arXiv:1909.06305v2 [hep-th] 26 Nov 2019

Prepared for submission to JHEP

Exotic massive 3D gravities from truncation

Hamid Reza Afshar^{a,b}, Nihat Sadik Deger^{c,d} aSchool of Physics, Institute for Research in Fundamental Sciences (IPM), P.O.Box 19395-5531, Tehran, Iran bInstitute for Theoretical Physics, TU Wien, Wiedner Hauptstr. 8, A-1040 Vienna, Austria cDepartment of Mathematics, Bogazici University, Bebek, 34342, Istanbul, Turkey dErwin Schrödinger International Institute for Mathematics and Physics, Boltzmanngasse 9, 1090 Vienna, Austria E-mail: afshar@ipm.ir, sadik.deger@boun.edu.tr

Abstract: We introduce a systematic way of constructing 3D exotic massive gravity theories in the first order formulation. Our method is based on truncating a single degree of freedom in the parity odd gravity models found earlier [1] and supplementing it with appropriate potential terms such that the resulting models have well-defined metric equations but their Bianchi identities are satisfied only on-shell. Hence, they are ‘third way’ consistent. We first re-derive two already known exotic theories using our approach and then construct an extended exotic massive gravity model whose metric field equation is sixth order in derivatives. We also explain how to check Bianchi identities using the first order formulation.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Bianchi identities in the first order formulation 4

3 Exotic 3D massive gravities from truncation 8

4 Extended exotic massive gravity 9 4.1 Metric Field Equation 11

5 Conclusion 12

A MMG from EMG by Truncation 14

1 Introduction

Higher derivative interactions for gravity theories have been an interesting playground in various studies in cosmology, black hole physics and AdS/CFT duality. However, models whose equations of motion contain more than two derivatives are usually plagued with ghosts since a new massive mode arises which is tachyonic. In three dimensions (3D) one may play with the sign in front of the action by arguing that the massless mode does not propagate but this would spoil unitarity in the dual CFT picture as charges of the theory are calculated at infinity and contributed by the massless sector. This is usually referred as the bulk-boundary unitarity clash in 3D gravities [2].

Constructing gravity models with any number of derivatives in 3D is very systematic in the first order formalism where the Lorentz and the diffeomorphism invariances are manifest. The Lagrangian is a 3-form and should be written in a gauge invariant manner based on the Lorentz gauge group SO(1,2) with respect to the spin connection ω [1]. These models fit into the family of the ‘Chern-Simons-like’ theories [3, 4]. Here, in addition to the dreibein and the spin connection, we may also allow a number of auxiliary form fields if we want a gravity model with higher number of derivatives in the metric formulation. Provided that one can solve for these auxiliary fields algebraically in terms of the dreibein and its derivatives (e_μ^a, ∂e_μ^a, · · · , ∂^ne_μ^a), one can insert them back into the action or field equations and obtain their metric form. So, we can associate a weight n to each of these fields. We denote those with even weights (n = 2I) as f_I and those with odd weights (n = 2I + 1) as h_I . The dreibein e and the spin connection ω correspond to I = 0, see table 1. All fields are Lorentz vector 1-forms

e = e^aJ_a , ω = ω^aJ_a , f_I = f^a_I J_a , h_I = h^a_I J_a , (1.1)

– 1 – with X^a = X^a_μ dx^μ being a generic one-form and J^a being the generator of the 3D gauge Lorentz algebra, [J_a, J_b] = ϵ_{abc}J^c. This formulation by construction avoids scalar ghosts and leads to the right number of degrees of freedom for the (massive) graviton.

Fields e ω f_1 h_1 f_2 h_2 · · · Weight 0 1 2 3 4 5 · · ·

Table 1. Form fields and their weights

There are two gauge invariant sectors namely, parity even theories with 2N + 2 derivatives and parity odd theories with 2N + 3 derivatives (where N ≥ 0) whose actions are denoted as S_{2N} and S_{2N+1} respectively, see table 2. The systematic construction of these models was considered in [1]. Kinetic and potential terms in these actions with a definite parity are given as follows:

• Parity even terms: ⟨f_I ∧ Dh_J ⟩ , ⟨f_I ∧ f_J ∧ f_K ⟩ , ⟨f_I ∧ h_J ∧ h_K ⟩ . (1.2) The total weight in each of these terms should not exceed the number of derivatives which is 2N + 2 here. The cases of N = 0 and N = 1 correspond to Einstein-Hilbert gravity S_0 and new massive gravity (NMG) S_2 [5, 6] respectively.

• Parity odd terms: ⟨h_I ∧ Dh_J ⟩ , ⟨f_I ∧ Df_J ⟩ , ⟨h_I ∧ h_J ∧ h_K ⟩ , ⟨f_I ∧ f_J ∧ h_K ⟩ . (1.3) The total weight in each of the above terms should not exceed the number of derivatives which is 2N + 3. The N = 0 case S_1, corresponds to 3D conformal gravity [7–10].

Here, D is the exterior covariant derivative with respect to the 3-dimensional Lorentz group which has weight one and ⟨ ⟩ indicates the appropriate contraction of Lorentz indices such that by dropping the wedge symbol we have; ⟨A ∧ B⟩ = A · B and ⟨A ∧ B ∧ C⟩ =^1_2 A · [B, C].

As stated above, the guiding principle in this construction is simply to respect the weight in each term according to the number of derivatives in the model.^1 As was shown in [1], both sectors of these models have a metric formulation at the level of their action. Once we exhaust all possible gauge invariant 3-form terms (including the kinetic and the potential ones) at a given weight, this has the following consequences:

1. The torsion remains zero by which one can solve the spin connection as usual.

2. The Bianchi identity is guaranteed to hold off-shell.

3. All auxiliary fields are solved algebraically since they appear linearly.

1The spin connection ω ≡ h_0 obviously can only appear in Kinetic terms via the covariant derivative D and the Ricci 2-form R and in potential terms as the Chern-Simons combination.

– 2 –

4. The field equation and the action has the same parity.

The second item above essentially implies that the theory will have an action in the metric formulation. Parity violating models can be constructed by combining these parity even and odd models, e.g. topologically massive gravity (TMG) [7] as S_0 + S_1, general massive gravity (GMG) [5, 6] as S_1 + S_2 and so on.

There exists a modification of this first order construction of higher derivative gravity models such that among the four properties listed above, the first and the third property are retained while the second property holds only on-shell and the fourth one is relaxed. In this modification the assumption of preserving the weight in each potential/kinetic term of (1.2) and (1.3) is relaxed in such a way that the third property above still holds, the first property can be restored by a linear shift in the spin connection while the second property only holds on-shell. As a consequence there is no action in the metric formulation and the 4th property does not necessarily hold any more. This is referred to as the third way consistency. The first example of such a model was found in [11] and was called minimal massive gravity (MMG). It attracted a lot of attention since it offered a possible resolution to the bulk-boundary clash [12–14]. Another example was found in [15] and was called exotic massive gravity (EMG) which has a parity odd first order action but parity even field equations. They were obtained by deforming the S_1 and S_2 actions respectively. Our goal in this paper is to show that exotic models, which we denote as S̃_{2N} , can be constructed via truncation of parity odd actions

S_{2N+1} → S̃_{2N} , (1.4)

in which the highest weight field f_{N+1} in S_{2N+1} is identified with a linear combination of lower weight ones f_N , f_{N−1}, · · · in a parity preserving manner. One also needs to add irrelevant, i.e. weight violating, potential terms including h^3_N in the action such that after a shift in the spinconnection by h_N (and possibly also with lower weight h_i’s), the theory is third way consistent.^2 In this top-down approach no guess work is involved for the dynamical terms in S̃_{2N} and the necessary potential terms are not difficult to figure out by requiring the system to be third-way solvable. Hence, it is more systematic than the bottom-up approach employed earlier [11, 15], which is hard to generalize if one wants models with even higher order derivatives. These exotic models have the same number of derivatives and degrees of freedom as in S_{2N} , see table 2.

S_{2N} S̃_{2N} S_{2N+1} parity even odd odd # deriv. 2N + 2 2N + 2 2N + 3 # d.o.f. 2N 2N 2N + 1

Table 2. Parity preserving models, their number of derivatives and local degrees of freedom, N ≥ 0. S_1 is special and does not obey the rule in number of degrees of freedom as it enjoys one extra conformal gauge symmetry and consequently has zero d.o.f.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In section 2 we explain how to check Bianchi identities using the first order formulation which is easier than doing this at the metric level.

2 See [16] for construction of such models directly in the metric formulation.

– 3 –

In section 3 we re-derive known examples of exotic massive gravity models, that is S̃_0 [17] and S̃_2 [15], using our truncation idea. In section 4 we apply our approach to the S_5 action to construct the next order example of exotic massive gravity namely S̃_4. We show that it is third way consistent and give its metric field equation (4.19) which is of order six. We conclude in section 5 by indicating some future directions. In appendix A we show that MMG [11] can be obtained from EMG [15] using a parity violating truncation.

2 Bianchi identities in the first order formulation

For higher derivative gravity theories checking the Bianchi identity becomes quite complicated as number of derivatives increase. However, when a first order formulation is available, this computation is rather straightforward which we would like to illustrate in this section.

In the models constructed in [1], field equations in the first order formulation can be ordered from that of the lowest degree field, i.e. dreibein, to the highest degree (auxiliary) field such that at level n, the degree n field appears linearly as the unknown. Assuming invertibility of the dreibein, these equations can be solved one-by-one algebraically (with finite number of terms) until the last which becomes the metric field equation of the model.^3 Checking the Bianchi identity in this formalism amounts to checking whether the covariant derivative of the 2-form appearing on the left hand side of the last equation is zero. In doing that, one is allowed to use all previous equations and their covariant derivatives which give several constraints. These intermediate constraints are however trivially satisfied in the 2nd order formulation of the theory. If the Bianchi identity is satisfied only after using the last equation itself, then we have a third way consistent model. Note that this means that the model does not have a covariant metric formulation as the Bianchi identity is just a consequence of the diffeomorphism invariance. A clear sign of such a model is to have a square of the highest degree form field appearing in the last first order equation.

(Exotic) Einstein gravity. To construct a gravity model in three dimensions in the first order formulation obviously we at least need the dreibein and the spin-connection. The number of degrees of freedom for this minimal set of fields is zero which is due to the fact that the number of dynamical spatial components e^a_i and ω^a_i is 12 and there are six diagonal gauge symmetries and six temporal components e^a_0 and ω^a_0 as Lagrange multipliers.

Einstein field equations in the presence of a cosmological constant is:

G_{μν} + Λ_0g_{μν} = 0 , (2.1)

which in 3-dimensions can be derived from the following first order field equations on the dreibein e = (e_μ^a dx^μ)J_a and the spin-connection ω = (ω_μ^a dx^μ)J_a:

De = 0 , (2.2a) R −^1_2 Λ_0[e, e] = 0 . (2.2b)

3Here, we only consider a frame formalism which leads to finite number of terms in the metric formulation. There are examples such as the multiple interacting frame fields [18, 19] and the Born-infeld gravity [20] in its frame form — see the discussion session of [1] — whose metric formulation leads to infinite number of terms.

– 4 –

Here De = de + [ω, e] ≡ T and R ≡ dω +^1_2 [ω, ω] with D ≡ d+[ω, ] being the exterior covariant derivative with respect to the SO(1,2) gauge field ω. Interestingly, field equations (2.2) can be integrated to the level of first order actions in two different ways;

S_0[e, ω] = − 1 κ^2 ∫ ⟨e ∧ R − Λ_0 3 e ∧ e ∧ e⟩ , (2.3) S̃_0[e, ω] = 1 2κ^2μ ( S_{LCS} − Λ_0 ∫ ⟨e ∧ De⟩ ) , (2.4)

where μ is an arbitrary mass scale and the Lorentz Chern-Simons action is given as;

S_{LCS}[ω] = ∫ ⟨ω ∧ dω +^2_3 ω ∧ ω ∧ ω⟩ . (2.5)

The action (2.3) describes the ordinary Einstein gravity whereas the gravity theory obtained from (2.4) is called as exotic 3D gravity. One should note that in this model the cosmological constant Λ_0 can not be set to zero as it guarantees the torsion constraint (2.2a). The S_0 and S̃_0 both have Chern-Simons formulations based on the so(2, 2) algebra which can be written as the difference and the sum of two sl(2, R) Chern-Simons theories, respectively [17, 21]. This is the consequence of the fact that the so(2, 2) algebra admits two non-degenerate bilinear forms [17, 22].

To check the Bianchi identity, we apply the covariant exterior derivative on the first equation (2.2a) and get the constraint 0 = DDe = [R, e] , (2.6) which is satisfied in the second order formulation of the theory where the spin-connection is solved in terms of the dreibein from the torsion-zero constraint (2.2a). Now applying the covariant exterior derivative on the left hand side of the field equation (2.2b) and again using the equation (2.2a), we get

D(R −^1_2 Λ_0[e, e]) = DR , (2.7)

which is identically zero. Note that in getting to this result we have not used the field equation (2.2b) itself. This is of course not surprising as we know that the Einstein equation (2.1) can be obtained from the Einstein-Hilbert action.

Conformal Chern-Simons gravity (CSG). In the next level we can add a new Lie algebra valued 1-form field f_1 = ( f_1^a_μ dx^μ ) J_a whose weight is 2 and write the following parity odd gauge invariant action,

S_{CSG} = S_1[e, ω, f_1] = 1 2κ^2μ ( S_{LCS} + 2 ∫ ⟨f_1 ∧ De⟩ ) , (2.8)

which is the first order formulation of conformal gravity in three dimensions which leads to a model that is third order in derivative in the metric formulation [8–10]. The field equations of (2.8) are

δf_1 De = 0 , (2.9a) δω R + [e, f_1] = 0 , (2.9b) δe Df_1 = 0 . (2.9c)

– 5 –

Equation (2.9a) implies that there is no torsion and the field f_1 appears linearly in (2.9b) which can be solved easily as f^a_1 = −S^{ab}e_b , (2.10)

where S_{μν} = R_{μν} −^1_4 Rg_{μν} is the Schouten tensor. Now using this in (2.9c) we get the metric field equation of the model as C_{μν} = 0 , (2.11)

where C_{μν} = e^{−1}ϵ_{(μ|}^{αβ}∇_αS_{β|ν)} is the Cotton tensor which is symmetric, traceless and divergence free. The last property simply means that Bianchi identity is satisfied off-shell which is a consequence of the fact that the field equation (2.11) can be derived from the gravitational Chern-Simons action: S = k 4π ∫ d^3xϵ^{λμν} Γ^σ_{λρ} ( ∂_μΓ^ρ_{νσ} +^2_3 Γ^ρ_{μτ} Γ^τ_{νσ} ) . (2.12)

Now, we would like to show that the Bianchi identity of this model is satisfied off-shell using its first order formulation (2.8). Applying the covariant derivative on the equation (2.9a) and using (2.9b) we get the constraint

0 = DDe = [R, e] = −[[e, f_1], e] = e · f_1e , (2.13)

where the dot · in the last item indicates contraction of the Lorentz indices. Note that this constraint is satisfied in the metric formulation where f_1 is given by (2.10). Now applying the covariant derivative on the field equation (2.9c) we get

DDf_1 = [R, f_1] = −[[e, f_1], f_1] = e · f_1f_1 , (2.14)

which vanishes due to (2.13).

Topologically massive gravity (TMG). A natural diffeomorphism invariant theory in this series is the topologically massive gravity (TMG) [7] which is the sum of S_0 (2.3) and S_1 (2.8) and as a consequence, parity violating:

S_{TMG} = S_0 + S_1 . (2.15)

Field equations are obtained as

δf_1 De = 0 , (2.16a) δω R + [e, f_1] = 0 , (2.16b) δe^1_μ Df_1 − R +^1_2 Λ_0[e, e] = 0 . (2.16c)

Since equations (2.16a)-(2.16b) are identical with (2.9a)-(2.9b) the constraint (2.13) is also valid in this model which immediately implies that the Bianchi identity is satisfied off-shell as expected.

– 6 –

Minimal massive gravity (MMG). Until now we have considered terms which have dimensions up to 3 in the action and observed that in all these models Bianchi identity is satisfied off-shell. Since we have a new field f_1 with mass dimension 2 in the game, we may try to deform the TMG action (2.15) by an irrelevant dimension-4 term as follows:

S_{MMG} = S_{TMG} + α_1 κ^2μ^2 ∫ ⟨e ∧ f_1 ∧ f_1⟩ , (2.17)

where α_1 is a dimensionless parameter. This is a minimal extension of our third order-in-derivative TMG model and is not going to affect the number of local degrees of freedom. This model is called as minimal massive gravity (MMG) [11] with the following field equations; δf De +^{α1}_μ [e, f_1] = 0 , (2.18a) δω^1_μ (R + [e, f_1]) − De = 0 , (2.18b) δe^1_μ Df_1 +^{α1}_{2μ2} [f_1, f_1] − R +^1_2 Λ_0[e, e] = 0 . (2.18c)

The theory is not torsion free but we can make it so by making a parity violating shift^4: ω → ω − α_1 μ f_1 , (2.19)

which leads to; De → De − α_1 μ [e, f_1] , (2.20) Df_1 → Df_1 − α_1 μ [f_1, f_1] , (2.21) R → R − α_1 μ Df_1 + α^2_1 2μ^2

[f_1, f_1] . (2.22)

Consequently, field equations (2.18a)-(2.18c) transform as; De = 0 , (2.23a) R + (1 + α_1)^2[e, f_1] +^{α1}_2 Λ_0[e, e] = 0 , (2.23b)

1+α_1

μ Df_1 −^{α1(1+α1 )}_{2μ2} [f_1, f_1] − R +^1_2 Λ_0[e, e] = 0 . (2.23c) Note that, in comparison to TMG equations (2.16) here we have the f^2_1 term in (2.23c) as a new ingredient which will spoil the Bianchi identity as we will show now. The constraint (2.13) is still valid for this model. Now, taking the covariant derivative on the left hand side of the field equation (2.23c) we find that it is proportional to f_1Df_1 (2.24) which is not identically zero but it vanishes if we replace Df_1 from the field equation (2.23c): f_1Df_1 = [f_1, Df_1] ≈ α_1 2μ [f_1, [f_1, f_1]] = 0 . (2.25)

where we used the constraint (2.13) again and the symbol ≈ means on-shell. Therefore, MMG is a third way consistent theory.

4This is legitimate as TMG itself is parity violating.

– 7 –

3 Exotic 3D massive gravities from truncation

In this section we explain how exotic gravity models S̃_0 (2.3) and S̃_2 [15] can be obtained starting from parity odd actions S_1 (2.8) and S_3 found in [1] respectively, by truncating the highest degree auxiliary field in a parity preserving manner.

Conformal to Exotic gravity. Here we make a simple but important observation which is going to be the basis of our construction of exotic models. The exotic action S̃_0 in (2.4) can be obtained from conformal gravity action S_1 in (2.8) through a truncation of the extra field f_1 as follows;

S̃_0[e, ω] = S_1[e, ω, f_1 → −^Λ0_2 e] . (3.1)

This truncation obviously preserves the parity as it identifies an even form field f_1 (with weight 2) with the Dreibein e (with weight 0).

Exotic massive gravity (EMG). In order to construct S̃_2, i.e. EMG [15], we need the parity odd action S_3 that was first introduced in [1]:

S_3[e, ω, f_1, h_1, f_2] = 1 κ^2μ^3 ∫ ⟨ eDf_2 + h_1 (R + ef_1) +^α_2 f_1Df_1 ⟩ + S_1 . (3.2)

Here α is a free parameter and from now on we will not put ∧ between forms for simplicity. It is also possible to extend this 5th order action by adding S_0 (2.3) and S_2 in a parity violating manner. This model, which has three degrees of freedom, has a metric formulation and the Bianchi identity is satisfied off-shell as a consequence — see appendix B in [1].

Having introduced S_3, which is the next to leading parity odd action with metric formulation, we may now ask if there exists a 4th order-in-derivative parity odd model S̃_2 which has parity even field equations as in NMG [5]. To construct this model we start with S_3 given in (3.2) and truncate a single degree of freedom by identifying the highest weight 1-form f_2 with lower even weight ones as f_2 = μ^2 ( f_1 −^{Λ0}_2 e ) where μ and Λ_0 are some mass parameter constants. It turns out that in order to be able to solve for the spin connection ω and auxiliary fields f_1 and h_1 one after the other, we should further set α = 0 and also minimally deform the theory by the irrelevant h^3_1 term so that at the end the theory is third way consistent. So, we get S̃_2[e, ω, f_1, h_1] = S_3[f_2 → μ^2 (f_1 −^Λ0_2 e) , α = 0] + 2ζ κ^2μ^7 ∫ ⟨ h^3_1 ⟩ (3.3) = 1 κ^2μ^3 ∫ ⟨ μ^2(f_1 −^{Λ0}_2 e)De + h_1(R + ef_1 + ζ μ^{−4}h^2_1) ⟩ , where we omitted S_{LCS} given in (2.5) since it will not affect the following discussion. The field equations are given as;

δf_1 De +^1_{μ2} [e, h_1] = 0 , (3.4a) δh_1 R + [e, f_1] +^{3ζ}_{μ4} [h_1, h_1] = 0 , (3.4b) δe Df_1 +^1_{μ2} [h_1, f_1] +^{Λ0}_{μ2} [e, h_1] = 0 , (3.4c) δω^1_{μ2} Dh_1 −^{Λ0}_2 [e, e] = 0 . (3.4d)

– 8 –

After doing the shift ω → ω −^1_{μ2} h_1 so that the theory is torsion free, we see that choosing ζ =^1_6 we get

δf_1 De = 0 , (3.5a) δh_1 R + [e, f_1] −^{Λ0}_2 [e, e] = 0 , (3.5b) δe Df_1 +^{Λ0}_{μ2} [e, h_1] = 0 , (3.5c) δω^1_{μ2} ( Dh_1 −^1_{μ2} [h_1, h_1] ) −^{Λ0}_2 [e, e] = 0 . (3.5d)

In the last equation the presence of the h^2_1 term signals that Bianchi identity is not satisfied off-shell and indeed the system is third way consistent. To see this, note that in addition to the constraint (2.13), here from (3.5b) and (3.5c) we also have

e · h_1 e = 0 , (3.6)

which is trivially satisfied in the 2nd order formulation where h_1 is solved from (3.5c) as

h^a_1 = C^{ab}e_b . (3.7)

Now applying the covariant derivative to the left hand side of (3.5d) we see that it is zero only if we use the equation (3.5d):

h_1Dh_1 = [h_1, Dh_1] ≈^1_{μ2} [h_1, [h_1, h_1]] = 0 . (3.8)

The full exotic massive gravity theory is obtained after adding S_{LCS} (2.5) to S̃_2 (3.3) which brings the term R in (3.5d). Finally, one finds the metric field equation of EMG as [15]: Λg_{μν} + G_{μν} − 1 m^2 H_{μν} + 1 m^4

L_{μν} = 0 , (3.9)

where (m, Λ) are constants proportional to (μ, Λ_0) and L_{μν} ≡ 1 2 e^{−1}ϵ_μ^{ρσ}ϵ_ν^{λτ} C_{ρλ}C_{στ} , (3.10) H_{μν} ≡ e^{−1}ϵ_{(μ|}^{αβ} ∇_αC_{β|ν)} . (3.11) 4 Extended exotic massive gravity

We can continue the game above and construct higher order exotic massive gravity theories. The rules of the game is to start from parity odd models, do the appropriate truncations and perhaps add some potential terms to make the final model third way consistent:

S_{2N+1}[f_{N+1} → (f_N , · · · , e)] −→ S̃_{2N} . (4.1)

After showing how this construction works for the N = 0 and N = 1 cases, now we apply our method to the N = 2 level. To do this, we start from S_5 constructed out of (1.3) in [1]

S_5 = 1 κ^2μ^5 ∫ ⟨ eDf_3 + f_1Df_2 + α_2h_2 (R + ef_1) + h_1 ( α_1Dh_1 + f^2_1 + ef_2 )⟩ + S_3 , (4.2)

– 9 – where we used the rescaling freedoms to set some coefficients to unity. Starting from the S_5 action and making a general parity preserving truncation f_3 → (f_2, f_1, e), we may generate some terms which are already present in the S_3 (3.2) and S_1 (2.8) actions. Here, it turns out that only the f_3 → e truncation gives rise to a new term. We want to get a well-defined set of equations after shifting the connection with the remaining highest degree field, namely h_2. Therefore, we also deform this action by adding appropriate potential terms and start with the following:

S̃_4 = S^′_3 + 1 2μκ^2 ∫ ⟨_2 μ^4 (α1h1Dh1 + α2h2R) − Λ0eDe ⟩ (4.3) + 1 κ^2μ^7 ∫ ⟨ b_1ef_2h_2 + b_2f^2_1 h_2 + b_3h^3_1 +^1_{μ2} b_4h^2_1h_2 +^1_{μ4} b_5h^2h_1 +^1_{μ6} b_6h^3_2 ⟩

where we relaxed the coefficients in (3.2) as

S^′_3 = 1 κ^2μ^3 ∫ ( a_1eDf_2 + a_2h_1R + a_3eh_1f_1 +^{α0}_2 f_1Df_1 ) . (4.4)

One can also add the S_1 action (2.8) to (4.3) but as we will see it is not needed to get a thirdway consistent model. In (4.3) we have also ignored f_2Df_1 term coming from (4.2) for the same reason.^5

After we make the shift ω → ω −^{b1}_{a1μ4} h_2 and by choosing

α_1 = − b_1a^2 4α_2a_1

, b_2 = α_0b_1 2a_1

, b_3 = b^2_1a^3_2 12α^2a^2_1

, b_4 = b^2_1a^2 4α_2a^2_1

, b_5 = b^2_1a^2 2a^2_1

, b_6 = α_2b^2_1 6a^2_1

, (4.5)

we get the follwoing third-way consistent system:

δf_2 De = 0 , (4.6a) δh_2 R + 2a_3 [e, f_1] −^{Λ0}_2 [e, e] = 0 , (4.6b) δf_1 Df_1 + a_3 [e, h_1] = 0 , (4.6c) δh_1 Dh_1 + 2[e, f_2] + [f_1, f_1] +^{a3μ2}_2 [e, f_1] = 0 , (4.6d) δe Df_2 +^{Λ0}_{μ2} [e, h_2] + a_3 [f_1, h_1] = 0 , (4.6e) δω^1_{μ4} Dh_2 −^1_{μ8} [h_2, h_2] −^1_{μ6} [h_2, h_1] −^1_{4μ4} [h_1, h_1]

−^1_{2μ2} [f_1, f_1] −^1_{μ2} [e, f_2] + 2a_3[e, f_1] −^{Λ0}_2 [e, e] = 0 , (4.6f)

where we used rescaling freedoms of the form fields to normalize non-zero free parameters (a_1, a_2, α_0, α_2, b_1) to unity. Above D denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the shifted connection. Note that the cosmological constant Λ_0 and a_3 cannot be set to zero as they are essential for solving the system consistently for f_1, h_1 and h_2. The full equation system (4.6) resembles that of the extended NMG [1] deformed in the last equation with h^2 and h_1h_2 terms. But f_1f_2 term is missing since we did not include f_2Df_1 term in our action — see the footnote 5. As noted above, we checked that adding S_1 action (2.8) to (4.3) is possible which does not change the general structure of the equations above but just modifies coefficients (4.5).

5To be able to keep this term we need to add more potential terms to (4.3) and perform a double shift ω → ω − c_1h_2 − c_2h_1.

– 10 –

To see the third-way consistency note that applying covariant derivative to equations (4.6a)- (4.6e) and assuming invertibility of the dreibein, we get constraints of the following sort

e · f_1 = e · h_1 = e · f_2 = e · h_2 = 0 . (4.7)

Now taking the covariant derivative of the 2-form on the left hand side of the equation (4.6f) and using these constraints we see that it vanishes only after we use the equation itself (4.6f):

−^2_{μ8} [Dh_2, h_2] −^1_{μ6} [Dh_2, h_1] ≈ 0 , (4.8)

which shows that the model is third way consistent.

4.1 Metric Field Equation

To find the metric form of the equation system (4.6a)-(4.6f) we first do the following shifts:

f_1 → f̂_1 +

Λ_0 4a_3 e , f_2 → f̂_2 − [ Λ^2_0 32a^2_3 + μ^2Λ_0 16 ] e . (4.9)

After these we get (we drop hats):

δf_2 De = 0 , (4.10a) δh_2 R + 2a_3 [e, f_1] = 0 , (4.10b) δf_1 Df_1 + a_3 [e, h_1] = 0 , (4.10c) δh_1 Dh_1 + 2[e, f_2] + [f_1, f_1] +

[_{Λ0}

2a_3 + a_3 μ^2 2 ] [e, f_1] = 0 , (4.10d)

δe Df_2 +^{Λ0}_{μ2} [e, h_2] + a_3 [f_1, h_1] +^{Λ0}_4 [e, h_1] = 0 , (4.10e) δω^1_{μ4} Dh_2 −^1_{μ8} [h_2, h_2] −^1_{μ6} [h_2, h_1] −^1_{4μ4} [h_1, h_1] +^1_{2μ2} Dh_1 −^9_8 R +^{Λ0}_{16} [e, e] = 0 . (4.10f)

The auxiliary fields can be solved as [1]:

(f_1)_{μν} = − 1 2a_3

S_{μν} , (4.11)

(h_1)_{μν} = 1 2a^2_3

C_{μν} , (4.12)

(f_2)_{μν} = − 1 4a^2_3 H_{μν} + 1 4a^2_3 (P_{μν} − 1 4 P g_{μν} ) + [ Λ_0 8a^2_3 + μ^2 8 ] S_{μν} , (4.13)

(h_2)_{μν} = − μ^2 Λ_0 E_{μν} − μ^2 2Λ_0a^2_3 (Q_{μν} − 1 4 Qg_{μν} ) + μ^2 4Λ_0a^2_3 SC_{μν} − μ^2 8a^2_3

C_{μν} , (4.14)

where the tensor H is defined in (3.11) and E, P and Q tensors are given as P_{μν} ≡ G_μ^ρS_{νρ} , E_{μν} ≡ e^{−1}ϵ_{(μ|}^{αβ} ∇_αf_{2 β|ν)} , Q_{μν} ≡ C_{(μ}^ρS_{ν)ρ} . (4.15) Here G_{μν} is the Einstein, S_{μν} is the Schouten (2.10) and C_{μν} is the Cotton tensor (2.11). We also define X_{μν} ≡ e^{−1}ϵ_{(μ|}^{αβ}∇_αh_{2β|ν)} , (4.16) Y_{μν} ≡ 1 2 e^{−1}ϵ_μ^{ρσ}ϵ_ν^{λτ} h_{2ρλ} h_{2στ} , (4.17) Z_{μν} ≡ (h_2)_{(μ|ρ|}(h_1)_{ν)}^ρ . (4.18)

– 11 –

Now, from (4.10f) one gets the following metric field equation of extended EMG as: 1 μ^4 X_{μν} − 1 μ^8 Y_{μν} − 1 μ^6 Z_{μν} − 1 16a^4_3μ^4 L_{μν} + 1 4a^2_3μ^2 H_{μν} − 9 8 G_{μν} + Λ_0 8 g_{μν} = 0 , (4.19)

where L_{μν} is given in (3.10). Note that AdS is a solution if we identify −Λ_0/9 as the cosmological constant. Although, it seems that it would be possible to set Λ_0 = 0 at this level, recall that this is not allowed in the first order formulation. Also notice that, the field equation (4.19) is 6th order in derivatives which can be viewed as a deformation of the EMG equation (3.9) with {X, Y, Z} tensors and has one extra free parameter. Finally, one can also add the Cotton tensor C_{μν} (2.11) to the field equation (4.19), with a free coefficient by including the S_1 action (2.8) in (4.3).

5 Conclusion

In this paper we showed how one may truncate a single degree of freedom of the parity odd models S_3 and S_5 found in [1] to obtain exotic models S̃_2 and S̃_4 who have the same number of d.o.f. as their parity-even cousins S_2 and S_4. In these truncations we first replaced the highest weight form fields in S_3 and S_5 with a linear combination of lower even-weight forms. We then added sufficient extra potential terms, which violate the weight structure associated to the number of derivatives in the model, to make eventual models third way consistent. In the case of S̃_2, this extra term is given in (3.3) as h^3_1, and in the latter case S̃_4, these extra weight-violating interaction terms are given in (4.3) and can be generated from (ef_2 + f^2_1 )h_2 and (h_1 +^1_{μ2} h_2)^3 generating functions. Models S̃_2 and S̃_4 are third way consistent after shifting the spin-connection ω with h_1 and h_2 respectively.^6 In general, for constructing exotic models S̃_{2N} our method has three main steps;

1. The field f_{N+1} in S_{2N+1} which has the highest even-weight 2N + 2 is identified with a linear combination of f_N , f_{N−1}, · · · which fixes dynamical terms in S̃_{2N} .

2. Having fixed the dynamical terms, necessary potential terms are easy to figure out by requiring the equation system to be third-way solvable. In particular, h^3_N should be present.

3. The spin connection is shifted ω → ω + h_N + (h_{N−1} + · · · ) so that there is no torsion w.r.t. the new connection.

By restricting both dynamical and potential terms, our method provides a systematic way of constructing infinitely many exotic third way consistent models. This approach may also be helpful in obtaining supersymmetric versions of these models which has not been achieved until now.

In [19] it is shown that there exists a scaling limit, or a flow, from certain interacting multigravity theories; S_0[e_0, ω_0] + · · · + S_0[e_N , ω_N ] + (appropriate interaction terms) to S_{2N} models. Here we expect a same pattern with S̃_0[e_0, ω_0]+· · ·+S̃_0[e_N , ω_N ]+(appropriate interaction terms)

6The case of S_1 → S̃_0 is special as the number of degrees of freedom do not change and we do not add any new term to the Lagrangian. This is because L_1 has an extra conformal gauge symmetry [9].

– 12 – to hold for S̃_{2N} as well. This has been shown to work for the N = 1 case, i.e. EMG [15], already in [23].

It is desirable to study the physical properties of the extended EMG model (4.19) that we constructed in this paper further. For instance, it would be interesting to study its matter couplings [15, 24] as well as its unitary extensions [23], which is hard to achieve in such models [25]. For the EMG [15], the existence of asymptotically AdS solutions obeying different boundary conditions was found in [26, 27]. Investigating this problem for our model (4.19) would be important for understanding effects of higher derivative terms on energy [28] and causality [29].

A generic feature in these models is that field equations in the metric form have opposite parity compared to the (first order) action. This is a crucial point that should be taken into account for computing charges. Obviously this leads to different conclusions depending on whether one uses on-shell approaches like ADT [28] or off-shell ones for this computation, see [30]) for a review and references. Such a discrepancy is generic for third way consistent models [31, 32]. In exotic models, for the BTZ black hole solution, one expects the role of mass and angular momentum to be exchanged in these two approaches:^7

M_{on-shell} = J_{off-shell} , J_{on-shell} = M_{off-shell} . (5.1)

Moreover, in the off-shell approach the left and right central charges have opposite signs while in the on-shell calculation they have the same sign. Their absolute values obtained in both approaches are of course the same. This exchange between charges and their signs has been studied in detail for the 3D Einstein gravity S_0 (2.3) and 3D exotic gravity S̃_0 (2.4) in [9, 22], see also [34]. We expect this to be a general feature of charges of higher exotic models S̃_{2N} compared to S_{2N} .

A natural question to ask is what happens if we continue truncating further after getting an exotic model. In appendix A we show that truncating the highest degree field in EMG [15] in a parity violating way one obtains MMG [11] . We expect this to hold for higher order exotic models as well:

S^{(N)}_{EMG} −→ S^{(N)}_{MMG} . (5.2)

For example truncating the h_2 field in our extended EMG model (4.19) as h_2 → (c_1f_2+c_2f_1+c_3e) we anticipate to obtain extended MMG with 5th order derivatives. Another interesting open problem is to see whether the third way consistent models obtained in [35, 36] can fit into this scheme. Finally, finding applications of such models in condensed matter physics [37] would be nice. We leave investigation of these connections to a future work.

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank Daniel Grumiller, Jan Rosseel and Shahin Sheikh-Jabbari for useful discussions. NSD is partially supported by the Scientific and Technological Research Council of Turkey (Tübitak) Grant No.116F137. Authors wish to thank each others institutions namely IPM, Tehran and Boğaziçi University for hospitality where this work was initiated and developed during their mutual visits and gratefully acknowledge financial support of ICTP network

7 This claim was later proved in [33].

– 13 – scheme NT-04 for these. NSD is grateful to ESI, Vienna for hospitality and financial support where this work was completed while he was visiting for the Research in Teams Programme.

A MMG from EMG by Truncation

Minimal massive gravity (2.17) has 3 dynamical fields (e, ω, f_1). Here we ask if we can obtain it as a truncation from a four field model. At level 4 there are two available models namely NMG [5, 6] and EMG [15]. It is easy to see that it is not possible to get MMG from NMG via truncation. If instead we start with EMG (3.2) and make the parity violating truncation h_1 → (c_4f_1 + c_5e) we get the following generic action; S = S_{LCS} + ∫ ⟨ c_0f_1De + c_1eDe + c_2ef^2_1 + c_3f^3_1 + c_4Rf_1 + c_5eR + c_6e^2f_1 + c_7e^3 ⟩ . (A.1)

Here we should treat all constants independent since some coefficients in the initial action (3.2) are set to one by re-scaling fields which may be spoiled now. Field equations are

δf_1 c_0De + 2c_2[e, f_1] + 3c_3[f_1, f_1] + c_4R + c_6[e, e] = 0 , (A.2) δω R + c_0[e, f_1] + c_1[e, e] + c_4Df_1 + c_5De = 0 , (A.3) δe c_0Df_1 + 2c_1De + c_2[f_1, f_1] + c_5R + 2c_6[e, f_1] + 3c_7[e, e] = 0 . (A.4)

If we now demand that the field equations after the shift ω → ω − αf_1 take the form of MMG_1

De = 0 , (A.5) R + m[e, f_1] + k[e, e] = 0 , (A.6) Df_1 + n[f_1, f_1] + p[e, f_1] + q[e, e] = 0 , (A.7)

one gets an under-determined system. If c_4 = 0, this implies c_3 = c_6 = 0 and the non-zero coefficients are found to be:

c_2/c^2_0 = −n ≡ α 2 , c_7 = q + c_5c_1 3 , k = 2(c_1 + αq) , m = 2(1 − c_5α)^2 , p = c^2_5α − c_5 . (A.8)

When c_1 = 0, these are exactly the coefficients of MMG [11] with c_5 = −σ and c_7 = Λ_0/6. If c_4 ≠ 0, then one can shift fields to obtain the same model.

References

[1] H. R. Afshar, E. A. Bergshoeff, and W. Merbis, “Extended massive gravity in three dimensions,” JHEP 1408 (2014) 115, 1405.6213.

[2] W. Li, W. Song, and A. Strominger, “Chiral Gravity in Three Dimensions,” JHEP 04 (2008) 082, 0801.4566.

[3] O. Hohm, A. Routh, P. K. Townsend, and B. Zhang, “On the Hamiltonian form of 3D massive gravity,” Phys.Rev. D86 (2012) 084035, 1208.0038.

[4] E. A. Bergshoeff, O. Hohm, W. Merbis, A. J. Routh, and P. K. Townsend, “The Hamiltonian Form of Three-Dimensional Chern-Simons-like Gravity Models,” 1402.1688.

– 14 –

[5] E. A. Bergshoeff, O. Hohm, and P. K. Townsend, “Massive Gravity in Three Dimensions,” Phys.

Rev. Lett. 102 (2009) 201301, 0901.1766.

[6] E. A. Bergshoeff, O. Hohm, and P. K. Townsend, “More on Massive 3D Gravity,” Phys. Rev.

D79 (2009) 124042, 0905.1259.

[7] S. Deser, R. Jackiw, and S. Templeton, “Topologically Massive Gauge Theories,” Annals Phys.

140 (1982) 372–411. [Annals Phys.281,409(2000)].

[8] J. H. Horne and E. Witten, “Conformal Gravity in Three-dimensions as a Gauge Theory,” Phys.

Rev. Lett. 62 (1989) 501–504.

[9] H. Afshar, B. Cvetkovic, S. Ertl, D. Grumiller, and N. Johansson, “Conformal Chern-Simons holography - lock, stock and barrel,” Phys. Rev. D85 (2012) 064033, 1110.5644.

[10] H. R. Afshar, “Flat/AdS boundary conditions in three dimensional conformal gravity,” JHEP 10 (2013) 027, 1307.4855.

[11] E. Bergshoeff, O. Hohm, W. Merbis, A. J. Routh, and P. K. Townsend, “Minimal Massive 3D Gravity,” Class. Quant. Grav. 31 (2014) 145008, 1404.2867.

[12] A. S. Arvanitakis and P. K. Townsend, “Minimal Massive 3D Gravity Unitarity Redux,” Class.

Quant. Grav. 32 (2015), no. 8, 085003, 1411.1970.

[13] A. S. Arvanitakis, A. Sevrin, and P. K. Townsend, “Yang-Mills as massive Chern-Simons theory:

a third way to three-dimensional gauge theories,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015), no. 18, 181603, 1501.07548.

[14] E. Bergshoeff, W. Merbis, A. J. Routh, and P. K. Townsend, “The Third Way to 3D Gravity,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. D24 (2015), no. 12, 1544015, 1506.05949.

[15] M. Ozkan, Y. Pang, and P. Townsend, “Exotic Massive 3D Gravity,” JHEP 08 (2018) 035, 1806.04179.

[16] G. Alkac, M. Tek, and B. Tekin, “Bachian Gravity in Three Dimensions,” Phys. Rev. D98 (2018), no. 10, 104021, 1810.03504.

[17] E. Witten, “(2+1)-Dimensional Gravity as an Exactly Soluble System,” Nucl. Phys. B311 (1988) 46.

[18] E. A. Bergshoeff, S. de Haan, O. Hohm, W. Merbis, and P. K. Townsend, “Zwei-Dreibein Gravity: A Two-Frame-Field Model of 3D Massive Gravity,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013), no. 11, 111102, 1307.2774. [Erratum: Phys. Rev. Lett.111,no.25,259902(2013)].

[19] H. R. Afshar, E. A. Bergshoeff, and W. Merbis, “Interacting spin-2 fields in three dimensions,” JHEP 01 (2015) 040, 1410.6164.

[20] I. Gullu, T. C. Sisman, and B. Tekin, “Born-Infeld extension of new massive gravity,” Class.

Quant. Grav. 27 (2010) 162001, 1003.3935.

[21] A. Achucarro and P. K. Townsend, “A Chern-Simons Action for Three-Dimensional Anti-de Sitter Supergravity Theories,” Phys. Lett. B180 (1986) 89.

[22] P. K. Townsend and B. Zhang, “Thermodynamics of Exotic Banados-Teitelboim-Zanelli Black Holes,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013), no. 24, 241302, 1302.3874.

[23] M. Ozkan, Y. Pang, and U. Zorba, “Unitary Extension of Exotic Massive 3D Gravity from Bigravity,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 123 (2019), no. 3, 031303, 1905.00438.

[24] A. S. Arvanitakis, A. J. Routh, and P. K. Townsend, “Matter coupling in 3D ’minimal massive

– 15 – gravity,” Class. Quant. Grav. 31 (2014), no. 23, 235012, 1407.1264.

[25] G. Alkac, L. Basanisi, E. Kilicarslan, and B. Tekin, “Unitarity Problems in 3D Gravity Theories,” Phys. Rev. D96 (2017), no. 2, 024010, 1703.03630.

[26] M. Chernicoff, G. Giribet, N. Grandi, and J. Oliva, “Vacua of Exotic Massive 3D Gravity,” JHEP 08 (2018) 087, 1806.06254.

[27] G. Giribet and J. Oliva, “More on vacua of exotic massive 3D gravity,” Phys. Rev. D99 (2019), no. 6, 064021, 1901.08457.

[28] R. B. Mann, J. Oliva, and S. N. Sajadi, “Energy of asymptotically AdS black holes in Exotic Massive Gravity and its log-extension,” JHEP 05 (2019) 131, 1812.09525.

[29] E. Kilicarslan and B. Tekin, “Exotic Massive Gravity: Causality and a Birkhoff-like Theorem,” Phys. Rev. D100 (2019), no. 4, 044035, 1906.09429.

[30] H. Adami, M. R. Setare, T. C. Sisman, and B. Tekin, “Conserved Charges in Extended Theories of Gravity,” 1710.07252.

[31] B. Tekin, “Minimal Massive Gravity: Conserved Charges, Excitations and the Chiral Gravity Limit,” Phys. Rev. D90 (2014), no. 8, 081701, 1409.5358.

[32] E. A. Bergshoeff, W. Merbis, and P. K. Townsend, “On-shell versus Off-shell Equivalence in 3D Gravity,” Class. Quant. Grav. 36 (2019), no. 9, 095013, 1812.09205.

[33] E. A. Bergshoeff, W. Merbis, and P. K. Townsend, “On asymptotic charges in 3D gravity,” 1909.11743.

[34] M.-I. Park, “Thermodynamics of exotic black holes, negative temperature, and Bekenstein-Hawking entropy,” Phys.Lett. B647 (2007) 472–476, hep-th/0602114.

[35] M. Geiller and K. Noui, “A remarkably simple theory of 3d massive gravity,” JHEP 04 (2019) 091, 1812.01018.

[36] M. Geiller and K. Noui, “Metric formulation of the simple theory of 3d massive gravity,” 1905.04390.

[37] D. Grumiller, W. Riedler, J. Rosseel, and T. Zojer, “Holographic applications of logarithmic conformal field theories,” J.Phys. A46 (2013) 494002, 1302.0280.

– 16 –