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Arbitrary diffeomorphically invariant metric-torsion theories of gravity are considered. It is assumed that
Lagrangians of such theories contain derivatives of field variables (tensor densities of arbitrary ranks and
weights) up to a second order only. The generalized Klein-Noether methods for constructing manifestly co-
variant identities and conserved quantities are developed. Manifestly covariant expressions are constructed
without including auxiliary structures like a background metric. In the Riemann-Cartan space, the follow-
ing manifestly generally covariant results are presented: (a) The complete generalized system of differential
identities (the Klein-Noether identities) is obtained. (b) The generalized currents of three types depending
on an arbitrary vector field displacements are constructed: they are the canonical Noether current, sym-
metrized Belinfante current and identically conserved Hilbert-Bergmann current. In particular, it is stated
that the symmetrized Belinfante current does not depend on divergences in the Lagrangian. (c) The gener-
alized boundary Klein theorem (third Noether theorem) is proved. (d) The construction of the generalized
superpotential is presented in details, and questions related to its ambiguities are analyzed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Last decades, one can see an unprecedented active
development of alternative theories of gravity, which
modify general relativity (GR) in various ways! 2.
Among them there are scalar-tensor theories®, the
Einstein-Cartan theory®, the Lovelock theory in the
general form? as well as its special cases, such as
very popular Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity®?, metric-
affine theories!®  supergravity!?, f(R)-theories'3,
Chern-Simons modifications of GR4, Lovelock-Cartan
theories!?, topologically massive gravityi®, topologically
massive supergravityt?, new massive gravityl®, critical
gravityl?, chiral gravity2?, various topological gauge the-
ories of gravity and supergravity2! 26, etc.

Constructing the conservation laws (CLs) and con-
served quantities (CQs) in an arbitrary field theory, in-
cluding gravitational theories, is a main problem. Many
above listed theories, presented in the second order for-
malism, are the metric-torsion theories. Therefore, there
is a demand in universal expressions for CLs and CQs.
Thus, in the present paper, we consider the metric-
torsion theories only. It is the main goal of the cur-
rent work to construct in a manifestly generally covari-
ant form and analyze differential identities and conserved
quantities, existing due to a diffeomorphic invariance of
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metric-torsion theories of gravity in the most general for-
mulation. Besides being self-sufficient, the present paper
(Paper 127) is the first one in a series of the works. In the
second work (Paper I1128), we plan to apply the developed
here formalism to construct and study the conserved
quantities, and to examine the structure of the field equa-
tions in metric-torsion theories, which have manifestly
generally covariant Lagrangians (see the definition be-
low). In the third work (Paper ITI2?), we plan (1) to
analyze a physical and geometrical meaning of conserved
quantities (with taking into account surface terms), con-
structed in the first and second works; (2) to apply the
obtained results to study some important solutions in the
Lovelock-Cartan gravity and other theories with torsion.

To avoid ambiguities, let us state the definitions uti-
lized hereinafter. We call a theory as generally covariant
one if it is invariant with respect to general diffeomor-
phisms, unlike a gauge covariant theory that is invariant
with respect to internal gauge transformations. Hence, it
is clear that for both of these types of theories conserved
currents have a definite universal structure3? 323, There-
fore, for the sake of universality and uniformity of the
presentation, we call a theory as a gauge-invariant theory
in wide sense if it is invariant under continuous transfor-
mations, parameters of which are functions of spacetime
points. Such transformations we call as gauge transfor-
mations. On the other hand, the usual gauge theories
with an internal gauge group we call the gauge theories of
Utiyama-Yang-Mills type. We call an expression as man-
ifestly generally covariant one if it is constructed (as a
rule, by contractions) from explicitly covariant quantities
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(tensors, spinors, covariant derivatives), which are trans-
formed in correspondence with linear homogeneous rep-
resentations of the diffeomorphism group. Thus, it is evi-
dently that a manifestly generally covariant expression is
a generally covariant one. But, the converse is generally
not true. For example, pseudotensors can be interpreted
as generally covariant quantities because their expres-
sions hold in arbitrary coordinate systems, but they can-
not be presented in a manifestly generally covariant form
because they are non-tensorial quantities.

In metric theories of gravity a construction of energy-
momentum tensors and spin tensors of pure gravitational
field meets well known obstacles — ambiguities appear
unavoidably. The reason is the existence of the equiv-
alence principle. During nearly hundred year history of
GR — basic metric theory of gravity — numerous vari-
ants of expressions for energy, momentum and angular
momentum of gravitational field were put forth. As a
rule, these expressions are generally covariant. However,
among them there are both tensorial expressions and
non-tensorial ones (for example, pseudotensors). The lat-
ter are not so desirable, therefore they or methods of their
construction are usually covariantized (i.e., reconstructed
into manifestly generally covariant form). Frequently,
such a covariantization is based on including an auxil-
iary structure, like a background metric, see, for example,
Refs.2538 and also recent works (Refs.32:40). Tt is impos-
sible to present more or less complete bibliography even
in GRA!, particulary one can find reviews2$42:43  Sjg_
nificantly less attention was paid to constructing mani-
festly generally covariant CQs, where auxiliary structures
are not used. Concerning earlier works, only Komar44
has suggested a manifestly generally covariant superpo-
tential in GR that has been modified in Refs.2247 and
generalized in Refs.28 34, In the last years, up to our
knowledge, only manifestly generally covariant charges
are constructed in asymptotically anti-de Sitter gravity
(see, e.g. Refs.2258 and references there in).

One of the main methods for constructing conserved
quantities is the procedure suggested by Noether in
19182289 (for alternative methods see, e.g., review in
Ref42 and references therein). It is well known that
Noether has proved two general theorems in her semi-
nal work®?. The first theorem states the existence of 7
currents J,), a = 1,7 conserved on field equations. This
follows from the invariance of the action functional un-
der transformations presenting a finite r-parameters Lie
group, and vice versa. The method to prove the first the-
orem gives a recipe for constructing such currents. The
second theorem — the existence of a set of differential
identities between the left hand sides of the field equa-
tions of motion (the Noether identities) follows from the
invariance of the action functional under the gauge trans-
formations, and vice versa.

It is not widely known that in the same work Noether
has proved the statement that has not been formulated
as a separate theorem. However, sometimes it is called
as the third Noether theorem, or the boundary theorem

(see, e.g., Refs.6176%). In 1915, almost three years prior to

Noether, Hilbert in his known work:67 has constructed
the energy-momentum vector J[£] for the system of inter-
acting gravitational and electromagnetic fields depend-
ing on an arbitrary vector field £&. Klein, examinating
this current®®, and little earlier Noether (see comments
in Ref.%), have found that the Hilbert current transfers
into a divergence of an antisymmetric tensor @[£] if the
field equations of motion hold. Thus, the current is con-
served identically. Therefore, according to Klein’s and
Noether’s opinion, the Hilbert conservation law cannot
be thought as a usual conservation law for the energy-
momentum. As an answer, Hilbert has supposed (see
comments in Ref.®) that an analogous situation could
take place in all the generally covariant theories. The
Hilbert assumption has been proved right. Noether has
generalized the properties of the Hilbert current J[€] on
arbitrary gauge-invariant theories. Combining the results
of the first and second theorems, she has shown that in an
arbitrary gauge-invariant theory the Noether current J,
constructed according to the first theorem and with the
use of the Noether identities, always can be completed
up to the identically conserved current #. Thus, un-
like J, ¢ is conserved independently of satisfying equa-
tions of motion. From here the boundary theorem fol-
lows directly: in an arbitrary gauge-invariant theory the
Noether current J, constructed by the first theorem for a
finite (global) subgroup of a gauge group is presented as
a sum of two terms: the first vanishes on the equations
of motion, whereas the second is expressed through a di-
vergence of an antisymmetric tensor @ — superpotential.
At the same time, Noether did not give a rule for the
superpotential construction.

It is also not widely known that the Noether identities
are not a complete system of differential identities follow-
ing from a gauge invariance of a theory. Noether stud-
ied the problem in an active collaboration with Klein,
who independently obtained the results analogous to
Noether’s®8 70 Noether remarked that her work®® and
Klein’s work®? ”were mutually influential”32:59 (see also
comments by Klein and Hilbert in Ref.f®). In work®,
Klein, considering an example of generally covariant met-
ric theories, obtained a complete system of differential
identities, from which the Noether identities follow. One
of his identities is in fact the boundary theorem, whereas
the others give recipe for constructing a superpotential.

Later, unfortunately, the above famous results by
Hilbert, Klein and Noether have been almost forgotten.
The studies of the identically conserved current .# in gen-
erally covariant theories has been re-stated by Bergman™
30 years later. The existence of the superpotential @ cor-
responding to the identically conserved Bergmann cur-
rent has been stated by Zatzkis™. The existence of the
identically conserved current _#[£] in generally covari-
ant theories, which depends on an arbitrary vector &
has been rediscovered by Bergmann and Shiller” in a
special case. In the general case it was rediscovered by
Mitskievich377472  who systematically studied the gen-



eralized current and have constructed the correspondent
(generalized) superpotential O[€].

The complete Klein system of identities has been re-
discovered and studied in detail for constructing CQs
by Trautman®7 (see also Refs.78:72 37.74.75 80) = [ it
tle earlier the Klein-like identities has been stated by
Utiyama®182 in SU(N)-invariant gauge theories. Just
the above Trautman’s and Utiyama’s results became the
basis for studying differential identities in gauge theo-
ries of gravity and the Einstein-Cartan theory®38388 in
supergravity®22  in metric-affine theories of gravity:!l.
The Klein-Noether theorem in the general form, prob-
ably independently, has been rediscovered by Francav-
iglia and coauthors?! 24, Julia and Silva2232 Barnich and
Brandt34:35. Recently, using the jet stratification tech-
nique and the variational bi-complex technique, the the-
orem has been stated in a very generic case (non-closed
algebras, Grassmannian fields, graduate groups) in the
works by Francaviglia et. al.2227 and by Sardanashvily
et. al2899  To finalize a short historical discourse, we
remark that the conclusion that a superpotential has
to exist in GR directly follows from Einstein’s work of
1916100’101.

The novelty of our results is in the following:

o Universality. ~We consider an arbitrary diffeo-
morphically invariant classical field theories, La-
grangians of which contain derivatives of field vari-
ables (tensor densities of arbitrary, but fixed ranks
and weights) up to the second order;

o Manifest general covariance. We develop mani-
festly generally covariant formalism, first, using ini-
tially generally covariant expressions (without us-
ing auxiliary structures, such as a background met-
ric); second, all of our calculations, unlike many of
aforementioned works, are manifestly generally co-
variant at each and every steps;

e The torsion field is taken into account. A space-
time under consideration is presented by an ar-
bitrary Riemann-Cartan space. Both the torsion
tensor and the metric tensor are the dynamical
fields, the torsion coupling in the Lagrangian can
be both minimal (through connection) and non-
minimal (explicit).

A technique developed in the present work to ana-
lyze diffeomorphic invariance can be directly applied to
both manifestly covariant and gauge invariant studies of
gauge invariance properties of arbitrary nature field the-
ories given in Riemann-Cartan spacetime, which could
be classical gauge theories or theories with a local super-
symmetries.

In the most of the present-day works related to ana-
lyzing general gauge theories (see, e.g., works by Julia
and Silva®2:33, by Barnich and Brandt et. al3432 by
Obukhov et. al1927194 by Baykal and Delicel®®, by Sar-
danashvily and Giachetta et. al.28:92:106°109 '}y Francav-
iglia et @l.25:96:110°112) "yipfortunately, authors frequently

use rarely known formalisms for physicists, such as the
aforementioned variational bi-complex, jet stratification,
and also differential form technique, etc. Unlike them, we
perform all the calculations and present the final results
in the usual tensorial language.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In section
[ we suggest the general Noether relation in a manifestly
generally covariant form, find general expressions for the
generalized (depending on an arbitrary infinitesimal vec-
tor field 6¢& — displacement field) conserved current J[6€]
and Noether charge Q[J€; X].

In section [Tl we develop the complete manifestly co-
variant universal system of differential identities, which
take place in an arbitrary diffeomorphically invariant the-
ory of the class under consideration. Thus, the results in
the second part of section [[I] and in section [[IIl present
the covariant generalization of the Klein approach%® 70
(see also the work™ 7677 and, especially, books37:72).

In section [[V] based on the generalized Noether cur-
rent J[0€], we obtain the identically conserved current
Y [0€]. Using the latter, we prove the generalized bound-
ary Klein-Noether theorem in the manifestly generally
covariant form. After that the generalized superpotential
0[] is constructed and a problem of its ambiguity is an-
alyzed. A physical meaning of the generalized Noether
current J[4€] and its connection to the usual Noether
current J, a numerical value of the conserved generalized
charge Q[0&; ], a physical meaning of the superpotential
0[0&] are also discussed.

In section [V] utilizing the generalized Belinfante pro-

cedure, the generalized symmetrized Noether current
sym

J [0€] is constructed. As the result, we show that this
current is a linear combination of the Lagrangian deriva-
tives of the action functional. Thus, it vanishes on the
equations of motion. This means that divergences in the
Lagrangian do not contribute to the current. This con-
clusion is a wide generalization of the claims made in
Refs 113,114

Intermediate and cumbersome calculations are left in
the appendixes. In Appendix [Al we review (without a
proof) basic facts of the Riemann-Cartan geometry. This
could be used as a introduction into the world of the
Riemann-Cartan geometry, assuming the reader is fluent
in more simple Riemannian geometry.

In Appendix[B] basic notions of irreducible representa-
tions of a symmetric group (group of permutations) for
two- and three-indexes quantities are given. Using the
Young projectors, we develop a new technique, which is
employed in the main text.

In Appendix[C] some general geometrical identities are
proved. They are used for a simplification of the Klein
system of identities and in analyzing ambiguities in the
superpotential.

In Appendix [D] the technique of Appendix [B]is used
to solve a system of equations defining a superpotential
and determining its general representations.

In the paper we use the following notations: Greek
indexes «, B, ..., W, v, ...take values of 0, 1, ..., D



. . def
and numerate spacetime coordinates x = {x}, par-

tial & < {8,} & {9/02°} and covariant V & {V,},

* def X .. .
\v4 éj {Va} derivatives, and spacetime tensor compo-

nents of fields also. Small Latin indexes from the mid-
dle of alphabet i, j, ..., z take values of 1, 2, ..., D
and numerate space components. Coordinate 20 is a

. . _def .

time one, whereas coordinates £ = {x'} are space ones.
Capital Latin indexes A, B, ..., are collective and nu-
merate components of the full set of the physical fields

e {®4(x)} (containing both gravitational and matter
fields) and are related to 1, 2, ..., N. At last, small Latin
indexes from the beginning of the alphabet a, b, ..., h nu-
merate components of matter (non-gravitational) fields

%) = {¢%(x)} and take values of 1, 2, ..., n.

As usual, for a twice repeated index, the Einstein sum-
mation rule is assumed. Indexes in parentheses need to
be symmetrized; whereas, indexes in brackets needs to
be antisymmetrized, for example,

1
Alap) = 3 (Aag — Aga) -

Two vertical lines inside the brackets () and [] mean that
indexes between them do not participate in symmetriza-
tion/antisymmetrization, for example,

1
Atap) = 5 (Aap + Apa)

1
Atalpnto) = 5 (Aaprs + Aspra)

1
Alalpiy = 5 (Aapy = Aysa)

"
Covariant derivatives V and V, and a sign convention
€

for the curvature tensor R </ {R%sys} and the torsion

tensor T "< {T*s,} are derived in Appendix [Al
The speed of light in vacuum is set to one.

Il. THE GENERAL NOETHER IDENTITY.
GENERALIZED NOETHER'S CURRENT AND CHARGE

We consider a classical field theory determined by the
action functional

1[®; 1 5] :jzdx N2 (1)

in space-time C(1,D) (see Appendix [Al). Here, dz =

dzdz' ... dzP; integration is provided over an arbitrary
(D + 1)-dimensional volume in C(1, D) restricted by two
spacelike D-dimensional hypersurfaces ¥; and ¥s; La-
grangian . is a local function of a set of field variables
®(z) = {®4(2); A = 1, N} and their first and second
derivatives.

Consider a total variation of the action 61[®; %1 o] ini-
tiated by both the general variations of the field variables
0® and the boundary hypersurfaces 6% o:

{ P(z) —» D'(z) = P(z) + §®(x); @)
21_]2(.%) — 2/172(17) = 21_]2(.%) + 52172(17).

By the definition, one has

SI[®; 51 0] Y I[® +5®; %1 5+ 0%10] — 1[®; %1 ,]

={[P+IP; 312+ 0812 — I[P+ 5P;312])

+ (I[@ + 0P; 2172] — I[q), 21)2]) .

(3)

We assume that the field variables and their derivatives
vanish sufficiently fast at spatial infinity. Then, up to the
first order terms in variations, for the first parenthesis in
@) we obtain

SsI[®; % 5] Y I[®:5) 5 + 651 o] — I[®; 5 ]
PIE LD ISR I
= [ = [)dzy=9%
Y1461 3 (4)
o *
= /- f) do, Lozt = [ do\/=gV, (ZLozH)
22 21 E1

where the generalized Gauss theorem (A42)) was em-
ployed. The second parenthesis in [B)) is the functional
variation of the action:

5o I[®: %1 0] Y I[® + 6@ 5, 5] — I[®; 51 5]

_ j 48 (/~9.2) . 5)

We consider generally covariant theories of the most pop-
ular type, when dg [ is present always as

54

= Al
bol = [ dw«/—gA(I)A
s (6)
+ [ de =gV { K1 4004 + 1),V 504
¥

Hereinafter, AI/A®4 is defined by the variational
derivative §1/6®4, which is the operator of equations
of motion,

Al def 1 61
APA /=g 5N’
K {K"|4} and L . {L°" 4} are local functions
of the field variables ® and their first and second deriva-
tives, and are defined in an unique way (without ambigu-
ities) by the Lagrangian .#. Combining the expressions

@) — (@), one finds

(7)

% AT
61 = [ do/—g———00"
J ArV=IRga

o .
+ [ dz =gV, (K“|A5<I>A LA 4V 004 + zw) .
P

(8)

We name ([2)) as the symmetry transformation (see

Refs.64.76:90.115) " if it induces the total variation of the
action functional 47 in the form

51 = [ de =59, (5A%) 9)
3



where 6A {dA"} are infinitesimal local functions of ®,
0® and their derivatives (JA is not a variation). Equat-
ing (8) with (@) and taking into account that the volume
of integration is arbitrary, one finds the relation

Al
APA

Y, J" [0®, 0z, 5A] + 504 =0, (10)
which is called the general Noether identity (the main
identity). Here,

JH[5®, 6z, 0A]

" KHA0®A + L4 V004 + Lot — AL,

(11)
If equations of motion AI/A®# = 0 hold then the iden-
tity (I0) transforms into the continuity equation

V. J" [6®, 62, 6A] = 0 (12)

where d®, dx and A denote the symmetry transforma-
tion.
Let us consider the infinitesimal diffeomorphisms

ot = 6&M(x);
{6@‘4(90) = 0:04(x) (13)

as the symmetry transformation, 6§ = {§¢*(x)} is an ar-
bitrary infinitesimal vector (displacement vector). Here-
after, we assume the Lagrangian .Z is a generally covari-
ant scalar. Then, one has

def
JA[6E] = 6A|{6<I> = 0¢®; 0x = 6€} = 0. (14)
The variations of the field variables have the general form

3¢ @4 ()
=106 + @, P|AV 06 + P4V (V) 06% + ...
(15)
where {@, |1}, {€,7*}, {2,774 = @,/ |4} are
local functions of ® and their derivatives, which are de-
fined uniquely by the transformation properties of ®. We
consider only the case when J;® contains the first two
terms on the right hand side of ([I3]). However, the discus-
sion can be easily extended to a more generic case, say, of

A vector

def
J0g] = J[02,02,0All (58 — 5.®; 50 = 5¢; 5A = 0}
(16)
whose components are obtained after the substitution of

@3), @) and ([@3) into ([II):

JH6E] = {KF[a®, |4 + Lo + L[4V, @, |4} 56~
+ { KA, A+ L 4@, 4 + L4V, 0,4 | Vi
+{L|4®, P14}V, V 56¢”

(17)
we will call as the generalized Noether current.

It is insightful to compare the results obtained here in
the tensorial formalism with the corresponding results
in a popular formalism of differential forms. It is
impossible to perform a full comparison; fortunately,
there is no needs for this. To show how the compar-
ison could be done it is enough to show this for any
particular example. The formulae (I6) and (IT), which
are among the main formulae of the formalism, are well
suited for this goal. Thus, the Noether current D-form
j[0¢] = O[®,5:®] — 5¢ - £ constructed in works?? 52
coincides with the current (I6), () up to a sign:

j[0€] i [0€] do, . The symplectic potential D-form

O in the tensorial notations is presented as O[®, 6. ®] =

- {K”|A5<I>A + LB~|Avﬂ5¢A}}{5q} _ ey 4o

When a detailed structure of the last expression is
analyzed, one finds the exact correspondence with (7).
Next, transform the last term in the expression (7))

following the formula (BI1)) in Appendix [B2}
{L7]49,7|1} V, V506°
1
= §REQKALK#|A¢E>\|A} 5504
} (18)
+ _ETBH)\LHM|A(I)Q>\|A} Vﬂéé’o‘

+ {749, } V(, V) 06°.
Taking this into account, find

JH[6E] = Uat0E™ + MoPHV g6E% + NP1V (V5 06°

metric-affine theories of gravity, for which the third term (19)
in (I3) is also nonzero. where!6
e 1
Ua" = Lk 4+ K| a®, [ + L] 4 (v”q)a|A + QREQHA(I)&A'A) ; (20)
e 1
Moo K 4@ P 4 L 4@, |4+ L 4 (V@QBM - 5T%qm“‘) : (21)
N e ol @ 194, (22)

Note that after the symmetrization in ([22]), we get
Na(ﬁ’y)# — Naﬁ’m_ (23)

Also, for the diffeomorphisms (I3]), (I4)) and (1) the gen-



eral Noether identity (I0) can be rewritten in the form:

v, JM[0€]) = —1,06% — 1,7V go¢° (24)
where
def AL o4
S (25)
B déf AT B1A
I, R (26)

Now, we define the generalized Noether charge as

def

Qo&:x] = [doy, JH[6€] (27)
b

where Y is a spacelike D-dimensional hypersurface in

C(1,D).

Let the equations of motion AI/A®4 = 0 be satisfied,
then the relation (24)) acquires the form of the continuity

equation %HJ“ [0€] = 0 for the current J[§€] = {J*[6€]}.
Next, if additionally the field variables and their deriva-
tives vanish fast enough at a spatial infinity, then (24)
leads to conservation of the generalized charge

Al

X

Q[0&; X1] = Q[o&; X1] (28)

meaning that its value is the same on each of hypersur-
faces 2.

Note that the above conclusions are valid for arbitrary
vectors 0&, not just for Killing vectors. Therefore, the
aforementioned conservation laws are not connected with
existence or absence of a spacetime group of motions. Af-
ter series of works by Bergmann’s group 1718 who
have studied this situation in general relativity, the
conclusion was reached that the charge Q[0&;Y)] is the
generator of infinitesimal diffeomorphisms ([I3), (IH).
Bergmann et al. have utilized the canonical formalism
where on the equations of motion one has

Te
legmot. = [ dx v, J'[0€] = | [ - f) doy, JH[0€]
31 Y2 g
= Q6§ X[y, — Q6§ X][5, -
(29)
In the framework of the Lagrangian formalism, the same
conclusion follows from the Schwinger dynamical princi-
pletl? (see also Refs.120:121)

In the case when a spacetime has a continuous group
of motion 7, with r independent parameters, there

are r linearly independent Killing vector fields x(q) def
{X(@";a = 1,r}. Then, defining infinitesimal displace-
ment vectors d€ as
5€(x) = ox(z) < 5e@
5(1‘) - X(‘T) = o¢ X(a)(w)v (30)
one obtains for the generalized current J[6&] (I9):
J[(SX] = 58(a)J(a) (31)

where {6e(®)} is the set of infinitesimal constant trans-
formation parameters of JZ,.. The quantities

def

Ja = {J)"}; (32)

def a a «
T = Ua!X(@)* + MoV X (a) "’Naﬂwv('yvﬁ)x((g)?)

are just the conserved currents constructed according to
the first Noether theorem for the group of motions ..

IIl. THE KLEIN AND NOETHER IDENTITIES

Using the generalized Leibnitz rule (A34]), let us open
explicitly the left hand side of the general Noether iden-
tity (24) where the current is introduced in (I9):

Vi [0€] = {V,Ua | €

n {Uaﬁ n %#MQW} V5060

+{ Mo + 0, NaP 0}V, Vo
+{NP1°} VsV, Vaee.

(34)

Using the formula (BII)), we transform the third term on
the R.H.S. in the same way as in (I8). Keeping in mind
the property ([23]), one obtains

{Maﬁ7 + %HNQBW} V.V s0€c
= {%RaanAMa)\H} 550[ + {_%TﬂnkMa)\ﬁ} vﬂéga

+ {Ma(ﬁv) 4 %HNQ(B’Y)H} Vi,V 3)06°.
(35)
Transformation of the fourth term on the R.H.S. in (34)

is more complicated, which is worked out it in Appendix
B4l The finalized result is presented in (B30) as well as

1 1
(NP1} VsV, Ve = {—gsz” <vAR“W + 5T"WR“W) } og"

1 1
+ gNo/\“” 2RP \ 0 + VAT 0 + §T"WT/3M> — NNB“”R"‘QW} V506

(36)

+{NPHTY 4, } V (V51 06% + {NoP10} V5V, V ) 6.



x 1
U b — =M\ R o —
{vﬂ 2 A H 3

Substituting ([B3) and (B6) into formula ([B4]), then into
(24)), one obtains an equivalent representation of the gen-
eral Noether identity:

1 1
_Nﬁ)\uy (kaﬁauu + §TU;,LURN(1>\O'> } 65(1

* 1 1 1
4 {Uaﬁ 4 <V#Ma5# 4 EMaWTﬁ;w> + gNaA;w <2R5>\W/ + V)\Tﬁw, + ETUW/Tﬁ)\g> _ Nﬁﬁ#ana#U} V;ﬂ%“

+{ Mol 4 VNP 4 NGB T, LV V5)06% + {Na BT} V59,V 5)06% = — L0 — [PV 58¢°.

Notice that this identity is valid, when each function
from the set {5€*, 0™, 0,050, D50,039£* } has an ar-
bitrary values at every world point. Then, opening (37)
explicitly, one can equate to zero the coefficients in front
of each function independently and obtain the system of
identities. Such a system is not manifestly covariant.
However, one can transfer to another set of arbitrary

* 1
Uaﬁ + <VHMO¢5# + iMaleﬁlMJ)

The equations (B8)—(Il) present complete manifestly co-
variant universal system of differential identities, which
is valid in an arbitrary diffeomorfically invariant field
theory. Originally the system, analogous to the above,
has been obtained in a non-covariant form by Klein®? for

*

1
VH (Uau - gNAupaRkapa') -

N =

and

1 o
(UozB - gN)\Bp RAozpa'

(37)

functions {06, V&, V(, V) d6*, V5V, V) 06*}. Be-
cause the Jacobian of the transformation is not degener-
ated, one can use the second set as equivalent instead to
the first one. Thus, equating to zero the coefficients at
the functions of the second set in identity (1), one obtain
the covariant system of identities equivalent to ([B7]):

* 1 1 1
v,uUa'u - §M)\#UR)\04LU - gNnA#U (VARKQ;LV + ng,uvR’ia)\a'> = _Ia; (38)

1 1 (39)
+§Na>\'uy (2Rﬁ)\,uu + v)\Tﬁ,uv + ng,uuTﬁ)\U) - Nnﬁ#URKa,uv = _Iaﬁ;

M, B 4+ %HNQB’YH + Na(ﬂ\wTh)W =0; (40)

N, 879 = . (41)

purely metric theories of gravity. Therefore we will name
system [B8) — (@) as the Klein identities.

In Appendixes and [C3] we show that the Klein
identities B8) and [B9) can be rewritten in the form

2 1
( M) = 25, o 4 L N/\[pro—]W) J—— (42)

: 2 x 1 1 2« 1
V8 — 2o N B Ly Bleeplel ) L (ap e _ 25 N Aol ¢ Ly elaqlel Y ps o (43)
+Vu ( AL +3 oo ) 5 AL +3 A TP,

+V, (Mawm LN B 4 Na(ﬁ\paT\u)pg) L TANL BN = 1.5,

respectively. At the beginning, note that due to identities
{@Q0) and {I) the last two terms on the left hand side of

([43) are equal to zero. Next, subtract the divergence Vg



of @3) from the identity [@2)), taking into account the
identity (C2) where one sets

2 x 1
0,5 = M, Be) — §VANQAW“] + gNa[m”"T‘“]pg, (44)
After, we obtain the new identity

Vuloh — I =0 (45)
|

that is the Noether identity rewritten in a manifestly
covariant form. All of these mean that instead of the
Klein system (B8])—(I), one can use the equivalent Klein-
Noether system of identities:

Voot = Lo (46)
<Uo/’ - %NABPGRAW) +V, <Mamm _ %%ANQMM I %Nammow]pg)
% (Ma[pa] _ ;%XNQW’] N %NQ[PM)\TMN)\) T4, =17 7
M, B 4 %#Naﬁw + Na(ﬁllel’Y)W =0; (48)
N, = 0. (49)
[
IV. THE GENERALIZED NOETHER where

SUPERPOTENTIAL. THE BOUNDARY
KLEIN-NOETHER THEOREM

Substituting I, from (6] into the general Noether
identity (24)), one obtains another identity

V. 7t 5¢] =0, (50)

which has a meaning of the continuity equation for the

current defined as _#[6¢] =4 { #"[6&]}, where

F10E] (U + 1) de (51)
+Mo 1V g 6 + NGV (,V 5) 667,

It is evidently that the current # [§€] is connected with
the generalized Noether current J[d¢] (I9) by the rela-
tion:

JH[68] = — 1168 + 7+ [6€]. (52)

Note that identity (B0) takes place independently of
equations of motion. Then, keeping in mind identity
(C1), one should conclude that the current in (B0) can
be represented in the form

FHIE] = V0B8] + 0 T e (53)
|

//u = %Vg/uv + lg’pUTupg

def

oo¢] = {omv[og]};  oW[og] = 0 [o€]  (54)

is an antisymmetric tensor — the generalized Noether
superpotential 122 The formulae (52)) and (53] represented
in the formalism of the differential forms are equiva-
lent (on the equations of motion) to the relation j[0€] =
dQ[6€]22 52 where j[0€] is the Noether current D-form
(see discussion above after formula (IT)); the Noether
charge (D — 1)-form Q in the tensorial notations is pre-
sented as Q[6&] = — 5,0+ [6€]ds ., -

A superpotential in (B3] is not defined uniquely. In-
deed, if

o' d;j' v (%)\euuk +9[H‘paT‘V]pU) déj' oMY 4 APV

(55)
is another superpotential where

gl — g (56)

then

= %ngw + %QPUTMPU:| + [%V (6/\9#1//\ + g[ulpoTlulpa) + % (6/\9/10/\ + g[plm\TIU]m\) T”pg] (57)

def

= g A g



However, it is easily to show (see Appendix [C4]) that
A ZH =0, (58)
therefore
S M08 = 7(6€]. (59)

Now, let us construct the superpotential 8[6&] corre-

/N[é{] = {(%UAOZHV + %AapaTupa> + %BXPUHR)\apG} 56(1

sponding to the current (&I)). We assume that it has the
form

01 (5] = Ao 08" + Bo MV 5667 (60)

where coefficients A," = A # and B,P) = B, Prv

do not depend on 0§ and its derivatives. Thus, one has

to find the tensors A </ {4,*"} and B def {B,Pr}.

Substituting (60) into (B3], one obtains an expression for
the current # [§€]:

61)
* 1 1 (
+ {—Aaﬁu + (vABaW + 5 BaP7 Ty — 5JBJWCF",M> } Vo + {=Ba} V(, V) 067,
[
Equating this expression to the current (5II), we get the system of equations defining A and B:
|
= pv 1 po L 1 poL PA Iz M.
VUAa + §Aa T po + §B)\ R apo = U+ I ) (62)
* 1 1
_Aaﬁ'u + <V)\Baﬁ'u)\ + §BaﬁpgTﬂpa’ - §BapgﬂTﬁpa') = Maﬁﬂ; (63)
—B,Bn = N B (64)

A general solution of this system (see Appendix D) reads
2 [ 1
A = — M 4 2 (AN A iT[“pgNa”]P"
3

n (%caw + ca[ﬂlpaTlulpa) : (65)
4
Bo M = =2 N e, (66)
where {c,M] = ¢, M} is an undefined antisymmetrical
tensor.

Now, recall the ambiguity in the superpotential defini-
tion (Bhl). We set there

HA5E] = Co 66" (67)
where {C,["A = C,#*} is an arbitrary antisymmetri-

cal tensor. Then it is easily to find that an ambiguity
presented by (B5) appears in A and B in the form:

AL = A 4 (VaCa™ + Calo T, ) 5 (68)
B = B, 4 O (69)

It is not surprisingly that the ambiguity in (63]) and (G6)
is the same as in (G8) and (69), respectively. But the

latter does not contribute to the current, see (B8], and
consequently, it does not contribute to the charge. Then,
without loss of a generality, one can set ¢, = 0, after
that (63]) and (GQ) transfer to

A = — M, 4 % (%l\Na/\[W] + %T[HPUNQV]PU> :

(70)

B = —gNQAW. (71)
Thus,
o1 5]

= {_Ma[wj] + ; (%)\Nak[””] + %T[HPUNQV]mT) } e

- {—%Naﬁ[#ﬂ} VoEe.

(72)
In a more simple case of a field theory in a Rieman-
nian spacetime, a covariant formula of the same form
([T2) originally was presented at the workshopt2? (see also
Ref.2® and references there in). The difference is that the
superpotential ([2) is constructed without a background
metric for initial variables of the theory, whereas the su-



perpotential suggested in Ref122 is intended for pertur-
bations in a curved background spacetime.

Substituting the expression (B3] into formula (52I), in-
tegrating it over a spacelike D-dimensional hypersurface
Y and using the Stockes rule (A43]), we rewrite the gen-
eralized Noether charge (27)) in the form

QUog; ) = — [ oy 136" + 31 § di 07106) (7
% * 0%

The above relation is a special case (in an integral
form) of a more general statement: the boundary Klein
theorem® or the third Noether theorem®? (see also
Refs.32:33,63-65.76,92-94,98.99) that, reads as in an arbitrary
gauge-invariant theory the Noether current is presented
by a sum of two terms, the first vanishes on equations
of motion, the second is a divergence of a superpoten-
tial. Note that the ambiguity in definition of the super-
potential presented in (B3]) disappears in definition of the
charge ([73)) by the Stockes theorem. It is not surprisingly
because as we already know that the ambiguity does not
contribute to the generalized Noether current.

The structure of the charge (73] in the Lagrangian for-
mulation is analogous to the structure of the diffeomor-
phism generators in the Hamiltonian formulation of gen-
eral relativity (GR). Indeed, the first term on the right
hand side of (73]) vanishes on equations of motion, see
[@6). Thus, the value of the charge (73) is defined by
the second term on the right hand side (surface integral
of a superpotential) only. The Hamiltonians in GR have
the same property: the first its part presents integrals
of constraints over hypersurface ¥ and disappears. Then
the value of the Hamiltonians in GR is defined by the
second part: a surface integral over the boundary 0% of
3. An assumption that surface terms and their contribu-
tions in the Lagrangian formalism are equivalent to the
correspondent ones in the Hamiltonian formalism in an
arbitrary gauge-invariant theory has been formulated in
an explicit form in Ref.32.

In earlier works in the Hamiltonian GR, all the bound-
ary terms were ignored which led to the problem of “zero
Hamiltonian” (or “frozen formalism”)24:125 The role
of the boundary terms has been studied and clarified in
Refs. 126127 haged on the requirement of well defined vari-
ation of the Hamiltonian action and well defined Poisson
brackets (see also Ref.128). A consideration of the bound-
ary terms in the generators of canonical transformations
initiates an extension of the canonical formalism with in-
clusion of fields at the boundary 0. This important
problem has been formulated and studied in Refs.122 136,

V. THE GENERALIZED SYMMETRIZED NOETHER
CURRENT

From now we call the generalized Noether current J[0€]
(I3 and the generalized superpotential 8[d¢] ([T2]) as the
generalized canonical Noether current and the general-
ized canonical superpotential, respectively.
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Recall that the canonical current J[§€] contains deriva-
tives of a displacement vector V€, VV €. In this sec-

sym
tion, we construct a new current J #[0€], instead of the
canonical one J[0€], with the property that it does not
contain derivatives of d€. In other words, we search for

sym

T g =T o HoE°. (74)

Why is such a property important?

First, as we have remarked in Sec. [l and in Sec. TV
(see discussions after formulae (28]) and (73], respectiv-
elly), under the transition to canonical formalism the cur-
rent J[4€] becomes a generator of infinitesimal diffeomor-
phisms with the parameters €. Therefore this generator,
like generators of infinitesimal canonical transformations
in a field theory, should be proportional to parameters
of transformations only (like in (), and not should be
proportional to the derivatives. In the cases when deriva-
tives appear, one has to suppress them.

Second, the form (74)) is more compact. In the case
when a spacetime belongs to a group of motion (exact or
asymptotic), dynamic quantities presented by J[dx] and
based on Killing vectors dx of this group are constructed
with using all the tensors U, M and N. At the same time,

sym
dynamic quantities based on ([74)), presented by J [dx],

. . sYyMmgef  Sym
are constructed with using U = { U o *} only. Of
course, according to the Ockham’s razor argument, the
latter is preferred.

In Paper 1128 of the current series of works, we will
show that in manifestly generally covariant theories a

tensor U contains the canonical energy-momentum ten-
def

sor (EMT): t =
spin tensor (ST): s = {s™1p0] = 57 po }. It is well known
that in a general case canonical EMT is not symmetrical:
tvH #£ t* . Owing to this property, even for a field theory
in Minkowski space, it is not possible to construct a total
conserved angular momentum with using EMT only (it
is necessary to use ST as well). Thus, a total conserved
angular momentum is constructed as a sum of two terms
representing orbital and spin momenta. For a symmetri-
cal EMT the converse is true: a total conserved angular
momentum is constructed by using EMT only (without
an additional ST). Therefore, it is desirable to construct
a symmetrical EMT. Originally a procedure reconstruct-
ing a canonical EMT into a symmetrical EMT in a field
theory in Minkowski space (symmetrization procedure)
has been suggested in Belinfante’s works137:138139,

In the terms of the current, under the Belinfante sym-
metrization procedure a spin term disappears from the
explicit consideration. Therefore, the reconstruction of
the canonical current J[§€] into the current (74]) without
derivatives of 0€ (i.e., without the spin term) is just a
generalization of the Belinfante procedure. By the re-

{t",}, and a tensor M contains the

sym
quirement (74) the tensor U is equal to the general-

sym
ized symmetrized EMT t . However, one has to keep in
mind that in a general case a symmetrized EMT need not



be symmetrical (see, e.g., a symmetrized EMT for per-
turbation in GR on curved backgrounds in Refs.

Now, let us search for a generalized symmetrized

sym
Noether current J [0€]. Because a new current
has to be also differentially conserved, we construct

it by adding an antisymmetrical tensor Z[0&] =

11

{B[5¢] = 24 [5€]}, similarly to (BJ):

140,141y
ST def oy = v 1 po Iz
7 e < e 15) — (VB 15€) + 5B eI T,
(75)
We call this formula as a generalized Belinfante relation,
and a tensor B[d€] — as a generalized Belinfante tensor.
Assume that
B (58] = A OE™ + Bo MV 5oE” (76)
where
A = A B, Al = B, Buv (77)
def are tensors, which are to be determined. Then,
|

(78)

VB [5€] + %%PU SE]T* e = {%UAQ“” + %AJ"T“W + %Bxp"“Rka,}a} 5"

* BuL 1 Boo 1
aﬁ IJBQ —Ba oo — =
_|_{ 4 iu’_|_v H + P liu’

Substituting (7)), (1), (T8) into (TH) and equating co-
efficients at {6¢*}, {VdE}, {V(, V)66 }, one obtains

1

sym

* 1 1
0=M,"+A4,° — (VVBQWV + §BQ5PUT“W _ QBQPU#TﬁPG> :

0= Naﬁw + Ba(ﬁ'y)u_

The system (80)-(&T)) for A and B exactly coincides with
one in (63)-([64)); therefore, its solution is given by (Z0)-
([T). As a consequence of ([I]), one has

2

By lpole — §NA“[’M]. (82)

Substituting (70), B2) into (7)), we obtain

sym

1 o
U a b= (Ua'u - gN)\,up RAapa’)

* 2 [ = 1
+Vu |:Ma[wj] - g (v)\NaMHV] + §T[HpUNaV]pa :|

1 2 (= 1

it Ma[PU] _z Na)\[PU] —Tle HNad]sﬁ T ..

+2 |: 3 <V)\ + 9 € P
(83)

Note that the right hand side of (83) exactly coincides

with the left hand side of the Klein identity ([@). There-

BQPU“TﬁPU} V0™ + { =B "} V(, V56"

* s 1 - -
U a K= Ua'u - <VUA0¢# + §Aap T#PU> - §B>\p #R)\QPU;

the system of equations for determining the tensors A,
sym

B, U

(79)
(80)
(81)
[
fore, one can write also
sym
U ot =-1". (84)

Comparing formulae (76) with (G0), one finds that the
generalized Belinfante tensor coincides with the general-
ized canonical superpotential:

B (58] = 60 [5¢]
= {—Mahwl +2 <%ANQM + %T[“pgzvaﬂmf) } see

4
+ {—gzvaﬂ[ﬂ”l} Ve,
(85)
Combining this equality with (2), (G3) and (73]), one
finds that the generalized symmetrized superpotential Syam

. Sym sym
[0€] def {0lm] [5€] 297“’ [0€]} corresponding to the cur-



rent S?.J]m [0€] is equal to zero identically:

617 [5¢] = 0" [5€] — B[] =0.  (86)

Recall that

sym sym

Uat=1 ", (87)

then relation (84 is a proof of the claim that symmetrized

EMT Sgcm does not depend on divergences in the La-
grangian. Indeed, the right hand side of (84)) essentially
is defined by the variational derivative of the action (see
definition (26)), compare this also with Refs213:114 Al
ready in Refd%2, it was stated that the Belinfante pro-
cedure applied both to the Hilbert Lagrangian and to
the non-covariant Einstein Lagrangian (differed by a di-
vergence) give the same result. An analogous statement
(that divergences in Lagrangians do not influence the Be-
linfante operation) has been proved for perturbations on
a fixed curved background in GR in Refs 14914l and in
metric theories in the review of Petrov38.

Finally, we stress the following: The generalized Be-
linfante relation (78] with accounting for formulae (74,
[B4) (the latter has been obtained with the use of the
Klein identity (@) and (&) coincides with the bound-
ary Klein-Noether theorem (73)). Therefore the success
of the Belinfante approach is based on the Klein-Noether
system of identities ([46)-(@9) only.
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Appendix A: Main relations of the Riemann-Cartan
geometry

The goal of this Appendix is to introduce main formu-
lae of the Riemann-Cartan geometry, which are necessary
in the text, and to identify notations for a reader.

Let M be a (D + 1)-dimensional real manifold with

. d .
a coordinate system z ) {z"} defined on it. The

Riemann-Cartan geometry is given on M if smooth fields
1. of a symmetric covariant tensor (metric)

def

g = {gw (@)}, (A1)

9(uv) = Guv
and

2. of an affine connection compatible with the metric

@D,
T, (@), (A2)

are defined on M.

12

Because one sets that M presents a spacetime the metric
tensor g is of the Lorentzian signature:

signg = (-1,1,1,...,1). (A3)
——
D times
The metric determinant is denoted as
def
g = det{gu} (A4)

The connection I' is not symmetrical in lower indexes:

FA(W) a FA#V

and defines covariant derivatives of a vector V. =
{V#(z)} and an 1-form W = {W,(z)} by the rules

(A5)

def

VAVHE = O\VH 4+ TH AV, (AG)

d
VW, oW, — T W, (A7)
A compatible condition of a connection I' with a metric
g is presented as

V)\g#y - 8)\9;“/ - Fa,u)\gocu - Fau)\g,ua =0 (AS)

def

meaning that a tensor of non-metricity Q =

{Qxr ()} def {Vrgu ()} is equal to zero. Usually a
set (M, g,I') is denoted as C(1, D) and is called as the
Riemann-Cartan manifold.

The torsion tensor T </ {T*,.(z)} and the curvature

tensor R &/ {R"u(x)} are defined by the relation

(VuV, =V, V)V 1o v v+ RY,,, Ve
(A9)
and are expressed through the connection as follows

T)\,uv = _2F)\[Mu]; (AlO)

RK}\W/ = 8,urn)\u - 81/1—%)\# + Fﬁa,ura)\u - Fﬁavra)\,u-
(A11)
As is seen, the torsion tensor T is antisymmetric in lower
indexes:
A
T

=T (A12)

nZ
Rising or lowering indexes for a torsion tensor T, we re-
mark their places by coma. For example,
d d

T e, g T gregrSTA L (A13)

A compatible condition (AR permits to express a con-
nection I' trough both derivatives of the metric {Jagu. }
and the torsion tensor {T%,,} in an unique way. Thus,

FXMU = gkara,uu (A14)



where
r —1(89 + Ov9ap — Oaluv)
o, pv 21 nYav vYau aYpuv (A15)
+§ (T,u, av + Tu, ap Ta,,uu)
and
def
T>\7HV :j gAaTO‘H,,. (AlG)

In the Riemann-Cartan (D + 1)-dimensional geometry,
the fully covariant curvature tensor

def

Rnkuu = gmea)\uV (A17)

has (D + 1)2D? /4 essential components, is antisymmet-
rical both in the first pair of indexes:

R[nk]uu = Rn)\,uu (A18)
and in the second pair of indexes:
Rn)\[,uv] = Rn)\uua (Alg)

but, unlike Riemannian geometry, it is not symmetrical
in pairs of indexes:
Ruvix # R (A20)

Tensor R satisfies the generalized Ricci identities

RKP\MU] = V[)\T'{wj] + TKQ[XTO‘MU] (A21)
and the generalized Bianchi identities
ViR s = — R0 T o) (A22)

We need also in the torsion vector {T),}, modified tor-

. * def
sion tensor T =

{jtu} defined as

¥
{TAH,,} and modified torsion wvector

Ty = T%a; (A23)
* def
T = T + 60T, — 5,1y (A24)
T, < 12,0, (A25)
respectively, where §¥ is the Kronecker symbol. It is

easily to find a relation between the torsion vector and
the modified torsion vector:
Ty =—(D—-1)T,. (A26)

The Ricci and FEinstein tensors, and the curvature
scalar are defined as usual:

(A27)
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e 1
E,uv d:f R,uv - ggwR, (A28)
RY ¢°PR.s. (A29)
The first two are not symmetrical now:
R(,Lu/) 7& Ruu; E(#y) 7& EHV' (A?)O)

Contracting the Ricci identities (A21), one easily states
that an antisymmetrical part of the Ricci tensor satisfies
the identity:

1 * *
Ry = —§V>\T)\,w (A31)
where
%A déf Vi + 1T (A32)

is a modified covariant derivative. From the definition
(A32) it follows, first, that the commutator of modified
covariant derivatives is presented by

Vius Vi) = Vi Vi + (V1) (A33)

second, that for arbitrary two tensors A = {A% 5.} and

B = {B75...} the modified(!) formula of differentiating
their product (the modified Leibnitz rule):

Vi (A%, B 5.

* (A34)
= (V#Aa"'ﬁ..) BY s+ A% (VBT 5.)
takes a place. It is also equivalent to
Vi (A% 5. BY5.)
= (VA% 5 ) BY 5. 4+ A% g (V#BV'“J..,)
(A35)
The last formula represented in the form
AG (* B )

= V(A% B ) = (VA% ) BT

we call as the formula of a differentiation by parts, and
we use it actively.

The two times contracted Bianchi identities (A22) ac-
quire the form:

* 1 *

VMEMV = _Eﬂ)\Tkuu + §T7T’pURp<77ru' (A37)
Thus, in the Riemann-Cartan geometry, unlike Rieman-
nian geometry, the Einstein tensor (A28) is not con-
served.

The contorsion tensor K = {K*,,,} defined as

def

K = Ko (A38)

K}\,HV = 3 (Tu, 2wt Tu, Ap — T)\,uu)

> (A39)



is useful also. The contorsion vector defined as

K, K., (A40)
is expressed trough the torsion vector (A23]) as
K, =-T,. (A41)

The Gauss and Stockes formulae are modified essentially
with respect to ones in the Riemannian geometry and
have the form

§ do, Vv
o

[dwv,VH = (A42)
Q

* 1 1
de'[# VU]W“V + = de')\ T)‘W,W”V =5 jg ds,, WH,
b 22 2'82

(A43)
respectively. Here, {V#} and {W#"} are arbitrary con-
travariant vector and antisymmetrical contravariant ten-
sor, Wl = Wiv. Q and 9Q are an arbitrary (D 4 1)-
dimensional domain in C(1,D) and its D-dimensional
boundary; ¥ and 9% are an arbitrary D-dimensional hy-
persurface in C(1, D) and its (D — 1)-dimensional bound-
ary; the notations

dw def V79

(D + 1)!6%“1'“%an° Adx® AL

dx*P,

(A44)

A...dx®P, (A45)

def 4

ds,, = mgwjmazmmjfldxo‘l/\dx‘“/\...de‘D*1
(A46)
mean (D + 1)-, D- and (D — 1)-forms of elementary

volumes; € def {€apas...ap} 18 the fully antisymmetrical
(D + 1)-dimensional Levi-Civita symbol,

5[a0a1...ap] = anal...apu EOlQ...D = +17 (A47)
dx® are the basic 1-forms, a symbol A means a wedge
product.

Appendix B: Irreducible representations of a symmetric
group for two- and three-index quantities

To provide many of calculations we decompose tensors
onto irreducible representations of a symmetric group
(group of index permutations). In this Appendix, we
give main properties of such representations for 2- and
3-index quantities and formulae necessary in the text.
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1. The Young projectors for 2-index quantities

For 2-index quantities {A._#7} one has 2 Young dia-
grams only:

1

and , (B1)
to which the Young projectors:
. def 1
$(IT2)) Y 5 (12)+ 1) (82)
and

(21)) (B3)

()b

correspond. Projectors (B2)) and (B3)) act as follows

S([IT2) A7 =

and

a () AP = % (AP —A Py =4 P (Bs)
They are orthonormal:
$([I2) 3 ( $(72):
(B () ()
s(2))a (] ) =a (3 ) s (2 o

(A,,,BW—FA,,,V'B) :A”'(Bv) (B4)

N~

[

and present themselves a full set:

g()+a():1. (B7)

2. A transformation of the expression M,”'V.V5¢”
Using (B7), (B4) and (BE), one finds
M5 =1 M,P7
— (s +a () o
_3()MQIM+5L<>MCJjv

= M, B 4 M, 8],

(B8)

From here for an arbitrary vector & = {6£%(x)} one has

M,PINV V566 = M, PNV V0% + M, PV, V566
= M,V (,V3)06% + M,PIV |,V 5080
(B9)



Using in the last term the formula (A9) for a commutator
of covariant derivatives, one obtains

Vi Vade® = T Vade® + L R0 (B10)
Then the expression (BI) transforms into
M, PYV, V86 = {%REWMQ“} "
+ {—%TﬁmMaM} Vg™ + { Mo} V(, V5067
(B11)
3. The Young projectors for 3-index quantities

For 3-index quantities {A_#7°} one has 4 different
Young diagram:

o PO e [ oee
b) 37 1 .

L] 3 |

def
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In this case, there are two different full orthonormal sets
of the Young projectors. Their construction is carried
out as follows. For the sequence I from the beginning
one provides an antisymmetrization in indexes in a col-
umn, only after that one provides a symmetrization in
indexes in a line; for the sequence 11, inversely, from the
beginning one provides a symmetrization in indexes in a
line, only after that one provides an antisymmetrization
in indexes in a column. Thus

5 ( = % ((123) + (132) + (312) + (321) + (231) + (213)); (B13)
> %((123)— (132) + (213) — (231)) ; (B14)
I ' % ((123) — (213) + (132) — (312)); (B15)
' % ((123) — (132) + (312) — (321) + (231) — (213)) (B16)

and
2] % ((123) + (132) + (312) + (321) + (231) + (213)); (B17)
et % ((123) + (213) — (132) — (312)); (B18)
I lef % ((123) + (132) — (213) — (231)) ; (B19)
2] % ((123) — (132) + (312) — (321) + (231) — (213)). (B20)

As a result of action of the operator §(...) onto a 3-
index quantity, one obtains a symmetrical in correspon-
dent indexes quantity, and, analogously, after action of
the operator @ ( ... ) one obtains an antisymmetrical in
correspondent indexes quantity.

[
4. A transformation of the expression N.”"°V;V. V366
To transform the expression N,V sV, V35 we use

the set of projectors IT. Decompose the tensor N, #7)9 =
N,?7% onto irreducible with respect to this set parts:
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N8 =1 = (5 ([TT2EE)) +a 7Y )
=5 ([1[2[3]) N +a 2111 N, o0 4 31\ y s (B21)
def a8 + by PO + P+ d, P,
|
Here, Thus,
1" 5 ) N2 = N, (B22)
b, 510 9 < g 1|> N, 878 N6 = N (579) ¢ %Naﬂm] N ;Namﬂ. (B26)

(Naﬁ'ﬂs + Na'ﬂ% _ Naﬁé’v _ Naéﬁ'y)

2 4
=3 (N, — NP7 = gNaﬁh‘“; (B23)  Then

1
3

G NP7 = NP7 — 0 (B24)
NP0V sV, V566" = NoP10V 5V, V506
4 2
+§Naﬁ75v[5vﬂvﬁ5§“ + ENQWVNHVB]W.
.60 ded o ([213]) v pas (B27)
« - 1 « Here, to calculate 2-nd and 3-rd terms on the right hand
1 ( o 55 _66 6,8) side, firstly, we apply the formulae for the commutator
= = (N7 + N7 = N 77° — N7 of the type (A9), next, use a decomposition of a 2-index
3 1 9 quantity of the type (BI)), at last, apply again the for-
=3 (NPT — NP = gNa‘;[B'V]. (B25)  mula (A9). After collecting similar terms we obtain

4 1
gNan[(;vﬂvﬁaga = {gNN"T“WRHW} 5>
(B28)

2 1 2 2
+ {gNaMV <§TJMUT[5>\U + Rﬁkyu) _ gNkﬁmlR)\a;w} Vp6E> + {gNaﬁ,uuT'yuu} V(7V5)6§°‘;

2 @ 1 v 1o K K a
gNaéﬁ’Yvév['yvﬁ]ég = {gNNA“ (§T HVR axe — VR ozul/) } 55
1

Ly 8 Lo mp Buv pr o J 1y qurs o (B29)
+1 5N VAT s+ 517w TP | = N Ry ¢ Va06% 4+ 4 SN T 4V, V5060,

Substituting (B28)) and (B29) into (B27), we obtain finally

1 1
Na'@V‘SV(;VWV,gé{“O‘ = {_gN;q)\MU (V)\Rma;,w + §TUHVRH01>\U) } 5501

1 1% 1 o v K (0% B3O
+ gNaM 2RP \ 0 + VAT 0, + 5T WT%) — N R W} V8¢ (B30)

+{NPTY 1} V(,V5)66% + {NoP 7%} V5V, V) 562,

Appendix C: Transformation of the Klein identities
1. Three useful identities %u [%,ﬁ‘“’ + %HPUT“W} = 0; (C1)

For arbitrary tensors {#* = g»}, {g,m = 4,4}
and {0,°*"] = 0,%#} the identities
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tiation by parts and collect similar terms.

WY 4 29 pOTTH = __RA po.
Va {Vyt% + 20a T pg] o 2R apo O\ (C2) 3. Representation of the Klein identity ([39) in the form

@3)
* * 1
v, {VU%BW " §9aBpUT“pa] We transform (B9]) step by step as follows.
1
2

1. In vV, M,"* the quantity M,"* is decomposed onto

irreducible parts with correspondence to the for-

mula (BS):

%u M, — %u M8 4 g (B

= (_RAapao)\ﬁpg + Rﬁ)\poeaApg) ;

take a place. Let us prove, for example, the 1-st one.
Using the formulae for commutators of the types (A9)

and ([A33)), one has

* * " 2. In LN AM¥V,T#,, a differentiation by parts is pro-
v . v 3 (0% Hnv
v;,e (VVHM ) = V[yVV] or = vided:
v 1 A v 1 Av 1 v A
(VUT) 07 = 5T 0N & R 4 5RO iy g, 79,
* * 1 1 * x e il o

() o= (Jre )+ (Br) 0 =N 4 (3N 10

+ R GHY 3. The term %No/\’“’ (%TUWTB,\U) is rewritten in the

way:

The sum of the 1-st and 3-rd terms with taking into ac-
count ([A24) is equal to %NQAW (%TUWT5M> = % <%NQ[P|“AT|”]M> T8,

1 = 1+ =
VA (AT, = 00T, + T2 ) = =VaT -
2v>\ ( w vin 1 ) QV’\T i 4. The terms %NQA“”R%W—NAWVRAQW are repre-

sented as
Then, keeping in mind the identity (A3])), one obtains
2 1

ﬁnally _NQ)\,LLI/RL‘})\#V _ N)\ﬁ#URAa#V — _gN)\ﬁpgR)\apU

* * v * 1 v 1 /4 Apo pf 4 Bpo pA

V,U‘ (VVQ# ) = —VA <§T)\‘u,y9'u‘ ) +§ <§Na R )\pa’ - §N>‘ R apo :
that coincides exactly with (CI). The identities (C2)) and 5. The above points [[H4l are taken into account in the
(C3) are proved analogously. identity ([B9), and the expression

V. (—%%ANQMM + %Na[BIpUT\u]pa)

2. Representation of the Klein identity (38)) in the form +%# (%ANQBM + Na(ﬁ\paTm)pg)
#2)
is added and subtracted in the left hand side of
To transfer from the foimula B8) to the formula ([@2) @J). Then the left hand side of [39) acquires the
it is enough in —%N,QA“”VAR"QW to provide a differen- form:

1
(Uaﬁ - gJ\]Aﬂf“’z#ap(,)
+%u (M [Bu] _ —V,\N AlBu] 4= N ﬁlpoT\u] ) M, lpo] _ E%AN Apo] + lN lplrAplo] )\) Tﬁp
3 3 « 3 (o7 K
1 i 4 .
+w( o P10 7\ NG A 4 N, Bleo Tl g) 5 <§ YT N po = 5N RAapc,)

* 1
+V, (gNa“pUTBpa> Vu (——VAN AlBul 3N [Blpoplu] U) Vu (VAN BuA 4 Na(ﬂ\paTlu)pa) .

6. Here, the sum of the last three terms is transformed to the form
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%NO/B[’“’], one can see that

x| x 2 1/4
— N, Bux — Z N ABr] — (=N Pl ) 71 . T
Ve {VA ( 3 T2\3 ’ = {VA (éNamuAJ> 1 (éNamm) Tupa}
= —%u (%/\Na(ﬁ”)‘) 1/4 ’ 42 ’
. Apo pB _ = Bpo pA —
_%H |:%)\ (%Na,@[u)\]> +% (gNaB[pa]> T“pa:| +2 (3Na R Apo 3N)\ R apd) =0.

where the decomposition (B26) has been used. o . . .
In the result the Klein identity (39) is represented in

7. At last, setting in the identity (C3) 6,°** =  the equivalent form:

1
(Uaﬁ - gNAﬁpURAapa'
. 2 1 1 2 1
+v, <Ma[m N A gNa[ﬁpaTlu]pg) ‘s <Ma[pd] 23N, o) gNa[memm) i, (C4)

+6# (Ma(ﬁu) + %/\Naﬁw + Na(ﬁlpUTlu)pg) _ 6#%ANQ(6AM) = _]aﬁ;

4. The proof of the formula (58]

(R = VisT#ox) = T s TP 07

DN =

"o
The identity (C2)) after using the antisymmetry prop- Agl =

erty of the curvature tensor (AIg)) transforms to
But the expression in the parenthesis is equal to zero by

the Ricci identity (A27]). Thus,

* * 1
Vi [Vl 4 SO o | = SR 07 (C5)

1
2

A" =0.
Using this identity for the expression A_¢#* (57, one

obtains
H Appendix D: The solution to the system of equations (2]

1 - @)

AJM = 5 (Rumjk - VHTHV)\ - TMPHTPV)\) 9,“])\

In this Appendix, essentially basing on the results of

the Appendix [B3] we give the full solution to the system
Taking into account the property (B8], one can write also of equations

* 1 1
(VUAOLHV + §AapaTHpa'> + §BAPUHR)\apU = UO(“ + Ia“; (Dl)
* 1 1
_Aaﬁ,u + <V)\Baﬁ'u)\ + §BaﬁpgTﬂpa’ - §BapgﬂTﬁpa') = Maﬁﬂ; (D2)
—B,Bn = N B, (D3)
[
1. Determination of the tensor B reducible with respect to its contravariant indexes parts:

Ba)\uu _ aa)\uu +baAuV _i_ca)\uu +da)\uu

where
Using the full set of the Young projectors IT (BI7) — des
([B20), decompose the tensor { B, N = B, A} onto ir- a M = g ( ) B M = B, M) = 0



b 5 (

Consequently,
BMY = b MY e MY (D4)
. def Ay def
By the construction, the tensors b = {b,**} and ¢ =
{ca™*} have the following properties of symmetry:
ba)‘[l“’] = bak“”; (D5)
baP\MU] = bakwj; (DG)
co ML = e M (D7)
Then from (D4)), (DE) and (D7) one has
B, Bm —p Brn, (D8)

Substituting this result into (D3]), one obtains the equa-
tion:

by P = — N, Brm (D9)

that has to determine tensor b.
Recall the symmetry properties (23)) and [@9) for the
tensor N:

N, = N A (D10)

Ny = 0. (D11)

Using them and the definition (BI4) of the Young pro-
211 | ), one finds that

jector § ( 3
§< ?)) 1|> XMU*N(X)\MU.

(D12)

On the other hand, by the symmetry property (D),

(1211 ) v 4 oww
5(3 )ba —3ba .

(D13)

19

Combining the last two formulae and (HEI) one obtains

~ 2]~| Apy 4 21| )\HV
()= (B o

Now, act onto both sides of this equality by the Young
projector a( 2 1|) (BiS). Then, taking into account

(DI2), (DI0), (DI3) and the property by ™) = 0, one

(D14)

gets
Apv 4 Alpr]
b = — 2N, (D15)
Substituting this result into (D4)), one finds finally
4
Ba)\HV = _gNa)\[MU] + Ca)\u (D16)

One needs an antisymmetrical part of this quantity:
B, Pl =

_g (N — N7 ) g e
2

2l (D17)
3

where properties (D7) and (DI0) have been used.

2. Determination of the tensor A

Rewriting the equation (D2)) as

A = — M, — M () V)\B ()X
+ (%ABQ[‘W])‘ — %T“WBQ[PU]V + §Ba“[pg]T"pg) ,

substituting here the expressions (D3) and (DI7), and
taking into account the identity (@8], one obtains

A — a4 2 <VAN N 2T[umN Voo >

+ (%)\ca‘“’)‘ + ¢ el ]pg) .
(D18)

3. The use of the equation (DI

Up to now only the equations (D2) and (D3)) from the
system (DI) — (D3)) has been used. Now, turn to the
equation (DIJ). Substitution of the expressions (DI6) and
(DI8) into (DI)), and taking into account the Klein iden-

tities (@1) — (@9) lead to

%# [ﬁjcakuu + ca[)“P"T‘“]pg}

1 ) 1
+5700 {V#ca’”” " ca[P‘“T'ULK} + 5 B apac:" = 0.

After taking into account the identity (C3]) and using the
symmetry property (D7) this equality transfers to

(RM[WPU] - V[TI'THpa'] - T”g[ﬂ-Tapg]) co"P? = 0.



The last, by the Ricci identities (A2]]), is satisfied iden-

tically with an arbitrary tensor c.
Thus, the general solution to the system of equations

(DI) — (D3) are presented by the formulae (DI6) and
(DI8) where {c ¥ = ¢, is undefined tensor. In

section [[V] we show why without loss of a generality one
can set ¢, MM = 0.
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