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Abstract: We study the variational principle and derivation of the field equations for different classes
of teleparallel gravity theories, using both their metric-affine and covariant tetrad formulations.
These theories have in common that, in addition to the tetrad or metric, they employ a flat connection
as additional field variable, but dthey iffer by the presence of absence of torsion and nonmetricity
for this independent connection. Besides the different underlying geometric formulation using a
tetrad or metric as fundamental field variable, one has different choices to introduce the conditions of
vanishing curvature, torsion, and nonmetricity, either by imposing them a priori and correspondingly
restricting the variation of the action when the field equations are derived, or by using Lagrange
multipliers. Special care must be taken, since these conditions form non-holonomic constraints. Here,
we explicitly show that all of the aforementioned approaches are equivalent, and that the same set of
field equations is obtained, independently of the choice of the geometric formulation and variation
procedure. We further discuss the consequences arising from the diffeomorphism invariance of the
gravitational action, and show how they establish relations between the gravitational field equations.

Keywords: teleparallel gravity; action principle; variation; Palatini formulation

1. Introduction

Besides, its most well-known description in terms of the curvature of the Levi-Civita
connection, general relativity admits teleparallel descriptions, in which a flat connection
is used to mediate the gravitational action in addition to the metric [1]. While curvature
is absent in these alternative approaches, the role of the gravitational field strength is
attributed to the torsion [2—4] or the nonmetricity [5-10] of the flat connection, or to
both [11,12]. Despite their different geometric structure, each of these different approaches
lead to the same field equations for the metric degrees of freedom, so that they also share the
same solutions for the metric, and they are therefore regarded as equivalent. However, by
considering modifications of these equivalent theories, in order to address open questions
in gravity and cosmology, the equivalence is lost, and one finds new classes of gravity
theories that cannot be obtained from modifying the curvature based description of general
relativity [13-22].

Different geometric formulations are common for the aforementioned teleparallel
gravity theories. Considering the metric and a flat affine connection as fundamental
field variables is one approach, which is commonly used in the general and symmetric
teleparallel theories, in which nonmetricity is non-vanishing. This approach, which is
set in the metric-affine geometry [23], is also known as the Palatini approach [24]. It has
the advantage that the metric, which is physically observable through the motion of test
matter, is used as a fundamental variable, and no additional gauge degrees of freedom are
introduced. In contrast, in particular for metric teleparallel gravity theories, a description in
terms of tetrads and a spin connection is more common [15,25-27], which has the advantage
that the derivation of the gravitational field equations from the action of a given theory
is more straightforward, but it comes at the cost of introducing additional gauge degrees
of freedom. In the case of metric teleparallel gravity, one finds that the spin connection is
a pure gauge degree of freedom, and so it is also possible to a priori fix a specific gauge,
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which is called the Weitzenbock gauge, in which the spin connection vanishes, and to work
with the tetrad only.

Different methods have been introduced in order to derive the gravitational field
equations in the metric-affine and covariant tetrad formulations of teleparallel gravity
theories. The necessity of these methods arises from the assumed flatness of the spin
connection. Without taking this condition into account, and naively varying the action of a
teleparallel gravity theory with respect to all connection components, hence treating them
as independent fields, does not lead to the correct field equations [26]. Two approaches are
the most common for addressing this problem. One possibility is to introduce Lagrange
multipliers into the action, which impose the condition of vanishing curvature; the same
method may be used to also impose the vanishing torsion or nonmetricity in the case of
metric or symmetric teleparallel theories. While this approach is most straightforward, as
it allows for treating all connection components as independent variables, with respect to
which the action must be varied, it also turns out to be cumbersome, since the Lagrange
multipliers constitute additional variables, which must be eliminated from the Euler—
Lagrange equations, in order to obtain the field equations for the physical fields. This can
be circumvented by a priori imposing the condition of vanishing curvature (and possibly
also vanishing torsion or nonmetricity) on the connection, and only allow such variations
that preserve this condition. This approach is essentially equivalent to integrating the
flat connection, i.e., to assume that it is locally expressed as the derivative of a linear
transformation, and to consider this linear transformation as the fundamental variable that
is to be varied.

The multitude of geometric formulations and variation prescriptions in teleparallel
gravity theories raises the question as to whether these approaches are equivalent, and
give rise to the same field equations. This question is non-trivial, since the conditions
of vanishing curvature and, depending on the choice of either the metric-affine or tetrad
formulation, also of vanishing torsion or vanishing nonmetricity are non-holonomic, i.e.,
they depend not only on the dynamical fields, but also on their derivatives, and so care
must be taken when the method of Lagrange multipliers is used [28,29]. However, in
the case at hand, the constraints turn out to be semi-holonomic, as they exhibit an affine
dependence on the field derivatives, and they turn out to be (locally) integrable. Hence,
one may expect the different methods for deriving the field equations to be equivalent.
This has been studied in the metric teleparallel case, where the equivalence between the
restricted variation and Lagrange multiplier methods for deriving the field equations in
the tetrad formulation has been discussed [26].

The aim of this article is to give an overview of the different formulations and variation
prescriptions that are used for teleparallel gravity theories, and to show their equivalence
for deriving the gravitational field equations. Here, we follow a didactic approach, provid-
ing detailed steps for all of the necessary calculations. We show for each class of theories
how the constraints of vanishing curvature, torsion and nonmetricity can be integrated, in
order to obtain a restricted variation prescription. We then compare the result with the field
equations that were obtained from the Lagrange multiplier method. For the latter we show
that the Lagrange multipliers can be fully eliminated from the field equations, so that no
unphysical dependence of the solution on the initial conditions for the Lagrange multipliers
arises, which is a potential issue in the presence of non-holonomic constraints. We perform
these calculations in both the metric-affine and tetrad formulations, and explicitly show
their equivalence. For the latter, we make use of the language of differential forms, which
turns out to be the most concise and compact.

The outline of this article is as follows. In Section 2, we give a brief overview of the
different formulations that are used for teleparallel geometries, and define the notation that
will be used throughout the article. The main part is given by Section 3, where we study
the different classes of teleparallel gravity theories in the aforementioned formulations, and
explicitly demonstrate the equivalence of these formulations for deriving the gravitational
field equations. We conclude with a summary and outlook in Section 4. Throughout the
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article, we use the convention that Latin indices a,b,... =0, ..., 3 denote Lorentz indices,
while Greek indices p,v,... =0,...,3 are spacetime indices, and the Minkowski metric is
Nap = diag(—1,1,1,1).

2. Teleparallel Geometries

We start our discussion of variational principles in teleparallel gravity with a brief
review of the geometries and an exposition of the notational conventions that we use in
this article. Two different formulations are commonly used for teleparallel gravity theories.
We discuss the tetrad formulation, which makes use of a tetrad and flat spin connection
as fundamental fields, in Section 2.1. Another approach, which we outline in Section 2.2,
is the metric-affine or Palatini formulation, in which a metric and a flat affine connection
are used as fundamental field variables. Section 2.3 summarizes the relation between
these formulations.

2.1. Tetrad Formulation

We start with a brief overview of the tetrad formulation of teleparallel geometry.
The most concise way to describe this formulation makes use of the language of differ-
ential forms. In this language, the fundamental fields are given by the tetrad one-forms,
0" = 67,dx" and the spin connection one-forms w”, = w"p,dx*. The tetrad is assumed to
be invertible, with the inverse being given by the vector fields e, = e,"d,, satisfying

eq — 0" = e,'0%, =4t (1)
The spin connection is further restricted to be flat, i.e., it has identically vanishing curvature
R = dw®, + W' A, = 0. 2)

In the general teleparallel class of theories, no further restrictions are imposed on the
tetrad and spin connection. This is different in the metric teleparallel setting, where one, in
addition, assumes vanishing nonmetricity

Qb = Dijgp = diap — w s A1y — W Aac . 3)

Using dr,;, = 0, vanishing nonmetricity implies that the spin connection is antisym-
metric, Wigpy = 0, where we used the Minkowski metric to lower a Lorentz index. In
contrast, in the symmetric teleparallel class of gravity theories, the nonmetricity may be
non-vanishing, but one assumes vanishing torsion

T = DO = d6° + w®, A 6" (4)

Note that the curvature and torsion are two-forms, while the nonmetricity is a one-form.
It follows from the flatness condition (2) that the spin connection can (on a simply-
connected region) be locally written in the form

W'y = (Q7H7. AdQS, (5)

where the zero-forms ()?), form an invertible matrix. One finds that the curvature indeed
vanishes, since

dw®, = d[(Q‘l)“c A docb] = (Y A QA QY AAO = —w e AWy, (6)
Another possibility to express the spin connection is through the decomposition
W'y = @ + My = & + K% + LY, 7)

into the Levi—Civita spin connection
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1
Wap = —E(e‘h e adb+e we; adby —e; mep - d@c) A6°, (8)
the contortion
1 C
Kubzi(eb_neCATa—i—ecAeﬂA b—eg—ey = T)NO )
and the disformation
1
Loy = E(ea = Qpe —ep — Qac —ec = Qup) N, (10)
where the latter two are subsumed in the distortion M?.

2.2. Metric-Affine Formulation

In the metric-affine or Palatini formulation of teleparallel gravity theories, for which
we will use the tensor component notation for convenience, the fundamental fields, are
a Lorentzian metric g;, and an affine connection with coefficients I'#,,. As in the tetrad
formulation, the connection is assumed to be flat,

Ryvp(r = apr}lva - a(rryvp + FVTPFTVU' - r”r(rrrv‘o =0. (11)

Also in this formulation, this is the only condition that is imposed in the general
teleparallel case. In the metric teleparallel case, one further imposes the condition of
vanishing nonmetricity

qu/p = vygvp = aygvp - rgvygap - ngygvaz (12)
while, in symmetric teleparallel gravity, one demands that the torsion
TH,, =TV, —TH, (13)

vanishes.
Similarly to the tetrad formulation, also the flatness (11) can be integrated, in order to
locally write the connection coefficients in the form

I = (Q1)450,Q7, (14)

through a tensor field ()¥,. One easily checks that this satisfies

89T — Ty = 3y (U1)"22,07 | — 3 [ ()3, 07

= 9,(Q 9,07, + (A 1)£0,0,Q7) — 9-(Q1)H19,Q7, — (A 1)F19,0,Q7
= _(Qil)yAapQ/\w(Qil)wTaJQTv + (Qil)HAaagAw(Qil)wrapQTV
= _rﬂrprTvrr =+ ryrtrrTvp 7

(15)

so that the resulting connection is indeed flat. Finally, one may also decompose the
coefficients of the affine connection in the form

1—‘Ppw = 1g‘p;n/ + M‘Dyv = ltl‘p;u/ + K‘Dyv + prv ’ (16)

where, in addition to the coefficients

. 1
fy, = ng (0v80op + 9p8ve — o &up) (17)
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of the Levi—-Civita connection, we have the contortion tensor

1
Kyvp = E (Tvyp + prv - Tyvp) ’ (18)
as well as the disformation tensor
1
Ulvp = 2 (vap - vap - Qpﬂv) ’ 19)

whose sum is the distortion M.
Finally, it is helpful to note the first Bianchi identity, which reads

V[UTPW/] -+ TPT[UTTVV] =0 (20)
in the absence of curvature. From this relation, one obtains the contracted Bianchi identity
3V[TTTW] = —3TTW[TT“’W] = TTWT“’W + TprT“’m - TTWT“’F,T = TTWT“’W, (21)

where the last two terms cancel each other due to symmetry. We will make use of this
geometric identity in later calculations.

2.3. Relation between Different Formulations

We finally summarize how the two different formulations of teleparallel geometries
that are shown above are related. For this purpose, we express the metric

Suv = ’7ab9ay9bv (22)

and the coefficients
T"yp = e (30" + w07y (23)

of the affine connection in terms of the tetrad and the spin connection. While the metric
and affine connection are uniquely determined from the tetrad and spin connection, the
converse is not true: one also obtains the same metric and affine connection from the tetrad
and spin connection

9t — Aaheb’ w/ab _ AaC(Afl)dbwcd +Aacd(A71)Cb, (24)
which are related to the original field variables by a local Lorentz transformation A“, satisfying
Nab AN 4 = Tea (25)

This Lorentz gauge invariance of the tetrad formulation must be taken into account
when the field equations are derived from the gravitational action, which will be done in
the following section.

3. Teleparallel Gravity Actions and Field Equations

Using the mathematical foundations laid out in the previous section, we now study
the variation of teleparallel gravity actions and the derivation of the corresponding field
equations in the different geometric formulations. In Section 3.1, we use the metric-
affine formulation, and we perform all of the calculations using the language of tensor
components. For the tetrad formulation that is discussed in Section 3.2, it turns out to be
more convenient to work with differential forms instead. We relate both formulations to
each other and show their equivalence in Section 3.3.

3.1. Metric-Affine Formulation

We start our derivation in the metric-affine formulation. Before we discuss specific
classes of teleparallel gravity theories, which are defined by the presence or absence
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of torsion and nonmetricity, we give a number of general remarks and definitions in
Section 3.1.1. These are used in the following sections. In particular, in Section 3.1.2, we
study general teleparallel gravity, continue with metric teleparallel gravity in Section 3.1.3,
and conclude with symmetric teleparallel gravity in Section 3.1.4.

3.1.1. General Action and Variation

We first consider the metric-affine formulation. Here, we split the teleparallel gravity
action in the general form

S = Sglg,T] + Smlg Y] + Si[g, T, 7. t,4q], (26)

into a gravitational part Sg, a matter part S, and an optional Lagrange multiplier part S;.
The gravitational part of the action depends on the metric and the affine connection, so
that its variation takes the general form

555 = — /M wagw + vip(srmp> V—gd*x, 27)

after eliminating any derivatives acting on the variations g, and 6I'*,, using integration
by parts. The tensorial quantities W*" and Y},"¥ will be the central ingredient to the
derivation of the gravitational field equations. The gravitational part of the action is
complemented by a matter part, for which we assume that it onlydepends on the metric
guw and a set of matter fields 1!, which can be any tensor fields, but not on the independent
affine connection defined by I'*;,. It follows that the variation of the matter action can be
written in the form

o5 = | (30" 0+ ¥1dp! ) =gz, 28)

where ©,,, is the familiar Hilbert energy-momentum tensor, while ¥; = 0 are the (tensorial)
matter field equations. Note that one could also relax this assumption and allow for a
direct coupling of matter to the teleparallel connection, by including a corresponding term
H,"PéTH,, in the matter action [30,31]. We do not consider this term here, but it can be
easily incorporated into the calculations that are shown here by complementing Y}," in
the field equations with H,,"f, in the same way as ©*” complements W"". The precise
steps of deriving the field equations depend on the choice of the underlying geometric
framework and the method of variation, and will be detailed below, where we also specify
the Lagrange multiplier term S; and its variation.

As another restriction, we assume that each of the aforementioned parts of the action
are separately invariant under diffeomorphisms. Note that, under an infinitesimal diffeo-
morphism generated by a vector field X*, the metric and connection coefficients change
as [32]

58w = (Lx)ww =2V, Xyy, 6Ty = (LxT)Fyp = Vo (Vo XF — TH;X7)  (29)

in the absence of curvature. Together with the Lie derivative of the metric fields ¢/, the
induced variation of the matter action is thus given by

0=0xSm = [u(@"V,X, +¥iLxy!)y=gd'x

. 30
= fu —vy@wwilflcxlpl),ﬁ—gd‘lx, 0

where we used the symmetry of the energy-momentum tensor to omit the symmetrization
brackets on the lower indices. On-shell, i.e., when the matter field equations ¥; = 0 are
satisfied, this implies the energy-momentum conservation

V,0" =0. (31)
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For the gravitational part of the action, the corresponding variation reads

0= oxSg = — /M (WX, + Y,V (V,XF = T, X7) | /=gt
: (32)
6 57 ) S

after integration by parts and introducing distortion tensors in order to simplify the
resulting covariant derivatives. Thus, one obtains the equation

o

Vo (W = VY + Y, P M o) + (Vo Yo — YyP M Tor) MY gy = 0, (33)

which is a geometric identity for any diffeomorphism invariant teleparallel gravity action,
i.e., it is satisfied for any metric and flat, affine connection, independently of whether these
satisfy the field equations of the theory or not.

3.1.2. General Teleparallel Gravity

We now come to the derivation of the field equations in the general teleparallel class
of gravity theories, where the affine connection is assumed to be flat by the condition (11),
from the action (26). Note that simply taking the variation (27) of the gravitational action
with respect to the connection coefficients would not result in the correct field equations,
since it does not take the flatness condition into account. This condition can be imposed
on the variation in different ways. One possibility is to restrict the variation, such that
the flatness (11) is preserved; another approach makes use of Lagrange multipliers in-
stead. In the following, we display both approaches, and show that they lead to the same
field equations.

We start with the approach of restricted variation. For this purpose, note that the
variation of the curvature tensor of the affine connection can be written in the simple form

6Ryypg' = v‘gél—‘ﬂyg - VVérHV‘D + TTpgél—'HyT (34:)

in terms of the covariant derivative of the variation of the connection coefficients, which
is possible since the latter form the components of a tensor field. In order to satisfy this
constraint, one considers a restricted variation of the form

STty = Vi, (35)
which can be obtained from the integral form (14) by setting
0Ok, = QF el . (36)
Inserting this ansatz into the flatness condition (34), one finds that it indeed yields
ORYyoo = VoV olty = Vo Vpity + T e Vil = RFpel"y — RYypolle =0, (37)

using the well-known expression for the commutator of covariant derivatives in terms of
the curvature and torsion. It follows that the variation of the total action with respect to the
spin connection reads

A /M Y, PV, /—gdtx
- /M (VoY = Yo My 4+, P MY, )2, /=gl (38)

- /M(VPYF‘UP =Y TMP )2ty /=gy,
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using integration by parts with the Levi-Civita covariant derivative, and so one obtains
the connection field equation

VoY, — Y, TMP, = 0, (39)

where the trace of the distortion tensor is given by
1
Mpr = Tppr - EQTP‘D . (40)

With the help of this relation, it is possible to rewrite the connection field equation by
introducing the tensor density
Y, =Y,""\/—¢g. (41)

Using the covariant derivative
1
V]“/—g: EQP‘VV‘/_g’ (42)
one has o v _ v T
VoY " =Y, TP pr =0, (43)

since the nonmetricity cancels [11,24]. Further, one calculates the variation of the action
with respect to the metric, which reads

1 n
65 =5 /M(@)W — WH)5g,/—gdix, (44)
so that one finds the corresponding field equation
Wyy = @;ﬂ/ . (45)

We remark that this field equation is symmetric in its two indices, so that it has
10 independent components, whereas the connection field equations have no particular
symmetry, and so they have 16 independent components, which results in a total of 26
equations.

Instead of a priori imposing that the curvature and, hence, its variation vanishes, one
may also implement this constraint on the connection by adding a Lagrange multiplier term

S = /M Tl /—gd*x (46)

to the action. Variation with respect to the Lagrange multiplier r,,"f” then yields the flatness
condition (11), while the variation with respect to the metric is unaltered, and so it yields the
same Equation (45) as before. In this approach, the connection field equation is obtained by
varying the action with respect to all of the components I'#,, of the connection coefficients,
which yields

6rS = [ [ (VoTho = VodThyp + T pudTy0) = Yy 08T "] /=gl
M

(47)
4
_ /M (2Vr 1 — 20, PN — 20, M — Y, )T gty
where we have once again used integration by parts, as well as the relation
Tup = Ml py = My (48)

The field equations therefore read

2Vor, ) —2p VT M — 2p VT M — Y, P = 0. (49)
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In order to eliminate the Lagrange multiplier, one may consider the covariant di-
vergence of this equation. The first term then yields the commutator of two covariant
derivatives, and so it becomes

2V, Vor, 07 = 2V |,V 1y P = =T o Vory P = 2MF 4V prr, /77 (50)

Therefore, one arrives at the equation
0=V, (Y, + 20, I Mo+ 20, M ) — 2MP V1)
= VoY, + Vo, P 2T g — Qo ™) + 1PV, (2T 10 — Qe ¥) — 1 P9IV, T, (51)
= VoY + Vor, P 2T — Qoc™) = 1y P BV . Ty + V(o Qo) -
Two substitutions can be applied to the last term. We replace the covariant derivative

of the torsion tensor by using the contracted Bianchi identity (21). Further, the antisymmet-
ric part of the covariant derivative of the nonmetricity reads

1 1
V[pQU]TT = v[p(gwrva]gaﬂ) = _ETypﬂngvygwr = _ETMPD'QHTT' (52)

With these substitutions, the field equation becomes

0=V,Y,"" + Vpryv[PtT] (2T 5 — Qur¥) — rﬂv[pa] T oo (TTTw _ 1Qw-rr) )

- va‘qu - szryv[pU] MTPT + 21’],{1/[‘00'} wagMTwT .

To finally eliminate the Lagrange multipliers, we contract the original Equation (49)
with the trace M* ¢ of the distortion, in order to obtain

0 = 2Vor, PIMT pr — 21, IPIIMT 0 M¥ iy — 20, T MP G M i — M7 Y, 7P

(54)
= 2V o1, PO MT pr — 20, IO T M@ o MT e — M7 Y,

noting that the second term in the first line vanishes due to symmetry, and renaming
contracted indices. We now see that in the sum of the last two equations, the Lagrange
multiplier cancels, and we obtain the previously found connection field equations (39).
Hence, the Lagrange multiplier approach yields the same field equations as the restricted
variation, as expected.

3.1.3. Metric Teleparallel Gravity

In the metric teleparallel case, we assume, in addition to vanishing curvature, that the
nonmetricity (12) vanishes. In the restricted variation approach, it thus follows that also
its variation

5Quvp = Vu6gvo — 8op0T vy — GuodT oy (55)

must vanish. Together with the form (35) of the flatness preserving variation of the affine
connection, this reduces to

6Quvp = Vudgup — 8op VS v = §uoVul’p = V(080 — 28 1)) » (56)

where we used the metric compatibility of the connection to commute lowering an index
with the covariant derivative. Hence, we can set

58}“’ = 2‘:(],11/) ’ (57)



Universe 2021, 7, 114

10 of 25

and consider the variation with respect to ¢, as the only necessary variation in order to
derive the field equations. The total variation is then given by

65 = (@ E ) = WHE () = Y0V ) /~gdx

(58)
= [y (@) — W) 7, yme — Y}WPKTPT) Evy/—gd4x,
where we have performed integration by parts, so that we find the field equations
WH — N YIP L YR TT ), = @1, (59)

using the trace of the contortion tensor (18). Here, we have omitted the symmetrization
brackets on W#" and ©/?, since these are symmetric by definition. It is instructive to
decompose these field equations into their symmetric and antisymmetric components,

WHY _ vpy(w)p + y(w)pTTTp =MW, vpy[w}p _ y[#V]PTTTp =0, (60)

and to note that the antisymmetric part only arises from the variation with respect to the
independent connection. Note that the symmetric and antisymmetric parts, together, have
16 independent components.

In order to obtain these field equations from the Lagrange multiplier method, one
leaves the affine connection I'#,, general a priori, and introduces a new term

S = /M(rpraRyvpa + q”(Vp)vap)v —gd4x (61)

into the total action. Variation with respect to the Lagrange multipliers r,"?” and ghve)
then imposes the conditions of vanishing curvature (11) and nonmetricity (12). By variation
with respect to the now fully general connection coefficients, one then obtains

ors = /M [ryVPU (VooTtvg = Vool yp + T o0 yr) — ZQM(VP)ga(ﬂFVp)y - vipél“”vp] \/jgd‘ix

(62)
= /M (29007 — 2, WM e — 20, P o = 28,09 — Y, ) 6T /=g
Hence, we obtain the field equations
2V, rvlPel _opuvlpalgT o opvietige zqP(HV) —YMe =, (63)

where we have raised one index for convenience, and replaced the distortion by the
contortion, while using the fact that the connection is metric, as imposed by the Lagrange
multiplier field equations. We see that the part of the equations that is symmetric in the
indices # and v has the only role to fix the value of the Lagrange multipliers g°**), but
it does not yield and restrictions on the dynamical fields. Hence, one may restrict the
following considerations to the antisymmetric part

2V rlillod] _pplmvlleal e oplwvlletige — yluvle — ¢ (64)

In order to also eliminate the Lagrange multipliers r#'?” from the resulting equation,
one may proceed in a similar fashion as for the general teleparallel case discussed in the
preceding section. Thus, we take the divergence with respect to the teleparallel connection
V. Further, using the relation

vavgr[””] [oo] — ZV[pVU]rW]W — _TT pUVTrW}P”, (65)
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for the commutator of covariant derivatives, which follows from the fact that the telepar-
allel connection has vanishing curvature, but non-vanishing torsion, and this leads to
the equation

v, (y[w]P 1 2KP o) Lok ] [pT]) +TT err[w]pv -0 (66)

We continue by expanding the contortion tensor in terms of its definition (18). After
applying the product rule on the derivative terms, the equation becomes

VPY[W]p _ ZTTTpVoT[W] loo] _ 3V[TTTW]T[W] ol = 9. (67)

On the last term, one can use the contracted Bianchi identity (21), which leads to
the equation
pr[VV}P — ZTTTPVUT[W][W] — TTm,Twpgr[W”W] —-0. (68)

We can compare this result with the antisymmetric Equation (64). One finds that it
matches the covariant derivative of the Lagrange multiplier r*1le?], which is contracted
with the trace T7¢, of the torsion tensor. Using again the antisymmetric Equation (64),
contracting it with the torsion in the same way, and finally expanding the contortion
tensor (18), one obtains, after simplification, the equation

., (zvar[wl wol 17 rllloe] y[le) _o. (69)

It is now straightforward that, by taking the sum of the last two equations, the La-
grange multiplier cancels. The remaining equation reproduces the antisymmetric part (60)
of the field equations that we derived using the restricted variation approach. In order to
obtain also the symmetric part, we consider the variation of the total action with respect to
the metric, which yields

1

(70)
1
=5 /M (@W — WH zqup(lw) — qu(W)MPUP)ggW /—gd*x
after integration by parts. Therefore, one finds the field equations
WH 42V pqp(w) + 247 () MPgy = @M. (71)

The Lagrange multiplier 4°(**) can be substituted while using Equation (63) that was
obtained by variation with respect to the connection, leaving the Lagrange multiplier
r()lpel instead. Repeating essentially the same calculation, as we have done for the
connection field equation, but for the symmetric part in the indices y and v instead of the
antisymmetric part, one finds that the Lagrange multipliers cancel, and the metric field
equation reduces to the symmetric part of the field equations (60). Hence, we have obtained
the same set of field equations as in the restricted variation approach.

3.1.4. Symmetric Teleparallel Gravity

We finally come to the case of symmetric teleparallel gravity theories, where, in addi-
tion to the curvature, the torsion (13) of the independent affine connection is also assumed
to vanish. Using the approach of restricted variation, the corresponding torsion variation

STy = 6TF g, — 6TH, (72)
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must therefore also vanish, and so the variation of the connection must be symmetric in its
lower indices. Together with the form (35) of the variation of a flat affine connection, one
thus has the condition

V&t =0. (73)

These equations possess the general solution
€”v = Vu@” (74)

in terms of a vector field ¢¥. Using the formula for the commutator of covariant derivatives,
one immediately finds

2V, 8, = 2V, Yyl = R gpl” — Ty Vol =0 (75)

in the absence of curvature and torsion. Thus, for the variation of the action with respect to
the curvature follows

oS = — /M Y, PV, V, 0t/ —gdix
= /M(VPYVVP — Y, YL pr) VygH /—gdtx (76)
- /M [Vo(VoYy? = YL pe) = (VoY = Y LT pr) L0 ] GF /= gd*x,
so that one obtains the field equation
1 1
ViV Y+ Qu V) V' + §V(va)Ypr + ZLQVQPYMVP =0, (77)

using the shorthand notation Q, = Q,,". A more convenient form of this equation can be
found using the density (41), which simply reads [24]

VoV, Y, =0. (78)

Finally, for the variation with respect to the metric, no restrictions are applied,
and so one obtains the same metric field Equation (45) as in the general teleparallel
case. Together with the four components of the connection equation, one thus has 14
independent components.

We also derive this equation using the method of Lagrange multipliers. Here, we add
the term

5 = /M(rVVP‘TR”VW +EUPTH,,) /—gdix (79)

to the action, which implements the conditions of vanishing curvature and torsion. The
variation of the total action with respect to the unrestricted affine connection then reads

6rS = [ [ (VodT¥se = VabTlyp + T bl yc) = 20,1050 — Y, 08TH ] |/ =gdlix
JM

(80)
= /M (290 b7 — 20, M7 o — 20, I MP g — 28, 1) — Y, )T, /=gl
and thus yields the field equations
2V, 1Pl — 2 MOl 2, W]y e =0, (81)

where we have replaced the distortion by the disformation, since the torsion vanishes, and
omitted a term that cancels due to the symmetry of the disformation in its lower indices.
We see that the part of the equations that is antisymmetric in the indices v and p simply
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determines the values of the Lagrange multipliers ¢, [vp], and can therefore be removed
from the equations by only retaining the symmetric part, which reads

Yy(VP) = V(Tr}lV[PU] + Vai’yp[w] + %Qa(r%V[PU] + ryp[vrr]) ’ (82)
using the trace
1 1
Lyyv = —EQVMV = _EQV (83)

One then proceeds similarly to the calculation that is shown in Section 3.1.2 in the
case of general teleparallel gravity. In order to eliminate the remaining Lagrange multiplier
rHV[P‘T] , one may attempt to calculate the divergence with respect to the covariant derivative
V,, which yields

1 1
vpyﬂ(vﬂ) - vpvﬂyﬂ[w] + EvaUrHP[W] + EQovp(Vyy[W] + rﬂP[W]) , (84)

where we have omitted terms that cancel due to symmetry. One realizes that the last terms
are similar to contracting the original Equation (82) with the trace of the nonmetricity,
which yields

1
QPYV(VP) = QPVU,’#V[PU} + vacﬂ’yp[w] + EQPQ‘TWP[W] , (85)
once again omitting a term that cancels due to symmetry. We see that, in the combination
vpyﬂ(w) + %QPY#(VP) = vaﬂﬂp[w} 4 %V,JQH,H"[W] + Q(pv(r)ryp[va] + }IQPQUer[UU] (86)

several terms cancel. To cancel the remaining terms, we once again take the divergence
to obtain

Vo (VoY) +3Qo% ")) = 3Qo Vi Vol + 19,0, Qum 7] + §0,QuVury il (87)
where we used
VpQo ViV + V,QpVor ' = (VpQo — Vo Qp) Viury? V) = 2V,Q Vur, Pl =0, (88)

among other relations, to remove terms that vanish or cancel each other. We can compare
this with the result obtained by contracting once again with the trace of the nonmetricity
tensor, which reads

Q, (VPYF‘<VP) + %prywm) — QY Vorf + 10,V,Qur v + 10,Q,Vor, 7 (89)

Taking into account the antisymmetrization in v and ¢ on the right hand side, we see
that, in the combined equation

v, (vPYyW) + ;QPYV@P)) + %Q,, (vpyﬂm’) + ;QPYy(”P)> =0 (90)

the Lagrange multiplier terms cancel. Finally, using the product rule and shifting the
symmetrization brackets to the lower indices, we therefore re-obtain the connection field
Equation (77).
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We conclude this section by pointing out a peculiar property of the field equations in
the symmetric teleparallel class of gravity theories. From the diffeomorphism invariance
condition (33) follows

VoW, =V (VoY = YL o) — (Vo Yo" — Y7L o7 ) LYy
= Vo (VoXpu'® =YL ) = (VoY = VTP L pr) Lo (91)

1 1
= VoVl + Q0 V) i + 5V, Qp) Y™ + 1 QuQp Yy,

where we used that M¥,, = L",, in the absence of torsion, the symmetry L [vo] = 0 of
the disformation, its trace (83), and the commutativity (52) of the symmetric teleparallel
covariant derivative, V,Q,) = 0. We see that the right hand side is simply the connec-
tion Equation (77), whose components are therefore not independent of the metric field
equations. Hence, we find that, for any solution of the metric field Equation (45), which
satisfies V, W," = 0 as a consequence of the matter energy-momentum conservation (31),
the connection field Equation (77) is also solved [24].

3.2. Tetrad Formulation

Having derived the field equations for all three classes of teleparallel gravity theories
in the metric-affine formulation, we continue with the tetrad formulation. As in the metric-
affine case, we start with a number of general remarks in Section 3.2.1. These are then
applied to the different classes of teleparallel gravity theories. In particular, we consider
general teleparallel gravity in Section 3.2.2, metric teleparallel gravity in Section 3.2.3, and
symmetric teleparallel gravity in Section 3.2.4.

3.2.1. General Action and Variation

We begin our discussion of teleparallel gravity theories in the tetrad formulation by
providing the necessary definitions and notation. Similarly to the metric-affine formulation,
we split the action in the form

S = Sg[0, w] + Sml[0, ] + S0, w,7,t,q], (92)

where the three parts Sg, S, S| have the same meaning as in the split (26). Additionally,
here we assume that the matter action does not depend on the connection variable, which,
in this case, is the spin connection w*y, and it is the only part that involves the matter fields
!, which we now assume to be given by arbitrary differential forms. It follows that we
may write the general variation of the matter action as

5sm=/ (Za A 66° + ¥, ASP1), (93)
M

where we have introduced the energy-momentum three-forms %;, as well as differential
forms ¥}, whose rank depends on the rank of the matter fields 1,01 , and which constitute
the matter field equations ¥; = 0. Similarly, we write the variation of the gravitational part
of the action in the form

555 = / (Ao A 66° + Eb A 5™y, (94)
M

where A, and E," are three-forms.

In order to achieve an equivalence between the tetrad and metric-affine formulations
of teleparallel gravity theories, we must further demand that each component of the
action (92) is invariant under local Lorentz transformations (24) of the tetrad and spin
connection. For the matter action, this implies that the variation of the action with respect
to an infinitesimal local Lorentz transformation

500" = A0", 5w = Acwy — WAy — dA", = —DAY, (95)
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which follows from the finite case (24) with A%, = §; + A", and AMav) =0, vanishes. Hence,

0= 6,Sm = /M S A (A7,00) = /Mz[” AOYIA,, (96)

since only the antisymmetric part A, contributes. This vanishes for arbitrary local Lorentz
transformations if and only if the energy-momentum three-forms are symmetric,

sl =0. (97)

For the gravitational part of the action, one analogously demands the Lorentz invariance
_ _ a by _ = b a | — [a bl _ cla Eh]
0 = 6,5, /M[Au/\()\ 0) — B ADAY | _/M(A A6t -y DE )0y, (98)

where we have performed integration by parts in the second term. Thus, it follows that the
condition for local Lorentz invariance reads

Alr p gV — ylipE Y = 0. (99)

Note that, in general, one cannot commute raising one Lorentz index and taking the
exterior covariant derivative, since, in the presence on nonmetricity, one has D;y”b = 0. Fi-
nally, we must also impose local Lorentz invariance of the Lagrange multiplier contribution
S1. This will be done later, by explicitly specifying a Lorentz invariant action.

As in the metric-affine approach, here we also demand that each part of the action is
separately invariant under diffeomorphisms. Under an infinitesimal diffeomorphism that
is generated by a vector field X*, the tetrad and spin connection transform as one-forms
satisfying Cartan’s formula

00 = Lx0" =d(X 20"+ X o de*, b, = Lxw'y, =d(X = wf) + X = dw®,. (100)

For the matter action, the diffeomorphism invariance implies that, on-shell, when the
matter field equations ¥; = 0 are satisfied, the energy-momentum three-form satisfies [16]

0= bxSm = [ {Za Ad(X =6+ X = do"]}
_ /M[dza F 5 A (eq o dOY)](X - 6%)

(101)
- /M[dZa 3y Al (X L 6%

- / DE,(X = 67),
M
where we used the Lorentz invariance condition (97) to cancel the symmetric contribution
from the Levi-Civita connection (8). Because this is imposed for arbitrary vector fields X*,

one finds
D, =0, (102)

and so the energy-momentum three-form is conserved. For the gravitational part of the
action, one similarly finds

0 = xS, = / (Ao A Lx0° + EP A L)
M
- /M{Aa AA(X 8% + X = d6”] + B2 Ad(X = w?y) + X = dwy)} (103)

= /M[dAa +Ap A (ea — deb) +dE° A (ea - a)bc) + Ep° A (eq - dwhc)}(x ~0%),
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and so one obtains the condition
dA, + Ay A (eg = dBY) +dE,C A (eq = wle) + B A (eq — dw?e) = 0. (104)

This can be simplified in a few steps. Using the flatness (2) of the teleparallel connec-
tion, one can replace dw?. in the last term, and so the contribution from E,? becomes

dE,° A (eq — wle) + By A (eq — dwhc)
b

_ - - 105
= dE) A (eg —»w’c) — B A eq - (wbd /\wdc)] =DE, A (eg — wbc). (105)

In the next step, it is helpful to apply the decomposition (7). Using the fact that the
Levi-Civita spin connection is antisymmetric, one then has

DZ,° A (eq = wbe) = 47PDELT A (64 — @pe) + DB A (64 — MP,). (106)

We then turn our attention to the first term. Using the Lorentz invariance condition (99)
and the definition (8), this can be written as

ﬂd[bDEdC] A (eq = Wye) = 7%A[b A6 A (ec weq o dby+e, ey 2 db. —ep e = db,), (107)

and one can omit the antisymmetrization on both sides, since the Levi-Civita connection
is already antisymmetric by definition. In combination with the second term from the
original Equation (104), one thus has

Ap A (eq — d6) + DI N (4 = pe) = =AY A gy = =@ A Ay, (108)

which is further combined with the first term to yield a covariant exterior derivative. Thus,
the condition (104) is finally rewritten as

DA, + DI A (e — MP) = 0. (109)

Note that this derivation holds independently of any gravitational field equations,
and so the resulting equation it must be a geometric identity, which is satisfied by any
teleparallel geometry, irrespective of whether it satisfies the field equations or not.

3.2.2. General Teleparallel Gravity

Again in analogy to the metric-affine formulation, we now derive the field equations
for the general teleparallel class of gravity theories, in which the connection must only
satisfy the flatness condition (2), but may have both non-vanishing torsion and nonmetricity.
Additionally, here we follow two approaches, by either restricting the variation of the spin
connection, such that it remains flat, or by imposing the flatness via a suitable Lagrange
multiplier. Starting with the former approach, note that the variation of the curvature is
given by

OR%, = déw’y + 6w A Wy + W A b€y = Déw?y . (110)

In order for this to vanish, one sets
dwy, = DZ, (111)
with arbitrary zero-forms ¢*j, or equivalently
00", = 0% (112)
using the integral form (5) of the spin connection. From this follows

SR, = D?¢% = R%AE — R AE =0, (113)
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due to the vanishing curvature. The connection field equation then follows from the variation
0= 6,5 = / 2! ADE?, = / DEL A&, (114)
M M
and so reads
DE,! =0. (115)

For the tetrad, the variation takes the form
0= 6,5 = /M(Au +5.) A S0, (116)
and so the field equations simply read
Ag+%,=0. (117)

It is worth taking a closer look at the antisymmetric part of the field equations. Because
of the symmetry (97) of the energy-momentum three-forms, these read

Alepgtl =0, (118)

and because of the Lorentz invariance (99), are thus identical to the antisymmetric part of
the spin connection field equations. Thus, the number of independent field equations is 10
from the symmetric part of the tetrad field equations, 10 from the symmetric part of the
connection field equations, and six from the common antisymmetric part of both equations.

This approach can be contrasted with the Lagrange multiplier method. In this case,
the spin connection w?;, and its variation éw?; are not a priori restricted to obey the flatness
condition, but this is imposed by adding a Lagrange multiplier term

S = / ra? A RY, (119)
M

to the action, with the Lagrange multiplier two-forms r,”. Variation with respect to the
Lagrange multiplier then yields the flatness condition (2), while the variation with respect
to the tetrad is unaffected. However, for the spin connection, one now considers an arbitrary
variation, and so obtains

0= 6,5 = / (22 A b, + it A Dsw) = / (B = Dr) Aoy, (120)
M M

so that one arrives at the field equations
2L —Drl =0, (121)

which now also involve the Lagrange multipliers. In order to eliminate these from the field
equations, one makes use of the flatness of the connection, which implies D?> = 0, by taking
the covariant derivative to obtain

0 = DT’ — D%’ = D&,?, (122)

and so one finds the same equations for the spin connection as with the restricted variation
approach, hence proving the equivalence of both approaches.

3.2.3. Metric Teleparallel Gravity

We continue with the metric teleparallel class of gravity theories, where, in addition to
the flatness, we also impose vanishing nonmetricity (3). Following the restricted variation
approach, we therefore introduce the additional restriction that the variation

0Qu = 725w(ab) = 72D€(ﬂb) (123)
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of the nonmetricity vanishes, and so the variation parameters ¢,, must be antisymmetric
in their indices, {(,,) = 0. It follows that the corresponding variation (114) of the action
now reads

0= 6,5 — / zl) A Dg,, — / DEl A g, (124)
M M
so that the spin connection field equations become
Dzl = 0. (125)

For the variation with respect to the tetrad, nothing changes when compared to
the general teleparallel case we discussed before; the variation (116) leads to the field
equations (117). In this case, we find that the antisymmetric part (118) of the latter is
identical to the spin connection field equations, and so the latter do not constitute an
independent field equation. Hence, there are only 10 + 6 independent components of the
field equations. The latter reflects the fact that the spin connection, which is constrained by
the conditions of vanishing curvature and non to be of the form (5) with %, given by a
local Lorentz transformation, can always be chosen to vanish by performing the inverse
Lorentz transformation on both the tetrad and the spin connection. Hence, it is not a
physical degree of freedom and, thus, cannot mediate the gravitational interaction; the
latter is attributed to the tetrad only. Instead, the role of the spin connection is merely to
implement the local Lorentz invariance of the metric teleparallel gravity, which otherwise
appears to be broken in a pure-tetrad formulation, due to the explicit Lorentz gauge choice
with vanishing spin connection in this approach, as discussed in [26].

Following the Lagrange multiplier approach, we introduce another set of Lagrange
multiplier three-forms g?* = (%), thus enhancing the corresponding term (119) to read

5 = /M<ra” AR + @) A Q). (126)

Variation with respect to the Lagrange multipliers then imposes the conditions of
vanishing curvature and nonmetricity, while variation with respect to the spin connection
now reads

0=0uS = [yy(Za" A by + 1 ADSW, — 24" N bo(ap))

127
= [u zab _ ppab _ Zq(“b)) ASwgy, (127)

which yields the field equation
B — Dt — 24 = 0. (128)

The symmetric part of this equation simply determines the value of the Lagrange
multiplier ("), and can therefore be omitted as a field equation for the physical fields.
Thus, one is left with the antisymmetric part

Elabl _pylabl — . (129)

Finally, one proceeds as in the general teleparallel case and it uses the flatness D?> = 0
to also eliminate the Lagrange multiplier 7%, so that the remaining field equation becomes
the same as in the restricted variation approach.

3.2.4. Symmetric Teleparallel Gravity

Finally, we discuss the class of symmetric teleparallel gravity theories, in which one
assumes vanishing curvature and torsion, but allows for non-vanishing nonmetricity. In the
restricted variation approach, one must therefore implement the condition that the variation

OT" = D8O + 6w, A 0° = DO" + D&% A 6° (130)
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of the torsion vanishes. This can be done by making the ansatz
Cﬂb =ep ~ (Déa — 59[{) ’ (131)

in terms of zero-forms ¢*. By direct calculation, using the product rule for the exterior
covariant derivative as well as the vanishing curvature (2) and torsion (4), one easily shows
that, indeed

6T = D36" + Dle, — (DZ* — 66%)] A 6°
= D3g" + D{ lep — (DZ% — 66%)] A eb} —[ep — (DZ* — 66")] A Dg"

= D36 + D(DZ" — 56") — [e — (DZ* — 66°)] A DB (132)
= Do0" + R% AP — Do0" — [ey — (DT — 667)] AT®
=0.

Because {? and 40" are arbitrary, independent variations, we can consider them
separately, starting with the case 6" = 0. Then the variation of the action with respect to
¢* alone is given by

5.8 = / " AD(ep — DZ*) = —/ D(e, — DE.Y) A, (133)
M M
and so we find the corresponding field equation
D(e, — DE,") = 0. (134)

We then continue with the tetrad variation, where we must take into account that this
incurs also a term resulting from the dependent variation of the spin connection. Hence,
the variation of the total action reads

0=236S =y [(Aa +34) A6 — Byt AD(ep - (59ﬂ)}

) (135)
= [y(Ba+Zs+ e, - DE,") A 56°
which results in the field equations
Ag+%a+e, o DEL =0. (136)

Note that the spin connection field Equation (134) is a four-form with a free Lorentz
index, and so it has four independent components, while the tetrad equations (136) are
three-forms with the same number of Lorentz indices, and so yield 16 equations. Taking
the Lorentz invariance into account, as a consequence of which six equations are not
independent, one arrives at 14 independent equations.

For comparison, we also derive the field equations using the Lagrange multiplier
method. Here, we introduce a term

slz/ (ra” AR + ta A T?) (137)
M

into the action, where the Lagrange multiplier two-forms 7,” and t, impose the conditions
of vanishing curvature and torsion. The variation of the total action with respect to an
arbitrary, unrestricted spin connection is then given by

0=96,S = fM Fal A dw, + 18 ADSWy + ta A Sy, A Qb)

(138)
= Ju(Ba® = Dre =t A 6") A St
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Hence, we find the field equations
EL—Drl —t, A0 =0, (139)

from which the Lagrange multipliers must be eliminated. We see that 7, contributes to the
field equations in form of a total derivative, which is eliminated by applying, once again,
the exterior covariant derivative D, so that one obtains

Dz, —Dt, A8 =0, (140)

and we omitted a vanishing torsion term D8". In the next step, we take the interior product
with ey, using the relations

(ey = Dt,) AN =3Dt,, e, 6" =50 =4 (141)
for the three-form Dt,. Hence, we obtain the equation
ep DI, +Dt, =0. (142)

Finally, applying the exterior covariant derivative D once more, the Lagrange multi-
plier term D?#, = 0 drops out and one is left with the previously found field Equation (134).
Proceeding analogously with the tetrad variation, we find that the variation of the full
action is given by

0:595:/ (Aﬂmeuzﬂmeutwmeﬂ):/ (Ao +Za—Dta) A SO,  (143)
M M

and, hence, leads to the field equations
A, +2, —Dt,. (144)

Here, we are left with the Lagrange multiplier term Df,, which must be eliminated.
However, note that it is not sufficient to take the exterior covariant derivative of this
equation, since it is not independent of the previously derived Equation (142), which also
involves Df,. Combining these equations, one finally arrives at the field Equation (136),
which we have also obtained from the restricted variation approach, thus showing the
equivalence of both approaches.

We finally return to the remark made at the end of Section 3.1.4, where we have shown
that the connection field equations can be derived from the metric field equations and the
diffeomorphism invariance. This can also be shown in the tetrad formulation. Taking the
Levi-Civita exterior covariant derivative of the tetrad field Equation (136), and applying
the diffeomorphism invariance (109), one finds

o

0= D(Ag F i tep o Daﬂh) = D(ep = DE,Y) + (eq - DE) AM. = D(e, — DE,Y),  (145)

which is the spin connection field Equation (134). Hence, any solution of the tetrad
field equation also satisfies the spin connection field equation, as a consequence of the
diffeomorphism invariance of the action.

3.3. Relation between Metric-Affine and Tetrad Formulations

In the previous sections, we have derived the field equations for the different classes
of teleparallel gravity theories in both the metric-affine and tetrad formulation, using the
methods of Lagrange multipliers and constrained variation. We will now show that the
two geometric formulations we used are indeed equivalent. As with the previous sections,
we proceed in several steps. We start by discussing the relation between the variations
of the fundamental fields in the different geometric frameworks and its consequences for
the matter action in Section 3.3.1, before we apply these findings to the different classes of
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teleparallel gravity theories. These are general teleparallel gravity in Section 3.3.2, metric
teleparallel gravity in Section 3.3.3, and symmetric teleparallel gravity in Section 3.3.4.

3.3.1. General Action and Variation

One needs to relate the variations of the different geometries to each other in or-
der to relate the metric-affine and tetrad formulations. This relation follows from the
relations (22) and (23) defining the metric and affine connection in terms of the tetrad and
spin connection. Variation with respect to the latter yields the metric variation

S = 27ap0” (,06" ) (146)
and the affine connection
STy = et (ap(se% + W06, —T,p060% + (wbpebv) . (147)

In particular, it follows from the invariance of the metric and affine connection under
local Lorentz transformations (24) of the tetrad and spin connection that their variations
vanish if they are induced by an infinitesimal Lorentz transformation (95). It follows that,
starting from any teleparallel gravity action in the metric-affine formulation and expressing
it in terms of the tetrad formulation by using the relations (22) and (23), leads to an action
that satisfies the conditions (96) and (98) of local Lorentz invariance, which is the reason
for imposing these conditions in the preceding section. For the matter action, it follows
that the variation (28) of the matter action can be expressed as

5Sm = /M (qﬂb@<ﬂV>9“V59hv +¥ oy ) 0d4x, (148)
while the variation (27) of the gravitational action becomes

55y = — /M (1o WU6%,86" + Y, Pent (900", + o0, — T7p00% + 6oy, ) | 0t
(149)
=- /M (W = Ty Y, MP )60, + Y, Peg 6 o, | 0P,

where we have performed integration by parts, replaced the metric determinant /—g by
the tetrad determinant 6 and omitted the symmetrization brackets on the already symmetric
term WY, In order to relate these expressions to the differential form language we used
in the preceding section, it is helpful to write the scalar product of two one-forms that are
induced by the metric in terms of the hodge star, which reads

BAx=aAxp = (a,B)voly = g"a,p,/—gd*x. (150)
Together with the hodge dual

1 1
* 0% = e, _ voly = gqﬂbebcdeef ANOINGE = 0" e8 M epupodx’ A dx A dx’  (151)

of the tetrad one-forms, which form a basis of the cotangent space, we then arrive at
the expressions

1
Yg=— 6 ea O €pyprdx’ Adxf Adx”, (152a)
1
Bg = gea" (Wel' = Vo Yo + Yo My ) epupod’ A daf Adx”, (152b)
1
Bl = e, 700 Yol e ppodx? A dxf A dx” (152¢)
6 Hvp
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for the three-forms that we encountered in the tetrad formulation of teleparallel gravity
theories. It is now straightforward to check that they indeed satisfy the Lorentz invariance
conditions (97) and (99). By direct calculation, we find

o gt = —%9[”T9b]w®wewpgdx” AdxP Adx? A dx®

= 016" ,0™vol, (153)
= —0°.0°,0™yol,
=0

and
Al p gt — yelpg ) = % [ola_gvl,, (Wl = Vi YaH + YoM M? ) €vper + 9o (emf[ﬂebh,,nwem,(,)
— ed)‘wdcwn“[“eh]IPY,\‘I”‘e;ng + ecAin[”wb]dedwY,\"’"e},,,pg} dx¥ AdxP Adx? Adx®
=_ _g[ﬂTgb]ng(w/\ﬂ — Vi VM )

6l (154)
+ e 08 (B YA H — T3 Yo + T, Va9 + f‘%wYAW)} €uvpodx” Adxf Adx? A dx®

= 010" g™ (W)F — VY + YaFP MP g + 3 Yo — T Yo + Ty Y)Y + 1940 Y2 ) volg
= G“TGbﬂW[TV]volg
=0,

using the symmetry of W#" and ®@*". These relations will be instrumental when we show
the equivalence of the field equations that are derived in the two different geometric
frameworks.

Finally, we also translate the equations that we obtained from the assumption that
each part of the action is invariant under diffeomorphisms. For the matter part (102)
then follows

0=Dx, = —% [0 (€a" O €uvpr) — @ pwep Ot €pvpo | dx® A dx¥ A dxP A dx”

. 1
- _EQTVF(@THVO].Q, ( 55)

which is the energy-momentum conservation (31). Similarly, for the gravitational part
one has

0 =DA,+DE, A (e; - M)

=e," {% (Wl — Vo YoH9 + YoM M@ y) + MY (VY MY — YVF‘/’M‘PLM,)]VOIG , (156)

which reproduces its metric-affine equivalent (33).

3.3.2. General Teleparallel Gravity

We now show that the field equations for the class of general teleparallel gravity
theories derived in the metric-affine formulation in Section 3.1.2 and in the tetrad formula-
tion in Section 3.2.2 agree. Using the relations (152) between the variation terms, this task
becomes nearly trivial. In analogy to the calculation (154), one finds that the connection
field Equation (115) reduces to

0 =DE," = e,76%, (VyYc"¥ — Y M?yy)voly, (157)

and so it reproduces the connection field Equation (39). When this equation is satisfied, the
tetrad field Equation (117) simplifies and yields

0=A"+5" = %eﬂr(ww — @™)euprdx? Adxf Adx”, (158)
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so that one obtains the metric field Equation (45).

3.3.3. Metric Teleparallel Gravity

We then proceed with the metric teleparallel class of theories. The tetrad field equations
take the same form (117) as in the general teleparallel case, as argued in Section 3.2.3. Using
only the relations (152), without imposing any further equations to hold, one thus obtains

0=A"+3" = éeﬂr(ww — VYT L YT — O ) eppodx” Adxf Adx”, (159)

where we used that the distortion tensor reduces to the contortion tensor in the absence
of nonmetricity. We see that this result agrees with the combined metric and connection
field Equation (59). Further, in Section 3.2.3 we have shown that the connection field
Equation (125) are identical to the antisymmetric part of the tetrad field equations. Indeed,
we see that the corresponding equation

0= DEI = —g7.6", (VY[ — Y YTy Yvoly (160)
reproduces the antisymmetric part in the split (60).

3.3.4. Symmetric Teleparallel Gravity

Finally, we come to the case of symmetric teleparallel gravity. First, it is helpful to
note that

1
0 = DE," = ¢,76%), (vl,,w‘“/ + ZYTV‘/’QW‘P)VOIQ, (161)
and so
1 1
0=¢, - DE," = o’ <V¢YTW + ZYTWQW‘P) €prdx? A dxf A dx?. (162)
Hence, for the tetrad field Equation (136), we find
1
0=As+2%s+e, - DEL = geaf(wrﬂ — O:M)epprdx’ A dx? Adx, (163)

which reproduces the metric field Equation (45). For the connection field Equation (134),
one has

0 =D(e, = DE,Y) (164)
= —ea” [V (VYo + 1Y Qpp?) + 3 Quu (Vo Yo + Y Quy? ) [ voly,

which yields the connection field Equation (77).

4. Conclusions

We have derived the field equations for the three generic families of teleparallel gravity
theories, in which one of the dynamical field variables is a connection with vanishing
curvature, but non-vanishing torsion or nonmetricity, or both. For each family, we have
used two different geometric formulations, either in terms of a metric and affine connection,
or through a tetrad and spin connection. Further, we have used different methods to
implement the constraints on the connection variable in the derivation of the field equations,
either by using Lagrange multipliers in the action or by restricting the variation of the
field variables, such that they preserve the constraint. By comparing the results, we have
explicitly shown the equivalence of the different geometric formulations and variation
prescriptions for each of the three classes of teleparallel gravity theories.

For the tetrad formulation, we have chosen the Lorentz covariant formulation of
teleparallel gravity theories [27], in which the action is invariant under combined Lorentz
transformation of the tetrad and the spin connection. Further, we have assumed that
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the action functional is invariant under diffeomorphisms. From this assumption, we
have derived a number of geometric identities that are automatically satisfied by the
terms obtained by varying the gravitational part of the action. In particular, we have
shown that in the case of symmetric teleparallel gravity theories, these identities are fully
sufficient to obtain the connection field equations from the metric ones. This finding
supports the interpretation of the connection as a gauge degree of freedom that is related
to diffeomorphism invariance in these theories.

While we have focused on the derivation of the gravitational field equations by
variation of teleparallel gravity actions, and shown the equivalence of different approaches
for this task, one may wonder whether this equivalence also holds beyond the level of
the classical field equations. Possible applications include the Casimir effect [33,34] and
the entropy of black holes [33,35], where surface terms in the action are also relevant.
Further, teleparallel gravity theories may also be studied within more general geometric
frameworks, such as higher gauge theory [36] or Cartan geometry [37-41]. Another
possible extension is to study teleparallel gravity theories that are not defined by an action
functional, but in the premetric approach via a constitutive relation [42-46].

In this work, we have considered teleparallel gravity theories within the realm of clas-
sical field theory, and so one may wonder whether our results can also be extended to the
quantum level. The latter is not necessarily the case, since, although we have demonstrated
that various geometric formulations yield the same classical field equations and space of
solutions, they feature different field variables, from which quantum corrections may arise.
This question is of particular interest for teleparallel gravity theories, which reproduce
general relativity at the classical level [1,11,12]. While one may expect the same difficul-
ties to arise that obstruct a quantization of general relativity in its curvature formulation,
teleparallel gravity theories may offer a better approach to solve these difficulties through
a suitable quantum modified gravity theory.
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