arXiv:0706.2319v1 [gr-qc] 15 Jun 2007

ANALYSING THE ELASTICITY DIFFERENCE TENSOR OF GENERAL RELATIVITY

E.G.L.R.VAZ^∗ AND IRENE BRITO^♮

Abstract. The elasticity difference tensor, used in [1] to describe elasticity properties of a continuous medium filling a space-time, is here analysed from the point of view of the space-time connection. Principal directions associated with this tensor are compared with eigendirections of the material metric. Examples concerning spherically symmetric and axially symmetric space-times are then presented.

1. Introduction

In recent years there has been a growing interest in the theory of general relativistic elasticity. Based on the classical Newtonian elasticity theory going back to the 17th century and Hooke’s law, some authors began to adapt the theory of elasticity to the relativity due to the necessity to study many astrophysical problems as the interaction between the gravitational field and an elastic solid body in the description of stellar matter, as well as to understand the interaction of gravitational waves and gravitational radiation and to study deformations of neutron star crusts. One of the first elastic phenomenon considered in the relativistic context was Weber’s observation of the elastic response of an aluminium cylinder to gravitational radiation and the detection of gravitational waves [2], [3] and [4]. Neutron stars have attracted attention since it has been argued [5] that the crusts of neutron stars are in elastic states and since it has been established the existence of a solid crust and speculated the possibility of solid cores in neutron stars, [6], [7], [8]. There were many attempts to formulate a relativistic version of elasticity theory. Thereby laws of non relativistic continuum mechanics had to be reformulated in a relativistic way. The study of elastic media in special relativity was firstly carried out by Noether [9] in 1910 and by Born [10], Herglotz [11] and Nordström [12] in 1911. The discussion of elasticity theory in general relativity started with Synge [13], De Witt [14], Rayner [15], Bennoun [16], [17], Hernandez [18] and Maugin [19]^1. In 1973 Carter and Quintana [20] developed a relativistic formulation of the concept of a perfectly elastic solid and constructed a quasi-Hookean perfect elasticity theory suitable for applications to high-pressure neutron star matter. Recently, Karlovini and Samuelsson [1] gave an important contribution to this topic, extending the results of Carter and Quintana (see also [21], [22]). Other relevant formulations of elasticity in the framework of general relativity were given by Kijowski and Magli ([23], [24]) who presented a gauge-type theory of relativistic elastic media and a corresponding generalization [25]. The same authors also studied interior solutions of the Einstein field equations in elastic media ([26], [27]). The recent increasing consideration of relativistic elasticity in the literature shows

1Relativistic elasticity has been treated in the mid-20th century until the early seventies by many other authors. For further references, see, for example, [19], and for later references see also [23], [1].

the win of recognition and importance of this topic, motivating for a detailed study of quantities used in this context, the elasticity difference tensor defined in [1] being one of them. This tensor occurs in the relativistic Hadamard elasticity tensor and in the Euler equations for elastic matter. However, one can recognize the geometric role of the elasticity difference tensor, since, in principle, it can be used to understand the influence of the material metric (inheriting elastic properties) on the curvature of the space-time.

Here, in section 2, general results about relativistic elasticity are presented. In section 3, the elasticity difference tensor is analysed and principal directions associated with this tensor are compared with the eigendirections of the pulled-back material metric. A specific orthonormal tetrad is introduced to write a general form of the elasticity difference tensor, which brings in Ricci rotation coefficients used in the 1 + 3 formalism [28] and the linear particle densities.

Finally, in section 4, we apply the results obtained to a static spherically symmetric space-time and an axially symmetric non-rotating space-time. The software Maple GRTensor was used to perform some calculations.

2. General results

Let (M, g) be a space-time manifold, i.e. a 4-dimensional, paracompact, Hausdorff, smooth manifold endowed with a Lorentz metric g of signature (−, +, +, +), U being a local chart around a point p ∈ M. Suppose that U is filled with a continuum material. The material space X is an abstract 3-dimensional manifold, each point in X representing an idealized particle of the material. Moreover, the space-time configuration of the material is described by a mapping Ψ : U ⊂ M −→ X , which associates to each point p of the space-time the particle p̄ of the material which coincides with p at a certain time. Therefore Ψ^{−1}(p̄) represents the flowline of the particle p̄. The operators push-forward Ψ_∗ and pull-back Ψ^∗ will be used to take contravariant tensors from M to X and covariant tensors from X to M, respectively, in the usual way.

If {ξ^A} (A = 1, 2, 3) is a coordinate system in X and {ω^a} (a = 0, 1, 2, 3)^2 a coordinate system in U ⊂ M, then the configuration of the material can be described by the fields ξ^A = ξ^A(ω^a). The mapping Ψ_∗ : T_pM −→ T_{Ψ(p)}X gives rise to a (3 × 4) matrix (the relativistic deformation gradient) whose entries are ξ^A_a =^{∂ξA}_{∂ωa} . Assuming that the world-lines of the particles Ψ^{−1}(p̄) are timelike, the relativistic deformation gradient is required to have maximal rank and the vector fields u^a ∈ T_pM, satisfying u^aξ^B_a = 0, are required to be timelike and future oriented. The vector field u^a is the velocity field of the matter and its components obey u^au_a = −1, u^aξ^B_a = 0 and u^0 > 0, [23].

One needs to consider, in the material space X , a Riemannian metric η_{AB} , describing the “rest frame” space distances between particles calculated in the “locally relaxed state” or in the “unsheared state” of the material and often taken as the material metric. These approaches are presented in [23] and in [1], respectively.

2Capital Latin indices A,B,... range from 1 to 3 and denote material indices. Small Latin

indices a,b,... take the values 0,1,2,3 and denote space-time indices.

Let ϵ_{ABC} be the volume form of η_{AB} , with Ψ^∗ϵ_{ABC} = ϵ_{abc} = ϵ_{abcd}u^d. The particle density form is n_{ABC} = nϵ_{ABC} , with n the particle density yielding the number of particles in a volume of X when integrated over that volume. One can define, see [1], a new tensor k_{AB} , which has n_{ABC} as its volume form and is conformal to η_{AB} : k_{AB} = n^{23} η_{AB} . This tensor will be taken as the material metric in X . The pull-back of the material metric k_{ab} = Ψ^∗k_{AB} = ξ^A_a ξ^B_b k_{AB} (1) and the (usual) projection tensor h_{ab} = g_{ab} + u_au_b (2) are Riemannian metric tensors on the subspace of T_pM orthogonal to u^a. These tensors are symmetric and satisfy k_{ab}u^a = 0 = h_{ab}u^a.

The state of strain of the material can be measured by the relativistic strain tensor, according to e.g. [26], [27]: s_{ab} = 1 2 (h_{ab} − η_{ab}) = 1 2 (h_{ab} − n^{− 23} k_{ab}). (3)

This tensor is also named as constant volume shear tensor (see [20], [1]). The material is said to be “locally relaxed” at a particular point of space-time if the material metric and the projection tensor agree at that point, i.e. if the strain tensor vanishes.

When considering elastic matter sources in general relativity, one is confined to a stress-energy tensor taking the form T_{ab} = −ρg_{ab} + 2^{∂ρ}_{∂gab} = ρu_au_b + p_{ab}, where p_{ab} = 2^{∂ρ}_{∂gab} − ρh_{ab}, the energy density being written, for convenience, as ρ = nϵ, ϵ being the energy per particle.

Choosing an orthonormal tetrad {u, x, y, z} in M, with u in the direction of the velocity field of the matter and x, y, z spacelike vectors, satisfying the orthogonality conditions −u_au^a = x_ax^a = y_ay^a = z_az^a = 1, all other inner products being zero, the space-time metric can be written as g_{ab} = −u_au_b + h_{ab} = −u_au_b + x_ax_b + y_ay_b + z_az_b. (4) Here we will choose the spacelike vectors of the tetrad along the eigendirections of k^a_b = g^{ac}k_{cb}, so that k_{ab} = n^2_1 x_ax_b + n^2 y_ay_b + n^2_3 z_az_b, (5) where n^2_1, n^2 and n^2_3 are the (positive) eigenvalues of k^b_a. The linear particle densities n_1, n_2 and n_3 satisfy n = n_1n_2n_3. It should be noticed that those eigenvectors are automatically orthogonal whenever the eigenvalues referred above are distinct. However, if the eigenvalues are not all distinct, the eigendirections associated to the same eigenvalue can (and will) be chosen orthogonal.

It is convenient to consider the spatially projected connection D_a acting on an arbitrary tensor field t^{b...}_{c...} as follows: D_at^{b...}_{c...} = h^d_ah^b_e...h^f_c ...∇_dt^{e...}_{f...}. (6) Here ∇ is the connection associated with g and one has D_ah_{bc} = 0. Another operator D̃, such that its action on the same tensor is D̃_at^{b...}_{c...} = h^d_ah^b_e...h^f_c ... ~∇_dt^{e...}_{f...} (7) is also considered. One has D̃_bX^a = D_bX^a + S^a_{bc}X^c, (8) for any space-time vector field X. The tensor field S^a_{bc} is the elasticity difference tensor introduced by Karlovini and Samuelsson in [1]. This third order tensor can be written as S^a_{bc} = 1 2 k^{−am}(D_bk_{mc} + D_ck_{mb} − D_mk_{bc}), (9) where k^{−am} is such that k^{−am}k_{mb} = h^a_b . This tensor is used by the same authors to write the Hadamard elasticty tensor, used to describe elasticity properties in space-time, and the Euler equations ∇_bT^{ab} = 0 for elastic matter.

The covariant derivative of the timelike unit vector field u can be decomposed as follows u_{a;b} = −u̇_au_b + D_bu_a = −u̇_au_b + 1 3 Θh_{ab} + σ_{ab} + ω_{ab}, (10)

where u̇_α is the acceleration, σ_{αβ} , the symmetric tracefree rate of shear tensor field, ω_{αβ} , the antisymmetric vorticity tensor field and Θ, the expansion scalar field for the congruence associated with u.

3. Properties of the Elasticity Difference Tensor

Here we will investigate the algebraic properties of the elasticity difference tensor. This tensor, important when studying elasticity within the framework of general relativity, is related to the connection of the space-time, as shown in the previous section. The following two properties of the elasticity difference tensor are straightforward:

(i) it is symmetric in the two covariant indices, i. e. S^a_{bc} = S^a_{cb}; (11) (ii) it is a completely flowline orthogonal tensor field, i.e. S^a_{bc}u_a = 0 = S^a_{bc}u^b = S^a_{bc}u^c. (12)

The elasticity difference tensor can be approached using the space-time connection, as will be shown here.

It is a well known result that the difference between two connections ~∇ and ∇, associated with two different metrics g̃ and g, respectively, defined on U, is the following (1, 2) tensor:

C^n_{ml} = Γ̃^n_{ml} − Γ^n_{ml}, (13) Γ̃n_{ml} and Γn_{ml} being the Christoffel symbols associated with those two metrics. In a local chart, this tensor can be written as ([29], [30]) C^n_{ml} = 1 2 g̃^{np}(g̃_{pm;l} + g̃_{pl;m} − g̃_{ml;p}), (14) where g̃^{np} is such that g̃^{np}g̃_{pr} = δ^n_r and a semi-colon ; represents the covariant derivative with respect to g. The difference tensor C^n_{ml} can be used to write the difference of the Riemann and the Ricci tensors associated with the two metrics in the following form (see e.g. [31]): R̃^a_{bcd} − R^a_{bcd} = −C^a_{bd;c} + C^a_{bc;d} − C^a_{lc}C^l_{bd} + C^a_{ld}C^l_{bc} (15) and R̃_{bd} − R_{bd} = −C^a_{bd;a} + C^a_{ba;d} − C^a_{la}C^l_{bd} + C^a_{ld}C^l_{ba}. (16)

The projection of the difference tensor orthogonally to u is defined by the expression

h^a_n h^m_b h^l_c C^n_{ml}. (17)

When the connections used to define the difference tensor are associated with the metrics g_{ab} = −u_au_b +h_{ab} and g̃_{ab} = −u_au_b +k_{ab}, then the corresponding difference tensor, projected according to (17), yields (9) i.e. the elasticity difference tensor defined in the previous section.

Under this approach, the elasticity difference tensor is the projection, orthogonal to u, of the difference between two connections, one associated with the space-time metric and the other with the metric g̃_{ab} = −u_au_b + k_{ab}, where k_{ab} is the pull-back of the material metric k_{AB} .

Calculating the spatially projected versions of equation (15), using (6) and (17), yields the following expression for the difference of the Riemann tensors:

h^f_m h^n_g h^p_e h^q_h [ h^m_a h^b_n h^c_p h^d_q (R̃^a_{bcd} − R^a_{bcd})] = −D_eS^f_{gh} + D_hS^f_{ge} − S^f_{ke}S^k_{gh} + S^f_{kh}S^k_{ge}. (18) The spatially projection of (16), the difference of the Ricci tensors, can be obtained analogously by equating the indices a = c in the last expression.

Therefore, these expressions, which contain the elasticity difference tensor, give the difference between the Riemann and Ricci tensors associated with the metrics referred to above.

Now we will obtain the tetrad components of the elasticity difference tensor. To do so, it is more convenient to use the following notation for the orthonormal tetrad: e^a_μ = (e^a_0 , e^a_1, e^a_2 , e^a_3 ) = (u^a, x^a, y^a, z^a). Tetrad indices will be represented by greek letters from the second half or the first half of the alphabet according to their variation as follows: μ, ν, ρ... = 0 − 3 and α, β, γ... = 1 − 3. The Einstein summation convention and the notation for the symmetric part of tensors will only be applied to coordinate indices, unless otherwise stated. The operation of raising and lowering tetrad indices will be performed with η_{μν} = η^{μν} = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) and one has g_{ab} = e_{μa}e_{νb}η^{μν} .

Writing the Ricci rotation coefficients as γ_{μνρ} = e_{μa;b}e^a_ν e^b_ρ, the tetrad components of the elasticity difference tensor can be obtained using the standard relationship

S^α_{βγ} = S^a_{bc}e^α_a e^b_βe^c_γ (19)

the result being S^α_{βγ} = 1 2n^2_α [ ( n^2_α − n^2_γ ) γ^α_{γβ} + ( n^2_α − n^2_β ) γ^α_{βγ} + ( n^2_γ − n^2_β ) γ^α_{βγ} + D_n(n^2_α)e^n_β δ^α_γ

+ D_p(n^2_α)e^p_γ δ^α_β − D_l(n^2_β )e^{lα}δ_{βγ} ].

(20)

An alternative form for the last expression is: S^α_{βγ} = 1 2 [(1 − ϵ_{γα})γ^α_{γβ} + (1 − ϵ_{βα})γ^α_{βγ} + (ϵ_{γα} − ϵ_{βα})γ^α_{βγ} + m_{βα}δ^α_γ + m_{γα}δ^α_β − m^α_β δ_{βγ} ϵ_{βα}], (21)

where ϵ_{γα} = ( n^2_γ n^2_α ) and m^α_β = D_a(ln n^2_β)e^{aα}.

The Ricci rotation coefficients, when related to the quantities used in the decomposition (10), can be split into the set [32]:

γ_{0α0} = u̇_α (22) γ_{0αβ} = 1 3 Θδ_{αβ} + σ_{αβ} − ϵ_{αβγ} ω^γ (23) γ_{αβ0} = −ϵ_{αβγ} Ω^γ (24) γ_{αβγ} = −A_αδ_{βγ} + A_β δ_{αγ} − 1 2 (ϵ_{γδα}N^δ_β − ϵ_{γδβ}N^δ_α + ϵ_{αβδ}N^δ_γ ). (25)

The quantities A and N appear in the decomposition of the spatial commutation functions Γ^α_{βγ} = γ^α_{γβ} − γ^α_{βγ} , given in [33], where N is a symmetric object. The elasticity difference tensor can be expressed using three second order symmetric tensors, here designated as M_{bcα} , α = 1, 2, 3, as follows:

S^a_{bc} = M_{bc1} x^a + M_{bc2} y^a + M_{bc3} z^a = 3∑ α=1 M_{bcα} e^a_α. (26) Here we will study some properties of the three tensors M_{bcα} in order to understand until which extent the principal directions of the pulled back material metric remain privileged directions of the elasticity difference tensor, i.e. of the tensors M_{bcα} , by studying the eigenvalue-eigenvector problem for these second order tensors. First, we will obtain a general expression for M_{bcα} , α = 1, 2, 3, which depends explicitely on the orthonormal tetrad vectors, the Ricci rotation coefficients and the linear particle densities n_α. This comes from the contraction of S^a_{bc} in (9) with each one of the spatial tetrad vectors, followed by the use of the relationships (5), (6) and appropriate simplifications. The final result is M_{bcα} = u^m(e_{αm;(b}u_{c)} + u_{(b}e_{αc);m}) + e_{α(b;c)} − e^m_α e_{α(c}e_{αb);m} + γ_{0αα} u_{(b}e_{αc)} − γ_{0α0} u_bu_c + 1 n_α [2n_{α,(b}e_{αc)} + 2n_{α,m}u^mu_{(b}e_{αc)} + n_{α,m}e^m_α e_{αb}e_{αc}] + 1 n^2_α {−e^m_α (e_{βb}e_{βc}n_β n_{β,m} + e_{γb}e_{γc}n_γ n_{γ,m}) + n^2_γ [(γ_{0γα} − γ_{αγ0})u_{(b}e_{γc)} + e^m_α (e_{γm;(b}e_{γc)} − e_{γ(b}e_{γc);m})] + n^2_β [(γ_{0βα} − γ_{αβ0})u_{(b}e_{βc)} + e^m_α (e_{βm;(b}e_{βc)} − e_{β(b}e_{βc);m})]},

(27)

where γ ≠ β ≠ α, for one pair (β, γ), a comma being used for partial derivatives. It should be noticed that this expression also contains the non-spatial Ricci rotation coefficients given in (22), (23) and (24).

Naturally, the expressions obtained for M_{bcα} still satisfy the conditions M_{bcα} u^b = 0.

The eigenvalue-eigenvector problem for M_{bcα} is quite difficult to solve in general. However, one can investigate the conditions for the tetrad vectors to be eigenvectors of those tensors, the results being summarized in the two following theorems.

Intrinsic derivatives of arbitrary scalar fields Φ, as derivatives along tetrad vectors, will be represented Δ_{eα} and defined as: Δ_{eα} Φ = Φ_{,m}e^m_α , where a comma is is used for partial derivatives.

Theorem 1. The tetrad vector e_α is an eigenvector for M_α iff n_α remains invariant along the two spatial tetrad vectors e_β , such that β ≠ α i.e. Δ_{eβ} (ln n_α) = 0 whenever β ≠ α.

The corresponding eigenvalue is λ = Δ_{eα} (ln n_α).

Proof: In order to solve this eigenvector-eigenvalue equation the following algebraic conditions are used M^c_{bα} e^b_αe_{αc} = λ, (28)

M^c_{bα} e^b_αe_{βc} = 0 (29) and M^c_{bα} e^b_αe_{γc} = 0, (30)

where γ ≠ β ≠ α. Using the orthogonality conditions satisfied by the tetrad vectors and the properties of the rotation coefficients, namely the fact that they are anti-symmetric on the first pair of indices, (29) and (30) yield Δ_{eβ} (ln n_α) = 0 = Δ_{eγ} (ln n_α) so that Δ_{eβ} n_α = 0 = Δ_{eγ} n_α. On the other hand from (28) one obtains λ = Δ_{eα} (ln n_α).

It should be noticed that λ = 0 whenever n_α remains constant along e_α. However this condition is equivalent to n_α = c, with c a constant. In this case, k_{ab} = c^2 e_{αa}e_{αb} + ∑ β≠α n^2_βe_{βa}e_{βb}. □ Theorem 2. e_β is an eigenvector of M_α iff the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) Δ_{eβ} (ln n_α) = 0, i.e. n_α remains invariant along the direction of e_β; (ii) γ_{αγβ}[n^2_α − n^2_γ ] + γ_{αβγ} [n^2_α − n^2_β] + γ_{βγα}[n^2_γ − n^2_β ] = 0, where γ ≠ β ≠ α for one pair (β, γ).

The corresponding eigenvalue is λ = −^{nβ}_{n2α} Δ_{eα} n_β + γ_{αββ}(−^{n2β}_{n2α} + 1).

Proof: Contracting M^c_{bα} e^b_β = λe^c_β with e_{αc} one obtains Δ_{eβ} (ln n_α) = 0. This condition is satisfied whenever Δ_{eβ} n_α = 0. The second condition results from M^c_{bα} e^b_β e_{γc} = 0. And contracting M^c_{bα} e^b_β = λe^c_β with e_{βc} yields the eigenvalue λ. The used simplifications are based on the orthogonality conditions of the tetrad vectors and on the properties of the rotation coefficients.

Notice that the two conditions are satisfied if n_α = n_β = n_γ = c, where c is a constant. The consequence of this is that λ = 0. In this case, k_{ab} = c^2 x_ax_b + c^2 y_ay_b + c^2 z_az_b. □ The previous theorems show that strong conditions have to be imposed on n_α, for α = 1, 2, 3, and the metric in order that the spatial tetrad vectors are principal directions of M_α , for α = 1, 2, 3.

However, the conditions to have e_α as eigenvector of M_α seem less restrictive then the conditions for e_β, for all values of β ≠ α, to be eigenvector of the same tensor M_α , since these involve not only intrinsic derivatives of the scalar fields but also rotation coefficients of the metric. Furthermore, for e_α to be an eigenvector of M_α only conditions on n_α have to be satisfied, namely that n_α remains constant along the directions of e_β for all values of β ≠ α (in which case the eigenvalue corresponding to e_α depends only on n_α). On the other hand, the conditions imposed for e_β for all β ≠ α to be eigenvectors of M_α also involve n_β for all β ≠ α.

Next we will use the previous theorems to establish the conditions for e_α, with α = 1, 2, 3 to be an eigenvector of the three tensors M_1 , M_2 , M_3 simultaneously, the results being:

(i) Δ_{eβ} (ln n_α) = 0, (ii) Δ_{eα} (ln n_β) = 0, (iii) γ_{αβγ} [n^2_α − n^2_β ] + γ_{αγβ} [n^2_γ − n^2_α] + γ_{βγα}[n^2_β − n^2_γ ] = 0,

for all values of β and γ such that β ≠ γ ≠ α.

These conditions must be satisfied for all values of β ≠ α. It is not easy to find the general solution to these equations, however one can say that, in general, the principal directions of the pulled back material metric k are not, in general, the principal directions of the three tensors M_1 , M_2 and M_3 . It should be noticed that the (mathematical) solution corresponding to n_1 = n_2 = n_3 = const. is not an interesting result from the physical point of view.

As a special case, we now consider that all eigenvalues of k^a_b are equal, i.e.

n_1 = n_2 = n_3 = n^{13} . (31)

Therefore, k_{ab} = n^{23} h_{ab}, so that these tensors are conformally related. In physical terms, this corresponds to the unsheared state described in [1]: the energy per particle, ϵ, has a minimum under variations of g^{AB} such that n is held fixed. The above theorems in this section simplify significantly in this case, as can easily be proved using (31) in those theorems. For completeness, we give the expressions for the elasticity difference tensor and the tensors M_α in this special case: S^a_{bc} = 1 3 1 n ( δ^a_c D_bn + δ^a_b D_cn − h^{ad}h_{bc}D_dn ) , M_{bcα} = 1 3 1 n (e_{αc}n_{,b} + e_{αb}n_{,c} + (e_{αc}u_b + e_{αb}u_c)Δ_{e0} n − h_{bc}Δ_{eα} n) .

4. Examples

Here, examples concerning the static spherically symmetric case and an axially symmetric, non-rotating metric are presented, where we apply the analysis developed in the last section. The main problem when dealing with examples lies in the difficulties of finding an orthonormal tetrad for the space-time metric such that the corresponding spacelike vectors are precisely the principal directions of the pulled back material metric. However, in the examples presented, this difficulty was overcome.

4.1. The static spherically symmetric case. In this section we analyse the elasticity difference tensor and corresponding eigendirections for the static spherically symmetric metric, due to its significance on modelling neutron stars. The metric regarded here can be thought of as the interior metric of a non rotating star composed by an elastic material.

For a static spherically symmetric spacetime the line-element can be written as

ds^2 = −e^{2ν(r)}dt^2 + e^{2λ(r)}dr^2 + r^2dθ^2 + r^2 sin^2 θdϕ^2, (32)

where the coordinates ω^a = {t, r, θ, ϕ} are, respectively, the time coordinate, the radial coordinate, the axial coordinate and the azimuthal coordinate. Choosing the basis one-forms u_a = (−e^{ν(r)}, 0, 0, 0), x_a = (0, e^{λ(r)}, 0, 0), y_a = (0, 0, r, 0) and z_a = (0, 0, 0, r sin θ) for the orthonormal tetrad, the metric is given by g_{ab} = −u_au_b + x_ax_b +y_ay_b +z_az_b and h_{ab} = x_ax_b +y_ay_b +z_az_b defines the corresponding projection tensor. Using this tetrad, the pulled-back material metric becomes

k_{ab} = n^2_1x_ax_b + n^2y_ay_b + n^2z_az_b, (33)

where we have chosen n_3 = n_2 since for this material distribution k has only two different eigenvalues.

Let ξ^A = {r̃, θ̃, ϕ̃} be the coordinate system in the material space X . Since the space-time is static and spherically symmetric, r̃ can only depend on r and one can take θ̃ = θ and ϕ̃ = ϕ so that the configuration of the material is entirely described by the material radius r̃(r). Moreover, the only non-zero components of the deformation gradient are^{dξ1}_{dω1} =^{dr̃}_{dr} ,^{dξ2}_{dω2} = 1 and^{dξ3}_{dω3} = 1.

In X the material metric is k_{AB} = x̃_Ax̃_B + ỹ_Aỹ_B + z̃_Az̃_B , with x̃_A = e^{λ̃}dr̃_A, ỹ_A = r̃dθ̃_A and z̃_A = r̃sinθ̃dϕ̃_A, and where λ̃ = λ(r̃). The pull-back of the material metric is then

k^a_b = g^{ac}k_{cb} = g^{ac}(ξ^C_c ξ^B_b k_{CB} ) = ( dr̃ dr )_2 e^{2λ̃−2λ}δ^a_1 δ^1_b + r̃^2 r^2 δ^a_2 δ^2_b + r̃^2 r^2 δ^a_3 δ^3_b , (34)

Comparing (33) and (34) it is simple to obtain the following values for the linear particle densities (all positive), which are found to depend on r only:

n_1 = n_1(r) = dr̃ dr e^{λ̃−λ} (35)

n_2 = n_2(r) = n_3(r) = r̃ r (36)

The non-zero components of the strain tensor (3), when written as functions of the quantities n_α, are s_{rr} = 1 2 e^{2λ}(1 − n^{− 23} n^2_1) s_{θθ} = 1 2 r^2(1 − n^{− 23} n^2) s_{ϕϕ} = 1 2 r^2sin^2θ(1 − n^{− 23} n^2)

Using the expressions obtained for the n_α one can find that the condition for this tensor to vanish identically is that r̃ = ce^{± ∫ 1r eλ−λ̃dr}.

Calculating the quantities given in (10) one obtains Θ = 0

u̇_a = ( 0, e^{2ν} dν dr , 0, 0 )

σ_{ab} : σ_{12} = 1 2 e^{4ν} dν dr = σ_{21}

ω_{ab} : ω_{12} = e^{2ν} dν dr + 1 2 e^{4ν} dν dr ω_{21} = −ω_{12}, where the remaining components of σ_{ab} and ω_{ab} vanish.

The non-zero components of the elasticity difference tensor S^a_{bc} are: S^r_{rr} = 1 n_1 dn_1 dr S^θ_{θr} = 1 n_2 dn_2 dr S^ϕ_{ϕr} = 1 n_2 dn_2 dr S^r_{θθ} = re^{−2λ} − re^{−2λ} n^2 n^2_1 − e^{−2λ}r^2 n_2 n^2_1 dn_2 dr S^r_{ϕϕ} = e^{−2λ}rsin^2 − e^{−2λ}rsin^2θ n^2 n^2_1 − e^{−2λ}r^2sin^2θ n_2 n^2_1 dn_2 dr . Since S^a_{bc} = S^a_{cb}, there are only seven non-zero components for this tensor on the coordinate system chosen above.

Again, using (35) and (36)one obtains that:

(i) the components S^θ_{θr} and S^ϕ_{ϕr} are zero whenever the function r̃ is of the form r̃ = c_1r, where c_1 is a constant; (ii) S^r_{rr} is zero whenever r̃ = c_2 + c_3 ∫ e^{λ−λ̃}dr; (iii) the components S^r_{θθ} and S^r_{ϕϕ} are zero whenever r̃ = c_4e^{∫ e−2λ̃+2λr dr}.

The second order symmetric tensors M_α , for α = 1, 2, 3 have the following non-zero components:

M_{rr1} = e^λ n_1 dn_1 dr M_{θθ1} = e^{−λ}r − e^{−λ}r n^2 n^2_1 − e^{−λ}r^2 n_2 n^2_1 dn_2 dr M_{ϕϕ1} = e^{−λ}rsin^2θ − e^{−λ}rsin^2θ n^2 n^2_1 − e^{−λ}r^2sin^2θ n_2 n^2_1 dn_2 dr M_{rθ2} = M_{θr2} = r n_2 dn_2 dr M_{rϕ3} = M_{ϕr3} = rsinθ n_2 dn_2 dr The eigenvalues and eigenvectors of these tensors are presented in tables 1, 2 and 3, being then compared with the eigendirections of the material metric.

Table 1 - Eigenvectors and eigenvalues for M_1 Eigenvectors Eigenvalues x μ_1 =^{e−λ}_{n1}^{dn1}_{dr} y μ_2 =^{e−λ}_r −^{e−λ}_r^{n2}_{n21} − e^{−λ n2}_{n21}^{dn2}_{dr} z μ_3 =^{e−λ}_r −^{e−λ}_r^{n2}_{n21} − e^{−λ n2}_{n21}^{dn2}_{dr}

Notice that, in the present example, M_1 maintains the eigenvectors of k, namely x, y and z, the two last ones being associated with the same eigenvalue. Therefore the canonical form for M_1 is M_{bc1} = μ_1x_bx_c + μ_2(y_by_c + z_bz_c), where μ_1 and μ_2 are the eigenvalues corresponding to x and y (≡ z), respectively.

Table 2 - Eigenvectors and eigenvalues for M_2 Eigenvectors Eigenvalues x + y μ_4 =^{e−λ}_{n2}^{dn2}_{dr} x − y μ_5 = −^{e−λ}_{n2}^{dn2}_{dr} z μ_6 = 0

In this case, only the eigenvector z of k remains as eigenvector, however the corresponding eigenvalue being zero. The other two eigenvectors are x + y and x − y so that the canonical form for M_2 can be expressed as M_{bc2} = 2μ_4(x_by_c + y_bx_c), where μ_4 = e^{−λ}

(_1 r̃ dr̃ dr −^1_r ) .

Table 3 - Eigenvectors and eigenvalues of M_3 Eigenvectors Eigenvalues x + z μ_7 =^{e−λ}_{n2}^{dn2}_{dr} x − z μ_8 = −^{e−λ}_{n2}^{dn2}_{dr} y μ_9 = 0

Comparing M_2 and M_3 , it is easy to see that the role of z and y is interchanged. The eigenvalues of M_2 are equal to the eigenvalues of M_3 and the canonical form of this tensor field can be written as M_{bc3} = 2μ_7(x_bz_c + z_bx_c), where μ_7 = e^{−λ}

(_1 r̃ dr̃ dr −^1_r ) . It should be noticed that the case n_2 constant is not interesting to analyze, since this corresponds to the vanishing of the tensors M_2 and M_3 .

x, y and z would only remain eigenvectors for M_2 and M_3 if r̃ would be of the form: r̃ = cr, in which case M_2 and M_3 were reduced to a zero tensor.

The tetrad components of the elasticity difference tensor can directly be obtained from (21):

S^1_{11} = e^{−λ} 1 n_1 dn_1 dr S^2_{21} = e^{−λ} 1 n_2 dn_2 dr S^3_{31} = e^{−λ} 1 n_2 dn_2 dr S^1_{22} = e^{−λ} 1 r − e^{−λ} 1 r n^2 n^2_1 − e^{−λ} n_2 n^2_1 dn_2 dr S^1_{33} = e^{−λ} 1 r − e^{−λ} 1 r n^2 n^2_1 − e^{−λ} n_2 n^2_1 dn_2 dr .

The expressions for the Ricci rotation coefficients are

γ_{122} = e^{−λ} r γ_{133} = e^{−λ} r γ_{233} = cos θ r sin θ .

4.2. The axially symmetric non-rotating case. First, consider an elastic, axially symmetric, uniformly rotating body in interaction with its gravitational field. The exterior of the body may be described by the following metric, [27],

ds^2 = −e^{2ν} dt^2 + e^{2μ}dr^2 + e^{2μ}dz^2 + e^{2ψ}(dϕ − ωdt)^2, (37)

where ν, ψ, ω, μ are scalar fields depending on r and z.

Assume that the material metric is flat. Introducing in X cylindrical coordinates ξ^A = {R, ζ, Φ}, then the material metric takes the form:

ds^2 = dR^2 + dζ^2 + R^2dΦ^2, (38)

where the parameters R, ζ depend on r and z, Φ being Φ(t, r, z, ϕ) = ϕ − Ω(r, z)t.

Now, consider the limiting case of an axially symmetric non-rotating elastic system for which the space-time metric is given by

ds^2 = −e^{2ν} dt^2 + e^{2μ}dr^2 + e^{2μ}dz^2 + e^{2ψ}dϕ^2. (39)

This metric is obtained from (37), when ω = 0 and the angular velocity Ω = 0.

Imposing R = R(r), ζ = z and g_{ab} = g_{ab}(r), one obtains a further reduction to cylindrical symmetry. This reduction is considered in [27].

So, the space-time metric we will work with is given by (39), where ν, μ, ψ depend on r only, and it can be written as g_{ab} = −u_au_b + x_ax_b + y_ay_b + z_az_b, where u_a = (−e^{ν(r)}, 0, 0, 0), x_a = (0, e^μ, 0, 0), y_a = (0, 0, e^{μ(r)}, 0) and z_a = (0, 0, 0, e^{ψ(r)}). The space-time coordinates are ω^a = {t, r, z, ϕ}.

In X the material metric k_{AB} is given by k_{AB} = x̃_Ax̃_B + ỹ_Aỹ_B + z̃_Az̃_B , where x̃_A = dR_A, ỹ_A = dz_A and z̃_A = Rdϕ_A. The relativistic deformation gradient has the following non-zero components^{dξ1}_{dω2} =^{dR}_{dr} ,^{dξ2}_{dω1} = 1 and^{dξ3}_{dω3} = 1. Calculating the pull-back of the material metric one obtains

k^a_b = g^{ac}k_{cb} = g^{ac} ( ξ^C_c ξ^B_b k_{CB} ) = e^{−2μ}δ^a_1 δ^1_b + ( dR dr )_2 e^{−2μ}δ^a_2 δ^2_b + R^2e^{−2ψ}δ^a_3 δ^3_b . (40)

The corresponding line-element can be expressed as

ds^2 = dr^2 + ( dR dr ) dz^2 + R^2dϕ^2. (41)

On the other hand, the material metric in the space-time M is given by

k_{ab} = n^2_1x_ax_b + n^2y_ay_b + n^2_3z_az_b. (42)

Comparing (40) with (42) one concludes that the linear particle densities (all positive) are expressed as

n_1 = n_1(r) = e^{−μ} (43)

n_2 = n_2(r) = e^{−μ} dR dr (44)

n_3 = n_3(r) = Re^{−ψ}. (45)

The strain tensor (3) is composed of the following components

s_{rr} = 1 2 e^{2μ}(1 − n^{− 23} n^2_1) s_{zz} = 1 2 e^{2μ}(1 − n^{− 23} n^2) s_{ϕϕ} = 1 2 e^{2ψ}(1 − n^{− 23} n^2_3)

The strain tensor vanishes if the condition R(r) = r = e^{ψ−μ} is satisfied.

Calculating the quantities given in (10) one obtains

Θ = 0

u̇_a = ( 0, e^{2ν} dν dr , 0, 0 )

σ_{ab} : σ_{12} = 1 2 e^{4ν} dν dr = σ_{21}

ω_{ab} : ω_{12} = e^{2ν} dν dr + 1 2 e^{4ν} dν dr ω_{21} = −ω_{12},

where the remaining components of σ_{ab} and ω_{ab} vanish.

The non-zero components of the elasticity difference tensor are S^r_{rr} = 1 n_1 dn_1 dr S^z_{zr} = 1 n_2 dn_2 dr S^ϕ_{ϕr} = 1 n_3 dn_3 dr S^r_{zz} = dμ dr − n^2 n^2_1 dμ dr − n_2 n^2_1 dn_2 dr S^r_{ϕϕ} = e^{−2ψ−2μ} ( dψ dr − n^2_3 n^2_1 dψ dr − n_3 n^2_1 dn_3 dr ) . It can be observed that only seven components of the elasticity difference tensor are non-zero.

Using the expressions (43), (44) and (45) one can conclude that:

(i) S^r_{rr} is zero whenever μ(r) = c, where c is a constant; (ii) S^z_{zr} is zero whenever R(r) = c_1 + c_2 ∫ e^{μ(r)}dr; (iii) S^ϕ_{ϕr} is zero whenever R(r) = c_3e^{ψ(r)}; (iv) S^r_{zz} is zero whenever R(r) = ± ∫ √ 2μ(r) + c_4dr + c_5;

(v) S^r_{ϕϕ} is zero whenever R(r) = ± √ 2 ∫_{e2ψ} e^{2μ} dψ dr dr + c_6. The second-order tensors M_1 , M_2 and M_3 have the following non-zero components: M_{rr1} = e^μ 1 n_1 dn_1 dr M_{zz1} = e^μ ( dμ dr − n^2 n^2_1^{dμ}_{dr} − n_2 n^2_1 dn_2 dr )

M_{ϕϕ1} = e^{2ψ−μ} ( dψ dr − n^2_3 n^2_1 dψ dr − n_3 n^2_1 dn_3 dr )

M_{rz2} = M_{zr2} = e^μ 1 n_2 dn_2 dr M_{rϕ3} = M_{ϕr3} = e^ψ 1 n_3 dn_3 dr . The next three tables contain the eigenvalues and eigenvectors for these tensors, which are then compared with the eigenvectors of the pulled-back material metric.

Table 1 - Eigenvectors and eigenvalues for M_1 Eigenvectors Eigenvalues x λ_1 = e^{−μ 1}_{n1}^{dn1}_{dr} y λ_2 = e^{−μ} (_{dμ} dr −^{n2}_{n21}^{dμ}_{dr} −^{n2}_{n21}^{dn2}_{dr} ) z λ_3 = e^{−μ} (_{dψ} dr −^{n23}_{n21}^{dμ}_{dr} −^{n3}_{n21}^{dn3}_{dr} )

One can observe that the eigendirections x, y and z of k are also eigenvectors for the tensor M_1 and the eigenvectors are associated with different eigenvalues. The canonical form for M_1 can be written as M_{bc1} = λ_1x_bx_c + λ_2y_by_c + λ_3z_bz_c.

Table 2 - Eigenvectors and eigenvalues for M_2 Eigenvectors Eigenvalues x + y λ_4 = e^{−μ}

(_1

n_2 dn_2 dr ) x − y λ_5 = −e^{−μ} (_1

n_2 dn_2 dr ) z λ_6 = 0

M_2 inherits only the eigenvector z of k, which corresponds to a zero eigenvalue. The other two eigenvectors of M_2 are linear combinations of x and y: x + y and x − y, whose corresponding eigenvalues are symmetric in sign. The canonical form for M_2

can be written as M_{bc2} = 2λ_4(x_by_c + y_bx_c), where λ_4 = (_{d2R} dr2 dR dr −^{dμ}_{dr} ) e^{−μ}. Table 3 - Eigenvectors and eigenvalues for M_3 Eigenvectors Eigenvalues x + z λ_7 = e^{−μ}

(_1

n_3 dn_3 dr ) x − z λ_8 = −e^{−μ} (_1

n_3 dn_3 dr ) y λ_9 = 0

M_3 inherits the eigenvalue y of k, which is associated with the eigenvalue zero. The other two eigenvectors of M_3 are linear combinations of x and z: x + z and x − z. These two eigenvectors are associated with sign symmetric eigenvalues. The canonical form for M_3 can be written as M_{bc3} = 2λ_7(x_bz_c + z_bx_c), where λ_7 = (_1 R dR dr −^{dψ}_{dr} ) e^{−μ}. x and y would only be eigenvectors for M_2 if R(r) would be of the form R(r) = c_1 + ∫ e^μdrc_2, but in this case M_2 would vanish. x and z would only be eigenvectors for M_3 if R(r) would be of the form R(r) = c_3e^ψ and this would reduce M_3 to a zero tensor.

One can observe that the role that y and n_2 play for the tensor M_2 is the same that z and n_3 play for M_3 . That is, the results for M_2 and M_3 are very similar, only y and n_2 are substituted by z and n_3, respectively.

The tetrad components of the elasticity difference tensor obtained from (21) and the expressions for the Ricci rotation coefficients are listed below:

S^1_{11} = e^{−μ} 1 n_1 dn_1 dr S^2_{21} = e^{−μ} 1 n_2 dn_2 dr S^3_{31} = e^{−μ} 1 n_3 dn_3 dr S^1_{22} = e^{−μ} dμ dr − e^{−μ} n^2 n^2_1 dμ dr − e^{−μ} n_2 n^2_1 dn_2 dr S^1_{33} = e^{−μ} dψ dr − e^{−μ} n^2_3 n^2_1 dψ dr − e^{−μ} n_3 n^2_1 dn_3 dr .

The expressions for the Ricci coefficients are

γ_{122} = dμ dr e^μ γ_{133} = dψ dr e^μ .

5. Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank L. Samuelsson for many valuable discussions on this work.

References

[1] M. Karlovini and L. Samuelsson, Class. Quantum Grav., 20, 3613-3648, (2003). [2] J. Weber, Phys. Rev., 117, 306-313, (1960).

[3] J. Weber, General relativity and gravitational waves, Interscience, New York, (1961). [4] J. Weber, Phys. Rev. Lett., 22, 1320, (1969).

[5] D. Pines, Inside Neutron Stars, Proceedings of the twelfth international conference on low temperature physics, Kyoto, Japan, edited by E. Kanda, Academic Press of Japan, (1971).

[6] S. Shapiro and S. Teukoplsky, Black Holes, White Dwarfs and Neutron stars, New York:

Wiley, (1983).

[7] P. McDermott, H. Van Horn and C. Hansen Astrophys. J., 325, 725, (1988). [8] P. Haensel, Solid interiors of neutron stars and gravitational radiation, Astrophysical Sources of Gravitational Radiation (Proc. Les Houches School), edited by J. Marck and J. Lasota, (1995).

[9] F. Noether, Ann. Phys., 336, 919-944, (1910). [10] M. Born, Physik Zeit., 12, 569-575, (1911). [11] G. Herglotz, Ann. Phys., 341, 493-533, (1911). [12] G. Nordström, Physik Zeit., 12, 854-857, (1911). [13] J. L. Synge, Math. Z., 72, 82, (1959).

[14] B. S. De Witt, The quantization of geometry, in Gravitation: an introduction to current research (ed. L. Witten), Wiley, (1962).

[15] C. B. Rayner, Proc. R. Soc. Lond., A 272, 44, (1963). [16] J. F. Bennoun, Compt. Rennd., 259, 3705, (1964). [17] J. F. Bennoun, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincar, A 3, 41, (1965). [18] W. C. Hernandez, Phys. Rev., D 1, 1013, (1970). [19] G. Maugin, Ann. Inst. H. Poincar, A 15, 275-302, (1971). [20] B. Carter and H. Quintana, Proc. R. Soc., A 331, 57, (1972). [21] M. Karlovini et al., Class. Quantum Grav., 21, 1559-1581, (2004). [22] M. Karlovini and L. Samuelsson, Class. Quantum Grav., 21, 4531-4548, (2004). [23] J. Kijowski and G. Magli, Journal of Geometry and Physics, 9, 207-223, (1992). [24] J. Kijowski and G. Magli, Rep. Math. Phys., 39, 99-112, (1997). [25] J. Kijowski and G. Magli, Class. Quantum Grav., 15, 3891-3916, (1998). [26] G. Magli, Gen. Rel. Grav., 25, 441-460, (1993). [27] G. Magli, Gen. Rel. Grav., 25, 1277-1293, (1993).

[28] H. Elst, Extensions and applications of 1+3 decomposition methods in general relativistic cosmological modelling, Ph.D.Thesis, University of London, (1996).

[29] R. Wald, General Relativity, The University of Chicago Press, Chicago and London, (1984). [30] C. Misner, K. Thorne and J. Wheeler, Gravitation, W. H. Freeman and Company, San Francisco, (1970).

[31] N. Rosen, Annals of Physics, 22, 1-11, (1963).

[32] G. Ellis and H. Elst, Cosmological Models, Cargse Lectures, (1998). [33] G. Ellis and M. McCallum, Commun. Math. Phys., 12, 108-141, (1969).

∗ Departamento de Matemática para a Ciência e Tecnologia, Universidade do Minho, 4800 058 Guimarães, Portugal E-mail address: evaz@mct.uminho.pt

♮ Departamento de Matemática para a Ciência e Tecnologia, Universidade do Minho, 4800 058 Guimarães, Portugal E-mail address: ireneb@mct.uminho.pt