

0gas(zH; A
000D sfa) (2.7

application of the condition ([ZH) of the criterion (1) results in:
1
Lo+ g = wgaﬁ(x#§ )\(1)> (2.8)

and the constant A" is spurious (i.e., absorbable) if and only if the metric
tensor field g has an homothety; a classical result is thus regained [2].
Another classical example concludes this section: Consider the 2-sphere:

na®.630) = 2 (2 ) (2.9

in a local coordinate system {6, ¢}. This time, application of the condition
(Z3) results in an inconsistent system (i.e., the 2-sphere has no homothety),
so the parameter A, which here stands for the radius, is essential —as it
should.

Although the previous examples concern cases where the constant under
discussion is an overall factor, criterion (1)) is applicable to any metric tensor
field of the general form (TT]) —as one can check.



3 Discussion

In the present work a twofold problem, that of defining and uncovering the
essential constants contained in a given metric tensor field of an Einstein
space-time (or of a generic metric tensor field on any manifold), is studied.

With the help of some geometrical notions (i.e., description of the inner
properties of a geometry in terms of its curvature invariant relations) the
wanted definition is hinted. The proposed definition is simple and logical,
and it seems to have its own “raison d’ étre”, independently of the initial
geometrical considerations.
Using this very definition as a basis, a conclusive criterion which serves to
identify the spurious constants, and consequently the complementary notion
of the essential constants, is established.

The object of the present work is the “dual” of another problem, which
can be expressed in terms of a question:
For a given Einstein space-time, how many essential constants is expected to
be contained in the metric tensor field, which is a solution to the EFE’s?
No general answer to this question exists so far; only partial step towards
the solution to this problem have been made. None the less, the case of
spatially homogeneous Einstein space-times (these are used to define the
so called “Spatially Homogeneous Cosmological Models” see e.g., [2]) has
been treated and a concrete, general answer to this question in given to the
literature [3] (and the references therein). Indeed, in that case there exists
an algorithm, which, taking into account the simply transitively action of
an Isometry Group on the Cauchy hypersurface, gives the number of the
essential constants expected to be contained in a general solution to the
EFE’s [3]. On the other hand, the merits of the above analysis are the
generality of the application, since there are no exceptions at all (holds for
any metric tensor field on any manifold), and the extreme simplicity of the
proposed method (which is based on partial differential equations of the first
order).
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