arXiv:1810.12932v2 [gr-qc] 24 Sep 2019

Teleparallel Theories of Gravity: Illuminating a Fully Invariant Approach

M. Krššák^∗ Center for Gravitation and Cosmology, College of Physical Sciences and Technology, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou 225009, China and Laboratory of Theoretical Physics, Institute of Physics, University of Tartu, W. Ostwaldi 1, Tartu 50411, Estonia

R. J. van den Hoogen^† Department of Mathematics and Statistics, St. Francis Xavier University, P.O. Box 5000, Antigonish, N.S., B2G 2W5, Canada

J. G. Pereira^‡ Instituto de Física Teórica, Universidade Estadual Paulista, R. Dr. Bento Teobaldo Ferraz 271, 01140-070, São Paulo, Brazil

C. G. Böhmer^§ Department of Mathematics, University College London, Gower Street, London WC1E 6BT, United Kingdom

A. A. Coley^¶ Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Dalhousie University, 6316 Coburg Road, P.O. BOX 15000, Halifax, N.S., B3H 4R2, Canada

(Dated: December 2, 2019)

Abstract

Teleparallel gravity and its popular generalization f(T ) gravity can be formulated as fully invariant (under both coordinate transformations and local Lorentz transformations) theories of gravity. Several misconceptions about teleparallel gravity and its generalizations can be found in the literature, especially regarding their local Lorentz invariance. We describe how these misunderstandings may have arisen and attempt to clarify the situation. In particular, the central point of confusion in the literature appears to be related to the inertial spin connection in teleparallel gravity models. While inertial spin connections are commonplace in special relativity, and not something inherent to teleparallel gravity, the role of the inertial spin connection in removing the spurious inertial effects within a given frame of reference is emphasized here. The careful consideration of the inertial spin connection leads to the construction of a fully invariant theory of teleparallel gravity and its generalizations. Indeed, it is the nature of the spin connection that differentiates the relationship between what have been called good tetrads and bad tetrads and clearly shows that, in principle, any tetrad can be utilized. The field equations for the fully invariant formulation of teleparallel gravity and its generalizations are presented and a number of examples using different assumptions on the frame and spin connection are displayed to illustrate the covariant procedure. Various modified teleparallel gravity models are also briefly reviewed.

∗ martin.krssak@ut.ee † rvandenh@stfx.ca ‡ jg.pereira@unesp.br § c.boehmer@ucl.ac.uk ¶ aac@mathstat.dal.ca

CONTENTS

I. Introduction 5 A. Notation 8

II. Spin Connection in Special Relativity 11 A. Trivial frames and bundles 11 B. Spin connections and inertial effects 13 C. Example: Equation of motion of free particles 14

III. Basics of Teleparallel Gravity 15 A. Gauge structure 15 B. Translational field strength: torsion 17 C. Gravitational coupling prescription 19 1. Translational coupling prescription 19 2. Lorentz coupling prescription 19 3. Separating inertial effects from gravitation 21

IV. Lagrangian and Field Equations 23 A. Teleparallel gravity Lagrangian 23 B. Teleparallel gravity field equations 23 C. Alternative forms of teleparallel gravity field equations 24 D. Variations with respect to the spin connection 25 E. Solving the teleparallel gravity field equations 27 F. Comparison with the tetrad formulation of general relativity 28

V. Tetrad and its Associated Spin Connection 29 A. Determining the inertial spin connection 30 B. The regularizing role of the inertial spin connection 31

VI. Example: The Spherically Symmetric Vacuum Solution 32 A. Setting up the problem 32 B. Solving the field equations 33 1. Using the diagonal tetrad h^a_μ 33

2. Using the off-diagonal tetrad h̃^a_μ 34 3. Determining the associated spin connection 35 C. Regularization of the action 36

VII. Some Remarks on the Pure Tetrad Teleparallel Gravity 36

VIII. Modification of Teleparallel Gravity: f(T ) Gravity 39 A. Field equations and variations of the action in f(T ) gravity 40 B. Local Lorentz symmetry in f(T ) gravity 42 C. Examples: Solutions in f(T ) gravity 44 1. Example: Minkowski spacetime 44 2. Example: FLRW spacetime 45 3. Example: Spherically symmetric vacuum spacetime 47

IX. Other Modified Teleparallel Models 49 A. New General Relativity 49 B. Conformal Teleparallel Gravity 51 C. f(T_{ax}, T_{ten}, T_{vec}) Gravity 51 D. Gravity Models Inspired by Axiomatic Electrodynamics 52 E. Teleparallel Dark Energy and Scalar-Torsion Models 54 F. Higher Derivative Models: f(T, B) and Others 55

X. Final Remarks 56 Acknowledgements 61

References 61

I. INTRODUCTION

Although Einstein’s General Theory of Relativity (GR) is well studied and tested in many settings [1], alternative theories of gravity continue to be of considerable interest [2– 6]. Potential explanations for dark energy and dark matter within the current cosmological paradigm based on general relativity may be investigated using an alternative theory of gravity, rather than changing the matter content of the theory. Furthermore, it is possible that the problems of finding a quantum theory of gravity may be resolved within a theory of gravity that is not general relativity. Therefore, it becomes necessary to challenge our assumptions and assess whether an alternative theory of gravity will lead to different results.

One class of alternative theories of gravity assumes that the motion in the gravitational field is no longer geometrized, as in general relativity, but is encoded in a dynamic gravitational force, as in teleparallel gravity. More specifically, in general relativity the gravitational interaction is realized via the curvature of a zero torsion Lorentz connection, which is used to geometrize the interaction; this means that the motion of a free-falling particle in the gravitational field can be viewed as an inertial motion in the curved spacetime and hence gravity can be viewed as a purely geometric effect. On the other hand, in teleparallel gravity the gravitational interaction is an effect of the torsion of a zero curvature Lorentz connection. Torsion in this case acts as a force, which similarly to the Lorentz force equation of electromagnetism, appears as an effective force term on the right-hand side of the equation of motion of a free-falling particle. We see in this way that, even though torsion has a well defined geometrical meaning, this geometrical meaning is not relevant for the teleparallel description of the gravitational interaction. Interestingly, teleparallel gravity and general relativity are found to be completely equivalent theories. For this reason one generally refers to it as the Teleparallel Equivalent of General Relativity (TEGR). Although equivalent, however, they are conceptually quite different. For example, in contrast to general relativity, teleparallel gravity is nicely motivated within a gauge theory context and can be beautifully framed as the gauge theory for the translation group [7]. In fact, like all other gauge theories, its Lagrangian density is quadratic in the torsion tensor, the field strength of the theory. The notions of frame and inertial spin connection are presented in Section II. The fundamentals of teleparallel gravity are described in Sections III and IV.

The geometrical setting of any gravitational theory is the tangent bundle, in which spacetime is the base space and the tangent space at each point of the base space (also known as internal space) is the fiber of the bundle. Spacetime is assumed to be a metric spacetime with a general metric g_{μν} . The tangent space, on the other hand, is by definition a Minkowski spacetime with tangent space metric η_{ab}. Since spacetime and the fibers are both four-dimensional spacetimes, the bundle is said to be soldered. This means that the metrics g_{μν} and η_{ab} are related by g_{μν} = η_{ab} h^a_μh^b_ν , with h^a_μ being the tetrad field, the components of the solder 1-form. It should be noted that this geometrical structure is always present, independent of any prior assumptions.

Teleparallel gravity, a gauge theory for the translation group, is built on this geometrical structure. Gauge transformations are defined as local translations in the tangent Minkowski spacetime, the fiber of the bundle. Of course, like any other relativistic theory, it must also be invariant under both general coordinate transformations and local Lorentz transformations. Whereas the former is performed in spacetime, the latter is performed in the tangent space.

Local Lorentz transformations define different classes of frames, each one characterized by different inertial effects represented by a purely inertial connection (which we define later). Within each class, the infinitely many equivalent frames are related by a global Lorentz transformation. In the class of frames in which no inertial effects are present, the inertial Lorentz connection is naturally zero.^1 In all other classes of frames, however, their inertial spin connection will be non-vanishing.

Although they produce physical effects and have energy and momentum, inertial effects cannot be interpreted as a field in the usual sense of classical field theory. For example, in TEGR there are no field equations whose solutions could yield the inertial Lorentz connection.^2 (Indeed, neither the field equations of teleparallel gravity nor the field equations of general relativity are able to determine this.) Since the use of the correct inertial Lorentz connection is crucial for the Lorentz symmetry of any relativistic symmetry, it is then necessary to resort to a different method for retrieving the inertial Lorentz connection associated to a general frame. Such a method is presented in detail in Section V, and some concrete examples are discussed in Section VI.

1 In the presence of gravitation, these frames are called “proper frames”. In the absence of gravitation they reduce to the class of inertial frames of special relativity.

2 The situation is more subtle in modified theories such as f(T ), and we will discuss this later (e.g., see the comments in the Final Remarks). 6

It is important to remark that in the usual metric formulation of general relativity no frame needs to be specified. In the tetrad formulation of general relativity, we do not face the problem of specifying the Lorentz connection because the Levi-Civita spin connection of general relativity can be fully expressed in terms of the dynamical tetrad and hence can be eliminated from the theory. Furthermore, the Levi-Civita connection includes both gravitational and inertial effects, unlike teleparallel gravity where gravitation is represented by a translational gauge potential and inertial effects are represented by an inertial spin connection. In contrast to general relativity, therefore, the question of specifying the inertial spin connection is part of the process of finding solutions for the teleparallel field equations.

Influenced perhaps by general relativity, in which one does not need to carefully consider the inertial spin connection, many authors have never scrutinized it when working in the context of teleparallel gravity. As a consequence much of the work on the teleparallel gravity was done using the assumption that the spin connection can be always chosen to be zero, and the only variable being the frame field, or tetrad. Of course, owing to the disregard of the inertial spin connection, the resulting theory is not invariant under local Lorentz transformations. This non-covariant version of the theory was then later nick-named “pure tetrad teleparallel gravity” due to the fact that the tetrad appears as the only field variable [8].

In spite of this lack of Lorentz invariance, since the solutions of the field equations of teleparallel gravity are independent of the inertial spin connection, the solutions provided by the “pure tetrad teleparallel gravity” coincide with the solutions provided by the locally Lorentz invariant formulation of teleparallel gravity. Nevertheless, apart from this property, some other conclusions obtained from this theory, including the Lorentz non-invariance, are different from those obtained from the locally Lorentz invariant teleparallel gravity theory. A discussion on “pure tetrad teleparallel gravity”, as well as on its differences in relation to teleparallel gravity itself, is presented in Section VII.

Recently there have been many proposals to generalize teleparallel gravity. This was motivated by the example of f(^∘R) gravity, where the Lagrangian density is generalized from^∘R → f(^∘R), where^∘R is the Ricci scalar of the Levi-Civita connection (see [9] and references within for an overview of f(R) gravity^3). Similarly, it was suggested to generalize the Lagrangian density of teleparallel gravity from^•T → f(^•T ), where^•T is the so-called torsion scalar with respect to the teleparallel connection that we will define later (see [10]

3 The notation used in this paper is summarized in Table I below.

and references within for an overview of f(T ) teleparallel gravity). Unlike the generalization of general relativity, in which the resulting field equations are no longer second order in derivatives, in f(T ) teleparallel gravity the field equations continue to be second order. Unfortunately, there appears to be some confusion in the literature with regards to the viability of f(T ) teleparallel gravity and, in particular, to its invariance under local Lorentz transformations [11, 12]. In the generalization of the type^∘R → f(^∘R), since the Ricci scalar is built from the metric, which is Lorentz invariant by definition, the Ricci scalar^∘R is naturally Lorentz invariant too, and therefore f(R) gravity is also Lorentz invariant. In generalizations of the type^•T → f(^•T ), since^•T is a combination of scalar invariants of the torsion, and since the torsion tensor is a Lorentz covariant object, the scalar^•T is Lorentz invariant, and consequently so is f(T ). It appears that the source of confusion is in the use of the “pure tetrad teleparallel gravity”, which is not invariant under local Lorentz transformations. In this case, the non-invariance of the “pure tetrad teleparallel gravity” will of course propagate to the modified f(T ) models.

Fortunately, provided the inertial spin connection is appropriately taken into account, teleparallel gravity can be seen to be fully invariant under local Lorentz transformations. In this case, provided the same care is used, a fully covariant f(T ) theory can be obtained [13]. Details of this construction are presented in Sec. VIII. Using an analogous procedure, it is possible to extend teleparallel gravity to other modified gravity models. In Sec. IX we illustrate this possibility with a number of modified teleparallel theories of gravity, including new general relativity [14], conformal teleparallel gravity [15] and f(T, B) gravity [16].

A. Notation

The notation used when formulating teleparallel theories of gravity resembles that used in general relativity. However, it is necessary to introduce some additional symbols for the various quantities which naturally arise in this framework. Sometimes this notation is identical to the notation used in general relativity but actually denotes a slightly different object. In order to help the reader navigate this notational quagmire, we present a list of symbols used throughout this work.

Table I Symbol Description μ, ν, . . . coordinate indices a, b, . . . tangent space indices x^μ space-time coordinates e_a trivial frame fields e^a trivial coframe one-forms e_a^μ trivial frame field components e^a_μ trivial coframe one-form components f^c_{ab} coefficients of anholonomy η_{μν} Minkowski spacetime metric g_{μν} arbitrary spacetime metric η_{ab} Minkowski tangent space metric Λ^a_b(x) local Lorentz transformation

ϵ_{ab} infinitesimal Lorentz transformation • ω^a_{bμ} teleparallel spin connection • Dμ covariant derivative associated with^•ω^abμ ω^a_{bμ} general spin connection • R^abμν Riemann curvature tensor of^•ω^abμ • T^aμν torsion tensor of^•ω^abμ • T^μ torsion vector defined by^•T^{νμ}ν u^a anholonomic 4-velocity u^μ holonomic 4-velocity dσ Minkowski interval ds arbitrary interval • γ^ρ_{μν} holonomic connection associated with^•ω^a_{bμ} • ∇μ covariant derivative associated with^•γ^ρμν ε^a(x^μ) local tangent space translation δ_ε change of quantity under translation B^a_μ gauge potential one-form components

Continuation of Table I Symbol Description

h_μ gauge covariant derivative h^a non-trivial frame field h_a non-trivial coframe field h^a_μ non-trivial frame field components h_a^μ non-trivial coframe field components h^a_{(r)μ} reference tetrad field

h determinant of the tetrad • Γ^ρμν teleparallel linear (Weitzenböck) connection • K^cba contortion tensor • T torsion scalar • B boundary term • L Lagrangian density of teleparallel gravity • S action of teleparallel gravity κ = 8πG gravitational coupling constant (c = 1) E_a^ρ Euler-Lagrange expression • Sa^{ρσ} superpotential • ȷ_a^ρ gauge current or energy-momentum pseudo-current Θ_a^ρ matter energy-momentum tensor • Σa^ρ gravitational energy-momentum tensor • t μ^ρ energy-momentum pseudo-tensor • ω^μ quantity defined by^•ω^a_{bν} h_a^ν h_s^μη^{bs} ∘ ω^c_{bμ} spin connection of general relativity ∘ Γ^λ_{μν} Christoffel symbol or general relativity connection ∘ R^μν Ricci tensor of general relativity ∘ R Ricci scalar of general relativity ∘ L Lagrangian density of general relativity • L_f Lagrangian density of f(T ) gravity v_μ, a_μ, t_{λμν} irreducible pieces of the torsion tensor

Continuation of Table I Symbol Description T_{vec}, T_{ax}, T_{ten} squares of irreducible torsion pieces TABLE I: Notation employed in the description of teleparallel gravity, general relativity and other gravitational theories used in this paper.

II. SPIN CONNECTION IN SPECIAL RELATIVITY

A. Trivial frames and bundles

Trivial frames, or tetrads, represent observers in special relativity and hence exist only in the absence of gravity. They are denoted here by {e_a} and {e^a}, and are general linear bases on the Minkowski spacetime manifold, satisfying the relation e^a(e_b) = δ^a_b . (1) The whole set of such bases constitutes the bundle of linear frames. A frame field provides, at each point p of spacetime, a basis for the vectors on the tangent space. Of course, on the common domains they are defined, each member of a given basis can be written in terms of the members of any other. For example, e_a = e_a^μ ∂_μ and e^a = e^a_μ dx^μ, (2) and conversely, ∂_μ = e^a_μ e_a and dx^μ = e_a^μ e^a. (3) On account of the orthogonality condition (1), the frame components satisfy e^a_μe_a^ν = δ^ν_μ and e^a_μe_b^μ = δ^a_b . (4) Notice that these frames, and their bundles, are constitutive parts of spacetime: they are present as soon as spacetime is taken to be a differentiable manifold [17].

A general linear basis {e_a} satisfies the commutation relation [e_a, e_b] = f^c_{ab} e_c, (5) with f^c_{ab} the so–called coefficients of anholonomy, which are functions of the spacetime points. The dual expression of the commutation relation above is the Cartan structure equation de^c = −^1_2 f^c_{ab} e^a ∧ e^b =^1_2 (∂_μe^c_ν − ∂_ν e^c_μ) dx^μ ∧ dx^ν . (6)

The coefficient of anholonomy represent the curls of the basis members:

f^c_{ab} = e_a^μe_b^ν (∂_ν e^c_μ − ∂_μe^c_ν ). (7)

A special class of frames is that of inertial frames, denoted e^′_a, for which

f^{′a}_{cd} = 0. (8)

Notice that f^{′c}_{ab} = 0 means that de^{′a} = 0 which, in turn, implies that e^{′a} is a closed differential form and, consequently, locally exact: e^{′a} = dx^{′a} for some x^{′a}. The basis {e^{′a}} is then said to be integrable, or holonomic. Of course, all coordinate bases are holonomic. This is not a local property in the sense that it is valid everywhere for frames belonging to this inertial class.

Consider now the Minkowski spacetime metric written in a holonomic basis {dx^μ}. When {x^μ} represents a set of Cartesian coordinates, it has the form

η_{μν} = diag(+1, −1, −1, −1). (9)

In any other coordinates, η_{μν} will be a function of the spacetime coordinates. The linear frame e_a = e_a^μ ∂_μ provides a relation between the tangent–space metric η_{ab} and the spacetime metric η_{μν} , given by η_{ab} = η_{μν} e_a^μe_b^ν (10)

with the inverse given by η_{μν} = η_{ab} e^a_μe^b_ν . (11)

Independent of whether e_a is holonomic or not, or equivalently, whether they are inertial or not, they always relate the tangent Minkowski space to a Minkowski spacetime. These are the frames appearing in special relativity, which are usually called trivial frames, or trivial tetrads.

B. Spin connections and inertial effects

In special relativity, Lorentz connections represent inertial effects present in a given frame. In the class of inertial frames, for example, where these effects are absent, the Lorentz connection vanishes identically. To see how an inertial Lorentz connection shows up, let us consider an inertial frame e^{′a}_μ written in a general coordinate system {x^μ}, in which case it has the holonomic form e^{′a}_μ = ∂_μx^{′a} (12) with x^{′a} a point–dependent Lorentz vector: x^{′a} = x^{′a}(x^μ). Under a local Lorentz transformation, x^a = Λ^a_b(x) x^{′b}, (13) the holonomic frame (12) transforms into the new frame

e^a_μ = Λ^a_b(x) e^{′b}_μ. (14)

As a simple computation shows, it has the explicit form

e^a_μ = ∂_μx^a +^•ω^a_{bμ} x^b ≡^•D_μx^a (15)

where • ω^a_{bμ} = Λ^a_e(x) ∂_μΛ_b^e(x) (16) is a Lorentz connection that represents the inertial effects present in the Lorentz–rotated frame e^a_μ, and^•D_μ is the associated covariant derivative. Recalling that under a local Lorentz transformation Λ^a_b(x) a general spin connection ω^a_{bμ} changes according to [18]

ω^a_{bμ} = Λ^a_e(x) ω^{′e}_{dμ} Λ_b^d(x) + Λ^a_e(x) ∂_μΛ_b^e(x), (17)

the spin connection (16) is seen to be the connection obtained from a Lorentz transformation of a vanishing spin connection^•ω^{′e}_{dμ} = 0: • ω^a_{bμ} = Λ^a_e(x)^•ω^{′e}_{dμ} Λ_b^d(x) + Λ^a_e(x) ∂_μΛ_b^e(x). (18)

Starting from an inertial frame, in which the inertial spin connection vanishes, different classes of non–inertial frames are obtained by performing local (point–dependent) Lorentz transformations Λ^a_b(x^μ). Within each class, the infinitely many frames are related through global (point–independent) Lorentz transformations Λ^a_b = constant.

Now, due to the orthogonality of the tetrads, transformation (14) can be rewritten in the form Λ^a_b(x) = e^a_μe^′_b^μ . (19) Using this relation, the coefficient of anholonomy (7) of the frame e^a_μ is found to be

f^c_{ab} =^•ω^c_{ba} −^•ω^c_{ab} (20)

where we have identified^•ω^a_{bc} =^•ω^a_{bμ} e_c^μ. The inverse relation is • ω^a_{bc} =^1_2 (f_b^a_c + f_c^a_b − f^a_{bc}) . (21)

Of course, as a purely inertial connection,^•ω^a_{bμ} has vanishing curvature: • R^abνμ ≡ ∂ν^•ω^abμ − ∂μ^•ω^abν +^•ω^aeν^•ω^ebμ −^•ω^aeμ^•ω^ebν = 0 . (22) For e^a_μ a trivial tetrad,^•ω^a_{bμ} has also vanishing torsion: • T^aνμ ≡ ∂ν e^aμ − ∂μe^aν +^•ω^aeν e^eμ −^•ω^aeμ e^eν = 0. (23)

C. Example: Equation of motion of free particles

In the class of inertial frames e^{′a}_μ, a free particle is described by the equation of motion du^{′a} dσ = 0, (24)

with u^{′a} the anholonomic particle four–velocity, and

dσ^2 = η_{μν} dx^μdx^ν (25)

the quadratic Minkowski interval. Of course, since it is written in a specific class of frames, equation (24) is not manifestly covariant under local Lorentz transformations. This does not mean, however, that it is not covariant. In fact, in the anholonomic frame e^a_μ, related to e^{′a}_μ by the local Lorentz transformation (14), the equation of motion of a free particle assumes the Lorentz covariant form du^a dσ +^•ω^a_{bμ} u^b u^μ = 0, (26)

where u^a = Λ^a_b(x) u^{′b} (27) is the Lorentz transformed four–velocity, with u^μ = u^a e_a^μ = dx^μ/dσ the spacetime holonomic four–velocity. In the tetrad version of special relativity, therefore, the Lorentz connection^•ω^a_{bμ} represents inertial effects only, and are responsible for rendering relativistic physics invariant under local Lorentz transformations.

In terms of the holonomic four–velocity u^ρ, the equation of motion (26) assumes the form du^ρ dσ +^•γ^ρ_{νμ} u^ν u^μ = 0, (28)

where_• γ^ρ_{νμ} = e_c^ρ∂_μe^c_ν + e_c^{ρ •}ω^c_{bμ}e^b_ν ≡ e_c^{ρ •}D_μe^c_ν (29)

is the spacetime–indexed version of the inertial spin connection^•ω^a_{bμ}. The inverse relation is • ω^a_{bμ} = e^a_ρ∂_μe_b^ρ + e^a_ρ^•γ^ρ_{νμ}e_b^ν ≡ e^a_ρ^•∇_μe_b^ρ. (30) Connection^•γ^ρ_{νμ} is sometimes referred to as the Ricci coefficient of rotation [19].

III. BASICS OF TELEPARALLEL GRAVITY

A. Gauge structure

Teleparallel gravity can be interpreted as a gauge theory for the translation group [7, 20]. The reason for translations can be understood from the gauge paradigm, of which Noether’s theorem is a fundamental piece. Recall that the source of the gravitational field is energy and momentum. According to Noether’s theorem, the energy–momentum current is covariantly conserved provided the source Lagrangian is invariant under spacetime translations. If gravitation is to present a gauge formulation with energy–momentum as the source, then it must be a gauge theory for the translation group.

A gauge transformation in teleparallel gravity is defined as a local translation of the tangent space coordinates, x^a → x^a + ε^a(x^μ) , (31) with ε^a(x^μ) the infinitesimal transformation parameter. Under such a transformation, a general source field Ψ = Ψ(x^a(x^μ)) transforms according to (see Ref. [7], page 42)

δ_ϵΨ = ε^a(x^μ)∂_aΨ , (32) with ∂_a the translation generators. For a global translation with parameter ε^a = constant, the ordinary derivative ∂_μΨ transforms covariantly:

δ_ϵ(∂_μΨ) = ε^a∂_a ( ∂_μΨ ) . (33)

For a local transformation with parameter ε^a(x), however, it does not transform covariantly:

δ_ϵ(∂_μΨ) = ε^a(x)∂_a ( ∂_μΨ ) + ( ∂_με^a(x) ) ∂_aΨ. (34)

In fact, the last term on the right-hand side is a spurious term, which breaks the translational gauge covariance of the transformation. Similar to all other gauge theories [21], in order to recover gauge covariance it is necessary to introduce a (in this case translational) gauge potential B^a_μ, a 1-form assuming values in the Lie algebra of the translation group: B_μ = B^a_μ∂_a. This potential can be used to construct the gauge covariant derivative

h_μΨ = ∂_μΨ + B^a_μ ∂_aΨ (35)

which holds in the class of Lorentz frames in which there are no inertial effects. In fact, provided the gauge potential transforms according to

δ_ϵB^a_μ = − ∂_με^a(x) , (36)

the derivative h_μΨ is easily seen to transform covariantly under gauge translations:

δ_ϵ(h_μΨ) = ε^a(x)∂_a(h_μΨ). (37)

This is the output of the gauge construction applied to the translation group.

Owing to the soldered property of the tangent bundle,^4 on which teleparallel gravity is constructed, the gauge covariant derivative (35) can be rewritten in the form

h_μΨ = h^a_μ∂_aΨ, (38)

where h^a_μ = ∂_μx^a + B^a_μ (39) is a non–trivial tetrad field. By non–trivial we mean a tetrad with B^a_μ ≠ ∂_με^a, otherwise it would be just a translational gauge transformation of the trivial tetrad e^a_μ = ∂_μx^a.

4 The presence of the tetrad field provides a relationship between tangent space (internal) tensors and spacetime (external) tensors, which is what is meant by the term “soldering.”

Similar to any relativistic theory, the equivalent expressions valid in a general Lorentz frame can be obtained by performing a local Lorentz transformation x^a → Λ^a_b(x) x^b. (40) Considering that the translational gauge potential B^a_μ is a Lorentz vector in the algebraic index; that is, B^a_μ → Λ^a_b(x) B^b_μ, (41) it is easy to see that, in a general Lorentz frame, the translational covariant derivative (35) assumes the form h_μΨ = ∂_μΨ +^•ω^a_{bμ}x^b ∂_aΨ + B^a_μ∂_aΨ (42) with^•ω^a_{bμ} the purely inertial Lorentz connection (16). The tetrad components (38) of the derivative (42) can then be written as h^a_μ = ∂_μx^a +^•ω^a_{bμ} x^b + B^a_μ . (43) The first two terms on the right-hand side make up the trivial tetrad e^a_μ ≡^•D_μx^a = ∂_μx^a +^•ω^a_{bμ} x^b , (44) which allows (43) to be rewritten in the form h^a_μ =^•D_μx^a + B^a_μ . (45) In a general class of frames, therefore, the gauge transformation of B^a_μ is δ_ϵB^a_μ = −^•D_με^a. (46) In the class of frames in which the inertial spin connection^•ω^a_{bμ} vanishes, it assumes the form (36).

B. Translational field strength: torsion As in any gauge theory, the field strength of teleparallel gravity can be obtained from the commutation relation of gauge covariant derivatives. Using the translational covariant derivative [see Eq. (42)] h_μΨ = ∂_μΨ +^•ω^a_{bμ}x^b ∂_aΨ + B^a_μ∂_aΨ , (47) we obtain [h_μ, h_ν ] =^•T^a_{μν} ∂_a , (48) where_• T^aμν = ∂μB^aν − ∂ν B^aμ +^•ω^abμB^bν −^•ω^abν B^bμ (49) is the translational field strength, and ∂_a stands for the translation generators. Adding the vanishing piece_• Dμ ( • Dν x^a ) −^•D_ν ( • Dμx^a ) ≡ 0 to the right–hand side of (49), it becomes • T^aμν = ∂μh^aν − ∂ν h^aμ +^•ω^abμh^bν −^•ω^abν h^bμ . (50) Consequently, we see that the field strength of teleparallel gravity is just the torsion tensor. It should be noted that, using this construction, the spin connection appearing within the tetrad is the same as that appearing explicitly in the last two terms of the definition of torsion. In fact, if these connections are not the same,^•T^a_{μν} can no be longer be interpreted as the translational field strength. In the class of frames in which^•ω^a_{bμ} vanishes, torsion assumes the form_• T^aμν = ∂μh^aν − ∂ν h^aμ (51) with h^a_ν the tetrad (39). In Section VII we will return to discuss this point in connection to the so–called “pure tetrad teleparallel gravity”.

Through contraction with a tetrad, the torsion tensor can be written in the form • T^ρμν ≡ ha^{ρ •}T^aμν =^•Γ^ρνμ −^•Γ^ρμν , (52) where_• Γ^ρνμ = ha^ρ∂μh^aν + ha^{ρ •}ω^abμ h^bν ≡ ha^{ρ •}Dμh^aν (53) is the non-trivial spacetime–indexed connection corresponding to the inertial spin connection • ω^a_{bμ}, also known as the Weitzenböck connection. Its definition is equivalent to the identity ∂_μh^a_ν +^•ω^a_{bμ} h^b_ν −^•Γ^ρ_{νμ} h^a_ρ = 0. (54) In the class of frames in which the spin connection^•ω^a_{bμ} vanishes, it reduces to ∂_μh^a_ν −^•Γ^ρ_{νμ} h^a_ρ = 0 . (55) In all other classes of frame, it assumes the general form (54).

C. Gravitational coupling prescription

1. Translational coupling prescription

As discussed in Section III A, in the absence of gravitation the Lorentz covariant derivative in a general frame is written as e_μΨ = e^a_μ∂_aΨ , (56) with e^a_μ the trivial tetrad (44). In the presence of gravitation, on the other hand, it is given by h_μΨ = h^a_μ∂_aΨ , (57) with h^a_μ the non-trivial tetrad (43). The translational coupling prescription in a general class of frames can then be written in the form e^a_μ∂_aΨ → h^a_μ∂_aΨ . (58) Such a coupling prescription actually amounts to the tetrad replacement e^a_μ → h^a_μ , (59) which, in turn, amounts to replacing the spacetime Minkowski metric by a general Riemanian metric:

η_{μν} = η_{ab} e^a_μe^b_ν → g_{μν} = η_{ab} h^a_μh^b_ν . (60) As a consequence, the spacetime intervals change according to dσ^2 = η_{μν} dx^μdx^ν → ds^2 = g_{μν} dx^μdx^ν . (61) It is important to remark that in general relativity such replacement is implicitly assumed whenever applying the gravitational coupling prescription. In teleparallel gravity, on the other hand, it emerges naturally as a consequence of the translational coupling prescription. Furthermore, in contrast to general relativity, it provides an explicit expression for the tetrad field, as given by Eq. (43).

2. Lorentz coupling prescription

Like any other classical field theory, since local Lorentz invariance is a fundamental symmetry of the Nature, teleparallel gravity must also be invariant under local Lorentz transformations. It should be emphasised that Lorentz invariance by itself is empty of dynamical content in the sense that any relativistic equation can be written in a Lorentz covariant form. Although not a dynamic symmetry, however, the local Lorentz invariance introduces an additional coupling prescription, which is a direct consequence of the strong equivalence principle.

The explicit form of the Lorentz gravitational coupling prescription can be obtained from the so–called general covariance principle (see Ref. [22], Section 4.1). In its frame version [23], this principle states that, by writing a special–relativistic equation in a Lorentz covariant form and then using the strong equivalence principle, it is possible to obtain its form in the presence of gravitation. The general covariance principle can be thought of as an active version of the usual (or passive) strong equivalence principle, which says that, given an equation valid in the presence of gravitation, the corresponding special–relativistic equation is recovered locally (that is, at a point or along a trajectory).

Let us start with the situation in special relativity and consider the ordinary derivative of a general field Ψ. The first step of the general covariance principle is to perform a local Lorentz transformation, such that all ordinary derivatives ∂_μΨ assume the Lorentz covariant form, ∂_μΨ → D_μΨ = ∂_μΨ +^1_2 e^a_μ (f_b^c_a + f_a^c_b − f^c_{ba}) S_c^bΨ , (62) where f^c_{ab} is the coefficient of anholonomy (7) of the trivial tetrad in the Minkowski spacetime, and S_c^b are Lorentz generators written in the representation to which Ψ belongs. The last term in the right-hand side is an inertial compensating term that enforces the Lorentz covariance of the derivative in the new Lorentz frame.

In the presence of gravitation, according to the translational coupling prescription (59), the trivial tetrad e^a_μ is replaced by the nontrivial one h^a_μ, and the coupling prescription (62) assumes the form

∂_μΨ → D_μΨ = ∂_μΨ +^1_2 h^a_μ (f_b^c_a + f_a^c_b − f^c_{ba}) S_c^bΨ (63)

with the coefficient of anholonomy now given by

f^c_{ab} = h_a^μh_b^ν (∂_ν h^c_μ − ∂_μh^c_ν ) . (64)

In the specific case of teleparallel gravity, where torsion is non-vanishing, relation (20) assumes the form • ω^c_{ba} −^•ω^c_{ab} = f^c_{ab} +^•T^c_{ab} , (65) where^•T^c_{ab} is the torsion of the purely inertial connection^•ω^c_{ab}. Use of this equation for three different combinations of indices gives 1 2 (f_b^c_a + f_a^c_b − f^c_{ba}) =^•ω^c_{ba} −^•K^c_{ba}, (66)

with the contortion tensor • K^cba =^1_2 ( • T b^ca +^•T a^cb −^•T^cba ) . (67)

The coupling prescription in the presence of gravitation is then obtained by replacing the inertial compensating term of (63) with that given by (66):

∂_μΨ → ∂_μΨ +^1_2 (_• ω^c_{bμ} −^•K^c_{bμ} ) S_c^bΨ , (68)

which defines the full (translational plus Lorentz) gravitational coupling prescription in teleparallel gravity.

Now, due to the fundamental identity of the theory of Lorentz connections [18], • ω^c_{bμ} −^•K^c_{bμ} =^∘ω^c_{bμ} , (69)

with^∘ω^c_{ba} the Levi–Civita spin connection, the teleparallel coupling prescription (68) is found to be equivalent to the general relativity coupling prescription

∂_μΨ →^∘D_μΨ = ∂_μΨ +^1_2^∘ω^c_{bμ} S_c^bΨ . (70)

Since both coupling prescriptions were obtained from the general covariance principle, both are consistent with the strong equivalence principle.

3. Separating inertial effects from gravitation

As is well-known, the spin connection^∘ω^c_{bμ} of general relativity includes both gravitation and inertial effects. Considering that^•ω^c_{bμ} represents inertial effects only, and that^•K^c_{bμ} represents gravitation only, identity (69) provides an elegant view of the strong equivalence principle. In fact, in a local frame in which the spin connection of general relativity vanishes, ∘ ω^c_{bμ} .= 0, that identity reduces to • ω^c_{bμ} .=^•K^c_{bμ} , (71) from which we see that, in this local frame, inertial effects^•ω^c_{bμ} exactly compensates for gravitation^•K^c_{bμ}.

As an illustration, let us consider a free particle in Minkowski spacetime, whose equation of motion has the form u^μ∂_μu^a = 0 . (72)

Since the four-velocity u^a is a Lorentz vector, we use the vector representation of the Lorentz generators, which is given by the matrix [24] ( S_c^b )_{ad} = δ^b_d δ^a_c − η_{cd} η^{ab} . (73)

In this case, the general relativity coupling prescription (70) assumes the form

∂_μu^a →^∘D_μu^a = ∂_μu^a +^1_2^∘ω^c_{bμ} (S_c^b )_{ad} u^d . (74)

When applied to the equation of motion (72) describing a free particle, it yields the geodesic equation u^μ ( ∂_μu^a +^∘ω^a_{bμ}u^b ) = 0 . (75)

The vanishing of the right-hand side means that in general relativity there is no gravitational force. In this theory, gravitation and inertial effects are described by the geometry of spacetime, and are included in the spin connection in the left-hand side of the equation. In a similar way, applying the teleparallel coupling prescription (68) to the free equation of motion (72) yields the teleparallel force equation

u^μ ( ∂_μu^a +^•ω^a_{bμ}u^b ) =^•K^a_{bμ}u^bu^μ , (76)

which is, of course, equivalent to the geodesic equation (75). In this description, however, the inertial effects, represented by the inertial spin connection^•ω^a_{bμ}, remain geometrized in the left-hand side of the equation, whereas gravitation, represented by the contortion tensor • K^abμ, plays the role of a gravitational force on the right-hand side [25]. This separation of gravitation and inertial effects, beautifully evinced by identity (69), is one of most prominent properties of teleparallel gravity.

IV. LAGRANGIAN AND FIELD EQUATIONS

A. Teleparallel gravity Lagrangian

Similar to any gauge theory, the Lagrangian density of teleparallel gravity is quadratic in the torsion tensor, the field strength of the theory (we use units in which c = 1) • L = h 16πG (_1 4 • T^ρμν^•T ρ^{μν} +^1_2^•T^ρμν^•T^{νμ}ρ −^•T^ρμρ^•T^{νμ}ν ) (77) with h = det(h^a_μ).

The first term corresponds to the usual Lagrangian of internal gauge theories. The existence of the other two terms is related to the soldered character of the bundle, which allows internal and external indices to be treated on the same footing, and consequently new contractions turn out to be possible. Since torsion is a tensorial quantity, each term of this Lagrangian is invariant under both general coordinate and local Lorentz transformations. As a consequence the whole Lagrangian is also invariant, independently of the numerical value of the coefficients.

Introducing the notation κ = 8πG, we note the crucial property of the teleparallel Lagrangian (77) is its equivalence (up to a divergence) to the standard Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian_• L ≡^∘L − 1 κ ∂_μ ( h^•T^μ ) (78) where^•T^μ = T^{νμ}_ν is the vector torsion. Due to this property teleparallel gravity is often called the teleparallel equivalent of general relativity since the dynamical content of the field equations derived from both Lagrangians must be the same. We remark that the equivalence with general relativity is achieved only for the specific combination of numerical coefficients appearing in the Lagrangian (77). We mention in passing that those parameters can be obtained directly from the gauge paradigm, without resorting to general relativity [7]. This is an important property in the sense that it renders teleparallel gravity a self-consistent theory.

B. Teleparallel gravity field equations

To derive the field equations of teleparallel gravity, let us consider the Lagrangian L =^•L + L_s, (79) with L_s the Lagrangian of a general source field. Variation with respect to the gauge potential B^a_ρ, or equivalently, with respect to the tetrad field h^a_ρ, yields the teleparallel gravitational field equations E^ρ_a = κ h Θ_a^ρ, (80)

where on the left-hand side we have defined the Euler-Lagrange expression

E^ρ_a ≡ κ δ^•L_f δh^a_ρ = ∂_σ ( h^•S_a^{ρσ} ) − κ h^•ȷ_a^ρ (81)

and we have introduced the superpotential • S^{ρσ}_a = 1 2 (_• T^{σρ}_a +^•T^{ρσ}_a −^•T^{ρσ}_a ) − h^σ_a^•T^{θρ}_θ + h^ρ_a^•T^{θσ}_θ (82)

and the gauge current • ȷ_a^ρ = 1 κ h_a^{λ •}S_c^{νρ •}T^c_{νλ} − h^ρ_a h • L + 1 κ • ω^c_{aσ}^•S_c^{ρσ}, (83) which in this case represents the Noether energy-momentum pseudo-current of gravitation [26].

The right-hand side of the field equations (80) is the matter energy-momentum tensor

Θ_a^ρ = − 1 h δL_s δh^a_ρ . (84)

We note that the anti-symmetric part of Θ_{[μν]} = h^a_{[μ}g_{ν]ρ}Θ^ρ_a = 0 due to the invariance of the action under local Lorentz transformations [7].

C. Alternative forms of teleparallel gravity field equations

There are many equally valid ways to write the field equations (80) that can be useful in different situations. One of them is to write the field equations using the teleparallel covariant derivative as • Dσ ( h^•S_a^{ρσ} ) − κ h^•Σ_a^ρ = κ h Θ_a^ρ, (85)

where we have defined the gravitational energy-momentum tensor • Σa^ρ =^•ȷa^ρ − 1 κ • ω^c_{aσ}^•S_c^{ρσ} . (86)

The advantage of this form of the field equations is that^•Σ_a^ρ is a proper tensor under both diffeomorphisms and local Lorentz transformations. Moreover, it can be shown to be tracefree:_• Σρ^ρ ≡ h^a_ρ^•Σa^ρ = 0, (87) as is appropriate for a massless field. Alternatively, the field equations (80) can be rewritten in terms of spacetime-indexed quantities as E_μ^ρ ≡ ∂_σ ( h^•S^{ρσ}_μ ) + κh^•t^ρ_μ = κ h Θ_μ^ρ, (88) where h^•t^ρ_μ = 1 κ h^•Γ^α_{σμ}^•S^{σρ}_α + δ^ρ_μ^•L, (89) is the energy-momentum pseudotensor. Due to the fact that h^•t^ρ_μ is conserved with ordinary derivative, it straightforwardly leads to spacetime conserved charges [8]. Moreover, the lefthand side E_μ^ρ of (88) is symmetric, which allows an easy comparison with the field equations of general relativity in the metric formulation.

D. Variations with respect to the spin connection

From the point of view of the gauge approach to teleparallel gravity discussed in Section III—in particular, from the fact that the tetrad can be written in terms of the translational potential and the spin connection, as can be seen from (43)—it is clear that the spin connection is not an independent variable from the tetrad. However, if we decide to use as a starting point, not the gauge paradigm but the Lagrangian (77) written as a function of the tetrad and the spin connection, we need to address the problem of the variation of the Lagrangian with respect to the spin connection.

As we will show shortly, it turns out that the variation with respect to the spin connection is identically satisfied for an arbitrary teleparallel spin connection, and hence there are no extra field equations that would determine it. This is consistent with our interpretation of the spin connection as representing inertial effects only, and hence should not have their own dynamics governed by extra field equations^5. The problem of how to determine the spin connection will be discussed in detail in Section V.

5 However, as we will show later in section VIII A, this changes in the case of modified teleparallel theories of gravity when the spin connection becomes dynamical with non-trivial field equations—albeit not independent from the field equations for the tetrad. 25

There are multiple methods to compute the variations of the Lagrangian with respect to the spin connection. Let us first introduce the method developed in [27]. We consider a teleparallel Lagrangian corresponding to a vanishing spin connection and a Lagrangian for an arbitrary spin connection: i.e., • L(h^a_μ, 0) and^•L(h^a_μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}). (90)

Then we use the equivalence of these Lagrangians with the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian, as given by Eq. (78). Since both Lagrangians (90) correspond to the same tetrad, the same Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian can be associated with both of them. Their equivalence can then be written in the form ∘ L(h^a_μ) ≡^•L(h^a_μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}) + ∂μ [ h κ • T^{ρμ}ρ(h^a_μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}) ] =^•L(h^a_μ, 0) + ∂_μ [ h κ • T^{ρμ}ρ(h^a_μ, 0) ] . (91)

On the other hand, contracting the torsion tensor (50) with h^ν_a yields • T^{ρμ}ρ(h^a_μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}) =^•T^{ρμ}ρ(h^a_μ, 0) −^•ω^μ, (92)

where we have used the notation^•ω^μ =^•ω^a_{bν} h^ν_a h^{bμ}. Plugging (92) into (91), the two teleparallel Lagrangians are found to be related by [27]: • L(h^a_μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}) =^•L(h^a_μ, 0) + 1 κ ∂_μ ( h^•ω^μ ) . (93)

This relation shows that the inertial spin connection^•ω^a_{bμ} enters the Lagrangian as a total derivative, and hence the variation with respect to the spin connection vanishes identically δ^•L δ^•ω^a_{bμ} = 0 . (94)

Moreover, relation (93) implies that the spin connection does not contribute to the field equations.

An alternative method to vary the action is to straightforwardly vary the action and restrict the variations to those that preserve the local flatness and the teleparallel form of the spin connection [28]. Since the teleparallel connection (16) is entirely given by the local Lorentz transformation matrix Λ^a_b, it is sufficient to consider only its changes under infinitesimal local Lorentz transformations

Λ^a_b = δ^a_b + ϵ^a_b, ϵ_{ab} = −ϵ_{ba}. (95)

The variation of the spin connection is then given by

δ^•ω^{ab}_μ = δ_ϵ^•ω^{ab}_μ =^•D_μϵ^{ab} = ∂_μϵ^{ab} +^•ω^a_{cμ}ϵ^{cb} +^•ω^b_{cμ}ϵ^{ac}. (96)

We can then vary the action with respect to the spin connection

δ_ω^•L = δ^•L δ^•ω^{ab}_μ δ^•ω^{ab}_μ = h 2κ • Sab^μδ^•ω^{ab}μ = h 2κ • Sab^{μ •}Dμϵ^{ab}. (97) Integrating by parts, taking into account that the total derivative does not contribute to the field equations, and using the antisymmetry of ϵ^{ab}, we find the condition • Dμ ( h^•S_{[ab]}^μ ) = 0. (98)

Using the identity [29] h^•S_{[ab]}^μ =^•D_ν ( hh_{[a}^ν h_{b]}^μ ) , (99) and the fact that the teleparallel covariant derivatives commute with each other (on account of the zero curvature), we find that the field equations for the spin connection (98) are identically satisfied.

Therefore, both methods of variation presented here lead to the same result, namely that the spin connection trivially satisfies the field equations. It is also possible to show that the constrained variational principle, where the teleparallel condition is implemented using the method of Lagrange multipliers, leads exactly to the same result [28].

E. Solving the teleparallel gravity field equations

We discuss now a method for solving the teleparallel field equations [8]. To begin with, let us recall that the gravitational field equations are intricate nonlinear differential equations, for which there is not a general constructive method for obtaining solutions. One has to resort to some ad hoc procedure in which some hand work is necessary. Typically one relies on the symmetries of the solution to propose an ansatz for the metric or tetrad, thereby obtaining simpler differential equations that are easier to solve. The important point is that upon proposing some ansatz, one is most likely choosing a tetrad whose associated inertial connection^•ω^a_{bμ} is non-vanishing.

However, as follows from the relation (93), the spin connection enters the action only through a surface term and hence the field equations obtained from^•L(h^a_μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}) and from

• L(h^a_μ, 0) are the same. This means that the field equations can be solved independently of the spin connection, which is left undetermined in the process. It should be noted that the teleparallel field equations determine only the equivalence class of tetrads with respect to the local Lorentz transformations Λ^a_b(x). In other words, tetrads related through local Lorentz transformations h^a_μ and h^{′a}_μ = Λ^a_bh^b_μ, (100)

are indistinguishable as far as the teleparallel field equations are concerned. This is a direct consequence of the fact that the teleparallel spin connection (16) is not determined by the field equations. Therefore, the field equations do not determine Λ^a_b(x), which means that the tetrad is determined up to a local Lorentz transformation. Namely, the field equations effectively determine only the metric tensor. In the next Section we show that the same situation occurs in the tetrad formulation of general relativity.

F. Comparison with the tetrad formulation of general relativity

It is useful at this point to make a comparison with general relativity. As is well-known, general relativity has both a metric and a tetrad formulation [22]. In the metric formalism we straightforwardly calculate the Riemannian curvature using Christoffel symbols from the metric tensor. The dynamics of the metric tensor is described by the Einstein field equations, ∘ R^μν − 1 2 δ^μ_ν^∘R = κΘ^μ_ν , (101)

which is essentially a set of ten field equations for the ten components of the metric tensor.

On the other hand, in the tetrad formulation the ten-components of the metric tensor are replaced by the sixteen-components of the tetrad field. The Einstein field equations in this case take the similar form ∘ R^aν − 1 2 h^a_ν^∘R = κΘ^a_ν , (102)

where^∘R^a_ν is the Ricci curvature calculated directly from the tetrad, and is related to the spacetime-indexed Ricci curvature by ∘ R^aν = h^aμ^∘R^μν . (103)

From this we can see that the tetrad form of the Einstein field equations (102) is just a projection of their spacetime form (101) along the tetrad components. Therefore, the dynamical content of both forms of field equations is the same and they determine only the metric tensor. This is also clear from the fact that Einstein’s field equations (102) are covariant under local Lorentz transformations:

Λ^c_a(x) (_∘ R^aν − 1 2 h^a_ν^∘R ) = κ Λ^c_a(x) Θ^a_ν . (104)

This covariance eliminates six of the sixteen equations (102), which means that the tetrad is determined by the field equations (102) only up to a local Lorentz transformation. This means that we actually determine only the metric tensor. Naturally, this is an expected result since both the metric and the tetrad formulations are just two equivalent formulations of the very same theory.

V. TETRAD AND ITS ASSOCIATED SPIN CONNECTION

To each tetrad h^a_μ there is an associated inertial spin connection^•ω^a_{bμ} that describes the inertial effects present in the frame. This is clear from the fundamental form of the tetrad in teleparallel gravity, as given by Eq. (43). There is a class of frames known as proper frames characterized by a vanishing spin connection: {h^a_μ, 0}. In any other class of frames related to the proper frames by a local Lorentz transformation, the spin connection will be nonvanishing, which means that there are infinitely many pairs {h^a_μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}}. Each pair defines a different class of frames, characterized by a different inertial spin connection^•ω^a_{bμ}. However, in all practical cases, it is not immediately possible to identify the spin connection of a given tetrad h^a_μ. It is then necessary to provide a method to retrieve such a spin connection from a general tetrad.

We display here the simplest method of determining the spin connection introduced in [8], which is based on specifying the inertial effects present in the frame h^a_μ, and then finding a spin connection that precisely compensates for those effects. It should be mentioned that this is not the only way to compute the spin connection; see, e.g., the method based on the spacetime symmetries, introduced in [30].

A. Determining the inertial spin connection

We begin by defining a “reference tetrad”, h^a_{(r)μ}, as a tetrad in which gravity is switchedoff. It is, of course, a trivial tetrad in the sense that it relates two Minkowski metrics written in different coordinate systems. This can be done by setting the gravitational constant G equal to zero: h^a_{(r)μ} ≡ h^a_μ | |_{G→0} . (105)

In such a tetrad, the gravitational potential B^a_μ does not appear and the reference tetrad can be written formally as h^a_{(r)μ} = ∂_μx^a +^•ω^a_{bμ}x^b. (106) Furthermore, considering that this tetrad represents a trivial frame (see Sec. II), the torsion tensor of the spin connection^•ω^a_{bμ} vanishes identically: • T^a_{μν} (h^a_{(r)}μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}) = 0. (107)

The coefficients of anholonomy f^c_{ab} of the general tetrad h^a_μ, according to Eq. (7), are given by f^c_{ab} = h_a^μh_b^ν (∂_ν h^c_μ − ∂_μh^c_ν ). (108) Using Eq. (65), where the torsion is written in terms of f^c_{ab} as • T^abc = −f^abc + (^•ω^acb −^•ω^abc) , (109)

we find that the condition (107) for the reference tetrad assumes the form • T^abc(h^a_{(r)}μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}) =^•ω^acb −^•ω^abc − f^abc(h(r)) = 0, (110)

with f^a_{bc}(h_{(r)}) the coefficients of anholonomy of the reference tetrad h^a_{(r)μ}. Using (110) for three different combination of indices, we can solve for the spin connection [8]: • ω^a_{bμ} =^1_2 h^c_{(r)μ} [ f_b^a_c(h_{(r)}) + f_c^a_b(h_{(r)}) − f^a_{bc}(h_{(r)}) ] . (111)

This is the inertial spin connection naturally associated to the reference tetrad h^a_{(r)μ}. Since the reference tetrad h^a_{(r)μ} and the original tetrad h^a_μ differ only by their gravitational content—the inertial content of both tetrads are the same—the spin connection (111) is the inertial spin connection naturally associated to the original tetrad h^a_μ as well. Notice, in addition, that the expression for the teleparallel spin connection (111) coincides with the Levi-Civita spin connection for the reference tetrad, and hence we can write • ω^a_{bμ}(h^a_μ) =^∘ω^a_{bμ}(h^a_{(r)μ}). (112)

We would like to stress that the Levi-Civita connection is calculated for the reference tetrad corresponding to the Minkowski spacetime and consequently it is guaranteed to have a vanishing curvature; it is hence in the class of teleparallel connections (16).

The crucial point is that the torsion tensor • T^a_{μν} (h^a_μ, ω^a_{bμ}) (113)

constructed from the “full” tetrad and the spin connection represents purely gravitational torsion in the sense that the spurious contribution from the inertial effects are removed.

B. The regularizing role of the inertial spin connection

Let us begin by considering an action for the reference tetrad (105), which represents only inertial effects. If we naively associate a vanishing spin connection to the reference tetrad h^a_{(r)μ}, the gravitational action assumes the form • S(h^a_{(r)}μ, 0) = ∫ M • L(h^a_{(r)μ}, 0). (114)

In general this action does not vanish, and is even typically divergent. The reason for this is that it is an action for inertial effects, which in general do not vanish at infinity [31]. If, instead of a vanishing spin connection, we choose the appropriate inertial spin connection (111), then from Eq. (107) we have • S(h^a_{(r)}μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}) = 0. (115)

We now see that the role of spin connection^•ω^a_{bμ} is to remove all inertial effects of the action, in such a way that it now vanishes—as it should because it represents only inertial effects.

From the point of view of inertial effects, the full and reference tetrads are equivalent in the sense that their inertial content are the same. This consequently means that the spin connection associated with the full tetrad (or reference tetrad) is able to remove the inertial contributions, not only from the inertial action, but from the full action as well. This yields an action that represents gravitational effects only. Considering that the inertial effects are responsible for causing the divergences, the purely gravitational action with the appropriate spin connection, • S ren = ∫ M • L(h^a_μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}), (116)

will always be finite for any solution of the gravitational field equations. It can consequently be viewed as a renormalized action [8].

We note that it is possible to achieve the same results in a simpler way. In fact, relation (93) shows that the divergences are removed from the action by adding an appropriate surface term to the action, which is analogous to the process of holographic renormalization. However, in teleparallel gravity it can be interpreted as the removal of the spurious inertial effects from the theory. Of course, once the spurious inertial contribution to the Lagrangian is removed, all quantities computed using this Lagrangian, such as for example energy and momentum, will also be finite [32].

Furthermore, there is an important difference in relation to other renormalization methods: the inertial effects in teleparallel gravity are removed locally at each point of spacetime and not from the whole integral, as it happens to be the case in other formalisms. It is then possible to define at each point the energy and momentum densities of the gravitational field [8]. However, it should be kept in mind that this can be achieved only with the help of the reference tetrad [33].

VI. EXAMPLE: THE SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC VACUUM SOLUTION

A. Setting up the problem

Let us now illustrate with an explicit example the whole process of solving the field equations and determining the spin connection within the framework of teleparallel gravity. The example chosen is the static spherically symmetric problem with the well-known Schwarzschild solution. The starting point of obtaining the spherically symmetric solution in teleparallel gravity is the same as in general relativity: based on the symmetry of the problem, one proposes the ansatz metric

ds^2 = A(r)^2dt^2 − B(r)^2dr^2 − r^2dθ^2 − r^2 sin^2 θdϕ^2 , (117) where A = A(r) and B = B(r) are arbitrary functions to be determined from the field equations.

As we have already discussed, there are infinitely many tetrads corresponding to the metric ansatz (117). We consider here two tetrads: the diagonal tetrad h^a_μ = diag (A, B, r, r sin θ) (118) and the off-diagonal tetrad

h̃^a_μ =

A 0 0 0 0 B cos ϕ sin θ r cos ϕ cos θ −r sin ϕ sin θ 0 −B cos θ r sin θ 0 0 B sin ϕ sin θ r sin ϕ cos θ r cos ϕ sin θ

. (119)

These two tetrads are related by h̃^a_μ = Λ̃^a_b(x) h^b_μ, (120)

where Λ̃^a_b(x) is the local Lorentz transformation

Λ̃^a_b =

1 0 0 0 0 cos ϕ sin θ cos ϕ cos θ − sin ϕ 0 − cos θ sin θ 0 0 sin ϕ sin θ sin ϕ cos θ cos ϕ

. (121)

Obviously both tetrads represent the same metric (117) because, as is well known, the metric is invariant under local Lorentz transformations.

B. Solving the field equations

We choose to solve the field equations in the spacetime form (88), and we assume a zero spin connection initially. We proceed then to obtain all geometrical objects for both the diagonal and the non-diagonal tetrads.

1. Using the diagonal tetrad h^a_μ

For the case of the diagonal ansatz, the non-vanishing components of the superpotential • Sμ^{ρσ} =^•Sμ^{ρσ}(h^a_μ, 0) are found to be • St^{tr} = − 2 rB^2 ,^•S_t^{tθ} =^•S_r^{rθ} = − cot θ r^2

,^•S_θ^{rθ} =^•S_ϕ^{rϕ} = 1 rB^2 + A^′ AB^2 , (122) where we do not explicitly display the antisymmetric components^•S_μ^{ρσ} = −^•S_μ^{σρ}. The non-vanishing components of the energy-momentum pseudotensor^•t_μ^ρ =^•t_μ^ρ(h^a_μ, 0) are • t t^t = −^•t r^r =^•t θ^θ =^•t ϕ^ϕ = 1 κ A + 2rA^′ r^2AB^2 , • t r^θ = − 1 κ BA^′ + AB^′ r^2AB cot θ, • t θ^r = − 1 κ A + rA^′ rAB^2 cot θ . (123)

Combining them, the nontrivial components of the field equations (88) are found to be

E_t^t = ( −B + B^3 + 2rB^′ r^2B^3 ) h, (124)

E_r^r = ( −A + AB^2 − 2rA^′ r^2AB^2 ) h, (125)

E_θ^θ = E_ϕ^ϕ = ( B^′(A + rA^′) − B(A^′ + rA^{′′}) rAB^3 ) h. (126)

One verifies that the third equation is not an independent equation. Using then the first two equations, we find the same solution as in general relativity; that is, A(r) = 1 B(r) = √ 1 − c_1 r . (127)

Matching the solution to the Newtonian limit, the integration constant c_1, as in general relativity, is found to be c_1 = 2GM.

2. Using the off-diagonal tetrad h̃^a_μ

It is an interesting exercise to derive the field equations for the off-diagonal ansatz h̃^a_μ, which explicitly illustrates that the field equations determine the tetrad up to a local Lorentz transformation. In this case the non-vanishing components of the superpotential^•S_μ^{ρσ} = • Sμ^{ρσ}(h̃^a_μ, 0) are: • St^{tr} = 2(B − 1) rB^2 ,^•S_θ^{rθ} =^•S_ϕ^{rϕ} = −A(B − 1) + rA^′ rAB^2 . (128)

Similarly, the non-vanishing components of the energy-momentum pseudotensor^•t_μ^ρ = • t μ^ρ(h̃^a_μ, 0) are: • t t^t = 1 κ (B − 1)(A(B − 1) − 2rA^′) r^2AB^2

,^•t_r^r = 1 κ A(B^2 − 1) − 2rA^′

r^2AB^2 • t θ^θ =^•t ϕ^ϕ = − 1 κ A(B − 1) + r(B − 2)A^′ r^2AB^2

,^•t_θ^r = 1 κ A(B − 1) − rA^′ rAB^2 cot θ, (129)

Note that both the superpotential and the energy-momentum pseudotensors for the diagonal tetrad (118) and for the off-diagonal tetrad (119) are completely different, due to the fact that when we assumed a vanishing spin connection for both tetrads both quantities^•S_μ^{ρσ} and^•t_μ^ρ become non-tensorial in nature. In the next section we are going to compute the spin connection associated to each tetrad, and then show how the corresponding tensorial quantities^•S_μ^{ρσ} and^•t_μ^ρ will indeed transform properly.

3. Determining the associated spin connection

We use the method introduced in Section V to find the components of the spin connection associated with the tetrads (118) and (119). The starting point is to define the reference tetrad, which for the diagonal tetrad (118) is

h^a_{(r)μ} ≡ h^a_μ | |_{G→0} = diag (1, 1, r, r sin θ) . (130)

Using (111), we find that the non-vanishing components of the spin connection are • ω^{^1}_{^2θ} = −^•ω^{^2}_{^1θ} = −1,^•ω^{^1}_{^3ϕ} = −^•ω^{^3}_{^1ϕ} = − sin θ,^•ω^{^2}_{^3ϕ} = −^•ω^{^3}_{^2ϕ} = − cos θ. (131)

These components represent the inertial effects present in the diagonal tetrad (118). We can analogously define the reference tetrad for the off-diagonal tetrad (119) as

h̃^a_{(r)μ} ≡ h̃^a_μ | |_{G→0} =

1 0 0 0 0 cos ϕ sin θ r cos ϕ cos θ −r sin ϕ sin θ 0 − cos θ r sin θ 0 0 sin ϕ sin θ r sin ϕ cos θ r cos ϕ sin θ

. (132)

Using (111), we find that the corresponding connection vanishes ~•ω_{abμ} = 0. (133)

This means that the off-diagonal tetrad (119) is indeed the proper tetrad, and as such it represents gravitation only. On the other hand, the diagonal tetrad (118) is not proper since the associated inertial effects, represented by the spin connection (131), do not vanish.

We can now check that both tetrads with their associated spin connections do lead to the same prediction for all geometric quantities, that is, • Sμ^{ρσ}(h̃^a_μ, 0) =^•Sμ^{ρσ}(h^a_μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}),^•t μ^ρ(h̃^a_μ, 0) =^•t μ^ρ(h^a_μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}). (134)

Such quantities transform covariantly under both diffeomorphisms and local Lorentz transformations. Furthermore, they now represent only gravitation, to the exclusion of the spurious inertial effects.

C. Regularization of the action

To see how the spurious inertial effects come into play and why we need to compute the associated spin connection, we consider the action and the corresponding conserved charges [8]. If we compute the action using the diagonal tetrad (118) and vanishing spin connection, we find that • S(h^a_μ, 0) = 1 κ ∫ M d^4x sin θ, (135)

which is obviously a divergent quantity and consequently leads to divergent conserved charges. This is precisely due to the fact that the torsion scalar^•L(h^a_μ, 0)—and hence the action (135)—in addition to gravitation, also includes the spurious inertial effects, which means it does not vanish at infinity. The overall integral then leads to a divergent action. However, if we remove the inertial effects by taking into account the associated spin connection (131), or equivalently use the proper tetrad (119), then we find the well-behaved renormalized action • S ren(h^aμ,^•ω^a_{bμ}) =^•S ren(h̃^aμ, 0) = 2 κ ∫ M d^4x [ 1 + (GM − r) rA ] sin θ = ∫ dtM. (136) The conserved charges obtained from this action are finite, and represent the correct physical conserved charges.

VII. SOME REMARKS ON THE PURE TETRAD TELEPARALLEL GRAVITY

As already discussed, to any tetrad h^a_μ there is associated a specific inertial spin connection^•ω^a_{bμ} that represents the inertial effects present in that frame:

h^a_μ = h^a_μ(^•ω^a_{bμ}) . (137)

On the other hand, torsion is defined as the covariant derivative of the tetrad: • T^aμν = ∂μh^aν − ∂ν h^aμ +^•ω^abμh^bν −^•ω^abν h^bμ . (138)

Note that the spin connection is essential for torsion (138) to be a tensorial quantity; that is, an object that transforms covariantly under both local Lorentz and general coordinate transformations. As a consequence, the action of teleparallel gravity, which similarly to the action of any gauge theory is quadratic in the field strength (in this case, torsion), will be invariant under both local Lorentz and general coordinate transformations. Of course, the corresponding field equations will transform covariantly under those transformations.

The crucial observation of teleparallel gravity is that the spin connection associated with the tetrad (137) and the one used in the torsion (138) are the very same spin connection. This is particularly clear within the approach to teleparallel gravity as a gauge theory for the translation group. As can be seen in Section III B, the torsion tensor is explicitly constructed in a such way that the spin connection^•ω^a_{bμ} appearing in the covariant derivative is the same spin connection associated to the given tetrad h^a_μ according to (43).

Nevertheless, it is important to note that in practical calculations, we typically start with some ansatz tetrad that suits the symmetry of the problem under consideration, and for which we do not know a priori its associated spin connection. Due to the peculiar structure of the teleparallel action discussed in section IV D, we can first solve the problem for the tetrad and then determine the spin connection according to the method discussed in Section V. Only then do the physical quantities computed from the torsion tensor, such as for example the action of the gravitational field or the gravitational conserved charges, give the correct, finite, physically relevant results. Therefore, the requirement of the finiteness of the action and conserved charges motivates the necessity to associate to each tetrad a spin connection according to the method discussed in Section V.

Now, there is in the literature a different approach to teleparallel gravity, known as pure tetrad teleparallel gravity (see Ref. [34] for a review). Its name stems from the fact that torsion is defined not as the covariant derivative of the tetrad [18], but instead as an ordinary derivative,_• T^a_0 μν = ∂μh^aν − ∂ν h^aμ , (139) with the subscript zero denoting the “torsion” of the pure tetrad theory. In other words, the spin connection appearing explicitly in the torsion definition (138) is always assumed to vanish, although to each tetrad there is associated a (generally) non-vanishing spin connection (137). The pure tetrad formulation ignores the this fact and treats the tetrad and the spin connection as genuinely independent variables. Due to the pure gauge form (16), the teleparallel spin connection can be transformed to zero independently of transformations of the tetrad and hence the vanishing spin connection can be associated with each tetrad.

There are multiple problems with this approach. First, even though (139) is mathematically and physically meaningful, it is not the torsion tensor since it does not transform as a tensor under local Lorentz transformations. As a matter of fact, it is minus the coefficient of anholonomy f^c_{ab} of the frame h^a_μ, whose components, according to Eq. (108), are given by • T^c_0 ab ≡ −f^cab = ha^μhb^ν (∂μh^cν − ∂ν h^cμ) . (140) Only in the class of frames in which the inertial spin connection^•ω^a_{bμ} vanishes will the coefficient of anholonomy coincide with the torsion tensor. In all other classes of frames, they will not coincide.

In spite of this problem, it is still possible to use the pure tetrad teleparallel gravity for some specific purposes. The Lagrangian of the pure tetrad teleparallel gravity is obtained from the Lagrangian (77) by setting the spin connection to zero and replacing torsion by the coefficient of anholonomy • L = h 16πG (_1 4 f^a_{bc}f_a^{bc} +^1_2 f^a_{bc} f^{cb}_a − f^a_{ba} f^{cb}_c ) . (141)

Despite the fact that f^a_{bc} is not a tensor, the field equations derived from this Lagrangian are the same as those derived from (77) and it then follows, as discussed in Section IV D, that the spin connection does not contribute to the field equations. Therefore, as far as we are interested in the solutions of the field equations, both approaches, our invariant approach and the pure tetrad one, lead to the same result.

Second, the Lagrangian (141) is not invariant with respect to local Lorentz transformations, but only quasi-invariant; i.e., changes by the surface term [35]. Nevertheless, these contributions through the surface term do play an important role when the total value of the action is considered and in derivation of the conserved charges. It is then found that only for certain preferred class of the frames do we obtain finite, physically relevant results.

Third, local Lorentz symmmetry is a fundamental symmetry of general relativity. Considering that the invariant formulation of teleparallel gravity discussed here preserves this symmetry, it is the only theory that can be interpreted as the teleparallel equivalent of general relativity.

In the literature, properties of this pure tetrad formulation are often erroneously attributed to teleparallel gravity itself. For example, it is quite common to find statements that in teleparallel gravity torsion is not a tensor, or that the theory is not invariant under local Lorentz transformations, or still that there are preferred frames. Obviously all of these statements apply to the pure tetrad formulation, but not to the invariant formulation of the theory.

This confusion can be easily understood from a modern perspective where the pure tetrad teleparallel gravity can be viewed as teleparallel gravity written in the specific class of proper frames, in which the spin connection vanishes. After fixing the class of frames, the theory is no longer manifestly invariant under local Lorentz transformations, though it remains invariant under global Lorentz transformations. The whole discussion of local Lorentz invariance in pure tetrad formulation can then be viewed as rather misguided and not an indicator of any problem of teleparallel gravity. The analogous situation in electromagnetism would be to discuss gauge invariance after fixing a specific class of gauge (the Coulomb gauge, for example), which obviously does not make sense.

VIII. MODIFICATION OF TELEPARALLEL GRAVITY: f(T ) GRAVITY

The discovery of the accelerated expansion of the Universe has motivated the study of various extensions of general relativity. A very popular extension is the so-called f(R) gravity where the Lagrangian is taken to be a function of the Ricci scalar. This relatively simple model has a number of interesting features and rich phenomenology [9].

In a similar fashion to f(R) gravity, Ferraro and Fiorini [36–39] have proposed the f(T ) gravity model, where the Lagrangian is given by • L_f = h 2κ f(^•T ), (142) where^•T is the so-called torsion scalar representing the same quadratic torsion pieces appearing in the Lagrangian of teleparallel gravity (77); i.e.,^6 • T = 1 2 • Sa^{μν •}T^aμν = 1 4 • T^ρμν^•T ρ^{μν} +^1_2^•T^ρμν^•T^{νμ}ρ −^•T^ρμρ^•T^{νμ}ν . (143)

6 Note that here we follow the notation used in teleparallel gravity where the superpotential is defined as (82), while in f(T ) gravity the superpotential is usually defined as one half of this quantity. To bridge this difference we include this one half in the definition of the torsion scalar.

Following the equivalence between the teleparallel and Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangians (78), we can obtain the relation between the torsion and curvature scalars ∘ R = −^•T +^•B , (144)

where • B = − 2 h ∂_μ(h^•T^μ), (145)

is the so-called boundary term.

The boundary term does not contribute to the field equations in the case of teleparallel gravity. However, modified gravity models based on the idea of replacing the actions linear in^∘R or linear in^•T with arbitrary non-linear functions, f(R) and f(T ) respectively, are no longer equivalent. This simply follows from the fact that an arbitrary function of a boundary term is, in general, no longer a boundary term. As we discuss later in Section IX F, it is possible to relate f(R) gravity and f(T ) gravity if we consider teleparallel gravity theories with higher derivative terms in torsion.

A. Field equations and variations of the action in f(T ) gravity

The Lagrangian of f(T ) gravity is a function of both the tetrad and the spin connection, and hence we should consider variations with respect to both variables. We remind the reader about the situation in the ordinary teleparallel gravity discussed in Section IV, where the variation with respect to the spin connection turned out to be trivial (94). This led us to the conclusion that the field equations do not determine the spin connection and, instead, it needed to be calculated using the reference spacetime as discussed in Section V.

The situation is rather different when we consider modified teleparallel gravity models such as f(T ) gravity. As we will show shortly, we find that the variations with respect to both the tetrad and the spin connection are non-trivial. However, the two variations are closely related since the variation with respect to the spin connection leads to the identical field equations as the antisymmetric part of the field equations for the tetrad.

Let us consider the f(T ) Lagrangian (142) and a general source field

L =^•L_f + L_s, (146) and vary the action with respect to the tetrad. This leads to the field equations for the tetrad E^μ_a = κhΘ^μ_a , (147) where the Euler-Lagrange expression on the left-hand side (see [13] for details) is given by

E^μ_a ≡ κ δ^•L_f δh^a_μ = f_T ∂_ν ( h^•S^{μν}_a ) + h ( f_{T T}^•S^{μν}_a ∂_ν^•T − f_T^•T^b_{νa}^•S^{νμ}_b + f_T ω^b_{aν}^•S^{νμ}_b + 1 2 fh^μ_a ) , (148) where f_T and f_{T T} denotes first and second order derivatives of the f-function with respect to the torsion scalar.

In order to analyze the symmetric and antisymmetric part of the field equations, it is useful to define the fully Lorentz-indexed Euler-Lagrange expression

E_{ab} = η_{bc}h^c_μE^μ_a , (149)

which can be explicitly written as E_{ab} = h ( f_{T T}^•S_{ab}^ν ∂_ν^•T + f_T^∘G_{ab} + 1 2 η_{ab}(f −^•T f_T ) ) , (150)

where^∘G_{ab} is the symmetric Einstein tensor of the Levi-Civita connection calculated from the tetrad only. In this form it is straightforward to see that the last two terms are symmetric and hence the antisymmetric part of the Euler-Lagrange expression is given by

E_{[ab]} = hf_{T T}^•S_{[ab]}^ν ∂_ν^•T . (151)

Given that the energy-momentum tensor has vanishing anti-symmetric part, Θ_{[ab]} = 0, the antisymmetric part of the field equations is

f_{T T}^•S_{[ab]}^ν ∂_ν^•T = 0. (152)

We can now consider the variation with respect to the spin connection and show that it leads to the same equations as (152). We follow here the method introduced in [33], but it is possible to derive the same result using alternative methods [28, 40].

The relation (93) for the torsion scalar can be re-expressed as • T (h^a_μ, ω^a_{bμ}) =^•T (h^a_μ, 0) + 2 h ∂_μ ( h^•ω^a_{bν} h_a^ν h_c^μη^{bc} ) . (153)

We then find that the variation of δ_ω^•L_f with respect to the spin connection is given by

δ_ω^•L_f = 1 2κ h h^μ_a h^ν_b (∂_ν f_T )δ^•ω^{ab}_μ. (154)

We can then use (96) and integrate by parts to find the condition f_{T T} ∂_ν^•T^•D_μ ( hh_{[a}^μh_{b]}^ν ) = 0, (155)

where we have used ∂_ν f_T = f_{T T} ∂_ν^•T . Using the identity (99), we find that the field equations for the spin connection (155) coincide with the antisymmetric part of the field equations for the tetrad (152).

We notice that a very special situation occurs when we have^•T = T_0 = const. In this case the spin connection field equation (155) is automatically satisfied and the tetrad field equations (150) reduce to the ordinary Einstein equations with the effective cosmological constant (f(T_0)−T_0f_T (T_0))/2. This means that if we are able to construct a constant torsion scalar^•T = T_0 for some solution in general relativity, then this solution remains a solution of f(T ) gravity for an arbitrary function f. Using this method it was shown that the well known Schwarzschild [41], Kerr [42] and McVittie [43] solutions of general relativity solve f(T ) gravity as well.

B. Local Lorentz symmetry in f(T ) gravity

The issue that has caused a lot of attention and raised some doubts about the consistency of f(T ) gravity and other modified teleparallel gravity models is the question of local Lorentz invariance [9, 12]. We will now explain the origins of this problem and how it is avoided in the covariant formulation of the theory that we use here.

In Section VII we have mentioned the so-called pure tetrad approach to teleparallel gravity, where the only variable is the tetrad. This originates from the fact that the teleparallel connection (16) is a pure gauge connection and hence it is always possible to perform a local Lorentz transformation such that the connection is transformed to zero. This is then equivalent to choosing a specific frame in which the spin connection vanishes and hence formulating the theory in this very specific class of frames. Strictly speaking, the question of local Lorentz invariance is ill-defined in this case since we choose the specific frame and hence we are not allowed to perform local Lorentz transformations.

Nevertheless, in the case of the ordinary teleparallel gravity with Lagrangian density (77) this approach gained some popularity not only because it was originally used in Einstein’s teleparallelism [44, 45] but also since it can be justified in some cases. Particularly, on account of property (93), the spin connection does not dynamically affect the field equations (80) and hence setting it to zero can be used to obtain solutions. In fact, as we have explained in Section IV E, in our covariant approach to ordinary teleparallel gravity, for the sake of convenience we can also set the spin connection to zero as an intermediate step in our calculations. The issue of local Lorentz invariance manifests itself only when problems beyond the solutions are considered; i.e., the total value of the action and its renormalization, definition of the energy-momentum, etc.

The problem of the original formulation of f(T ) gravity with Lagrangian density (142) is due to the fact that the theory was originally formulated as a modification of the pure tetrad teleparallel gravity. The problem of local Lorentz symmetry violation was then inherited by the f(T ) gravity in a more serious way since it also affects the solutions of the field equations. In particular, this leads to the situation where only some frames in the same equivalence class (i.e., corresponding to the same metric), were able to solve the field equations. Such frames were referred to as good tetrads [46], while the so-called bad tetrads–related to good tetrads by a local Lorentz transformation–were solutions only in the limit of the ordinary teleparallel gravity. For example, in the case of spherical symmetry, the diagonal tetrad (118) was considered to be a bad tetrad, while the off-diagonal (119) was a good tetrad.

It is easy to understand this problem of the original f(T ) gravity from the viewpoint of our covariant formulation. As we have argued in the previous Section VIII A, the field equations of f(T ) gravity determine both the tetrad and the spin connection, and hence the solution is always a pair of variables {h^a_μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}}. Since these variables are not independent, a transformation of the spin connection must be always accompanied by a transformation of the corresponding tetrad. In particular, if we transform the spin connection to zero, then we must perform a simultaneous transformation on the tetrad; i.e., {h^a_μ,^•ω^a_{bμ}} −−−→ {h̃^a_μ, 0}. (156) We can then identify the class of frames h̃^a_μ which corresponds to the zero connection within the class of good frames. However, we can see that there is nothing fundamentally special about these frames. All other frames related by local Lorentz transformation are equally viable; we just need to use the corresponding spin connections with them.

At least in principle, it is possible to write down the field equations directly in terms of the good frames h̃^a_μ, which are obtained by using the transformation (156) on the field equations (147). As a result, we will obtain 16 field equations that completely determine the tetrad, including the local Lorentz degrees freedom of the tetrad. This is in contrast with the situation in the ordinary teleparallel gravity discussed in Section IV E where the field equations determined only the equivalence class of the tetrads. The tetrad that solves the f(T ) field equations after the transformation (156) is completely fixed.

However, this does not imply that local Lorentz symmetry is violated in f(T ) gravity because we need to keep in mind that we have obtained this solution using the transformation (156) and hence we work only in this class of frames. If we want to discuss local Lorentz symmetry we need to act with local Lorentz transformations on both variables which necessarily generates a new spin connection. We can picture this as having h̃^a_μ that solves the field equations with a zero spin connection, and then we perform an inverse of a local Lorentz transformation (156) with an arbitrary Λ^a_b. This will then generate for each tetrad h^a_b a corresponding spin connection^•ω^a_{bμ}.

C. Examples: Solutions in f(T ) gravity

1. Example: Minkowski spacetime

A rather trivial but very illustrative example of the relevance of the spin connection and the problems of the original formulation of f(T ) gravity is the simple Minkowski spacetime. We consider two different tetrads representing the Minkowski spacetime. The first one is the diagonal tetrad in the Cartesian coordinate system:

h^a_μ = diag (1, 1, 1, 1) , (157)

which–if we set the spin connection to zero–leads to zero torsion and hence for any function f(T ) with f(0) = 0 then the field equations are trivially satisfied. Therefore, the tetrad (157) is a proper tetrad to which corresponds a vanishing zero connection or, in the terminology of [46], a good tetrad.

On the other hand, if we consider a Minkowski diagonal tetrad in the spherical coordinate system h^a_μ = diag (1, 1, r, r sin θ) , (158) and use it with the vanishing zero spin connection, we find that the corresponding torsion scalar is non-zero. Additionally, we observe that one of the field equations,

E^θ_{^2} =

4hf_{T T} cot θ

r^5

= 0, (159)

has a solution only if we set f_{T T} = 0. This reduces the theory back to the ordinary teleparallel gravity and hence (158) is, in the terminology of [46], a bad tetrad.

The problem of the original formulation of f(T ) gravity was that in order to be able to use the spherical coordinate system in f(T ) gravity to describe Minkowski spacetime we had to use the tetrad h̃^a_μ = Λ̃^a_bh^a_μ with Λ̃^a_b given by (121) and h^a_μ given by (158), which yields the equivalent of the reference tetrad in Eq. (132). Since gravity is absent in Minkowski spacetime, this demonstrates very well that the nature of the Lorentz invariance problem is not related to the modification of gravity but is just a matter of the consistent formulation of the theory. On the other hand, in the covariant formulation of f(T ) gravity, the problem is absent and we are able to use all tetrads in arbitrary coordinate systems. In the case of Minkowski spacetime, for instance, we are free to use the diagonal tetrad (158) but we need to use it along with its corresponding spin connection (131).

2. Example: FLRW spacetime

We now move on to the more non-trivial example of the FLRW spacetime with zero spatial curvature describing the evolution of the Universe. Using the Cartesian coordinate system we can choose a diagonal tetrad as,

h^a_μ = diag(1, a(t), a(t), a(t)), (160)

with a(t) being the scale factor. This tetrad leads to the torsion scalar • T = −6H^2, (161) where H = ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter, and gives rise to the Friedmann equations

κρ_M = 6H^2f_T + 1 2 f, (162) κ(p_M + ρ_M ) = 2Ḣ(12f_{T T} H^2 − f_T ), (163) where ρ_M and p_M are the energy density and pressure of the matter fluid, respectively. These are the correct f(T ) modified Friedmann equations capable of explaining the accelerated expansion of the Universe, as shown originally in [36–39] and later extensively studied in [47– 71]. For a complete list of references see the review [72].

The observation that the tetrad (160) leads directly to some interesting dynamics means that this tetrad is already in the proper form and hence leads to symmetric field equations using the zero connection. Let us mention that at the perturbative level one has to consider perturbations to all components of the tetrad (160) and solve the antisymmetric part of the field equations, which are non-trivial even for the Cartesian tetrad (160) at the perturbative level, in order to obtain the correct cosmological perturbation theory [73].

Similar to the case of Minkowski spacetime, if we would like to use instead of the Cartesian diagonal tetrad (160) the diagonal tetrad in the spherical coordinate system

h^a_μ = diag(1, a(t), a(t) r, a(t) r sin θ), (164)

we have to either use the spin connection corresponding to (164), which is given by (131), or make the tetrad (164) proper by the local Lorentz transformation given by (121). Both methods will lead to the same set of Friedmann equations (162)-(163) as when working with the Cartesian tetrad (160).

It is also interesting to consider spatially non-flat FLRW spacetimes represented by the tetrad in the spherical coordinate system

h^a_μ = diag ( 1, a(t) √ χ , a(t) r, a(t) r sin θ ) , , (165)

where χ = 1 − kr^2.

For the positively spatially curved FLRW spacetime, k = +1, the teleparallel spin connnection is given by [30] • ω^{^1}_{±^2θ} = −^•ω^{^2}_{±^1θ} = −χ ,^•ω^{^1}_{±^2ϕ} = −^•ω^{^2}_{±^1ϕ} = ±r sin θ ,^•ω^{^1}_{±^3θ} = −^•ω^{^3}_{±^1θ} = ∓r , • ω^{^1}_{±^3ϕ} = −^•ω^{^3}_{±^1ϕ} = −χ sin θ ,^•ω^{^2}_{±^3r} = −^•ω^{^3}_{±^2r} = ±^1_χ ,^•ω^{^2}_{±^3ϕ} = −^•ω^{^3}_{±^2ϕ} = − cos θ , where ± represents two possible sign choices.

In the case of the negatively spatially curved FLRW spacetime, the teleparallel spin connection is given by [30] • ω^{^0}_{^1r} =^•ω^{^1}_{^0r} =^1_χ ,^•ω^{^0}_{^2θ} =^•ω^{^2}_{^0θ} = r ,^•ω^{^0}_{^3ϕ} =^•ω^{^3}_{^0ϕ} = r sin θ , • ω^{^1}_{^2θ} = −^•ω^{^2}_{^1θ} = −χ ,^•ω^{^1}_{^3ϕ} = −^•ω^{^3}_{^1ϕ} = −χ sin θ ,^•ω^{^2}_{^3ϕ} = −^•ω^{^3}_{^2ϕ} = − cos θ .

Both results (VIII C 2) and (VIII C 2) can be transformed using the corresponding local Lorentz tranformations to the proper tetrad-form where the spin connection is zero and the tetrad (165) takes a non-diagonal form, see [30]. Moreover, in the case the negatively spatially curved FLRW spacetime, there seems to exists also a complex spin connection [30] corresponding to the complex tetrad first examined in [74].

3. Example: Spherically symmetric vacuum spacetime

The spherically symmetric solutions of the field equations in any gravitational theory are of the crucial importance since they describe the gravitational field outside a massive spherical body which is important for understanding the dynamics of the solar system and the dynamics of more exotic objects such as black holes. In the framework of f(T ) gravity, this problem was considered in [41, 46, 75–85].

The spherically symmetric metric (see also Eq. (117)) has the form

ds^2 = A(r)^2dt^2 − B(r)^2dr^2 − r^2dθ^2 − r^2 sin^2 θdϕ^2 . (166)

The most natural choice of the tetrad corresponding to this metric has the simple diagonal form (see also in Eq. (118)), the same choice as in the ordinary teleparallel gravity,

h^a_μ = diag (A, B, r, r sin θ) . (167)

Same as in the case of Minkowski vacuum in the spherical coordinate system (158), this diagonal tetrad leads to the field equations that can be satisfied only in the case when f(T ) gravity reduces to the ordinary teleparallel gravity. To see this, we can straightforwardly check that the diagonal tetrad (118) with a trivial spin connection ω^a_{bμ} = 0, gives us the torsion scalar_• T = 2(A + rA^′) r^2AB^2

, (168) where the prime denotes the derivative of the torsion scalar (171) with respect to the coordinate r. One of the field equations is then given by

E^θ_{^2} = hf_{T T} cot θ Br • T^′ = 0, (169) which can be satisfied only if f_{T T} = 0, and hence restricts the theory to the ordinary teleparallel gravity. Due to this fact, the diagonal tetrad (167) was considered to be not a consistent solution in the original (non-covariant) formulation of f(T ) gravity.

We now demonstrate that this issue is not present in the covariant formulation and that it is possible to obtain non-trivial solutions using an arbitrary tetrad corresponding to the metric (166) provided that it is accompanied by the corresponding spin connection. The most straighforward method to determine the spin connection is to solve its field equations (155), but this it is a difficult task to achieve in practice. Therefore, we can use the method of reference tetrads described in Section V. The only difference compared to the ordinary teleparallel gravity is that we do not know the solution for the tetrad and hence we cannot straightforwardly determine the reference tetrad using (105). Nevertheless, it is reasonable to assume that in the absence of gravity, the diagonal tetrad (167) should reduce to the tetrad (158) representing the Minkowski spacetime in spherical coordinates and hence the corresponding spin connection is given by (see also Eq. (131)) • ω^{^1}_{^2θ} = −^•ω^{^2}_{^1θ} = −1,^•ω^{^1}_{^3ϕ} = −^•ω^{^3}_{^1ϕ} = − sin θ,^•ω^{^2}_{^3ϕ} = −^•ω^{^3}_{^2ϕ} = − cos θ. (170)

We can check that the field equations for the spin connection (155) are indeed satisfied for the tetrad (167) and the spin connection (170). We find then that the torsion scalar • T (h^a_μ, ω^a_{bμ}) = − 2(B − 1) (A − AB + 2rA^′) r^2AB^2

, (171)

and the field equations (147) are given by

E^t_{^0} ≡ h ( 1 2A f + 2f_T (−AB + AB^2 + AB^′r + A^′B^2r − A^′Br) A^2B^3r^2

+ 2f_{T T}^•T^′

(B − 1) AB^2r ) , (172)

E^r_{^1} ≡ h ( 1 2B f + 2f_T (−2A^′r + AB + A^′Br − A) AB^3r^2 ) , (173)

E^θ_{^2} ≡ h ( 1 2r f + f_T (2B^2A^′r − AB − AB^3 + 2AB^2 − A^{′′}Br^2 + AB^′r − 3A^′Br + B^′A^′r^2) AB^3r^3

+ f_{T T}^•T^′ (AB − A − A^′r) AB^2r^2 ) , (174)

E^ϕ_{^3} ≡ 1 sin θ

E^θ_{^2} . (175)

We can observe that the field equations (172)-(175) do not restrict the form of the f(T )- function, in contrast with (169), and hence generally lead to new solutions distinct from the ordinary teleparallel gravity. Moreover, we can now use any tetrad corresponding to the metric (166) provided that the corresponding spin connection is calculated. We can check that the off-diagonal tetrad (119) with the zero spin connection lead to the same field equations (172)-(175). However, the tetrad (119) does not have any priviliged position in the covariant formulation of f(T ) gravity; it is just a specific tetrad in which the corresponding spin connection happens to be zero.

IX. OTHER MODIFIED TELEPARALLEL MODELS

The most popular modified teleparallel gravity model in the recent decade is f(T ) gravity and much of the attention has been focused on this particular model. However, the teleparallel structure allows us to formulate a plethora of other interesting modified teleparallel gravity models. We briefly review here some of the more popular models and provide a classification scheme based on their essential features and/or the purpose for which they were proposed.

A. New General Relativity

The so-called New General Relativity, introduced in 1979 by Hayashi and Shirafuji [14, 86], is the oldest modified teleparallel gravity model where the teleparallel Lagrangian (77) is straightforwardly generalized by considering arbitrary coefficients of the quadratic scalar torsion terms. We follow here the original approach used in [14, 86], which will be also useful later in Section IX C, and decompose the torsion tensor into irreducible parts with respect to the Lorentz group • T λμν = 2 3 (t_{λμν} − t_{λνμ}) + 1 3 (g_{λμ}v_ν − g_{λν} v_μ) + ϵ_{λμνρ}a^ρ , (176)

where

v_μ =^•T^λ_{λμ} , (177) a_μ = 1 6 ϵ_{μνσρ}^•T^{νσρ} , (178) t_{λμν} = 1 2 (^•T_{λμν} +^•T_{μλν} ) + 1 6 (g_{νλ}v_μ + g_{νμ}v_λ) − 1 3 g_{λμ}v_ν , (179) are known as the vector, axial, and purely tensorial torsions, respectively. We can then construct three parity preserving quadratic invariants

T_{ten} = t_{λμν} t^{λμν} = 1 2 (_• T λμν^•T^{λμν} +^•T λμν^•T^{μλν} ) − 1 2 • T^λλμ^•T ν^{νμ} , (180)

T_{ax} = a_μa^μ = 1 18 (_• T λμν^•T^{λμν} − 2^•T λμν^•T^{μλν} ) , (181)

T_{vec} = v_μv^μ =^•T^λ_{λμ}^•T_ν^{νμ} . (182)

The action of the teleparallel gravity (77) in terms of these quadratic invariants takes the form_• L_{TG} = h 16πG ( 3 2 T_{ax} + 2 3 T_{ten} − 2 3 T_{vec} ) . (183)

New General Relativity is a straightforward generalization of the teleparallel Lagrangian where the coefficients in front of the quadratic invariants take arbitrary values; i.e., • L_{NGR} = h 2κ ( a_0 + a_1T_{ax} + a_2T_{ten} + a_3T_{vec} ) , (184)

where the four a_i are arbitrary constants and a_0 can be interpreted as the cosmological constant. Since, up to a divergence, − 3 2 T_{ax} − 2 3 T_{ten} + 2 3 T_{vec} = −^∘R , (185)

with^∘R the scalar curvature of the Levi-Civita connection, Hayashi and Shirafuji rewrote the Lagrangian (184) in the form • L_{NGR} = h 2κ ( a_0 −^∘R + b_1T_{ax} + b_2T_{ten} + b_3T_{vec} ) , (186)

with the new coefficients given by

b_1 = a_1 + 2 3 , b_2 = a_2 + 2 3 , b_3 = b_3 − 3 2 . (187)

In this theory, torsion would represent additional degrees of freedom relative to the curvature, which would thus produce deviations in relation to general relativity, or equivalently, in relation to teleparallel gravity. In the original new general relativity by Hayashi and Shirafuji [14, 86], only the b_1 parameter was considered to be non zero since solar system experiments put strong constraints on b_2 and b_3. Further problems and limitations of this model were discussed in [87–89].

B. Conformal Teleparallel Gravity

Recently there has been increased interest in gravitational theories with conformal invariance, which is expected to be recovered as a fundamental symmetry at the Planck scale [90–93]. In the standard Riemannian framework the Lagrangian is usually assumed to be quadratic in the Weyl tensor and hence leads to a theory with fourth order field equations.

Within the teleparallel framework we can use the fact that the torsion contains only first derivatives of the tetrad and construct a conformally invariant theory of gravity with second order field equations [15]. The most general Lagrangian of the teleparallel conformal gravity is then given by_• L_{T CG} = hL_1L_2, (188) where L_1 is a generalization of the torsion scalar (143) given by L_1 = a_1^•T^ρ_{μν}^•T_ρ^{μν} + a_2^•T^ρ_{μν}^•T^{νμ}_ρ + a_3^•T^ρ_{μρ}^•T^{νμ}_ν . (189) where a_1, a_2, a_3 are three constants satisfying the relation 2a_1 + a_2 + 3a_3 = 0, (190) and L_2 is defined analogously to (189) with generally three different constants a^′_1, a^′_2, a^′_3 satisfying the analogous constraint to (190).

Using the quadratic invariants of the irreducible parts of the torsion tensor (180)-(182), it is possible to write the torsion scalar (189) in a simpler form L_1 = b_1T_{ax} + b_2T_{ten}, (191) where b_1, b_2 are arbitrary constants [94]. The second scalar L_2 can be written analogously with different constants b^′_1, b^′_2. Since the overall normalization fixes one of the constants, the teleparallel conformal model (188) has 3 free parameters that can be chosen arbitrarily.

See [95] for a recent generalization of conformal teleparallel gravity. Alternatively, teleparallel conformal gravity can be realized by coupling a conformal scalar field to the generalized torsion scalar (189) [15, 96, 97], or using Kaluza-Klein reduction [98, 99].

C. f(T_{ax}, T_{ten}, T_{vec}) Gravity

A natural generalization combining elements of both f(T ) gravity and new general relativity is f(T_{ax}, T_{ten}, T_{vec}) gravity [94], where the Lagrangian is taken to be an arbitrary function of quadratic invariants of the irreducible parts of the torsion tensor (180)-(182) • L_{AT V} = h 2κ f(T_{ax}, T_{ten}, T_{vec}). (192)

This model includes other models discussed in previous sections as special cases and is particularly suitable to study the behavior of teleparallel models under conformal transformations of the metric ĝ_{μν} = Ω^2(x)g_{μν} , or equally of the tetrad ĥ^a_μ = Ω(x)h^a_μ, where Ω(x) is the conformal factor. The quadratic invariants of the irreducible parts of the torsion tensor (180)-(182) transform as

T_{ax} = Ω^2T̂_{ax}, T_{ten} = Ω^2T̂_{ten}, T_{vec} = Ω^2T̂_{vec} + 6Ωv̂^μ ^∂_μΩ + 9ĝ^{μν}( ^∂_μΩ)( ^∂_ν Ω). (193)

Analyzing these transformation properties it can then be concluded, unlike the situation in f(R) gravity [9], that it is not possible to find an “Einstein frame” where the theory reduces to ordinary general relativity and a minimally coupled scalar field [94]. This is a generalization of the result previously obtained in f(T ) gravity [100, 101]. Moreover, we can also quickly confirm the observation that (191) transforms properly under conformal transformations and hence the Lagrangian (188) is, indeed, conformally invariant.

D. Gravity Models Inspired by Axiomatic Electrodynamics

A novel approach to teleparallel theories was recently proposed by Itin et al. [102] that utilizes the similarities between electromagnetism and teleparallel gravity. The field equations of electromagnetism can be written as

dF = 0, (194) dH = J, (195)

where F is the electromagnetic field strength 2-form, H is the excitation 2-form and J the current 3-form. The specific case of Maxwell electrodynamics is then defined by the relation between the excitation form and the field strength form using the Hodge dual map

H = ⋆F . (196)

The crucial observation of the so-called axiomatic electrodynamics is that the field equations (194)-(195) describe a consistent theory of electrodynamics even if the relation (196) is generalized to a more general constitutive relation H = κ(F ). Using this generalization we can then describe various effects in media and non-linear theories of electrodynamics in one unified language [103].

Teleparallel gravity can be cast into a similar form by writing the Lagrangian in the language of differential forms as

L =^•T^a ∧^•H_a, (197)

where^•H_a is the gravitational excitation 2-form related to the superpotential (82) through • Ha(h^b, T^b) = 1 4 hϵ_{μνρσ}^•S_a^{ρσ}dx^μ ∧ dx^ν . (198) The Bianchi identities and the field equations of teleparallel gravity then take a form that closely resembles the equations of electrodynamics (194)-(195):

D^•T^a = 0 , (199) D^•Π_a −^•Υ_a =^•Σ_a , (200)

where D is the teleparallel covariant exterior derivative, and^•Υ_a and^•Σ_a are the gravitational and matter energy-momentum 3-forms defined in [40]. In the case of ordinary teleparallel gravity we have that^•Π_a =^•H_a, and using the so-called generalized Hodge dual [104] the excitation form^•H_a can be related to a torsion form in a similar way as in the Maxwell case (196).

In [102] it was demonstrated that the same generalization to that in the case of axiomatic electrodynamics can be realized in teleparallel gravity by replacing the constitutive relation (198) by a general constitutive relation • Ha =^•H a(h^b,^•T^b), (201)

where^•H_a(h^b,^•T^b) is a function of the tetrad and the torsion. It was shown that the most general local and linear constitutive relation defines new general relativity discussed in Section IX A [102, 105, 106]. In [40] this approach was generalized to include arbitrary nonlinear constitutive relations and it was shown that all previously studied modified teleparallel gravity models with second order field equations can be naturally realized by finding corresponding constitutive relations. For example, f(T ) gravity can be realized through the constitutive relation • Ha(h^a, T^a) = 1 4 h f(^•T )_• T ϵ_{μνρσ}^•S_a^{ρσ}dx^μ ∧ dx^ν . (202) The advantage of such an axiomatic approach is that the field equations of all modified teleparallel theories then take the same form (199)-(200), which allows us to analyze them in full generality and better understand their generic features. For instance, in [40] it was shown that the result from f(T ) gravity, discussed in Section VIII A, that the field equations for the spin connection coincide with the antisymmetric part of the field equations for the tetrad, applies to all modified gravity models with second order field equations. Moreover, we obtain also a new framework where modified gravity theories are viewed analogously to various non-linear electrodynamics theories. Using such analogies we can then construct new modified gravity models inspired by electrodynamics theories [40].

E. Teleparallel Dark Energy and Scalar-Torsion Models

Another popular way to modify gravity is by introducing scalar fields. In the standard curvature-based approach, the earliest such model was Brans-Dicke gravity [107], and more recent models include various quintessence and scalar-tensor gravity models [108–111].

In the teleparallel framework, we can follow the same path and formulate modified gravity theories with scalar fields. The first model introduced by Geng et al. [112] under the name teleparallel dark energy considers the torsion scalar (143) non-minimally coupled to the scalar field with kinetic and potential terms for the scalar field: • L_{TDE} = h [^•T 2κ + 1 2 ξ^•T ϕ^2 + 1 2 (∂_μϕ)(∂^μϕ) − V (ϕ) ] . (203)

It was shown that such a model leads to interesting cosmological dynamics consistent with observations yet distinct from f(T ) gravity or curvature-based analogues [51, 113–119]. Note that this model, in the same way as f(T ) gravity discussed in Section VIII, was originally presented as violating local Lorentz invariance, but it can be reformulated in a covariant way using the non-trivial spin connection [120].

Following this example other modified gravity models with a scalar field were proposed, including the possibility of coupling the gradient of the scalar field with the trace of the torsion tensor [121], and a tachyonic scalar field [122]. Recently, the most general extension was proposed as f(T, X, Y, ϕ), where X is the kinetic term for the scalar field, and Y is the term representing the coupling between the torsion and gradient of the scalar field [123–125]. A similar yet distinct model is f(T, T ) gravity [126], where the scalar T = Θ^μ_μ is the trace of the energy-momentum of matter (84).

F. Higher Derivative Models: f(T, B) and Others

All of the previous teleparallel models considered the Lagrangian to be a function of the torsion scalar only and did not include its derivatives; as a result the equations of motion were always second order. However, it is possible to include derivatives of torsion and deal with fourth (or possibly higher) order equations. Among such higher derivative type models, the best motivated one is perhaps f(T, B) gravity, • L_{fTB} = h 2κ f(^•T ,^•B) (204)

where we include the ‘boundary’ term^•B = (2/e) ∂_μ(ev^μ) (see Eq.(145)).

Interestingly, for a particular form of the arguments, we can obtain the usual f(R) gravity: f(^•T ,^•B) = f(−^•T +^•B) = f(^∘R). (205) It is precisely the boundary term^•B that can be used to link both f(R) and f(T ) theories to the larger class of modified gravity theories f(T, B) gravity, where f(R) and f(T ) are now limiting cases. A side result which emerges from studying f(T, B) gravity models is that there is no direct link between f(R) gravity and f(T ) gravity.

The case (205) is particularly interesting in light of the discussion of the previous sections where we have addressed the issue of determining the spin connection corresponding to the tetrad and the pure tetrad formulation of teleparallel theories. From the equivalence with f(R) gravity, it is obvious that we do not face these problems as the only variable in f(R) gravity is the metric tensor. Nevertheless, it is illustrative to understand this fact within the teleparallel framework. As it turns out, the spin connection entering the boundary term in (205) exactly cancels out the boundary term contribution of the spin connection to the^•T - term from the relation (93). This provides us with a f(−^•T +^•B) term entirely independent of the spin connection and hence leads to symmetric field equations. Therefore, the case (205) is a teleparallel theory that is locally Lorentz invariant even in the pure tetrad formulation discussed in section VII.

Recently, a number of other teleparallel theories with higher order field equations were proposed. These include, for instance, the so-called teleparallel Gauss-Bonnet gravity [127, 128] inspired by analogous work in the curvature approach [129], where the following Lagrangian was considered_• L_{fTTG} = h 2κ f(^•T ,^•T_G). (206)

Here^•T_G is the so-called teleparallel Gauss-Bonnet term related to the usual curvature Gauss- Bonnet by a boundary term in a similar fashion to the relationship of curvature and torsion scalars in Eq.(145). Considering a f-function of such a teleparallel Gauss-Bonnet term in (206) leads then to a distinctive gravity model to curvature Gauss-Bonnet gravity. It is also possible to introduce derivatives of torsion in other ways (see [130]).

X. FINAL REMARKS

Teleparallel gravity and its generalizations can be formulated as fully invariant (both coordinate and local Lorentz) theories of gravity. Nevertheless, it is often suggested in the literature that torsion is not a tensor in teleparallel gravity or likewise that the local Lorentz symmetry is violated and teleparallel gravity theories are frame dependent. These notions originated from the fact that the teleparallel spin connection is of a pure-gauge form and hence it is always possible to choose a special gauge in which it vanishes. This is similar to choosing a specific gauge in gauge theories. This non-covariant approach where one restricts the analysis to a vanishing connection is what has been coined pure tetrad teleparallel gravity. One of the primary goals of this paper is to distinguish between what happens in the pure tetrad and the invariant formulations of teleparallel gravity and their generalizations, clearly illuminating the properties of the Lorentz connections and their pivotal role in understanding and determining the equations in Lorentz invariant gravitational theories.

In the invariant framework described here for teleparallel theories of gravity, the torsion tensor is a covariant object under both diffeomorphisms and local Lorentz transformations. However, unlike the familiar situation in general relativity where the curvature tensor depends only on the metric tensor, the torsion tensor of teleparallel gravity is a function of both the tetrad and the spin connection. The teleparallel spin connection is independent of the metric tensor and represents only the inertial effects associated with the choice of the frame. This is the crucial difference when comparing teleparallel theories with general relativity and other curvature-based theories of gravity, which introduces the very pressing practical problem of how to determine both the tetrad and the teleparallel spin connection.

In the teleparallel equivalent of general relativity the teleparallel spin connection does not enter the field equations for the tetrad, and the field equations for the spin connection turn out to be identically satisfied. Both of these properties can be easily understood as a consequence of the spin connection contributing to the teleparallel action through the surface term only. Therefore, as far as the solutions of the field equations are concerned, the spin connection can be chosen arbitrarily in order to solve the field equations. In particular, this allows us to set the spin connection to zero and effectively obtain the purely tetrad formulation of teleparallel gravity.

However, in revealing the underlying problem of the pure tetrad formulation, the crucial point is that the spin connection can be chosen arbitrarily only when we are interested in solutions of the field equations. The spin connection still plays an important role as it contributes to the action through the surface term which manifests itself in many situations where the total value of the action is of interest; e.g., calculations of the energy-momentum and black hole thermodynamics. As was shown in [8], in order to determine the spin connection corresponding to the tetrad, we can use the fact that the spin connection regularizes the action and hence we can define it by the requirement of the finiteness of the action. From a physical perspective, this amounts to the removal of spurious inertial contributions causing divergences of the action and obtaining a purely gravitational action. In practice, this can be achieved by introducing a reference tetrad which represents the same inertial effects as the full tetrad. This leads to the procedure described in Section V, which was demonstrated explicitly for the spherically symmetric solution in Section VI. It should be mentioned that this is the simplest, but not the only method to determine the spin connection. For example, see the recently developed method of determining the spin connection using the spacetime symmetries [30].

Note that the problem of how to determine the spin connection corresponding to the tetrad arises only if our starting point is the Lagrangian (77) depending on both the tetrad and the spin connection as a priori independent variables. The procedure discussed above can then be viewed as a method of determining their mutual relation. However, if we follow the gauge construction reviewed in Section III A, we naturally avoid this problem. We start with an inertial frame together with a gauge translational potential and a gauge covariant derivative which can be naturally introduced. The spin connection appears when we pass to the general frame by performing a local Lorentz transformation, in a similar fashion to how it appears in special relativity. We can then see that the general tetrad (43) is given by a combination of the spin connection and the translational gauge potential and that the translational field strength (49) coincides with the torsion tensor (50) for the general tetrad. In this construction, it is obvious that the tetrad is not an independent variable from the spin connection and that, in fact, to each tetrad corresponds some teleparallel spin connection.

It is useful to remember that the field equations of teleparallel gravity are non-linear coupled PDEs that can only be solved analytically in certain highly symmetric situations. Therefore, as in the case in general relativity, a starting point of many explicit calculations is a certain ansatz which respects the assumed symmetry. From this ansatz metric we then choose an ansatz tetrad and solve the field equations. This is the reason why in all practical calculations we start with the tetrad and the spin connection as a priori independent variables instead of constructing the tetrad from the translational gauge potential and the spin connection. This approach of solving the field equations is very much within the spirit of general relativity and it remains an open question as to whether one could fully follow the gauge construction in practice and use translational gauge potentials instead of the tetrad (and whether there would be any advantage to such an approach).

The situation is radically different in the case of modified teleparallel theories of gravity where the teleparallel spin connection contributes to the action in a more intricate way. The variation with respect to the tetrad and the spin connection results in a system of coupled field equations that depend on both variables in a non-trivial way. However, it turns out that the resulting field equations for the spin connection are equivalent to the antisymmetric part of the field equations for the tetrad. This means that, unlike in the case of the ordinary teleparallel gravity, there is no freedom to choose the spin connection when solving the field equations; instead the spin connection is determined by the field equations. Therefore, the solution to the problem in modified teleparallel theories is always the pair h^a_μ and^•ω^a_{bμ}. It is interesting to note that in many highly symmetric situations, such as spherically symmetric spacetimes or isotropic cosmologies, the antisymmetric and symmetric parts of the field equations for the tetrad do decouple from each other [13, 131]. As a result, it is often possible to solve the antisymmetric part of the field equations, and hence determine the spin connection, independently from obtaining the solution for the symmetric part of the field equations that determines the full tetrad and the metric tensor.

We can now clearly understand the problem of the pure tetrad formulation in the modified case and why these theories can easily be misunderstood regarding their local Lorentz invariance. Since the solution of the field equations is always the pair h^a_μ and^•ω^a_{bμ}, the field equations in the pure tetrad formulation are non-trivially satisfied only in the case when the tetrad corresponds to a vanishing spin connection. These tetrads were originally nicknamed good tetrads in the case of f(T ) gravity, since they lead to non-trivial solutions of the field equations; this is in contrast with the so-called bad tetrads, in which case f(T ) gravity reduces trivially to ordinary teleparallel gravity [46]. We now see that this concept of good and bad tetrads is just the result of neglecting the role of the teleparallel spin connection and one cannot draw any conclusions about the preferred frames in teleparallel theories. Nevertheless, we should mention that despite these conceptual and fundamental flaws, the pure tetrad formulation – if one properly uses good tetrads only – can be utilized to successfully solve the field equations. Therefore, most of the results found in the literature – obtained using the pure tetrad formulation – are correct.

In Section IX, we reviewed the covariant formulation of other modified teleparallel theories and classified various models based on their essential features. With the exception of higher derivative theories, equivalent to some curvature based models as discussed in Section IX F, much of the previous discussion about the tetrad and the spin connection from f(T ) gravity generally applies to all modified teleparallel models [40].

It is worth noting that alternatively one could set up an action for teleparallel theories and through the use of Lagrange multipliers ensure that the curvature of the spin connection is zero via a metric affine gauge approach [132, 133]. In this case the action would be a functional of both the frame field and the spin connection. The result of varying with respect to the frame field will yield a set of equivalent field equations to the covariant version presented here and in [13]. The result of varying with respect to the spin connection could, of course, result in a difference in the matter sector of the theory unless additional assumptions are placed on the nature of the matter Lagrangian (such as, for example, independence from the spin connection). Assuming that there is no hyper-momentum or spin current matter source [133], the zero curvature constraint results in a Lorentz connection as in the covariant representation of the theory.

An interesting and very fundamental open problem is the question of the propagating degrees of freedom in modified teleparallel theories of gravity. In the case of f(T ) gravity it was shown that there are no propagating extra degrees of freedom at the linear level [47, 59, 134]. However, the Hamiltonian analysis revealed that there are five propagating degrees of freedom [135]. It was then argued that the presence of these extra non-perturbative degrees of freedom poses a serious problem for the causality of f(T ) gravity [136], and these claims were then further discussed in [137–139]. Recently, these results were questioned and it was argued that f(T ) gravity has only one extra propagating degree of freedom [140, 141], the same number as f(R) gravity. Most of these results were obtained using the non-covariant pure tetrad teleparallel gravity, and therefore their applicability within the invariant framework presented here is not yet clear, see also the interesting discussion in [142]. However, the recent analysis of the covariant formulation of new general relativity, discussed in Section IX A, implies that the presence of the spin connection does not influence the total number of degrees of freedom [143]. Similarly, a general analysis of teleparallel theories using the method of Lagrange multipliers led to the same conclusion [144]. Nevertheless, this is clearly an important open question for future consideration.

We can mention here also a distinct class of theories introduced by Nester and Yo [145], where gravity is attributed to the non-metricity of spacetime. Since the teleparallel condition of zero curvature is satisfied and the connection is symmetric due to vanishing torsion, this approach was named symmetric teleparallel gravity. Within this framework it is possible to formulate the symmetric teleparallel equivalent of general relativity [145–149], which can be understood also as a gauge theory for translations [150, 151], and construct new modified gravity models [95, 152–155].

Let us conclude with the statement that teleparallel theories of gravity, which have experienced a renaissance recently, are an intriguing approach to understand gravity. In the case of ordinary teleparallel gravity, we are able to obtain a number of fundamental insights into the nature of gravity, which are not readily available (or are, at least, more hidden) in standard general relativity. Among those which we have reviewed here include the manifest gauge nature of gravity, and new approaches to understand the problems of the definition of the gravitational energy-momentum and regularization of the gravitational action. There are a number of other areas where teleparallel gravity can improve our understanding of gravity. For instance, it has been argued that coarse graining of the gravitational field equations of general relativity might be more naturally achieved within a teleparallel frame formulation of gravity [156, 157]. The ability to parallelly transport in a path independent manner facilitates an integration procedure useful for the development an averaged theory of gravity.

We have also discussed a number of modified teleparallel gravity models within the covariant formulation. Since these theories are distinct new models of gravity, it is ultimately up to observations to discriminate between them. Nevertheless, a number of theoretical challenges arise. In particular, we have focused on the question of local Lorentz invariance, and we have clearly demonstrated that the question is resolved due to the existence of the inertial Lorentz connection.

Acknowledgements

The authors are grateful to James N. Nester for valuable feedback. The work of MK was funded by the European Regional Development Fund through the Centre of Excellence TK 133 The Dark Side of the Universe. RvdH is supported by the St. Francis Xavier University Council on Research. JGP is partially supported by CNPq, Brazil. AC is supported by NSERC of Canada.

This article is partly based upon work from COST Action CA15117 (Cosmology and Astrophysics Network for Theoretical Advances and Training Actions), supported by COST (European Cooperation in Science and Technology).

[1] C. M. Will, The Confrontation between General Relativity and Experiment, Living Rev.

Rel. 17 (2014) 4, [arXiv:1403.7377].

[2] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Unified cosmic history in modified gravity: from F(R) theory to Lorentz non-invariant models, Phys. Rept. 505 (2011) 59–144, [arXiv:1011.0544].

[3] T. Clifton, P. G. Ferreira, A. Padilla, and C. Skordis, Modified Gravity and Cosmology, Phys. Rept. 513 (2012) 1–189, [arXiv:1106.2476].

[4] S. Capozziello and M. De Laurentis, Extended Theories of Gravity, Phys. Rept. 509 (2011) 167–321, [arXiv:1108.6266].

[5] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, and V. K. Oikonomou, Modified Gravity Theories on a Nutshell:

Inflation, Bounce and Late-time Evolution, Phys. Rept. 692 (2017) 1–104, [arXiv:1705.11098].

[6] L. Heisenberg, A systematic approach to generalisations of General Relativity and their cosmological implications, Phys. Rept. 796 (2019) 1–113, [arXiv:1807.01725].

[7] R. Aldrovandi and J. G. Pereira, Teleparallel Gravity, vol. 173 of Fundamental Theories of Physics. Springer, Dordrecht, 2013.

[8] M. Krššák and J. G. Pereira, Spin Connection and Renormalization of Teleparallel Action, Eur. Phys. J. C75 (2015), no. 11 519, [arXiv:1504.07683].

[9] T. P. Sotiriou and V. Faraoni, f(R) Theories Of Gravity, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82 (2010) 451–497, [arXiv:0805.1726].

[10] Y.-F. Cai, S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, and E. N. Saridakis, f(T) teleparallel gravity and cosmology, Rept. Prog. Phys. 79 (2016), no. 10 106901, [arXiv:1511.07586].

[11] B. Li, T. P. Sotiriou, and J. D. Barrow, f(T ) gravity and local Lorentz invariance, Phys.

Rev. D83 (2011) 064035, [arXiv:1010.1041].

[12] T. P. Sotiriou, B. Li, and J. D. Barrow, Generalizations of teleparallel gravity and local Lorentz symmetry, Phys. Rev. D83 (2011) 104030, [arXiv:1012.4039].

[13] M. Krššák and E. N. Saridakis, The covariant formulation of f(T) gravity, Class. Quant.

Grav. 33 (2016), no. 11 115009, [arXiv:1510.08432].

[14] K. Hayashi and T. Shirafuji, New General Relativity, Phys. Rev. D19 (1979) 3524–3553.

[Addendum: Phys. Rev.D24,3312(1982)].

[15] J. W. Maluf and F. F. Faria, Conformally invariant teleparallel theories of gravity, Phys.

Rev. D85 (2012) 027502, [arXiv:1110.3095].

[16] S. Bahamonde, C. G. Böhmer, and M. Wright, Modified teleparallel theories of gravity, Phys. Rev. D92 (2015), no. 10 104042, [arXiv:1508.05120].

[17] R. Aldrovandi and J. Pereira, An Introduction to Geometrical Physics. World Scientific Publishing Company, 2nd ed., 2017.

[18] S. Kobayashi and K. Nomizu, Foundations of Differential Geometry. No. v. 1 in Wiley Classics Library. Wiley, 2nd ed., 1996.

[19] C. W. Misner, K. S. Thorne, and J. A. Wheeler, Gravitation. W. H. Freeman, San Francisco, 1973.

[20] K. Hayashi and T. Nakano, Extended translation invariance and associated gauge fields,

Prog. Theor. Phys. 38 (1967) 491–507.

[21] C. Itzykson and J. B. Zuber, Quantum Field Theory. International Series In Pure and Applied Physics. McGraw-Hill, New York, 1980.

[22] S. Weinberg, Gravitation and Cosmology: Principles and Applications of the General Theory of Relativity. Wiley, New York, NY, 1972.

[23] R. Mosna and J. G. Pereira, Some remarks on the coupling prescription of teleparallel gravity, Gen. Rel. Grav. 36 (2004) 2525–2538, [0312093].

[24] P. Ramond, Field Theory: A Modern Primer, Front. Phys. 51 (1981) 1–397. [Front. Phys.

74, 1 (1989)].

[25] V. C. de Andrade and J. G. Pereira, Gravitational Lorentz force and the description of the gravitational interaction, Phys. Rev. D 56 (1997) 4689–4695, [9703059].

[26] V. C. de Andrade, L. C. T. Guillen, and J. G. Pereira, Gravitational energy momentum density in teleparallel gravity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84 (2000) 4533–4536, [gr-qc/0003100].

[27] M. Krššák, Holographic Renormalization in Teleparallel Gravity, Eur. Phys. J. C77 (2017), no. 1 44, [arXiv:1510.06676].

[28] A. Golovnev, T. Koivisto, and M. Sandstad, On the covariance of teleparallel gravity theories, Class. Quant. Grav. 34 (2017), no. 14 145013, [arXiv:1701.06271].

[29] M. Blagojevic and I. A. Nikolic, Hamiltonian structure of the teleparallel formulation of GR, Phys. Rev. D62 (2000) 024021, [hep-th/0002022].

[30] M. Hohmann, L. Järv, M. Krššák, and C. Pfeifer, Modified teleparallel theories of gravity in symmetric spacetimes, arXiv:1901.05472.

[31] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, The classical theory of fields. Oxford; New York :

Pergamon Press, 4th rev. english ed., 1975. Translated from the 6th rev. ed. of Teoriia polia. [32] T. G. Lucas, Y. N. Obukhov, and J. G. Pereira, Regularizing role of teleparallelism, Phys.

Rev. D80 (2009) 064043, [arXiv:0909.2418].

[33] M. Krššák, Variational Problem and Bigravity Nature of Modified Teleparallel Theories,

arXiv:1705.01072.

[34] J. W. Maluf, The teleparallel equivalent of general relativity, Annalen Phys. 525 (2013) 339–357, [arXiv:1303.3897].

[35] Y. M. Cho, Einstein lagrangian as the translational Yang-Mills lagrangian, Phys. Rev. D 14 (1976) 2521–2525.

[36] R. Ferraro and F. Fiorini, Modified teleparallel gravity: Inflation without inflaton, Phys.

Rev. D75 (2007) 084031, [gr-qc/0610067].

[37] G. R. Bengochea and R. Ferraro, Dark torsion as the cosmic speed-up, Phys. Rev. D79 (2009) 124019, [arXiv:0812.1205].

[38] R. Ferraro and F. Fiorini, On Born-Infeld Gravity in Weitzenbock spacetime, Phys. Rev.

D78 (2008) 124019, [arXiv:0812.1981].

[39] E. V. Linder, Einstein’s Other Gravity and the Acceleration of the Universe, Phys. Rev.

D81 (2010) 127301, [arXiv:1005.3039]. [Erratum: Phys. Rev.D82,109902(2010)]. [40] M. Hohmann, L. Järv, M. Krššák, and C. Pfeifer, Teleparallel theories of gravity as analogue of non-linear electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. D97 (2018) 104042, [arXiv:1711.09930].

[41] R. Ferraro and F. Fiorini, Spherically symmetric static spacetimes in vacuum f(T) gravity, Phys. Rev. D84 (2011) 083518, [arXiv:1109.4209].

[42] C. Bejarano, R. Ferraro, and M. J. Guzmán, Kerr geometry in f(T) gravity, Eur. Phys. J.

C75 (2015) 77, [arXiv:1412.0641].

[43] C. Bejarano, R. Ferraro, and M. J. Guzmán, McVittie solution in f(T) gravity, Eur. Phys.

J. C77 (2017), no. 12 825, [arXiv:1707.06637].

[44] A. Einstein, Riemann-Geometrie mit Aufrechterhaltung des Begriffes des Fernparallelismus, Sitzber. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. 17 (1928) 217–221.

[45] T. Sauer, Field equations in teleparallel spacetime: Einstein’s fernparallelismus approach towards unified field theory, Historia Math. 33 (2006) 399–439, [physics/0405142].

[46] N. Tamanini and C. G. Böhmer, Good and bad tetrads in f(T) gravity, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 044009, [arXiv:1204.4593].

[47] S.-H. Chen, J. B. Dent, S. Dutta, and E. N. Saridakis, Cosmological perturbations in f(T) gravity, Phys. Rev. D83 (2011) 023508, [arXiv:1008.1250].

[48] P. Wu and H. W. Yu, Observational constraints on f(T ) theory, Phys. Lett. B693 (2010) 415–420, [arXiv:1006.0674].

[49] R. Zheng and Q.-G. Huang, Growth factor in f(T ) gravity, JCAP 1103 (2011) 002, [arXiv:1010.3512].

[50] K. Bamba, C.-Q. Geng, C.-C. Lee, and L.-W. Luo, Equation of state for dark energy in f(T ) gravity, JCAP 1101 (2011) 021, [arXiv:1011.0508].

[51] Y.-P. Wu and C.-Q. Geng, Primordial Fluctuations within Teleparallelism, Phys. Rev. D86

(2012) 104058, [arXiv:1110.3099].

[52] J. B. Dent, S. Dutta, and E. N. Saridakis, f(T) gravity mimicking dynamical dark energy.

Background and perturbation analysis, JCAP 1101 (2011) 009, [arXiv:1010.2215]. [53] H. Wei, X.-J. Guo, and L.-F. Wang, Noether Symmetry in f(T ) Theory, Phys. Lett. B707 (2012) 298–304, [arXiv:1112.2270].

[54] K. Atazadeh and F. Darabi, f(T ) cosmology via Noether symmetry, Eur. Phys. J. C72 (2012) 2016, [arXiv:1112.2824].

[55] Y.-F. Cai, S.-H. Chen, J. B. Dent, S. Dutta, and E. N. Saridakis, Matter Bounce Cosmology with the f(T) Gravity, Class. Quant. Grav. 28 (2011) 215011, [arXiv:1104.4349].

[56] S. Capozziello, V. F. Cardone, H. Farajollahi, and A. Ravanpak, Cosmography in f(T)-gravity, Phys. Rev. D84 (2011) 043527, [arXiv:1108.2789].

[57] H. Farajollahi, A. Ravanpak, and P. Wu, Cosmic acceleration and phantom crossing in f(T )-gravity, Astrophys. Space Sci. 338 (2012) 23, [arXiv:1112.4700].

[58] V. F. Cardone, N. Radicella, and S. Camera, Accelerating f(T) gravity models constrained by recent cosmological data, Phys. Rev. D85 (2012) 124007, [arXiv:1204.5294].

[59] K. Izumi and Y. C. Ong, Cosmological Perturbation in f(T) Gravity Revisited, JCAP 1306 (2013) 029, [arXiv:1212.5774].

[60] J. Amorós, J. de Haro, and S. D. Odintsov, Bouncing loop quantum cosmology from F (T ) gravity, Phys. Rev. D87 (2013) 104037, [arXiv:1305.2344].

[61] S. Nesseris, S. Basilakos, E. N. Saridakis, and L. Perivolaropoulos, Viable f(T ) models are practically indistinguishable from ΛCDM, Phys. Rev. D88 (2013) 103010, [arXiv:1308.6142].

[62] T. Harko, F. S. N. Lobo, G. Otalora, and E. N. Saridakis, Nonminimal torsion-matter coupling extension of f(T) gravity, Phys. Rev. D89 (2014) 124036, [arXiv:1404.6212].

[63] J. Haro and J. Amoros, Viability of the matter bounce scenario in F (T ) gravity and Loop Quantum Cosmology for general potentials, JCAP 1412 (2014), no. 12 031, [arXiv:1406.0369].

[64] S. Capozziello, O. Luongo, and E. N. Saridakis, Transition redshift in f(T ) cosmology and observational constraints, Phys. Rev. D91 (2015), no. 12 124037, [arXiv:1503.02832].

[65] G. L. Nashed, FRW in quadratic form of f(T) gravitational theories, Gen. Rel. Grav. 47 (2015), no. 7 75, [arXiv:1506.08695].

[66] V. K. Oikonomou and E. N. Saridakis, f(T ) gravitational baryogenesis, Phys. Rev. D94 (2016), no. 12 124005, [arXiv:1607.08561].

[67] Y.-P. Wu, Inflation with teleparallelism: Can torsion generate primordial fluctuations without local Lorentz symmetry?, Phys. Lett. B762 (2016) 157–161, [arXiv:1609.04959].

[68] G. Farrugia and J. L. Said, Stability of the flat FLRW metric in f(T ) gravity, Phys. Rev.

D94 (2016), no. 12 124054, [arXiv:1701.00134].

[69] R. C. Nunes, S. Pan, and E. N. Saridakis, New observational constraints on f(T) gravity from cosmic chronometers, JCAP 1608 (2016), no. 08 011, [arXiv:1606.04359].

[70] R. C. Nunes, A. Bonilla, S. Pan, and E. N. Saridakis, Observational Constraints on f(T ) gravity from varying fundamental constants, Eur. Phys. J. C77 (2017), no. 4 230, [arXiv:1608.01960].

[71] M. A. Skugoreva and A. V. Toporensky, On Kasner solution in Bianchi I f(T ) cosmology, Eur. Phys. J. C78 (2018), no. 5 377, [arXiv:1711.07069].

[72] S. Capozziello, G. Lambiase, and E. N. Saridakis, Constraining f(T) teleparallel gravity by Big Bang Nucleosynthesis, Eur. Phys. J. C77 (2017), no. 9 576, [arXiv:1702.07952].

[73] A. Golovnev and T. Koivisto, Cosmological perturbations in modified teleparallel gravity models, JCAP 1811 (2018), no. 11 012, [arXiv:1808.05565].

[74] S. Capozziello, O. Luongo, R. Pincak, and A. Ravanpak, Cosmic acceleration in non-flat f(T ) cosmology, Gen. Rel. Grav. 50 (2018), no. 5 53, [arXiv:1804.03649].

[75] R. Ferraro and F. Fiorini, Non trivial frames for f(T) theories of gravity and beyond, Phys.

Lett. B702 (2011) 75–80, [arXiv:1103.0824].

[76] C. G. Böhmer, A. Mussa, and N. Tamanini, Existence of relativistic stars in f(T) gravity, Class. Quant. Grav. 28 (2011) 245020, [arXiv:1107.4455].

[77] C. G. Böhmer, T. Harko, and F. S. N. Lobo, Wormhole geometries in modified teleparralel gravity and the energy conditions, Phys. Rev. D85 (2012) 044033, [arXiv:1110.5756].

[78] T. Wang, Static Solutions with Spherical Symmetry in f(T) Theories, Phys. Rev. D84 (2011) 024042, [arXiv:1102.4410].

[79] M. Hamani Daouda, M. E. Rodrigues, and M. J. S. Houndjo, New Static Solutions in f(T) Theory, Eur. Phys. J. C71 (2011) 1817, [arXiv:1108.2920].

[80] H. Dong, Y.-b. Wang, and X.-h. Meng, Extended Birkhoff’s Theorem in the f(T) Gravity, Eur. Phys. J. C72 (2012) 2002, [arXiv:1203.5890].

[81] A. de la Cruz-Dombriz, P. K. S. Dunsby, and D. Saez-Gomez, Junction conditions in extended Teleparallel gravities, JCAP 1412 (2014) 048, [arXiv:1406.2334].

[82] E. L. B. Junior, M. E. Rodrigues, and M. J. S. Houndjo, Born-Infeld and Charged Black Holes with non-linear source in f(T ) Gravity, JCAP 1506 (2015), no. 06 037, [arXiv:1503.07427].

[83] A. Das, F. Rahaman, B. K. Guha, and S. Ray, Relativistic compact stars in f(T ) gravity admitting conformal motion, Astrophys. Space Sci. 358 (2015), no. 2 36, [arXiv:1507.04959].

[84] M. Zubair and G. Abbas, Analytic models of Anisotropic Strange Stars in f(T ) Gravity with Off-diagonal tetrad, Astrophys. Space Sci. 361 (2016), no. 1 27, [arXiv:1507.00247].

[85] M. L. Ruggiero and N. Radicella, Weak-Field Spherically Symmetric Solutions in f(T ) gravity, Phys. Rev. D91 (2015) 104014, [arXiv:1501.02198].

[86] K. Hayashi and T. Shirafuji, Addendum to “New General Relativity”, Phys. Rev. D24 (1981) 3312–3314.

[87] W. Kopczynski, Problems with metric-teleparallel theories of gravitation, J. Phys. A15 (1982), no. 2 493.

[88] J. M. Nester, Is there really a problem with the teleparallel theory?, Class. Quant. Grav 5 (1988), no. 7 1003.

[89] W.-H. Cheng, D.-C. Chern, and J. M. Nester, Canonical Analysis of the One Parameter Teleparallel Theory, Phys. Rev. D38 (1988) 2656–2658.

[90] P. D. Mannheim, Making the Case for Conformal Gravity, Found. Phys. 42 (2012) 388–420, [arXiv:1101.2186].

[91] J. Maldacena, Einstein Gravity from Conformal Gravity, arXiv:1105.5632. [92] G. ’t Hooft, Local Conformal Symmetry: the Missing Symmetry Component for Space and Time, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 24 (2015) 1543001, [arXiv:1410.6675].

[93] G. Anastasiou and R. Olea, From conformal to Einstein Gravity, Phys. Rev. D94 (2016), no. 8 086008, [arXiv:1608.07826].

[94] S. Bahamonde, C. G. Böhmer, and M. Krššák, New classes of modified teleparallel gravity models, Phys. Lett. B775 (2017) 37–43, [arXiv:1706.04920].

[95] D. Iosifidis and T. Koivisto, Scale transformations in metric-affine geometry, Universe 5 (2019) 82, [arXiv:1810.12276].

[96] K. Bamba, S. D. Odintsov, and D. Sáez-Gómez, Conformal symmetry and accelerating cosmology in teleparallel gravity, Phys. Rev. D88 (2013) 084042, [arXiv:1308.5789].

[97] J. G. da Silva and S. C. Ulhoa, On gravitational energy in conformal teleparallel gravity, Mod. Phys. Lett. A32 (2017), no. 21 1750113, [arXiv:1711.09137].

[98] C.-Q. Geng, C. Lai, L.-W. Luo, and H.-H. Tseng, Kaluza–Klein theory for teleparallel gravity, Phys. Lett. B737 (2014) 248–250, [arXiv:1409.1018].

[99] C.-Q. Geng and L.-W. Luo, Teleparallel conformal invariant models induced by Kaluza–Klein reduction, Class. Quant. Grav. 34 (2017), no. 11 115012, [arXiv:1612.00166].

[100] R.-J. Yang, Conformal transformation in f(T ) theories, EPL 93 (2011), no. 6 60001, [arXiv:1010.1376].

[101] M. Wright, Conformal transformations in modified teleparallel theories of gravity revisited, Phys. Rev. D93 (2016), no. 10 103002, [arXiv:1602.05764].

[102] Y. Itin, F. W. Hehl, and Y. N. Obukhov, Premetric equivalent of general relativity:

Teleparallelism, Phys. Rev. D95 (2017), no. 8 084020, [arXiv:1611.05759]. [103] F. W. Hehl and Y. N. Obukhov, Foundations of Classical Electrodynamics. Birkhäuser, 2003.

[104] T. G. Lucas and J. G. Pereira, Hodge Dual for Soldered Bundles, J. Phys. A42 (2009) 035402, [arXiv:0811.2066].

[105] Y. Itin, Premetric representation of mechanics, electromagnetism and gravity, Int. J. Geom.

Meth. Mod. Phys. 15 (2018), no. supp01 1840002.

[106] Y. Itin, Y. N. Obukhov, J. Boos, and F. W. Hehl, Premetric teleparallel theory of gravity and its local and linear constitutive law, Eur. Phys. J. C78 (2018), no. 11 907, [arXiv:1808.08048].

[107] C. Brans and R. H. Dicke, Mach’s principle and a relativistic theory of gravitation, Phys.

Rev. 124 (1961) 925–935. [,142(1961)].

[108] B. Ratra and P. J. E. Peebles, Cosmological Consequences of a Rolling Homogeneous Scalar Field, Phys. Rev. D37 (1988) 3406.

[109] C. Wetterich, Cosmology and the Fate of Dilatation Symmetry, Nucl. Phys. B302 (1988) 668–696, [arXiv:1711.03844].

[110] R. R. Caldwell, R. Dave, and P. J. Steinhardt, Cosmological imprint of an energy component with general equation of state, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80 (1998) 1582–1585, [astro-ph/9708069].

[111] Y. Fujii and K. Maeda, The scalar-tensor theory of gravitation. Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics. Cambridge University Press, 2007.

[112] C.-Q. Geng, C.-C. Lee, E. N. Saridakis, and Y.-P. Wu, “Teleparallel” dark energy, Phys.

Lett. B704 (2011) 384–387, [arXiv:1109.1092].

[113] C.-Q. Geng, C.-C. Lee, and E. N. Saridakis, Observational Constraints on Teleparallel Dark Energy, JCAP 1201 (2012) 002, [arXiv:1110.0913].

[114] H. Wei, Dynamics of Teleparallel Dark Energy, Phys. Lett. B712 (2012) 430–436, [arXiv:1109.6107].

[115] C. Xu, E. N. Saridakis, and G. Leon, Phase-Space analysis of Teleparallel Dark Energy, JCAP 1207 (2012) 005, [arXiv:1202.3781].

[116] J.-A. Gu, C.-C. Lee, and C.-Q. Geng, Teleparallel Dark Energy with Purely Non-minimal Coupling to Gravity, Phys. Lett. B718 (2013) 722–726, [arXiv:1204.4048].

[117] H. Mohseni Sadjadi, Notes on teleparallel cosmology with nonminimally coupled scalar field, Phys. Rev. D87 (2013) 064028, [arXiv:1302.1180].

[118] M. A. Skugoreva, E. N. Saridakis, and A. V. Toporensky, Dynamical features of scalar-torsion theories, Phys. Rev. D91 (2015) 044023, [arXiv:1412.1502].

[119] L. Jarv and A. Toporensky, General relativity as an attractor for scalar-torsion cosmology, Phys. Rev. D93 (2016), no. 2 024051, [arXiv:1511.03933].

[120] M. Hohmann, L. Järv, and U. Ualikhanova, Covariant formulation of scalar-torsion gravity, Phys. Rev. D97 (2018), no. 10 104011, [arXiv:1801.05786].

[121] G. Otalora, A novel teleparallel dark energy model, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D25 (2015), no. 02 1650025, [arXiv:1402.2256].

[122] A. Banijamali and B. Fazlpour, Tachyonic Teleparallel Dark Energy, Astrophys. Space Sci.

342 (2012) 229–235, [arXiv:1206.3580].

[123] M. Hohmann, Scalar-torsion theories of gravity I: general formalism and conformal transformations, Phys. Rev. D98 (2018), no. 6 064002, [arXiv:1801.06528].

[124] M. Hohmann and C. Pfeifer, Scalar-torsion theories of gravity II: L(T, X, Y, ϕ) theory, Phys. Rev. D98 (2018), no. 6 064003, [arXiv:1801.06536].

[125] M. Hohmann, Scalar-torsion theories of gravity III: analogue of scalar-tensor gravity and conformal invariants, Phys. Rev. D98 (2018), no. 6 064004, [arXiv:1801.06531].

[126] T. Harko, F. S. N. Lobo, G. Otalora, and E. N. Saridakis, f(T, T ) gravity and cosmology, JCAP 1412 (2014) 021, [arXiv:1405.0519].

[127] G. Kofinas and E. N. Saridakis, Teleparallel equivalent of Gauss-Bonnet gravity and its modifications, Phys. Rev. D90 (2014) 084044, [arXiv:1404.2249].

[128] S. Bahamonde and C. G. Böhmer, Modified teleparallel theories of gravity: Gauss–Bonnet and trace extensions, Eur. Phys. J. C76 (2016), no. 10 578, [arXiv:1606.05557].

[129] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Modified Gauss-Bonnet theory as gravitational alternative for dark energy, Phys. Lett. B631 (2005) 1–6, [hep-th/0508049].

[130] G. Otalora and E. N. Saridakis, Modified teleparallel gravity with higher-derivative torsion terms, Phys. Rev. D94 (2016), no. 8 084021, [arXiv:1605.04599].

[131] M. Hohmann, L. Järv, M. Krššák, and C. Pfeifer, Modified teleparallel theories of gravity in symmetric spacetimes, arXiv:1901.05472.

[132] Yu. N. Obukhov and J. G. Pereira, Metric affine approach to teleparallel gravity, Phys. Rev.

D67 (2003) 044016, [gr-qc/0212080].

[133] F. W. Hehl, J. D. McCrea, E. W. Mielke, and Y. Ne’eman, Metric affine gauge theory of gravity: Field equations, Noether identities, world spinors, and breaking of dilation invariance, Phys. Rept. 258 (1995) 1–171, [gr-qc/9402012].

[134] K. Bamba, S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, S. Nojiri, and D. Sáez-Gómez, No further gravitational wave modes in F (T ) gravity, Phys. Lett. B727 (2013) 194–198, [arXiv:1309.2698].

[135] M. Li, R.-X. Miao, and Y.-G. Miao, Degrees of freedom of f(T ) gravity, JHEP 07 (2011) 108, [arXiv:1105.5934].

[136] Y. C. Ong, K. Izumi, J. M. Nester, and P. Chen, Problems with Propagation and Time Evolution in f(T) Gravity, Phys. Rev. D88 (2013) 024019, [arXiv:1303.0993].

[137] K. Izumi, J.-A. Gu, and Y. C. Ong, Acausality and Nonunique Evolution in Generalized Teleparallel Gravity, Phys. Rev. D89 (2014), no. 8 084025, [arXiv:1309.6461].

[138] R. Ferraro and F. Fiorini, Remnant group of local Lorentz transformations in {(T ) theories, Phys. Rev. D91 (2015), no. 6 064019, [arXiv:1412.3424].

[139] P. Chen, K. Izumi, J. M. Nester, and Y. C. Ong, Remnant Symmetry, Propagation and Evolution in f(T) Gravity, Phys. Rev. D91 (2015), no. 6 064003, [arXiv:1412.8383].

[140] R. Ferraro and M. J. Guzmán, Hamiltonian formalism for f(T) gravity, Phys. Rev. D97 (2018), no. 10 104028, [arXiv:1802.02130].

[141] R. Ferraro and M. J. Guzmán, Quest for the extra degree of freedom in f(T ) gravity, Phys.

Rev. D98 (2018), no. 12 124037, [arXiv:1810.07171].

[142] C. Bejarano, R. Ferraro, F. Fiorini, and M. J. Guzmán, Reflections on the covariance of modified teleparallel theories of gravity, arXiv:1905.09913.

[143] M. Hohmann, M. Krššák, C. Pfeifer, and U. Ualikhanova, Propagation of gravitational waves in teleparallel gravity theories, Phys. Rev. D98 (2018), no. 12 124004, [arXiv:1807.04580].

[144] Y. C. Ong and J. M. Nester, Counting Components in the Lagrange Multiplier Formulation of Teleparallel Theories, Eur. Phys. J. C78 (2018), no. 7 568, [arXiv:1709.00068].

[145] J. M. Nester and H.-J. Yo, Symmetric teleparallel general relativity, Chin. J. Phys. 37 (1999) 113, [gr-qc/9809049].

[146] M. Adak, M. Kalay, and O. Sert, Lagrange formulation of the symmetric teleparallel gravity, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D15 (2006) 619–634, [gr-qc/0505025].

[147] M. Adak, The Symmetric teleparallel gravity, Turk. J. Phys. 30 (2006) 379–390, [gr-qc/0611077].

[148] J. B. Jiménez, L. Heisenberg, and T. Koivisto, Coincident General Relativity, Phys. Rev.

D98 (2018), no. 4 044048, [arXiv:1710.03116].

[149] J. Beltrán Jiménez, L. Heisenberg, and T. S. Koivisto, Teleparallel Palatini theories, JCAP 1808 (2018), no. 08 039, [arXiv:1803.10185].

[150] T. Koivisto, An integrable geometrical foundation of gravity, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod.

Phys. 15 (2018) 1840006, [arXiv:1802.00650].

[151] M. Adak, Gauge Approach to The Symmetric Teleparallel Gravity, Int. J. Geom. Meth.

Mod. Phys. 15 (2018), no. 12 1850198, [arXiv:1809.01385].

[152] A. Conroy and T. Koivisto, The spectrum of symmetric teleparallel gravity, Eur. Phys. J.

C78 (2018), no. 11 923, [arXiv:1710.05708].

[153] L. Järv, M. Rünkla, M. Saal, and O. Vilson, Nonmetricity formulation of general relativity and its scalar-tensor extension, Phys. Rev. D97 (2018), no. 12 124025, [arXiv:1802.00492].

[154] M. Rünkla and O. Vilson, Family of scalar-nonmetricity theories of gravity, Phys. Rev.

D98 (2018), no. 8 084034, [arXiv:1805.12197].

[155] M. Hohmann, C. Pfeifer, J. L. Said, and U. Ualikhanova, Propagation of gravitational waves in symmetric teleparallel gravity theories, Phys. Rev. D99 (2019), no. 2 024009, [arXiv:1808.02894].

[156] J. Brannlund, R. van den Hoogen, and A. Coley, Averaging geometrical objects on a differentiable manifold, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D19 (2010) 1915–1923, [arXiv:1003.2014].

[157] R. J. van den Hoogen, Towards a covariant smoothing procedure for gravitational theories, J. Math. Phys. 58 (2017), no. 12 122501.