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CrossMark
Abstract
We study the teleparallel equivalent of general relativity (TEGR) with
Lagrangian that includes the flat (inertial) spin connection and that is evi-
dently invariant with respect to local Lorentz rotations. Applying directly the
Noether theorem, we construct new expressions for conserved currents and
related superpotentials. They are covariant both under coordinate transforma-
tions and local Lorentz rotations, and allow us to construct well defined con-
served charges, unlike earlier approaches. The advantage is achieved by an
explicit presence of a displacement vector in the new expressions that can
be interpreted as a Killing vector, as a proper vector of an observer, etc. The
new expressions are used to introduce a principle for definition of an inertial
spin connection that is undetermined one in the TEGR from the start. Theo-
retical results are applied to calculate mass for the Schwarzschild black hole
and densities of conserved quantities for freely falling observers both in Fried-
mann—Lemaitre—Robertson—Walker world of all the three signs of curvature
and in (anti-)de Sitter space.

Keywords: teleparallel equivalent of general relativity, conservation laws, black
holes, cosmology

1. Introduction

Last years the interest to teleparallel equivalent of general relativity (TEGR) and its modifi-
cations, like f{T)-, f{Tux, Ten, Tvec)-theories and others, arises significantly; see, for example,
book [1], reviews [2, 3] and numerous references therein. The advantage of such theories is
that their equations are of the second order only, unlike other numerous modifications of GR in
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4 dimensions. Among teleparallel theories the most developed one is TEGR, see [1]. In spite of
evident successes a construction of conservation laws and conserved quantities in TEGR feels
big difficulties. Particularly these problems are discussed in the book [1], in more detail they are
presented in presentation [4] by Martin Kr§§dk. Summating results in previous studies of many
authors, he considers conserved energy-momentum complexes and related superpotentials.

The Kr$34ak requirements for constructing energy-momentumin TEGR are as follows. It has
to (1) be of the first derivatives only, (2) be covariant with respect to both coordinate transforma-
tions and local Lorentz rotations, (3) permit to construct global (integral) conserved quantities,
or conserved charges, (4) be symmetric and (5) be trace-free. We do not consider the two last
requirements as so important. First, it is well known that canonical energy-momentum in a
classical field theory is not symmetrical in general, however, it is not a problem for construct-
ing all necessary conserved quantities, see chapter 1 in the book [5]. Second, the trace-free
condition is rather in analogy with the massless electrodynamics. However, we would not pro-
vide this analogy as physically so important. Indeed, the electrodynamic field is considered as
propagated on fixed or dynamic background spacetime, whereas the gravitational field presents
spacetime itself. One could consider perturbations of gravitational field in a given spacetime,
however, it is not the case that is considered by Kr$8dk [4], and it is not the case that we consider
in this paper.

The requirement (1) we consider as quite important one, and all variants of energy-
momentum in TEGR satisfy it. The more interesting and important requirements by Mar-
tin Kr$8dk are the requirements (2) and (3). In [4], it is remarked the problem that the
known approaches give, on the one hand, well-defined conserved charges expressed through
well defined surface integrals, but one has only Lorentz non-covariant conserved energy-
momentum. On the other hand, one can construct Lorentz covariant conserved energy-
momentum, but then it leads to undefined related conserved charges. In the paper, we resolve
this problem, constructing conserved quantities in TEGR with making the use of the Noether
theorem directly. As a result, the requirements (2) and (3) are satisfied simultaneously.

The paper is organized as follows. The next section 2 has a sense of preliminaries where
we give all necessary information and outline of the outstanding problems of tetrad variants of
general relativity. We present necessary definitions and related notations. We derive Moller’s
tetrad Lagrangian [6] that is not invariant with respect to local Lorentz rotations in whole. We
derive also the Lagrangian given in the book [1] that is Lorentz invariant because it (unlike
the Moller Lagrangian) contains very important structure—inertial spin connection. Both of
the Lagrangians lead to the same field equations. Both of them are classified as the TEGR
Lagrangians. However, for the sake of a definiteness, because we will compare consequences
from both the Lagrangians, we will call the presentation related to [6] as the tetrad Moller’s one,
whereas the presentation given in [1] as the covariant TEGR one. Following [1], in the frame-
work of the covariant TEGR, we present conservation laws, energy-momentum complexes and
superpotentials [1], and describe problems of these conserved quantities.

In section 3, in the framework of an arbitrary field theory, applying directly the Noether
theorem with making the use of the diffeomorphism invariance, we derive conserved currents
and related superpotentials of the most general form.

In section 4, applying the results of section 3, we construct the conserved quantities both
for the Moller [6] and for the covariant TEGR [1] Lagrangians. It is quite permissible because
both of them are scalar densities. However, only the conserved quantities related to the TEGR
Lagrangian, that is Lorentz covariant, are free of the aforementioned problems, whereas the
ones related to the Moller Lagrangian do not.

Advantages of the covariant TEGR Lagrangian and related conserved quantities appear
due to incorporating the aforementioned inertial spin connection. However, the last is not
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determined by the construction. To close this gap, analyzing the structure of the new con-
served quantities, we introduce a principle to determine it at the end of section 4. A necessity
to determine inertial spin connections appears in f{T) theories as well. Thus, in [7] one requires
a consistence of field equations together with using symmetries of concrete solutions of f{T)
theory. It is surprisingly, but these two quite different principles lead to the same results in
cases of some concrete solutions, see sections 6 and 7.

In section 5, we compare incorporation of the inertial spin connection in the covariant TEGR
with incorporation of background spacetime structures into a metric presentation of GR to
covariantize Einstein’s pseudotensor and Freud’s superpotential.

In sections 6 and 7, we apply new expressions in the covariant TEGR and our princi-
ple for determining the inertial spin connection to calculate the mass of the Schwarzschild
black hole and densities of conserved quantities for a freely falling observer both in the Fried-
mann-Lemaitre—Robertson—Walker (FLRW) universe and in (anti-)de Sitter [(A)dS] space.
We compare inertial spin connections obtained on the basis of our principle in covariant TEGR
with those obtained in [7] with using symmetries in the Schwarzschild and the FLRW solutions
in f{T) theories.

In section 8, we discuss new results, compare them with previous ones and give perspectives
of their development.

In the study we are based of the variational principle and applying the Noether theorem. It
is the standard and very economical way in deriving conservation laws and related conserved
quantities in Lagrangian based theory. It gives a possibility to present an appropriate inter-
pretation of results as well. In addition to our main study, in appendix, we demonstrate that
our theoretical result, conservation laws (4.29) and (4.30), can be obtained directly starting
from the field equations without applying the variational principle and Noether’s theorem. By
this, we independently check that our results are correct, and this helps us to understand them
deeper.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Definitions and notations

In the paper, definitions and notations mostly correspond to the ones in the book [1]. Now we
derive such of them which are necessary and important for our study. To represent an arbitrary
metric theory (including GR) in a form of a tetrad theory one usually uses the relation

8w = nabha#hbln 2.1

where h“, are 16 tetrad components of a new dynamical field instead of the metric components
&uv» and 1, is the Minkowski metric.

Here, we consider only GR and its tetrad representations. Following [1], we denote quan-
tities related to GR itself by ‘overcircles’. Thus, Christoffel symbols (Levi-Civita zero-torsion
connection) are denoted as usual,

o

10} 1 o
r uv = Eg r (gw},l/ + 8vpp — guv,p) . (2.2)

The curvature tensor associated with the connection (2.2) is denoted as R® g,,,,; the related Ricci

tensor and curvature scalar are R, and R, respectively. Covariant derivatives associated with

(2.2) are denoted as V ,; thus, for example, applying it to contra-variant vector u®, one derives
]

o}
a a a P
Vu® = 0u® +T¢,,u’.
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The Levi-Civita spin connection is denoted as usual [8]:

Aljy = —=h{’V,H,. 2.3)

For the sake of definiteness, below we call it the GR spin connection. The curvature tensor

]
associated with the connection (2.3) is denoted as R%j,,,,. One of the important rules is a con-
version of the tetrad indices to spacetime ones and inversely with the use of tetrad vectors.
o o

Thus, applying this rule one can prove that, for example, R%;,,, = h“ah‘ﬁhRa‘g/”,.

Return to the equality (2.1), from where it follows det h%, =h = ./—g; g =detg,,.
If quantities A” and B*? are vector and antisymmetric tensor, respectively, then quantities
A® = hA® = \/—gA® and B*® = hB*® = \/=gB"” are related densities of the mathematical
weight 4-1. In our study, the equalities for divergences [8],

DAY = V,A%,  93B* = V3B, (2.4)

are quite important. Indeed, to transform volume integration to surface one we use the Gauss
theorem that is applied in the case of a partial divergence. The equalities, like (2.4), give us the
assurance that a covariance of expressions is preserved under a partial differentiation.

Here, considering covariant presentation of TEGR, we follow [1] and denote quantities in
covariant TEGR by ‘overdots’. It is important to introduce the Weitzenbock spin connection

A%, for a definiteness below we call it the inertial spin connection. In a so-called inertial

L]
frame one has A%, = 0, see chapter 2 in [1]. From zeroth value, after a local Lorentz rotation
the inertial spin connection becomes

A% = A0, AL () (2.5)

with a corresponding local Lorentz transformation matrix AP 4(x). Taking into account (2.5),
one constructs covariant with respect to local Lorentz rotations (Lorentz covariant) derivatives,

D, . Thus, for example, applied to a tetrad co-vector, V,, it is defined as
D,V,= a(7 Vi — ACa(TVL‘- (2.6)

L] [}
The Weitzenbock connection, I'?,,, associated with the Weitzenbdck spin connection, A,
is defined as

T, = h,® (8,,h”u n A“whcu> = h "D, 2.7

The curvature tensor associated with the connection (2.7) is equal to zero, R" 3, = 0, identi-
L] L] [ ]
cally; whereas the torsion tensor is nonzero, 7%, = I'*,,, — I'“,,,, # 0, if the the gravity effects

exist. Keeping in mind I.Qaglw = 0 and definition (2.6), one easily finds
(D,Dy — DsDp)V, = 0. (2.8)

L]
We stress that the introduction of the inertial spin connection A%.,, (Lorentz not covariant quan-
[} L]
tity) allows us to construct Lorentz covariant quantities remarked by ‘overdots’, like £, 7,

K%, 8.7, and others, defined below in detail.
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2.2. Lagrangians in tetrad presentations of GR

It is well known that Einstein paid an essential attention to tetrad presentation of GR (telepar-
allel presentation), particularly, to unite electromagnetic interaction with gravity [9, 10]. To
represent GR in the teleparallel form we use the definition (2.1) as well. Then the Hilbert
Lagrangian is rewritten in the tetrad form [8]:

Ly = —%R = —%hi”hf” (aﬂAl’ v — OA , + Al ALy, — Al AR ,ﬂ> , (2.9)
Lagrangian (2.9) is of the second derivatives of /. By known reasons, it is more preferable
to have Lagrangian of the first derivatives only. In this case: (1) variation of the action is carried
out under the Dirichlet boundary conditions when only fields, not their derivatives, are fixed
at the boundary (on properties and advantages of the Dirichlet boundary conditions in GR see,
for example, in [11]). (2) Energy-momentum has the first derivatives only as well (a related
discussion see, for example, in [12, 13]). It is important, for example, when the initial data
problem is studied because initial fields and initial velocities define the energy-momentum at
the initial hypersurface in an unambiguous way. At last, (3) the Lagrangian of the first deriva-
tives can be used as a basis for constructing modified theories under a requirement to have
field equations of the second order derivatives, not more (in the framework of the teleparallel
approach, see, for example, review [3]). Considering the Lagrangian (2.9), one easily derives
a related Lagrangian of the first derivatives:

o

h . o.
['M = ['H - Buﬁ#‘ = EH - Vufh’u; mt = E/’lj’uh,’VAlﬂ,, (210)

again, ‘hat’ means that a quantity is a density of the weight 4+1. A replacement of the partial
derivative with the covariant one is possible due to the equalities of the type (2.4). Explicitly
Lagrangian (2.10) is rewritten as

h . o, o o, o
ﬁM = %hi”hﬂ/ (Alk/l,Akjl/ - AlkuAkj/:) (211)

that is the well-known Moller’s Lagrangian [6].

Let us outline briefly Lagrangians (2.9) and (2.11). The Hilbert Lagrangian is a scalar den-
sity of the weight +-1. Besides, it is Lorentz invariant, because it depends on the metric (2.1) and
its derivatives only, which are Lorentz invariant. Concerning the Moller Lagrangian (2.11), it
becomes not invariant with respect to local Lorentz rotations, whereas it continues to be a scalar
density of the weight +1. Basing on the Lagrangian (2.11), Moller has suggested the gravita-
tional energy-momentum complex and related superpotential, which are covariant with respect
to coordinate transformations. However, they, like the Lagrangian (2.11), are not covariant with
respect to local Lorentz rotations, for a more detail see subsection 4.1.

To conserve the advantage of (2.11) with a spacetime covariance and with the first deriva-
tives only, but to restore the Lorentz invariance, one has to turn to the covariant TERG, see
the book [1]. We pay the main attention to the formalism developed in [1] and do not touch
principles of constructing covariant TEGR, like principles for constructing a gauge theory for
the translation group; for discussing a philosophy of covariant TERG we again send a reader
to the book [1]. The basic formulae are as follow. Lorentz rotation for the tetrad components
has the form:

W, = A 0n’,. (2.12)



Class. Quantum Grav. 37 (2020) 095006 E D Emtsova et al

Analogous transformations are applied to arbitrary tensors with the tetrad indices. Under a
Lorentz rotation an arbitrary spin connection A%, is transformed as

Ay, = A”C(x)AcduAdb(x) + Ac(x)0, A (x). (2.13)

The GR spin connection (2.3) describes both the gravitational effects and the pure inertial
effects. Therefore A%, cannot be equalized to zero totally by local rotations. On the other
hand, the purely inertial spin connection A%, can be suppressed totally by a transformation,

L] o}
like (2.5). Both the spin connection A“.,, and the spin connection A“.,, are not Lorentz covariant,
see (2.13), but their difference

K =A%, —A%, (2.14)

is Lorentz covariant. It is called the contortion tensor and vanishes if the gravitational effects

L]
are absent. In terms of K¢, the Hilbert Lagrangian is rewritten in evidently Lorentz covariant
form:

h . e o .. o e.
hi“hjy (D/lKle - DVKlj/l + Klk/IKkju - Klkl/Kkj/1> 5

° h
Ly=——R=—
" 2K 2K

(2.15)

where D, is the Lorentz covariant differential operator; in (2.6), it is defined as acting on a
tetrad co-vector.
Again, to have Lagrangian of the first derivatives only one has to select a divergence,

° R o R he
L= Ly~ 0" =Ly —V,i" "= K", (2.16)

As aresult, the Lagrangian (2.16) transforms to the explicit form:

° h . o ° .
L= ( P K, —K”,,,,K"/’,,> . 2.17)

Recall again that tetrad indices and spacetime indices are replaced by contracting with compo-
nents of tetrad [1]. Frequently it is more convenient to use torsion tensor instead of contortion
one:

T =K'y — Ky 2K?p =T 4 1,0, — 17, (2.18)

that is both spacetime and Lorentz covariant the same as the contortion tensor. The explicit
expression for the torsion tensor is

T, = 0., — Oh", + A% uh", — A% Ry, (2.19)

This expression due to the antisymmetry in p and v can be rewritten in evidently tensorial
form:

T = he! (%#h”,, N+ A, — ;\”C,,h“u> . (2.20)

6
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Finally, Lagrangian (2.16) acquires the form:

L= % (iT”/”,T "oy ;T”/,,,T”’ — T, T, ) = —%T (2.21)
that is the main form of the TEGR Lagrangian [1]. Remark again that the Lagrangian (2.21),
being of the first order derivatives only, is both spacetime covariant and Lorentz invariant,
unlike the Lagrangian (2.11).

At last, it is important to compare the Moller Lagrangian (2.11) with the covariant
TEGR one (2.17), the same (2.21). Recall that under a related Lorentz rotation one can set

A s = 0. Of course, under the same local Lorentz rotation the GR spin connectlon A“b# and

tetrad vectors h”, are transformed respectively. Such a fixation, when A pp = 0, is usually
called the Weitzenbok gauge in TEGR, and then one easily finds that the Lagrangian (2.17)
transforms to (2.11). In spite of that there is a basic difference. Indeed, after generalizing the

Weitzenbok gauge one has A%y, # 0 and the covariant TEGR Lagrangian again becomes of
the form (2.17), whereas the Moller Lagrangian saves the form (2.11). Thus, below we will
distinguish the Moller presentation from the covariant TEGR presentation and inversely, and
compare them.

2.3. The field equations

For the sake of generality, let us include matter sources in both the cases of Lagrangians £y,
in (2.11) and £ in (2.21) as follows,

Lyror = Ly + Ly (g,w(h), ¢) , (2.22)
Lrecr = L+ Lo (g(h). ) . (2.23)

with generalized matter fields ¢; the tetrad field is included into £,, over the metric (2.1) only.
Let us compare £y, and £ using (2.10) and (2.16):

L=Ly—0, (" — ) = Ly + %8# (hh,»/'hf"A" ,V> . (2.24)

One can see that the inertial spin connection is included in the Lagrangian of the covariant
TEGR only under the total divergence. Thus, one concludes that £, is Lorentz covariant,
however, up to a total divergence only.

Let us discuss a necessity/unnecessity to vary the divergence in (2.24). In the framework
of metric GR, in attempts to define conserved quantities for an asymptotically flat spacetime
many studies have been provided. In this relation, a big opinion has been paid to Hamil-
tonian formulation of GR, the more important papers are [14, 15] and references there in.
Then, indeed, under variation one has to take into account a divergence in the Hamiltonian
(surface term in Hamiltonian action) and fall-off conditions for metric components. Unlike
this, we apply the Lagrangian formalism only, and we do not restrict ourselves by asymptot-
ically flat models. Thus, we follow the prescriptions in many textbooks (see, for example,
[8]) when variation of a total divergence with respect to field variables (here h“,) gives
Zero.
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Concerning variation of the total divergence in (2.24) with respect to A’ v our position is
that it has to give zero as well. Indeed, in whole the inertial spin connection does not partic-
L]

ipate in field equations (both in covariant TEGR and in Moller’s TEGR); besides, Al jv has

no an influence on construction of concrete solutions. Thus, components of Al j» are undeter-
mined functions in TEGR itself. Then, the variation of the divergence in (2.24) with respect

L]
to A’;, has to give 0 = 0 that is quite acceptable. In the framework of TEGR, many authors
follow this assertion as well, see, for example, [16]; in review [3] authors explain this situation
as “...and hence there are no extra field equations that would determine it [spin connec-
tion]. This is consistent with our interpretation of the spin connection as representing iner-
tial effects only, and hence should not have their own dynamics governed by extra field
equations.’

Keeping in mind all the above, we state the following. In our study of TEGR, the field 1,
is an unique dynamic gravitational field. Indeed, the field gravitational equations are obtained
by varying with respect to 4“, only; solutions to these equations are constructed with using
h®, only as well (adding matter variables if necessary). Then, in the framework of the formal

consideration, the inertial spin connection A’ ju defined in (2.5) can be classified as a passive
(auxiliary) field*. Making the use of A’ ju we derive explicitly Lorentz covariant field equations

[see below (2.26)]; with the use of A’j, we construct Lorentz invariant conserved quantities in
covariant TEGR [see below (4.29) and (4.30)].
To provide variation of (2.22) and (2.23) with respect to 4, one needs to derive

Shy? = —hy"hyShe,,
58/,,11 - Zha(/l, oh* v)s

5g" = —2g"" h," 5h°,.
Then one easily obtains the gravitational field equations:

M_M _ 0Ly P ( 0Ly ) — 1O,’, (2.25)

5h, ~ ohe, "7\ Ohe,,
Y'Y oL
= _ Edadi P
5 = e, ~ O | g | =h0d" (2.26)

where the matter energy-momentum tensor is defined as

, 1L,
“ hohe,’

(2.27)

Recalling the discussion of the divergence in (2.24), we conclude that the left-hand sides of
equations of motion (2.25) and (2.26) are the same, only (2.26) is presented in the explicitly
Lorentz covariant form, unlike (2.25). Thus, on the one hand, operators at the left-hand sides

L4 .
of both these equations do not depend on the inertial spin connection A';, in whole; on the
other hand, both these operators are Lorentz covariant anyway. It is not surprisingly because

4 On interpretation of the inertial spin connection as representing inertial effects see book [1] and review [3] that does
not contradict to our formal interpretation.
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Ly is Lorentz invariant up to a divergence as it has been noted above. Of course, both (2.25)
and (2.26) are equivalent to the Einstein equations in the standard metric formulation.

2.4. Problems of conservation laws in TEGR

As it has been noted in introduction, a construction of conserved quantities in TEGR has prob-
lems. Concerning the Moller presentation and analyzing the equations (2.25), we send a reader
to the Moller paper [6]. Thus, let us turn to the covariant TEGR and consider (2.26) in a more
detail. Let us introduce new notations as

or "
R 228
i (2.28)
oL hs
=g 22
o, w (2.29)

Providing the direct calculations, one obtains

* ha/’ ° 1 ° o 1o o

T = =Lt —hdTSS T e+ A8 (2.30)
. 1 e ) . }
S, = (ESgp{T _ T[p”]ﬁ _prolp ”5[;7]) haﬁ, (2.31)

where the last expression is antisymmetric in the upper indices. Thus, (2.26) can be rewritten
in the form:

h (J*,/’ + @f) ~ 0, (hSﬂ) (2.32)
that is really presents the conservation law. Indeed, its divergence gives
9, (hfap + h@;’) —0. (2.33)

Expressions in (2.32) and (2.33), in spite of partial derivatives, are coordinate covariant.
Indeed, it is easily to represent (2.26), (2.32) and (2.33) in evidently spacetime covariant form:

or o [ or

_ Edadi I p
o, = Vo | ape | =104 (2.34)
Kh (faf' + @/) —v, (hS'/”) , (2.35)
v, (hfa” + h@af’) —0. (2.36)

A replacement of partial derivatives in (2.26), (2.32) and (2.33) with the covariant ones is
possible due to the equalities of the type (2.4). Indeed, partial derivatives of vector densities

9
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and antisymmetric tensor densities can be exchanged by covariant ones. Integration of (2.32)
and (2.33) by the standard methods [8, 17] gives integral conserved quantities on hypersurfaces
x% = const == X:

P, = / dch (JZO + @f) _1 ﬂ{ ds; (hS'aOf) . (2.37)
b K Jox

This construction was possible namely due to the spacetime covariance.

Note that the quantity (2.30), being a spacetime vector, is not Lorentz covariant. Keeping
in mind (2.19)—(2.21), one easily recognizes that the left-hand side of (2.29) is both Lorentz
and coordinate covariant. Thus, the quantity (2.31) is antisymmetric spacetime tensor and it is
Lorentz covariant. How can one explain the Lorentz non-covariance of the left-hand side of
(2.32)? It is because that the partial differentiation in the right-hand side acts onto expression
with a tetrad index. The authors of the book [1] rewrite (2.30) as

* ° le o

J =Ja" + EALa;eSJ’S, (2.38)

2 haﬂ p 1 s S Bp e

JS=———L+ —h,"S T 3,. (2.39)
h K ‘

Then we rewrite the equation (2.32) in terms of Lorentz covariant expressions:

Kh (f,/’ + @f) — 9, (hS.a”"> _ A% (hiﬂﬁ) _D, (hS’f”) . (2.40)

where the definition (2.6) has been used. Because the quantity under the divergence is antisym-

metric in upper indices, one finds that, due to the equality of the type (2.8), the divergence D,
of (2.40) makes the right-hand side of (2.40) zeroth one. This leads to the conservation law:

D, (hfap n h@f) —0. (2.41)

However, now we cannot integrate both (2.40) and (2.41) following (2.37) with the goal to
obtain conserved charges. In subsection 4.2, we provide a construction of conserved quantities
in the covariant TEGR, which are simultaneously spacetime covariant, Lorentz covariant and
allows us to construct well defined charges.

3. The Noether theorem in a covariant field theory

Here, to analyze spacetime covariant Lagrangians (2.11) and (2.21) we present Noether’s
identities in an arbitrary covariant theory with an action

S= / At Lyt ). 3.1

The notation 1/ means an arbitrary tensor density or a set of such densities, where A is a
collective index. We derive conserved quantities and related conservation laws that follow from
diffeomorphism invariance, see [5, 18, 19]. We consider the variations of ’(/)A in the form of the
Lie derivative

Syt = £yt = —£20u0" + 91| 087, (3.2)
note that we use the opposite signs with respect to the standard ones.

10
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The description of the notations in (3.2), like ¥*|;, and their algebra can be found in
appendix 3.1 of the book [5]. Here, it is enough to know concrete transformation properties of
Y. Let us assume that the set ¢ is presented by the vector ¢ only. Then the Lie derivative
in the formula (3.2) is defined by ¢ \% = 03¢". Analogously for the tensor Pt = T Oone has

7r,w|” = —0amp, — 0y 7,5, etc. Because, the Lie operator (3.2) is linear, the notation A ’(; is

generalized easﬂy to an arbitrary set of tensor densities, for example, like * = {¢7, ..., T, }.
The notation | 5 1s quite compact and significantly simplifies calculations, see appendix 3.1
of the book [5].

Here, under the general consideration, we do not concretize fields in the set wA, they can
be both dynamical ones (field variables of the theory) and external auxiliary or passive fields.
However, it is assumed that all the fields presenting set 1" are geometrical objects. Then all of
them must be taken into account under the Lie procedure, and for all of them variations, like
(3.2), must appear. It is because the Lie procedure acts onto all the geometrical objects defined
on the spacetime manifold. Especially we remark that we do not consider here the explicit
dependence of the Lagrangian on spacetime coordinates, like £ = L£(14; ”, x9).

Because L is a scalar density of the weight +1 the diffeomorphism invariance leads to the
main Noether’s identity:

£L=—-0,("L). (3.3)
This identity after substituting (3.2) can be rewritten in the form:

oL oL ap

o] £c0% + 0, LMJB”Qw +¢ } =0. (34)

Substituting (3.2) into (3.4), one gets
0 4+ 0, U ;70670 =0, (3.5
[Ww +3<5w3 |)]§+ U + M0, =0, (3.5)
where the coefficients under the divergence are fully determined by the Lagrangian,

o B
U," = L6? +5w—3¢ BT - w - Ao, (3.6)

¢ o7 3.7)

T —

M = 8 1/1 7

Executing the operation of the partial derivative in the identity (3.5) and taking into account

that the vector field £7, and all its partial derivatives are independent and arbitrary at each point

of spacetime manifold, we come to the conclusion that all coefficients coupled with £7, and its
partial derivatives must be separately equal to zero. It yields the system of identities:

Oald (Ww ,+0 ((W s ) (3.8)
U,* + M, =0, (3.9)
M, = 0. (3.10)

Thus, the coefficient (3.7) is antisymmetric in two last indices.
The system (3.8)—(3.10) was engineered by Klein, see general and detail discussion in
[20, 21]. Therefore, we refer to this system as the Klein identities. After differentiating (3.9)

1
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and using (3.10) one obtains that 9,U," = 0. This means that the right-hand side of (3.8) must
be equal to zero identically as well,

5L 5L
51731#3,&+05 (WwBI(f) =0. (3.11)

It is just the claim of the second Noether’s theorem [22], besides it is a generalization of the
Bianchi identity. Taking into account the historic development, we call the system (3.8)—(3.11)
as the Klein—Noether identities.

The identity (3.11) suggests that instead of (3.5) one can use independently (3.11) and

Do [U"E7 + M,T0,£7] = 0. (3.12)
The vector density entering under the divergence is classified as the current

&) = — [Us"E” + M,"70,¢7] . (3.13)
The minus sign is chosen for making a correspondence with the usual minus sign in front of
the gravitational (metric) action, see, for example, (2.9). Thus, the identity (3.12) is rewritten
as

0.,Z4(¢) = 0. (3.14)
Because it is the identity, the current has to be expressed through a divergence of a quan-
tity (superpotential), Z%(&) = 93Z°(€), a double divergence of which has to be equal to zero
identically: 0,5Z°7(¢) = 0. Let us show this.

Substituting (3.9) into (3.13), one obtains

I°(6) = 95 (M,¢7) . (3.15)
Because M,,*? is antisymmetric in o and 3 the identity (3.15) can be rewritten in the form:

1°(6) = 0577 (€) (3.16)
where the superpotential is

%8 = —M,"7¢7. (3.17)
One can see that the identity (3.14) for the current follows from the identity (3.16). The

conservation law (3.14) permits to define a conserved quantity, P(£), on a hypersurface
x¥ = constant := X:

P = /d3xI°(£). (3.18)
b
By (3.16) it is effectively reduced to a surface integral:
P(&)= f ds;Z%(¢) (3.19)
0%

that is called as a conserved charge.

12
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4. Conserved quantities

In this section, basing on the results of previous section, we construct conserved quantities
both in the tetrad GR in the Moller presentation and in the covariant TEGR presentation and
compare them.

4.1. The Moller conserved quantities

The Moller Lagrangian (2.11), being spacetime covariant, is of the kind in (3.1) considered
above. The collective field 1" is presented by a tetrad of covariant vectors: 1" = {h“,}, no
other fields here. Variations (3.2) are rewritten as

Oh, =£ch, = —E4h,, — f“,ph"”. “4.1)
Then, the coefficients (3.6) and (3.7) related to the Moller Lagrangian (2.11) are

9Ly
T
_ OLw i __ OLu

ST = =———h‘,. 4.3
e, " Pl = gpa (43)

h 0, 4.2)

Note that the quantity
BEM h o, i3 By 8 Gy i
=——A", |h (h“h° — b)) =20t (h,“R” — h," R 4.4
i = =g [ ) —2ht )] @

in the expressions (4.2) and (4.3) is spacetime covariant, although it is not Lorentz covariant.
Finally, the current (3.13) related to the Moller Lagrangian acquires the form:

5£M
ohe,

M M o
T = [ }50 MV 87, (4.5)

where the Moller [6] gravitational energy-momentum tensor is defined as

M . BEMO o
0, = [ahamv p—cM(sa}. 4.6)

By the general formulae (3.6) and (3.13), the current (4.5) is presented with the partial deriva-
tives 0;h, and 0,7 only However, one can easily show that it is equivalent to the evidently

covariant form (4.5) with v «h“, and V,,f”
The current (4.5) is conserved identically

M o M
0T (€)= VT ) =0. 4.7)

It, as usual, is expressed identically through a divergence of the superpotential:

M M 3 o M 3
TN = 0T = VaT (&), (4.8)

13
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where the superpotential, see (3.17), is

M M
T = -M,er. @

All the derived above expressions are spacetime covariant, however they are evidently
Lorentz non-covariant. Thus, first, we support the claim by Moller [6] that the energy-
momentum (4.6) and the superpotential (in the Moller interpretation) (4.3) are not covariant
with respect to local Lorentz rotations. Second, we make more wide assertion that both the
current (4.5) and the superpotential (4.9) are not Lorentz covariant as well.

The above conservation laws (4.7) and (4.8) are identities only, they do not bring a phys-
ical content because up to now the field equations have not been used. After using the
equations (2.26) the current (4.5) transforms to

M M M o
T =h (90” + 90”> §7 + MV €0 (4.10)

As aresult the identities (4.7) and (4.8) become physically sensible differential conservation
laws:

8(1%”(5) =0, 4.11)

M M 3
T = 0aT(&). (4.12)

At last, let us make a remark. To improve the situation related to Lorentz non-covariance
one could use the reference spin connection A' ju and modify the superpotential (4.9) as

Teasiey = — ﬁ ( Al - A’m> (6% (hh” — k™) — 20 (3307 — 60| €°.
(4.13)

This quantity is both spacetime covariant and Lorentz covariant. Then, first, because it has no
tetrad indices its divergence is also Lorentz covariant; second, due to antisymmetry its double
divergence disappears. The conservation law

M M o M 3
T &) = 03T &) = VT (€) (4.14)

M
allows us to define the current 7 **(&) as both spacetime covariant and Lorentz covariant.

4.2. Conserved quantities in the covariant TEGR

Lagrangian (2.21) is of the kind (3.1) as well. Therefore, the technique of the section 3 can be
directly applied in the covariant TEGR. Then the collective field ¢ is presented as a set of

spacetime covariant vectors: ¢4 = {h“p,A pu}- In spite of that inertial spin connection A“bu
is not a dynamic field one needs take it into account because diffeomorphisms act on all the
geometrical objects under consideration.

Thus, variations (3.2) are rewritten as

Sht, = £chy = —EOh,, — E° h%, (4.15)
Ay = £cAy = —E A0 — €A% (4.16)

14
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Then, the coefficients (3.6) and (3.7) related to the covariant TEGR Lagrangian (2.21) become

o e L . 0L s, | 0L
o= L0 o W e A = T 4.17)
P aAab# o P
. or
0(17' = he , T . 4.1
M Ohyq rle @19

Next, taking into account (2.21) and (2.19) one concludes

oL+ |° oL
A =50 A%l (4.19)
aAabu o e

Then, the current (3.13) acquires the form:

. . oL oL °
(6% E h (T(l ll” a hda (7, 4.2
THO= Mo+ 5| &4 o™ WV (4.20)
where the quantity
° 1 8& o ° °
b= | [ Voh, AR, ) — L6 421
0 h | Ok, (V ot &% /) £05 ( )

can be interpreted as the energy-momentum tensor of the gravitational field in the covariant
TEGR. Initially the current (4.20) was presented with the partial derivatives 0,4, and 0,£”
only. However, one can easily show that it is equivalent to the evidently covariant form (4.20)
with V h¢, and V ,£°.

Due to the definitions (2.14) and (2.29) the current (4.20) and the energy-momentum (4.21)
can be represented as

° ° 6[] h ° o
TN = |hh,0 + 25 pe | ¢r 4 00 g0, (4.22)
oh?, K
g0 = Lgoga _Lrso (4.23)
o =0 op Plagtd .

both of them are explicitly spacetime covariant and Lorentz covariant.
The current (4.22) is identically conserved, see (3.14),

0aT(E) = VaT °(€) = 0. (4.24)

The current is expressed identically through a divergence of the superpotential, as well,

TUE) = 05.7°%() = V5T (4.25)

15
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The related superpotential, see (3.17), is

p [ )y b ¢o a["’ a a h o appa g
TV = M = o7 = S (4.26)

The direct calculation gives

° h [o. o y P y P
1 =~ (A’m —A’m> (05 (hih"” = W) = 20 (5317 = S7W) [ €7 (427)

Formally this result coincides with (4.13). However, here Al Ju has been introduced into con-
sideration from the start, basing on the inner philosophy of constructing covariant TEGR [1].
On the other hand, Alj'“, in (4.13) is introduced ‘by hand’ at the final stage as an additional
assumption.

The relations (4.24) and (4.25) are identities only, they do not bring a physical content
because up to now the field equations have not been used. After using the equation (2.26) the
current (4.22) transforms to

TE) = h [9'(,“ n @f} ¢+ %S’H“P%pga. (4.28)

As a result of using the field equations, the identities (4.24) and (4.25) become physically
sensible differential conservation laws:

0uT(€) = 0, (4.29)

TUE) = 95T ©). (4.30)

All the quantities are spacetime covariant and Lorentz covariant. Consequently the integral
conserved quantities can be constructed and they are spacetime covariant and Lorentz covariant
as well,

PE) = / 4e 7%= f ds, 7.%©). @31)
> o

Thus, the problem of construction of conserved quantities discussed in introduction (also in
[4]) and remarked around outline of (2.37) is resolved by construction of conservation laws
(4.29) and (4.30). They are the main theoretical result of the paper.

Finalizing the subsection, we again stress the role of the inertial spin connection A’ j,,. Recall
that it has no influence both on deriving the field equations [see (2.25) and (2.26)] and on con-

struction of solutions in TEGR. However, incorporation of A’ into consideration is necessary
to construct (4.29) and (4.30). For a comparison, consider conservation laws (4.11) and (4.12)
in Moller’s consideration where conserved quantities are not Lorentz covariant with absence

of A’,. Recall again that equations (2.25) and (2.26) are equivalent. Thus, (2.25), without A’
can be reformulated into the explicitly Lorentz covariant form (2.26) by identical transfor-

mations with the evident presence of A’;,. Keeping in mind this fact, in appendix, we derive
the new conservation laws (4.29) and (4.30) starting from the Einstein equations in the metric

° i . .
form. This demonstrates again, an auxiliary (although necessary) role of A'j, in constructing
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conserved quantities in TEGR which are simultaneously both coordinate covariant and Lorentz

L4 .
invariant and which allow us to construct well defined charges. At last, on the role of A';, see
discussion in section 5.

4.3. Principle of determining inertial spin connection

Although problems of constructing conserved quantities in the covariant TEGR have been
o .
resolved above, the relation between the GR spin connection A'j, and the inertial spin connec-

tion A’j, is left undetermined. Now, analyzing the new conserved quantities in the covariant
TEGR, we give a rule to define this relation. It is quite natural requirement that in the case of
absence of gravity both the new current and the new superpotential have to vanish. Namely this

requirement gives a possibility to define a principle for defining A’j,. Viewing the structure of
the current, see (4.28), and the superpotential, see (4.27), one finds that they essentially depend

on the contortion I.(ij,, defined in (2.14), indeed, see relations (2.17), (2.18), (2.31) and (4.23).

e
The gravity is ‘switched off” when K';, = 0 and ©,% = 0, just under these conditions both the
new current and the new superpotential become zero.

L4 .
To introduce constructive properties for the principle of determining A';, we make the
following. Derive the curvature tensor

O

Ry = 0,41 — 0, A ju +A kﬂA A WA (4.32)

that is not zero for a concrete (not flat) physical solution. In the case of ‘switching off” gravity
one has Ri jur — 0. Now recall that the curvature tensor for A’ ju 1s zero by definitions in the
covariant TEGR, R ju = 0. Then, one rewrites the ‘switch off” conditions as R ju — R v
Then it is evidently that under these conditions we must provide a transformation from A’ jut

related (and desirable) A, thatis A’j, — A'j,.
Remark that the notion of ‘switching off” gravity already has been used in literature in order

[} L]
to define A’;, — A'},. Thus, for example, in [25], in the case of the Schwarzschild solution it
was suggested to set M = 0. More generally it is suggested to ‘switch off” the Newtonian con-
stant G — 0 in concrete solutions, see, for example, [32]. However, it cannot work everywhere
because, for example, it is not necessary that the vacuum solutions with non-zero curvature
contain elements with G. Therefore, our suggestion to ‘switch off’ gravity in (4.32) by the

° 7 . .
requirement R' j,, — 0 is universal.

5. Inertial spin connection and background spacetime

To understand more in theoretical principles of constructing new conserved quantities in the
covariant TEGR it is useful to compare them with well-known methods in the usual metric
presentation of GR.

From the beginning, let us repeat briefly the way of constructing conserved quantities based
on the Moller Lagrangian. Starting from the Hilbert Lagrangian in the form (2.9), one selects a
divergencein (2.10) and obtains the Moller Lagrangian (2.11). The last is left coordinate covari-
ant, but becomes non-invariant with respect to local Lorentz rotations. Applying the Noether
theorem to (2.11), one obtains as Lorentz non-covariant all the quantities: energy-momentum
(4.6), conserved current (4.10) and superpotential (4.9).

17
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A construction of the covariant TEGR Lagrangian (2.17), the same (2.21), follows from
the Hilbert Lagrangian in the form (2.15) after subtracting a divergence in (2.16). Unlike
the Moller Lagrangian (2.11), the TEGR Lagrangian (2.21) is both Lorentz invariant and
coordinate covariant. As a result, application of the Noether theorem leads to construct-
ing Lorentz and coordinate covariant all the quantities: energy-momentum (4.23), con-
served current (4.28) and superpotential (4.26). Keeping in mind the formal properties
only, we accent that presentations of the Hilbert Lagrangian in (2.9) and in (2.15) are

equivalent ones. Thus, the components of inertial spin connection A}, present an external
(auxiliary) structure in (2.15) because the last after identical transformations transforms to
(2.9).

This picture is quite analogous to the one in metric GR. To construct Lagrangian with only
the first derivatives Einstein subtracted a related divergence. As a result, he has obtained the
well-known truncated Einstein Lagrangian [8]. However, it is not covariant with respect to
general coordinate transformations. In spite of that, it is left invariant with respect to con-
stant coordinate displacements. This permits to apply the Noether theorem that gives a well-
known energy-momentum complex (Einstein’s pseudotensor) and Freud’s superpotential, see
chapter 1 in the book [5].°> Both of these quantities are not covariant, the same as the trun-
cated Einstein Lagrangian. Thus, at this level the analogy with the Moller picture is clear.
The Moller Lagrangian (2.11) is not invariant with respect to local Lorentz rotations and
leads to Lorentz non-covariant conserved quantities. On the other hand, the truncated Ein-
stein Lagrangian is not coordinate covariant and leads to coordinate non-covariant conserved
quantities.

For a comparison in the metric presentation of GR we choose the method suggested by
Katz, Bi¢dk and Lynden-Bell (KBL) in [12] that gives a possibility, making the use of the
Noether theorem, to construct conserved coordinate covariant current and related superpoten-
tial that contain as parts covariantized both Einstein’s pseudotensor and Freud’s superpotential.
Their main idea is to construct a relative bi-metric Lagrangian with incorporating auxiliary
background metric g, and related Christoffel symbols I'®4,. The usual form of the Hilbert
Lagrangian in the metric presentation is

o

1 o o o o o
EH = _ﬂ Vv _ggllV (aprp/u/ - aVF/)/)/I, + Fﬂ/luraap - F/)0/1F0p1/> > (51)

where I, are the Christoffel symbols compatible with the physical metric g, see (2.2). The
background strictures, g,, and I'“3,, can be incorporated into (5.1), and the last is rewritten
identically in the evidently covariant form

1 — — 7 7 P
['H = —%\/__ggT” (VPAPTU - VUA/)TP + A/)PTIA ]7'0' - APUTIA ]Tp + RTU) :
(5.2)

Here, the difference

5 Remark, if one applies the Noether theorem using invariance with respect to constant coordinate displacements only,
o

then even a covariant metric Lagrangian, like the Hilbert Lagrangian £y ~ R, leads, anyway, to pseudotensors (not
tensors) and not covariant superpotentials, like metric Moller’s superpotential, for a detail see chapter 1 in the book [5].
Recently, in [23] the theories fiR) and f(T) have been studied and compared. Both of the Lagrangians are Lorentz and
coordinate covariant, but the Noether theorem with using invariance with respect to constant coordinate displacements
only has been applied. As a result, the authors have obtained conserved pseudotensors only, not tensors.
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ApTO' = fp‘ra - fwra (53)

is a tensor of third rank, and V,, is a covariant derivative compatible with g,,,. To derive the
covariant KBL Lagrangian one has to subtract from the Hilbert Lagrangian (5.2) a related
divergence and the background Hilbert Lagrangian. Thus,

LxpL = Ly — Ly — 3(172&; ke = Z;Hg (gchuW - gwAaw) . (5.4

After that one obtains the KBL Lagrangian (5.4) in the final explicit form:

1 7 0 7, 1 TO ——T70\ D
»CKBL = _ﬂ V _ggTU (AppnAITU A O'T]A]Tp) - ﬂ (\/ —88 — V88 )R‘ra~
(5.5)

Now, we are in a position to compare the method of constructing new conserved quantities
in the covariant TEGR suggested here and the KBL method in metric presentation of GR.
Analogies:

First, both of the methods start from the Hilbert Lagrangian without additional structures
(a) in the tetrad form (2.9) and (b) in the metric form (5.1).

Second, in the covariant TEGR, one defines Lorentz covariant tensor (contortion) in (2.14)
as a difference of spin connections; in metric GR, one defines a tensor of 3-d rank in (5.3) as
a difference of Christoffel symbols.

Third, in the covariant TEGR, one uses the Hilbert Lagrangian in explicitly Lorentz invariant

form (2.15) with incorporating external inertial spin connection Al ju; in metric GR, one uses
the Hilbert Lagrangian in explicitly coordinate covariant form (5.2) with incorporating external
structures of a background spacetime, g,,, and ',

Fourth, in the covariant TEGR, one derives the Lorentz invariant Lagrangian of the first
derivatives only (2.17); in metric GR, one derives the coordinate covariant KBL Lagrangian
(5.5) of the first derivatives only.

Fifth, in the covariant TEGR, the Lagrangian (2.17) leads to construction of Lorentz covari-
ant conserved quantities, unlike the Moller Lagrangian; in metric GR the KBL Lagrangian
(5.5) leads to construction of coordinate covariant conserved quantities, unlike the truncated
Einstein Lagrangian.

Sixth, in the KBL method, a background spacetime usually is chosen by a concrete problem

under consideration; in the covariant TEGR, to choose A’ ju we must follow, for example, the
principle given in previous subsection that is connected with the solution under consideration
as well.

Differences:

The first remark is a formal one. The KBL Lagrangian (5.5) includes extra term, Ly, with
respect to the covariant TEGR Lagrangian (2.17). It is because the KBL method permits to
choose an arbitrary curved background including non-vacuum spacetimes with non-zero cur-

L]
vature defined by I'® 5, ; whereas in the covariant TEGR the curvature defined by A’;, must be
zero in all the cases.
Second, in the KBL method, a background spacetime can be chosen really ‘by hand’ because
in the mathematical formalism there are no restrictions in such a choice. On the other hand,

L4 .
in the covariant TEGR, to choose A';, one has to turn to the solution under consideration
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anyway. This fact, possibly means that the rules for searching for A’ are incorporated in the
inner properties of the formalism of the covariant TEGR.

6. Mass of the Schwarzschild black hole

In this section, we use the results of subsection 4.2 to obtain mass of the Schwarzschild black
hole as a conserved charge (4.31).

6.1. The conserved charge

Consider metric in the spherical Schwarzschild coordinates:
2M PJ7AN
ds? = — (1 — —> dr + (1 - —) dr* 4+ 7* (6 +sin* 6d¢?).  (6.1)
r r

Recall that the dynamical variables in TEGR introduced in (2.1) as the tetrad components
h", admit arbitrary local Lorentz transformation. So, we can choose every tetrad satisfying
metric obtained by solving field equations of GR. Usually it is more convenient to work with
a diagonal tetrad because one can apply simple transformations between coordinate and local
indices. So, from the start we construct the diagonal tetrad from the metric (6.1), keeping in
mind (2.1),

_ S\ 12 _
(1 — —) 0 0 0
r
o\ 2
0 (1 — —) 0 0
h, = r (6.2)
0 0 r 0
0 0 0 rsinf

First we calculate GR spin connection (2.3) for the metric (6.1) and the tetrad (6.2). The
non-zero components are:

o o M o o 2M 1/2
A%y =Alg = —: Alp = —A% = —<1 ) ;

To define inertial spin connection A%, we need to calculate A“., at the “background” where the

o
gravity is off, i.e., when the Riemannian tensor vanishes: R%,,; = 0. It is obvious that M = 0
solves this equation. Then, in absence of gravity the components of the GR spin connection

A cu 10 (6.3) goes to the components of the inertial spin connection A“w related to the black
hole:

A122 = —A212 = —l; A133 = —A313 = —sin 9; A233 = —A323 = —cos 0.
(6.4)
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Now, using (2.14), we get contortion K“.,,, the non-zero components of which are:

° ° M ° . ZM /
K'o=K'o=—-"; KlzzZ—K212=<1—> —1;

2 r
oM\ 2
<1__) _1].

r

L]
Then the torsion tensor 7¢,,, which is antisymmetric in lower indices, is defined by (2.20).
The non-zero components of it are:

. M A . 1 oM\ 2
== (1 - —> s TPo=T3=- [1 - (1 - T) (6.6)

(6.5)
K133 = —K313 =gsin 0

and the same with opposite sign for swapped lower indices. Non-zero components of the tensor

S P7 = S P7h¢,, defined by (2.31), which are antisymmetric in upper indices, are:

. 2 oM\ '?| am e . 1 m\'"? M
SOOIZ* 1_ 1_ - — S212:S313:—7 1— 1—7 +
r r r? r r r

6.7)

and the same with opposite sign for swapped upper indices.

Now we are in a position to calculate the total mass/energy of the Schwarzschild black hole.
We use (4.26) and (4.31), and choose a displacement vector as the time-like Killing vector
£* =(—1,0,0,0). As a result, we obtain

1 °
E=—1lim ¢ dx*hS,"'¢" =M (6.8)

K= Jos

where it was used k = 87, h = r*sin 6.
Recall that the charge defined in (4.31) does not depend on local Lorentz rotations by the
construction. So, after arbitrary Lorentz rotations the integration in (6.8) gives the same result,

E = M. By a related Lorentz rotation one can suppress A¢, totally: A%., = 0 that is to use
Weitzenbock gauge. Let us transform to that. Applying (2.12) and (2.13) to (6.2) and (6.4)
with the Lorentz matrix:

0 0 0

sin 6 cos ¢ cos 6 cos ¢ —sin ¢ 6.9)
sin @ sin ¢ cos @ sin¢  cos ¢ ’

S O O

cos 0 —sin 0 0

the tetrad components become
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_ N -
(1 — —) 0 0 0
r
o\ 2
0 sin @ cos (;5(1 — ) rcos @ cos ¢ —r sin @ sin ¢
a __ r

Wy = MmN 2 >

0 sin 6 sin qﬁ(l—r rcos @ sin ¢ rsinf cos ¢
oM\ 2

0 cos 9<1_T> —r sin 6 0

(6.10)

whereas the inertial spin connection vanishes, A%, = 0. Using this gauge in (6.8), we obtain
again E = M.

6.2. Discussion

Itis useful to compare our results with those in earlier paper [24], where the Moller presentation
of GR, with the Lagrangian (2.11), equation (2.25) simplified to the vacuum state, energy-

momentum (4.6) and superpotential (4.3), is studied. There is no a presence of A}, totally.
The authors have found two different spherically symmetrical static vacuum tetrad solutions.
They correspond to two known metrics of the Schwarzschild solution that are connected by
related coordinate transformations. The calculation of the total charge with making the use
of the superpotential for the first tetrad gives unacceptable 2M, whereas for the second tetrad
one obtains acceptable M. The authors cannot explain this result. But in later studies (see,
for example, [25], and our results here) one explains the problem of [24] easily. It turns out
that both of the tetrad solutions in [24] are connected not only by coordinate transforma-
tions, but by a local Lorentz rotation as well. Therefore, because the Moller presentation is
not Lorentz covariant one obtains different charges. The case of acceptable result M corre-
sponds to a so-called proper tetrad in Weitzenbock gauge both in our presentation here and
in [25].

Now, it is instructively to discuss results of the paper [25] in a more detail. The authors
consider inertial spin connection as a regularizer in constructing conserved quantities. From

the start they notice that if one sets A’ ju = 0 then the relations (2.40) and (2.32) coincide and
constructing conserved charges becomes possible in both the cases. On the example of con-
structing the total mass for the Schwarzschild and Kerr black holes they demonstrate principles
of the regularization. We turn to the Schwarzschild case only. First, one derives a diagonal tetrad
related to the Schwarzschild metric in the Schwarzschild coordinates. With related superpoten-

tial one tries to calculate the mass by the formula (2.37) with A’j, = 0. As a result, one obtains
a divergent integration. To compensate the divergence one introduces a related inertial spin

connection A, # 0 defined as A’;, = A"}, and obtains acceptable mass M. It is a sug-

gested regularization. After that a local Lorerﬁg gotation that suppresses the introduced inertial
spin connection is defined. Recall that it is called the Weitzenbdck gauge and the related tetrad
in this case is called the proper tetrad. Probably, this notion has been introduced in the first
time. Under local Lorentz rotations the GR spin connection as well as the tetrad are changed,
but the result M is not changed. Namely in this case of the proper tetrad the Moller presenta-
tion can be used and a consistent construction of charges becomes permissible. The difference
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from our approach is, first, that we take into account A, from the start as a necessary struc-
ture of the formalism in whole, whereas in [25] it is introduced as a compensating structure
in constructing conserved quantities. Second, taking into account a displacement vector in all
the expressions explicitly, we can construct charges in an arbitrary gauge, whereas in [25] it is
necessary the Weitzenbock gauge.

At last, in [7], under the requirement of a consistence of field equations in f{7) theories the
authors are searching proper tetrads, or appropriate inertial spin connections. Essential condi-
tion is that symmetries of assumed solutions are taken into account. In the case of spherical
symmetries their proper tetrad adopted to the Schwarzschild solution is simplified exactly to
our result (6.10). It surprisingly, but it turns out that quite different principles lead to the same
results.

7. A freely falling observer

Here, we calculate densities of conserved quantities for a freely falling observer in the FLRW
universe and in the (A)dS space. To follow this goal, we need to find the components of the

Noether current 7 (§) defined in (4.28) with a proper vector, £%, of the observer. To understand
better what quantities will be calculated let us turn to special relativity. Consider the metric
element of the Minkowski space in the form:

ds* = —dr* + dr* + 17 (d6* + sin” 6dg”) . (7.1

Let the observer be at rest in the frame of (7.1) with the proper vector £* = (—1,0,0,0);
and let the symmetric energy-momentum tensor, 7}, be introduced for matter propagating
in the Minkowski space. After that define a conserved current Z¢ = T”gﬁ‘g. Then Z° can be
interpreted as the energy density measured by the observer. In this simplest case Z' can be inter-
preted as momentum density. Under arbitrary coordinate transformations components Z¢ are
transformed as vector ones with a correspondence to the tensorial law. In the case Z% = 0, one
states the absence of densities of conserved quantities, like energy and momentum, measured
by the observer. Keeping in mind the above simple notions, we will interpret the components

J*(&). Note also that, following the conservation law (4.30):

JE) = T E), (7.2)

one can check the current components expressed through a divergence of the superpotential,
JP(€), defined in (4.26).

71 The FLRW universe

‘We consider the FLRW metric in the form:

1
1 —kr?

ds? = —d? + d*(1) ( dr? + 17 (d6° + sin’ 9d¢2)> (7.3)

where k = +1 for a positively curved space, k = 0 for a flat space and k = —1 for a nega-
tively curved space. Then, following (2.1), we take a more convenient for calculations diagonal
tetrad,
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h", = diag (l,a/x, ar, ar sin 9) . (7.4)

Here and below we denote xy = v/1 — kr?; for the sake of definiteness we chose the positive
sign of x only; because we study local characteristics only, we require that x requires real

values only. Following (2.3), we calculate components of the GR spin connection for (7.3) and
(7.4):

A=Ay =a/x, A'n=Ap=ar, A’y = A3o3 = ar sin 0,
Aly = A% = —y, A133 = —A 13 = —x sin 6, (7.5)
A233 = —A323 = —cos 6.

To calculate the inertial spin connection, again we need to solve R“;,; = 0. For the system
under consideration it is more appropriate the equivalent equation R“;cq = R%ysh." hd‘s =0.

Thus, all the non-zero tetrad components R4 are only

. .2
, , a , , k+a
0 0
Rjoi = —R"jio = R'ooi = —R'i0 = p Rj=—Rj; =

5 (7.6)

where i,j = 1,2, 3. Equating these components to zero we got two equations: a> + k = 0 and
d = 0. All solutions to the first equation satisfy the second equation, so only

&P +k=0 (7.7)

is important. It is interesting to note that solving ‘vacuum’ Friedman equation

SN\ 2
a k
H2 = Peurv O () - _;, (78)

one obtains (7.7) as well.

Taking the solution to (7.7) in the united form a(r) = \/—kt for all the three signs of curva-
ture and substituting it into the GR spin connection (7.5), we get the non-zero components of
inertial spin connection:

A011 :Al(n =V —k/X, A 22 —A202 = V- k}" A033 :A303 =V — —kr sin 9
Alzz = —A212 = - A133 = —A313 = —x sin 0, (7.9

A 33 = —A323 = —cos 6.

For each of the signs of curvature one can set V—k = +i;0; +1. Thus, the components (7.9)
become complex values® for k = +1; are related to Minkowski space a(f) = const for k = 0;
and are related to the Milne solution, a(f) = =+t for k = —1.

For the system under consideration it is more economical to present the components of the

contortion tensor in the tetrad components K%,:

K =Ko =K% =Kpn=K"%=Kon=-H+V-k/a. (7.10)

6 At the end of the section, we discuss possibilities to use complex components of the spin connection.

24



Class. Quantum Grav. 37 (2020) 095006 E D Emtsova et al

The spacetime components of the tensors 7¢ 3, and S, are respectively,
7."110 = —7."101 = 7."220 = —7."202 = 7."330 = —7."303 =—-H++—k/a, (7.11)

§,10 = _5?101 _ 33220 _ _33202 _ 33330 _ _57303 — 2(H—v"ka). (1.12)

At last, we consider an observer at the rest with respect to co-moving coordinates of the metric
(7.3). Then components of his proper vector are

§7 =(=1,0,0,0). (7.13)

Now, we are in a position to calculate components of the current (4.28):

THE = h (9‘0“ + @0“) &+ 'S, PV 87 (7.14)

By (7.13), we need the components 6" and ©,“ only. Among them only the 00-components

are non-zero ones. Thus, by (4.23) one has 6, = —3x~'(H — v/—k/a)*. Keeping in mind 00-
component of the Friedmann equations [8], one has 0" = —3x~'(H? + k/a?). Besides, only
0-component of the last term in (7.14) is non-zero one. Taking into account (7.3), (7.12) and
(7.13), one has

S 1,V &7 = —6H(H — v/—k/a), (7.15)

and finally we got

TE) = 0. (7.16)

This result is supported by a direct calculation of the right-hand side of (7.2). Taking into

account (7.4), (7.12) and (7.13), one finds J*(§) = /{flag(hSa“ﬁh“(,g") = 0. One can easily
recognize this result observing (7.12) where components with low 0-component are absent.
The result (7.16) means that the freely falling observer with the proper vector (7.13) does not
measure energy and momentum densities.

To go to the Wietzenbock gauge one has to apply the Lorentz rotation:

X -V —kr 0 0

—v —krsin 6 cos ¢ x sin # cos ¢ cos @ cos ¢ —sin @
A4y = (7.17)

—V —krsin 6 sin ¢ x sin fsin ¢ cos O sing  cos @

—+\/—kr cos 6 x cos 6 —sin 0 0
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that, indeed, suppresses the spin connection (7.9) totally. The tetrad (7.4) takes the form of the
proper tetrad:

X —V —kra(t)/x 0 0
—+v/ —kr sin 6 cos ¢ a(t)sin 0 cos p ra(t)cos 6 cos ¢ —ra(t)sin 0 sin ¢

—v —kr sin 0 sin ¢ a(t)sin 0 sin ¢  ra(f)cos 6 sin ¢ ra(f)sin 6 cos ¢

—+/—kr cos 0 a(r) cos 0 —ra(t)sin 6 0

(7.18)

Notice that the Lorentz rotation (7.17) can be represented by an action of two matrices
A = Aot Apoost Where Ao presents 3-dimensional space rotation already is defined in (6.9),
and Apoos presents the boost:

X —V—kr 0 0
—v/ —kr X 0 0
Apoos)’y = 7.19
(Aboost) s 0 0 L o (7.19)
0 0 0 1

Without doubts, we could provide all the above calculations in the Wietzenbock gauge and
finally obtain the same result (7.16). It is because all the tensors written in all spacetime indices
are invariant under Lorentz rotations; all the tetrad indices are contracted in the expression
for the current. So, we obtain again that freely falling observer measures zero’s densities of
energetic characteristics.

72. The (anti-)de Sitter space

Now, let us consider the (A)dS solution with the metric:
2 [N L, - 22 (02 o i 2
ds“=—(1- gAr dre+ (1 — gAr dr-+r (d9 + sin” fd¢ ) . (7.20)

The related diagonal tetrad that is a more convenient one is

_ X 12 }
(1 - 3Ar2> 0 0 0
1 —-1/2
h, = 0 (1 — §Ar2) 0 0 . (7.21)
0 0 r 0
L 0 0 0 rsin 6]

One recognizes easily that calculations are to be analogous to the ones in the case of the black
hole, but with the replacement of 2/ to 1 Ar?, see (6.1) and (6.2). Following (2.3), we calculate
for (7.20) and (7.21) components of the GR spin connection, non-zero of them are
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(7.22)

o
233 = —A323 = —cos 6.

o

11 13 . [ i
A3 = —A’1;3 = —sin 0 l—gAr ;

The Riemann tensor for the (A)dS space is derived as usual 102“;,75 = A (h* hps — h*shy,). We

o
repeat: to calculate the inertial spin connection we need to solve R“;,s = O that means that we
need to put A = 0 in (7.22). Then we obtain

A122 = —A212 = —l; A133 = —A313 = —sin 9; A233 = —A323 = —cos 6 (723)
that are the same inertial spin connection components as for the black hole (6.4), and that is
not surprising.

The components (7.22) and (7.23) are written in the mixed indices A%, and A%, as usual.

L] L] L]
On the other hand, we derive out the components of the tensors K., T%. and S,7¢ in the tetrad
indices only that is more economical in the case under consideration. Thus,

! Ao 1/2
> . sAr . . . . 1—1A2) 7" —1
K = Kloo = T K'y=-Kn=K'y=-Kp;3= (1=5ar) ;
(1= 5Ar%) r
(7.24)
I 1y 212
) [} —Ar L] L] L] L] 1 —Ar —_ 1
T = —T0 = 731 735 T =T53=-T%=-T" = (1=:A7) ,
(1= 3Ar) r
(7.25)
12
S = 5,10 _%+2<1_1A2> :
r r
. . . . 11 1o\ 2 1 \"?
$P =85 =85 = -8 = - (1 - 3Ar2> +o (1 - 3Ar2> . (7.20)

Now, we derive the components of a proper vector of freely falling observers for (7.20) in
the most general form:

1 ~1 1 1/2
—C(l — §Ar2> ,—<02 — 1+ §Ar2> ,0, 01 (7.27)

where C is a constant of the integration of the system of equations for geodesics that can be

&=

an arbitrary real quantity. Calculating components of the current 7(¢) and repeating all the
steps in the FLRW case we obtain that the O-component of the current (7.14) is

. -3/2
TE) = 3ﬁc ((1 — %Aﬂ) — 1) , (7.28)

K r?
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whereas other components are zero’s, 7(¢) = 0. This resultis supported by a direct calculation
of the right-hand side of (7.2). Among all the freely falling observers defined by (7.27) we
can distinguish a one being at rest with respect to the Hubble flow related to the maximally
symmetric (A)dS space. Recall that the Hubble flow has zero velocity at the coordinate origin,
r = 0. Then, placing the observer at the point » = 0 and choosing C = 1 in (7.27) one has
for its proper vector £¢ = (—1,0,0,0), compare with (7.13). First, this means that such an
observer is ‘frozen’ in the Hubble flow because it is at rest in the coordinate origin, second,

L]

the component of the current (7.28) becomes zero, that is now totally 7 (&) = 0. All of these
mean that interpretations of densities of conserved quantities for such an observer have to be
the same as those for the observer at rest with respect to the Hubble flow in the FLRW case,
see discussion in the next subsection.

Finalizing subsection, let us go to the Wietzenbock gauge. Applying Lorentz rotation (6.9),
one suppresses all the components of the inertial spin connection (7.23), then the proper tetrad
acquires the form

| 1/2
(=5 o : 0
in 0
0 % rcos f cos ¢ —rsin 6 sin
1—zAr
h*y = ( L ) . (129
sin 6 sin ¢ : i
0 T BTG rcos 6 sinp  rsin 6 cos ¢
(1-34r)
0
0 o cosv —r sin 0 0

(1—1Ar)"?

Because the components of the current J“(§) are invariant under arbitrary local Lorentz

rotations they are left the same for the proper tetrad (7.29) that is 7“(&) = 0.
73. Discussion

Discussing the conserved current 7 “(&) defined in (7.14) for a freely falling observer, we turn
to the both cases, the FLRW universe and the (A)dS space. We have found that in both the cases

all its components are zero: J“(§) = 0. This means that such observers do not measure densi-
ties of energy and momentum, they are zero’s in their own frame. It is quite natural because the
observers really are frozen in the Hubble flow. Because our formalism is covariant the compo-

nents J (&) for such freely falling observers in arbitrary coordinates continue to be vanished.
These results show that our definitions of conserved currents and related superpotentials in
TEGR are consistent and powerful.

It is quite constructive and instructive to compare our results with those in [7] for the FLRW
case. The authors under the requirement of a consistence of field equations in f{T) theories
are searching proper tetrads for solutions with more popular symmetries. Besides, they find
appropriate inertial spin connections for diagonal tetrads. For the sake of definiteness, we
note that in [7] the same metric element (7.3) and the same diagonal tetrad (7.4) are under
consideration.

In our study, the inertial spin connection (7.9) and the proper tetrad (7.18) unite all the three
possibilities of the curvature sign. In the case of spatially flat universe, k = 0, we note that our
inertial spin connection components (7.9) related to the diagonal tetrad and our proper tetrad
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(7.18) are the same as in [7]. For the case k = +1, they become complex ones, and there is no
such a solution in [7]. For the case k = —1, (7.9) and (7.18) are real and coincide exactly with
the real solution for k = —1 in [7]. Thus, we add [7].

On the other hand, the authors of [7] present solutions that we cannot give. We derive here
the components of the inertial spin connection related to the diagonal tetrad only. In the united
form they are

Alyy = —A%, =—x, Aly3=—-A%3=—xsinb,

Ay = —A% = Virsin 0, A’y = —A% = VE/x, (7.30)

Alyy = =A% = —Vkr, A% = —A%; = —cos 6.

It turns out that calculation of the components of the current (7.14) for the diagonal tetrad (7.4),
GR spin connection (7.5), proper vector (7.13), but with inertial spin connection (7.30) instead

of (7.9), gives again J“(§) = 0.
Then we have 4 permissible variants of the inertial spin connection, (7.9) and (7.30), uniting

the cases k = +1 and k = —1, which give the acceptable result 7“(£) = 0. Among them 2
possibilities are complex ones. In [7] the sense of complex spin connection (or complex proper
tetrad) is not discussed. We try to do this now in the light of defining conserved quantities in
TEGR. Already, we have remarked that an inertial spin connection plays an auxiliary role in
the covariant TEGR. Indeed, it is absent in the field equations. The main requirement to the
inertial spin connection is that a related curvature must be zero, it is the main requirement of
the teleparallel approach. Thus, because the complex variants of (7.9) and (7.30) have zero
curvature they could be used for calculating conserved quantities in TEGR saving the real
expressions for the diagonal tetrad. On the other hand, in any case one can choose the real
variants from (7.9) and (7.30) for the cases k = —1 and k = +1, respectively.

At last, let us note that the formalism developed in [7] does not permit to define a proper
tetrad (and inertial spin connection related to diagonal tetrad) for the (A)dS space, whereas we
define them here, they are (7.29) and (7.23).

8. Concluding remarks

From the start let us list main results presented in the present paper:

(a) Inthe framework of the covariant TEGR we have constructed conservation laws (4.29) and
(4.30) with the conserved current (4.28), including the gravitational energy-momentum
(4.23), and the superpotential (4.26). All of these quantities are covariant with respect to
coordinate transformations and are invariant with respect to local Lorentz rotations.

(b) The local conserved quantities give a possibility to present well defined conserved charges
(4.31).

(c) In subsection 4.3, analyzing the structure of the conserved quantities we introduce the
principle for determining inertial spin connection.

(d) Discussing a philosophy of constructing conserving quantities in the covariant TEGR
we compare it with constructing the covariantized both Einstein’s pseudotensor and
Freud’s superpotential developed in [12]. We remark many analogous properties and some
differences.
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(e) To show that our theoretical results are useful and powerful we provide some applica-
tions. First, we calculate mass of the Schwarzschild black hole, basing on observers at
rest at spatial infinity, proper vectors of which coincide with the timelike Killing vector,
and obtain the acceptable result M. Second, we calculate densities of energy and momen-
tum for freely falling observers in the FLRW universe and (A)dS space. We obtain zero
quantities in all the cases that is quite acceptable because we consider observers at rest
with respect to the Hubble flow.

The main mathematical tool of the present paper is the Noether theorem. Of course, already
it has been used in teleparallel gravity. Thus, in [26, 27], using invariance with respect to
action of specific groups, the Noether approach has been applied to find out analytical cosmo-
logical solutions in extended teleparallel gravities and to restrict potential variants of related
Lagrangians. However, by this, there are no applications for constructing conserved quanti-
ties. In [28], it was used the diffeomorphism invariance of the Lagrangian, however, the final
results have been presented in the simplest expressions, like (2.32), with their problems. In [23],
the theories f{R) and f(T) are studied, but the Noether method uses invariance with respect to
constant coordinate displacements only. Then, one obtains conserved pseudotensors only, not
tensors. Unlike the above, we give well-structured expressions for conserved quantities with a
clear and standard interpretation.

Applying the Noether theorem we have not excluded a displacement vector £* from the con-
sideration. Namely this allows us to construct local and global conserved quantities trusting
a covariance of both the kinds. Of course, there is no a contradiction between the new con-
servation law (4.30) and the conservation law (2.32) in the covariant TEGR [1], see appendix
below.

Besides of the aforementioned formal mathematical role of £%, it has a quite principal role
in constructing conserved quantities and their interpretation. For example, if a displacement
vector is a timelike Killing vector at space infinity one can interpret a charge as a mass of a
system, see section 6; if £ is a proper vector of observer one can interpret components of the
current as related densities, see section 7; etc. This, classical approach differs fundamentally
from many others used in works in teleparallel gravities, where authors identify an observer
with a timelike tetrad vector, see, for example [25, 29, 30] and references there in. Formally it
looks permissible, however, there are problems in principles. Indeed, the observer is to be con-
sidered as an external object created for testing (observing) a physical or geometrical model.
In contrast with this point of view, any tetrad vector components, being dynamical variables,
are internal objects in TEGR, not an external structure.

The other very important question that must be discussed is the role of inertial spin connec-

tion, A’ ju» in the covariant TEGR. In spite of that the Moller Lagrangian (2.11) and the TEGR
Lagrangian (2.21) differs one from another, the field equations both in the Moller presentation
(2.25) and in the covariant TEGR presentation (2.26) are identical. Thus, the field equations do

not contain A, at all. Then, solutions to the equation (2.25) and to (2.26) are the same. This

means that on the level of equations there is no a necessity to define and introduce Al ju- The
problems arise when one tries to define conserved quantities, and we resolve them here.

Last time a great attention arises to extended variants of teleparallel gravity. The most pop-
ular is f{T) theories, see [7, 31-37] and references there in. Our principle of defining proper

tetrad (the same, of defining A’ ;, compatible to a given A’ },,) is based on definition of conserved
quantities in the covariant version of TEGR. It is impossible to introduce such a principle on
the level of the field equations because their antisymmetric part is equal to zero identically. The
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other situation in f{T) theories where the role of A, becomes crucial one just in the system of

equations. The inertial spin connection, Al ju» could be determined by its own field equations,
which just coincide with the antisymmetric part of the field equations. It turns out that all
modified teleparallel theories with second order field equations belong the same property,
see [38].

The problem of determining both a proper tetrad and an inertial spin connection in an f{T)
gravity is too complicated to be solved in general. In [7, 37], it is suggested to study the problem
on the basis of the symmetry considerations. The authors demonstrate the method in the
case of axially and spherically symmetric spacetimes, homogeneous and isotropic spacetimes
(FLRW universes) and maximally symmetric spacetimes [(anti-)de Sitter spaces]. Comparing
our results with those in [7], we remark that, first, in the case of the Schwarzschild black hole
they are identical, second, in the case of the FLRW universe they add one other, third, in the
case of the (A)dS space we define a proper tetrad, whereas the authors [7] do not.

In future, we plan to develop the presented here results to construct the Noether currents and
superpotentials (1) both in f{T) theories and other modifications of TEGR; (2) for perturbations
in TEGR.
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Appendix. The TEGR conservation laws from metric GR

Our study has been provided on the basis of the variational principle and with applying the
Noether theorem. It is the standard and very economical way. It allows us to obtain a necessary
result in very complicated cases and to give an appropriate interpretation. In this appendix,
we demonstrate that our main theoretical result, conservation laws (4.29) and (4.30) with the
associated conserved quantities, can be derived directly starting from the usual form of the Ein-
stein equations. As a result, first, we show that our way of varying the Lagrangian of covariant
TEGR (2.21) is correct that supports our position related to variation of divergence, see discus-

L4 .
sion in subsection 2.3. Second, on the one hand, we show that the inertial spin connection A’ j,,
is absent in the field equations in whole reflecting its auxiliary (external) character, on the other
L4 .
hand, we show that A';, helps us to construct Lorentz covariant conserved quantities. Third, in

independent way we demonstrate that conservation laws (4.29) and (4.30) are correct.
Let us derive the Einstein equations in the standard metric form:

o 1 o
Rop — EgaﬁR = £Oqs, (A.D)

where

o o o

R(yﬁ = au,l—w(yﬁ - B(MF#/IB + F#(MBFVI//I - Fuual—w/lﬁ; R= gaﬁRwS (A2)

with I'* .53 defined in (2.2). Contracting the equation (A.1) with / —ghaﬁ = hh,” and arising
« we rewrite them as
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o 1 o
h (Ra(l - 2haaR) = kh©,". (A.3)

It is evidently that the expressions in (A.3) do not contain A’ ju atall, although (A.3) is Lorentz

o
covariant in whole. Now, let us derive I'*, 3 in the new presentation:

5 = Tls — Ko (A4)

that has been obtained from (2.14) with making the use of (2.3) and (2.7). In (A.4) the left-
hand side is Lorentz invariant in whole although it does not contain A}, at all. Whereas the

(] L]
right-hand side of (A.4) is evidently Lorentz invariant in parts, '3 and K* 3, which contain

L4 .
Al ./)U' : . . .

Now let us substitute (A.4) into (A.3) and provide identical transformations preserving the
evident Lorentz covariance. After very prolonged but direct calculations one obtains

— k], + D, (hS,;”’) = khO,", (A.5)
where
* ha"‘ ° 1 o e 1 . o
Ja(l = — L + 7haﬂSc(15TLﬂ'3 + 7ALaBSc(1‘6, (A6)
h K K
. 1 e . °
S, = (2@“/’ —Tlonly — zr’f[aﬁag]) ha'. (A7)

We note that to achieve (A.5) we have used the definitions: (2.7), (2.18), (2.19) and (2.21),

and the identity k”uag = (0. Comparing (A.5) with (2.26), (A.6) with (2.30) and (A.7) with
(2.31) we conclude that the equation (A.5) are exactly the equation (2.32). By the above we
have shown that (1) variation of the TEGR Lagrnagian (2.21) is correct; (2) equation (2.26)

are, indeed, equivalent to the Einstein equation (A.1); (3) the inertial spin connection A’ ju 18

absent in the field equation (2.26) in whole demonstrating the auxiliary character of A’ -
Now, we will show that (4.29) and (4.30) can be derived from (A.5) [this means from (A.1)]
by identical transformations only. Let us rewrite (A.5) in the form:

khi,® + KhO," = 0, (hS'a“p) . (A.8)
Here, substituting (A.6) with taking into account (2.19) one obtains
hy” {hs}w (%thp — VU hC An,m%) — WL+ nheﬂa} ~9, (hS'aaﬂ) . (A9)

Contracting it with 29,7, replacing the term hS,*£7V ,h, to the right-hand side and adding
hS,*’h?5V ,&° to both sides we obtain finally
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[hS.C“” (%(,h“,, +Af,,(,h”p) — KLY + KhO,C | €7 + hS,Ph N 7 (A.10)
— 9, (hS.a“p> 17 + BS,E7V iy + S,V 67 =V, (hS'ﬁPh“ﬁ) .

One easily recognizes that (A.10) is the conservation law (4.30). One can obtain (4.29) after
differentiating (A.10) as well.

By deriving (A.10) directly from (A.1) we show (1) that there is no a contradiction between
the new conservation law (4.30) and the conservation law (2.32) in the framework of the

covariant TEGR; (2) that with using A’;, we have a possibility to construct Lorentz covari-
ant conserved quantities, which allow us to construct well defined charges (4.31). At last, (3)
we present the independent way in constructing conservation laws (4.29) and (4.30).
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