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Abstract In the present work, we study linear, torsion-

free metric-Palatini gravity, extended by the quadratics

of the antisymmetric part of the Ricci tensor and ex-

tended also by the presence of the affine connection in

the matter sector. We show that this extended metric-

Palatini gravity reduces dynamically to the general rel-

ativity plus a geometrical massive vector field corre-

sponding to non-metricity of the connection. We also

show that this geometric Proca field couples to fermions

universally. We derive static, spherically symmetric field

equations of this Einstein-geometric Proca theory. We

study possibility of black hole solutions by taking into

account the presence of a dust distribution that couples

to the geometric Proca. Our analytical and numerical

analyses show that the presence of this dust worsens the

possibility of horizon formation. We briefly discuss pos-

sible roles of this universally-coupled geometric Proca

in the astrophysical and collider processes.

1 Introduction

Metric-Palatini gravity [1] is an extension of the gen-

eral relativity (GR) in which the connection and met-

ric tensor are independent quantities. One motivation

for Palatini gravity is that it gives Einstein field equa-

tions dynamically with no need to exterior curvature

[2, 3]. Another motivation is that it envelops geometri-

cal scalars and vectors [4]. An independent recent moti-

vation comes from the relevance of Palatini gravity for

emergent gravity theories [5, 6]. Extension of the Pala-

tini gravity with fundamental scalars like the Higgs field

leads to natural inflation [7, 8]. Extension of the Pala-

tini gravity with higher-curvature terms [9, 10, 11], on

ae-mail: durmus.demir@sabanciuniv.edu
be-mail: beyhan.pulice@sabanciuniv.edu

the other hand, leads to rich astrophysical and cosmo-

logical phenomena [12].

Extension of the Palatini gravity with the metrical

curvature sets a new direction. Such extensions, dubbed

as “metric-Palatini gravity” theories [13, 14, 15], have

led to novel predictions for dark matter [16], wormholes

[17, 18], cosmology [19, 20], static Universe [21], flat

rotation curves [22], vacuum solutions [23], weak field

phenomenology [24, 25], stability of black holes [26] and

thermodynamics [27].

The framework in the present work is set by the

metric-Palatini gravity theories [13, 14, 15] that are

(i) linear in the affine scalar curvature,

(ii) torsion-free, and (1)

(iii) quadratic in the antisymmetric part

of the affine curvature [9, 10, 11].

We call this framework the extended metric-Palatini

gravity (EMPG). The EMPG involves the affine con-

nection Γλµν (independent of the metric) and the usual

Levi-Civita connection gΓλµν (deriving from the metric).

The difference between Γλµν and gΓλµν is a rank (1,2)

tensor [4], and this tensor field defines the geometro-

dynamics beyond the GR within a given action. The

EMGP possesses two geometric tensor structures be-

yond the curvature. The first is the nonmetricity tensor

Qλµν ≡ −Γ∇αgµν , where Γ∇α is the covariant deriva-

tive with respect to the affine connection Γλµν . The sec-

ond is the torsion tensor Tλµν ≡ Γµν − Γνµ. Torsion

will be taken zero throughout the paper. In fact, it has

been shown that torsion-free Palatini gravity quadratic

in the antisymmetric part of the Ricci tensor reduces

to the GR plus a massive vector field theory [11]. The

massive vector in question is the non-metricity vector

Qµ ≡ 1
4Q

ν
µν . The GR plus this massive vector field
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forms an Einstein-Proca system [28, 29, 30, 31, 32],

where coupling of the Proca field to matter is what

shall be emphasized in the present work.

The Einstein-Proca system has been analyzed for

Reissner-Nordström (RN) type spherically-symmetric

vacuum solutions [33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38] (not consider-

ing the geometrical Proca studied in the present work).

The particular role played by the Proca field has been

revealed [39, 40, 41], and this reveleation has been ex-

tended to spherically-symmetric static solutions [42, 43,

44], with further analysis of the horizon [45, 46, 47]. In

the present work, for definiteness, we will call the dy-

namical system at hand “Einstein – geometric Proca”

(EGP) system to emphasize the purely geometrical ori-

gin of the massive vector field [11, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32].

In the present work, we will elucidate the geomet-

rical Proca field and perform a detailed study of its

interactions with matter fields in the framework of the

EMPG model. These interactions arise if the affine con-

nection appears also in the matter sector [7, 8, 48, 49,

50]. And to this end one notes that fermion kinetic

terms involve the affine connection through the spin

connection, and this involvement makes all fermions

couple to the non-metricity tensor universally [11, 28,

29, 30].

In Sec. II we give a detailed analysis of the EMGP,

starting with a ghost-free Lagrangian more general de-

fined in (1) above. In this framework, we show how

EMGP dynamically reduces to involve only the non-

metricity vector (starting with a rank-3 non-metricity

tensor) as a massive Proca field. In other words, we

show how EMGP reduces to EGP dynamically. Our

metric-Palatini gravity setup in Sec. II will have the
general structure to have nontrivial implications vari-

ous gravitational phenomena like black holes, neutron

stars, gravitational waves, and particle scatterings at

colliders [11].

In Sec. III, we give a static and spherically-symmetric

solution of the EGP model. We perform a detailed anal-

ysis of the EGP setup by employing a perfect fluid

ansatz for the fermions. (Fermions are the only fields

which the Proca field couples directly). In our analysis,

we consider different coupling regimes.

In Sec. IV, we apply the spherically-symmetric static

solution of Sec. III to black holes. We show that there

do not exist true black hole solutions due mainly to the

absence of the event horizon (even though their asymp-

totic behaviour suggests the RN black hole behavior).

We specialize to spherically-symmetric dust distribu-

tion by considering both the neutral (without any cou-

pling to the geometric Proca) and charged (with cou-

plings to the geometric Proca) matter (mainly the fermions).

To this end, we analyze the spherically-symmetric static

solutions of the EGP system for the dusty black holes,

i.e. the black hole surrounded by a geometrically charged

dust distribution. In this case, the geometric Proca field

couples to the geometrical charge density of the dust

distribution. One of the motivations to analyze the EGP

model for a dusty black hole solution is the recent ob-

servation of the European Southern Observatory’s Very

Large Telescope Interferometer [51]. By observing the

center of the galaxy Messier 77, it is detected that a

thick ring of dust is hiding a supermassive black hole,

and determination of the dust by these electromagnetic

observations can be useful for determining the geomet-

rical charge distribution. The dusty black hole solutions

reveal that the presence of matter fields and their cou-

plings to the geometric vector fields have significant af-

fects in that solutions with geometrically-charged dust

distributions are shifted drastically away from the dusty

solutions with geometrically-neutral dust distributions.

In Sec. V we conclude.

2 Extended Metric-Palatini Gravity with

Matter

In accordance with the conditions stated in (1), the

EMPG framework is defined by the following action

(with the metric signature (−,+,+,+))

S [g, Γ, Ψ ] =

∫
d4x
√
−g

{
M2

2
gµνRµν(gΓ )

+
M

2

2
gµνRµν(Γ )− ξ

4
Rµν(Γ )Rµν(Γ )

+ L (g, Γ, Ψ)

}
(2)

in which

Rµν(gΓ ) = ∂λ
gΓλµν − ∂νgΓλλµ + gΓ ρρλ

gΓλµν − gΓ ρνλ
gΓλρµ,

(3)

is the metrical Ricci curvature of the Levi-Civita con-

nection gΓλµν . Obviously, the affine Ricci tensor Rµν(Γ ),

following from the Riemann tensor as Rµν(Γ ) ≡ Rλµλν(Γ )),

is obtained by replacing the Levi-Civita connection gΓ

with the affine connection Γ in (3). The matter fields,

collectively denoted as Ψ , are described by the Lagrangian

L (g, Γ, Ψ), with possible presence of the affine connec-

tion Γ . The second affine Ricci tensor Rµν(Γ ), obtained

from the Riemann tensor by the contraction Rµν(Γ ) ≡
Rλλµν(Γ ), possessed the simple expression

Rµν(Γ ) = ∂µΓ
λ
λν − ∂νΓλλµ, (4)
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as the antisymmetric part of the affine Ricci tensor

Rµν(Γ ). It does obviously vanishes identically in the

GR limit (Γ → gΓ ).

The action (2) falls in the class of metric-Palatini

gravity theories [13, 14, 15]. Its first term (proportional

to M2) corresponds to the Einstein-Hilbert term in the

GR. Its second term (proportional to M
2
) means that

we consider the linear case of the metric-Palatini grav-

ity [gµνRµν(Γ ) in place of f(gµνRµν(Γ ))]. Its third term

(proportional to ξ) gives the extension of the metric-

Palatini gravity with the antisymmetric part of the affine

Ricci curvature [9, 10, 11]. Finally, its fourth term em-

phasizes the presence of the affine connection in the

matter sector (mainly the fermion kinetic terms) [11,

28, 29, 30].

The gravitational actions like (2) can always be ex-

tended by higher-power curvature invariants thanks to

general covariance. One can consider therefore ghost-

free functional forms like f(gµνRµν(gΓ )) [52] or

f(gµνRµν(Γ )) [53], where the latter has already been

analyzed in the metric-Palatini gravity [13, 14, 15]. It

is possible to consider also Ricci-squared (as well as

Riemann-squared) terms, which have been studied in

both the metrical [54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59] and Pala-

tini formalisms [32, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64]. These terms

are known to contain gravitational ghosts. However, it

is known that projective symmetry prevents ghost-like

instabilities in Ricci-based gravity theories [65]. The

EMPG action (2) would also contain ghosts if it were

containing quadratics of Rµν(Γ ) and Rαµβν(Γ ). The rea-

son is that such quadratics would lead to metrical cur-

vature terms like Rµν(gΓ ) or Rαµβν(gΓ ), which are known
to carry ghosts [66]. The cross terms Rµν(gΓ )Rµν(Γ )

would be another possibility but it is known that it is

not possible to prevent ghosts in that case, too [67].

Nevertheless, one here notes that there are exceptions

to this, as exemplified by the metric-affine theory with

higher-spin fields [68] as well as the higher-curvature

gravity theories with propagating torsion [69, 70]. There

are also studies on stability against radiative corrections

in metric-affine gravity [71, 72]. It is also known that

the torsion-free Ricci based theories with a vector field

degree of freedom are also ghost-free [65]. In view of all

these ghosty structures, the EMPG action in (2) stands

out as a nominal ghost-free setup. It can certainly be

generalized by functional forms like f(gµνRµν(gΓ )) [52]

or f(gµνRµν(Γ )) [53]. These ghost-free higher-curvature

actions are known to lead to the GR plus a geometri-

cal scalar, and are expected to enrich the EMPG by

adding geometrical scalars to already-present geomet-

rical Proca. In the present work, we will limit ourselves

to the action (2) as we are interested primarily in the

couplings of the geometric Proca with matter fields (not

those of the geometrical scalars).

It proves convenient to analyze the EMPG action

(2) by decomposing the affine connection as follows [11]

Γλµν = gΓλµν +∆λ
µν (5)

where ∆λ
µν is a symmetric rank-(1,2) tensor field. The

two Ricci curvature tensors accordingly take the forms

Rµν(Γ ) = Rµν(gΓ ) + g∇λ∆λ
µν − g∇ν∆λ

λµ

+∆ρ
ρλ∆

λ
µν −∆

ρ
νλ∆

λ
ρµ , (6)

Rµν(Γ ) = ∇µ∆λ
λν −∇ν∆λ

λµ (7)

under which the action (2) takes the form

S [g,∆, Ψ ] =

∫
d4x
√
−g

{
M2 +M

2

2
gµνRµν(gΓ )

− ξ

4
gµαgνβ(∇µ∆λ

λν −∇ν∆λ
λµ)(∇α∆λ

λβ −∇β∆λ
λα)

+
M

2

2
gµν(∆ρ

ρλ∆
λ
µν −∆

ρ
νλ∆

λ
ρµ) + L(g, gΓ,∆, Ψ)

}
(8)

in which ∇α is covariant derivative with respect to the

Levi-Civita connection so that ∇αgµν = 0. The tensor

field ∆λ
µν is seen to appear both in the geometrical and

matter sectors. It proves useful to define

M2 +M
2 ≡ 1

κ
(9)

where κ = 8πGN , GN being the Newton’s constant. It

is possible to bring the EMPG action (8) into a familiar

form by expressing ∆λ
µν in terms of the non-metricity

tensor as follows [28, 29, 30, 31, 32] (torsion is zero

everywhere)

∆λ
µν =

1

2
gλρ(Qµνρ +Qνµρ −Qρµν) (10)

in which

Qλµν = −Γ∇λgµν (11)

is the non-metricity tensor. It proves useful to define

also the non-metricity vector

Qµ =
1

4
Q ν
µν (12)

which will prove useful in the dynamical equations in

the sequel.

The affine connection Γλµν or the geometrical ten-

sor ∆λ
µν takes part in the matter action L(g, gΓ,∆, Ψ)

through the fermions kinetic terms. This is due to the

spin connection in the covariant derivative of the spinor

fields in curved spacetime [73, 74, 75, 76]

Γ∇µψ = (∂µ +
1

4
ωabµ γaγb)ψ (13)
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in which the flat spacetime Clifford algebra gives

γaγb = ηab + 2σab (14)

with the Lorentz generator

σab =
1

4
[γa, γb]. (15)

Using the decomposition of the affine connection in

(10), the affine covariant derivative in (13) decomposes

as

Γ∇µψ = (∇µ +
1

2
Qµ)ψ (16)

to explicitly contain the non-metricity vector Qµ de-

fined in (12). This decomposition proves that each and

every fermion field couples to the non-metricity vector

universally.

Expressing ∆λ
µν in terms of the non-metricity tensor

Qλµν via the relation (10), the EMPG action (8) turns

to the action of the non-metricity tensor. In fact, this

new action remains stationary against variations in the

affine connection Γλµν provided that

Γ∇λ(
√
−ggµν)− Γ∇σ(

√
−ggσ(ν)δ

µ)
λ

+
ξ

M
2

[
Γ∇σ(

√
−gRσµ)δνλ + Γ∇σ(

√
−gRσν)δµλ

]
− 1

M
2

√
−g δL

δΓλµν
= 0 (17)

which governs the dynamics of Qλµν . Taking trace of

(17), replacing divergences in it, and using the spinor

covariant derivative (16) in computing the variation
δL
δΓλµν

of the matter Lagrangian, the non-metricity equa-

tion of motion (17) takes the form

Γ∇λ(
√
−ggµν)− 2ξ

3M
2

(
Γ∇σ(

√
−gRµσ)δνλ

+ Γ∇σ(
√
−gRνσ)δµλ

)
+

1

6M
2

√
−g
(
ψγµψδνλ + ψγνψδµλ

)
= 0 (18)

such that its contraction

gµν
Γ∇λ(

√
−ggµν) =

4ξ

3M
2 gλν

Γ∇µ(
√
−gRνµ)

− 1

3M
2

√
−ggνλψγνψ (19)

leads to the equation

∇µR
µν − 3M

2

ξ
Qν = − 1

4ξ
ψγνψ (20)

via the relation

Γ∇µ(
√
−gRνµ) =

√
−g ∇µR

νµ
. (21)

As a result, the relation (20) for the non-metricity vec-

tor implies that the contracted equation of motion (18)

enjoys this specific relation

Qλµν = 2Qλgµν − 2Qµgνλ − 2Qνgµλ (22)

expressing the non-metricity tensor in terms of the non-

metricity vector. This means that the EMPG dynamics

involves the curved metric gµν and the non-metricity

vector Qµ as the two dynamical fields, and the relation

(22) takes the definition of ∆λ
µν in (10) to the new form

∆λ
µν = −3Qλgµν +Qνδ

λ
µ +Qµδ

λ
ν (23)

under which the EMPG action (8) reduces to the follow-

ing action of the GR plus a massive vector field theory

with matter (as in our previous work [11])

S[g, Y, ψ] =

∫
d4x
√
−g

{
1

2κ
R(g)− 3M

2

4ξ
YµY

µ

− 1

4
YµνY

µν +
1

4
√
ξ
ψγµψYµ

+ Lrest(g, gΓ, ψ)

}
(24)

which is nothing but the aforementioned EGP model.

Here, R(g) ≡ gµνRµν(gΓ ) is the metrical curvature

scalar, Yµ ≡ 2
√
ξQµ is the normalized canonical vector

field generated by the affine connection, Yµν = ∂µYν −
∂νYµ is the field strength tensor of Yµ, and Lrest (g, gΓ, Ψ)

is part of the matter Lagrangian that does not involve

Yµ. (As noted before, generalizations like f(gµνRµν(gΓ ))

[52] or f(gµνRµν(Γ )) [53] would produce a geometrical

scalar in (24) setup above.) In the action (24), the Yµ
mass is set by the mass scale M while the coupling of Yµ
to the fermions are set only by the parameter ξ. This

structure of parameter space allows to set the funda-

mental scale of the gravity correctly while the vector

field mass and its interaction strength vary indepen-

dently in a wide range (ξ : 0 ↔ 1 and M
2

: 0 ↔ 1/κ).

(This parameter space, much wider than in [11], results

from the metric-Palatini structure of the EMPG action

[13, 14, 15].) It is clear from the fourth term of the ac-

tion (24) that Yµ couples universally only to fermions

(not to the Higgs and gauge bosons). This interaction

of Yµ with fermions will certainly have important impli-

cations for various physical phenomena. It is clear that

the motion equation (18) for the non-metricity vector

leads to the following motion equation for Yµ

∇µY µν −M2
Y Y

ν = −gY Jν (25)

where Jν = ψγνψ is the fermion current,

M2
Y =

3M
2

2ξ
(26)
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is the Yµ mass-squared, and

gY =
1

4
√
ξ

(27)

is the Yµ coupling constant, resembling the gauge cou-

pling in gauge theories though Yµ is by origin not a

gauge field at all.

3 Spherically-Symmetric Static EGP System,

with Perfect Fluid

To set the stage, we bring the EGP action (24) into the

compact form

S[g, Y ] =

∫
d4x
√
−g

{
1

2κ
R(g)− 1

4
YµνY

µν − 1

2
M2
Y YµY

µ

+ gY YµJ
µ + Lrest

}
(28)

which we will analyze below in search for spherically-

symmetric static solutions. Its variation with respect to

the metric gµν leads to the Einstein field equations

Rµν(gΓ )− 1

2
R(g)gµν = κ(TYµν + T restµν ) (29)

wherein the two energy-momentum tensors at the right-

hand side are given by

TYµν = YαµYβνg
αβ − 1

4
YαβY

αβgµν +M2
Y (YµYν

− 1

2
YαY

αgµν) + 2gY (YµJν −
1

2
YαJ

αgµν), (30)

T restµν = Lrestgµν − 2
δLrest
δgµν

. (31)

In an attempt to find spherically-symmetric static so-

lutions of the field equations (29) in space coordinates

(r, θ, φ), we put forth the ansatz

gµν = diag(−f2(r),
g2(r)

f2(r)
, r2, r2 sin2 θ) (32)

in which g2(r) measures the deviation from the Scwarzschild-

like form.

Having done with the metric, the geometric Proca

field Yµ obeying the equation of motion (25) can be

taken as a purely time-like field

Yµ =
u(r)

r
δ0µ (33)

in agreement with spherically-symmetric background.

Here u(r) measures deviation from the Coulombic limit.

With this time-like vector, gravitational and geometric-

Proca parts of the EGP model are described by three

real functions f(r), g(r) and u(r). What remains is spefi-

cation of their sources. The source of the metric tensor

gµν , taken to be a perfect fluid, has the form (see the

definitions (31) above)

T restµν = (ρM + pM )vµvν + pMgµν (34)

where ρM and pM are the energy density and pressure

of the perfect fluid, respectively and the four-velocity

of the perfect fluid satisfies vµv
µ = −1. In this context,

source of the geometric Proca Yµ takes the form

Jµ = ρCvµ (35)

where ρC is the geometrical charge density of the matter

distribution. This current is a mean-field approximation

to the fermion current defined below (25), and sources

the geometric Proca field Yµ.

Now, for the ansatze in (32), (33), (34) and (35) the

total energy-momentum tensor takes the form

Tµν =
1

2r2g2f2

[
− f2(u′ − u

r
)2 +M2

Y g
2u2
]
g11δ

1
µδ

1
ν

− 1

2r2g2f2

[
f2(u′ − u

r
)2 +M2

Y g
2u2
]
(−g00δ0µδ0ν

+ g22δ
2
µδ

2
ν + g33δ

3
µδ

3
ν)

+
[
ρM + gY

ρC
f

u

r

]
(−g00δ0µδ0ν)

+
[
pM + gY

ρC
f

u

r

]
(g11δ

1
µδ

1
ν + g22δ

2
µδ

2
ν + g33δ

3
µδ

3
ν)

(36)

with which the Einstein field equations (29) can be

solved component-by-component. The (µν = 11) and

(µν = 00) components lead, respectively, to the ordi-

nary differential equations

2r(f2)′ + 2(f2 − g2) = κ
[M2

Y g
2

f2
u2 − (u′ − u

r
)2

+ 2pMr
2g2 +

2gY ρCrg
2

f
u
]
, (37)

r(g2)′ = κ
[M2

Y g
4

f4
u2 +

r2g4

f2
(ρM + pM )

+
2gY ρCg

4

f3
u
]

(38)

where prime (′) stands for derivatives with respect to

r.

By a similar analysis, the equation of motion (25)

of the geometric Proca turns to

u′′ =
M2
Y g

2

f2
u+

g′

g

(
u′ − u

r

)
+ gY

ρCr

f
. (39)

under the ansatze (32), (33), and (35).

Needless to say, the system of equations (37), (38)

and (39) is a coupled nonlinear ordinary differential
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equations set. It is hard to solve analytically, and we

will therefore resort to numerical techniques. To this

aim, we carry the equations into gravitational units to

obtain dimensionless equations system via the following

dimensionless quantities:

r̂ := κ−1/2r, M̂2
Y := κM2

Y , p̂M := κ2pM , ρ̂M := κ2ρM ,

ρ̂C := κ3/2ρC (40)

so that the original differential equations (37), (38) and

(39) take the following form:

2
(
r̂
df2

dr̂
+ f2 − g2

)
= M̂2

Y

g2

f2
u2 −

(du
dr̂
− u

r̂

)2
+ 2p̂M r̂

2g2 +
2gY ρ̂C r̂g

2

f
u, (41)

r̂
dg2

dr̂
= M̂2

Y

g4

f4
u2 +

r̂2g4

f2
(ρ̂M + p̂M )

+
2gY ρ̂C r̂g

4

f3
u, (42)

d2u

dr̂2
= M̂2

Y

g2

f2
u+

1

2g2
dg2

dr̂

(du
dr̂
− u

r̂

)
+ gY

ρ̂C r̂

f
. (43)

Here, the dimensionless radial coordinate r̂ measures

the distance from the origin in units of the Planck

length κ1/2. This is a system of coupled nonlinear ordi-

nary differential equations describing the dynamics of

metric and geometrical Proca field in the presence of

a matter distribution with both energy and geometri-

cal charge densities. The coupling of Yµ to the geomet-

rical charge density of the matter arises in the EGP

model naturally, and we will show in the next section

that it actually has inevitable effects on the spherically-

symmetric static solutions of the EGP system. This

matter distribution something not discussed before, it

is a new topic brought about by the present work.

The EGP model, even as a spherically-symmetric

static system described by (41), (42) and (43), can have

important implications in numerous astrophysical sys-

tems like black holes, neutron stars, gamma ray bursters,

magnetars and as such. The spherically-symmetric static

black hole solutions of the RN type of have been stud-

ied in the literature [46, 47]. The thing is that in these

papers (and in other relevant work) matter distribu-

tion (with or without geometrical charge) has not been

taken into account. Here, in the present work, in Sec.4

below, we will focus on black hole solutions with a geo-

metrical dust distribution around. We call the solutions

”dusty black hole solutions”. We will show that the cou-

pling of Yµ to the geometrical charge density of the dust

distribution has significant effects on the behaviour of

the solutions.

4 Dusty Black Hole Solutions

In this section we analyze the dimensionless system of

equations (41), (42) and (43) in the presence of a dust

distribution. We take for the dust

p̂M = 0, (44)

ρ̂M =
M̂D

r̂3
, (45)

ρ̂C =
QD
r̂3

(46)

in which M̂D =
√
κMD and QD are the dimension-

less mass and the geometrical charge, respectively. (We

chose this distribution as a nominal structure. It is pos-

sible to consider more general distributions depending

on the physical system under concern.)

Before starting the numerical analysis, it proves use-

ful to determine the asymptotic behaviors of the fields.

The approximate solutions will be a combination of the

solutions small r̂ → 0 and large r̂ → ∞ distance solu-

tions. Firstly, in the asymptotic Minkowski spacetime

for which f2 = g2 = 1 at r̂ → ∞, the geometric Proca

assumes the solution

u = QB e−M̂Y r̂ − gYQD
2

(
eM̂Y r̂Ei(−M̂Y r̂)

+ e−M̂Y r̂Ei(M̂Y r̂)
)

(47)

in which the first term is the homogeneous solution cor-

responding to the Yukawa potential emanating from a

black hole of geometrical charge QB . The second term,

the particular solution, gives the Proca field as sourced

by a geometrically-charged (charge QD) dust distribu-

tion defined in (46). It vanishes when QD = 0, as ex-
pected. Here,

Ei(x) = −
∫ ∞
−x

e−td(log t) (48)

is the exponential integral function. (This particular so-

lution will be different for different charge distributions

ρC .)

Around the origin, r̂ → 0, effects of the geometric

Proca mass is negligibe (e−M̂Y r̂ ' 1 − M̂Y r̂). Then,

in the absence of the mass density ρ̂M and the charge

density ρ̂C of the dust distribution, the black hole mass

M̂B would be the only gravitating source. This leads to

the solution of g2 = c20 by (42) where c0 is a constant.

Then, under the same conditions, the geometric Proca

becomes u ' QB by (43). In consequence, including

the energy and geometric charge densities, the metric

function acquires the solution

f2 = c20

(
1− 2M̂B

r̂
+

Q2
B

2c20r̂
2
− gY

QBQD
r̂2

)
(49)
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which holds near the origin with a Schwarzschild part

proportional to M̂B and the RN-type contributions pro-

portional toQ2
B and gY . This reveals the effect of charge

distribution of the dust on the spacetime structure.

In light of the discussions above, the asymptotic so-

lutions (r̂ →∞) read as follows:

f2∞ → c20

(
1− 2M̂B

r̂∞
+

Q2
∞

2c20r̂
2
∞
− gY

Q∞QD
r̂2∞

)
, (50)

g2∞ → c20, (51)

u∞ → Q∞e
−M̂Y r̂∞ − gYQD

2

(
eM̂Y r̂∞Ei(−M̂Y r̂∞)

+ e−M̂Y r̂∞Ei(M̂Y r̂∞)
)
, (52)

u′∞ → −Q∞M̂Y e
−M̂Y r̂∞ − gYQD

[ 1

r̂∞

+
1

2
M̂Y

(
eM̂Y r̂∞Ei(−M̂Y r̂∞)

− e−M̂Y r̂∞Ei(M̂Y r̂∞)
)]

(53)

where Q∞ is the asymptotic geometrical charge of the

black hole. The asymptotic metric function f2 (50) is

in the form of a RN type solution with an additional

term which emerges due to the coupling of Yµ to the ge-

ometrical charge density of the dust distribution. The

Schwarzchild solution is naturally expected as an ap-

proximate solution far away from the gravitating mass

MB ; however, we also keep the r̂−2 terms in this asymp-

totic solution of f2 (50).

Having set all three dynamical equations in gravi-

tational units, we now turn to their numerical integra-

tions. To this end, we take

M̂Y = 1, c0 = 1, QB = Q∞ = 1, r̂ = 30 (54)

in the asymptotic functions (50), (51), (52) and (53).

Below, we consider geometrically-neutral (QD = 0) and

geometrically-charged (QD 6= 0) dusts separately to

determine effects of matter on spherically-symmetric

static solutions.

4.1 Geometrically-Neutral Dust

In this subsection, we perform a numerical analysis of

the effects of the geometrically-neutral (QD = 0) dust.

Depicted in FIG.1 are f2 (panel (a)), g2 (panel (b)),

and u (panel (c)) as a function of r̂ without dust (full

curves) and with dust (dashed curves) for different val-

ues of the black hole mass M̂B = 0.2 (green curve),

M̂B = 1.1 (blue curve), and M̂B = 2.0 (red curve). The

dust has zero geometrical charge (QD = 0). It is clear

from the figure that the metric functions f2(r̂), g2(r̂)

and u(r̂) remain nonzero and non-negative for the entire

parameter ranges. Comparison of the full curves with

the dashed curves reveals that effects of geometrically-

neutral dust get pronounced at low r̂ and high M̂B val-

ues. These effects do, however, never bring these func-

tions to zero, which means that black hole solutions in

the EGP system develop a horizon neither with dust

nor without dust. This means that there are no true

black hole solutions.

4.2 Geometrically-Charged Dust

In this subsection, we perform a numerical analysis of

the effects of the geometrically-charged (QD 6= 0) dust.

In this particular case, the geometric Proca field has

a source set by ρC . The solution is composed of the

uniform solution in Subsection A plus the particular

solution set by ρC . Depicted in FIG.2 are f2 (panel

(a)), g2 (panel (b)), and u (panel (c)) as a function of

r̂ for geometrically-neutral dust (QD = 0 with green

curve) and geometrically-charged dust (QD 6= 0 with

blue and red curves). What is spectacular about these

metric and geometric Proca configurations is that the

particular solution gets abruptly shifted from the ho-

mogeneous solution by the presence of a geometrically-

charged dust distribution (QD 6= 0). The reason for this

is mainly the choice of ρC in that ρC ∝ 1/r̂3 causes the

field configurations to take much larger values at low r̂

but merges with the homogeneous solution at large r̂.

The reason for clustering of the solutions is that shifts

in QD does not change the overall r̂ dependence. All

these properties are confirmed by the approximate so-

lution of f2 in (49) in that geometric charge effects

(involving Q2
B and QBQD) grow as 1/r̂2 at small r̂ and

surpass the Schwarzschild solution. In fact, for small

charges like QD ∼ 10−9 the particular solutions (blue,

red) are seen to get closer to the homogeneous (green)

solution. These r̂ dependencies reveal that neither the

dustless nor the dusty EGP system can give rise to black

holes despite the fact that the approximate solutions

exhibit RN behavior. Indeed, as seen from FIG.2 panel

(a), charged dust causes push f2 away from the zero-

axis and diminishes therefore possibility of developing

a horizon.

5 Discussions and Conclusion

In this paper, we have performed a systematic study

of the EMPG model in the linear ghost-free limit in

which quadratic and higher-order curvature terms are

all dropped. It falls in the class of linear, torsion-free,

metric-Palatini gravity theories [13, 14, 15], with the

extensions that a term quadratic in the antisymmetric

part of the affine curvature [9, 10, 11] exists and the
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 1: The spherically-symmetric static EGP system

as described by the metric functions f2 and g2, and

by the geometric-Proca function u. The solid (dashed)

curves correspond to dustless (dusty) case. The dust

has zero geometrical charge, that is, QD = 0. The black

hole mass is varied over M̂B = 0.2, 1.1, 2, and it is ob-

served that effects of the geometrically-neutral dust is

pronounced at large M̂B and small r̂ regimes.

(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 2: The spherically-symmetric static EGP system

as described by the metric functions f2 and g2, and by

the geometric-Proca function u. The plots are produced

by setting M̂B = 2 and M̂D = 0.1, and gY = 0.1.

The green, blue and red curves correspond to QD = 0,

QD = 0.5 and QD = 1, respectively. It is clear from the

figure that the presence of the charged dust modifies

f2 and g2 and u drastically from the homogeneous one

(green) to particular (blue, red) solutions. This is due

to dominance of ρC at small r̂.
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matter action involves the affine connection explicitly

[28, 29, 30, 31, 32].

As we have shown in Sec. II, metric-Palatini grav-

ity theory reduces to the GR plus a geometrical mas-

sive vector theory, which we call the Einstein-Geometric

Proca (EGP) theory. The EGP model differs from sim-

ilar models in the literature by its explicit involvement

of the direct coupling between the geometric Proca field

and the fermions in the theory. To emphasize, it turns

out that quarks and leptons (not the Higgs and gauge

bosons) couple to the geometrical vector Yµ directly,

universally and in an Abelian gauge field fashion.

The EGP system provides a novel geometrodynami-

cal framework. It can set the stage for diversely different

physical phenomena. Here, we would like to comment

on its few salient effects for completeness of the discus-

sions.

1. EGP in astrophysical media. These systems in-

volve neutron stars, black holes, magnetars and as

such. Implications of the EGP system for such me-

dia are determined by solving the EGP field equa-

tions (25) and (29). Each system requires a specific

structure in terms of time dependence, isotropy and

anisotropy. The key point is that the fermions (elec-

trons, protons, neutrons) making up the astrophys-

ical object (a neutron star, for instance) have not

only the usual electromagnetic, weak and strong in-

teractions but also the geometric Proca interaction.

This additional interaction can cause cooling of stars

or instability of neutron stars or novel couplings of

different fluidic components in a given astrophysical

object.

Our analyses in Sec. III and IV are an illustra-

tive example of what implications the EGP the-

ory can have for spherically-symmetric static geome-

tries. To that end, we constructed in Sec. III static

spherically-symmetric field equations by represent-

ing matter fields by a perfect fluid, and discussed

the (im)possibility of black hole type solutions in

the presence of dust with or without geometrical

charge. Our numerical integration of the EGP field

equations showed that possibility of developing a

horizon gets lesser and lesser in the presence of a

charged dust.

2. EGP at particle colliders. The geometric Proca

field Yµ, which couple universally to all the leptons

and quarks, can give cause to novel signals or event

rates or event distributions at collider experiments

if its mass lies near the collider reach (MY & TeV).

In fact, it falls in the general classification of “Z ′

models” [77, 78]. It can have non-trivial effects at

high-energy colliders [79, 80, 81]. It can play a role

also in the recent fifth force data [82]. Its implica-

tions were briefly mentioned in [11] as part of the

dark matter detection problem. Practically speak-

ing, all Z ′ effects or events like the Drell-Yann pro-

duction and similar fermion scattering events, can

be reanalyzed in view of the universal Yµ couplings.

Deep down, it will set an interesting example of a

geometric field taking part in collider processes like

the LHC experiments or future ILC experiments.

These two are the foremost effects of the EGP sys-

tem, with matter. The EGP system can affect also the

early Universe as a Planckian-mass heavy field that

seeds certain anistropies. Our study in this work should

make it clear that the EGP can lead to novel physical

effects in astrophysical, cosmological and collider set-

tings.
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