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Abstract

In this paper we extend the projective symmetry of the full metric-
affine Einstein-Hilbert theory to a new symmetry transformation in the
space of affine connections called the amplified symmetry. We prove
that the Lagrangian of the Standard Model of particle physics is invari-
ant under this new symmetry. We also show that the gravitational La-
grangian can be modified so that the amplified symmetry extends to the
gravitational sector and hence to the whole action. The new theory so
constructed is shown to be dynamically equivalent to Einstein-Cartan’s
though genuinely metric-affine.

1 Introduction

In the early twenties of the last century Cartan realized that Einstein’s rela-
tivity can be generalized to connections with torsion. Even before the spin of
the electron was discovered he inferred that the source of torsion was the den-
sity of intrinsic angular momentum of matter [5]. With later contributions by
Sciama [39] and Kibble [26] this led to the development of the so called Einstein-
Cartan-Sciama-Kibble theory, according to which torsion is only present inside
matter. Indeed, according to the field equations, torsion does not propagate
[19] (modified versions in which torsion propagates exist [13]).

This theory is still regarded as one of the most elegant viable generalizations
of Einstein’s gravity. Its geometric formulation owes much to Trautman [40, 4T,
[42] 43|, [44] and to his thorough use of differential forms and covariant exterior
differentiation, see also [30].
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Since torsion enters the Raychaudhuri equation through terms that do not
have a definite sign [29] 28] [45] it can avert the spacetime singularities predicted
by singularity theorems. The possibly repulsive effect of torsion became even
more appealing with the discovery of the accelerated expansion of the Universe.
Since that discovery, the study of gravitational dynamics with torsion experi-
enced a resurgence as authors began exploring new physics, being it quantum
or classical. It was thought that other generalizations of Einstein’s gravity be-
side Einstein-Cartan’s that might more easily put to experimental test could be
possible.

A variety of alternatives were considered in which torsion or non-metricity do
not vanish. In addition to Einstein-Cartan theory we mention teleparallel grav-
ity [0 15 1], Weyl conformal gravity [31} 37, [49] (with trace of non-metricity),
the recently studied symmetric teleparallel gravity [34} 20, 2] 22] (no curvature,
no torsion, with non-metricity), Weyl-Cartan theory [32] (with trace of non-
metricity and torsion), Eddington-Schrédinger purely affine theory [36] (with
torsion and no metric) and the most general metric-affine theories in which the
connection is not constrained [I8| 47, [46]. The last approach would have been
the conceptually more satisfactory because the Palatini’s variational principle
is more elegantly formulated without constraining torsion or non-metricity a
priori.

In general metric-affine theories the dynamical equation for the connection
has as source the hypermomentum [I9]. This quantity splits into the antisym-
metric component, i.e. the spin density, the trace component, vanishing due to
projective symmetry of the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian, and the shear traceless
component (the so-called shear hypermomentum).

In this work we introduce a new symmetry transformation in the space
of affine connections called the amplified symmetry. We confirm that the La-
grangian of the Standard Model of particle physics is invariant under this sym-
metry transformation and as a consequence we conclude that in this theory the
shear hypermomentum vanishes. Moreover, we extend the amplified symmetry
to the gravitational sector by constructing explicitly a gravitational Lagrangian
that has this invariance (the £y Lagrangian). We furthermore prove that the
theory combining the Lagrangian £y and the Standard Model Lagrangian is dy-
namically equivalent to the Einstein-Cartan Theory. Therefore our new theory
reproduces the Standard Model physics but it is truly metric-affine, as we do
not impose any restriction on the metric or the affine connection.

The structure of the paper is as follows: section [2] introduces our notation
and conventions, section [3lis a review of the Einstein-Hilbert full metric-affine
theory, with special emphasis on its projective invariance properties (Remark
BI). Although part of the material might be already known, we felt it neces-
sary to include it here in order to set up the starting point for deriving our new
results so that a reader familiar with this material can jump straight to section
[ We analyze the extension of the projective invariance to the matter sector
(subsection B.]) and discuss the dynamics of this theory and some of its special-
izations, indicating whether the projective invariance of the full (gravity plus
matter) theory is kept or not (subsectionB:2)). SectionMlis where our new results



are presented: the definition of the amplified symmetry in Eq. 29)), a gravita-
tional Lagrangian £y (in Eq. (30)) invariant under the amplified symmetry for
A = 0, the dynamical equivalence of £y coupled with matter to Einstein-Cartan
Theory whenever the matter sector enjoys the amplified symmetry (Theorem
[4) and finally the result that this is indeed the case for the Standard Model
Lagrangian (section Bl Theorem [5.2]). Some of the computations of this paper
have been double-checked with zTerior [11].

2 Conventions and formalism

We start by describing the conventions and formalism used in the paper. We
shall work in a four dimensional differentiable manifold M where an arbitrary
basis {e, } and its dual co-basis {e®}, a = 1,...,4 are defined. We do not assume
that {e,} are orthonormal. Latin small indices will represent components of
geometric objects in the basis and we will use small Greek letters to denote
spacetime (abstract) indices of tensors. As is well-known, a covariant derivative
V (affine connection) on M induces the connection 1-form w®, and the curvature
2-form by means of the relations

Ve = —w% ®@e’, RY% :=dw + w A w. (1)

The components of the curvature 2-form are introduced through R%, = R%.q %ec/\
e, Our conventions for the Ricci tensor and the scalar curvature are Rgp =
Rfup and R := Rabgab, respectively. The torsion 2-form is

7% .= dVe® = de® + w® A€, (2)

where dV is the covariant exterior differential. The torsion components are
introduced through T¢ = T",.1e® A €. Suppose M has a (Lorentzian) metric
g. If gap := g(eq, €p) then the non-metricity 1-form is

gab = dvgalh

The shear (traceless) non-metricity is Gap := Gap — %ggab where G = ¢°%G.q is
the Weyl 1-form. Sometimes we will have to display the additional 1-form index
of Gap. Our convention is then

gab = gabcec .

Similarly Gq represents the basis components of G = Gge?.
The Bianchi identities are

dVT* =R ne’, dVR% =0, dVGu = —Rab — Rea- (3)

With 79 or simply with 1 or dvol we denote the volume form induced by the
metric. In components

77(9) = ngz)cd%ea AeP Ael A e,



n((lgld = y/— det gqap|abed] with [abed] totally anti-symmetric symbol with [1234]=1.
Let £ = L(gap, w™s, €*) be a general Lagrangian 4-form expressed in terms of
connection form, metric coeflicients and co-basis. The variation of the integral

[ L reads
oL oL oL
5/5:/ —08gap + —— A dwp + — A de®
6gab 5wab ded
The invariance of the integral under diffeomorphisms implies [27] [18] Sec. 5.2.1]

dVE _

5L
5Gab Ser 0 (4)

oL oL
beCE + —— N RY 4 —— AT+
5gabg beC” + A b+ icT*+¢

de®
for every vector field ¢. Moreover, if £ depends on just (g, V) the invariance of
the integral under general linear transformations of the co-basis results into the
equation [40, Eq. 1.3]

oL

—Neb=2
gea € gr

oL oL
Gra +dV :
b dwy

(5)

3 Projective invariance of the Einstein-Hilbert
full metric-affine theory

The Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian form is
L = %n((l%)cdRasng AeCAel = %né%)cdR“bstes Aet Aef Ael = Rdwol,

Let us introduce the Einstein tensor G, through the identity

0LEn

= —Gdwol,
5gab

where the variation is taken with w®, and e® fixed. This implies

Gab = R(ap) — 2 Rgap. (6)
Let us introduce the Hilbert 3-form
1 5‘CEH 1 a _sb c
T 5 hed 5Mabed R sg™ N e

which is such that Lrg = 74 A e?. Let us define 74" through
Ta = §7d Mrav=€"* N e’ A e* (7)

so that
Tab = %(Rbrar + Rrbra) - %Rgab- (8)

Notice that 745 is not necessarily symmetric. From (@) we get

Tp N el = —1,9dvol 9)



thus a condition equivalent to symmetry is 77 A e? = 77 A eP.
A projective transformation is a transformation of the connection forms given
by
W = W' = w + 5% (10)

where « is any 1-form. Of course, this can be also viewed as a transformation
of the affine connection V into a new affine connection V’.

Remark 3.1. We present some known facts that are useful in order to clarify
the role of the projective invariance in the study of metric-affine theories (and
in particular in the full metric-affine Einstein-Hilbert theory). For these type of
results see [16] 12} §].

The following identities are easily deducible from ()

R/dcab = Rdcab + 26dca[aab]u
R;b = Rap + 28[aab]a

and from them it follows that R%.qp — 5ch[ab], Ravy, R, LEn, Gap, are projec-
tively invariant.

Actually, the tensor 7,4 is also projectively invariant a fact that does not
seem to have been previously noticed. Its invariance can be derived by noticing
that Lgpg is invariant and so must be its variation with respect to the co-basis.
This observation provides also a quick justification for the projective invariance
of G4p as this tensor is obtained from the variation of Lgy with respect to gup.

The shear non-metricity Gqp is also prejectively invariant as it is immediate
from G/, = Gap — 2agap. From Eq. (2) we have T'* — T% = a A e* and from

g =G-8a (11)

we get the invariance of

T — 16" Gy (12)

Finally, it is interesting to observe that every tensor Q. which is projectively
invariant has a projectively invariant covariant divergence V;,Q,’, indeed

V;;Qab - vanb - Qrb((vaab) + Qar((srbo‘b) = vanb-

Of course, as observed in [16], 3] unparametrized geodesics are also preserved
by ([I0), as it follows from a well-known result by Weyl according to which two
geodesic equations I® + I‘gc:bb:bc = 0 and 2% + l’"l‘fcdcb:bc = 0 share the same
solutions up to parametrization if and only if

Iy = Tloey + 0% 0

for some 1-form . This means that the V-free fall is not affected by a projective
change (still the geodesics for V and V@ could differ if they are not projec-
tively related). Similarly, the reading of a clock over a timelike geodesic is not
affected as this is a metric notion hence independent of the connection. Since



G b is invariant and equal to the stress-energy momentum tensor many observ-
ables connected to the source are also expected to be projectively invariant.
This really suggests that the projective symmetry should be regarded as a full
symmetry of nature, an idea that is implemented by demanding the projective
invariance of the matter Lagrangian, as discussed next.

3.1 Extension of the projective invariance to the matter
sector in the full Einstein-Hilbert theory

Soon after Hilbert introduced the variational approach to Einstein’s equations,
Palatini [35] noticed that the variation with respect to the metric could be more
easily accomplished in two steps, first by varying with respect to the metric and
torsionless connection and then by considering the variation of the Levi-Civita
connection with respect to the metric. This led Einstein to realize that the met-
ric and connection could be regarded as independent variables [9] [10], through
what is now known as Palatini’s approach, and that one could even consider
connections with torsion. However, as recalled by Remark 3.1, the projective
change of connection forms leaves invariant the Einstein-Hilbert action, thus, as
a result, the connection remains undetermined, though in the projective class
of the Levi-Civita connection [40] [43] §]. In fact it is the dynamical equation
for the connection alone that provides this result

0LEH

=0 & Ja: W= (W) +6%a, (13)
dwy

see also the end of Sec. for a proof. In order to fix the connection w®, to the
Levi-Civita connection form (w(g))“b of general relativity some ‘gauge fixing’
has to be imposed. Einstein observed that the conditions (a) the connection
is torsionless, or (b) the trace of the torsion vanishes, are sufficient, but some
other conditions were later proposed, for instance one can assume that (c) the
connection is metric or that (d) it is compatible with the metric volume form
[17], V9 = ng ® 3G = 0, where V is the connection that defines w®;,. One can
also recover the Levi-Civita connection dynamically by introducing additional
terms into the Lagrangian which are expressed in terms of torsion and non-
metricity [4] or by means of Lagrange multipliers [16].
In general the action will also have a matter part

S=Seun+Su :/EEH(QaV)‘F/EM(Qaag,V,(b)

thus this scheme of recovering the metric compatibility condition from the vari-
ation of the gravitational action can only work if £; does not depend on the
independently varied connection V, but solely on the Levi-Civita connection
V9, and hence on the metric and its first derivatives. Whenever L, depends
on V one can expect a departure from general relativity.

As soon as the projective invariance of the gravitational action is taken
into full account one faces an important problem: the coupling between V



and the matter does not necessarily correspond to a minimal coupling. To
understand why this happens, recall that the connection is determined by the
dynamical equation for V. To obtain such an equation it is convenient to express
the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian in terms of the metric components, connection
form potentials and co-basis {e*}, as follows: Lgyg = Lru(gap,w,e*), and
similarly for the matter part £;. Then the variation with respect to w®;, gives
the dynamical equation for V

5LEH 5LM .

However, the projective invariance of the gravitational action implies

0L
dwy

5% = 0. (15)

In order to satisfy this extra equation one can assume that £,; depends only on
g and its derivatives, hence on w(9)%,, but not on w®,. (or V). Although this is
certainly a possibility, it renounces the idea of minimal coupling between V and
the matter, thus giving to the connection a lesser important role than expected.
Sandberg [38] explored a different possibility. One should not try to remove
the projective invariance dynamically. The previous problem with the constraint
(@) could be solved by demanding the matter Lagrangian to be also projectively
invariant. In other words the projective symmetry could be understood as a gauge
symmetry of the whole theory, not just of the gravitational part. Among the
papers that helped to clarify this point we mention [I6] 12 [8, B [2]. However,
Sandberg considered only matter without spin and ran into some problems.

3.2 The dynamics of the affine connection in the full Einstein-
Hilbert metric-affine theory

In this subsection we work out the dynamical equation (I4]) for the full Einstein-
Hilbert metric-affine theory and discuss the behaviour of each of the resulting

conditions under the projective transformation. Let us start by denoting % =

g‘w%. It is convenient to introduce the tensor density S™"" through

0L\

= _gmnhle, e“Ae’ A€ (16)
OWmn

6

The density S™"" has been called the hypermomentum [23] [18]. Let us define
the trace S" = ¢, S™"" and the shear hypermomentum

Smnh — S(mn)h _ %Shgmn
Then the hypermomentum splits into an anti-symmetric contribution S

and a symmetric contribution S(™™" where the latter splits further into trace
(dilation) and shear parts

Smnh _ S[mn]h + Smnh + %Shgmn



The anti-symmetric term is sometimes called the spin density for it is easy to
show that the Dirac Lagrangian contributes to it.

The dynamical equation for the connection (Id]) splits into anti-symmetric
and symmetric parts. The anti-symmetric part of (I4) is

T"ay = 16"1aGh) = =Stan)” = 5S1ra) 0" + 5540 0" + G 1ar)  (17)

where the left-hand side is projectively invariant. When the non-metricity van-
ishes this equation becomes the standard dynamical equation for the torsion in
the Einstein-Cartan theory. The symmetric part of (4] splits further into the
following equations

sh =0, (18)
25vmnh _ ganghm + Gmrrghn _ ghnm _ ghmn, (19)

where the former equation is due to the projective invariance of Sgpg, cf. Eq.
([I5). The latter equation is equivalent to the following equation [23]

Gabc _ _Srbca _ Sracb + Srbac + %Scrrgab' (20)
Substituting back in (7)) we arrive at

9T ab—59naG8) = —Sjabjh = 5S[ra)” Inb + 55(6) Gha

. . y (21)

— Shiba) + Shiat] + 39n(aSsr
The torsion cannot be completely determined due to projective invariance of the
gravitational action and hence the projective indeterminacy of the connection.
Only the projectively invariant combination on the left-hand side is dynamically
determined.

We can now write down all the dynamical equations for V in the full metric-
affine theory based on the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian. These are Eq. (20)
and Eq. (2I)), while Eq. (I8)) is a constraint on the matter Lagrangian due to
consistency with the projective invariance of the gravitational action. It can
be accomplished dynamically by demanding projective invariance of the matter
action as well, as observed by Sandberg [38] (hence the full theory keeps the
projective invariance). These equations also clarify that the source of shear
non-metricity is the shear hypermomentum and that

Gabc =0 Sabc —0.

By contrast, torsion receives a contribution from both spin density and shear
hypermomentum. The dynamical equations also show that both non-metricity
and torsion do not propagate and so are only expected inside matter.

If ‘;ﬁ%’: = 0 then by Eq. (I4) S = 0 which simplifies the previous equa-
tion leading to Eq. (I3). Indeed, Eq. 20)) tells us that the shear non-metricity
vanishes while Eqs. (IT)) and () tell us that with a suitable projective trans-

formation both the full non-metricity and torsion vanish, thus the connection




is Levi-Civita up to a projective transformation. This entails that G, = Tap
and G coincides with the usual general relativistic Einstein tensor constructed
from the Levi-Civita connection, due to the symmetries of the Riemann tensor
for the Levi-Civita connection. Actually, the identity Gup = 745 follows also
from Eq. ().

Using identity (@), we deduce that the independent set of dynamical equa-
tions of the full Einstein-Hilbert metric-affine theory, are those for the affine
connection (Egs. (20) and (2I))) together with

0L\

sea = 0. (22)

27, +

3.3 Removing the projective invariance in Einstein-Hilbert
metric-affine theories

The previous calculations summarize the dynamics of the affine connection in
the full metric-affine theory based on the Einstein-Hilbert action but also allow
us to consider more specialized related theories where the projective invariance
is removed. These more specialized theories start from more constrained ge-
ometries. The constraints imply that some variations of the connection are not
allowed and so some hypermomentum components are not defined. Similarly,
some variational equations have to be dropped.

To begin with, observe that under a variation of the connection §G,, =
—20w(qp), 50 using the basis independent decomposition

- 1
0Wab = OWiap) + Owap + Zgabéw (23)

we get

6Gap = —20wap, 6G = —26w. (24)

On the other hand, the variation of the matter Lagrangian with respect to the
connection reads, using Eq. (I6])

0Ly = —%ehwze“ Ae’ Nes A (S[“blh&u[ab} + S + iSh(Sw) .

Thus if G = 0 then S” is not defined. Similarly, if G,, = 0 then Sup. is not
defined. We see that the spin density Si). is always well defined.

Let us now consider what type of conditions might remove the projective
invariance. Since T°¢, — %Qb is determined by the dynamics, as is evident by
taking the trace of (2II), and it is projectively invariant, fixing T4 has the
same effect as fixing G, and hence removes the projective invariance due to
(D). Still the most natural way of removing the projective invariance seems to
be through the condition G = 0 as this mechanism does not need to invoke any
dynamical equation. It should be observed that the condition 7%, — %Qb =0
being projectively invariant, does not remove the projective symmetry.

Bearing the previous considerations in mind we review next different metric-
affine theories already considered in the literature, indicating when the projec-
tive invariance is preserved, and when it is not.



Non-dilational metric-affine theory

We assume that the geometry is constrained by the condition G = 0.
The projective invariance of the Einstein-Hilbert full metric-affine
theory is removed and the equations are ([22]) and

Gabc _ _vaca _ gacb + Sbac + %gcrrgab' (25)
ghsTsab = _S[ab]h - %S[ra]Tghb + %S[Tb]rgha

. . g (26)

— Shipa) T Shjab) + %gh[aSb]rT'
It does not make sense to speak of the component S” of the hyper-
momentum since the constraint G = 0 implies dwa,g® = 0. Namely,
the variation that one would need to define S” is not allowed. The
torsion is fully determined by the dynamical equations as in the
Einstein-Cartan theory.

Dilational Einstein-Cartan theory

We assume that the geometry is constrained by the vanishing of
the shear non-metricity, G, = 0. The projective invariance of the
Einstein-Hilbert metric-affine theory is still present. The equations

are (22) and
ghsTsab - igh[agb] = _S[ab]h - %S[Ta]rghb + %S[rb]rgha (27)

and we have still the constraint S* = 0 to be imposed on the mat-
ter Lagrangian. Again it can be dynamically realized by using a
projective invariant L£j;. It does not make sense to speak of shear
hypermomentum because the variation needed for its definition can-
not be accomplished due to the geometric constraint G, = 0.

Einstein-Cartan theory

In the Einstein-Cartan theory one assumes vanishing non-metricity
from the outset, G, = 0. The projective invariance of the metric-
affine theory gets removed. The equations are (22]) and

9nsT*ab = =Stabjn — 5S1a)’ 9nb + 5500) Iha- (28)

The torsion is fully determined and non-propagating. As above, it
does not make sense to speak of the symmetric hypermomentum
component S()¢ and hence of S*¢ or S".

3.4 The shear hypermomentum in the full Einstein-Hilbert

metric-affine theory

As reviewed in the two previous subsections, the fully Einstein-Hilbert metric-
affine theory, or its non-dilational version require the presence of shear hyper-
momentum in the dynamics. This raises the question as to what physical or
observed properties of matter could be related to shear hypermomentum. In
flat spacetime the study of the irreducible representations of the Poincaré group

10



has clarified that elementary particles are characterized by mass and spin [48].
One possible way of accounting for the shear hypermomentum is to work with
representations of the full affine group. This is the approach that has been
taken in [25 24] [33] where the fermionic contribution to matter is assumed
to carry infinite dimensional representations of the general affine group. Un-
der this framework, the shear hypermomentum has been identified with certain
properties of of hadronic matter. This is an intriguing possibility but as far as
we understand, it certainly goes beyond the Standard Model of particle physics
that we study in this paper.

One could ask a similar question for the dilation hypermomentum but in
this case we note that the gravitational action is projectively invariant. The
absence of a dilation hypermomentum signals that the projective invariance can
be promoted to a full symmetry of the total action as suggested by Sandberg
[33].

4 A metric-affine theory with amplified symme-
try

In this section we extend the projective symmetry studied before to an amplified
symmetry. The idea is to show that under this new amplified symmetry it
is possible to recover a theory whose dynamics is equivalent to the Einstein-
Cartan one while being genuinely metric-affine as the non-metricity is not fixed
a priori. Notice that, as previously observed, in the Einstein-Cartan theory
it does not make sense to speak of shear hypermomentum of matter as the
action variation defining it is not allowed. As soon as non-vanishing shear
non-metricity is allowed, the shear hypermomentum becomes well defined and
one faces the problem of its physical identification. In our theory, where the
shear hypermomentum does indeed make sense, this problem is solved through
a mechanism that makes it vanish. In this way there is no need to identify it in
some property of matter. This absence of the shear hypermomentum, S™"" = 0,
is obtained much in the same way as S = 0 was obtained under the projective
symmetry, that is, thanks to the amplified symmetry of the full gravity plus
matter action.
The amplified transformation is defined by

W — W' = wh + A%, Ay = Apq (29)

where A%, is a matrix-valued 1-form.

In order to accomplish the amplified symmetry on the gravitational sector
we need to modify the Lagrangian. We do it by adding terms proportional
to the non-metricity squared. For a more radical modification that makes the
Lagrangian totally independent of the connection see [I4]. Notice that most
often authors have modified the Lagrangian to remove the projective symmetry

11



rather than to enlarge it [4]. Let us consider the expression
Ly = % Napeal(1 — NdVg P AdVg 4+ 4R]|%g% Aet Al
- (R - %grssgrtt + %guvzguzv) dl}Ol, (30)

which reduces itself to Einstein-Hilbert’s for A = 1. Our candidate is £y which
indeed enjoys the amplified symmetry (see Appendix I), hence

5Ly
6W(ab)

(31)

For X\ # 0, the invariance is restricted to the projective form ([IQ]). The projective
invariance can be confirmed by inspection since it can be easily checked that in
(B0) the non-metricity G can be replaced with the projective invariant tensor g.
Thus for A # 0 we get the weaker equation

0L

o0 =0,

4.1 The canonical metric representative

Proposition 4.1. The condition of metric compatibility defines an affine space
on the space of connections.

Proof. To prove this observe that if w®;, is a fixed connection and w®, = W%, +
B%, is an arbitrary connection, then the condition of metric compatibility for
wp reads B
0=dVg — Bay — Bpa
which is affine in the coordinates B%,. O
A change of connection as above &%, = w%, + A%,, with Ay, = Apg, does
not preserve the non-metricity, instead it defines lines on connection space that
are transverse to the hyperplane of metric compatibility and hence they define
a projection on it. Thus @ is metric compatible if

(dVg)ab = Aab + Apa = 2Aa
which allows us to determine the metric compatible projection
0% = w + 59°7(dV ), (32)
which we call the canonical metric (connection) representative. Its torsion is
T =T"+ 19" (Y g)rs A ® = (T%c — G"pey) 5" A €°, (33)

which, as shown in Theorem [£.3] below, is invariant under the amplified symme-
try. All these considerations lead us to the following result

Proposition 4.2. The amplified symmetry determines an equivalence relation
among connections. In each equivalence class we can select one canonical metric
connection & given by ([38) whose (canonical) torsion is given by (33). The
canonical torsion is invariant under the amplified symmetry. (]

12



4.2 The dynamical equations for £, in the presence of ma-
tter

Let us study the variational derivatives of £y so as to be able to write down the
dynamical equations of the theory in the presence of matter. The (modified)
Hilbert 3-form is

166,

= 5ot = ~§Mabeal (1= N)(g™'d%) A (97'd%) —AR]".g* Nt (34)

Td

so that £y = 74 A e?. Let us define 74" as before through Eq. (@) then
Tab = %(Rbrar + RTbra) - %Rgab + %gbsazﬁngmtugtn”' (35)

Let us introduce the symmetric generalized Einstein tensor G™" through

0Ly
OGmn

= —G"™"dvol,

where the variation is taken with w% and e® fixed, then
Gmn = Rmn) _ %Rgm"
= 12 (2RO RO 4 0 G g (T, ~ ) (36)
+29" (=1G7,G, 1 + 10" ) +G,0 G, — GG, |
The dynamical equation for the connection takes the form

= Sm"h%ehwze“ Ae’ Ae”.

Notice that since the variational derivative on the left-hand side is taken with
the components g, fixed, we can also write the left-hand side as 6‘;%. We can
split this equation into anti-symmetric and symmetric parts.

As far as the anti-symmetric part is concerned, the left-hand side of the

equation Jff* ;= S’[m"]h%ehuvze“ A eV A e* can be rewritten as
0Ly _
= 9" " Napeae® N [T+ 3(g7'dVg)% e, (37)
5w[mn]

while the equation itself reads (it is the analog of [40, Eq. I.12] in Einstein-
Cartan theory)

T" b — G ) = —Sian)" = 350" 0"s + 314 6" (38)

It does not depend on A and displays on the left-hand side an amplified symme-
try invariant, i.e. the components of the canonical torsion. Notice that Eq. (3]
can be used to simplify Eq. (B8) where we took care in isolating a term given

13



by the canonical torsion. By Eq. (B8] the spin density vanishes if and only if
the canonical torsion vanishes.
Turning now to the symmetric part, the left-hand side of the equation

% = S(m”)h%ehwze“ A e¥ A e* can be rewritten as
0Ly
5 = 2 Nabeag® (9" g™ + 9" g™ ) (AY g)zs N e® A €,
W(mn)

while the equation itself is equivalent to the next formulas

Ssh =0, (39)
Srmnh _ %(Gnrrghm + gmrTghn _ ghnm _ gvfwnn)7 (40)

where the latter equation is equivalent to the following equation
/\gvabc — _vaca _ Stacb + Stbac + %gcrrgab' (41)

Notice that A = 0 = S®9¢ = (. Stated in another way, the theory with
Lagrangian £y is only compatible with a matter action having vanishing shear
hypermomentum. In a sense it predicts the observed absence of shear hypermo-
mentum. It is now clear that we just extended the mechanism already present
in Sanberg’s theory for S”. The equation S®9* = 0 can be automatically sat-
isfied by the matter analog of Eq. (BI]) once the matter Lagrangian is invariant
under the amplified symmetry. Whether this can be physically realized will be
discussed in section

4.3 Dynamic equivalence of the £, theory with matter and
Einstein-Cartan theory

In this subsection we are going to show that the dynamical equations just
obtained for the Ly theory coupled with matter are indeed equivalent to the
Einstein-Cartan theory as long as the amplified symmetry is carried over to the
matter sector. Let us start by proving a generalization of Remark [B.1]

Theorem 4.3. The canonical torsion
Tabc - ga[bc] (42)

and its trace T°sc — G%qq are amplified symmetry invariant. The quantities
Ly, Gap and 74 are all amplified symmetry invariant for A = 0 and projectively
imwvariant for X # 0. Moreover, if the equation gfa*b = 0 holds (for A = 0 it
is equivalent to the vanishing of the canonical torsion) then Gap = Tap and this
tensor coincides with the usual general relativistic Finstein tensor constructed

from the Levi-Civita connection.

Proof. The amplified (or projective) symmetry invariance of G, and 7,5 follows
from that of £, since they are variational derivatives with respect to the metric
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and co-basis respectively. We also checked it through direct calculation. The
invariance of ([@2) follows easily from (2). The identity Gy = T4p follows from
Eq. @) applied to £y. If A = 0 as Eq. (38) holds, the canonical torsion va-
nishes, which means that the canonical metric representative is the Levi-Civita
connection. By the amplified symmetry, G,; can be calculated using the Levi-
Civita connection, in which case its expression reduces to the standard one due
to the symmetries of the Riemann curvature for the Levi-Civita connection. If
A # 0 we have only projective invariance but from Eq. {I]) we see that the
shear non-metricity vanishes. Through a projective change, cf. Eq. (II), we get
a connection for which the whole non-metricity vanishes while G, remains the
same. The Eq. (B8) tells us that 7", — Qh[ab] = 0 where the expression on
the left-hand side is projectively invariant, thus the new representative has also
vanishing torsion thus it is the Levi-Civita connection. O

We are now ready to prove the promised equivalence to the Einstein-Cartan
theory.

Theorem 4.4. If Ly is invariant under the amplified symmetry then, for A =
0, the dynamics of the theory described by the Lagrangian £ = Lo+ Ly is
equivalent to the dynamics described by the Finstein-Cartan theory with Ly as
matter content.

Proof. Observe that for A = 0, 74, and G, are amplified symmetry invariant
and thus, according to Proposition [.2] we can choose to evaluate them on the
canonical metric representative. By the additional curvature symmetry which
follows from Eq. (8] the expressions for these tensors [B5)-(36) simplify to those
for metric compatible connections as in the Einstein-Cartan theory (@)-(8) and
therefore, we conclude that the dynamical equations that involve these tensors
agree with their Einstein-Cartan theory counterparts. As for the dynamical
equations for the affine connection, Eq. (8] establishes a relationship between
the torsion of the canonical metric connection and the spin density which is
precisely that of the Einstein-Cartan theory. Equations (39)-([@0) are satisfied
(recall that A = 0) because the matter Lagrangian is demanded to be amplified
symmetry invariant and hence S(®)¢ = 0. O

In conclusion, Theorem [£4] tells us that the £g gravitational theory coupled
to matter invariant under the amplified symmetry becomes equivalent to the
Einstein-Cartan theory while being really metric-affine.

5 Invariance of the Standard Model under am-
plified symmetry

Let us discuss whether the amplified symmetry is satisfied by the matter La-
grangian of the Standard Model. So far the basis {e,} was arbitrary, but for

discussion of the Dirac equation it will be convenient to work with an orthonor-
mal basis, that is gap = 7ap. The next result shows that the decomposition (23]
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of the variation of the connection can be introduced for the connection itself
provided we stay in orthonormal bases (frames).

Lemma 5.1. Let V be a linear connection on TM — M and let us denote with
w®, the connection 1-form potentials on M in possibly anholonomic bases. Let
g be a metric on M (neither compatibility of w®, with the metric nor vanish-
ing torsion are assumed). Then for changes between g-orthonormal bases, the
1-forms g™ Wy transform as potentials for (and hence define) a linear con-
nection which is compatible with the metric while wy) transforms as a tensor.

Thus the theorem tells us that, given a metric, it makes sense to speak of
the antisymmetric and symmetric parts of a connection and it gives a simple
way to calculate these parts in an orthonormal basis. The components in a
non-orthonormal basis are not so easily computed starting from w®;.

Proof. Under the change of basis
e = Gbaeaa
Jas = gut(G_l)ua(G_l)t57
_ab — Gard(G_l)Tb + Garwrs(G—l)sb.
Thus
Wab = (G_l)uagurd(G_l)Tb + (G_l)uaqu(G_l)sbv
from which we get
W[ab] = (G ) agurd(G_l)Tb + (G_l)uaw[us](G_l)sb
+ %(G ) (dgur)d(Gil)ra - %dgabv
(G~ ) aW us)(G_l)sb + %dgab
- %(G ) b(dgur)d(G_l)Ta-
We obtain the desired conclusion using dg,, = dgess = 0. The fact that the

antisymmetric part defines a metric connection V is clear from (d6 9) = dgap —
Wiab] — Wiba] = O O

(D(ab

Theorem 5.2. The matter Lagrangian of the Standard Model is invariant under
the amplified symmetry.

Proof. In the bundle of orthonormal bases, the kinetic term of the Dirac La-
grangian is given by [7] [13]

L = kyv/=g[3(V~y%" D,V — D, U’ V)], (43)
where k is a proportionality constant and where

Dy =0y + 3w, 0q, Oab = —F [Ya, M) -
Notice that we displayed the 1-form index of the connection according to the

convention w®, = w,*ydzt. Clearly Lr satisfies the amplified symmetry because
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Oab = —Opg SO that wuab can actually be replaced by wu[“b] which, by Lemmal[5.1]
can be regarded as a connection in the bundle of orthonormal bases. Now, in the
matter Lagrangian of the Standard Model, the spacetime connection w®, only
appears explicitly in the kinetic term of each fermionic field, which adopts the
form given by ([@3]) and therefore the previous argument applies for each of them.
Having confirmed that the part of the Standard Model matter Lagrangian that
contains the spacetime connection is invariant under the amplified symmetry,
we conclude that the full matter Lagrangian of the Standard Model enjoys such
invariance. o

From the previous proof we deduce, using a standard argument about the
invariance of the action that, provided the Dirac Lagrangian is generalized as
done in this section, =2£%_ = ( which from Eq. (6] reads: S" = 0 and 5% = 0.

? SW(mn

Therefore, we have der(nor)lstrated that, in the context of the geometry used in
this work (i.e. ignoring infinite dimensional representations of the affine group
[25, 24] B3]), there cannot be shear hypermomentum in the Standard Model,
regardless of the choice of the gravitational Lagrangian. For this type of result
see also [22] 25| [24] [33]. Likewise, it extends the result of Theorem (4] to situa-
tions in which £js corresponds to the Lagrangian of the Standard Model. Our
predictions agree with the predictions of the Einstein-Cartan theory as reviewed
in subsection but the mechanism employed is totally different: the Lo+ Ly
theory with £,s the Lagrangian of the Standard Model is genuinely metric-affine
and leads to a vanishing shear hypermomentum, whereas the Einstein-Cartan
theory, by imposing vanishing non-metricity a priory, is not genuinely metric-
affine (it does not support shear hypermomentum as this quantity cannot be
defined in this theory). Of course, in both theories, in contrast to metric-affine
theories based on different Lagrangians, one is not bothered with the problem
of identifying matter with non-vanishing shear hypermomentum.

6 Conclusions

The very foundations of differential geometry suggest that the metric and the
connection should be regarded as independent variables. This point of view,
pioneered by Palatini and Einstein, naturally leads to the consideration of gen-
eral metric-affine theories in which no constraint on the connection is imposed.
The Einstein-Cartan theory is not metric-affine since the compatibility with
the metric is demanded from the outset. However, we have shown that in the
metric-affine theory based on the Einstein-Hilbert action the shear non-metricity
depends solely on the shear hypermomentum and that the latter vanishes for
the Standard Model of particle physics (and hence for any reasonable matter
Lagrangian) due to the fact that the Standard Model Lagrangian enjoys the
amplified symmetry, which is a convenient generalization of the projective sym-
metry. This means that the Einstein-Cartan dynamics can be obtained from a
metric-affine theory based on the Einstein- Hilbert action.

Nevertheless, it is a bit upsetting that the gravitational sector in such a
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metric-affine approach could be consistent with a non-vanishing shear hyper-
momentum, for it appears to be just a chance that the matter Lagrangian does
not induce shear hypermomentum. A more satisfactory approach is obtained
through a modification of the gravitational sector such that the gravitational
action too becomes amplified symmetry invariant. In this way the amplified
symmetry can be regarded as a true symmetry of nature. This new metric-affine
theory is still equivalent to Einstein-Cartan’s but now it predicts the vanishing
of the shear hypermomentum so that the interpretational issues connected with
a potential non-zero value of the last quantity are completely solved.
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Appendix I: Proof of the invariance under ampli-
fied symmetry of L

The matrix-valued 2-form
Wea = Napea[dR — g~ Vg A g 1dY g]" g™

enters the expression of the Lagrangian Ly, indeed Ly = %chec Ae?, cf. Eq.

(0). In this section we check its invariance under the (amplified) changes
w“b — o./“b = wab =+ Aab, Agp = Apg (44)

where A%, is a matrix-valued 1-form. We shall also write A = A%e, ® e?. The
curvature transforms as follows

«R//aS — Ras +dVAaS +Aac/\AcS

where
AVA®, = dA%, + w® A A% + A% A wCs

is the covariant exterior differential of A%;. As for the change in the non-
metricity we have

gardv"qu _ gardVgTb _ Aba _ Aab _ gardv b — 2Aab'

From the expression for W,.; we see that the quadratic term in A is cancelled
because an opposite contribution comes from the curvature (no such cancellation
can take place for £, A # 0), hence, after suppressing the indices,

gfldv’g:gfldvg_zA
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and

(g1 Y g) A (g7 dY g) = (g7 dVg) A (g7 'dVg) +4AN A

—24ANg tdVg—2¢"'dVg A A.

Substituting

AR — (g1 g) A (g1 g)lg !

= 4R —(97'dVg) A (g7 'dVg)lg " +4(dV A)g™!
+ 24N g YAV g)g  + 297 dVg A AgT!

=[4R - (g7'dVg) A (g7 'dVg)lg™" +4(aV A)g~"
—2AANdgt +2¢g71dVg A AgT!

=[U4R —(97'dVg) A (g7 'dVg)lg" +2dV (Ag™Y)
+2g7tg(dVA)g Tt +297'dVg A Ag?

= AR — (97" dYg) A (g7 dVg)lg ™" + 24V (A4g ™)

+ 29_1dv(gA)g_1.

The last two terms are symmetric and so vanish after contraction with 7,pcq-
In conclusion, we proved the invariance

/
w cd — ch7

and hence L, = Lo.

References

[1]

2]

R. Aldrovandi and J. G. Pereira. Teleparallel gravity, volume 173 of Fun-
damental theories of physics. Springer, Berlin, 2013.

C. Bejarano, A. Delhom, A. Jiménez-Cano, G. J. Olmo, and D. Rubiera-
Garcia. Geometric inequivalence of metric and Palatini formulations of
general relativity. arXiv:1907.04137.

A. N. Bernal, B. Janssen, A. Jiménez-Cano, J. A. Orejuela, and M. Sanchez
amd P. Sdnchez-Moreno. On the (non-)uniqueness of the Levi-Civita solu-
tion in the Einstein-Hilbert-Palatini formalism. Phys. Lett. B, 768:280-287,
2017.

H. Burton and R. B. Mann. Palatini variational principle for an extended
Einstein-Hilbert action. Phys. Rev. D, 57:4754-4759, 1998.

E. Cartan. On manifolds with affine connection and the theory of general
relativity. Bibliopolis, Napoli, 1986.

19



[6] Y. M. Cho. Einstein Lagrangian as the translational Yang-Mills La-
grangian. Phys. Rev. D, 14:2521-2525, 1976.

[7] Y. M. Cho. A generalisation of Cartan theory of gravitation. J. Phys. A,
11(2):2385-2387, 1978.

[8] N. Dadhich and J. M. Pons. On the equivalence of the Einstein-Hilbert
and the Einstein-Palatini formulations of general relativity for an arbitrary
connection. Gen. Relativ. Gravit., 44:2337-2352, 2012.

[9] A. Einstein. Sitzungbet. Pruess. Akad. Wiss, 414, 1925.

[10] M. Ferraris, M. Francaviglia, and C. Reina. Variational formulation of gen-
eral relativity from 1915 to 1925 ‘Palatini’s method’ discovered by Einstein
in 1925. Gen. Relativ. Gravit., 14:243-254, 1982.

[11] A. Garcia-Parrado and L. Stein. zTerior: Exterior calculus in Mathematica
http://xact.es/xTerior/

[12] G. Giachetta and L. Mangiarotti. Projective invariance and Einstein’s equa-
tions. Gen. Relativ. Gravit., 29:5-18, 1997.

[13] R. Hammond. Torsion gravity. Rep. Prog. Phys., 65:599-649, 2002.

[14] J. Harada. Connection independent formulation of general relativity. Phys.
Rev. D, 101:024053, 2020.

[15] K. Hayashi and T. Shirafuji. New general relativity. Phys. Rev. D, 19:3524—
3553, 1979.

[16] F. W. Hehl and G. D. Kerlick. Metric-affine variational principles in gen-
eral relativity. I. Riemannian space-time. Gen. Relativ. Gravit., 9:691-710,
1978.

[17] F. W. Hehl, E. A. Lord, and L. L. Smalley. Metric-affine variational princi-
ples in general relativity II. Relaxation of the Riemannian constraint. Gen.
Relativ. Gravit., 13:1037-1056, 1981.

[18] F. W. Hehl, J. D. McCrea, and Y. Neeman E. W. Mielke. Metric-affine
gauge theory of gravity: field equations, Noether identities, world spinors,
and breaking of dilation invariance. Physics Reports, 285:1-171, 1995.

[19] F. W. Hehl, P. von der Heyde, G. D. Kerlick, and J. M. Nester. General
relativity with spin and torsion: Foundations and prospects. Rev. Mod.
Phys., 48:393-416, 1976.

[20] L. Jarv, M. Riinkla, M. Saal, and O. Vilson. Nonmetricity formulation of
general relativity and its scalar-tensor extension. Phys. Rev. D, 97:124025—,
2018.

20


http://xact.es/xTerior/

[21] J. Beltran Jiménez, L. Heisenberg, and T. Koivisto. Coincident general
relativity. Phys. Rev. D, 98:044048, 2018.

[22] J. Beltréan Jiménez, L. Heisenberg, and T. Koivisto. The coupling of matter
and spacetime geometry. Class. Quantum. Grav., 37:195013, 2020.

[23] F. W. Hehl, G. D. Kerlick and P. von der Heyde. On hypermomentum in
general relativity I. The notion of hypermomentum; II. The geometry of
spacetime; III. Coupling hypermomentum to geometry. Z. Naturforsch. A,
31:111, 524, 823, 1976.

[24] F. W. Hehl, E.A. Lord and Y. Ne’eman Hypermomentum in hadron dy-
namics and in gravitation Phys. Rev. D (3), 17:428-433, 1978.

[25] F. W. Hehl, E. A. Lord and Y. Ne’Eman, Hadron dilation, shear and spin
as components of the intrinsic hypermomentum current and metric-affine
theory of gravitation Physics Letters B, 71:432-434, 1977.

[26] T. W. B. Kibble. Lorentz invariance and the gravitational field. J. Math.
Phys., 2:212-221, 1961.

[27] W. Kopczyniski. Variational principles for gravity and fluids. Ann. Phys.,
203:308-338, 1990.

[28] P. Luz and F. C. Mena. Singularity Theorems and the inclusion of torsion
in affine theories of gravity. J. Math. Phys., 61:012502, 2020.

[29] P. Luz and V. Vitagliano. Raychaudhuri equation in spacetimes with tor-
sion. Phys. Rev. D, 96:024021, 2017.

[30] T. Schiicker M. Gockeler. Differential Geometry, Gauge Theories and Grav-
ity. Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics. Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, 1989.

[31] P.D. Mannheim and D. Kazanas. Exact vacuum solution to conformal Weyl
gravity and galactic rotation curves. Astrophys. J., 342:635-638, 1989.

[32] T. Moon, J. Lee, and P. Oh. Conformal invariance in Einstein-Cartan-Weyl
space. Mod. Phys. Lett. A, 25:3129-3143, 2010.

[33] Y. Ne’eman and Dj. Sijacki Unified affine _gauge theory of gravity and
strong interactions with finite and infinite GL(4, R) spinor fields Ann.
Physics, 120:292-315, 1979.

[34] J. M. Nester and H. J. Yo. Symmetric teleparallel general relativity. Chin.
J. Phys., 37:113, 1999.

[35] A. Palatini. Deduzione invariantiva delle equazioni gravitazionali dal prin-
cipio di Hamilton. Rend. Circ. Matem. Palermo, 43:203-212, 1919.

21



[36] N. J. Poptawski. On the nonsymmetric purely affine gravity. Modern Phys.
Lett. A, 22:2701-2720, 2007.

[37] C. Romero, J. B. Fonseca-Neto, and M. L. Pucheu. General relativity and
Weyl geometry. Class. Quantum Grav., 29:155015, 2012.

[38] V. D. Sandberg. Are torsion theories of gravitation equivalent to metric
theories? Phys. Rev. D, 12:3013-3018, 1975.

[39] D. W. Sciama. The physical structure of general relativity. 36:463-469,
1964.

[40] A. Trautman. On the Einstein-Cartan equations I, II, III. Bulletin de
I’Académie Polonaise de Sciences, 20:185-190, 503-506, 895-896, 1972.

[41] A. Trautman. On the Einstein-Cartan equations IV. Bulletin de I’Académie
Polonaise de Sciences, 21:346-345, 1973.

[42] A. Trautman. On the structure of Einstein-Cartan equations, volume 'Dif-
ferential Geometry’, Symposia Mathematica vol. 12, pages 139-162. Aca-
demic Press, London, 1973.

[43] A. Trautman. Recent advances in the Einstein-Cartan theory of gravity.
Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci., 262:241-245, 1975.

[44] A. Trautman. Finstein-Cartan Theory, volume Encyclopedia of Mathe-
matical Physics, vol II, pages 189-195. Elsevier, Oxford, 2006.

[45] K. Pasmatsiou C. G. Tsagas and J. D. Barrow. Kinematics of Einstein-
Cartan universes. Phys. Rev. D, 95:104007, 2017.

[46] V. Vitagliano. The role of nonmetricity in metric-affine theories of gravity.
Class. Quantum Grav., 31:045006, 2014.

[47] V. Vitagliano, T. P. Sotiriou, and S. Liberati. The dynamics of metric-affine
gravity. Ann. Phys., 326:1259-1273, 2011.

[48] S. Weinberg. The Quantum Theory of Fields, volume I. Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, Cambridge, 1995.

[49] J. T. Wheeler. Weyl geometry. Gen. Relativ. Gravit., 50:80, 2018.

22



	1 Introduction
	2 Conventions and formalism
	3 Projective invariance of the Einstein-Hilbert full metric-affine theory
	3.1 Extension of the projective invariance to the matter sector in the full Einstein-Hilbert theory
	3.2 The dynamics of the affine connection in the full Einstein-Hilbert metric-affine theory
	3.3 Removing the projective invariance in Einstein-Hilbert metric-affine theories
	3.4 The shear hypermomentum in the full Einstein-Hilbert metric-affine theory

	4 A metric-affine theory with amplified symmetry
	4.1 The canonical metric representative
	4.2 The dynamical equations for L in the presence of matter
	4.3 Dynamic equivalence of the L0 theory with matter and Einstein-Cartan theory

	5 Invariance of the Standard Model under amplified symmetry
	6 Conclusions

