PHYSICAL REVIEW D

VOLUME 49, NUMBER 2

15 JANUARY 1994

BRIEF REPORTS

Brief Reports are accounts of completed research which do not warrant regular articles or the priority handling given to Rapid
Communications; however, the same standards of scientific quality apply. (Addenda are included in Brief Reports.) A Brief Report may
be no longer than four printed pages and must be accompanied by an abstract.

Topologically massive gravity with a two-fluid source

J. G. Williams*
Department of Mathematics and Computer Science, and the Winnipeg Institute for Theoretical Physics, Brandon University,
Brandon, Manitoba, Canada R7A 649
(Received 16 August 1993)

A solution is presented for the Einstein-Cotton field equations of topologically massive gravity where
two separate fluids act as the source. Vorticity and heat flow are present, and a discussion of the thermo-
dynamics demonstrates that the temperature and coefficient of thermal conductivity are well defined and

positive and that the Gibbs relation is satisfied.

PACS number(s): 04.20.Jb

In (2+1)-dimensional general relativity, the gravita-
tional field is locally determined by the matter sources,
and so gravitational excitations are absent. Because to-
pologically massive gravity (TMG) [1,2] does not suffer
from this shortcoming, it represents a more realistic 2+ 1
analogue of the usual higher-dimensional general relativi-
ty and has consequently attracted considerable attention
[3,4]. In the case of TMG, an SO(1,2) Chern-Simons
term is added to the action so that variation with respect
to the metric yields the Einstein-Cotton field equations

G+ ICt=27GT" ,

where the constant « has the dimension of mass and
where

C‘;:ZEPMTDA(RUV _%gUVR)

is known as the Cotton (or Bach) tensor [5] and is analo-
gous to the Weyl tensor of 3+ 1 dimensions: C,,, is sym-
metric, traceless, identically zero if and only if the space-
time is conformally flat, and has zero covariant diver-
gence. Gravity in 2+1 dimensions has no Newtonian
analogue, and so there are no restrictions on the constant
on the right side of the Einstein-Cotton equations. It has
been written as 27G to agree with the convention of
Jackiw [2].

The intent of this Brief Report is to seek solutions of
the above field equations with the stress-energy tensor
taking the (imperfect) fluid form

TE=(p+plutu,+pdi+qtu, +utq,—2n0ot .

Since rotation is present in many TMG solutions [3], the
starting point will be the combed hedgehog metric [6]

ds?= —cos2adt®—2r sin2adtd 6 +dr?+ricos2ad 6%,
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where a=a(r) is to be chosen so that the field equations
are satisfied. The following ansatz for the velocity vector
is convenient [6] and consistent with the requirement
ubu,=—1:

u

60— -2

u'=—u,=cosa, u'=u,=0, u=—r !

ug=r_ 'sina .

It follows that the heat flux vector is given by
—

q'=q,= —Qsina, q9=r_2q9=r'1Qcosa y

with ¢” and Q still to be determined. The only mixed
components of the shear tensor not identically zero are

o!=0;=—1sina[d,a—(2r) 'sin2a] ,

oh=rol=

Lrcosa[d,a—(2r) 'sin2a] ,
and the scalar vorticity and scalar curvature are
o=1[3,a+(2r) " 'sin2a] , R =2[(3,a)?+(2r) " %in2a] .

The scalar expansion 6:=u!), is zero and so the isotropic
and thermodynamic pressures become identical. Both
will be denoted by p. Using the abbreviations

A:=3%a+r7'9,a—(2r*) " 'sin2a cos2a ,
&:=2r "%in22a+R ,

the only nonzero mixed components of the Cotton tensor
are

f=cos2a[r '9,(rA)+®3,a]+2r " 'sin2a(3d,a)? ,
Cy+r’Ci=2sin2a[r(3,A+®d,a)+1A],
ChH—r’Cf=3[2sin2a(A—r"'3,a)+R cos2a] ,
C/=—r"'[cos2aA +4sin2a(3d,a)*] ,
Ci=—cos2a[d,A+D3,a]+2r 'sin2a(d,a)* .
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If the G,, Einstein term were absent from the field
equations, then the Cotton tensor being traceless would
imply a traceless source term on the right-hand side of
the Cotton equations—a property that is characteristic
of the stress-energy tensor of a radiative (null) fluid. With
this in mind, consider a two-fluid model [7,8] with

— plm) (r)
T, =T/ +T\),

P=PmTPr>
P=Pmtp,

where T7" and T/} refer, respectively, to the matter con-
tent and the radiation content of the spacetime. It will be
assumed that the Einstein-Cotton equations can be split

into two separate parts: namely,
k'Ch=2aG(p,+p,utu, +p,8i+qtu, +utq,—2nok]

and a similar equation for G¥ but with r subscripts re-
placed by m subscripts. Since C% and o are traceless
and gq“u,=0, it follows, as anticipated, that p,=2p,,
which is the equation of state for a radiative fluid in 2+1
dimensions [9]. The equation for x ~'C/ gives

p,=(27Gkr) [cos2aA+4sin2a(d,a)?]

which, combined with the equation for Kﬁl(C,’-Cg),

leads to
rM1—3cos2a)A+23,A+4(3,a—ir 'sin2a)
X[0,a—(2r) " 'sin2a]d,a=0 .

Although it would be difficult to find a general solution
for this equation, a special solution can be found by not-
ing that the equation is solved by 0,a=1ir “lsin2a
( whence A=0) which implies a=tan"(r/a), where a is
an arbitrary constant. The metric is now completely

determined,
2.2 2
dst=— | C 0 N | 2 e
a‘+r a +r
2.2
+dr2+r? -aT-% de?*,
a“+r

and can be shown to satisfy the remaining equations for
C# provided p,, p,,Q and g* are chosen as

—8a° _ —6a’r
7Grla?+r?)’ 7Grla?+r2)} "’

(q',q9",q%)=Q(—sina,0,r 'cosa) .

pPr=2p,=

(The shear tensor o* is zero.) Jackiw [2] has pointed out
that the constant k can take either sign. The energy den-
sity p, and the pressure p, must be positive in order to be
physically reasonable. Thus the constants a and « are re-
quired to take opposite signs: ak <0 (with the assump-
tion G >0). To be specific, a will be taken as positive and
x will be taken as negative.

The G*# equations must now be checked. However, the
above metric is precisely the combed hedgehog metric [6]

which is known to be a perfect fluid solution satisfying
the equations

G{=27G[(py tpyutu,+p,8],
with

3a?

m :3 m T T o *
p P 7G (a?+r?)?

The mass density p,, and the pressure p,, are positive
everywhere. It follows that the metric satisfies the full
Einstein-Cotton equations

—1 — (m) (r)
Gyt 1C=20G (T +TV))

where T;(::) refers to a perfect fluid and TL’V) to a radiative
fluid with heat flow, and where G >0, Kk <0. The scalar

vorticity and scalar curvature are
o=ala’*+r?) ",
R =%<I>=4c12(a2-f-r2)*2 .

In addition to the role it plays in the field equations, the
Cotton tensor also acts as a (2+1)-dimensional “Weyl
tensor” for the purpose of determining Petrov
classifications. The matrix ||C% || has three distinct eigen-
values, 1+3(1—r2/a%)!/?,—2. In the terminology of
Barrow, Burd, and Lancaster [10], the metric is of Petrov
class 4.

The above two-fluid solution clearly satisfies the weak
energy condition, p >0, and the strong energy condition,
which reduces to p >0 in 2+1 dimensions (Ref. [10], p.
560). For an imperfect fluid solution, it is also necessary
to check that the various thermodynamic quantities, such
as temperature 7" and coefficient of thermal conductivity
X, are positive and that the Gibbs relation leads to a
well-defined entropy [7,11]. The temperature gradient
law [11]

q"=—xh*(T ,+Tu,)

does not lead to a well-defined temperature if the temper-
ature T is assumed to be a function only of . However, a
stationary metric can give rise to a time-dependent 7, as
demonstrated by Rebougas and Tiomno [12] for inhomo-
geneous Godel-like spacetimes. With T =T(r,2), the
temperature gradient law implies

T=f(ala’+r}) "2,
x=—6a[rGx(a*+r?)d,f] !

for any continuous choice of f = f(t) with 9,f70. Posi-
tive T and y are ensured by requiring f(¢)>0and 3,/ >0
(since k <0). Letting n denote the particle density (of the
matter), it can be verified that the baryon conservation
law, (nu“);“=0, is satisfied for any n =n (r). The interest
in TMG stems partly from its use as a toy model for 3+ 1
gravity. Thus it is reasonable to consider the Gibbs rela-
tion in a form that is analogous to the Gibbs relation for
two-fluid matter-radiation models in 3+ 1 dimensions [7]:

g

Pm

d +p,.d

’

1
T
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where the density and pressure are for the matter only.
Since T is a function of ¢, the right side of the Gibbs rela-
tion is time dependent, but has no dt differential term. It
follows that both sides of the equation must be zero.
Thus S«<n and d(p,, /n)+p,d(1/n)=0. The latter
equation leads to

n=Aa*/mG>"*a%*+r?)"32,

where A is a constant. Defining S*:=Su*+ T_Iq“, the
condition ¥ =0 guarantees that entropy production S%, is
non-negative [11]. This is also easily checked by direct
computation:

—6ar?d,f

* T rGKa 4P
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