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We start by presenting the general set of structure equations for the 1+ 3 threading spacetime
decomposition in four spacetime dimensions, valid for any theory of gravitation based on a metric
compatible affine connection. We then apply these equations to the study of cosmological solutions of the
Einstein-Cartan theory in which the matter is modeled by a perfect fluid with intrinsic spin. It is shown that
the metric tensor can be described by a generic Friedman-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker solution. However,
due to the presence of torsion the Weyl tensors might not vanish. The coupling between the torsion and
Weyl tensors leads to the conclusion that, in this cosmological model, the universe must either be flat or
open, excluding definitely the possibility of a closed universe. In the open case, we derive a wave equation
for the traceless part of the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor and show how the intrinsic spin of matter in a
dynamic universe leads to the generation and emission of gravitational waves. Last, in this cosmological
model, it is found that the torsion tensor, which has an intrinsic spin as its source, contributes to a positive
accelerated expansion of the universe. Comparing the theoretical predictions of the model with the current
experimental data, we conclude that torsion cannot completely replace the role of a cosmological constant.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A. The torsion tensor field and the
Einstein-Cartan theory

A Riemannian spacetime geometry is uniquely described
by the metric tensor field, in that the Riemann curvature
tensor is solely given by the metric and its first and second
derivatives. Moreover, the affine connection, which is the
structure that defines parallel transport between tensors, is
metric compatible and symmetric in Riemannian geometry
and is called the Levi-Civita connection. The geodesic
equation, which determines the shortest and longest curves
between two infinitesimally close points, is in Riemannian
geometry also an equation for curves that transport tangent
vectors in an autoparallel manner. General relativity, a
spacetime theory of gravitation, has as one of its intrinsic
assumptions the fact that the underlying geometry is
Riemannian. In general relativity, the link between geom-
etry and matter is provided by the Einstein equation that
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equates the Finstein tensor, which is a contraction of the
Riemann tensor, to the matter stress-energy tensor.

A possible extension of Riemannian geometry is the
Riemann-Cartan geometry in which, besides the metric
tensor, there is an extra geometrical field, the torsion tensor.
The Riemann curvature tensor depends now on both metric
and torsion. Moreover, the metric compatible affine con-
nection, between tensors, contains not only a symmetric
part as in Riemannian geometry but also an antisymmetric
part, which is precisely the torsion tensor. In a Riemann-
Cartan geometry, geodesic and autoparallel curves are
different types of curves.

A natural extension of general relativity to another
theory of gravitation is the Einstein-Cartan theory where
the underlying geometry is the Riemann-Cartan geometry.
A realization of an Einstein-Cartan gravity theory is such
that the field equations are still derived from the Einstein-
Hilbert action [1,2], representing one of the simplest
generalizations of general relativity. The link between
geometry and matter is now provided by the Einstein
equation that equates the Finstein tensor to the canonical
matter stress-energy tensor plus an equation relating a
tensor field built out of the geometrical torsion to some
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physical observables associated, for instance, with the
density of the intrinsic angular momentum of matter, or
spin. One of the interests in the Einstein-Cartan theory,
within a geometric theory of gravitation, is that at extremely
high densities of matter, even at densities still much less
than the Planck density regime where quantum gravity
rules, quantum effects on the matter may be considerable;
hence, the ability to include quantum corrections in a
macroscopic limit, through the relation between torsion and
intrinsic spin, might set the Einstein-Cartan theory to be a
better classical limit of a quantum theory of gravitation than
a theory without torsion such as general relativity.
Nonetheless, as we will show in this article, even in the
low density regime, the inclusion of torsion might lead to
marked contrast between the predictions of the two
theories, which may be used to falsify the hypothesis.

The framework of the Einstein-Cartan theory has led to
many important results, showing how the extra geometrical
structure, specifically, the torsion tensor, influences the
behavior of the matter fluids that permeate the spacetime
and, consequently, the geometry of the manifold. Several
works have worked out the properties of spacetimes with
torsion and the consequences of the Einstein-Cartan theory,
in particular in black hole physics and in cosmology. We
mention some of them. The possibility of measuring torsion
was raised in [3]. Some works showed that the inclusion of
torsion could act as a repulsive force, counteracting the
gravitational collapse and possibly preventing the forma-
tion of singularities in both black holes and cosmology
[4,5]. There were applications in cosmology [6,7] as well as
in rotating neutron stars [8]; see also Refs. [9,10]. The
generation of solutions in Einstein-Cartan theory was
provided in [11]. Some interesting spinning fluids, in
particular the Weyssenhoff fluid, were introduced as gen-
erators of torsion in [12], as providers of inflation in [13],
and as sources of rotating cosmological models in [14]. The
possibility that the Einstein-Cartan theory is a limit of a
quantum theory of the gravitational field operating at the
usual microscopic and macroscopic scales has been hinted
in [15]. The consequences and imprints on the curves
followed by finite size test bodies was discussed in [16]. A
review of Einstein-Cartan theory is in [17]. A further
discussion on compact objects was given in [18], a study
of the cosmological signatures of torsion and cosmic
acceleration appeared in [19,20], and a post-Newtonian
analysis of gravitational waves in the Einstein-Cartan
theory was implemented in [21].

B. The 1+ 3 spacetime decomposition

Because of the action of the torsion tensor in physical
frames of reference, in gravitational theories with torsion, it
is advantageous to work in a formalism that is manifestly
covariant and such that the quantities that characterize the
spacetime and the matter are directly associated with phy-
sical observables. A formalism with such characteristics is

the covariant spacetime decomposition approach that is
designed to take directly into account the symmetries and
preferred directions in a manifold, and emerges as a powerful
tool to analyze the geometry and dynamics of tensor fields on
a spacetime. A benefit one takes from the formalism comes
from the fact that it is, by construction, independent of
coordinate systems. Moreover, the natural splitting of the
manifold can greatly simplify the problem of finding
solutions when the spacetime admits the existence of
preferred directions, such as Killing vector fields.

A particular covariant spacetime decomposition is the
1 4 3 formalism that has been developed and used in many
instances in general relativity [22—-26]. In this formalism, it
is assumed the existence of a congruence of smooth curves,
so that any tensor quantity on the spacetime is, at each
point, separated in its component along the direction of the
tangent vector field to the congruence and in its compo-
nents along the surfaces orthogonal to the curves of the
congruence. This property of the formalism makes it
especially useful from a physical point of view, since in
many instances one is interested in studying the evolution
of certain quantities in time. Thus, assuming the existence
of a timelike congruence, the 1 4 3 formalism naturally
decomposes the structure equations that describe the
geometry of the spacetime and tensor fields in the manifold
along time and spatial directions. In a geometric theory of
gravity, the geometry of the spacetime is related with the
matter fields that fill it. Since the evolution and constraint
equations found from the 1 + 3 formalism are completely
covariant, they provide a clearer interpretation of the
relations between the kinematics of the congruence and
the properties of the matter fields.

This formalism of 1 + 3 decomposition of the spacetime
manifold has been extensively employed to explore the
properties of solutions of theories of gravitation, namely,
gravitational waves, cosmological solutions, compact
objects, black holes, singularities, and particle and light rays
propagation. For instance, the formalism has been used in
general relativity to study cosmological perturbations
and their consequent gravitational waves generation [27],
to analyze singularities and singularity theorems [28], to
develop an effective fluid dynamics formalism [29], to
find new properties of perturbed Schwarzschild black
holes [30], to further investigate the Tolman-Oppenheimer-
Volkoff equation [31], to discuss cosmological perfect fluid
perturbations [32], and to analyze objects composed of two
fluids [33]. The formalism has also been applied in f(R)
modified theories of gravitation to study gravitational
lensing [34], to introduce black holes with emphasis in the
Weyl terms [35], to describe cosmological density perturba-
tions [36], and to search for gravitational wave solutions [37].
The formalism has further been applied in theories with
torsion to explore the Raychaudhuri equation [38], to treat
spacetime thermodynamics [39], to examine singularity the-
orems [40], and to establish focusing condition theorems [41].
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C. Aim of the work

Since Hubble showed the velocity-distance relation for
distant galaxies that we know the universe is expanding,
and the observations of the emission spectra of type la
supernovae have led to the conclusion that our universe is
expanding at an accelerated rate. Moreover, the high-
precision data from the Hubble Space Telescope,
WMAP, Planck Collaboration, Sloan Digital Sky Survey,
and JWST keep confirming that, at very large scales, the
present universe is very well described by the Friedman-
Lematitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) model with the mat-
ter source having as a main component an unknown dark
energy fluid. The other component, with its existence also
being inferred from the data from rotational curves of
galaxies and from the velocities of individual members of
galaxies in clusters, could be in unknown forms of dark
particles or showing that the predictions of the general
theory of relativity, even at a classical level, are incom-
patible with the observations without the inclusion of extra
fundamental fields in alternative gravity theories. On the
other hand, high-accuracy astrometric data of Gaia and the
regular detection of gravitational waves impose very strong
constraints on these possible alternative gravity theories,
notably on theories of the Einstein-Cartan type.

In this context, there has been a growing interest in
studying the effects of torsion in the dynamics of the
universe by considering types of torsion that have the
intrinsic spin of matter as its source. Here, we are interested
in studying the effects of the intrinsic spin of matter, within
the canonical Einstein-Cartan theory, in the properties and
evolution of the universe at very large scales. We will show
that there are various aspects that have been overlooked; in
particular we will show that in the Einstein-Cartan theory it
is pivotal to understand the effects of the torsion field in the
Weyl tensor, which to our knowledge have never been
considered. As it will be shown, the coupling between the
Weyl tensor and the torsion tensor field may lead to
dramatic disparities between the predictions of the general
theory of relativity and the Einstein-Cartan theory.
Moreover, although the 1+ 3 formalism was initially
devised to study solutions of general relativity, the para-
digm of covariant spacetime decomposition is applicable to
a much wider class of relativistic theories of gravitation,
including theories of the Einstein-Cartan type. We will also
present here the most general extension of the 1+ 3
formalism for spacetimes with a metric compatible affine
connection valid for any metric affine gravity theory. These
equations will then be used in the particular case of the
Einstein-Cartan theory and will be used to study the effects
of intrinsic spin in spacetimes covered by an homogeneous
and isotropic matter fluid.

D. Organization of the work

This work is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
introduce several quantities, namely, the metric, the

spacetime connection with torsion, the curvature, the
projection formalism with the decomposition of the torsion
and Weyl tensors, and the structure equations, giving as
well the basic definitions and setting the adopted con-
ventions. In Sec. III, the stress-energy tensor and the
structure equations for the matter fields are given. In
Sec. 1V, the field equations of the Einstein-Cartan theory
for a Weyssenhof-like torsion are found and compared with
the results in the literature. In Sec. V, the isotropic universe
and the geometry of the three-spaces are set as a basis for a
relativistic cosmology in the new set of equations for the
Einstein-Cartan theory for a universe filled with an iso-
tropic and homogeneous matter fluid with nonvanishing
intrinsic spin, and where two theorems and a proposition
are proved. In Sec. VI, gravitational waves in relativistic
cosmology in Finstein-Cartan theory are studied. In
Sec. VII, we analyze the tidal effects and the dynamics
of the cosmic fluid in relativistic cosmology in Einstein-
Cartan theory. In Sec. VIII, we further discuss the main
results and conclude. In the Appendix, we display the
properties of the Laplace-Beltrami harmonics that are used
in the main text. Throughout the paper we will work in the
geometrized unit system where the constant of gravitation
and the speed of light are set to one, and consider the metric
signature (—+++).

II. GEOMETRY OF LORENTZIAN MANIFOLDS
WITH TORSION AND THE STRUCTURE
EQUATIONS FOR THE GEOMETRIC FIELDS

A. Metric, connection with torsion, curvature,
and projection formalism

1. Metric, connection with torsion, curvature

We start by introducing the basic definitions and setting
the conventions that will be used throughout this article.

Let (M, g,S) be a four-dimensional Lorentzian mani-
fold endowed with a metric compatible affine connection.
The metric tensor g is assumed to be symmetric, i.e.,

Jap = Y(ap)» (1)

with g, = % (9up + 9pa)> and the tensor S represents the
torsion tensor, defined as the antisymmetric part of the
connection in the lower indices, and is such that

Sap” = Sap)”» (2)

with Spp7 =3 (Ses” — Spa’). In (M., g, S) the covariant
derivative V is defined through the affine connection Cgﬂ,

such that on a (k, m)-tensor Y with components in a local
coordinate system Y##, - is formally given by

o k Wi NSy peer
V(,Y”I Mkyl_nymiaaym ﬂky]mbmﬁ_zi:lca;)yﬂl /4 ﬂkyl_”ym_

" Coy YHr i, ., , Where 0, represent partial deriv-
atives. For the affine connection Czﬁ to be metric g
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compatible, one has that Vg5, = 0,95, — Cgﬂggy = Cly 950
must be identically zero, i.e.,

vag[)’y =0. (3)

A metric compatible connection Czﬂ can always be split
into two parts, namely,

Cgﬂ = Fi;ﬂ + Kaﬂy, (4)

with

1
Tep =59 (ulop + Gpdac = 0s9ap) (5)

being the usual metric connection that appears in a
Riemannian manifold, also referred to as the Christoffel
symbols, and

Kaﬂy = S(l/}y + Sy(lﬁ - S/}}’a’ (6)

being the contorsion tensor which is a combination of
torsion terms. From Egs. (4) to (6) one finds

v 17 (7
Faﬂ - F((zﬂ) - C((l/}) <7)
and
Saﬂy = K[aﬂ]y - C}[laﬂ] (8)

As well, from the antisymmetry of the torsion tensor in the
first two indices, one can verify the following identity for
the contorsion tensor:

Koy = Kaipy), 9)

i.e., Ka(ﬁy) =0.
The definition of the Riemann curvature tensor associ-
ated with the connection CZ/; I

Ryp = 05Cly — 0,C5, + C},Co — CosCh,. (10)

This definition leads to the following relation between the
commutator of two covariant derivatives of a tensor and the
Riemann curvature tensor, Eq. (10):

(VoV = VyV, + 28,5V, )Yk,

m k

— E PYHI " Hi — E Hi YH1 P i
Rdﬁl/i Y Visp=ty R(z/jp IY Vil
i=1

i1
(11)
where Y is an arbitrary (k, m)-tensor field. The Riemann

curvature tensor, Eq. (10), possesses the following sym-
metries in its indices:

Raprs = Riapjys» (12)

1.e., Rapyys = 0, and

Raﬂy& = Raﬁ[y&] ’ (13)

i.e., Rypys) = 0. The symmetries of the Riemann curvature
tensor given in Eqs. (12) and (13) are the same as in pure
Riemannian geometry. The other index symmetry in pure
Riemannian geometry, namely, R[aﬂy]‘s =0, is, for a geom-
etry with torsion, modified into an identity related to the
covariant derivative of the torsion,

2V1Spn° = 4810 S 1, + Riap” = 0, (14)

which can be envisaged as a Bianchi identity for the torsion
S, and is in this context called the first Bianchi identity. We
note that the antisymmetrization in the second term of
Eq. (14) only refers to nondummy indices, in this case to a,
P, v, with the dummy index p not being affected by the
process, and this is a convention that we will follow. The
Riemannian Bianchi identity, namely, V[aRM&f’ = 0, when
torsion is present is modified into

ViaRpys” = 28ap"Ryjes” = 0 (15)

and is in this context called the second Bianchi identity.
From the index symmetry identities, Eqs. (12) and (13), and
the first Bianchi identity, Eq. (14), we find that the usual
symmetry of exchanging the first and second pairs of
indices of the Riemann tensor is modified in the presence of
torsion to

2Ry5(xﬁ - 2Raﬁ75 + 3Aa7ﬁ5 + 3A5aﬂy + 3A76aﬂ
+ 344570 (16)

where we have written Ay,5 = =2V [,S4,15 + 455" Sy )5 tO
simplify the visualization of the equation. We remark that
the results presented so far are completely general, in
particular, they are valid for spacetimes of any dimension.
We will now consider the case of an orientable
Lorentzian manifold (M, g, S) of dimension four. In this
case, a useful quantity to define is the Levi-Civita volume
form, also referred to as the covariant Levi-Civita tensor or
Levi-Civita four-form. Introducing the Levi-Civita symbol,
Napys» as the totally skew tensor density whose components
in any orientation preserving local coordinate system verify
Mazs = +1, the Levi-Civita volume form is defined as

Eaﬂyé =V |d6tg|naﬂy5v (17)

where | det g| represents the absolute value of the determi-
nant of the metric tensor. The Levi-Civita volume form
verifies some useful relations, namely, (i) V e, =0,
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.. sign(d g pu
(ii) £%r> :%Mﬁ, (i) £4p,56" = =240 100" 30" 195"

(iv) ’gaﬂyégmwy = _6ga[ﬂgﬂyg(‘)']y’ (v) gaﬂyé‘gaﬂﬂy = _49”[}/96]”’
and (Vi) &, = —24. The first equality follows from
the assumption that the connection is metric compatible,
the second from the properties of the determinant of a
matrix, and in (iii) to (vi) only the lower indices are to be
antisymmetrized.

The Weyl tensor C,s is defined as the trace-free part of
the Riemann curvature tensor R, In the case of a
manifold of dimension four, the components of the Weyl
curvature tensor, C,s,5, can be written as

1
Capys = Rapyo = Ratysjp + Rppy9sia + 5 Ray 9oy (18)
where R,3 = R,,z" is the Ricci tensor, and R = R,* is the
Ricci scalar. The Weyl tensor inherits, from Eq. (18), the
following symmetries in its indices:

Coprs = Claplyss (19)

1.€., C(aﬁ)y(; =0, and

Coprs = Caplye) (20)

L.e., Cop(ys5) = 0. In addition, one finds

Claprls = Riapyls + Riap9y)s- (21)

In the presence of torsion, the relation between the
derivative of the Weyl tensor and the Riemann tensor is [ 18]

1
Vo CroPe = = %S, Ryj oy €7
3
+ E (gﬁés[}mﬂRv]o”w - g/iys[éﬂ”Ru]oﬂy)
1
4 VIR _ gg/f[VV‘S]R, (22)

and the dummy index o is not involved in the antisymmet-
rization process.

2. Projector operator, projected covariant Levi-Civita
tensor, and projected covariant derivatives

Consider a Lorentzian manifold of dimension four,
(M, g,S), admitting, in some open neighborhood, the
existence of a congruence of timelike curves with tangent
vector field u. Without loss of generality, we can foliate the
manifold in three-surfaces, V), orthogonal, at each point, to
the curves of the congruence, such that all tensor quantities
are defined by their behavior along the direction of u and
in V. This procedure is usually called 1+ 3 spacetime
decomposition. Such decomposition of the spacetime
manifold relies on the existence of a projector to the

hypersurface V. Assuming each curve of the congruence
to be affinely parametrized, so that u,u* = —1, the pro-
jector onto V, at each point can be defined as

hap = Gap + tglUp, (23)

verifying  hypu® =0,  heg = hy,,
h,’ = 3.

Another useful operator is the projected covariant Levi-
Civita tensor

hayhyﬁ = haﬁ’ and

8(1/3;/ = 8(1/)’;/0 u® ’ (24)

derived from the Levi-Civita volume form, defined in
Eq. (17), with the following properties: &5, = €[qp,]s
8{1/3yuy =0, ‘E.(zﬂ}/‘gﬂwy = 6hﬂ[ahy/1hy]6’ Saﬂygﬂw = 2h'u[ah/)’]y’
and ¢,,,&"” = 2h,’. Moreover, using Eq. (23) and the
properties of the Levi-Civita volume form, we find
the useful identities h,*h,’h,"h;%€,5,, =0 and €., =
haﬂgyﬂyn + Ua€pyo-

To keep the equations as compact as possible, we
introduce the following notation for projected covariant
derivatives. Given a tensor field Y.z we define

D,Yg" " = h R bRy h,OVLY 0 (25)

as the fully orthogonally projected covariant derivative on
V. On the other hand, a dot represents the covariant
derivative along the integral curves of u, i.e.,

Y'amﬂy'--o' = M”v”Ya,,,ﬂymo-. (26)

B. Decomposition of the torsion tensor
and Weyl tensor

We now write the 1+ 3 decomposition of the torsion
tensor S, Eq. (8), and the Weyl tensor C, Eq. (18), in terms
of their components along the direction of the tangent
vector field # and on V' with the help of the projector
operator h,s given in Eq. (23).

For the torsion tensor, Eq. (8), the decomposition is [18]

Sapy = gaﬁygw —u Wy + Saputy, + upXgu,,  (27)
with

- 1

S(l/)’ = Eguﬂvho—/)’sﬂym W{l/)’ = Zuﬂhyah”ﬂsﬂym

Sap = —h' W 4u°S,,, Xo = 20l W qu®S,, . (28)
For the Weyl tensor, Eq. (18), the 1 + 3 decomposition is

Capro = —Eapueys B — 2uaEp s + 2ugEquy
— 2eq5,H" [y us) — 2€”y51:1ﬂ[auﬂ], (29)
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where

Ea/j =C,_ s u'u,

1
apfu Haﬁ = 5 gayycyuﬁéuaﬁ

_ 1
Haﬂ == Egaﬂycﬂﬁﬂvuﬁ (30)

are defined as the electric part and the magnetic part of the
Weyl tensor, respectively. In the Riemann-Cartan geometry
there are two different tensor quantities associated with the
magnetic part of the Weyl tensor, specifically, H,; and H s
such that in general the presence of torsion lifts a
degeneracy in the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor.
From the results in Egs. (19)—-(21), we see that in the
presence of torsion the tensor E,; has the following
properties: E,z; = h''hs"E,, and E”, =0; the tensor
H,; has the following properties: H,; = hy''hs"H,, and
H,; = H 4p); and the tensor I:Iaﬁ has the following proper-
ties: Hop = h'hs"H

w and H,; = H .. Therefore, E,;
may not be a symmetric tensor and H 4 and I:Iaﬂ do not
have to be trace free, as in the case of Riemannian
geometry. On the other hand, due to the properties of
the Levi-Civita volume form and the fact that the Weyl
tensor is, by definition, trace free, even in the presence of
torsion, the magnetic parts, H,; and H,, are symmetric
under the exchange of indices.

Many of the results introduced and to be introduced are
valid or easily extended for manifolds of dimension d > 2.
However, quantities and identities that rely on the covariant
Levi-Civita tensor, Eq. (17), notably the 1 4+ 3 decompo-
sition of the torsion tensor, Eq. (27), and of the Wey] tensor,
Eq. (29), are dimension dependent; hence, the general set of
structure equations that we will find will depend on the
dimension of the manifold.

C. The separation vector between infinitesimally
close curves of a congruence

Having introduced the definitions and properties of the
basic geometric quantities and their decompositions, we
will now consider the notion of separation vector between
infinitesimally close curves of a congruence and relate its
evolution with the kinematical quantities that characterize
the congruence. For further details see Ref. [38].

Consider a congruence of curves in some open neigh-
borhood of (M, g, S), with tangent vector field u. Given
two points p and g in a small enough neighborhood, such
that p is crossed by a curve of the congruence and ¢ is
crossed by a distinct curve of the congruence, the vector
field n = g — p gives a meaningful notion of the separation
between the curves of the congruence. Picking a curve ¢ of
the congruence as the fiducial curve, it is possible to derive
an equation for the change of the separation vector n along
the curve c. Indeed, one finds

uPVgn® = B’ (31)
where
Bﬂa = V/}M(l + ZSy/;(luy. (32)

The tensor B gives the evolution of the separation vector n
between two infinitesimally close curves along the fiducial
curve. We note that Eq. (31) is valid for the case of u being
timelike, spacelike, or null, with the fiducial curve being a
geodesic or not, although we will be interested in the case
of a timelike curve. The first term in the right-hand side of
Eq. (32) is the usual term present in pure Riemannian
geometry, while the second term in the right-hand side of
Eq. (32) represents an explicit contribution of the torsion
tensor to the evolution of a congruence of curves.

We can now study some geometrical implications of
Egs. (31) and (32). Taking the derivative along ¢ of the
quantity n,u* reads

'V, (ngu®) = ngal + 28, uun, (33)

where the acceleration vector field a in a local coordinate
system has components given by

a* = u'V,u®. (34)

The expression given in Eq. (33) can be seen as the failure
of the separation vector n and the tangent vector u to stay
orthogonal to each other. Indeed, if at a given point, n and u
are orthogonal to each other, a nonzero acceleration a or a
nonzero, general, torsion S will destroy the preservation of
such orthogonality along the curve. Thus, this analysis of
Eq. (33) leads to the conclusion that the tensor B, describ-
ing the behavior of the separation vector might have, even
in the case of a zero acceleration a, nonzero components
tangential and orthogonal to the tangent vector field
associated with the fiducial curve ¢ when torsion is present.
Without loss of generality, it is then possible to write B, in
terms of two components. One component, B, is
completely orthogonal to u, and another component,
B4, contains the remaining terms. Given a projector
hqp onto the surface orthogonal to the curve ¢ at a given
point, we can then write

Bog = B ap + Bjjap- (35)

Now, B 4 is defined as B .3 = h,"hy°B,,. Furthermore
we can define the kinematical quantities of the congruence,
namely, expansion 6, shear 6,3 and vorticity @, of
neighboring curves of the congruence that only depend
on the orthogonal part B of the tensor B, so that we have
the identity B .5 = % 0 + 645 + w,p. Since we are inter-
v
ested in 1 + 3 dimensions, we have h/ — 3, and so
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1
BL(I/} = g h(lﬂg + O-a/} + a)(z/}7 (36)

with

0= BL]/Y’ Oop = BL((I/J) - %haﬂeﬁ Wop = BL[aﬂ] . (37)
Then, of course, given B .4, one uses Eq. (35) to determine
Bjap as B|qs = Bos — B1,p. The set of kinematical quan-
tities 0, 0,5, and w4, given in Eq. (37), characterizes a
congruence in a Lorentzian manifold and represents one of
the building blocks of covariant spacetime decomposition
approaches. Note further that the procedure that defines the
projector operator strictly depends on the specific family of
curves considered, i.e., depends on the tangent vector field
u. Once the projector is assigned, as, e.g., in Eq. (23), one
has that Eq. (32) together with Eq. (36) will give an actual
expression for the derivative of the tangent vector « in terms
of the kinematical quantities, the tangent vector itself, its
acceleration a, and the torsion tensor S.

The results presented here are quite general and valid for
curves of any kind and easily extended to spacetimes of any
dimension d > 2. Nonetheless, in this work we will focus
on developing the 1 4 3 formalism for timelike congruen-
ces in a four-dimensional oriented Lorentzian manifold
with torsion.

D. Structure equations for the geometric fields

The kinematical quantities of a congruence of curves
(37), the acceleration vector field (34), and the tensors
found from the decomposition of the torsion tensor,
Egs. (27) and (28), and of the Weyl tensor, Egs. (29)
and (30), and the Ricci tensor completely describe the
geometry of the manifold (M, g, S) and the properties of a
congruence of curves that cover it. We have then to find a
complete set of differential equations that describe the
evolution of these quantities along u# and on V.

Now, projecting twice Eq. (32) with the projector given in
Eq. (23), we find that the covariant derivative of the tangent
vector field u is given by V,uz = B 5 — W5 — usap,
where we have used Egs. (27), (32), and (34). Then, using
Eq. (36) we find

1
v(lu/} = gha[)’e + Ga/} + a)a[)’ - W(l[)’ - u(la/}' (38)

Applying the Ricci identity, Eq. (11), to Eq. (38), we find the
propagation equations for the kinematical quantities
. 1
0 — Waa = —Raﬁu“uﬂ - <§ 02 + Gaﬁdaﬂ + a)aﬂwﬂa>
a a Pa 1
+ D(la + aga + W g h(l/}e + Ga/} + w{lﬁ

+ X, a%, (39)

. . L, 2
h, hvﬁ(waﬁ - WW’]) - Ehﬂ huﬁR[aﬁ] —Ep _gew/w
+ ZJ“Wa)D]a + D[ﬂav] + X[ﬂav]

1
+30Wpa — W, (0,5+w,5).  (40)

L 1
W1 (Gap = Wiap) = 5 Riw) = Equ) + D) + aga)

2
=3 0w0 = 0005 = W50,)°
+ X<ﬂa,,> + W(gw()'y)& + W5<Mwy>5
1
+ § W(,u,)@, (41)

where for any two-tensor Y5 we use the angular brackets to
represent the projected symmetric part without trace of it, i.e.,
Yiop) = [P (ohp)” — %h"”]Y .- and dummy indices are left
out of all the symmetrization processes. Equations (39)—(41)
follow from computing the projection h”"u” h,/Ra/jy(;u‘s and
evaluate, respectively, its trace, antisymmetric part and
symmetric part without trace. Provided the field equations
of a gravity theory to relate the projection of the Ricci tensor
with the stress-energy tensor, Eq. (39) represents the gen-
eralization of the Raychaudhuri equation for manifolds with
nonzero torsion [38,39], describing the evolution of the
expansion of a congruence of curves. From the Ricci identity,
Eq. (11), we also find the constraint equations,

eP'Dy(wp, — Wg,) — P a0,
- 1
= H}’y —28% <§ h[)’(le + O Ba + WDpg — Wﬁu>
- gaﬂyay(saﬂ + Wa/})’ (42)

8aﬁ<MD(1(G/}U> + a)ﬂy> — Wﬁb>) + gaﬁ<ﬂa”>a)ﬁ(l
= Hw) _ gaflugy) (Sap + Wap) + W58

1 _
- 2<§h5<ﬂg+05<ﬂ +w§<ﬂ>sv>5, (43)

2 a a a y.
§Dﬂ9—Da(Gﬂ +w,-W,*)-=D,W, =2dw,,

= —haﬂR(l/}Mﬂ - 25(1/};43‘&7 W;,/}
2a’ (S w 2 Sar lh ’o p P
+2a" (S + W) + 2e4p, 3t +o,/ ol |,
(44)

where dummy indices do not participate in the symmetriza-
tion processes. Equations (42)—(44) follow from computing
the projection £%*h,7R ,5,5u° and evaluate, respectively, its
trace, symmetric part without trace, and antisymmetric part.
These equations clearly exemplify how the presence of
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torsion modifies the geometry of the manifold and, con-
sequently, the change in the evolution of a congruence of
timelike curves. When comparing to the case of vanishing
torsion [22,25], we see that, in the presence of a general
torsion tensor field, the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor, H,
is characterized by Eqgs. (42) and (43); in particular, it also
depends on the divergence of the vorticity vector %gﬂwwﬂb.

|

- hayhﬂvElw + gﬂﬂb (DuHﬂa + avHﬂa) + EﬂaéaéH/tﬁ + (O-ay + Wy

Moreover, from Eq. (42), we conclude that the presence of
torsion acts as a cause for the rotation of the congruence.

The evolution and constraint equations for the compo-
nents of the Weyl tensor are found from the identity for the
Weyl tensor given in Eq. (22), or, equivalently, from the
second Bianchi identity, Eq. (15). For the electric part of the
Weyl tensor we find the propagation equation

- sz)Eyﬂ

1
+ Ea"(2aﬂﬁ + 2wﬂﬂ - W/l/i) - Eaﬁ(e - Wﬂﬂ) - haﬁEy” (6111/ + a)/w - —W/w>

2
L R (W W 2, S0y — o X = 255y + By S P — S Wi RY — S WosR 4 W g, s R
_Z afp 144( - Wy — 285y Lt)—€ pApttar — “Op ay+ ap®uv _E av'top _g ap +§ apvs
1 1 | 1 - 1
+ EhaDRyé(Wﬂﬂh(gﬂ - W5ﬁ> —_ EhaﬁR + EhaﬂhﬁvuavaR’”’ - §D05<M5R6ﬂ) + MAR/IO-Sﬁ”ED.ﬂa —_ ER;tl/XauMhyﬂ

1/1
5 (500 + 0+ 00 )R (45)
and the constraint equation
_ 1 1
D,E} + gﬂﬂsHﬂa (wéy - Ws, — ESEJ/> + (0‘51, + ws, — ) W5v> eyﬁ”haﬂHﬂé
g e R swer, - Lrx +1R sur — L o (W,, — X )+1h RY +iD R

2 Bro" € ua ur™" € pa 12 a Ty Eupa 4 Ug\Way ally 5 v ag 1272
1 1 - 1 -

-3 E, X" + EDa(R,quu") + R W, YuP) + 28¢5 EF + 3 S’ Rg — €45,8 P EF
1 1 1

- gﬁRl,ﬂu(”hﬂ)a - R,,ﬂu(”(aﬂ)a -, - EhaﬁuVVy(Rwh”gu”) + ERM,,u”u”aa
1 - 1 1

+ 3 hoR (e,wﬂsﬂ” —5 W, + 5X,,> : (46)

where only the upper indices enter in the symmetrization process. Equation (45) is found from the projection
Ry, pusV,C"% and Eq. (46) follows from hgs,u,usV,C"* For the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor we find the

propagation equation

(2a"E¥ (¢ + D'E (o) €y — W (ahp) " Hyy + (0o + @) Hp =

3

2 1
JHap T3 Hop |0

1 _ _ _ o _
* <_ hapl = hagW¥,, — 0ap + W(aﬁ)> H, + 20, 1" gy = (04 = Wy ) hopH" + WH H o — HY (W), — W o HY )

1 . 1 1
= 5D (ysahpy R™") + Eya(25p) = €5 X,) = S uuR™ e o <§ W p0+ 0" + o' = W”ﬂ)>

1

1
+ ERWMyh,u(agﬂ)yé(wy& - W,,(s) + 3

_ _ 1
RS (ap) =S o'W p)Ryy + 5 &

e (47)

; 1
@V p R s & S(ap Rusttu® =5 € ()T X, R

where dummy indices are out of the symmetrization process. This equation describes the propagation of the
H component of the Weyl tensor along the congruence. For the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor we find the constraint

equation
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2
— ZDMH”a + ggaﬁéE/}(se 4 28(1/}”Eﬁ505,4 + 4E/’(55a)[}” (605,, _ W&ﬂ)

1 _ _
= 8a},5D5(R7ﬂMﬂ) + E'ay(sRyﬂW&ﬂ - g&'a},‘;;Ry&e - 8ay5Ryﬂ(6§ﬂ + 0)5/3) + 2SMaRM5M5 - 2SaﬂR/}5M§ - 2€”WSMDE;,H

1 -
+ &SR shP y — ", S, u PR, ;5 — ggﬂ”aSWR —487¢, 5, HV,. (48)

This equation provides the divergence of H on V. Equation (47) is found from &, /14),V ,C7%* and Eq. (48) follows from
computing the projection &,51;V,C"*. Computing the contraction &,”°h*/u*(R,,, — R,,,s) and using Eq. (16), we find
that there is a further relation, one between the tensors H and H,

i 1 1
HY —H/ + eu'R, = — 3 "D (W, + S,,) + € XV BV — €, XY (WP 4 §P1) — 3 e"a" (W, +5,,)

+ 2h, WP urV,S,, + 25,00 — 20 PS5 (S,, + W) + egua (WHD) + ) — b PurV S, 1

_ _ 1
— ho’S,10 + €4, D, (WP + S) + e f*XPawy,, — 28 B |, — 3 e XP(W,, +S,,)

+2h, S B, —28/W,F.

Note that in Eq. (49) the term with the Ricci tensor on the left-
hand side could be removed by taking the symmetric part in
the indices a and f#; however, this will add more terms and
will overload the notation on the right-hand side, so we opted
to write the result as is. Note also that Eq. (49) shows how the
presence of torsion is responsible for the degeneracy removal
of the magnetic parts of the Weyl tensor. It is interesting to
note that the difference between the magnetic parts of the
Weyl tensor depends on the derivatives of the components of
the torsion tensor, on V and along u, making it clear that in
general both the value and the rate of change of the torsion
field affect the difference between the tensors H and H.
Moreover, since in Eq. (49) we have an algebraic relation for
the difference of the components of the tensors H and H,
Egs. (47)—(49) characterize both H and H; i.e., we do not
need to find propagation and constraint equations for A since
those will not be independent of Eqs. (47)—(49). Using
Eq. (14), we find the remaining equations that characterize
the torsion tensor components. These equations are

_ 1
WU Ry, = €%,,u'V, 5% + <8WS/‘” - EXy> BY
i 1 1
+&,%8,,(B —WPr) + S DW= S Dy WY

+ % W, a® — % Wa, + %X"@ +S,%a  (50)
and
%R, = €,,57 +2DsS"* + €%, D7 X"

— &%, W (% — W) 425 (X, + a,)

— &%, WP y(BY — W) — &%, (X°a’ + 5/°6)

— 4P S (51)

(49)

|
Equations (50) and (51) are derived from computing the
projections h”*u? R(,s,/” and h®*h*Y R,z,,P, respectively, and
using the first Bianchi identity, Eq. (14).

Equations (39)—(51) characterize the geometry of the
manifold, containing exactly the same information as the
Ricci and Bianchi identities.

III. THE STRESS-ENERGY-MOMENTUM
TENSOR AND THE STRUCTURE EQUATIONS
FOR THE MATTER FIELDS

A. The stress-energy tensor and its decomposition

For the stress-energy tensor T that characterizes the
matter fields permeating the spacetime manifold, we also
want to apply the 1+ 3 formalism in order to study its
dynamical evolution. Setting the congruence’s tangent
vector field u to coincide with the four-velocity of an
observer, without imposing any symmetries on 7" and using
Eq. (23) we find the following decomposition:

T op = pitgity + phop 4 q1ttp 4 UgGop + Tap +€q5'm,, (52)

with

1
ﬂ:uﬂuDTﬂw nghﬂl/T’w’ qla:_haﬂuvTﬂw

920 = _uﬂhaDTuw Top = T(aﬁ} y Mg = %EaﬂyTyw (53)
where u is the energy density measured by the chosen
observer, p is the pressure, ¢, and ¢,, represent energy
and momentum density fluxes, 7,4 is the anisotropic
stress, and m, is a flux, in particular related with the
nonconservation of intrinsic angular momentum of matter.
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Note that we are free to arbitrarily choose the timelike
congruence; nonetheless, in the case of a single fluid, it is
useful to set the congruence’s tangent vector field u to
coincide with the four-velocity of the elements of volume
of the fluid, in which case the various projections of the
stress-energy tensor and the kinematical quantities of the
congruence directly represent the properties and evolution
of the matter fluid.

B. The structure equations for the matter fields

To find the set of equations describing the dynamical
evolution of the matter fields in the manifold, we will
consider the general conservation law for the stress-energy
tensor, given in general by

V,T% = e, (54)

where W* is some tensor to be determined by the field
equations and the Bianchi identities. From Egs. (52) and
(54), the projections along u and on ) are

p+ (9_ Waa) (/’l + p) _8aﬁymy(waﬁ - Waﬁ)
+ﬂa/}(6aﬁ - Wa/}) + (q(f + Qg)aa +Daq(5 = _ua‘{mv (55)

(4 + p)ag+ Dop + Dy + £/*Dym,
. 1
+ (ﬂaz/ - gaﬂvmﬂ)ay + haﬁQI/} + (qla + g(ba)g
p
- qu/)’ﬂ + q/2 (0/3(1 + w[)’a - W/)’a) = ha/ilpﬂ- (56)

At this point the imposition that the evolution equations for
the matter variables are determined by (54) is given ad hoc.
In practice, however, provided the field equations of a
gravity theory relating the Ricci and the stress-energy
tensors, the conservation equations will follow from the
second Bianchi identity. Hence, these are a pivotal com-
ponent to guarantee the consistency of the physical theory
and system of equations.

IV. THE EINSTEIN-CARTAN THEORY
FOR A WEYSSENHOFF-LIKE TORSION:
FIELD EQUATIONS

The general set of structure equations that arise from the
1 4+ 3 formalism can be used to study solutions of any
relativistic theory of gravitation based on an affine, metric
compatible connection. In this section, we will focus
on the Einstein-Cartan theory characterized by the field
equations

1
Raﬂ - EgaﬂR + Ag(xﬂ = SﬂTaﬂ, (57)

Sabr 1 297[0:5/3]”/4 = —8r AW, (58)

where T, represents the canonical stress-energy tensor, A%¥
is the intrinsic hypermomentum, and A is the cosmological
constant. The Einstein-Cartan theory defined by Eqs. (57)
and (58) can be derived from the Einstein-Hilbert action
I = [d*x/=g(R = 2A) + [d*x\/=gL,,, where the
Ricci scalar contains the metric and the torsion as dynamical
variables, £, is the matter Lagrangian density, and the
variation of / must be performed with respect to those two
fields. The conservation law is given by

1

1
V/;Taﬁ =284, T™ — ES(’””A + 37 (SR = SR ).

(59)

To simplify the equations and, in agreement with what
we are going to consider in the following, we will impose
that the torsion tensor is characterized only by the tensor

S, 1.e., the tensors S,5, W,s, and X, in Eq. (27) are
considered to be identically zero, so

S(lﬁy = S(z[iuy- (60)

Given Egs. (57)-(59) and assuming Eq. (60), the 1+ 3
structure equations have the following new forms.

The propagation equations for the kinematical quantities
associated with u are

1
0=—4rx(u+3p)+A- <§ 6% + 0,50" + waﬂwﬁ“>

+ Dya® + a,a*, (61)

. 2
hh Sy = —Ej,) + Ane,,,m’ — 59(0”,,

+ 260[”0)1,]0, + D[ﬂa,,}, (62)

h,"h,f6o5 = —E () + 4n(n,,) + Dyay + aya,
5

2
- 50”,/9 - 06<M0y>5 —w <ﬂa)y>5, (63)

and the corresponding constraint equations are

HLp 7 — H P 4 ghp
&¢D,w,, + a0, =H, + ¢"a,S

e (64)
gaﬂ<ﬂDa(6ﬁ”> + a)ﬂl’)) —+ gaﬁo‘a”)wﬁa — H<ﬂ”> — gaﬂwa”)Saﬁ’

(65)
2

§Da6— D, (0} + w,}') = 2d" w,, = 87q1, +2a"S,,, (66)

where only upper indices enter the symmetrization process.
The propagation equations for the electric and magnetic
parts of the Weyl tensor are
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- haﬂhﬂvEﬂy =+ Eﬂﬂy(Dleﬂa + avl:lﬂa) + 8Ma5a5H/4ﬂ + (Gav =+ a)au)Ebﬂ + 2Ea’l (Gﬂﬂ + wﬂﬂ)

4z . . .
- Eaﬁg - haﬁEW (G/w + a)m/) = _haﬁ:u + 4ﬂh(lyhﬁuﬂﬂp + 4”8(1/3ym}/ + 4”(Q1aa[i + aaqzﬂ)

3

1
+ 47D gy + 41 <3 hos® + 645 + a)a5> [hﬁﬁ(ﬂ +p)+ ﬂéﬂ 4 gaﬂymr], (67)

_ 1 _ _ .
H,} <§ h*fo — a"ﬁ) +2H, " — hPA"e,, + [2a,E,* + D,E, ™ — @y,

1 _
4 Hﬂ(a(gﬂﬂ) 4 a),,ﬂ)) -3 <2Haﬂ =+ Haﬂ)g

= 4re, W1 (65, + ws,) + 4ﬂe”5("qg)a)5ﬂ + 47e, 2 DsaP + 4xDmP) — Axh® Dym?, (68)

and the corresponding constraint equations are

_ 1
D/ﬁ’Ea/} + eﬁyﬁHﬂa <w§y 5 S5y> + (Gﬁv + wﬁv)gbﬂyhaﬁH}/(s

2

8 1 .
= 47D yp +— Do + 4nn,l — & ,m?]ags + 4n(q0, + q1,) (cfo/1 +w,t + gha@) + 4zh,’ 4y,

3

+ 4”(” + p)aa - 477"Sayq}£’ (69)
oot Y 6 y 12, g
4F (éga)/i [ ¥ + 28aﬁ E 66)/ - ZD},H a + ggaﬁﬁE 0
167 8n A
= —87£4,5|D°q, + 0% (u + p)| — 8me5(n + P ym*) (6°5 + @°5) — Tema - ?eﬂ”aSﬂu <,u +3p— E)
+ Sﬂgﬂwsﬂu(”ya + 8}/(1va) - 2€”WS(7UE}/(19 (70)
_ 1 1
Haﬂ - H(xﬁ + 4”8(1”ﬂ(QIy - qlﬂ) = _EgaﬂyDﬂSuy - Eé‘(lﬂyaﬂsw + Srwzzaysﬂﬂ + g(wyDvS/}”' (71)

The equations that characterize the torsion tensor are
4n(q5 — qi) = Sy, (72)
167m® = €%,,(57°0 + 5°). (73)
The equation relating the torsion to the hypermomentum is
Syt = —8g A1, (74)
The conservation of energy and momentum equations are

f+0(u+p) +2q5a,+Doqs + 76,5+ ¥ m,wp, =0,

(75)
(1 + P)ag + Dap + hequp + Dy + (g, = egum”)a’
+ (qla + q;) 0+ ¢h(0pa + 0pa) + €Dy,
= _8_171_1:10/)‘5]/58/);/5 - Saﬂéhﬂ- (76)

Once the matter model is given, Egs. (61)—(76) completely
describe the geometry of the spacetime and the evolution of
the matter fluid for the Einstein-Cartan theory, for a torsion
tensor of the form given in Eq. (60), i.e., Sp5" = S,pu”. Note,
however, that we have not yet imposed any restriction on the
stress-energy tensor, and for a torsion that assumes the form
of Eq. (60), the field equations, Egs. (61)—(76), are valid for
any matter model.

The form of the field equations, Egs. (61)—(76), allows us
to compare them with the results in the literature and test
their validity. First, we see that our results differ from the
ones in [29]. In this reference the authors seem to have not
realized that in the presence of torsion, the Weyl tensor is
characterized by three tensors, more specifically, the
magnetic part of the Weyl tensor is described by two
distinct tensors; moreover, it is quite surprising that the
authors did not verify that the electric and magnetic parts of
the Weyl tensor do not carry all the usual symmetries found
in spacetimes with vanishing torsion. Second, setting the
torsion terms in Egs. (61)-(76) to zero, H = H and both
the electric and magnetic parts of the Weyl tensor are
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symmetric, trace-free tensors, and imposing the stress-
energy tensor to be symmetric, such that m* =0 and
q1qa = 92a» W€ recover the expressions for the structure
equations for the theory of general relativity [22,25].

V. RELATIVISTIC COSMOLOGY IN EINSTEIN-
CARTAN THEORY: THE ISOTROPIC UNIVERSE
AND THE GEOMETRY OF THE THREE-SPACES

A. Field equations for the universe
with homogeneous spinning fluid

The general set of structure equations for the Einstein-
Cartan theory, Egs. (61)—-(76), even for a simplified torsion
tensor, is extremely complicated, and to find nontrivial
solutions we have to impose some idealized symmetries
and constraints on the matter fields. As a particular
application of the previous set of equations, we will
consider the effects of a neutral Weyssenhoff fluid (see,
e.g., Ref. [12]) in a cosmological setting.

The Weyssenhoff fluid represents a semiclassical model
for a perfect fluid composed by fermions, taking into
account the macroscopic effects of the intrinsic angular
momentum of its constituents. Following Refs. [12,14], for
a comoving observer, the canonical stress-energy tensor of
a Weyssenhoff fluid is such that 7 = T'(u, p, q;); i.e., the
canonical stress-energy tensor only depends on the energy
density, pressure, and a heat flow term that arises from
the intrinsic spin of the particles. For the Weyssenhoff
fluid the intrinsic hypermomentum can be written as
APr = — L A%y’ where u represents the proper four-
velocity of an element of volume of the fluid and the
antisymmetric spin density tensor, A%, verifies A%u; = 0.
From the field equation (74), we find that the torsion tensor
is given by S% = A% and the components S%, W%, and
X® are identically zero for the Weyssenhoff fluid. An
interesting consequence for the Weyssenhoff model is
given by Eq. (72), which simplifies to ¢f = —S,%a’.
This relation between the vector field g, and the torsion
tensor was already found by Obukhov and Korotky for the
Weyssenhoff fluid stress-energy tensor [14]. Of course, the
model found in [14] is more general, since it is independent
of the considered gravitational theory, showing, nonethe-
less, the consistency of the results.

We are interested in studying solutions where a neutral
Weyssenhoff fluid acts as a source of spin and that could be
used to model the universe at very large scales, such that the
cosmological principle is verified by the matter fluid. So,
for the cosmological model we further assume a number of
conditions. (i) The shear tensor field of the fluid is
identically zero at every point and throughout the fluid’s
evolution; hence, 6,45 = 0. (i1) There are no spatial expan-
sion gradients, such that D0 = 0. (iii) The matter fluid has
no intrinsic preferred spatial directions; therefore we
impose that there are no spatial energy density and pressure
gradients, namely, D,y = 0 and D,p = 0. (iv) The fluid’s

elements of volume have zero four-acceleration at all points
and throughout the fluid’s evolution, a* = 0. (v) The
vorticity tensor is such that w,; = S,4. This constraint is
equivalent to impose that the spatial spaces, orthogonal to
the curves of the congruence, are hypersurfaces [40].
(vi) The orthogonal spatial hypersurfaces are complete
and simply connected.

As we will see, these conditions guarantee that at the
level of the metric there are no preferred spatial directions.
On the other hand, an observer comoving with the fluid that
interacts directly with the torsion tensor will, in fact,
measure a preferred spatial direction; however, this does
not imply an intrinsic anisotropy of the matter fluid. We
will discuss this in more detail below.

In what follows, it is useful to define the vector fields:

1
s N EgYﬂDS”IN

o ==
2

1 1
N —ges B elevE, @)

such that w,, = ¢,,0", A, =¢,,A7, S, = ¢,,S", and
Ej, = €,,E". Then, the structure equations (61)—~(76)
together with the previous assumptions yield the following
set of equations.

We have for the kinematical quantities

. 1
0=—4rn(u+3p)+A—- <§ 0> — ZS"SG), (78)

D0 =0, (79)
o =8, (80)
605 =0, (81)
a’ =0, (82)

for the Weyl tensor components

1
E" = 5657, (83)
E) = =SSy, (84)
aw — _D(ﬂSV)’ (85)
H{l/)' = Ha/i - h{l[)’[:I(767 (86)
V. HYP 49"aﬂ_ 28 ehrla fp) 8
u'v,H +§H = =28, *HY (87)

_ 1 1
8(1MDDDHﬂﬂ = gg{l/}},Sy{Sﬂ'u +A - 562 - Sﬂsa}; (88)
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for the torsion field

S 468" =0, (89)
S = A (90)
e,*D,S, =0, (91)
$¥D,S, =0, (92)
D,(8°S,) = 0; (93)

and for the matter variables

fi+0(u+p) =0, (94)
Doy =0, (95)
D,p =0, (96)

qf = 0. (97)

To close the system we have to either impose a function
to model the pressure, p = p(x%), where (x*) is some local
coordinate system on the manifold, or relate p with the
energy density u through a barotropic equation of state,

p=rp),ie,
p=r). (98)

Moreover, we see that there is no divergence equation for
the torsion vector field, other than that it must be equal to
minus the trace of H. This is expected, since the geometry
and the field equations of the theory alone cannot determine
the relation between the spin density vector A* and the
thermodynamical variables ¢ and p: this is something that
has to be provided by a physical model for the matter.
Therefore, to completely close the system, we must either
provide an ad hoc expression for the spin density vector
field, such that A = A%(x%) or, more physically motivated,
an equation that relates the spin density vector field with u
and p, A* = A%, p), i.e.,

p=p(%) or

A =A%) or A*=A%u,p). (99)

To further compare our results with those in the
literature, notice that from Egs. (85), (92), and (93) we
find that /,,S” = 0. This constraint, H,,S” = 0, coincides
with a constraint given in [3,16], in which it is assumed that
each element of volume of the fluid follows autoparallel
curves and its rest mass is constant. In our derivation of this
constraint, we have not assumed that the rest mass is
constant; however, we have imposed that the fluid’s volume
elements have zero acceleration, and it can be shown that

this implies that their rest mass is constant, making the
whole procedure consistent.

The previous set of equations can be written in a
somewhat more compact form. Remembering that the
magnetic parts of the Weyl tensor, H and H, are sym-
metric tensors, Egs. (85) and (91) can be replaced by the
single equation H* = —D*S”. In that case the relation
I:IapSp =0 can replace Egs. (92) and (93). Notwith-
standing, we choose to keep all these properties explicit
to avoid any confusion.

B. Geometry of the three-spaces for the universe
with homogeneous spinning fluid

We will now study some implications of the field
equations, Egs. (78)—(97). The matter equations of state,
Eqgs. (98) and (99), will not be used at this stage. We
analyze in detail and obtain concrete results related to the
geometry of the three-spaces, i.e., three-hypersurfaces,
orthogonal to the congruence.

Without loss of generality, we will consider that the
separation vector field n, introduced in Sec. I C, at each
point is orthogonal to the tangent vector field u, such that
n*u, =0 and n” is spacelike, i.e., we will consider the
separation between points in the same orthogonal hyper-
surface. This is always possible since, at a given point, we
may decompose a general separation vector in its compo-
nents along u# and orthogonal to it. Then, in the light of
Eq. (33), in the considered setup, the orthogonal part will
stay orthogonal to u as we move along its integral curves.
From Egs. (31) and (36) and setting 6,5 = 0 in accord to
Eq. (81) we have

D(nn®*) 2
) Zgpay
dr 3 e

(100)
where we used the notation % = u}’Vy, with 7 being an
affine parameter parametrizing the integral curves of u; i.e.,
T represents up to a constant the proper time measured by
an observer comoving with the fiducial curve of the
congruence. Taking another derivative along u we find

D2 a 2. 4
7(%‘” ) = Z0nn, + - 0*n’n,,

a3 9 (101

relating the second derivative of the square of the norm of
the separation vector with the expansion coefficient of the
congruence and its derivative.

Since n is spacelike, we can define a length # through the
equation

£ = \/n"ng, (102)
where in general £: M — R; i.e., in some local coordinate
system, £ = £(x%), specifically of proper time z and the
spatial coordinates on the hypersurface. Nonetheless, since
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we have imposed D0 = 0, Eq. (79), it is always possible to
define n to represent the separation vector between points at
a fixed proper length at some particular hypersurface, then
Eqgs. (100) and (102) imply that

¢ =17(1), (103)
and Eq. (100) can be written as

1, ¢

—0=-. 104

3 4 (104)

Now, let h,,, R, and 3R represent, respectively, the
induced metric, the intrinsic Ricci tensor, and the intrinsic
Ricci scalar of an orthogonal three-hypersurface. Then, in the
considered setup, the Gauss embedding equation of differ-
ential geometry yields the following relations between R,
and 3R, and the induced metric, the kinematical and matter
variables:

2 1
Rap = ghah <—§92 — 8,87 + 8zp + A), (105)

1
3R — 2(-592 - 7S, +87w+A>. (106)

Equation (106) is the generalized Friedman equation for the
Einstein-Cartan system in which we are interested. We
remark that for the type of torsion that is being considered,
Eq. (60), one can show that the induced connection on the
orthogonal slices to u is the Levi-Civita connection; hence,
3R, and 3R represent the Ricci tensor and the Ricci scalar
associated with the induced metric, h,,.

From Eq. (106) we find 3R¢2 = —6¢% — 28°S,2 +
16zut? + 2A¢?. Taking the derivative along u of this
equation and using the Raychaudhuri equation (78) and
the conservation equations (89) and (94) yield £ (*R#?) =0;
i.e., the quantity 3R> is a constant function between
distinct hypersurfaces. Indeed, using Egs. (79), (93), and
(95) we conclude that

6K

3p —
R—?,

(107)
where K is some constant to be dealt with and the number 6
appears for convenience. So, using Eqgs. (103) and (107) we
have that the orthogonal three-hypersurfaces are manifolds
of constant Ricci curvature, i.e., 3R|, = const. This result in
conjunction with Egs. (105) and (106) leads us to conclude
that the Ricci tensor of the three-hypersurfaces is of the
form R, = %ﬂ—f h,p, 1.€., a constant times the metric, so that
in the considered setup the three-hypersurfaces are Einstein
manifolds. Now, in three dimensions the Riemann tensor is
fully characterized by the Ricci tensor, specifically,
3Rabcd = 2(3Ra[chd]b _3Rb[chd]a) —SRha[chd]b, which in the

considered setup implies “Rypeq = % (hachay = haahes),
and so the three-hypersurfaces are surfaces of constant
spatial curvature. Since we assume that the three-
hypersurfaces are complete and simply connected, we
have that the three-hypersurfaces are isometric to the
three-hyperbolic space, to the three-Euclidean space, or
to the 3-sphere; in other words, in the considered setup,
the three-hypersurfaces are isotropic and homogeneous
and the metric of the spacetime is a FLRW solution.
Nonetheless, note that due to the presence of the torsion
tensor, the whole spacetime is not described solely by the
metric tensor. In the light of these results, we can relate
the value of the integration constant K in Eq. (107) with the
value of the constant curvature of each three-hypersurface,
ie., K={-1,0,1}, corresponding to the cases when the
orthogonal hypersurfaces are, for the natural topology,
open and hyperbolic, open and flat, or closed and spherical,
respectively. Note, however, that depending on the top-
ology, the solutions with K = —1 or K = 0 need not be
necessarily open, whereas the family of solutions with
K =1, to which the spherical solution belongs, is neces-
sarily closed (see, e.g., Ref. [26]).

Although the metric tensor is a FLRW solution, the
presence of torsion modifies the geometry of the spacetime;
in particular, we have found that the Weyl tensor does not
have to vanish [see, e.g., Eq. (83)]. This, of course, has
profound implications in the geometry of the spacetime and
the type of solutions that are allowed. In the light of the
field equations, we find the following results.

Theorem 1. In the considered setup, if S,5* # 0 and
D,A* = f(u, p), where f is an arbitrary differentiable
function, then

SR<0, (108)
i.e., K = —1 or K = 0in the FLRW metric. Moreover, each
orthogonal hypersurface is flat; i.e., *R = 0, if and only if
H* = 0 for all points on the hypersurface.

Proof.—From Eqgs. (85) and (88) and I:Ia,,S/’ =0, we
find the following relation:

2 1
S(sDb‘(DaSa) = —3S§S5{8ﬂﬂ + A - gez - SGSG}

- H"H,,. (109)
Note that for the type of torsion that we are considering,
Eq. (60), one has that D,Y* is indeed the divergence of a
vector field Y orthogonal to u, so that D,S* is the
divergence of the torsion vector S. Imposing that the
divergence of the spin density vector is a differentiable
function of the energy density y and the pressure p, i.e.,
D,A* = f(u, p), and using Egs. (90), (95), and (96)
implies that Ds(D,S*) = 0. Using this result and the
Friedman equation (106), Eq. (109) yields
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_ o R
HW/H”D - —?5555. (110)
Since the hypersurfaces orthogonal to the tangent vector
field u are Riemannian manifolds, the terms H**H,, and
S55% must be non-negative; therefore a consistent solution
of the field equations with S55° # 0 must verify *R < 0, i.e.,
K = -1 or K =0 in the FLRW metric. Using this same
argument, it follows that if 3R = 0, then H** = 0. Of course,
trivially, if H** = 0 and S55° # 0, then °R = 0. n

The result in Theorem 1 is quite surprising. In the
considered setup and for a nonvanishing torsion vector
field, the orthogonal hypersurfaces that foliate the space-
time must either have negative curvature or be Ricci flat. In
addition, we find the following result.

Theorem 2. In the considered setup, if the torsion S is
such that S,5* # 0 for all points on the hypersurfaces
orthogonal to the congruence associated with u, then the
hypersurfaces cannot be closed.

Proof.—Let us start by recalling that we have imposed
the congruence u to be hypersurface orthogonal. We then
chose a frame where the orthogonal slices V are hyper-
surfaces; hence, there exists an embedding between each
hypersurface V and a Riemannian manifold (V, k), where h
represents the induced metric and, for the type of torsion
that we are considering in this section, the induced torsion
tensor is zero. Since an embedding exists, we can pull back
and push forward nonvanishing orthogonal tensor fields in
(M,g,S) to nonvanishing tensor fields in (V,h). In
particular, the pullback of the projected covariant deriva-
tives of an orthogonal one-form field Y, i.e., Y, ,u* = 0, is
given by D,Y,, where Y, represents the pullback of Y,
and defines the induced connection in (V, k), which is
simply the Levi-Civita connection associated with s. Of
course, Y, represents the components of ¥ € T, M in a
local coordinate system and Y, the components of
Y €T,V in a local coordinate system, where 77, means
the cotangent space of the corresponding manifold at the
point p. However, although an abuse of language, it is
much simpler and became a kind of convention to dis-
tinguish between the two tensors by using Greek and Latin
letters.

From Eq. (91), if we define S, as the pullback of the one-
form S,, we find that it verifies

£,’D,S. =0 < ¢,70,S, = 0, (111)
where ¢,,. represents the Levi-Civita tensor in (V,h).
Therefore, S, is an exact one-form, i.e., there exists a
function ¢, such that S = d¢p. Moreover, since h is a
Riemannian metric, it is nondegenerate; hence, the con-
dition S,5 # 0 implies that d¢p # 0. To clarify, the induced
torsion tensor on (V, h) is zero, meaning that the manifold
is endowed with only the Levi-Civita connection. However,
S, does not have to be zero, and it should be regarded

simply as a one-form field in 7*) with no relation with the
connection.

Now, if V is closed, it is, by definition, compact and it
has no boundary; then, from Stokes theorem, we have
fv d¢ = 0. However, d¢ # 0, and hence, d¢ is a volume
form and its integral over V cannot be zero. [

This result is also surprising. In addition to the result of
Theorem 1 asserting that the orthogonal hypersurfaces
cannot have positive curvature, i.e., K <0, we see that
Theorem 2 establishes that they also cannot be closed,
limiting the topology of these solutions. This is indeed a
great disparity between the theory of Einstein-Cartan and
general relativity, since in the latter there is no limitation in
the sign of K nor on the topology.

The intermediate results for the proof of Theorem 1 also
allow us to infer the behavior of the magnetic part of the
Weyl tensor. Considering Eqgs. (89), (104), (107), and (110)
we have the following result.

Proposition 1. In the considered setup, if S,5* # 0,
R <0, and D,A* = f(u,p), where f is an arbitrary

differentiable function, then A*H,, ~ %.

Proposition 1 establishes the behavior of the tensor H,
and similarly for H, in terms of the scale factor Z, so that if
the spacetime is expanding, H**H,, tends to zero as J. In
the next section we further study the tensor H; in particular
we show that it is possible to derive a wave equation for A
and then study its solutions.

We use the results obtained here to clarify some confusion
regarding the possibility to consider a torsion caused by an
intrinsic spin of matter in a cosmological context. In [11] it
was shown that, under certain conditions, the symmetries of
the metric tensor, in the form of Killing vector fields, are also
symmetries of the torsion tensor. Under those conditions, of
course, it was then found that a torsion tensor having its
origin in the intrinsic spin of matter, a torsion tensor of the
form 4" = €,4,58"u’, where $* is a spacelike vector field, is
not compatible with the cosmological principle. Since the
publication of [11], much of the literature considering an
isotropic and homogeneous universe in the Einstein-Cartan
theory has completely disregarded a torsion tensor of the
previous form. However, we have to analyze the conditions
under which it is valid: the assertion that symmetries of the
metric tensor are also symmetries of the torsion tensor. The
pivotal condition is that the symmetries of the metric are also
symmetries of the metric stress-energy tensor; however, in
[11] it is clearly stated that this very strong condition is
imposed ad hoc and, contrary to the theory of general
relativity, does not follow from the field equations of the
Einstein-Cartan theory. Nonetheless, it is defended that this
is a reasonable assumption if the Einstein-Cartan theory is
considered, in some sense, as a slight modification to general
relativity. This, however, in general is not the case. As we can
readily infer from the structure equations (78)—(97), the
Einstein-Cartan theory, in general, is not a slight modifica-
tion to general relativity. For instance, notice that the torsion
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tensor directly couples and acts as a source to the Weyl
tensor. Of course, models with a vanishing Weyl tensor, as it
is the case in general relativity, or a nonvanishing Weyl
tensor, as generically presented here for the Einstein-Cartan
theory we have been considering, represent very distinct
physical setups. As shown above, the torsion tensor does not
have to have the same symmetries of the metric tensor and
the model just constructed is a consistent solution of the
Einstein-Cartan theory in a cosmological context for a
universe constituted of an isotropic and homogeneous
matter fluid.

VI. GRAVITATIONAL WAVES
IN RELATIVISTIC COSMOLOGY
IN EINSTEIN-CARTAN THEORY

A. Derivation of the gravitational wave equation
for the isotropic universe

Comparing Eqgs. (78)—-(97) with those found in the
theory of general relativity for a homogeneous and
isotropic spacetime (see, e.g., Refs. [25,26]), we see that
a glaring difference is that the Weyl tensor is, in general,
not identically zero. This contrast between the two
theories has profound implications in the evolution of
the spacetime geometry and of the matter fluid. Indeed, in
the previous section we have found that a nonvanishing
Weyl tensor restricts the allowed geometry and topology
of the orthogonal hypersurfaces, a restriction that does not
exist in general relativity. In this section, we study further
the Weyl tensor and its effects on the evolution of the
spacetime curvature.

The Weyl tensor is known to be related with gravitational
waves and tidal forces, which, in fact, are interconnected
phenomena. In the model we are considering here, we have
found that torsion and its derivatives act as a source for the
Weyl tensor components; hence, a natural step to under-
stand the solutions of the structure equations is to study the
presence of gravitational waves induced by the matter
intrinsic spin. Because of the presence of torsion, if
K = —1, the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor is non-
vanishing. In this subsection, we will show that if the
torsion tensor is caused by the matter fluid, the traceless
part of H obeys a wave equation. These wave equations can
be formally solved, explicitly showing that in a nonstatic
universe the presence of intrinsic spin leads to the gen-
eration and emission of gravitational waves. From Eq. (86),
H and H have the same traceless part, but distinct trace,
namely H = Hyp and H," = =2H,". In fact, it is
straightforward to show that H and H have the same
eigenvectors, but associated with distinct eigenvalues.
Then, in this section we will focus on studying H, and
all results are directly extended to H.

From the Ricci identity (11) and the field equations, we
find, in the considered setup, the following expression for
the projected derivative of the divergence of H:

(DD F1y) = (DD, )
= (871;4 +A-5,8 - %92> [:I<aﬁ>
+ %9(151#”56,,/ — Hype" = Bt geyt)S,. (112)
On the other hand, Eq. (88) implies
D,(D*H*)—-D,(D*H)

1 _ 1
3 (A ~h ) <8w+A—§92—SGS,,> =0. (113)

Taking the derivative of Eq. (87) we find

D? _ 4_ (. 4 22 _
E ap +§ ap <9—§92 +3S},S7> —?QSYEW(GH'B)”

= 2A", (hPS%S; — SeSP). (114)

Gathering these results yields

D? _ _
(F - D,pﬂ) H,5+ D,(DgH,»)

_ 1 4_ (. 4
+2H 4p) <87r,u +A=50 S"S,,) +3Hyp (9 - 392)

[ _ _
3O e — 126y~ 106 4H,,)S,

+2H”ﬂS<aS/;> =0. (115)
Note that the operator %22 — D, D" is not the wave operator,
since it is defined in terms of the total connection; none-
theless, it is equal to the wave operator plus terms in A and
its first derivatives.

Now, the term D,(DyzH,") in the left-hand side of the
previous equation does not have to be zero. Since this term is
a second order derivative of H, in general the components of
H are not solutions of a wave equation. Notwithstanding, it is
physically reasonable to consider that the divergence of the
spin density vector is a differentiable function of the energy
density p and the pressure p, i.e., D,A% = f(u, p): this
expresses the idea that A* has the matter fields as its source.
In that case, Egs. (90), (95), and (96) imply that D/;FI J=0.
Therefore, we have the following result.

Proposition 2. In the considered setup, if D,A% =
f(u, p), where f is an arbitrary differentiable function, the
magnetic part of the Weyl tensor H verifies the following
wave equation for the symmetric part without trace;

_ _ 1
DH@,ﬁ) + 2H(aﬁ> <8ﬂ'ﬂ + A— gez -8 SG>

4 .4
-H 0—-6%) =0, 116
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where 0IH 5 := (— — D,D")H .5, defined in terms of the

Levi-Civita connection, represents the wave operator, and H
verifies further the following evolution equation for the trace:

4
~H,%0 = 0.

D - a
7Ha +3

- (117)

Thus, we have then found that the traceless part of H
verifies a homogeneous wave equation and the trace of H
verifies a first-order ordinary differential equation. Before
we proceed to study the solutions of the previous set of two
equations, we remark that the coefficient of the second term
in the left-hand side of Eq. (116) is simply the Ricci scalar
of the orthogonal hypersurfaces, Eq. (106).

B. The solutions

Theorem 1 establishes that the orthogonal hypersurfaces
to u cannot have positive curvature, and if these have
zero Ricci curvature, A must be identically zero. Therefore,
the only nontrivial solutions of Eqgs. (116) and (117) that
are of physical interest are those where K = —1.
Notwithstanding, formally the treatment below is largely
independent of the sign of K, and we only have to specify
the allowed values of K when we consider the initial
conditions. Therefore, in an effort to be pedagogical about
the covariant analysis of gravitational waves in a cosmo-
logical setting, we will keep the discussion as general as
possible, and only when studying the behavior of the
solutions will we particularize to K = —1.

The second equation in Proposition 2, Eq. (117), is a
first-order ordinary differential equation and can readily
be integrated in terms of the characteristic length 7.
Using Eq. (104) we find H,* = fi, where C € R. Note
that to find Eqgs. (116) and (117) we have imposed that
D,A* = f(u, p), which implies D,H,* = 0. On the other
hand, finding the solutions of the wave equation given in
Eq. (116) is more involved. In that regard, we will assume
that the spatial and proper-time, 7, dependence of H (ap) Are
separable. Then, we will consider the eigenfunctions of the
covariant Laplace-Beltrami operator D”D” and expand
H (ap) Over these eigenfunctions, such that

a/} Zh

where we have used a compact notation to unify the two
possibilities of k taking discrete or continuous values, such
that the symbol >, is to be understood as either a discrete
sum, if the hypersurfaces orthogonal to u have positive
curvature, K = 1, or as an integral over a continuously
varying index, if these have zero or negative curvature; also

the coefficients h,(c()), h,gl), and h](f) are in general functions

of the proper time 7 and Qfl(;,,)’k = Qé},)k = Q{(l/; =0.

Moreover, the minimum values of the eigenvalues k> are
k*> =0, 1, 3 if, respectively, the orthogonal hypersurfaces
are, for the natural topology, flat, open, or closed.
Nonetheless, bear in mind that since D,0° = 0, even if
k*> = 0 is an eigenvalue of the Helmholtz equation, we have
Q((lﬂ) = 0 (see the Appendix). This type of decomposition
is known as scalar-vector-tensor decomposition due to

some properties of the harmonics Qg/)j)'k, Qélﬂ)’k, and

Q((jj)'k; in particular, we have that the curl of Qg;})’k, defined
as €y ”DDQS‘)}}}I{, is identically zero, D/”D”ng’k =0 and

D"QZ}) *— 0. For completeness, we list various properties
of the scalar, vector, and tensor harmonics in the Appendix.
From Eq. (88), we have that curl H,5 = ¢** D, H )

vanishes. Hence, H can be described solely by the scalar

harmonics Q((1ﬂ>

>k h aﬁ’ in the wave equation given in Eq. (116), the
harmonics decouple and we find for each k the equation

2
OIS A Y
B 4 L”z 5(9 39”_0.

Hence, the expansion coefficients verify an equation for a
harmonic oscillator with variable frequency, leading us to
conclude that, in an dynamic universe, the presence of
intrinsic spin may induce the emission of gravitational
waves. Introducing the Hubble parameter H = %9, the

conformal time variable z, defined such that dt = £~ 'dz,
and writing h,(co) = f"f#, we find that these are the solutions

of Eq. (119) if each f;(z) verifies

. Then, substituting the expansion H (aB) =

(119)

2
%—9fHﬁ+k2fk: (120)

Equation (120) takes a surprisingly simple form and all
dependencies of the matter model are encapsulated in the
quantity ZH, defined as the inverse comoving Hubble
radius Ry, i.e., Ry=(ZH)~'. Now, to integrate Eq. (120)
one has either to assume a model for the matter fluid or to
resort to solutions valid within certain regimes. We stick to
the second alternative. For this, note that in the light of
Proposition 1, a consistent solution must be such that the
functions f; are bounded. Then, we can analyze the cases
for which £ > 1 and £ < 1.

In the regime where % > 1 and such that the term in %
is negligible, with no need for specifying the spacetime
matter fields, and further assuming f; and its derivatives up
to second order are bounded, the solutions of Eq. (119) for
the higher order modes are of the form

() _ ¢y cos (kt) + ¢, sin (kt)
h,” = 7} ,
4

(121)
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where the integration constants ¢; and ¢, might change for

each h,io). This result makes it clear that in the considered

setup, a nonvanishing H characterizes gravitational waves
induced by intrinsic spin. Moreover, we see that in an
expanding universe these waves are strongly damped, as it
was found in Proposition 1.

In the regime where Lf—; < 1, and also with no need for
specifying the spacetime matter fields, in the light of
Theorem 1, the only nontrivial solutions for Eq. (119) that
are of physical interest in the considered model are those
where K = —1. In that case, the expansion coefficient k
takes continuous values and k£ > 1. Now, the comoving
Hubble radius verifies Ryy = —ZR%. Then, in an accelerat-
ing expanding universe, Ry is a decreasing function of the
proper time. Therefore, for K = —1, the regime where
}f—;{ < 1 represents the late-time behavior of the lower order
modes of the spin induced gravitational waves in an
accelerating expanding universe. In this regime, assuming
we can neglect the term in f; in Eq. (120) and disregarding
runaway solutions, we find that

(0) _ const
h,” = 2

(122)

where the integration constant might change for each «,
confirming once again that Proposition 2 is consistent with
the results found in Sec. V B.

VII. TIDAL EFFECTS AND DYNAMICS OF THE
COSMIC FLUID IN RELATIVISTIC COSMOLOGY
IN EINSTEIN-CARTAN THEORY

A. Tidal effects

In addition to the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor, the
electric part of the Weyl tensor is also not identically zero in
the presence of torsion. Therefore, tidal effects, i.e., the
relative accelerations of nearby particles, suffer modifica-
tions when compared to the theory of general relativity.

The general formula for the tidal displacement in the
presence of torsion is

D*nd
dr?

— o 8,0, ,,7
= n'V,a° + R,p, nuu

+ 2u°V (S5’ u’n?), (123)

where n represents the separation vector introduced in
Sec. I1 C. In the setup we are considering, Eq. (123) reduces
DdZTZ” = R(,ﬂy‘sn"u/‘u”, which is the familiar formula for
geodesic deviation. Assuming without loss of generality
that the separation vector is initially orthogonal to the
tangent vector field u, i.e., n*u, = 0, this can further be

manipulated to have the form

to

u

dr? ) K

LRyt + 1R ) w0
- = u"u = n-.
2\ 3

We see that Eq. (124) explicitly shows the influence of the
electric part of the Weyl tensor in the tidal displacement.
Using Egs. (18), (57), (83), and (84), we find the following
expression for the relative acceleration between two infini-
tesimally close test particles in the considered model

D 1
= (3 £,,70S" + sasﬁ)
T

D’n® 1 1
—n:n”<—R 5+—leu”u5—E 5)

(124)

+ % (A=S°S, —4x(u+3p))n°. (125)
From Eq. (125), we see that the presence of intrinsic spin
induced torsion causes a distortion of the fluid as measured
by an observer comoving with the fluid that couples
directly with torsion. To interpret this result, it is clearer
to consider Eq. (80); i.e., the presence of torsion induces a
rotation of the frame of the observer. This is a well-known
effect of the torsion tensor, which, in fact, leads to its name:
a test particle, or an element of volume of the fluid, that
couples directly with the torsion field, in general, will have
its frame rotated. Then, the distortion of the fluid described
by Eq. (125) is caused by the relative acceleration of the
rotation of the fiducial observer’s frame due to the pre-
sence of torsion. This rotation of the frames is due to the
spacetime geometry; however, it is not intrinsic to the
motion of the fluid; i.e., the fluid is irrotational since
elements of volume of the fluid follow metric geodesics
of the spacetime, whose metric is described by a FLRW
solution. Thus, observers that do not couple directly
with the torsion tensor will not measure any relative
rotation between different points in the fluid. To see this,
consider an observer that does not couple directly with the
torsion tensor and only perceives the effects of the intrinsic
spin of matter through the metric tensor, such that its
world line is a metric geodesic of the spacetime and its
four-velocity coincides with u, the tangent vector of the
congruence. For this type of observer, the geodesic

. . . s
deviation equation, in the considered setup, reads ZT’Z’ =

H(A+28°S,—4x(u+3p))n°, where D;T’f =u'V,(u*V,n’)
and V represents the Levi-Civita connection. We see, then,
that such an observer does not measure any relative change
in the rotation between nearby elements of volume of the
fluid. This type of observer will only measure a relative
acceleration of the distance between infinitesimally close
test particles. These results exactly express the discussion
in [16] where it was determined in the context of any
metric-affine gravity theory, particles with no intrinsic
hypermomentum will not directly experience the effects
of torsion.
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In addition, relative acceleration of the squared distance
between infinitesimally close test particles is a physical
observable; hence, both types of observers, namely, those
that couple directly to torsion and those that do not, will
agree on its magnitude. Using the Raychaudhuri equa-
tion (78) and the generalized Friedman equation (106) in
Eq. (125), or equivalently in Eq. (101), yields

D?(nsn®)  D*(nsn®)
> dr?
1
:g(Sﬂ(y—3p)—|—4A+ZS"S(,—3R)n5n5, (126)

confirming that observers that couple directly with torsion
and observers that do not, will measure the same relative
acceleration of the distance between nearby elements of
volume of the fluid. Although it can also be inferred from
the Raychaudhuri equation (78), it is explicit in Eq. (126)
that the square of the norm of the torsion vector field, S°S,,
has the same sign of a positive cosmological constant;
therefore, the torsion field also contributes to the positive
relative acceleration of the distance between infinitesimally
close test particles, an effect that is measurable by both
types of observers.

B. Dynamics of the cosmic fluid

In the previous subsection, we have found that the
torsion vector field may contribute to a positive cosmo-
logical constant. We are then interested in understanding if
it is possible to have solutions with zero cosmological
constant, A = 0, such that the relative accelerated expan-
sion measured in our universe is completely fueled by the
torsion field.

To analyze this problem, we introduce the following
dimensionless parameters:

0 3R 8
1 32 K= "6 32
A S°S
Qn=— Q. =>"¢ 127
AT 32’ ST (127)

where ¢ is the acceleration parameter; H is the Hubble
parameter defined in Sec. VI; and Q, Q,, and Qg represent
the matter fields, dark energy, and intrinsic spin dimension-
less densities, respectively, where we note that the density
parameter © accounts for the contribution to the energy
density of all matter fields, be it baryons, photons, dark
matter, or neutrinos, and note also that Qg > 0. We further
define the effective equation of state parameter y as

ﬂﬂzg. (128)

Then, we can rewrite the Raychaudhuri and the
Friedman equations given in Egs. (78) and (106) as

%(){+%)Q—QA—2QS =q, and QK +Q+ QA - QS = 1,
respectively. The measured empirical results indicate that
the universe is very close to being Ricci flat; hence, one can
put here Qi = 0. So, the Raychaudhuri and the Friedman
equations turn into

3 1
Q+QA—QS - 1, (130)

respectively. We see that in the Raychaudhuri equation (129),
Qg has the same sign of the cosmological constant term ,,
and thus contributes to the acceleration of the expanding
universe, as it could be expected, since the spin can be
thought of as a source of centrifugation for the universe. On
the other hand, in the Friedman equation (130), Qg has a
minus sign relative to the cosmological constant term €2, as
itis also expected, since the spin can be thought of as a kinetic
term and thus contributes to the balance of the kinetic energy
of the universe, which is represented in the 1 of the right-hand
side of the equation. Let us see more clearly the effect of Qg
by turning off A. Setting Q, = 0in Eqgs. (129) and (130) we
find 3 (y +1)Q - 2Qg = g and Q — Qg = 1, respectively.
In this case, the Friedman equation with Q, =0 and
Qg > 0 necessarily implies that Q > 1. On the other hand,
the matter density in our universe is known to be less
than one, Q < 1. Therefore solutions with Q, =0 are
excluded. This fact, namely, that solutions of the considered
model where Q) = 0 are excluded, of course, does not
mean that the model is excluded. This simply implies
that if a torsion field of the considered type exists, Qg
cannot solely contribute to the expansion of the universe
described by the Raychaudhuri equation, given in Eq. (129),
and to the energy balance of the Friedman equation given in
Eq. (130), Q, also has to contribute. How much this Qg
contribution is depends on the matter model. Following
[12,14] if we consider that the cosmological spinning fluid is
a medium whose elements are galaxies and galaxy clusters,
the torsion tensor would be caused by their macroscopic
angular momenta. In that case, the spin density Qg could
provide a non-negligible contribution to the accelerated
expansion of the universe. On the other hand, if the only
source of the torsion tensor is the intrinsic spin of elementary
particles, where one finds that the value of Qg is much smaller
than Q (see Refs. [8,9]), its contribution to the accelerated
expansion of the universe would be negligible.

To conclude the analysis, we remark that independently
of the actual value of the dimensionless spin density Qg, if
Qg is nonzero, i.e., Qg > 0, the results in Theorems 1 and 2
are still verified. So, even though the contribution of the
torsion tensor to the accelerated expansion of the universe
may be negligible, it still markedly changes the geometry
and the allowed topology of the spacetime.
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VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We presented the general set of structure equations for
the 1+ 3 spacetime decomposition in four spacetime
dimensions, valid for any theory of gravitation based on
a metric compatible affine connection, showing in complete
generality the relations between the kinematical quantities
of the timelike congruence, the torsion tensor and the Weyl
and the Ricci tensors.

The new equations were then used to study solutions of
the FEinstein-Cartan theory with a cosmological perfect
fluid having an intrinsic spin, such that the geometry of the
spacetime is described by both the metric and the torsion
tensor fields. The model showed that even in the presence
of a torsion field originated by the intrinsic spin of matter,
the metric tensor can be described by a general, spatially
isotropic and homogeneous, FLRW solution. Here we
would like to highlight that although we have assumed
that the torsion tensor has the intrinsic spin of the fluid’s
constituents as its source, this does not imply that the fluid’s
elements of volume must have a nonzero intrinsic spin
density. As was shown in [9], even if in an element of
volume containing many particles where the intrinsic spins
of the individual particles are randomly oriented, such that
the average spin density is zero, the variance is not zero;
hence, the torsion tensor is not zero. This, in our view, is the
correct approach to the Einstein-Cartan theory, where the
fluid is described by a semiclassical model, whose elements
of volume contain many particles. Of course, it could also
be the case that the individual spins are aligned, and the
average intrinsic spin density is not zero. In either case, in
the considered model the torsion tensor is not zero.
Although the metric tensor was found to be described
by a FLRW model, it was shown that the Weyl tensor might
not vanish, which leads to very strong constraints on the
allowed geometry and topology of the spacetime. Indeed,
due to the coupling between the torsion and Weyl tensors,
in the considered model, the universe must be either flat
or open.

In the open case, we then derived a wave equation for the
traceless part of the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor,
concluding that the presence of the intrinsic spin of matter
may induce gravitational waves, providing, to our knowl-
edge, the first explicit result showing that the torsion field
may source or influence the emission of gravitational
waves in a cosmological setting. Although these waves
are strongly damped in an expanding universe, this result
may provide a smoking gun for the presence of spacetime
torsion.

In the considered model, it was also possible to determine
that a torsion tensor field originated from intrinsic spin
contributes to the positive accelerated expansion of the
universe; nonetheless, comparing the theoretical predictions
of the model with the current experimental data, the torsion
tensor cannot completely replace the role of the cosmological
constant.
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APPENDIX: PROPERTIES OF THE
LAPLACE-BELTRAMI HARMONICS

1. Scalar harmonics

In this appendix we list some of the properties of the scalar,
vector, and tensor eigenfunctions of the covariantly defined
Laplace-Beltrami operator on three-hypersurfaces of constant
curvature used to define the so-called scalar-vector-tensor
decomposition. For concreteness, we consider a spacetime
endowed with a FLRW metric, such that the homogeneous
spatial sections represent such three-hypersurfaces.

Let Q* represent the scalar eigenfunctions of the cova-
riantly defined Laplace-Beltrami operator D?> = D,D?,
where D represents the covariant derivative operator
associated with the Levi-Civita connection, such that

. 2
Dsz:_ﬁQk, (A])
and Qk = 0, where ¢ represents the scale factor defined in
Eq. (104) and the harmonic index k may take discrete or
continuous values depending on whether K =41 or
K € {-1,0}, respectively, where K was introduced in
Eq. (107). Then, we can define the following tensors from
the scalar eigenfunctions QF:

[
Q(O)’ka = _%Dan’

2. 1
Q(O)'kaﬁ = pDﬁDan + ghaﬁQk7 (A2)
with the following properties:
Q(O).ka _ 0’
ProOk — k
Q " E Q )
- 2K — k?
D20 ko = 7 Q(())’km
b b.oor — K 4 he 00
[ /J’]Q y ﬁ( ayQ B /}yQ a)’
Q(O),kﬂﬂ =0,
(0).k
Q( ) o =0,
£ D, Q0% = 0.
~ 2
DOk — = (12 _3K)00)k
Q ap 32k ( 3 )Q ar
s 6K — k?
DZQ(()) kaﬂ = 22 Q<0)’kaﬂa (A3)
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where in the previous expressions the k=! factor is not a
problem because D,Q° = 0.

2. Vector harmonics

Given a sufficiently smooth one-form field Y, in a
FLRW spacetime, we can in general decompose it as

Yo=Y TP00% + TV, (A4)
k

where the vectors ng) * are obtained from the scalar
eigenfunctions Q%, Eq. (A2), and Q*, represent the
solutions of the vector Helmholtz equation

D24, = - % o, (45)
with the following properties:
0", =0,
DroWk = o. (A6)

Similar to the scalar eigenfunctions Q¥, we can find a set of
two-tensors associated with Q)%

¢

Mk — 2
Q aff 2%

(DaQ(U’kﬂ +DﬂQ(1)7ka)’ (A7)

with the following properties:

Q(l)-kﬂu =0,
Ok 5 =0.
k* - 2K
Drok  — (1).k
Q au 20k Q ar
- 4K — k>
D2Q<l) kaﬁ - Lﬂz QU)'kaﬁ (AS)

3. Tensor harmonics

Given a general smooth two-tensor field ¥ ,; in a FLRW
spacetime, we can in general decompose it as

Yo = 3 T 0O + TP QWK o+ TP QM 5 (A9)
k

where the two-tensors Q<2)’kaﬂ are defined as the solutions
of the tensor Helmholtz equation

. K?
D2 Q(z)’ka/i =-= Q<2>'ka/}~ (A10)
These verify
Q(Q)-kﬂﬂ =0,
Q(2>ykaﬂ 0,
DﬂQ(Z) kaﬂ =0 (All)
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