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Local symmetries in f(T )-like models: lessons from 2D
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The comprehension of the intricate structure associated to the local symmetries encoded in the
tetrad field, as well as its physical meaning, is perhaps the most important unsolved problem within
f(T ) gravity. This is inextricably connected to the number, nature and potential impact that the
additional degree/s of freedom might have within these –and other closely related–models of gravity
in which the local Lorentz invariance is broken at some level. Here we review and further explain
some recent results which make use of the more placid scenery provided by 2D-torsional models of
gravity, where the local symmetries adapted to a given geometry can be fully characterized.

I. INTRODUCTION

This work can be thought as a tentative to make some sense out of the internal symmetries lying behind
f(T ) gravity [1]-[3]. For this endeavor to be fruitful, it is crucial to conceive f(T ) gravity as a gravitational
theory dictating the dynamics of the entire tetrad (vierbein) field ea (pure tetrad approach), instead of
thinking of gravity in purely metric terms. This means that one has to put the effort to understand
the additional gravitational degrees of freedom from a wider perspective, not involving the metric tensor
g = ηabe

aeb alone, but the tetrad field giving rise to that metric too. Of course, this practice ultimately
entails the abandonment of the full local Lorentz group as a symmetry group, at least in the regime
where f(T ) gravity notedly differs from General Relativity (GR) written in its teleparallel equivalent
form. Originally, f(T ) gravity was discussed in the context of high-energy (strong-field) deformations of
GR of the sort f(T ) = T + T 2/λ+ O(T 3/λ2). Here, ℓ = λ−1/2 is the length scale at which the Lorentz
symmetry is broken: for instance, in Refs. [1] and [4] it was found that H2

max ∝ λ is the maximum Hubble
rate characterizing the early inflationary era of regular, FRW-like cosmological models. The scale ℓ also
appears in the context of solutions describing vacuum, regular black holes interiors, see. [5] and [6].
The proposed point of view (at least, conceptually) is appreciably different from the one adopted in

the so called covariant formulation [7], see also [8]. The latter intends to recover the Lorentz covariance
by introducing a non-dynamical connection, therefore, in a way, it leads to a more metric-driven kind
of theory. However, it was shown recently that the covariant formulation is not that covariant after all
[9], thereby for better or worse one has to accept the fact that the breaking of the Lorentz symmetry is
a characteristic feature of f(T ) gravity, at least in the strong field regime. Having said that, it is true
that we cannot simply downplay the role of the metric tensor in what concerns to the description of the
gravitational field, so we are in a somewhat awkward position in which the structure of the metric serves
us just as a guiding principle with the purpose of unraveling the more primary layout present in the
tetrad.
In order to delve on this facts, we propose to rise –and hopefully answer– the two following unanswered

questions:

(a) If we conceive a certain spacetime locally described in the standard (à la GR) terms by a metric
g, what is the full set E(g) of tetrads representing that local geometry? In other words, what is the full
set of tetrads solving the f(T ) motion equations adapted to a given local geometry encoded in g?
(b) In case that we convince ourselves that we have an answer for question (a), what physical meaning

(if any) can we bestow to the set E(g)? Or, in simpler terms, is there any more than geometry contained
in E(g)?

A partial answer to question (a) is already available through the concept of remnant symmetries. These
are defined as the local Lorentz transformations (LLT) leaving invariant the Weitzenböck pseudo-scalar T
[10]. We recall that T is a scalar only under general coordinate changes and global Lorentz transformations
of the tetrad field. Nevertheless, after finding a certain eb obeying the motion equations and constructing
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its corresponding T (eb), it is possible in principle to find LLT Λa
b (x

µ) in such a way that the whole class of
tetrads ea = Λa

b(x
µ) eb verify T (ea) = T (eb). These constitute remnant local symmetries leaving invariant

the f(T ) action; we shall call this set A(ea). As mentioned, this set provides just a partial answer to
question (a), because the same local geometry g might be described by tetrads leading to different values
of T , and then, by definition, not connected by the action of the remnant symmetries. But we have to
start somewhere. To read more about the remnant symmetries, we suggest also the articles [11]-[13].
Needless to say, question (b) is more subtle, and its potential answer, more evasive, because it depends

on the just partially answered question (a). Sensible answers to this question should give us important
information about the additional degrees of freedom arising in these non-local Lorentz invariant, torsional
theories of gravity.
In this work, which constitutes an expanded version of the talk given at Tartu, we will develop some

strategy for dealing with both questions raised above, and for understanding, to certain extent, the rela-
tion between A(ea) and E(g). In order to tackle this problem, we will construct several two-dimensional,
non-local Lorentz invariant models relaying on absolute parallelism, and then analyze the local symme-
tries arising in –what we think are– situations not dearth of physical interest. Hopefully the results and
insights coming from these 2D toy models could serve to trigger other studies following the same lines on
realistic, four-dimensional circumstances. The oncoming exposition is a continuation of the recent article
[14].

II. MOTIVATION: MILNE, RINDLER, AND NEAR HORIZON GEOMETRY

Two dimensional gravity has, undoubtedly, the advantage of simplicity. One can perform many exact
computations and push forward ideas which will be supported by exact results. However, it is a fact that
most of lower dimensional results are not directly applicable to real, physical situations; moreover, it is
well known that many of those results are simply wrong in higher dimensions, so it is clever not to put
too much faith in those docile and tractable outcomes of lower dimensional gravity. Nonetheless, we shall
review in this section why 2D Milne and Rindler spaces are instrumental in describing the near-horizon
Schwarzschild geometry experienced by a radial free-falling observer. Throughout this section, we will
deliberately abide to a pure metric point of view, without making any mention to the underlying tetrad
field; hopefully this will allow us to to transit the trek from the metric-based approach, to the more
enlightening one based on the structure of the entire tetrad field, to be treated in Section IV
From an interior point of view (this is, for r < 2M in standard, Schwarzschild coordinates),

Schwarzschild spacetime looks quite alike a cosmological model; in fact, Kantowski and Sachs [15] showed
that the metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t) dx2 + b2(t) dΩ2, (1)

represents the interior Schwarzschild spacetime, provided

a(t) = a1 tan [N(t)] , b(t) = b1 cos2 [N(t)] . (2)

Here the two scale factors are written in terms of the time function N(t) defined implicitly by

t− t0 = b1(N + sinN cosN), (3)

and the integration constants a1 and b1 are constrained according to −π/2 ≤ a1 < 0 and b1 6= 0. The
black hole horizon corresponds to the limit N → 0, for which the function a(t) goes to zero. In this way,
after fixing t0 = 0, near the horizon we can invert (3) and obtain N(t) ≈ t/2b1, while the scale factors at
the lowest order result

a(t) ≈ a1 t, b(t) ≈ b1. (4)

The geodesic motion experienced by a radial observer near the horizon might then be studied by using
the 2D line element

ds2 = −dt2 + a21 t
2dx2. (5)

The metric (5) can be viewed as a two-dimensional version of Milne metric. Let us remember that Milne
space is a special case of K = −1, FRW spaces in which the scale factor is linear in time. Only in
this case the resulting space is actually a portion of Minkowski space in disguise. A radial free falling
observer near the horizon (from the interior point of view), will experience thus a locally flat space which
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differs from Minkowski space only in its global properties. Precisely, after changing to the conformal time
η(t) = ± a−1

1 log(t), the metric (5) reads ds2 = a21 exp (2a1η)[−dη2+dx2], which in turn can be converted
into ds2 = −(dx0)2 + (dx1)2 once we have defined

x0 = exp (a1η) cosh(a1x), x1 = exp (a1η) sinh(a1x). (6)

Notice that 0 < x0 < ∞, −∞ < x1 < ∞, and x0 > x1. Of course, the 4-metric is curve even in the
vicinity of the horizon, and reads ds2 = −(dx0)2 + (dx1)2 + b21dΩ

2.
There is another point of view in what concerns to the description of the near horizon geometry, i.e.,

the one that would adopt an observer experiencing the situation from the outside. In this case the local
geometry is described by a Rindler-like metric. Actually, near the horizon the Schwarzschild metric looks
in appropriate coordinates

ds2 = −(1−X/4M)2 dT 2 + dX2 + 4M2dΩ2, (7)

where M is the black hole mass. It is well know that the T,X sector of metric (7) corresponds to the
Rindler wedge, that is to say, the portion of Minkowski space ds2 = −(dx0)2+(dx1)2 verifying x1 > |x0|.
For purposes to be clarified later, it is important to see how 2D Rindler metric can be obtained from the

other side of the horizon by starting from the 2D-Milne line element (5), i.e., to establish the equivalence

ds2 = −dt2 + a21 t
2dx2 =⇒

︸︷︷︸

crossing the horizon

ds2 = −(1−X/4M)2 dT 2 + dX2. (8)

We can do this in three stages by performing simple coordinates changes:

Stage one: from (t, x) to (T̄ , x) (converting Milne into interior-Schwarzschild). Let us take

a1t =
√

2a1T̄ − 1, =⇒ ds2 = − dT̄ 2

(2a1T̄ − 1)
+ (2a1T̄ − 1) dx2, (9)

where, clearly, T̄ > 1/2a1.
Stage two: from (T̄ , x) to (T, x̄) (crossing the horizon). Here we have

T = x, x̄ = T̄ =⇒ ds2 = −(1− 2a1x̄) dT
2 +

dx̄2

(1− 2a1x̄)
. (10)

Stage three: from (T, x̄) to (T,X) (converting the exterior-Schwarzschild into Rindler). Finally,

1− a1X =
√
1− 2a1x̄, =⇒ ds2 = −(1− a1X)2 dT 2 + dX2. (11)

Comparing the final form of the metric in (11) with the T,X sector of (7), we see that a1 = 1/4M ,
then a1 is exactly the surface gravity of the Schwarzschild black hole. The correspondence (8), simply
as it is, teach us an important lesson: 2D cosmological models having Milne asymptotics, are adequate
to describe the near-horizon geometry experienced by radial observers, not only from the interior point
of view, but from the exterior as well. This observation motivates the construction of two-dimensional,
non local Lorentz invariant gravitational models based on the diad (zweibein) field ea, and the study of
their potential cosmological solutions having Milne asymptotics. Hopefully, the characterization of such
solutions will permit us to better understand the sets E(g) and A(ea), where g represents Milne space,
and to say something solid in what concerns to question (b) raised in Sec. I.

III. 2D GRAVITY BASED PURELY ON TORSION

It is not hard to create 2D models of gravity based on the torsion, and to subsequently force the breaking
of the Lorentz invariance by introducing a sort of Weitzenböck gauge in which the spin connection is
zeroed, as needed in the pure diad approach. In this way, the torsion is just T a = dea and its local
components read T a

µν = ∂νe
a
µ − ∂µe

a
ν . It is important to remember that the Riemann-Weitzenböck link,

T = −R+ 2e−1∂ν(eT
µν

µ ), becomes more or less trivial in 2D

R = 2e−1∂ν(eT
µν

µ ), (12)
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because of the fact that T = SaTa = 0 due to the null character of the superpotential Sa in two spacetime
dimensions. The equation (12) is the manifestation of the topological nature of R in two dimensions. We
will consider thus the object

T = T a
µνT

µν
a , (13)

which is an invariant under coordinate changes and global Lorentz transformations, but not under LLT,
just like T . Having this building block in mind, the construction of non-local Lorentz invariant gravita-
tional actions in 2D is merely a matter of mimicking some of the 4D models in vogue, as f(T ) gravity and
Born-Infeld (determinantal) gravity developed in [16] and [17]. Along the lines of the former, we propose

If =
1

2κ

∫

e f(T) d2x + Imatter , (14)

where κ is a coupling constant with units of squared length. In turn, the latter calls for the 2D-Born-Infeld
like action [18]

IBI =
λ

2κ

∫ [√

| gµν + 2λ−1Fµν | −
√

| gµν |
]

d2x + Imatter , (15)

where | (...) | is a shorthand for the absolute value of the determinant of (...), and λ is the BI constant.
The tensor Fµν reads

Fµν = αAµν + β Bµν + γ Cµν , (16)

where in 2D the different contributions are

Aµν = TµσρT
σρ

ν , Bµν = TσµρT
σ ρ
ν , Cµν = gµνT. (17)

These three tensors are designed to verify Tr(Aµν) = Tr(Bµν) = T, being Cµν a pure trace term, so we
have Tr(Fµν ) = (α+ β + 2γ)T.
The equations of motion associated to the action (14) are obtained by varying with respect to the diad

components eaµ, and they are

− 4
[
T ρµaTρµν − e−1∂µ(e T

aµ
ν)
]
f ′ − 4T aµ

ν∂µT f ′′ + eaνf = 2κT a
ν , (18)

where f ′ and f ′′ refers to derivatives with respect to T. In the RHS of (18), T a
ν is the diad-projected

energy momentum tensor T a
ν = eaµT

µ
ν . These equations have an uncanny resemblance with the 4D-f(T )

equations; actually, they can be obtained from the f(T ) equations by replacing the superpotential Sa
µν

by the torsion T a
µν itself. We see then that, despite the simplicity of this model, we can augur a non

trivial and rich dynamical content.
In what respect to BI gravity, by factoring out e =

√
| gµν | in (15), we see that the action integral can

be written in the equivalent form

IBI =
λ

2κ

∫

e
[√

| I+ 2λ−1F | − 1
]

d2x + Imatter , (19)

where I is the identity and F = F ν
µ . We can explicitly write down the determinant as

| I+ 2λ−1
F |= 1 + 2λ−1 Tr(F) + 2λ−2 [Tr2(F)− Tr(F2)]. (20)

With the use of expressions (16) and (17) we can compute the two ingredients appearing in (20), namely

Tr(F) = (α+ β + 2γ)T, T r(F2) = D ν
µ D µ

ν +
γ

4
(γ + 2α+ 2β)T2, (21)

where D ν
µ = αA ν

µ + βB ν
µ and we used the fact that A ν

µ C µ
ν = B ν

µ C µ
ν = T

2 in the derivation of the
second equation (21). In this way, the determinant (20) reads

| I+ 2λ−1
F |= 1 + 2λ−1(α + β + 2γ)T+ 2λ−2 γ T2 − 2 δ λ−2 D ν

µ D µ
ν , (22)

being δ = δ(α, β, γ) a constant which is not important at the moment. We see thus that BI gravity in
general is not a sort of masked f(T) theory, due to the explicitly “non-scalar” contribution of the D µ

ν
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term at order λ−2. On the other hand, if we normalize according to α+ β + 2γ = 1, at the lowest order
we obtain the action

I↓ =
1

2κ

∫

eT d2x + Imatter , (23)

which of course, it is also the simplest f(T) theory we can conceive in two spacetime dimensions; the
motion equations associated to this action are easily obtained from (18) by considering f(T) = T, and
they are

T eaν − 4T σρaTσρν + 4 e−1∂µ (e T
aµ

ν) = 2κ T a
ν . (24)

This would be our basic working model for non-local Lorentz invariant, two-dimensional gravity based
on the torsion tensor alone. Curiously enough, this model contains a local Lorentz invariant sector, as
can be seen from the equations (24). Contracting these equations with the inverse diad e ν

a we have

− 2T+ 4 e−1∂µ (e T
aµ

ν) e
ν
a = 2κT, (25)

where T = T a
ν e

ν
a . Unfortunately, we found ourselves in the need of introducing yet another T -symbol,

this time, not related to the torsion T a, but to the energy-momentum tensor T a
µ instead. We hope the

context will be enough for distinguishing the various T -related objects appearing along these lines.
We see that T is a scalar under LLT, because T = Tµνe

µ
b e ν

a ηab = Tµνg
µν = Tr(Tµν). On the other

hand, the second term of the LHS can be written as

4 e−1∂µ (e T
aµ

ν) e
ν
a = 4 e−1∂µ (e T

µν
ν )− 4T aµ

ν ∂µe
ν
a (26)

= −2R− 2T aµ
ν (∂µe

ν
a − ∂νe

µ
a ) (27)

= 2(−R+ T). (28)

To arrive at (27) from (26), we have used (12) and the fact that T aµ
ν is antisymmetric in µ and ν; this

enabled us to antisymmetrize ∂µe
ν
a and to get another T ν

aµ to finally arrive at (28). We see that Eq.
(25) ends up being

R = −κT, (29)

which is no other than Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) model without Λ-term [19], [20] (see also [21] and [22]).
In this way, JT gravity appears as a local Lorentz invariant sector of the pure-torsion theory (23).

IV. NEAR HORIZON SYMMETRIES

A. Comparing the sets E(g) and A(ea)

Once we have presented several models for 2D-gravity, it is our intention to characterize the sets E(g)
and A(ea), where g represents Milne space. We are going to do this for the simplest 2D theory so far
treated, this is, the one given by the action (23). It is interesting to develop this subject in a staggered
way, with the purpose of trying to view things first more alike as in the metric mode, and to build upon
that later in order to understand E(g) and A(ea).
Milne space is a particular case of a cosmological model with metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)dx2, (30)

where a(t) = a1 t. Then, realizing that our gravitational action is constructed from the diad and its
first derivative, we immediately propose a zweibein with the structure eaµ = diag(1, a(t)), which certainly
conduces us to the line element (30). It is a simple matter to compute the only non-null component of
the torsion tensor, T x

t x = H , where H = ȧ/a is the 2D Hubble rate, and the corresponding T = 2H2.
To obtain the motion equations (24) is a bit more laborious, but at the end we get

H2 = κρ, H2 + Ḣ = κ(ρ− p)/2. (31)

Here, ρ and p are the energy density and pressure of the perfect fluid acting as a source of the equations
(T µ

ν = diag(−ρ, p)). We see that our model is not that unrealistic after all, it reproduces Friedmann
equation in a very simple setting. As usual, Eqs. (31) can be combined to obtain the conservation law

ρ̇+H(ρ+ p) = 0. (32)
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Additionally, if we impose p = ω ρ, this equation can be integrated to get

ρ(t) = ρ0 a(t)
−(1+ω), (33)

where ρ0 is a constant. In this way, Friedmann equation and (33) combine to give

H2 = κ ρ0 a(t)
−(1+ω). (34)

Equation (34) contains Milne space a(t) =
√
κ ρ0 t as a solution when ω = 1, i.e., for a radiation-

dominated Universe (it is clear that a scale factor linear in time solves the second equation (31) as well
when ω = 1). In order to be consistent with the previous notation, in the following we should call
a1 =

√
κ ρ0 (thus a1 > 0 at this level). So, from a metric perspective, there is little more to say; Milne

metric is a solution of the theory, and the diad eaµ = diag(1, a1 t) is not much more than a tool in order to
get it. Furthermore, the value of a1 > 0 is irrelevant; the coordinate change (6) brings Milne metric into
ds2 = −(dx0)2 + (dx1)2 irrespective of the value of a1. In other words, the geometry –the Milne wedge

x0 > x1– is not influenced by the constant a1.
From a pure diad approach, in turn, the above conclusion is rather insufficient. The diad eaµ =

diag(1, a1 t) is just one among many others describing the space under consideration. The whole set of
admissible diads consistent with the metric ds2 = −dt2+a21 t

2dx2 (and hopefully, their physical meaning),
should be an outcome of the theory as well. So, in order to comprehend the set A(ea), we need to boost
the (almost fortuitously found) seed diad eaµ = diag(1, a1 t) and to ask for the invariance of T. On the
other hand, a characterization of E(Milne) will involve to solve the full equations for the entire diad field
under the assumption of a linear scale factor. In the following paragraphs we will discuss these subjects.
However, we should comment first on a subtle point. The relation a1 =

√
κ ρ0 was a consequence of the

Eqs. (31), which were obtained prior to the action of any Lorentz boost on the diad. So, when boosting
the seed diad, as we are going to do in a moment, we need to contemplate the possibility of having
another constant in front of the linear scale factor; in other words, the linear coefficient a1 does not need
to be

√
κ ρ0 any longer. Its value (or rather, its form) will be dictated by the boosted equations.

In this way, if we locally boost Milne seed diad eaµ = diag(1, a1 t), we obtain

e1 = cosh[φ(t, x)] dt + a1 t sinh[φ(t, x)] dx,

e2 = sinh[φ(t, x)] dt + a1 t cosh[φ(t, x)] dx. (35)

Here the booston φ(t, x) appeared; its dependence on the spacetime coordinates should be kept in mind
from now on. From (35) we compute the non-trivial torsion components

T t
t x = a1 t φ̇, T x

t x =
a1 − φ′

a1 t
, (36)

where φ̇ = ∂φ/∂t and φ′ = ∂φ/∂x. Straightforwardly, we can obtain T as

T =
2(a1 − φ′)2

a21 t
2

− 2φ̇2. (37)

This simple result permits us to fully characterize the remnant symmetries associated to Milne space. As
a matter of fact, the value of T corresponding to the seed diad eaµ = diag(1, a1 t), this is T = 2 t−2, is
unchanged provided the booston verifies

φ(t, x) = φ0 x+ φt log(t) + φ1, φ2
t =

φ0

a1

(
φ0

a1
− 2

)

, (38)

where φ0 and φ1 are integration constants. Then, apart from the full spacetime dependence, we have
two cases of interest: (1) The constant (trivial) booston φ = φ1, which is obtained by taking φ0 = 0.
(2) The purely spatial, linear booston, φ(x) = 2a1 x + φ1, obtained by taking φt = 0, this is φ0 = 2a1.
Additionally, although no purely temporal booston arises as a remnant symmetry, it certainly does in
the limit a1 → 0, φ0 → 0, provided φ0/a1 = O(1) in that limit. However, we need to be aware that the
limit a1 → 0 makes the “metric sector” to blow up, except when t → ∞, so this really makes sense only
asymptotically in time.

Now, we will move on to what is more important, this is, the study of the set E(Milne), which involves
the characterization of the full motion equations (24) adapted to the boosted diad (35). Taking this into
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account, the equations result

φ′′ − a1t φ
′ φ̇ = 0, (39)

φ̈+ t−1φ̇ (1− a−1
1 φ′) = 0, (40)

t−2(1− b− a−2
1 φ′ 2) + 2 a−1

1 t−1φ̇′ − φ̇2 = 0, (41)

where b = κ ρ0 a
−2
1 . This constant is thus representative of the matter content through the energy density.

Of course, the constant booston trivially solves the system (39)-(41) with b = 1 (this is a1 =
√
κ ρ0, as

before). On the other hand, if φ = φ(x) alone, then Eq. (40) is immediately solved, while the other two
give us

φ(x) = φ0 x+ φ1, φ2
0 = a21 − κ ρ0 = a21(1− b), (42)

with constant φ1. We can inquire whether or not a purely temporal solution of the system (39)-(41)
actually exists. This seems to be the case, for if φ = φ(t) alone, Eq. (39) is solved at once, and the other
two lead us to

φ(t) = φ̃0 log(t) + φ1, φ̃2
0 = 1− b. (43)

Finally, we can obtain yet another solution by changing to a new variable, namely

φ(z) = log(z) + z0, z =
a1x− log(t)

a1x+ log(t)
, b = 1. (44)

We are now in position to discuss some similarities and differences present in both sets A(ea) and
E(Milne). Beyond the constant booston, which is an element belonging to both sets, we see that the
general remnant booston (38) is solution of the equations (41), only if φt = 0 and φ2

0 = a21(1− b). This is
just the linear booston φ = 2a1x + φ1, but a

2
1 = −κ ρ0/3, which makes sense only if the energy density

is negative. So, we conclude that linear, purely spatial symmetries belong to the two sets A(ea) and
E(Milne), but the coefficient of the linear term is different depending to what set we are looking at. Of
course, what is ultimately important is the characterization of the set E(Milne), and the symmetries
arising from the study of A(ea) should be only a guide to know it. We see, thus, that A(ea) really do its
job partially by providing us a correct spatial sub-sector of E(Milne).
The relation between A(ea) and E(Milne) in what concerns to the temporal sub-sector is even more

tenuous. As mentioned in point (3) above, the temporal sub-sector exist only asymptotically at the level

of the remnant symmetries. The identification φ2
t ↔ φ̃2

0 needed to put the two symmetries in contact (see
Eq. (43)) requires

φ0

a1

(
φ0

a1
− 2

)

↔ 1− κ ρ0
a21

, (45)

as long as a1 → 0 and φ0 → 0. This tells us that both symmetries exactly coincide when, besides these
limits, we have also ρ0 → 0 properly (vacuum case).
There is no way in which the spacetime booston (44) could have been anticipated from the remnant

symmetries (38). It simply emerges as a pure symmetry belonging to E(Milne), but not to A(ea). It
is actually somewhat rare; it is valid only for b = 1, this is, for a21 = κ ρ0, just as the constant (global)
booston. However, (44) is topologically disconnected from the global booston, and in particular, to the
group identity. The global symmetry cannot be obtained from (44) by muting integration constants.

B. Physical interpretation of E(Milne)

We can actually extract some physical meaning from the symmetries just found, at least in some cases.
Here the coordinate changes associated to the three stages discussed in section II will prove to be very
valuable. In that opportunity, we were focused on how to understand the near-horizon geometry (i.e.,
the metric) on either side of the horizon. Now, instead, having obtained the boostons adapted to Milne
metric (near horizon geometry viewed from the inside), we are interested in discovering how they look like
from the exterior, Rindler-like description. It is important to take into account that no further Lorentz
boost will be performed; we only need to know how the already obtained symmetries look from outside
–and near to– the horizon.
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Just to be concise, let us consider the linear booston of Eq. (42). We are behind the interpretation
of the local symmetries, so let us fix φ1 = 0. The corresponding coordinate changes acting on the diad
unfold in the following manner:

Stage one (Eq. (9)): from (t, x) to (T̄ , x). The diad looks

e1 = (2a1T̄ − 1)−1/2 cosh[φ0 x] dT̄ + (2a1T̄ − 1)1/2 sinh[φ0 x] dx,

e2 = (2a1T̄ − 1)−1/2 sinh[φ0 x] dT̄ + (2a1T̄ − 1)1/2 cosh[φ0 x] dx. (46)

Stage two (Eq. (10)): from (T̄ , x) to (T, x̄). Here we have

e1 = (1− 2a1x̄)
−1/2 cosh[φ0 T ] dx̄+ (1 − 2a1x̄)

1/2 sinh[φ0 T ] dT,

e2 = (1− 2a1x̄)
−1/2 sinh[φ0 T ] dx̄+ (1− 2a1x̄)

1/2 cosh[φ0 T ] dT. (47)

Stage three (Eq. (11)): from (T, x̄) to (T,X). Finally, the diad acquires the form

e1 = cosh[φ0 T ] dX + (1− a1X) sinh[φ0 T ] dT,

e2 = sinh[φ0 T ] dX + (1− a1X) cosh[φ0 T ] dT. (48)

This last expression contains valuable information. Of course, the frame (48) leads to the 2D Rindler line
element of Eq. (11) for any value of φ0 = a1

√
1− b (see Eq. (42)). However, when φ0 = a1 something

peculiar happens, for in that case (48) corresponds exactly to the diad carried by an uniformly accelerated
observer with acceleration a1 in Minkowski space. In other words, the frame

e1 = cosh[a1T ] dX + (1− a1X) sinh[a1T ] dT,

e2 = sinh[a1T ] dX + (1− a1X) cosh[a1T ] dT, (49)

is constructed from coordinates adapted to constant accelerated motion in flat space, see a detailed
exposition in [23]. Remember that a1 = 1/4M is the surface gravity, so the bigger the black hole
mass, the smaller the acceleration experienced near the horizon. Interesting enough is the fact that this
interpretation occurs only when b = 0, which corresponds to the vacuum case. This is possible because
Milne space emerges as a solution of the equations (24) also in the vacuum case, at the expense of
having local extra degrees of freedom encoded in the diad. In other words, a sector of E(Milne) (linear
booston) generates not only the Rindler near-horizon geometry experienced by a radial observer in the
Schwarzschild black hole, but it also can be consistently interpreted as an observer in constant accelerated
motion in pure vacuum. This happens as well for the temporal booston of Eq. (43), but the acceleration
has to be fixed to an unitary value in that case, see Ref. [14].

V. FAR FROM THE HORIZON: A QUICK LOOK TO MINKOWSKI SPACE

The simplicity of 2D gravity allows to go further and to face yet another fundamental question. What
is Minkowski space according to these models? This question is not only important for determining a
correct vacuum, but also to figure out the links between local and global aspects within these frameworks.
This very question was raised before in the context of 4D-f(T ) gravity, see some developments in Ref.
[24].
The full set of diads adapted to 2D Minkowski space is basically the result of a local Lorentz boost

applied to the Euclidean diad eaµ = δaν , this is e
b
ν = ∆b

a δ
a
ν . Then we have

e1 = cosh[φ(t, x)] dt + sinh[φ(t, x)] dx,

e2 = sinh[φ(t, x)] dt + cosh[φ(t, x)] dx, (50)

which plugged into (24) give us

φ′′ − φ′ φ̇ = 0, φ̈− φ′ φ̇ = 0, φ̇2 − 2φ̇′ + φ′ 2 = 0. (51)

It is clear that no purely spatial or temporal solutions exist. In turn, the first two equations imply�
2φ = 0,

which is solved in outgoing and ingoing null coordinates V = t−x and U = t+x by φ = φV −φU , where
φU ≡ φU (U) and φV ≡ φV (V ) are arbitrary (twice differentiable) functions of the null coordinates. If we
then replace φ in the last equation (51), we find

φU = log(u0U + u1), φV = log(v0 V + v1), (52)
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which automatically solves the first two for arbitrary constants ui, vi, i = 0, 1. These are the boostons
adapted to Minkowski space, i.e., the set E(Minkowski). The results are clearer if we write down the
diad (50) in null coordinates. If we use Cosh[Log(y)] = (1 + y2)/2y and Sinh[Log(y)] = (−1 + y2)/2y,
we can split the diad into two independent propagating “modes”, namely

e1out =
dU + dV

2(v0 V + v1)
, e2out =

dU − dV

2(v0 V + v1)
, (53)

e1in =
dU + dV

2(u0U + u1)
, e2in =

dU − dV

2(u0 U + u1)
. (54)

According to this model, Minkowski space is then characterized by the propagating modes (53) and (54),
which generate the metric ds2 = −dUdV . The entire diad is parametrized by the constants v0 and u0;
global, non propagating diads require v0 = u0 = 0. However, an important point should be kept in mind:
the solutions (53) and (54) are not valid on the past and future null cones defined by V = −v1/v0 and
U = −u1/u0 provided v0 6= 0 and u0 6= 0. This is not a problem of the coordinates, it is in fact an
intrinsic property of the solutions. In this sense, a global well defined parallelization, this is, a global,
smooth fields of diads is only obtained when v0 and u0 are both null (global booston). Hence, it is obvious
that the set E(Minkowski) contains more than just geometry, because it carries information concerning
global aspects.
On the other hand we can easily compute T from (50), obtaining the limpid result

T = −2 ηµνφ,µ φ,ν . (55)

Due to the fact that T = 0 for the Euclidean diad, the remnant symmetries require ηµνφ,µ φ,ν = 0,
which is satisfied for arbitrary functions f(U) and g(V ) of the null coordinates separately, but not for a
combination of the two. In this way, the boostons (52) are in A(δaν), but φ = φV − φU is not a booston
belonging to A(δaν). Apparently, this is the closest we can be of establishing a link between A(δaν) and
E(Minkowski).

VI. FINAL COMMENTS

Simple models for 2D-torsional gravity have shown several enlightening results in what concerns to
the understanding of the local symmetries arising in the study of their 4D counterparts. Once we have
acknowledged that the near horizon, Schwarzschild geometry adapted to radial motion is inextricably
related to 2D Milne model, the theory described by the action (23) and the equations (24) was fully
characterized under those circumstances. To fully characterized Milne space in this context means that
one is capable to obtain from the motion equations, all the diads compatible with Milne metric. This set
of diads, which we entitled E(Milne), is given by (35) with the boostons φ(t, x) of Eqs. (42), (43) and
(44). Furthermore, the simplicity of the 2D action enables to inquire on which LLT leave invariant the
value of T corresponding to the Milne seed diad, namely, the remnant group associated to Milne space,
A(Milne).
An important lesson coming from the characterization of these two sets is the fact that they are essen-

tially different in general, even though they may share some elements. This is an important conclusion
because normally it is much easier to obtain A(ea) than E(g), but we do know now that to assume
elements belonging to the latter by having (even partial) information about the former, could be defi-
nitely wrong. It is worth of noticing that the general discrepancy between the two sets comes not from
freezing degrees of freedom at the level of the action –i.e., it is not due to symmetric criticality violations
[25]– but as a consequence of the manifestly non local Lorentz invariant character of the action. Some
connections between the two sets remain, though. This is evident for the null T representative of the
Euclidean diad associated to Minkowski space. Null modes are remnant symmetries which, in turn, are
further constrained by the motion equations, as Eq. (52) shows.
At the end, what is important is the set E(g), and its interpretation beyond the metric point of view.

By means of the Milne-Rindler “bridge”, which links the near-horizon description on either side of the
Schwarzschild horizon, we were able to extract a physical interpretation of the preferred diads arising as
a consequence of the breaking of the local Lorentz invariance. Some of the local symmetries, as (42) and
(43), represent uniformly accelerated observers whose acceleration is given by the surface gravity of the
Schwarzschild black hole. In this way, the action (23) contains a sector controlling the local geometry
(this sector is governed by the contracted equations (25) conducing to the JT equation (29)), and another
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one dictating the full orientation of the diad. In a way, this last sector tells us how a free falling observer
should perceive the local geometry. Both aspects, the local geometry and the state of motion, are encoded
in the diad field. In this sense, the set E(g) contains more than geometry, because global aspects –like
the presence of a Rindler horizon– are also contained in E(g). In GR, those global aspects are put by
hand, so to speak; they appear as intricate coordinates changes which restrict the range of certain charts,
as the Rindler chart, for instance. Perhaps it would be helpful in the future to think more frequently on
this global-local marriage when dealing with tetrad-based, non-local Lorentz invariant theories as f(T )
gravity.
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[7] M. Krššák and E. N. Saridakis, Class. Quantum Grav. 33 (2016) 115009.
[8] A. Golovnev, T. Koivisto and M. Sandstad, Class. Quantum Grav. 34 (2017) 145013.
[9] D. Blixt, R. Ferraro, A. Golovnev, M. J. Guzmán, Phys. Rev. D105 (2022) 084029.

[10] R. Ferraro, F. Fiorini, Phys. Rev. D91 (2015) 064019.
[11] C. Bejarano, R. Ferraro, F. Fiorini and M. J. Guzmán, Universe 5 (2019) 158.
[12] A. Golovnev, Class. Quantum Grav. 38 (2021) 197001.
[13] M. Hohmann, Int. J. Geom. Methods Mod. Phys. 19, supp01 (2021) 2240001.
[14] F. Fiorini and A. Paliathanasis, Class. Quantum Grav. 39 (2022) 095003.
[15] R. Kantowski and R. K. Sachs, J. Math. Phys. 7 (1966) 443.
[16] F. Fiorini, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013) 041104.
[17] F. Fiorini, N. Vattuone, Phys. Lett. B763 (2016) 45.
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