arXiv:gr-qc/0505157 v1 31 May 2005

PP-waves with torsion and metric-affine gravity

Vedad Pasic and Dmitri Vassiliev

Department of Mathematical Sciences, University of Bath, Bath BA2 7AY, UK E-mail: V.Pasic@bath.ac.uk and D.Vassiliev@bath.ac.uk

Abstract. A classical pp-wave is a 4-dimensional Lorentzian spacetime which admits a nonvanishing parallel spinor field; here the connection is assumed to be Levi-Civita. We generalise this definition to metric compatible spacetimes with torsion and describe basic properties of such spacetimes. We use our generalised pp-waves for constructing new explicit vacuum solutions of quadratic metric-affine gravity.

PACS numbers: 04.50.+h

Submitted to: Class. Quantum Grav.

1. Introduction

We consider spacetime to be a connected real 4-manifold M equipped with a Lorentzian metric g and an affine connection Γ. The 10 independent components of the (symmetric) metric tensor g_{μν} and the 64 connection coefficients Γ^λ_{μν} are the unknowns of our theory. This approach is known as metric-affine gravity [1].

We define our action as

S := ∫ q(R) (1)

where q is an O(1, 3)-invariant quadratic form on curvature R . Independent variation of the metric g and the connection Γ produces Euler–Lagrange equations which we will write symbolically as ∂S/∂g = 0, (2) ∂S/∂Γ = 0. (3) Our objective is the study of the combined system of field equations (2), (3). This is a system of 10+64 real nonlinear partial differential equations with 10+64 real unknowns.

The motivation for choosing a model of gravity which is purely quadratic in curvature is explained in Section 1 of [2]. Basically, we are hoping to describe physical phenomena whose characteristic wavelength is sufficiently small and curvature sufficiently large. Also, the choice of action which is homogeneous (of degree 2) in curvature means that we are looking for vacuum solutions.

The Yang–Mills action for the affine connection is a special case of (1) with q(R) = q_{YM}(R) := R^κ_{λμν} R^λ_κ^{μν} . (4) With this choice of q equation (3) is the Yang–Mills equation for the affine connection.

The quadratic form q appearing in (1) is a generalisation of (4). The general formula for q contains 16 different R^2-terms with 16 coupling constants. This formula is given in Appendix B of [2]. An equivalent formula can be found in [3, 4].

Definition 1 We call a spacetime {M, g, Γ} Riemannian if the connection is Levi-Civita (i.e. Γ^λ_{μν} = {_λ μν } ), and non-Riemannian otherwise.

The aim of this paper is to find new non-Riemannian solutions of the field equations (2), (3). These new solutions will be constructed explicitly and the construction will turn out to be very similar to the classical construction of a pp-wave, only with torsion. In fact, the generalisation of the concept of a pp-wave to spacetimes with torsion is the main tool in our analysis and a useful spin-off which might be of wider differential geometric interest.

The paper has the following structure. In Section 3 we recall basic facts concerning classical pp-waves (without torsion). In Section 4 we define the notion of a generalised pp-wave (with torsion) and list the main properties of such spacetimes. In Section 5 we write down explicitly our field equations (2), (3) and in Section 6 we present pp-wave solutions of these field equations. Theorem 1 of Section 6 is the main result of our paper. We discuss our results in Section 7. Finally, Appendix A and Appendix B contain some auxiliary mathematical facts.

2. Notation

Our notation follows [5, 6, 2]. In particular, we denote local coordinates by x^μ, μ = 0, 1, 2, 3, and write ∂_μ := ∂/∂x^μ. We define the covariant derivative of a vector field as ∇_μv^λ := ∂_μv^λ + Γ^λ_{μν} v^ν and torsion as T^λ_{μν} := Γ^λ_{μν} − Γ^λ_{νμ} . We say that our connection Γ is metric compatible if ∇g ≡ 0. The Christoffel symbol is {_λ μν } :=^1_2 g^{λκ}(∂_μg_{νκ} + ∂_ν g_{μκ} − ∂_κg_{μν} ). The interval is ds^2 := g_{μν} dx^μ dx^ν .

We define curvature as R^κ_{λμν} := ∂_μΓ^κ_{νλ} − ∂_ν Γ^κ_{μλ} + Γ^κ_{μη}Γ^η_{νλ} − Γ^κ_{νη} Γ^η_{μλ} , Ricci curvature as Ric_{λν} := R^κ_{λκν} , scalar curvature as R := Ric^λ_λ , and trace-free Ricci curvature as Ric := Ric −^1_4 Rg. We denote Weyl curvature by W; here, as in [6, 2], Weyl curvature is understood as the irreducible piece of curvature defined by conditions (20), (21) and Ric = 0.

We employ the standard convention of raising and lowering tensor indices by means of the metric tensor. Some care is, however, required when performing covariant differentiation: the operations of raising and lowering of indices do not commute with the operation of covariant differentiation unless the connection is metric compatible.

Given a scalar function f : M → R we write for brevity ∫ f := ∫ M f √ | det g| dx^0dx^1dx^2dx^3 , det g := det(g_{μν} ) .

We define the action of the Hodge star on a rank q antisymmetric tensor as (∗Q)_{μq+1...μ4} := (q!)^{−1} √ | det g| Q^{μ1...μq} ε_{μ1...μ4} where ε is the totally antisymmetric quantity, ε_{0123} := +1. When we apply the Hodge star to curvature we have a choice between acting either on the first or the second pair of indices, so we introduce two different Hodge stars: the left Hodge star

(^∗R)_{κλμν} := 1 2 √ | det g| R^{κ′ λ′}_{μν} ε_κ′_λ′_{κλ} and the right Hodge star

(R^∗)_{κλμν} := 1 2 √ | det g| R_{κλ}^{μ′ν′} ε_μ′_ν′_{μν} . Note that in the general metric-affine setting curvature is not necessarily antisymmetric in the first pair of indices so use of the left Hodge star really makes sense only in metric compatible spacetimes.

We use the term “parallel” to describe the situation when the covariant derivative of some spinor or tensor field is identically zero.

We do not assume that our spacetime admits a (global) spin structure, cf. Section 11.6 of [7]. In fact, our only topological assumption is connectedness. This does not prevent us from defining and parallel transporting spinors or tensors locally.

3. Classical pp-waves

In this section spacetime is assumed to be Riemannian, see Definition 1.

Definition 2 A pp-space is a Riemannian spacetime which admits a nonvanishing parallel spinor field.

We will call the metric of a pp-space metric of pp-wave or simply pp-metric. Such metrics were introduced by Peres [8, 9] who used the equivalent Definition 5 given further on in this section.

Throughout this paper we denote the nonvanishing parallel spinor field by χ = χ^a and assume that this spinor field is fixed. Note that

• a nonvanishing parallel spinor can be scaled by a nonzero complex factor (there is no natural normalisation), and • in flat space there are two linearly independent nonvanishing parallel spinor fields.

Fixation of the spinor field χ allows us to avoid ambiguity in subsequent arguments. Put l^α := σ^α_a˙_b χ^aχ̄^ḃ (5)

where the σ^α are Pauli matrices, see Appendix A for notation. Then l is a nonvanishing parallel real null vector field. Define also the real scalar function φ : M → R, φ(x) := ∫ l · dx . (6)

This function is called the phase. It is defined uniquely up to the addition of a constant and possible multivaluedness resulting from a nontrivial topology of the manifold.

The 3-manifolds M̃ = {φ = const} are called wave fronts. Let us fix a particular wave front M̃, take a pair of points p̃, q̃ ∈ M̃, and a curve γ̃ ⊂ M̃ connecting these points. Take a 4-vector tangent to M̃ at p̃ and parallel transport it in accordance with the Levi-Civita connection along γ̃. It is easy to see that the resulting 4-vector will be tangent to M̃ at q̃. This means that the Levi-Civita connection Γ over T M admits a natural restriction to a connection Γ̃ over T M̃. (The latter cannot be interpreted as the Levi-Civita connection corresponding to the restriction of our Lorentzian 4-metric to the 3-manifold M̃ as this restricted metric is degenerate.) An important property of pp-spaces is that the connection Γ̃ is flat. This is why pp-spaces are often called “plane-fronted gravitational waves with parallel rays”.

The fact that the wave fronts are flat motivates the following definitions.

Definition 3 We say that a complex vector field u is transversal if l_αu^α = 0.

Definition 4 We say that a complex vector field v is a plane wave if u^α∇_αv^β = 0 for any transversal vector field u.

Of course, l itself is transversal and a plane wave. Put F_{αβ} := σ_{αβab} χ^aχ^b (7)

where the σ_{αβ} are “second order Pauli matrices” (A.5). Then F is a nonvanishing parallel complex 2-form with the additional properties ∗F = ±iF and det F = 0. It can be written as

F = l ∧ a (8)

where a is a complex vector field satisfying a_αa^α = l_αa^α = 0, a_αā^α = −2. The vector field a is defined uniquely up to the addition of

{arbitrary complex valued scalar function} × l .

We can impose an additional restriction on our choice of a requiring that a be a plane wave. Under this restriction the vector field a is defined uniquely up to the addition of

{arbitrary complex valued scalar function of φ} × l and ∇_αa_β = p l_αl_β. (9)

where p : M → C is some scalar function.

Throughout this paper our choice of the vector field a is assumed to be fixed. This implies, in particular, that the function p appearing in (9) is fixed.

It is known, see Section 4 in [10] or Section 3.2.2 in [11], that Definition 2 is equivalent to the following

Definition 5 A pp-space is a Riemannian spacetime whose metric can be written locally in the form

ds^2 = 2 dx^0 dx^3 − (dx^1)^2 − (dx^2)^2 + f(x^1, x^2, x^3) (dx^3)^2 (10)

in some local coordinates (x^0, x^1, x^2, x^3).

We do all our practical calculations in coordinates (10) and with Pauli matrices (A.4). Of course, the choice of local coordinates in which the pp-metric assumes the form (10) is not unique. We will restrict our choice to those coordinates in which

χ^a = (1, 0), l^μ = (1, 0, 0, 0), a^μ = (0, 1, ∓i, 0). (11)

With such a choice formula (6) reads φ(x) = x^3 + const.

The remarkable property of the metric (10) is that the corresponding curvature tensor R is linear in f: R_{αβγδ} = − 1 2 (l ∧ ∂)_{αβ} (l ∧ ∂)_{γδ}f (12) where (l ∧ ∂)_{αβ} := l_α∂_β − ∂_αl_β. Simplicity of the formula for curvature was the main motivation for Peres when he introduced [8, 9] the concept of a pp-space (pp-wave).

Observe now that in our special local coordinates f satisfies the equations

l^μ∂_μf = 0, a^μ∂_μf = p/2 (13)

where p is the function from (9). Equations (13) are invariantly defined equations for a scalar function f : M → R. These equations allow us to give an invariant interpretation of our function f as a potential for a pp-space. Equations (13) specify the gradient of f along wave fronts, and, consequently, they define f uniquely up to the addition of an arbitrary real valued scalar function of φ.

Formula (12) can now be rewritten in invariant form R = − 1 2 (l ∧ ∇) ⊗ (l ∧ ∇)f (14) where l ∧ ∇ := l ⊗ ∇ − ∇ ⊗ l. Indeed, in our special local coordinates all the terms with connection coefficients in the RHS of (14) cancel out and (14) turns into (12). As both sides of (14) are tensors formula (14) holds in any coordinate system.

It is easy to see that the curvature of a pp-space has only two irreducible pieces, trace-free Ricci and Weyl. Ricci curvature is proportional to l⊗l whereas Weyl curvature is a linear combination of Re ((l ∧ a) ⊗ (l ∧ a)) and Im ((l ∧ a) ⊗ (l ∧ a)).

4. PP-waves with torsion

The most natural way of generalising the concept of a classical pp-space is simply to extend Definition 2 to general metric compatible spacetimes, i.e. spacetimes whose connection is not necessarily Levi-Civita. However, this gives a class of spacetimes which is too wide and difficult to work with. We choose to extend the classical definition in a more special way better suited to the study of the system of field equations (2), (3).

Consider the polarized Maxwell equation

∗ dA = ±idA (15) in a classical pp-space, see Section 3. Here A is the unknown complex vector field. We seek plane wave solutions of (15), see Definition 4. These can be written down explicitly: A = h(φ) a + k(φ) l . (16) Here l and a are the vector fields defined in Section 3, h, k : R → C are arbitrary functions, and φ is the phase (6).

Definition 6 A generalised pp-space is a metric compatible spacetime with pp-metric and torsion T := 1 2 Re(A ⊗ dA) (17)

where A is a vector field of the form (16).

We list below the main properties of generalised pp-spaces. Here and further on we denote by {∇} the covariant derivative with respect to the Levi-Civita connection which should not be confused with the full covariant derivative ∇ incorporating torsion.

In the beginning of Section 3 we introduced the spinor field χ satisfying {∇}χ = 0. It turns out that this spinor field also satisfies ∇χ = 0. In other words, the generalised pp-space and underlying classical pp-space admit the same nonvanishing parallel spinor field. Consequently, both admit the same nonvanishing parallel real null vector field l and the same nonvanishing parallel complex 2-form l ∧ a.

The torsion of a generalised pp-space is purely tensor, i.e. T^α_{αγ} = 0, ε_{αβγδ}T^{αβγ} = 0. (18) The curvature of a generalised pp-space is R = − 1 2 (l ∧ {∇}) ⊗ (l ∧ {∇})f + 1 4 Re ( (h^2)^{′′} (l ∧ a) ⊗ (l ∧ a) ) . (19)

Examination of formula (19) reveals the following remarkable properties of generalised pp-spaces.

• The curvatures generated by the Levi-Civita connection and torsion simply add up (compare formulae (14) and (19)).

• The second term in the RHS of (19) is purely Weyl. Consequently, the Ricci curvature of a generalised pp-space is completely determined by the pp-metric.

• The curvature of a generalised pp-space has all the usual symmetries of curvature in the Riemannian case (see Definition 1), that is, R_{κλμν} = R_{μνκλ}, (20) ε^{κλμν} R_{κλμν} = 0, (21) R_{κλμν} = −R_{λκμν} , (22) R_{κλμν} = −R_{κλνμ}. (23) Of course, (23) is true for any curvature whereas (22) is a consequence of metric compatibility. Also, (22) follows from (20) and (23).

• The second term in the RHS of (16) is pure gauge in the sense that it does not affect curvature (19). It does, however, affect torsion (17).

• The Ricci curvature of a generalised pp-space is zero if and only if f_{11} + f_{22} = 0 (24) and the Weyl curvature is zero if and only if

f_{11} − f_{22} = Re ( (h^2)^{′′} ) , f_{12} = − 1 2 Im ( (h^2)^{′′} ) . (25)

Here we use special local coordinates (10), (11) and denote f_{αβ} := ∂_α∂_β f. • The curvature of a generalised pp-space is zero if and only if we have both (24) and (25). Clearly, for any given function h we can choose a function f such that R = 0: this f is a quadratic polynomial in x^1, x^2 with coefficients depending on x^3. Thus, as a spin-off, we get a class of examples of Weitzenböck spaces (T ≠ 0, R = 0).

5. Explicit representation of our field equations

We write down explicitly our field equations (2), (3) under the following assumptions.

• Our spacetime is metric compatible. • Torsion is purely tensor, see (18). • Curvature has symmetries (20), (21). • Scalar curvature is zero.

Note that a generalised pp-space automatically possesses these properties.

It turns out that under the above assumptions the field equations are d_1W^{κλμν} Ric_{κμ} + d_3 ( Ric^{λκ}Ric_κ^ν − 1 4 g^{λν} Ric_{κμ}Ric^{κμ} ) = 0, (26) d_6∇_λRic_{κμ} − d_7∇_κRic_{λμ} + d_6 ( Ric^η_κ(T_{ημλ} − T_{λμη}) + 1 2 g_{μλ}W^{ηζ}_{κξ} ( T_η^ξ_ζ − T_ζ^ξ_η ) + g_{μλ}Ric^η_ξT_η^ξ_κ )

− d_7 ( Ric^η_λ(T_{ημκ} − T_{κμη}) + 1 2 g_{κμ}W^{ηζ}_{λξ} ( T_η^ξ_ζ − T_ζ^ξ_η ) + g_{κμ}Ric^η_ξT_η^ξ_λ )

+ b_{10} (( g_{κμ}W^{ηζ}_{λξ} − g_{μλ}W^{ηζ}_{κξ} ) ( T_η^ξ_ζ − T_ζ^ξ_η ) + Ric^η_ξ ( g_{κμ}T_η^ξ_λ − g_{μλ}T_η^ξ_κ )) + 2b_{10} ( W^η_{μκξ} ( T_η^ξ_λ − T_λ^ξ_η ) + W^η_{μλξ} ( T_κ^ξ_η − T_η^ξ_κ ) − W^{ξη}_{κλ}T_{ημξ} ) = 0, (27) where d_1 = b_{912} − b_{922} + b_{10}, d_3 = b_{922} − b_{911}, d_6 = b_{912} − b_{911} + b_{10}, d_7 = b_{912} − b_{922} + b_{10}, the b’s being coefficients from formula (51) of [2]. The LHS’s of equations (26) and (27) are the components of tensors A and B from the formula δS = ∫ (2A^{λν} δg_{λν} + 2B^{κμ}_λ δΓ^λ_{μκ}) .

Here δg and δΓ are the (independent) variations of the metric and the connection, and δS is the resulting variation of the action. In (27) the first two indices of B have been lowered to make the expression easier to read.

Equation (26) is equation (12) of [2] but with R = 0. This is not surprising because when we vary the metric it does not matter whether the curvature tensor R^κ_{λμν} was generated by a Levi-Civita connection or a general affine connection. What matters are the symmetries (20), (21) which in our case are the same as in the Riemannian case. In fact, our case is simpler because scalar curvature is zero.

Equation (27) is similar to equation (13) of [2] but is not exactly the same. Namely, • the first line of (27) coincides with the LHS of equation (13) of [2] with R ≡ 0, • the remaining lines of (27) contain extra algebraic terms generated by torsion.

Note also that the covariant derivatives in (27) and in equation (13) of [2] are different: we use the notation ∇ for the full covariant derivative, so the ∇ in (27) itself incorporates torsion. The arguments which produce (27) are outlined in Appendix B.

6. PP-wave type solutions of our field equations

The main result of this paper is the following

Theorem 1 Generalised pp-spaces of parallel Ricci curvature are solutions of the system of field equations (2), (3).

Proof The theorem is proved by direct substitution of formulae for torsion, Ricci curvature and Weyl curvature of a generalised pp-space into the field equations (26), (27). The ∇Ric terms in the LHS of (27) vanish as Ricci curvature is assumed to be parallel, so it remains to check the vanishing of the remaining purely algebraic terms in the LHS’s of (26), (27).

According to Section 4 torsion, Ricci curvature and Weyl curvature of a generalised pp-space are of the form T = 2∑ j,k=1 t_{jk} a_j ⊗ (l ∧ a_k) + 2∑ j=1 t_j l ⊗ (l ∧ a_j ), (28) Ric = s l ⊗ l, (29) W = 2∑ j,k=1 w_{jk} (l ∧ a_j ) ⊗ (l ∧ a_k), (30)

where t_{jk}, t_j , s, w_{jk} are some real scalars satisfying t_{jk} = t_{kj} , w_{jk} = w_{kj} , t_{11} + t_{22} = w_{11} + w_{22} = 0, l and a are vectors introduced in Section 3, and a_1 = Re a, a_2 = Im a. Note that the real vectors l, a_1, a_2 satisfy l · l = l · a_1 = l · a_2 = a_1 · a_2 = 0, a_1 · a_1 = a_2 · a_2 = −1.

All the algebraic terms containing Ric in the LHS’s of (26), (27) vanish because they involve contractions with at least one of the indices of Ric, the latter being of the form (29) with vector l orthogonal to all other vectors appearing in (28)–(30). It remains to consider the W × T terms in the LHS of (27). The terms with 3 contractions vanish because in view of (28) at least one of the contractions involves the vector l. The term W^{ξη}_{κλ}T_{ημξ} also vanishes because in view of (30) at least one of the contractions involves the vector l. Thus, the proof of Theorem 1 reduces to checking that W^η_{μκξ} ( T_η^ξ_λ − T_λ^ξ_η ) + W^η_{μλξ} ( T_κ^ξ_η − T_η^ξ_κ ) = 0. (31)

The tensor in the LHS of (31) is proportional to l_λl_μl_κ and is antisymmetric in κ, λ, hence it is zero. □

Let {Ric} denote the Ricci curvature generated by the Levi-Civita connection and let {∇} denote, as usual, the covariant derivative with respect to the Levi-Civita connection. We know (see list of properties at the end of Section 4) that in a generalised pp-space Ric = {Ric}. Moreover, it is easy to see that in a generalised pp-space ∇Ric = {∇}Ric. This means that when using Theorem 1 it does not really matter whether the condition “parallel Ricci curvature” is understood in the non-Riemannian sense ∇Ric = 0, the Riemannian sense {∇}{Ric} = 0, or any combination of the two ({∇}Ric = 0 or ∇{Ric} = 0). In special local coordinates (10), (11) the condition that Ricci curvature is parallel is written as f_{11} + f_{22} = const (compare with (24)).

7. Discussion

7.1. Interpretation of our solutions

Our interest in pp-spaces, classical and generalised, stems from our previous publication [2]. It contained a comprehensive study of Riemannian (see Definition 1) solutions of the field equations (2), (3). It was shown in [2] that the following two classes of Riemannian spacetimes are solutions:

• Einstein spaces (Ric = Λg), and • classical pp-spaces of parallel Ricci curvature.

Moreover, it was shown in [2] that for a generic quadratic action the above two classes of spacetimes are the only Riemannian solutions.

In General Relativity Einstein spaces are an accepted mathematical model for vacuum. However, classical pp-spaces of parallel Ricci curvature do not have an obvious physical interpretation. Our current paper is an attempt at understanding whether such spacetimes are of mathematical or physical significance.

Our analysis of vacuum solutions of quadratic metric-affine gravity shows (Theorem 1) that classical pp-spaces of parallel Ricci curvature should not be viewed on their own. They are a particular (degenerate) representative of a wider class of solutions, namely, generalised pp-spaces of parallel Ricci curvature. The latter appear to admit a sensible physical interpretation. Indeed, according to formula (19) the curvature of a generalised pp-space is a sum of two curvatures: the curvature − 1 2 (l ∧ {∇}) ⊗ (l ∧ {∇})f (32) of the underlying classical pp-space and the curvature 1 4 Re ( (h^2)^{′′} (l ∧ a) ⊗ (l ∧ a) ) (33)

generated by a torsion wave travelling over this classical pp-space. Our torsion (17), (16) and corresponding curvature (33) are waves travelling at speed of light because h and k are functions of the phase φ which plays the role of a null coordinate, g^{μν} ∇_μφ ∇_ν φ = 0, see formula (6). The underlying classical pp-space of parallel Ricci curvature can now be viewed as the “gravitational imprint” created by a wave of some massless matter field. Such a situation occurs in Einstein–Maxwell theory (classical model describing the interaction of gravitational and electromagnetic fields) and Einstein–Weyl theory (classical model describing the interaction of gravitational and neutrino fields). The difference with our model is that Einstein–Maxwell and Einstein–Weyl theories contain the gravitational constant which dictates a particular relationship between the strengths of the fields in question, whereas our model is conformally invariant and the amplitudes of the two curvatures (32) and (33) are totally independent.

The fundamental question is whether torsion is a matter field, and, if it is, which matter field. In the remainder of this subsection we outline a (highly speculative) argument in favour of interpreting our torsion wave (17), (16) as a mathematical model for a neutrino field.

We base our interpretation on the analysis of the curvature (33) generated by our torsion wave. Examination of formula (33) indicates that it is more convenient to deal with the complexified curvature R := r (l ∧ a) ⊗ (l ∧ a) (34) where r :=^1_4 (h^2)^{′′} (this r is a function of the phase φ); note also that complexification is in line with the traditions of quantum mechanics. Our complex curvature is polarized, ∗R = R^∗ = ±iR , (35) and purely Weyl, hence it is equivalent to a (symmetric) rank 4 spinor ω. The relationship between R and ω is given by the formula R_{αβγδ} = σ_{αβab} ω^{abcd} σ_{γδcd} (36) where the σ_{αβ} are “second order Pauli matrices” (A.5). Resolving (36) with respect to ω we get, in view of (34), (8), (7), ω = ξ ⊗ ξ ⊗ ξ ⊗ ξ (37) where ξ := r^{1/4} χ (38) and χ is the spinor field introduced in the beginning of Section 3.

Formula (37) shows that our rank 4 spinor ω has additional algebraic structure: it is the 4th tensor power of a rank 1 spinor ξ. Consequently, the complexified curvature generated by our torsion wave is completely determined by the rank 1 spinor field ξ.

We claim that the spinor field (38) satisfies Weyl’s equation, see (A.10) or (A.11). Indeed, as χ is parallel checking that ξ satisfies Weyl’s equation reduces to checking that (r^{1/4})^′ σ^μ_a˙_b l_μ χ^a = 0 . The latter is established by direct substitution of the explicit formula for l, see (5).

7.2. Comparison with existing literature

There are a number of publications in which authors suggested various generalisations of the concept of a classical pp-space. These generalisations were performed within the Riemannian setting (see Definition 1) and usually involved the incorporation of a constant nonzero scalar curvature; see [12] and extensive further references therein. Our construction described in Section 4 generalises the concept of a classical pp-space in a different direction: we add torsion while retaining zero scalar curvature.

A powerful method which in the past has been used for the construction of vacuum solutions of quadratic metric-affine gravity is the so-called double duality ansatz [13, 14, 15, 6, 2, 16]. Its basic version [6] is as follows. For certain types of quadratic actions (see item (b) below) the following is known to be true: if the spacetime is metric compatible and curvature is irreducible (i.e. all irreducible pieces except one are identically zero) then this spacetime is a solution of (2), (3). This fact is referred to as the double duality ansatz because the proof is based on the use of the double duality transform R →^∗R^∗ (this idea is due to Mielke [13]) and because the above conditions imply^∗R^∗ = ±R. However, solutions presented in Theorem 1 do not fit into the double duality scheme. This is due to the following reasons.

(a) The curvature of a pp-space, classical or generalised, contains trace-free Ricci and Weyl pieces, hence this curvature is not necessarily irreducible and not necessarily an eigenvector of the double duality operator. Namely, for a pp-space the following statements are equivalent:

R is purely trace-free Ricci ⇔ condition (25) is satisfied ⇔^∗R^∗ = +R , R is purely Weyl ⇔ condition (24) is satisfied ⇔^∗R^∗ = −R .

Furthermore, the curvature of a pp-space, classical or generalised, does not necessarily satisfy the conditions of the modified double duality ansatz [14, 15, 16].

(b) The double duality ansatz in its basic [6] or modified [14, 15, 16] forms does not work for the most general 16-parameter actions introduced in [3, 4, 2] and considered in our current paper. It works only for more special actions with up to 11 coupling constants. The fundamental difference between the 11-parameter and 16-parameter models is best seen if one considers the specialisation of the field equation (3) to the Levi-Civita connection:

∂S/∂Γ |_{L−C} = 0. (39)

Equation (39) arises when one looks for Riemannian solutions of (3). Here it is important to understand the logical sequence involved in the derivation of (39): we set Γ^λ_{μν} = {_λ μν } after the variation of the connection has been carried out. It is known [6] that for a generic 11-parameter action equation (39) reduces to ∇_λRic_{κμ} − ∇_κRic_{λμ} = 0, (40) whereas according to [2] for a generic 16-parameter action equation (39) reduces to ∇Ric = 0. (41) The field equations (40) and (41) are very much different, with (41) being by far more restrictive. In particular, Nordström–Thompson spacetimes (Riemannian spacetimes with^∗R^∗ = +R) satisfy (40) but do not necessarily satisfy (41).

(c) The basic double duality ansatz [6] can be reformulated in a way that makes it applicable to 16-parameter actions: one has to impose the additional condition that curvature is simple, i.e. the given irreducible subspace of the vector space of curvatures is not isomorphic to any other irreducible subspace. See Section 6 of [2] for details. According to formula (44) of [2] the (symmetric) trace-free Ricci piece of curvature is not simple, hence the version of the double duality ansatz from [2] works for a pp-space, classical or generalised, only when curvature is purely Weyl.

The new vacuum solutions of quadratic metric-affine gravity presented in Theorem 1 are similar to those of Singh and Griffiths [17]. The main differences are as follows.

• The solutions in [17] satisfy the condition {Ric} = 0 whereas our solutions satisfy the weaker condition {∇}{Ric} = 0 (see also last paragraph of Section 6).

• The solutions in [17] were obtained for the Yang–Mills case (4) whereas we deal with a general O(1, 3)-invariant quadratic form q with 16 coupling constants.

The observation that one can construct vacuum solutions of quadratic metric-affine gravity in terms of pp-waves is a recent development. The fact that classical pp-spaces of parallel Ricci curvature are solutions was first pointed out in [18, 19, 2].

Acknowledgments

The authors are grateful to J B Griffiths and F W Hehl for helpful advice.

Appendix A. Spinor formalism for generalised pp-spaces

In this appendix, unless otherwise stated, we work in a general metric compatible spacetime with torsion. We start by recalling basic facts about spinors.

Define the “metric spinor”

ϵ_{ab} = ϵ_ȧ˙_b = ϵ^{ab} = ϵ^{ȧḃ} = ( 0 1 −1 0 ) (A.1) with the first index enumerating rows and the second enumerating columns. We raise and lower spinor indices according to the formulae ξ^a = ϵ^{ab}ξ_b, ξ_a = ϵ_{ab}ξ^b, η^ȧ = ϵ^{ȧḃ}η˙_b, η_ȧ = ϵ_ȧ˙_bη^ḃ. (A.2) Our definition (A.1), (A.2) has the following advantages.

• The spinor inner product is invariant under the operation of raising and lowering of indices, i.e. (ϵ_{ac}ξ^c)(ϵ^{bd}η_d) = ξ^aη_b.

• The “contravariant” and “covariant” metric spinors are “raised” and “lowered” versions of each other, i.e. ϵ^{ab} = ϵ^{ac}ϵ_{cd}ϵ^{bd} and ϵ_{ab} = ϵ_{ac}ϵ^{cd}ϵ_{bd}.

The disadvantage of our definition (A.1), (A.2) is that the consecutive raising and lowering of a single spinor index leads to a change of sign, i.e. ϵ_{ab}ϵ^{bc}ξ_c = −ξ_a. This inconsistency is related to the well known fact that a spinor does not have a particular sign (say, a spatial rotation of the coordinate system by 2π leads to a change of sign). In formulae where the sign is important we will be careful in specifying our choice of sign; see, for example, (A.3), (A.9).

Let v be the real vector space of Hermitian 2 × 2 matrices σ_a˙_b. Pauli matrices σ^α_a˙_b, α = 0, 1, 2, 3, are a basis in v satisfying σ^α_a˙_bσ^{βcḃ} + σ^β_a˙_bσ^{αcḃ} = 2g^{αβ} δ_a^c where σ^{αaḃ} := ϵ^{ac}σ^α_c˙_dϵ^{ḃḋ}. (A.3) At every point of the manifold M Pauli matrices are defined uniquely up to a Lorentz transformation. For the pp-metric (10) we choose Pauli matrices

σ^0_a˙_b = ( 1 0 0 −f ) , σ^1_a˙_b = ( 0 1 1 0 ) , σ^2_a˙_b = ( 0 ∓i ±i 0 ) , σ^3_a˙_b = ( 0 0 0 2 ) . (A.4)

Our two choices of Pauli matrices differ by orientation. When dealing with a classical pp-space the choice of orientation of Pauli matrices does not really matter, however in a generalised pp-space it is convenient to choose orientation of Pauli matrices in agreement with the signs in (15) and (35) as this simplifies the resulting formulae.

Define σ_{αβac} := 1 2 (σ_{αa}˙_bϵ^{ḃḋ}σ_{βc}˙_d − σ_{βa}˙_bϵ^{ḃḋ}σ_{αc}˙_d) . (A.5)

These “second order Pauli matrices” are polarized, i.e. ∗ σ = ±iσ (A.6) depending on the orientation of “basic” Pauli matrices σ^α_{aḃ}, α = 0, 1, 2, 3. Note that with our choice of Pauli matrices the signs in formulae (A.4) and (A.6) agree.

We define the covariant derivatives of spinor fields as

∇_μξ^a = ∂_μξ^a + Γ^a_{μb}ξ^b, ∇_μξ_a = ∂_μξ_a − Γ^b_{μa}ξ_b,

∇_μη^ȧ = ∂_μη^ȧ + Γ̄^ȧ_{μḃ}η^ḃ, ∇_μη_ȧ = ∂_μη_ȧ − Γ̄^ḃ_{μȧ}η˙_b,

where Γ̄^ȧ_μ˙_b = Γ^a_{μb}. The explicit formula for the spinor connection coefficients Γ^a_{μb} can be derived from the following two conditions:

∇_μϵ^{ab} = 0, (A.7)

∇_μj^α = σ^α_a˙_b∇_μζ^{aḃ}, (A.8)

where ζ is an arbitrary rank 2 mixed spinor field and j^α := σ^α_a˙_bζ^{aḃ} is the corresponding vector field (current). Conditions (A.7), (A.8) give a system of linear algebraic equations for Re Γ^a_{μb}, Im Γ^a_{μb} the unique solution of which is

Γ^a_{μb} = 1 4 σ_α^{aċ} ( ∂_μσ^α_{bċ} + Γ^α_{μβ} σ^β_{bċ} ) . (A.9)

In a generalised pp-space formula (A.9) reads as follows: the nonzero coefficients are

Γ^1_{12} = 1 2 hh^′, Γ^1_{22} = ∓ i 2 hh^′, Γ^1_{32} = 1 2 ( ∂f ∂x^1 ± i ∂f ∂x^2 ) − 1 2 kh^′. Here we use special local coordinates (10), (11) and Pauli matrices (A.4).

The generally accepted point of view [20, 21, 22, 23, 24] is that a neutrino field in a metric compatible spacetime with or without torsion is described by the action

S_{neutrino} := 2i ∫ ( ξ^a σ^μ_a˙_b (∇_μξ̄^ḃ) − (∇_μξ^a) σ^μ_a˙_b ξ̄^ḃ ) , see formula (11) of [24]. Variation in ξ produces Weyl’s equation σ^μ_{aḃ}∇_μ ξ^a − 1 2 T^η_{ημ}σ^μ_{aḃ} ξ^a = 0

which can be equivalently rewritten as σ^μ_a˙_b{∇}_μ ξ^a ± i 4 ε_{αβγδ}T^{αβγ}σ^δ_a˙_b ξ^a = 0 where {∇} is the covariant derivative with respect to the Levi-Civita connection. In a generalised pp-space torsion is purely tensor, see (18), so Weyl’s equation takes the form σ^μ_a˙_b∇_μ ξ^a = 0 (A.10) or, equivalently,

σ^μ_a˙_b{∇}_μ ξ^a = 0. (A.11)

Appendix B. Derivation of the second field equation

In this Appendix we outline the arguments which produce (27). Throughout this Appendix the metric is assumed to be fixed and the connection is being varied. We also assume that we start variation from a spacetime satisfying the four conditions listed in the beginning of Section 5.

Following the reasoning of Section 3 of [2], we rewrite our quadratic form as q(R) = c_1(R^{(1)}, R^{(1)})_{YM} + c_3(R^{(3)}, R^{(3)})_{YM} + 2(b_{911} − b_{922})(P_−, P_+) + . . . (B.1) where ( · , · )_{YM} is the Yang–Mills inner product on curvatures (R, Q)_{YM} := R^κ_{λμν} Q^λ_κ^{μν} and . . . denote terms which do not contribute to δS. Here the R^{(j)}s are the irreducible pieces of curvature labelled in accordance with [6]. The tensors P_± are defined by

P_− :=^1_2 (Ric−Ric^{(2)}), P_+ :=^1_2 (Ric+Ric^{(2)}) =^1_2 (Ric+Ric^{(2)}), where Ric^{(2)}_{κν} := R_κ^λ_{λν} , Ric^{(2)} := Ric^{(2)} +^1_4 Rg, and the constants c_1, c_3 are given by

c_1 = − 1 2 (b_{911} − 2b_{912} + b_{922}), c_3 = b_{10} (B.2)

in agreement with formula (15) of [2]. The b’s are coefficients from formula (51) of [2].

The variations of ∫ (R^{(j)}, R^{(j)})_{YM} were computed in Section 4 of [6]: δ ∫ (R^{(j)}, R^{(j)})_{YM} = 4 ∫ tr ((δ_{YM}R^{(j)})^μ (δΓ)_μ) (B.3)

where (δ_{YM}R)^μ :=^1√_{|detg|} (∂_ν + [Γ_ν , · ])( √ | det g| R^{μν} ) is the Yang–Mills divergence.

Here we hide the Lie algebra indices of curvature by using matrix notation; say, [Γ_ξ , R_{μν} ] stands for [Γ_ξ , R_{μν} ]^κ_λ = Γ^κ_{ξη}R^η_{λμν} − R^κ_{ημν} Γ^η_{ξλ}. (B.4) Now, in our case R^{(1)}_{κλμν} =^1_2 (g_{κμ}Ric_{λν} − g_{λμ}Ric_{κν} − g_{κν} Ric_{λμ} + g_{λν} Ric_{κμ}), R^{(3)} = W, with the other R^{(j)}’s being zero. Substituting these expressions into (B.3) we get δ ∫ (R^{(1)}, R^{(1)})_{YM} = 2 ∫ (∇_λRic_{κμ} − ∇_κRic_{λμ} + g_{κμ}∇_ηRic_λ^η − g_{λμ}∇_ηRic_κ^η +Ric_κ^η(T_{ημλ} − T_{λμη}) + Ric_λ^η(T_{κμη} − T_{ημκ})) δΓ^{λμκ}, (B.5) δ ∫ (R^{(3)}, R^{(3)})_{YM} = 4 ∫ (∇_ηW_{κλμ}^η + W_{κλ}^{ηξ}T_{ημξ}) δΓ^{λμκ}. (B.6) The variation of ∫ (P_−, P_+) turns out to be δ ∫ (P_−, P_+) = ∫ (Ric, δP_+) = 1 2 ∫ (Ric, δRic) + 1 2 ∫ (Ric, δRic^{(2)}) = − 1 2 ∫ [∇_λRic_{κμ} + ∇_κRic_{λμ} − g_{μκ}∇_ηRic_λ^η − g_{μλ}∇_ηRic_κ^η +Ric_κ^η(T_{ημλ} − T_{λμη}) + Ric_λ^η(T_{ημκ} − T_{κμη})] δΓ^{λμκ} (B.7) (compare with the corresponding formula in Section 3 of [2]).

Combining formulae (B.1), (B.2), (B.5)–(B.7) we arrive at the explicit form of the field equation (3): d^′_6(∇_λRic_{κμ} − g_{μλ}∇_ηRic^η_κ − T_{λμη}Ric^η_κ + T_{ημλ}Ric^η_κ) − d^′_7(∇_κRic_{λμ} − g_{κμ}∇_ηRic^η_λ − T_{κμη}Ric^η_λ + T_{ημκ}Ric^η_λ) + 2b_{10}(∇_ηW^η_{μλκ} − W^{ηξ}_{κλ}T_{ξμη}) = 0 (B.8) where d^′_6 = b_{912} − b_{911}, d^′_7 = b_{912} − b_{922}.

Let us now make use of the Bianchi identity for curvature

(∂_ξ + [Γ_ξ , · ])R_{μν} + (∂_ν + [Γ_ν , · ])R_{ξμ} + (∂_μ + [Γ_μ , · ])R_{νξ} = 0 (B.9) where we hide the Lie algebra indices of curvature by using matrix notation as in (B.4). Making one contraction in (B.9) and using the four assumptions listed in the beginning of Section 5 we get 1 2 [∇_κRic_{μλ} − ∇_λRic_{μκ} + g_{μκ}∇_ηRic^η_λ − g_{μλ}∇_ηRic^η_κ + Ric^η_ξ(g_{μκ}T_η^ξ_λ − g_{μλ}T_η^ξ_κ) + Ric^η_κ(T_{ηλμ} − T_{λημ}) + Ric^η_λ(T_{κημ} − T_{ηκμ})] + ∇_ηW^η_{μλκ} + W^η_{μκξ} (T_λ^ξ_η − T_η^ξ_λ) + W^η_{μλξ}(T_η^ξ_κ − T_κ^ξ_η) = 0. (B.10)

Another contraction in (B.10) yields ∇_ηRic^η_λ = −Ric^η_ξT_η^ξ_λ − 1 2 W^{ηζ}_{λξ}(T_η^ξ_ζ − T_ζ^ξ_η). (B.11)

Substitution of (B.11) into (B.10) gives

∇_ηW^η_{μλκ} = W^η_{μκξ}(T_η^ξ_λ − T_λ^ξ_η) + W^η_{μλξ}(T_κ^ξ_η − T_η^ξ_κ) + 1 4 (T_ζ^ξ_η − T_η^ξ_ζ )(g_{μλ}W^{ηζ}_{κξ} − g_{μκ}W^{ηζ}_{λξ}) + 1 2 [∇_λRic_{μκ} − ∇_κRic_{μλ} + Ric^η_κ(T_{λημ} − T_{ηλμ}) + Ric^η_λ(T_{ηκμ} − T_{κημ})].(B.12) Formulae (B.11) and (B.12) allow us to exclude the terms with ∇_ηRic^η_κ, ∇_ηRic^η_λ and ∇_ηW^η_{μλκ} from equation (B.8) reducing the latter to (27).

References

[1] Hehl F W, McCrea J D, Mielke E W and Ne’eman Y 1995 Phys. Rep. 258 1 [2] Vassiliev D 2005 Ann. Phys. (Lpz.) 14 231 [3] Esser W 1996 Exact Solutions of the Metric-Affine Gauge Theory of Gravity (University of Cologne: Diploma Thesis) [4] Hehl F W and Macías A 1999 Int. J. Mod. Phys. D8 399 [5] King A D and Vassiliev D 2001 Class. Quantum Grav. 18 2317–29 [6] Vassiliev D 2002 Gen. Rel. Grav. 34 1239 [7] M. Nakahara 1998 Geometry, Topology and Physics (Bristol: IOP Publishing) [8] Peres A 1959 Phys. Rev. Lett. 3 571 [9] Peres A 2002 abstract to preprint hep-th/0205040 (reprinting of [8]) [10] Alekseevsky D V 1974 Holonomy groups and recurrent tensor fields in Lorentzian spaces, in: Problems of the Theory of Gravitation and Elementary Particles issue 5 edited by Stanjukovich K P (Moscow: Atomizdat) 5–17. In Russian [11] Bryant R L 2000 Pseudo-Riemannian metrics with parallel spinor fields and vanishing Ricci tensor, in: Global Analysis and Harmonic Analysis (Marseille-Luminy, 1999) Sémin. Congr. 4 (Paris: Soc. Math. France) 53–94 [12] Obukhov Yu N 2004 Phys. Rev. D 69 024013 [13] Mielke E W 1981 Gen. Rel. Grav. 13 175 [14] Baekler P, Hehl F W and Mielke E W 1982 Vacuum solutions with double duality properties of a quadratic Poincaré gauge field theory, in: Proceedings of the Second Marcel Grossmann Meeting on General Relativity edited by Ruffini R (Amsterdam: North-Holland Publishing Company) 413–453 [15] Baekler P, Hehl F W and Mielke E W 1986 Nonmetricity and torsion: facts and fancies in gauge approaches to gravity, in: Proceedings of the Fourth Marcel Grossmann Meeting on General Relativity edited by Ruffini R (Amsterdam: Elsevier Science Publishers B.V.) 277–316

PP-waves with torsion 17

[16] Mielke E W 2005 Gen. Rel. Grav. 37 997 [17] Singh P and Griffiths J B 1990 Gen. Rel. Grav. 22 947 [18] Vassiliev D 2003 Pseudoinstantons in metric-affine field theory, in: Quark Confinement and the Hadron Spectrum V edited by Brambilla N and Prosperi G M (Singapore: World Scientific) 273–275.

[19] Vassiliev D 2004 Journal of Nonlinear Mathematical Physics 11, Supplement, 204 [20] Hehl F W 1970 Spin und Torsion in der Allgemeinen Relativitätstheorie oder die Riemann– Cartansche Geometrie der Welt (Technischen Universität Clausthal: Habilitationsschrift) [21] Hehl F W 1973 Gen. Rel. Grav. 4 333 [22] Hehl F W 1974 Gen. Rel. Grav. 5 491 [23] Hehl F W, von der Heyde P, Kerlick G D and Nester J M 1976 Rev. Mod. Phys. 48 393 [24] Griffiths J B 1981 Gen. Rel. Grav. 13 227