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Abstract

The quadratic gravity constraints are reformulated in terms of the Newman—Penrose-like
quantities. In such a frame language, the field equations represent a linear algebraic system
for the Ricci tensor components. In principle, a procedure for the combination of the Ricci
components with standard geometric identities can be applied in a similar way as in the case
of general relativity. These results could serve in various subsequent analyses and physical
interpretations of admitted solutions to quadratic gravity. Here, we demonstrate the utility of
such an approach by explicitly proving general propositions restricting the spacetime geometry
under assumptions on a specific algebraic type of curvature tensors.
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1 Introduction

In 1915, Albert Einstein finished his theory of general relativity (GR) [I], which provided a ge-
ometric description of gravity in terms of curved four-dimensional spacetime. FEinstein’s theory
brought dozens of surprising implications during more than a century of its analyses and astrophys-
ical applications. However, simultaneously with its formulation, there appeared concerns about
the possibility of solving its highly complicated nonlinear field equations. These doubts were al-
layed almost immediately by Karl Schwarzschild and his famous spherically symmetric solution [2].
Unfortunately, the Schwarzschild spacetime also uncovered difficulties related to physical interpre-
tation and insecurity of employing a particular coordinate choice. In the following decades, the
construction of coordinate-independent quantities, revealing the true nature of a given gravita-
tional field, become crucial. The conceptually important step within the coordinate-independent
analysis was to express studied quantities in terms of their frame components. The privileged role
within the frame approaches to Einstein’s theory plays the Newman—Penrose (NP) formalism [3]
employing a null vector basis, see subsection for its summary. The spacetime description in
terms of the frame projections allows one to invariantly define the ansatz geometry, e.g., admitting
specific null congruences or special algebraic structure of related tensors, and then try to find and
discuss its explicit form restricted by the field equations and geometric identities. Importantly, this
formalism naturally reflects distinct parts of a gravitational field and its peeling properties. The
generalization of NP formalism becomes important also in studies of higher-dimensional GR [4H7].

Even though GR has beyond doubt proved its ability to describe various strong-field gravi-
tational situations and processes, there remain important theoretical issues unclarified. One can
think, e.g., about its combination with quantum field theory or the nature of singularities that
necessarily occurs in its solutions. Attempts to solve these open problems typically consider ad-
ditional fields or various modifications of GR, see e.g. reviews [SHITI]. Alternatively and more
pragmatically, one can study modified gravities to analyze the unique position of GR in the space
of general metric theories of gravity. From this perspective, the simplest extension of GR cor-
responds to the quadratic gravity (QG) [I2HIF] including all possible curvature squares into the
Einstein-Hilbert action, see also subsection [[LTl Such a class of theories may directly solve some
of the open problems (however, simultaneously it introduces new ones), or it may be understood
as a higher-order correction to GR induced by some unknown final theory.

To better understand QG and its implications on a geometric level, the exact solution analysis
becomes important, see, e.g., QG counterparts to the classic Schwarzschild black hole [I6HI9] or
algebraically special geometries [20]. It is extremely interesting to compare solutions to QG with
those to GR. However, to do so one has to invariantly define the same geometric ansatz, and
therefore, the extension of the Newman—Penrose formalism for the case of quadratic gravity seems
to be very natural starting point. This is thus the main aim of our contribution.

The paper is organized as follows. In the introductory section [Il we summarise concepts of QG
and NP formalism. In section2] the NP form of the QG field equations is derived which represents
our main result. Two simple examples of its use are subsequently discussed, see section[3l Finally,
in appendix [Al the geometric NP identities are summarized, in appendices [B] and [C] we compare
various conventions related to the NP formalism, and in the last appendix[D] the QG field equations
are listed in the fully explicit form.

1.1 Quadratic gravity

The vacuum quadratic gravity can be introduced via its action as

1
g = / [E(R —2A) — a CapeaC™ + b R?| \/—gd'z, (1)



where R is the Ricci scalar, Cypeq is the Weyl tensor, k, a and b are coupling constants of the theory,
and A stands for the cosmological term, see, e.g., [[2HI5]. Due to the Gauss—Bonnet theorem, this
represents the most general class of four-dimensional quadratic theories. Subsequently, the least
action principle 65 = 0 leads to the 4th order field equations in the form

1 1 1
E (Rab - §Rgab + Agab) —4a Bab + 2b (Rab - ZRgab + gabD - vavb) R = 0; (2)

where B,y is the Bach tensor defined as
cyord 1 cd
Bap = (v Vit SR ) Cacbd » (3)

which is symmetric, trace-less, covariantly constant, and conformaly re-scaled, i.e.,
Bab = Biay Bag™ =0, Bapcg™ =0, Gup=Lgw = B =Q *Bu. (4)
The field equations trace yields immediately the condition for the scalar curvature, namely
R = 6bkJR 4 4A . (5)

To employ the Newman—Penrose-like approach to the discussion of admissible gravitational fields
in quadratic gravity we separate the Ricci tensor contribution in (). Substituting the Bach tensor
@) and grouping all terms with the Ricci tensor we thus get

1
<E —+ 2bR> Rab — 2aRCdCacbd + Zab = 05 (6)

where Z,; is a shorthand for

1/1 1
Zap = _E (ERgab - Agab) —4a VCVdcvu,cbd —2b (ZRgab - gabD + vavb) R. (7)

1.2 The Newman—Penrose quantities

To set up the notation and fix the conventions, we summarize essential definitions of the Newman—
Penrose formalism [ Subsequently, the geometric constraints including the commutation relations,
the Ricci and Bianchi identities are listed in the appendix [Al Let us introduce the null orthonor-
mal frame {k,l,m m}, where k, | are real null vectors and m, m are complex null vectors,
respectively. They are normalized as

k-l=-1, m-m=1, (8)
with other combinations being vanishing. The metric thus becomes
Gab = —2k(alp) + 2mg1my) . 9)
Freedom in a choice of the frame is given by the Lorentz transformations, namely
e boost in the plane of null vectors k and I with a positive parameter A:
E* s AR, 1% A1 m® — m®, (10)
e rotation in the transverse space of vectors m and m encoded in a real parameter O:

k® — k2, 1% e, me — e ©me, (11)

I Here we follow the notation of classic book [21] while its relation to other common sources [22}23] is summarized
in the appendix



e null rotation with k fixed given by a complex parameter B:
E*—k*,  m®e—m®+Bk*,  1“—1“+Bm"+ Bm"+ |B*k“,
e null rotation with ! fixed given by a complex parameter E:
1% 1, m® —m® + El°, kv k*+ Em®+ Em® + |E* 1.
The covariant derivative components in the frame vector directions are denoted by

D=k"V,, A=I1°V,, §=m"V,, 6=m"V,.

(12)

(13)

(14)

To characterize the above derivatives acting of the frame vectors we define the spin coefficients as

K= —kapm®k", v =lapm®l’, €= % (Mapm®k” — ko pl°K")
p= —ka;bm“mb , = la;bﬁlamb , 8= % (ma;bmamb — ka;blamb) ,
o= —kepm®m®, A = lgpm®m?, v = % (Lapk®1® — mgpm®1®)
7= —kapym®l®, 7= lapm®k? o= % (lapk®m® — mgpm®m®) .

The Weyl tensor null tetrad independent components are
Vo = Copeak®mPkem?
Uy = Cupegk®km?
Uy = Cupeak®mPmeld = % abeak 0 (k1Y — mem?)
U3 = Cupeal “kP1m?

Uy, = Cabcdlamblcﬁld,

(15)

(16)

and the projections of the Ricci tensor (or equivalently its traceless part Sqp = Rap — iRgab) can

be introduced as

1
Do = §Rabkakbv
1 a, b 1 a,=b
Do = §Rabl€ m’, P19 = §Rabk m’,
1 a1b a,~b 1 a, b 1 —a-b
‘I)HZZRab(k?l + mm®), o2 = 5 Raymm”, 20 = 5 Rapmm
1 1
By = —Rapl®m?, gy = — Rapl®m?,
2 2
1
Doy = §Rablalb,

with the trace R = 2R, (m“mb — k“lb) which implies

1
Rkl = fZR +28, Rayym®m® = =R + 2®4; .

(17)



2 Quadratic gravity constraints

The quadratic gravity field equations (6), expressed in terms of the null frame {k,l,m ,m}, take
the form

0=—4a[PrWg + Po2Wg — 2P10W; — 2001 U1 + Poo(V2 + Us)]

1
+ 2 (E + QBR) Doo + Z(0)(0) 5 (19)
0=—4a [Py ¥y + P1oWy — 2811 (Vs + Wy) + Py U + Py Vs
1 R
+ (E + QbR) (2‘1)11 — Z) + Zoy1) » (20)

=—da [Py Vg — 201101 + PaUy + Poy (Vo — 2U3) + Do W3]
( + sz) Doy + Z(oy(2) (21)
— 4a[ P2 (Vg + Wa) — 201U 3 — 2091 U3 + Pa Wy + Pog Wy
( ) Do2 + Z(1)(1) 5 (22)

=—4a @22\111 + @12( 2V, + \IJQ) + ®go W3 — 2(1)11\113 + @10@4}

2 (E + ZBR) D12+ Z(1)(2) 5 (23)
0=—4a [@QQ\IJO — 2@12\111 + (I)OQ(\I/Q + \TIQ) — 2@01@3 + @00@4}
1
2 (E + QBR) Doz + Z(2)(2) 5 (24)
0=—4a [Py V) + P1oW; — 2813 (Vs + Vo) + Py U + Py W3]
1 R
+ (E + QEJR) <2(I)11 + Z) + Z2)@3) s (25)

where components of the Weyl and Ricci tensors are defined by (I8) and (), respectively. The
symbols Z .y = Zabe(g)e(g) stand for the frame components of Z,; given by (@), e.g., Z(0)0) =
Zapk®kb and Zy2) = Zapl®m? ete. In principle, the above system of equations can be understood
as algebraic constraints on the Ricci tensor components which have to be further combined with
the geometric conditiond? listed in appendix [Al

2In fact, the same approach is applied in the context of vacuum Einstein’s general relativity, where the Ricci
tensor components are also directly restricted by the field equations. However, in such a case (a =0 =1b) the
constraints are very simple with all components (I7)) vanishing and R = 4A.



Finally, to be fully explicit we express all relevant projections of the Z,;, tensor, i.e.,
Z()(0) = — 4aB gy + 2b [(e +&DR —DDR — &R — kdR] ,
1 P~ —
Zioy) = — 4B ) + 5 (R 2A) + 25[ ~R*—(y+75-pu—p)DR
- (p+p)AR+ADR+ (a« —B+7)SR — 06R
+(a—ﬂ+T)SR—55R} ,
Z(o)(2) = — 4aBf ) + 26 [FDR — DOR — kAR + (¢ — €)0R)],
Z1ya) = — 4aB(1 (1) +2b [ v+ 9)AR — AAR + v6R + UOR]
Z(2)(2) = — 4aB5) + 20 [ DR — 0AR + (—a+ B)0R — 66R] ,
1 -
Zia)s) =~ 4aBy(s) Qk(R 20) + 25[ -+ (r+7 - DR
—~DAR+ (p—€e—&AR—ADR+ (—a+ 3 +7—7)0R
+ (7 —T)R + 853} ,

(26)

(32)

where B(Zc )d) = BaZbe(Z’)e(Z) represents the Ricci-independent part of the Bach tensor corresponding

to the second covariant derivative of the Weyl tensor, namely
ab - vcv Cacbd
Explicitly we get
B(ZO)(O) =56Ug — D6V — 6DV, + DDV, + ADWg + 6AT, + (27 — Ta — 5)0¥g

+ (5a+ f — 3m)DW, — RAU, — 50U, + (3e 4+ &+ Tp)dV,
— (e +E+6p)DWy + ROVy — 56Uy + 4kDW3

(33)

+ Wo[av +4a(Ba+ B) — (e + e+ 3p)A + 7(m — Ta— B) + &(u — 4v) + DX — 4da + 07]

+ 20126\ + R(y — ) + p(57 — 9 — 28) + (B + 27) + €(27 — 4o — B) + (7 — )
+ Da — D7 + de + 25p]

+ 35 k(3o + B — 3m) — KT + p(e + €+ 3p) — 06 — Dp — 6k

+ 2W3[k(e — € — 5p) + Ko + D] + 2W4k? + c.c.,

B(ZO)(U =0AT; — DATy — 66Ty + D6V — AAT, — 6T
+20DW; + (27 — o+ B)AY + A6, + (24 — i — 27)0%,
+ (i — 3u)DUy + (2p — € — ) AUy + (a — B — 27)dWs + (T + 37)6 ¥,
+ (28 — 7 — 27)DW3 — kA3 + (€ + € — 2p)dWU3 — 200V3 + oDV, + k6T,
+ Wo A4y — p+ i) + v(a— B —271) — 6]

+ 20 [y(a— B —27) = A(B+7T+27) + (B — a+27) + (o — 1) + v(e + & — 2p)

+Dv — 67 + oy
+ 3Wslkv + u(2p — € — &) — fip + 7T + Ao+ 7(27 — a + B) — Dp + 67]

+ 20k —2u—Y)+e(B—T—T) +&B—71) + p(T —2B8+27) +0(a — § — 27)

+ DB — D1 — d0]
+ Uy[k(48 —T —7)+ o(e+ €—2p) + Do] + c.c.,

(35)



B(ZO)(Q) =0ATy — DAT, — 56T, + DTy
+vDWq + (7 — 3a + B)AW, + (u — i — 47)6 ¥
+(2y —2u+ @)Dy + (€ — €+ 3p)AV; + (3o — B — m)6V; + (28 + 7 + 47)5¥4
— (7 +37)DVs — 26AV, — (€ — €+ 3p)0Ws — 300Ws + 20DV3 + 2k6V5
+ Uo[(4y — p)(Ba — B — ) + fi(da — ) + V(€ — € — 3p) — AT + Dv — 467 + o]
+ 201 260 + (u— ) (€ — €+ 3p) — i(2p + €) + (B +27)(7 — 3a + B) + T (1 — @)
+ Dy — Dy + 68 + 267]
+3WUs[k(ii — 2p) + 7p+ o(3a — B —7) + (e — €+ 3p) — DT — 6]
+2U5[k(28 — T —27) + 0(€— € — 3p) + Do + 2V ko
+ 600, — DUy — DéW, + DD
—2X6Uq + 3ADV; + oAV, + (47 — 3a — )0,
+ (@ + B —57)DWy — kAU, + (€ — €+ 5p)Ws — 00Uy
+ (3¢ — € — 4p)DW3 — 3R6 U3 + kdW3 + 2ED W,
+ Wo[A(5a + B — 37) — vo — 6]
+ 20 (ko +a(a+B) + 727 —3a—B) — AN4p+€) +o(fi —7) + D\ — éa + 07
+ 3Ws[2R\ — kji + 7t(e — €) + p(47 — & — B) + o7 — D7 + 67
+2U3(k(B —7) + R(B — 47) — 06 + (p — €)(e — €+ 2p) + Dé — Dp — 6k&)
+ Uy[k(5€ — € — 3p) + ko + DF], (36)

B(Zl)(2) =AAT; — AdTy — AT, + 56T
— 20ATg + (4p — 37y +7) AT + 3v6¥; — 26Uy
+ DUy + (57 — @ — B) AWy + (v — 7 — 5u)6 Wy + A5y
— ADVU3 — 30AW3 + (a+ 33 — 47)6U3 + 2000,
+ Uolv(5y — 7 — 3u) + A\v — Av]
+ 20 [v(@ — A1) + Dl —7) = AN+ (v — p) (v — 5 — 2u) — Ay + Ap + §v
+3Ws[u(dr —a — B) + Ar — Up + 2v0 + 7( — ) + AT — 61
+ 2Us[k0 — o(F +4p) + 721 —a —3B) + B(@a+ B) + A(p—€) — Ao + 68 — 67
+ Uy[—KA +o(a+ 58— 37) + 0]
— ADU3 4+ A§Uy + 6DU, — 6005
— 20\AV; — 206U + 20DWs + (37 + 7) AWy + (§ — v + 31)6 U3 + 3A6 U,
+ (v =7 —=3a)DU3 + (25 — p — 26)AV3 + (a — 36 + 7)0¥3 — (2a + 47 + 1) V3
+ (36 —a—7)DUy — RAU, + (464 p — p)oVy
+2UoA7 + 20 [(A(y — 5 — 3f) + (2 — 27 — 1) — A}
+3WABB—T—a)+T(Ba—v+7) +(p—2p) + a1 + AR + 6]
+2W3[277 + (€ — p)(y — 7 — 3) — p(3 + 22) + 7(7 — B) + (@ + 27)(a — 35+ 7)
— Ae+ Ap — da — 267
+WalR(y =7 —3a) + p(4B — 7) + pla =36 +7) +4e(38 — 7 —a) — a7
— AR + 45¢€ — 6p), (37)



B(Zw) =AAT) — AdT; — AT, + 56T,

+ (2 — Ty +7) AV + v6¥g — 06V,
+ 7DV + (77 — a+ 3B)AV; + (57 — 7 — 3u)0W¥; + A0,
— ADVy — 50AW, + (@ — B — 67)6Uy + 400W3
+ Wolu(p — Ty +73) +v(@— B —37) + v(da — ) + 47(3y — ) — A\
—4Ay + Ap + ov]
+ 201 2v0 — (e +2p) + M — a) + (§ — 27) (B + 27) + (1 — 7) (5T — & + 28)
+ AB 4 2AT + §y — 0p)
+ 33Uk + Ap + (37 —F — 3pu) + 7(37 — a + B) — Ao — §7]
+2U3[—kA + o(@+ B — 57) + 0] + 2¥40°
+ DDV, — D§T5 — 6DTU5 + 500,
— 4\6U + 5ADUy + 0 AWy + (@ — B+ 67)50,
+(B—3a—77)D¥3 — kA3 + (¢ — 56+ 3p)6U3 — 003
+ (Té — € — 2p)DVy — ROWy + K6V,
+2UoA? + 20 M@ + B — 57) — Do — )]
+ 3Us k¥ + A(3€ — € — 3p) + fio + 7 (@ — B+ 37) + DA + 7]
+2U32RA — k(20 +7) + o(F — B) + (p — €)(2a — B+ 57) + (e — 2€) (27 + @)
—Da — 2D7 — §¢ + 7]
+ Uy[k(4B — 7) + R(B — a —37) + (p — 4€)(e — 3e+ p) — 00
+ 4Deé — Dp — 67|, (38)

Bly1) =AAT, — A§U5 — 6AV; + 560,
—AvAT + (7 + 7 + 6u) AUy + 506Wy — D6y
+7DWs 4+ (31 —a — 58)AVs — (37 + 7 + Tu)dWs + AW
—ADVU, — cAV, + (@ + 78 —27)00,
+2Wg? + 204 [v(y — 5 — bu) + A\ — Ay
+3Ws[u(y + 7+ 3p) + v(@+ 38— 37) — A\ — o + Ap + 6V
+2W3[7(e — p) + AMa +27) +v(27 —a — 4B8) + 3(1 — B) + u(57 — 2a — 96) + 2vo

— A+ AT — 0y — 264]

+ Wyl + Np — 4de) —o(y+7 +3u) +4B(38 + a) + (1 — & — 75)

— Ao + 468 — 07| + c.c., (39)

where c.c. denotes the complex conjugation. Finally, the Bach tensor can be constructed as

Boy0) =B{y0) + P20¥0 + PoaWo — 2010W1 — 2001 Uy + Poo (P2 + ¥2), (40)
Boy1) =By + Pa1W1 + @1a¥y — 2011 (Vs + Us) 4 D1 U + P13, (41)
Boy2) =B{h)(2) + Pa1Wo — 281101 + By (Vg — 2Us) + P2y + Poo V3, (42)
B1)(2) ZB(Zl)(g) + Do W + P12(—2Ws + Wy) + PaVy — 2011 U3 + P19y, (43)
B)(2) :B(ZQ)(Q) + O W — 2B150 + P (Vs + Uo) — 2001 U3 + PPy, (44)
By ZB(Zl)(l) + Dop(Uo + Wy) — 20155 — 2001 U + Do Wy + Pog Uy . (45)

40
41
42

44
45

Since m is a complex vector, we have, e.g., B(O)(g) = B(0)(3), and since the Bach tensor is trace-less,
z

it holds B(g)(1)

= B(z)(3), actually also B, ) = B()s)-



3 Applications

To illustrate efficiency of the above general approach we analyze scenarios corresponding to special
algebraic properties of the Ricci and Weyl tensors, respectively. This implies a specific behavior
of privileged null geodesic congruence defining the Kundt and/or Robinson—Trautman classes in
terms of its twist, shear, and expansion. In such important cases we discuss algebraic structure of
the Bach tensor.

3.1 Restrictions following from a special form of the Ricci tensor

Let us use NP formalism to prove Propositions 1.2 and 1.1 in [26] in four dimensions. The original
proof using higher-dimensional NP formalism was cleverly based on the analysis of dominant boost
weights, however, here we can proceed fully explicitly.

3.1.1 Proof of Proposition 1.2

First, let us prove Proposition 1.2, namely that a vacuum solution to quadratic gravity with
traceless Ricci type I, i.e., the Ricci tensor of the form (using the frame {£, 1, m®}, see [26])

Rab = Agap + Oi(lam? + mD ) + ' laly, Gk # 0, (46)

and aligned Weyl tensor of Petrov type II, or more special, is necessarily Kundf.
Therefore, using the NP formalism notation, ¥y = ¥; = 0 and the Ricci tensor is of the form
(using the frame {k®, 1% m® m})

Rab = 2@22kakb - 2q)12(kamb + makb) - 2@21(kamb + makb) + Agab ) (47)

where A :COIISt.7 i.e., (I)OO = (I)Ol = (1)10 = (I)ll = (1)02 = (I)QQ =0.

Using the above assumption on the Petrov type II or III, the Bianchi identities imply k¥ =0
(@20) or kP35 = 0 ([IZI)), respectively. For type III or N and @15 # 0, the Bianchi equations imply
kP19 = 0 (I24)), while for ®12 = 0 it follows that kP22 = 0 (I30). Therefore, in all possible cases
we obtain

k=0, (48)

and the multiple PND congruence generated by k is necessary geodetic.
Further, let us assume that the congruence is affinely parametrized and the frame is paralelly
propagated along this congruence, i.e.,

e=0, m=0. (49)
Now, it is convenient to discuss specific Petrov types separately:
e Type IT (¥y = Uy =0): the QG field equation ([9]) simplifies to —4aB(ZO)(O) =0,
By o) =DD¥y — 6pDW;5 + 3W5(3p* — 96 — Dp) + c.c. = 0, (50)
and using the Ricci and Bianchi identities (I03) and (IZI)) for type IT it implies
306(Vy +Uy) =0, (51)

and therefore
oc=0. (52)

Equivalently, it immediately follows from ([[24]) that 3c%5 = 0 and thus o = 0.

3By the definition, the Kundt family of geometries admits a non-twisting, shear-free, and non-expanding null
geodesic congruence [24][25]



The field equation 21 reduces to —4aB(ZO) 2) = 0 which gives

BZy ) =DoW — 3rDWy — 3p0W, — 3Wy(~3pr + Dr) — 6Dy — D3%, + DDy (53)
+ (& + B)DWy + 55605 — 4pDT5 + 3Us(—(a + B)p + 6p)
+2W3(2p° — Dp) = 0.
Using geometric identities (I03)), (I04), (12, (1), (22), ([ZF), and we obtain
—4ppP12 =0, (54)

and therefore
p=0. (55)

The spacetime has to belong necessarily to the Kundt class.

Type IIT (¥y = ¥; = ¥y = 0): the QG field equation (I9) is automatically satisfied, while
equation (2I)), namely —4aB(ZO)(2) =0, reads

B2y = 20DW5 + 2W3(—3po + Do) + DDU3 — 4pD W5 + 2U5(25° — 06 — Dp) = 0. (56)

Using (I03), (I02), (22), (I25), [@I30), it implies (together with its complex conjugate)
(00 4+ pp)®12 + 0pP21 =0, (57)
(07 + pp)P21 + 3pP12 = 0. (58)
To have ®15 # 0, the determinant should be vanishing, i.e.,
(05)? + (pp)? + 05pp = 0. (59)
We thus get 0 = 0 and p = 0 and the spacetime has to be Kundt.

Type N (Up = ¥; = Uy = U3 = 0): the Bianchi identity (I28) simplifies to —2pP15 = 0 and
we immediately get that either p = 0 or ®15 = 0. Taking p = 0, the Ricci identity (I03), i.e.,
Dp = p? + 06, implies 0 = 0. In the case ®15 = 0 combined with the Weyl type N, the QG
field equations (I9) and (ZI)) are automatically satisfied, while the equation (24]) becomes
f4aB(Z2)(2) = 0, namely

By gy = 2W40” + DDy — 20DV + Uy(p* — 05 — Dp) = 0. (60)
Using (I03), (I02), (@23), (I26), (I29) it takes the form
— 400, =0 (61)

and we get ¢ = 0. Moreover, a combination of the Bianchi identities (I28) and (I29) leads
to p®Pgy = oWy that gives
p=0. (62)

Therefore, in both cases the resulting spacetime has to be Kundt.

3.1.2 Proof of Proposition 1.1

Now, let us explicitly prove Proposition 1.1 of [26], namely that a vacuum solution to quadratic
gravity with traceless Ricci type N, i.e., the Ricci tensor of the form

Rap = Agap + w'ﬂafb , w' #0, (63)

and aligned Weyl tensor of Petrov type I, or more special, is necessarily Kundt.
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Therefore, using the NP formalism, ¥y = 0 and the Ricci tensor is of the form (using the frame
{k* 1%, m*, m*})
Rop = 2Pook ky + Agab , (64)
where A :COnSt., i.e., (I)OO = @01 = (1)10 = @11 = (I)OQ = @20 = (1)12 = @21 =0.
To prove this proposition let us begin with the Bianchi identity ([I30) which gives kP2 = 0
and therefore
k=0, (65)
and the congruence is geodetic. Further, let us assume that the congruence is affinely parametrized
and the tetrad is paralelly propagated, i.e.,

e=0, m=0. (66)
e Type I interestingly, in combination with geometric identities, the QG field equations (9]
and (ZI) are identically satisfied. The equation (20) reduces to —4aB(ZO)(1) =0 and (35
explicitly gives
B(ZO)(l) =0AT; — DAUy — §6Ws + DIU5
+2UDV; + (—a + B)AV; + Ny + (=27 + 2 — )6V,
+ (=3 + @)DWs + 2pAV, + (a — B)6Wy + 376U,
+ (28 — 27)DW3 — 2p6W3 — 200¥3 + oDV,
+ U1 [27(a — B) — 2X(B 4 27) 4+ 2u(B — @) + 20fi — 4vp + 2Dv — 267 + 264]
—3WUs[p(fi — 2u) — Ao + 7(a — B) + D — 87]
+2U3[2p(T — B) + o(a — B) + DB — D7 — 0]
+ Uy(—2p0 + Do) +c.c., (67)
which can be significantly simplified to
(pp+ 05)Paz =0. (68)
This condition obviously implies
p=0, oc=0, (69)
and the resulting spacetime has to be necessarily Kundt.

e Type II: employing ¥y = ¥y = 0 the Bianchi identity (I24]) reduces to

30Uy =0 (70)
and therefore o = 0. Aternatively, the QG field equation () becomes
B0y =DDWy — 6pDWy + 3W5(3p* — 00 — Dp) + c.c. =0, (71)
which gives -
30’5’(\112 + \IIQ) =0, (72)

and therefore we get 0 = 0 again. The QG field equations [2I)) and ([24) are identically
satisfied. However, the QG field equation (20) implies

— pp(®@az + P22) = 0 (73)

and therefore also p = 0. The spacetime has to be Kundt. Since equation (73) does not
contain Wy it holds also for more algebraically special Petrov types III and N.

e Type III: the Bianchi identity (I25) implies
2005 = 0 (74)

and therefore o = 0. Employing equation (73), which does not contain ¥5 and it is valid
also for Petrov type III, we and up with the Kundt spacetime.

e Type N: in this case, the last part of the Proposition 1.2 proof (discussing the subcase
®15 = 0) can be used and therefore the spacetime is Kundt again.
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3.2 The Bach tensor for Robinson—Trautman geometries of specific Weyl
type

Let us examine possible Bach types for different Petrov types for Robinson—Trautman [27] 28]
metrics _ _ _ _ o
ds = guu(u, 7, 2")du? — 2dudr + 2gy, (v, r, 2*)dudz’ + g (u, 7, 2")dz'da? (75)

admitting geodetic (k = 0) shear-free (o = 0), twist-free (p = p), and expanding (p # 0) null con-
gruence generated by
k=0, (76)

which is affinely parametrized (¢ + € = 0). The coordinate r is the affine parameter along the
congruence, u labels null hypersurfaces with k tangent (normal), and 22, 2% cover the transverse
Riemannian 2-space. Moreover without loss of generality, we employ a parallelly propagated frame,
ie.,

=0, e=0. (77)
In what follows, the Ricci equations (I03))—(I06), (II2) will be useful, namely

Dp = p*+ @, (78)
D1 = pr+ ¥y + Pgy , (79)
Do = pa + @y, (80)
DB =pp+ ¥, (81)
R
D7:047+ﬂf+‘1’2+@11*ﬂ, (82)
(Sp:p(@+ﬂ) 7\111 +(I)01. (83)

3.2.1 Petrov type N

Let us start with the Petrov type N (with k being PND) represented by the Weyl components
Wy #0, VUog=U; =V, =V3=0. (84)
Within this setting, the components of the Bach tensor components ([@Q)—(EZ]) simplify to

Bo)0) =0 (85)
B(o)(2) =B(o)2) = B(oys) =0 (86)
Boya) =Bz =0 (87)
Ba)(2y =DDV, — 2pD T, (88)
By = — Bays) = 0DV — (a =38+ 7) DUy + $10Ws + Vy[p(a + ) — 6p)] (89)
B1y1) =60¥4 — ADV, + (@ + 78 — 27)00, + $a Uy

+ Uy[4B(a+3B) + Ao+ 7(T — a — 78) + 463 — 67] + c.c. (90)

Since the b.w. (boost weight) zero component Bs)(2) is nonvanishing, the Bach tensor is in general
of type IL. In a special case with B(g)2) = 0, e.g., if D¥4 = 0, then the Bach tensor becomes of
type III.

3.2.2 Petrov type III
For the Petrov type III, with the Weyl components

Uy £0, Uy £0, Ug=T,=0,=0, (91)
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the non-negative boost-weight components of the Bach tensor [@0)—(@3]) simplify to

92
93
94
95

Boy0) =0,
Boy2) = DDU3 — 4pDW3 — W3(Pgo — 2p%),
B(O)(l) = DoV3 + Q(ﬁ - T)D\Ifg —2p6¥3 — \113[(1)01 + 2p(ﬁ - 7‘)] +c.c.,

)
)
)
Baya) = DDWy — D8y — §DU5 + (B — 3a)DWs + 3pd05 — 2pDWy — 203(P; — 2pa),  (95)

(
(
(
(

where we use the Ricci equations ([8)-(@I) and (83). Since the b.w. +1 component Bg)e) is
nonvanishing, the Bach tensor is of type I.

3.2.3 Petrov type 1I/D
For the Petrov type D, defined by

Uy #0, Ug=U; =U3 =V, =0, (96)
even the highest b.w. +2 component, namely
Boyo) = DDWy — 6pDWy — 2W5(Pgg — 3p%) + c.c., (97)

is nonvanishing and therefore, the Bach tensor is of general type G.

4 Summary

After a brief introduction of the quadratic gravity (1)) and a suitable form of its field equations
([6), we summarized basic definitions of the Newman—Penrose formalism, see section[Il In the next
section 2, we immediately proceed to our main result that is reformulation of the quadratic gravity
field equations in terms of the NP quantities, see expressions (I9)—(20) with the substitution from
26)-B2) and B4)—-@B9), or appendix [Dl Interestingly, the Ricci tensor contribution to the field
equations is only linear within this modified theory of gravity. Therefore, the procedure combining
@@)-@H) with the geometric constraints, listed in appendix [Al is thus similar as in the case of
classic general relativity, i.e., we deal with the linear system of algebraic equations for the Ricci
tensor frame components. The aim of these results is to provide a tool for analysis of (exact)
solutions to the quadratic gravity, where the invariant assumptions on the algebraic properties
of curavure tensors, or e.g., specific behavior of null geodesics, can be simply made. This should
allow one to compare four-dimensional quadratic gravity with other theories of gravity, primarily
with Einstein’s general relativity, on the level of admitted solutions where the initial ansatz is
introduced in terms of purely geometric conditions.

In the subsequent section Bl we present two simple examples of applicability of the above
mentioned general expressions. In particular, its first subsection [31] contains explicit calculations
proving pair of propositions previously formulated in [26], where the original proof was based on
the highest boost-weights discussion which does not need knowledge of the complete Bach tensor.
In the second subsection 3.2 we analyze possible algebraic structure of the Bach tensor in the case
of Robinson—Trautman geometries ((72). The Weyl tensor is assumed to be of algebraically special
Petrov type with respect to the frame associated with the privileged non-twisting, shear-free, and
expanding null geodesic congruence. Under such conditions the admitted structure of the Bach
tensor is discussed. These new results are summarized in the following table [I}
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| Petrov type | vanishing Bach components | possible Bach types |

N b.w. +2: B(O)(O)7 b.w. +1: B(O)(Z)a B(O)(B)a b.w. 0: B(O)(1)7 B(Q)(g) H/IH/N/O
T bw. +2: Boyo) T/TT/TTT/N/O
II/D G/I/II/II/1I/N/O

Table 1: Possible Bach types depending on the Petrov type for Robinson—Trautman spacetimes.
The privileged RT null vector field k is taken as the Weyl PND.

Moreover, the standard geometric Ricci and Bianchi identities of the Newman—Penrose formal-
ism are summarized in appendix[Alusing unified notation of [21]. For the readers convenience, sub-
sequent appendix [Bl compares this notation and conventions with other common textbooks [221[23].
Two decades ago the arbitrary-dimensional version of the Newman—Penrose formalism was intro-
duced, and, almost immediately, it has become a useful tool with dozens of applications. Therefore,
we present relation of such a real formalism, in the case of four spacetime dimensions, to the clas-
sic complex NP quantities used within this paper in appendix [Bl Finally, appendix [D] presents a
fully explicit form of the quadratic gravity field equations, expressed in terms of the null frame
quantities, which do not require any additional substitutions.
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A Geometric constrains on the frame components

In sections [ and Bl we have introduced frame components of crucial tensor quantities and con-
straints implied by the quadratic gravity field equations, respectively. In addition, these NP objects
have to satisfy conditions directly arising from their purely geometric properties. In particular,
we have commutation relations of the frame derivatives, the Ricci identities defining the Riemann
tensor, and the Bianchi identities coming from the covariant derivatives of the Riemann tensor.
For more details see [21].

A.1 Commutation relations

Expressing the Lie bracket of all possible combinations of the frame vectors, which are understood
as the directional derivatives, and simultaneously, rewriting covariant derivatives in terms of the
Ricci rotation coefficients we obtain the commutation relations, namely

AD—DA=(y+79)D+(e+8A—(F+m)d—(7+7)3, (98)
SD-Dé=(a+pB—-7)D+KkA—(p+e—€d—0d, (99)
SA—AS =D+ (T—a—B)A+(u—y+73)5+ A5, (100)

66—86=[—pwD+(p—p)A+(a—B)5+(B—a)sé. (101)

A.2 Ricci identities

Using the notation of Ricci spin coefficients () the Riemann tensor nonzero components can be
expressed as

Do—dk=0Be—€+p+p)+r(F—7—-30—a)+ Ty, (102)
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Dp—6k= (p*+06) +ple+€ — R+ k(1 —3a— ) + Poo , (103)
Dr—Acx=p(r+7)+o(T+m)+7(e—8& —rBy+7)+ T+ Dpy, (104)
Da — e =a(p+&—2¢) + 6 — fe — kA — Ry + (e + p) + P10, (105)
D —de=c(a+m)+B(p—¢€ —r(p+7v)+e(@—a)+ Ty, (106)
1
D'y—Ae:oz(T+7_r)+ﬂ(7_'+7r)—'y(e+€)—e('y+"y)+7’7r—l/li+\112+<1)11—ﬂR, (107)
DA =67 = (pA+6u) +7(7m+a—B) — vk + X (€— 3¢) + Pop, (108)
1
Dy — 6 = (ﬁu+o)\)+7r(7_r764+ﬂ)fu(e+€)7yli+\P2+ER, (109)
Dv—An=p(mr+7)+AXT@+7)+7(y—7) —v(3e+€) + V5 + Doy, (110)
AN—0v=AX(Y=3y—p—p)+v@Ba+B+r—7)— Ty, (111)
dp—d0=p(a+p)+o(B—3a)+7(p—p) +r(p—p)—P1+ o, (112)
- _ 1
da—0f =(pp—Ao) +aa+pB 228+ (p—p)+e(p—p) = Vo +u+ R, (113)
N =0 =v(p—p)+m(n—p)+p(a+B)+A(@—38) - Vs + by, (114)
Sv—Ap= P+ +p(y+7) —or+v(r—38—a) + P, (115)
Sy—AB=~y(T—a—-pB)+ur—ov—ev+B(u—v+7) +aX+ ®9, (116)
61— Ao = (uo+Ap) +7(T+B—a)+0(7—37y) — kv + P2, (117)
_ _ 1
Ap — o1 = —(pﬂ—l—o)\)—i—T(ﬁ—a—?)—l—p(v—l—ﬁ)—i—wﬁ—\llg—ﬁR, (118)
Aa—dy=v(p+e) = ANT+8)+a(¥—p) +~(-7) - V3. (119)

A.3 Bianchi identities

The projection of the Riemann tensor covariant derivative with cyclic exchange of indices leads to
the first Bianchi identities,

0=—6Ty,+DT; + (4o — )Ty —2(2p+ €) ¥ + 3kT,

—D®gy + 0Pgp + 2 (€ + p) Po1 + 20P19 — 26P11 — RPo2

+ (7 — 2a — 2f8) P, (120)
0=+06U; — DUy — AU + 2(m — a)¥; + 3p¥y — 2kV3

+0®g; — AdDgg — 2 (o + 7) oy + 2pP 11 + 5P

1

0=— 06Uy + DUz + 2\U; — 37Uy + 2(c — p) U3 + KUy

—D®Pyy + Po +2(p—€) Doy — 2uP1g + 27P1; — FDoy

+ (28 — 2a + 7) Poo — 11—251%, (122)
0=+0U3— DUy —3\VUs +2(27m + ) W3 + (p — 4€) Uy

— ADyg + 0Po1 +2 (a0 — 7) Boy + 20D + 5Poy — 20D,

+(27 = 29 — 1) a0, (123)
0=—AUy+ 0Ty + (4y — )P — 2(27 + B)¥; + 307,

—D®gy + 6P + 2 (T — B) Po1 — 2P 1o — AP + 20D,

+ (p + 2e — 2€) oo, (124)
0=—AU; + 6Py +vPg+2(y— pu)¥; — 3705 4+ 2075

+ A®g; — 6Pg2 + 2 (1L — 7) o1 — 2pP12 — PPgo + 27P 1y
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= 1

+ (T — 28 4 2a) o2 + TR (125)
0=—AUy +0V¥3 + 200, — 3uVq +2(577-)\I/3 + oWy

— D@QQ + 5(1)21 + 2 (7Tr + ﬂ) @21 — 2#@11 — 5\@20 + 27'((1)12

1

+ (p — 2e — 2€) oy — EAR’ (126)
0 = — A\I/3 —|— 5\114 + SV\IIQ — 2(’)/ + 2,[1,)‘1’3 —|— (4ﬁ — T)\I/4

+ Adyy — 0Pop + 2 (i + ) Pay — 20Dy — 7Pog + 22D 19

+ (7 — 2 — 28) Paa. (127)

and the contraction gives the second Bianchi identities, namely

_ R
0Pgy + 6P19 — D (@11 + g) — Ad
= I%‘I)12+H(I)21+(2a+277'—77‘)(1)01 +(2d+27’—ﬁ')@10

—2(p+p) P11 — 5Po2 — 0P20 + [+ i — 2 (v +7)] Poo, (128)
- R
0P+ 0Py — A (@11 + g) — D®yy

= —V(I)Ol — D(I)lo + (77' — 25 — 277') (1)12 + (T — 26 — 2771') (I)Ql
+ 2 (p+ i) P11 + (26 + 26 — p — p) Doy + ADgy + Ao, (129)

R _
o (‘1)11 - §) — D®15 — APy + 5Po2

== qu)QQ — l_/q)oo + (7_' — 7+ 200 — 26) @02 — O'q)gl + 5\@10
+2(7—7) P11+ (26 = 2p — p) P12 + (20 + 1 — 29) Por- (130)

B Comparison of NP notation in classical textbooks

Within the geometric formulation of general relativity, several different conventions have appeared
which typically affect signs of particular expressions. Here we follows the classic reference book [21],
however, it is useful to compare our notation with other canonical sources [22[23]. The differences
in notation] are summarized in table

| quantity | Stephani [21] | Chandrasekhar [22] | Penrose, Rindler [23]
signature + 4+ +— +—-— + - ——
frame m®, m®* [*, k® %, n* m* m< %, n% me, m
Riemann t. R%ca =21 [a,e) + 20T ap | R%ed = 21 [a,e) + 201 a1p | R%ed = =21 p[a,e) — 21%( I app
Einstein eqs. Gap = KTyp Gap = £RTyp Gap = —KTyp
NP compts. ¥; U = Copeqk®mPEm? | etc. Vo = —Copeak®mPkem? | ete. Uo = Copeqk®mPkma | etc.
NP compts. ®; oo = 5Sapk kP, etc. oo = — 3 Sapk@kP, etc. Poo = — 3 Sapk?kP, etc.
Ricci rot. coeff. K= —ka;bmakb , etc. K= ka;bmakb , etc. K= ka;bm“kb , etc.

Table 2: Notation comparison for the definitions of crucial geometric quantities.

However, the NP equations are the same in all three books [21H23]. To compare actual values
of different quantities the subsequent table Bl can be used.

4The definition of the energy-momentum tensor could be misleading in the Chandrasekhar book [22], namely,
p. 34/ Eq. (236) gives G;; = 8’:—4GTU or, alternatively, 34/(236’) is R;; = 8’:—4G(Tij — %Tgij), however, p. 51/ Eq.
(323) claims R;; = —8:—4G(Tij - %Tgij) (for electromagnetic field see also p. 205/ Eq. (3) or p. 564/ Eq. (11)).
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quantity values

metric gab = — “gab = — Tgab
contravariant frame ‘Sk“:JrCZ“:JrPZ“, ‘Sl“:JrCna:JrPna, Sme = + ma = + Ppa
covariant frame ke =—%%Ue=—T4,, Sla=—%na=—Tna, “ma=—ma=— Tma
Christoffel symbols ST%cqa =+ CT% g =+ TT%q
Riemann tensor SR%ed =+ “R%cqg = — T R%cq
Weyl tensor SCUeqg =+ CC%eqg = — TC%eq
Ricci tensor SRy =+ “Rap = — TRap
Ricci scalar SR=—-°“R=+TR
Einstein tensor SGapy =4+ %Gup = — TGap
cosm. const SA=—CA=+TPA
stress-energy tensor STapy =+ STy = TT,
NP compts. ¥; Sv, =4+ v, =+ Py,
NP compts. &; S<I>ij =— C<I>ij =+ P<I>ij
Ricci rot. coefficients Sk=+4 %=+ Tk, etc.

Table 3: Values comparison summarized according to classic books by Stephani (S), Chan-
drasekhar (C), and Penrose, Rindler (P). Note that the definition of ©T,; is not clear, see footnote
4. Also the sign in front of CCIDZ-]- does not seem to be correct since the NP equations in all three
books are same, i.e. the correct sigh should be +.

From table[dit follows that all scalars as defined in Chandrasekhar/Penrose books, appearing in
the NP equations, have the opposite/same as in Stephani, respectively, and thus all NP equations
have the same form.

C Comparison with HD NP formalism

Since the computer implementation of symbolical calculation within classic Newman—Penrose for-
malism may become more difficult due to the presence of complex quantities, it can useful to
employ its real version following from the real higher-dimensional (HD) NP formalism introduced
in [4l5], see also [6] for a review |4 Therefore, as a by-product, we derived relations between complex
four-dimensional and real higher-dimensional NP formalisms. These identifications are presented
in the form of tables @HI4l As abbreviation for the frame components of an arbitrary tensor
T 4. letususe T (0)... =T .0 T. W...=T 4.n" ,and T (). =T .. Moreover, each

index T' (o)., T'..(1)..., and T’ 5. contnbutes +1, —1, and 0 to the boost We1g31t of a component,
respectively.

b.w. +1 0 -1
o — ka m(2)a — %(ma + ma) ne — —Ja

m(2)a + Zm(g)a)

Table 4: Relation between real (HD) frame vectors {€, m, m(®} with i = 2, 3, satisfying £,n® = 1,
m l)mt(lj) = ¢7, and standard 4-dimensional NP frame vectors {k, I, m, m}, see (§).

5Note that in [Zl there are some sigh errors whenever there is an odd number of m’s in the expression, i.e.,

. . ’ i
involving A, ¢, 9., ¥;, ®;j, <I>lJ7 \I/”,€7 Tiy T), pijs L1o, Li, and M.

17



+1

0 -1

D=1(V, | §

=m0y,

A =n*V,

Table 5: Definition of the directional derivatives in the HD NP notation.

b.w. +1 0 1
D=D|§ =22 A=-A
53 = i(6-9)
<§: \%(52 — 1d3)
0= %(52 +1id3)

Table 6: Relation between directional derivatives in the classic NP formalism, i.e., D = k“V,,
A =1V,, 6 =m*V,, 6 = m*V,, and in its HD reformulation.

b.w. +2 +1 0 —1 -2
w=Ro)o) | ¥i =Ry | ¢ =LRaw | ¥i=Rue | @ =R
¢ = Ry

Table 7: Definition of the HD Ricci components (frame {£, n, m®}).

P11 = 2(—2¢ + d22 + ¢33)

R =2¢+ i

b.w. +2 +1 0 —1 -2
w=2®8g0 | w2 = (Po1 + Po1)V2 | ¢22 = Po2 + Po2 + 211 + % Ph = — (P12 + P12)V2 | W' = 2P0
3 = i(Po1 — Po1)V2 | ¢33 = —Po2 — ?02 +2P11 + % Ph = —i(D12 — P12)V2
@923 = i(Po2 — Po2)
p=—201; + &
Qoo =95 | Por= 1/)22_7\/%&3 P2 = § (P22 — ¢33 — 2iga3) Q12 = *ﬁ(wé — i) | P =4

Table 8: Relation between Ricci components in the classic four-dimensional NP formalism and

their HD counterparts, see also table [1

b.w.

+2

+1

0

-1 -2

i = C0)()(0)(5)

i =

Vi = Coy(1)(0)(3)

W = Wik

ik = Clo)i)() (k)

¢Z=QMMMﬂ
5 = 2C W &)

27 = —3CHmGH)K

Vi = Cy0)1)()
Qmmmw)ﬂﬁ—o
kik

v =
ik
® = Coyyoa) =P V=V

Q%ZQMMMﬂ

Table 9: Definition of the HD Weyl components (frame {£, n, m(9}). In four dimensions, the
Weyl tensor symmetries imply Qg3 = —Qao, Qg = —Qh,, B5, = —LPoz03 = D5, B5; = 0= 3,

- _ )
Wy = W3o3, Uy = Wosy, V) = Wiy,

I\
\Ij3 *\Ij232'
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2

2

b.w. +2 +1 0 —1 -2
Q22 = (o + Vo) [T2 7_%(\1/14"1/1) D5, = +2(Va + Uy) [T = %(‘Ifa-l—‘ja) Qhy = 2 (U4 + Ty)
933:7%(\1104’\1/0)\1/3 7%(‘1’17@1 <I>3S3=<I>2S2 \I/é:7ﬁ(\1137\i/3)ﬂé3=7%(\1/4+\1/4)
Q23 = £(To — To) D53 =0 = Df) Qs = — 2 (Uy — Ty)
b = 3, )
P = Uy + Uy
‘xpo = Qop — i3 |y = —Yazi¥s ‘\112 — of, +idd,  fwy = 2t W, = QY + i,

Table 10: Relation between complex Weyl components in the four-dimensional NP formalism and
their real HD counterparts, see also table

b.w.

+2

+1

0

-1

—2

wi = £(iy;(0)

Pig = £y )

Ti = LOHe)
T = N()i(0)

Pij = T(i)i(j)

K} = N(i);1)

Table 11: Definition of the Ricci rotation coefficients in HD NP formalism with a specific boost
weight.

bow. 1 0 —1
Lio = é(l);((%) Ly = é(l);?@% L1 = é(l);((_l))
. i i i i g
Mjo = mgo) | Mok =M | M1 =M )

Table 12: Definition of the Ricci rotation coefficients in HD NP formalism that have a boost weight
only under constant boosts.

b.w 2 1 0 1 —2
o= ——5(k+&) |p22=—3(p+0o+5+0) = s (T+7) by =~ ut A+ ) o = o5 (v + )
fa=—T5(n=F) |oss = 3(0—p+5-p) 73:%1(7—%)7 pészé(k—u+§—g) iy = — 5 (v — D)
23 = 5(p—0 =P +7) Ty =5+ T) oy = s(A—p— A+ )
ps2 = —35(p+0—p—37) Ty = s (m—7) by = §(AN+p— X~ Q)
i = — 5 (k2 —ing)lp = —5(paz + pas +ilp2s — ps2)) [T = 5 (12 —im3) |u = —5(pho + pisa +i(pha — Phs))lv = 5 (k5 + irk)
o0 = —5(p22 — p3z — i(p2s + ps2))|m = — o5 (75 + i)\ = — 5 (phy — P33 + i(pas + P32))

Table 13: Relation between Ricci rotation coefficients in the four-dimensional NP formalism and
their real HD counterparts that transforms with a specific boost weight.

b.w. +1 0 —1
Lio=c+¢& L12:%(a+6+@+6) Lii=—(v+%)
M?30 = —i(e — &) Lis= 5(B—at+a—p) M?31 =i(y —7)
M?33 = %(5*04*07+B)
M?32 =*%(a+5*d*5)

e = 2 (Lio +iM?30)

a:L(
2+/2
5= 2L

L2 +iL1s — M?33 +iM?32)
Li2 —iL13 + M?233 + iM?35)

v =—2(L11 +iM?3)

Table 14: Relation between Ricci rotation coefficients in the four-dimensional NP formalism and
their real HD counterparts that transforms with a specific boost weight only under constant boosts.
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D Complete set of quadratic gravity field equations

Finally for the readers convenience and direct applicability, we list the fully explicit set of the
quadratic gravity field equations (2] expressed in terms of the null frame {k,l,m,m}, see (§). In
fact, the below equations correspond to ([3)-[5) with Z(,) ) substituted from (28)-(32)), where
the quantities B(Za ) are substituted from Ba)-3E9).

The kk-projection is

0=—14a [(1)20\110 + (1)02\110 - 2@10\111 — 2(1)01\111 + @00(‘1’2 + \112)}
1 -
+2 <E + 2bR> ®go + 26 [(¢ + DR — DDR — ROR — kéR]

~4a [55\1:0 —D§W, — 6D, + DDWy + ADW, + 6AT, + (27 — Ta — )8V,
+ (bar+ = 3m)DW, — RAU, — 50U, + (3e 4+ &+ Tp)dT,
— (e+ &+ 6p)DUy + RIVy — 5k0Wo + 4xDVU3
+ Wolrv + 4a(Ba + B) — (e + €+ 3p)A + (7 — Ta — B) + & (pu — 47) + DA — 48 + o]
+ 204 [26A + R(y — p) + p(51 — 9o — 23) + 5(B + 27) + €(27 — da — B) + (7 — @)
+ Da — D7 + de + 26p)
+3WUs[k(3ar+ B — 37) — KT + p(e + €+ 3p) — 06 — Dp — 6k
+ 2W3[k(e — € — 5p) + Ro + Dr] + 2W k2 + c.c.} , (131)

the kl-projection is
0=—4a [P W1 + P1oVy — 2811 (Vy + V) + Py U3 + Py Ws]

1 1 -
+2<E+2bR>¢u+E<§A)+2B[ADR5(SR§5R(7+@M@DR

—(p+p)AR+ (a — B+ 7)0R + (a—ﬂ+7)53}
. 4a[5A\1/1 —DAU, — 560y + D65 — AAT, — 18T,

+ 20DV + (21 — a + B)AY + AUy + (2u — i — 27)0%,

+ (i — 3u)DWy + (2p — € — ) AV, + (v — B — 27)dWy + (7 + 37)6 Vs

+ (28— 7 —27)DW3 — kAU3 + (e + € — 2p)dW¥3 — 200V3 + oDV, + kITy

+ Wo[A4y — p+ 1) + v(e — B — 27) — v/

+2U[y(a— B —2m) = AB+7+27) + pu(B — a+27) + fi(a — 7) + v(e + €~ 2p)
+Dv — 67 + op)

+3Wslkr + (20 — € — &) — fip+ 7T + Ao +7(27 —a+ B) — Dp + 67]

Wl — 2 — )+ (B — 7 — 7+ €(B — 7) + p(T — 26+ 27) + oo — F — 2)

+ DB — D7 — d0]

+ Uy[k(4B — 7 — 1)+ o(e +E—2p) + Do] + c.c.|, (132)
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the km-projection is
0=—4a [@21\110 — 2010, + (1)02\111 + @01(\112 — 2\112) + (I)OO\I/g]
1
42 (E + sz) ®o1 + 26 [fDR — DR — kAR + (¢ — €)0R)

. 4a[5A\1/0 — DAU, — 560, + D6V,

+vDWq + (1 — 3a+ B)AVg + (u — i — 47)5¥,
+(2y = 2u+ @)DWq + (€ — €+ 3p) AV + (3a — B — m)0Wy + (28 + 7 + 47)6¥;
— (A +37)DWy — 2kAVy — (¢ — €+ 3p)dWy — 300Ws + 20DW3 + 2k6V3
+ Uo[(4y — p)(Ba — B — ) + fi(da — ) + V(€ — € — 3p) — AT + Dv — 467 + oy
+ 242k + (u — ) (e — €+ 3p) — (20 + €) + (B + 27)(7 — 3a + B) + (7 — @)
+ Dy — D+ 68 + 207]
+3Ws[k(fi — 2u) + 7p+ 0(3a — B —7) + 7(e — €+ 3p) — DT — 6]
+2U3[k(28 — 7 — 27) + 0(€ — € — 3p) + Do) + 2V ko
+ 660, — 6DU5 — DOWs + DD,
— 206U + 3ADV, + oAV, + (47 — 3a — B)0V,
+(a+ B —57)DUy — kAU, + (€ — €+ 5p)dWs — 00 Wy
+ (36 — € — 4p)DW3 — 3R6V3 + kOW3 + 2RD W,
+ Wo[A(5a + B — 37) — vo — 5]
+ 22U (k7 +a(a+B) +7(27 —3a —B) —AN4p+¢€) +o(fi — ) + D\ — da + 67
+ 3W5 2R\ — kji + (e — €) + p(47 — @ — B) + oF — DT + p)
+2U3(k(B — 7) + R(B — 47) — 06 + (p — €)(e — €+ 2p) + Dé — Dp — 6F&)
+ U[R(5¢ — € — 3p) + KT + DR]} , (133)
the ll-projection is
0 =—4a(Pop(Vs + U3) — 2B15W3 — 2001 Wy + DUy + Py Wy)
+2 (% + 2bR) ®gy +2b [-AAR — (y+75)AR + v6R + 7R

- 4a[AA\I/2 — A§U5 — §AT5 + 500,
—AUAY + (7 + 7 + 6p) AUy + 5000y — 05Ty
+UDW3 + (37 — & — 5B8)AUs — (3y +7 + Tu)dUs3 + AdU3
—ADVU, — cAV, + (@ + 78 —27)00,
+ 2Wov? 42U [u(y — F — 5u) + Ao — A
+ 3Wa[u(y +7 + 3u) + v(a+38 —37) — A\ — o + Ap + 6]
+2W3[7(e — p) + AMa +27) +v(21 — @ — 48) + (1 — B) + u(57 — 2a — 9B) + 2vo
— AB 4+ AT — by — 264]

+ a0 + A(p — 4€) —o(y + 7+ 3u) + 438 + &) + 7(r —a — 76)

— Ao +468 — o71] + c.c.|, (134)
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the Im-projection is
0=—4a [@22\111 + @12(—2W5 + Ug) + o U3 — 201, U3 + @10@4}
1
+2 (E + sz) @19+ 20 [7DR — TAR — ASR + (v — 7)0R]

_ 4a[AA\I/1 — A6y — ATy + 6504

—2UAWg + (4 — 37 + 7) AV + 3080 — D6y
+ DUy + (57 —a — B) AV, + (7 — 7 — 5u)0W¥s + AWy
— ADVU3 — 30AW3 + (a+ 33 — 47)6W3 + 2000,
+ Uo[v(5y — 5 — 3u) + \v — Ay
+ 20 [v(a —47) + v(a—7) = A+ (v — ) (y — 5 — 2u) — Ay + Ap + 6V
+3Wa[u(dr —a — B) + A\r — vp+2vo + 7(¥ — ) + AT — 64
+ 2Us[k0 — o (§ +4p) + 721 — @ —3B) + B(a+ B) + A(p—€) — Ao + 68 — 67
+ Uy[—kX + o(@+ 58 — 37) + o]
— ADU3 + A§Ty + DU, — 6605
— 20\AU; — 206U + 20DWs + (37 + 7) AWy + (§ — v + 31)6 V3 + 3A6 U,
+(y =7 —=3a)DU3 + (2p — p — 26)AV3 + (o — 38 + 7)0W3 — (2a + 47 + 7)0 V3
+ (38 —a—7)DUy — KAV, + (464 p — p)oVy
+2UoA7 + 2U4 [A(y — 7 — 3f) + 7(2a — 27 — 7) — A}
+3UsANBB—T—a)+T(Ba—v+7) + (p—2p) + a7 + AR + 6]
+2W3[2R7 + (€ — p) (v — 7 — 3) — p(§ + 2) + 7(7 — B) + (@ +27)(a — 35+ 7)
— Ae+ Ap — da — 257
+ UylR(y =7 —30) + p(48 — 7) + pla — 33+ 7) + 4€(38 — T — a) — &7
— AR+45€—5ﬁ]} : (135)
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the mme-projection is
0=—4a[P2Wo — 20150 + Poa(Vy + Wy) — 2001 W3 + Do Wy
1 _
+2 (E + sz) oy + 26 [ADR — 0 AR + (—d + B)0R — 60K

~ 4a[AAT, — AGT, — GAD; + 35,

+ (2 — Ty +7) AV + v6Vg — D6V,

+ 7DV + (77 — a+ 3B)AV; + (5y — 5 — 3u)0W¥; + A0,

— ADWy — 56AWy + (@ — 3 — 67)0Uy + 406 U3

+ Wo[u(p — Ty +73) +v(@— B —37) + v(da — ) + 49(3y — ) — AX

—4Ay + Ap + ov]

+ 204 [2v0 — (e +2p) + AN — ) + (T — 27)(B+ 27) + (L — 7) (BT — & + 2B)
+ AB 4 2AT 4 6y — o]

+ 38Ukt + Ap + (37 —F — 3pu) + 7(37 — @+ B) — Ao — §7]

+2U3[—KkA + o(@+ B — 57) + 0] + 2¥40°

+DDU, — D§T5 — D5 + 56T,

— 4X\6U + 5ADUy + 0 AWy + (@ — B+ 67)50,

+ (B —3a—T77)DV3 — kA3 + (¢ — 5 + 3p)6V3 — 003

+ (7€ — € = 2p)DWy — ROy + kOWy

+2UoA? + 20 M@ + B — 5T) — Do — )]

+ 3Us k¥ + A\(3€ — € — 3p) + fio + 7 (@ — B+ 37) + DX + 67]

+ 2U32RA — k(20 +7) + o(F — B) + (p — €)(2a — B+ 57) + (e — 2€) (27 + @)
— Da — 2D7 — de+ 6p)

+ Uy[k(48 —7) + R(B —a —37) + (p — 46)(e — 3¢+ p) — oG +4De—Dp—d&]|,  (136)
the mm-projection is
0=—4a [P W1 + P1oVy — 2811 (Vy + V) + Py U3 + P10 Ws]

1 1 R
+2(E+2bR)¢11+E(A—Z) +2b[(7+ﬁ—ﬁ)DR—DAR—ADR

+(p—€e— AR+ (—a+B+m—T)0R+ (ﬁfT)SRngéR]
. 4a[5A\1/1 —DAW, — 560y + D65 — AAT, — 18T,

+ 20DV + (21 — a + B)AY, + AUy + (2 — i — 27)0%,

+ (5 — 3u)DWs + (2p — € — ) AV, + (v — B — 27)dWy + (7 + 37)6 Vs

+ (28— 7 —27)DW3 — kAU3 + (e + € — 2p)dW¥3 — 200Uz + oDV, + kITy

+ Wo[A4y — p+ 1) + v(e — B — 27) — v/

+2U[y(a— B —2m) = AB+7+27) + pu(B — a+27) + (e —7) + v(e + €~ 2p)
+Dv — 6y + op)

+3Wslkr + u(20 — € — &) — fip+ 7T + Ao +7(27 — a+ B) — Dp + 67]

2l — 2 — )+ (B — 7 — 7+ (B — ) + p(T — 26+ 27) + oo — § — 2)

+ D — D7 — d0]

+ Uy[k(4B —T — 1)+ o(e+&—2p) + Do| +c.c.| . (137)

23



References

[1]

2]

Einstein A 1915 Zur allgemeinen Relativitiatstheorie Sitz. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. Berlin 7T78-786;
and 799-801

Schwarzschild K 1916 Uber das Gravitationsfeld eines Massenpunktes nach der Einsteinschen
Theorie Sitz. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. Berlin 189-196

Newman E and Penrose R 1962 An approach to gravitational radiation by a method of spin
coefficients J. Math. Phys. 3 566-578; and 1963 J. Math. Phys. 4 998

Coley A, Milson R, Pravda V, and Pravdovda A 2004 Classification of the Weyl tensor in
higher dimensions Class. Quantum Grav. 21 L35-L41

Durkee M, Pravda V, Pravdova A, and H. S. Reall H. S. 2010 Generalization of the Geroch-
Held-Penrose formalism to higher dimensions Class. Quantum Grav. 27 215010

Ortaggio M, Pravda V, and Pravdova A 2013 Algebraic classification of higher dimensional
spacetimes based on null alignment Class. Quantum Grav. 30 013001

Ortaggio M, Pravda V, and Pravdovd A 2007 Ricci identities in higher dimensions Class.
Quantum Grav. 24 1657-1664

Sotiriou T P and Faraoni V 2010 f(R) theories of gravity Rev. Mod. Phys. 82 451

De Felice A and Tsujikawa S 2010 f(R) Theories Living Rev. Relativ. 13 3

Capozziello S and De Laurentis M 2011 Extended Theories of Gravity Phys. Reports 509 167
Clifton T et al. 2012 Modified gravity and cosmology Physics Reports 513 1

Stelle K S 1977 Renormalization of higher derivative quantum gravity Phys. Rev. D 16 953
Stelle K S 1978 Classical gravity with higher derivatives Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 9 353

Smilga A V 2014 Supersymmetric field theory with benign ghosts J. Phys. A 47 052001
Salvio A 2018 Quadratic gravity Front. Phys. 6 77

Li H, Perkins A, Pope C N and Stelle K S 2015 Black holes in higher derivative gravity Phys.
Rev. Lett. 114 171601

Li H, Perkins A, Pope C N and Stelle K S 2015 Spherically symmetric solutions in higher
derivative gravity Phys. Rev. D 92 124019

Podolsky J, Svarc R, Pravda V and Pravdova A 2018 Explicit black hole solutions in higher-
derivative gravity Phys. Rev. D 98 021502(R)

Svarc R, Podolsky J, Pravda V, and Pravdové A 2018 Exact black holes in quadratic gravity
with any cosmological constant Phys. Rev. Lett 121 231104

Malek T and Pravda V 2011 Types III and N solutions to quadratic gravity Phys. Rev. D 84
024047

Stephani H, Kramer D, MacCallum M, Hoenselaers C and Herlt E 2003 Ezact solutions of
FEinstein’s field equations (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press)

Chandrasekhar S 1993 The mathematical theory of black holes (Oxford: Oxford University
Press)

Penrose R and Rindler W 1984 Spinors and space-time Vol. 1 (Cambridge: Cambridge Uni-
versity Press)

24



[24]
[25]

[26]

[27]
[28]

Kundt W 1961 The plane-fronted gravitational waves Z. Physik 163 77-86

Kundt W 1962 Exact solutions of the field equations: twist-free pure radiation fields
Proc. Roy. Soc. A 270 328-334

Pravda V, Pravdova A, Podolsky J and Svarc R 2017 Exact solutions to quadratic gravity
Phys. Rev. D 95 084025

Robinson I and Trautman A 1960 Spherical gravitational waves Phys. Rev. Lett. 4 431-432

Robinson I and Trautman A 1962 Some spherical gravitational waves in general relativity
Proc. Roy. Soc. A 265 463-473

25



	1 Introduction
	1.1 Quadratic gravity
	1.2 The Newman–Penrose quantities

	2 Quadratic gravity constraints
	3 Applications
	3.1 Restrictions following from a special form of the Ricci tensor
	3.1.1 Proof of Proposition 1.2
	3.1.2 Proof of Proposition 1.1

	3.2 The Bach tensor for Robinson–Trautman geometries of specific Weyl type 
	3.2.1 Petrov type N
	3.2.2 Petrov type III
	3.2.3 Petrov type II/D


	4 Summary
	A Geometric constrains on the frame components
	A.1 Commutation relations
	A.2 Ricci identities
	A.3 Bianchi identities

	B Comparison of NP notation in classical textbooks
	C Comparison with HD NP formalism
	D Complete set of quadratic gravity field equations

