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Abstract: We discuss qualitative features of the conformal relation between certain classes of gravity

theories and general relativity, common to different themes such as f (R), Brans-Dicke-type, and

string theories. We focus primarily on the frame relations of the fields involved, slice energy, traceless

and Palatini extensions, and selected cosmological applications.
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1. Introduction

Relativistic causality, that is deciding which events can influence or be influenced
by other events, is a fundamental attribute of the geometry and dynamics of spacetime.
In general relativity (GR), causality appears together with the imposition of the Einstein
equations on spacetime, and their interplay leads to many distinctive results, such as the
singularity theorems of Hawking and Penrose and the black hole area theorem [1].

A wider appreciation of the restrictions on spacetime placed by the imposition of
relativistic causality can be developed by studying geometric extensions of Einstein’s
theory, where, while the causality principle is respected, the solution space of the field
equations is distinctively different than in GR. The only transformations that respect the
null structure (and therefore give identical local causal geometry in a neighbourhood of any
event) are of course the conformal maps from a given metric gab to a conformally related
one g̃ab, obtained by a multiplication of the original metric by a non-zero function, the
conformal factor Ω defined on spacetime,

g̃ab = Ω
2gab. (1)

The Einstein equations are of course not conformally invariant and one is therefore
led to the consideration of a broader program, not restricted to ‘just’ the Einstein equations
for a conformal metric (a problem already deep enough and which we do not discuss here),
dealing with the development and demarcation of the possible consequences of studying
equations roughly ‘within the conformal envelope of GR’, that is, theories which in the
broadest sense include gravity and at the same time are conformally related to GR, and thus
share the same causal (null) structure as the latter. Some basic aspects of this program are
discussed below.

This program is a very ambitious one and admits to its study any set of field equations
conformally related to the Einstein field equations for the metric gab and possible matter
fields ψ. Since a conformal map is transitive with respect to composition, the richness of
the class of conformally related but otherwise distinct theories of gravity is truly bewil-
dering. Presently, however, we shall mostly be interested in the following three classes of
such theories:
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1. f (R) theory
2. Brans-Dicke-type theories
3. Effective theories of a quantum/string origin.

Although all three types are related to each other (most notably by duality trans-
formations), and can also be further restricted or generalized by excluding or including
further possibly self-interacting fields, they share the common property of having a direct
conformal relation to Einstein’s theory (generally valid in higher than four dimensions, and
sometimes after compactification).

In this paper, we review some results in this program proven useful mainly for
cosmological considerations, by focusing mostly on the first variant. Generally speaking,
the results reviewed here on f (R) theory are also broadly indicative of the behaviour of the
other two types of theory (in the case of string actions this is true for only the gravi-dilaton
part of the full theory-see below). The conformal relation of the Brans-Dicke theory to
GR was discovered in 1962 by Robert Dicke [2], while that of the various string actions is
carefully developed in [3], chaps. 2, 3.

While the standard Einstein-Hilbert lagrangian density is proportional to R, f (R)-
theory is based on a D-dimensional action proportional to the lagrangian density,

L f (R) = f (R), (2)

where f (R) is an analytic function of the scalar curvature R of the metric gab. All five
superstring lagrangian densities in D spacetime dimensions contain the same basic ‘gravi-
dilaton’ part described by the lagrangian density,

Lstring = e−φ(R + (∇φ)2), (3)

which by the scalar field redefinition e−φ = Φ is identical to the ω = −1 Brans-Dicke
lagrangian density,

LBD = ΦR − ωΦ
−1(∇Φ)2, (4)

with ω being the usual Brans-Dicke parameter. However, all five different string actions
(i.e., those of type I, IIA, IIB, heterotic type-I, and type-II) containing the part (3), also
contain extra fields with different couplings to the dilaton (and are further generalized
by including an arbitrary dilaton potential). The sixth action of interest, the so-called
11-dimensional supergravity theory, is a different one, but becomes a type IIA theory of the
form (3) (with extra fields) after compactification on a circle, with the scalar field φ arising
in this case as the dynamical scale factor of the 11th dimension.

All three classes of theory (2)–(4) are in general augmented by the addition of the
Gibbons-Hawking boundary term as well as a matter Lagrangian corresponding to all
other fields. The use of effective action techniques to describe early universe phenomena is
critically discussed in [4].

The vacuum field equations that arise by varying the associated action with respect to
the metric gab are

f ′Rab −
1

2
f gab −∇a∇b f ′ + gab✷ f ′ = 0, (5)

with f ′ denoting the derivative of the function f (R) with respect to the scalar curvature
R, and ✷ ≡ gab∇a∇b. It is a well known result that the f (R) Equation (5) are conformally
related to the Einstein equations with a self-interacting scalar field which has a particu-
lar potential. The conformal equivalence theorem then states that under the conformal
transformation (1) and upon introducing,

Ω
2 = eφ = f ′(R), (6)

the field Equation (5) become those of general relativity with a scalar field matter source,

G̃ab = T̃ab(φ), (7)
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where G̃ab is the Einstein tensor, T̃ab(φ) is the stress-energy tensor of the scalar field φ, and
the scalar field has an effective potential of the form [5],

V(φ) =
1

2
( f ′)D/(2−D)(R f ′ − f ). (8)

In this work we focus on certain aspects exclusively connected with this conformal
relation, but do not cover much of the applications that, perhaps surprisingly, stem from
this relation: the possibility of inflation in both the original and the conformal frames
(which is developed already in numerous early papers on this subject, e.g., [6–13]), the
existence and nature of spacetime singularities, the asymptotic behaviour (both to the past
and the future) of various types of cosmological models, and many others.

This paper splits into two parts, with the first part comprising Sections 2–5 deal-
ing with foundational matters, while the last three Sections form the second part and
deal with certain further issues important for cosmological applications. There are many
more aspects of these theories than we cover here, and the interested reader is referred to the
reviews [14–19], while below we give a few extra references to some more specialized topics.

2. Conformal Equivalence

The conformal equivalence theorem dictates that the higher-order f (R) gravitational
equations (or any of the other two classes of theory mentioned in the Introduction) for
the Jordan frame metric gab in vacuum become conformally the Einstein equations for the
comformal metric g̃ab with a nontrivial scalar field φ as source in the Einstein frame. We
shall use the phrases Jordan (or ‘original’) frame, and Einstein (or ‘conformal’) frame to imply
the field equations and conditions written in terms of the original metric gab and corre-
spondingly in terms of the conformal metric g̃ab. If matter is added in either the original or
the conformal frame, extra terms containing a φ-matter interaction generally appear.

A few pertinent comments about the conformal equivalence theorem are now given.
Firstly, there are two aspects of the meaning of the word ‘equivalence’ in the theorem, the math-
ematical and the physical. Mathematically, the equivalence between Equations (5) and (7)
is effective at all points on the spacetime M such that Ω 6= 0, or ∞. In other words, when
the conformal map (1) is non-singular, the conformal relation between the two sets of field
equations appears, and we can carry freely between the two conformally related space-
times (M, g), (M, g̃) all causal structure results, for instance, causality conditions, achronality,
Cauchy developments, etc., but not those that use or are implied by the field equations, like,
for instance, the energy conditions.

Secondly, the scalar function φ introduced above as equal to ln f ′ describes possible
changes in the gravitational Lagrangian f (R) when the scalar curvature R changes from
point to point in spacetime. The field φ has nothing to do, and cannot be identified with,
other scalar fields usually considered in the literature, for example, a scalar field coming
from electroweak theory such as the Higgs field. This ‘ f (R) scalar field’ is by its definition
very slowly changing with f ′ (defined as ∝ ln f ′) and therefore of a different nature than
other particle physics-based fields. The scalar field φ, is perhaps closer in spirit to the
Brans-Dicke theory [2,20], or to the dilaton field present in the string cosmology equations.
By its definition, φ is interpreted as part of the gravitational field in the Jordan frame, and
after the conformal transformation it is considered as a ‘matter field’, with the total ‘matter’
lagrangian density being Lmat + Lφ.

Thirdly, this mathematical correspondence has, however, important interpretational
implications for the physical importance of the conformal transformation. In general,
physical processes distinguish the Jordan frame f (R) (or scalar-tensor, like the Brans-Dicke)
theories from other particle physics models taking place in the Jordan frame, as well as from
those in the Einstein frame. This is generally true in the context of f (R) and Brans-Dicke
theories with minimal coupled matter fields as well as for the bosonic forms in the RR
sector of type IIA and IIB superstring theories. String theory phenomenology predicts a
non-minimal and non-universal coupling of the matter fields to the ‘dilaton’ φ, cf. [3]. As
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another kind of example, since inflation is admitted in such theories [5], it was suspected
very early on that the usual process of thermalization considered in inflationary theory
driven by a phase transition in the scalar field dynamics is not applicable here, and instead,
it would be possible that reheating is successful without a phase transition using f (R)
theory. This has been demonstrated very early on for special cases (see for instance the case
of a quadratic lagrangian with a flat FRW metric [21]).

Fourth, the cosmic field φ has a potential energy given by Equation (8) in the vacuum
f (R) theory. This potential energy measures the failure of the gravitational field to be
described by the vacuum Einstein equations of GR, since it equals zero when the gravi-
tational lagrangian assumes its Einstein-Hilbert form without matter. That is, the scalar
field potential energy is exactly zero for GR. Therefore, a future observational measurement
of a non-zero V given by Equation (8) would point to the existence of f (R) higher-order
theories of gravity, or of string cosmological effects, cf. [3], chap. 9.

We now turn our attention to theories of gravity with many scalar fields that couple
arbitrarily to themselves and to the curvature given by the action,

S =
∫

M

√
−gdmx

(
A(φ)R − B(φ)gµνhab∂µφa∂νφb

)
, (9)

We call such an action a wavemap-tensor theory. A wavemap is a map φ : M −→ N
from a spacetime manifold (Mm, gµν)-the source manifold, to any (semi-)Riemannian man-
ifold (N n, hab), the target manifold, described in the target manifold by its coordinates (φa),
n distinct scalar fields, and the wavemap action is given by the second term in Equation (9).

Wavemaps are of special interest for a variety of reasons:

• They provide a general framework for the combined effects of many coupled scalar fields
• When m = 2, M is a two-dimensional ‘world sheet’ embedded in the target space N n,

and the wavemap action (called the Polyakov action in this case) is then conformally
invariant for any n.

The last fact is of importance with relevance to all string actions.
The general description of the evolution of such systems can be considered in the

Einstein frame, and in [22] we showed that for any m, n, if we set

g̃µν = A(φ)gµν, (10)

there exists a conformal equivalence between the general wavemap-tensor theory (9) (with
A, B smooth) and the Einstein-wavemap system which is minimally coupled to general
relativity derived by the action,

S̃ =
∫

M
L̃σdvg̃, L̃σ =

√
g̃(R̃ − g̃µνπab∂µφa∂νφb). (11)

where

πab :=
3

2A2
Aa Ab +

1

A
hab (12)

for an arbitrary C∞ function A of φ.
A novel way to realize an inflationary phase in the present context is possible where the

universe inflates exponentially at the critical points of the 00-component of the wavemap
energy-momentum tensor, T00

W M. This can be termed σ-inflation, meaning inflation driven
both by the coupling A(φ) and the self-interacting scalar fields (φα) constitutes a natural
way to build a cosmological constant as arising from an earlier state of the universe without
using a potential. For a specific analysis of this effect, cf. [23].

Finally, wavemaps may be used to provide a new setting for the conformal equivalence
theorem. In the following context, a wavemap in the original (Jordan) frame viewed as a
matter field there, when conformally transformed becomes a family of scalar fields on the
brane manifold (Mm, gµν), while gravity mediates in the bulk (N n, πab).
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For the sake of illustration, let us assume that dimN > dimM so that φ(M) ⊂
N is an (1 + (m − 1))-dimensional subset in the (1 + (m − 1) + (n − m))-dimensional
target manifold. Then, a connection between wavemap-tensor theories and braneworlds
is revealed: taking a Randall-Sundrum-type brane (M, g̃) with minimal codimension
(n − m = 1), the conformal frame fields are constrained on the brane (Mm, gµν), and their
derivatives are taken only with respect to the metric g̃. Additionally, the gravitational field
of the Einstein-wavemap system sets freely on the bulk (N n, πab), where the metric is now
given by the πab field. For more details, we refer the reader to Ref. [22].

Let us end this Section with a brief discussion of another way to represent f (R) or
Brans-Dicke-type theories. As we discussed above, a conformal transformation of the
form (1) expresses the general f (R) theory as general relativity plus a self-interacting scalar
field defined as in Equation (6) with a potential energy given by (8).

Independently of the conformal representation of f (R)-gravity [5], Brans-Dicke the-
ory [2], or string-type equations [3], it was found that f (R)-gravity can be also expressed
alternatively as a kind of scalar-tensor theory using the Legendre transformation of the
lagrangian function in Equation (2). This can happen only when we restrict the lagrangian
function f (R) to be a convex function, i.e., f ′′(R) 6= 0, as required by the general theory of
the Legendre transformation, cf. [24].

In that case, we can define the Legendre transformation by (R, f (R)) → (φ, W(φ)), as
in [24], namely,

φ = f ′(R), W(φ) = R f ′(R)− f (R). (13)

Here the function W(φ), the Legendre transform of f (R), is not the conformal poten-
tial (8), but it is necessarily convex and involutive. That is, if h is the Legendre transform w,
w → h, then w will be the Legendre transform of h. We note that if one assumes that φ = R,
then this fixes f to be the quadratic theory R2/2 + λ. In that case, the quadratic function
and its Legendre transform W coincide at corresponding points. We also note that both
f (R) and its Legendre transform are ‘dual’ functions to each other, while the spacetime
metric is not transformed under the Legendre transformation. A Legendre transformation
is not conformal. Using Equation (13), the original f (R) lagrangian can be written as

f (R) = φR − W(φ), (14)

and this representation is sometimes taken to imply the presence of a Brans-Dicke-like
lagrangian theory without the kinetic term of the ‘scalar field’ φ now defined by (13),
see, e.g., [25–29] (and in many other references therein, cf. [30]). Such a lagrangian has a
somewhat restricted physical outlook both as an alternative geometric extension of general
relativity, or as a suitable particle physics model. This is because no ‘physical’ scalar
field stress-energy tensor can be formed without a kinetic term if it is to be interpreted
as part of the gravitational field, and also because it has a zero Brans-Dicke parameter
ω, [20]. Nevertheless, this representation of f (R) theory is sometimes considered a suitable,
alternative model in scales comparable to the solar system [25].

3. Slice Energy, Singularities, Multiverse Models

We have seen that the conformal potential (8) of the scalar field, introduced by the
transition from the Jordan to the Einstein frame, appears when the Jordan frame theory is
considered in a vacuum. In that case, the scalar field in the Einstein frame is to be regarded
as a matter field with potential energy given by (8). If we have some other matter field, for
example another fluid, in either one of the two frames, then we expect the scalar field to
couple with that matter field differently in each frame.

This is of course a well-known issue associated with the conformal transformation,
sometimes known as the physicality problem. The physicality problem refers to whether or
not there is a way to single out the true, ‘physical’ metric or frame, i.e., the one satisfying the
principle of equivalence (i.e., free-falling particles follow geodesics in spacetime defined by
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that frame), from another physically inequivalent one between the two conformally related
metric fields [31–34] (see [35] for a good review containing many related references).

Whereas it was originally thought that by giving suitable conservation laws one can
arrive at a physically chosen frame, either the Jordan frame [31] or the Einstein frame [32],
later it was pointed out by the construction of an explicit counterexample [33,34] that
under certain conditions of the scalar field, the Einstein frame is singled out as the physical
frame. That counterexample was considered inconclusive in the literature (see for example
refs. in [34]) mainly because of its reliance on the validity of the Bochner’s theorem for
spacetimes. In fact, a spacetime version of Bochner’s theorem was shown to be a valid
statement a few years later, cf. [36–38]. However, even if the Einstein frame becomes the
natural one for the types of spacetime assumed in the theorem of [34], it is not known
whether or not this conclusion holds for other spacetimes. For other approaches to proving
that the Einstein frame is the physical one, see [39], while for various other results to related
cosmological problems in the two frames, the reader is referred to [40–43].

An alternative way to study the potential (8) is to consider its possible effects on
standard matter fields present in the universe. For any matter source and the frame on
which that matter is introduced or of the details of how the scalar field couples to matter,
a matter-scalar field coupling describes their interaction and this will be accompanied
by an exchange of energy between the scalar field φ and the matter component ψ (or
ψ̃ in the conformal Einstein frame). Studying this exchange of energy may provide an
alternative way to the original physicality problem, and may also offer some clues not
obtainable otherwise.

The general problem was treated in Ref. [44] by consideration of a new factor, the
slice energy with respect to a causal vector field on a space-like hypersurface [45]. This is
defined by the integral (when it exists),

Et =
∫

Mt

Panadµt, (15)

where na is the unit normal to Mt in spacetime and dµt is the volume element with respect
to the spatial metric. The product Pana is the energy density associated with the energy-
momentum vector Pa of the stress tensor Tαβ relative to the causal vector field Xa, defined

as Pb = XaTab.
The general analysis of the problem depends on a number of factors, namely,

• The existence of a Killing vector field along the flow lines
• The kinematical fluid quantities
• The positivity of the conformal potential.

A general result found in [44] is that if the slice energy is not conserved during the
evolution, then in the Einstein frame free-falling matter will follow geodesics only under
very stringent conditions.

Although the general problem is not completely resolved, in some particular cases one
can calculate the exact form of the slice energy in the conformal frame. For instance, for the
case of dust with velocity Ṽ tangent to the dust timelines, the field equations are given by,

f ′Rαβ −
1

2
gαβ f −∇α∇β f ′ + gαβ✷g f ′ = ρVαVβ, (16)

and we find that the total slice energy with respect to the time-like vector field Ṽ is in this
case given by,

Et(φ + dust) = E0(φ + dust) +
1

2

∫ t1

t0

∫

Mt

T̃αβ(φ)(∇̃αṼβ + ∇̃βṼα)dµ̃. (17)

In particular, the total energy of the scalar field-dust system is not conserved in a
non-stationary spacetime (Ṽ is not a Killing vector field of g̃).
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In the more general case of a perfect fluid, an analogous expression exists [44], namely

Et1
(φ + fluid) = Et0(φ + fluid) +

1

2

∫ t1

t0

∫

Mt

T̃αβ(φ)(∇̃αṼβ + ∇̃βṼα)dµ̃ −
∫ t1

t0

∫

Mt

p̃∇̃αṼαdµ̃. (18)

From these equations one may conclude that the slice energy is generally not conserved
as the system evolves over time. This is equivalent to a violation of the principle of
equivalence in the Einstein frame. The whole problem deserves further consideration.

Let us finish this Section with a short discussion of how the conformal potential
controls the existence of cosmological singularities. A sufficient condition for the occurrence
of finite-time singularities is

Rabkakb
> 0, (19)

for every time-like vector ka. Combining this with the energy-momentum tensor through
the Einstein equations in D dimensions, we find that the following strong-energy condition
is to be satisfied:

(Tab − Tgab(D − 2)−1)kakb
> 0. (20)

As was shown in [5] the above energy condition is not always satisfied in f (R) gravity
theories that are conformally equivalent to general relativity plus a scalar field with a
potential V(φ) > 0, so in this case one may draw no conclusions about possible singularities
in the Jordan frame of f (R) theories.

However, with V(φ) ≤ 0 the above condition is fulfilled and we are led to evolution
leading to spacetime singularities in the case of matter fields satisfying the same condition.

In fact, the case of a positive conformal potential leads to a multiverse model created
by quantum fluctuations of the scalar field generated by the conformal transformation, the
so-called quiescent multiverse developed in Refs. [46–48]. This is formally based on a cubic
theory of gravity in four spacetime dimensions, but it is actually valid for any polynomial
lagrangian of degree n in dimension D < 2n.

A basic feature of this model which makes the quiescent multiverse distinct from
similar models (like the quantum cosmological model of Vilenkin’s [49], or Linde’s chaotic
self-regenerating inflationary universe [50]), is the preference of initial scalar field condi-
tions of the form φ0 < O(1), so that no mini-universe bubbles can collapse to spacetime
singularities of infinite density. This is shown in [46,47], where the time it takes for the
scalar field (in the conformal frame of the cubic theory) to become infinite decays is

t ∼ e−λ(D,n) φ0 , (21)

where λ is the exponential scalar field potential coupling to φ, so that for small initial values
of the scalar field this time is long enough for inflation to take place. (We note that in other
multiverse models, this time is vanishingly small). In fact, a more systematic analysis of
the quiescent multiverse was given in Ref. [48] based on the behaviour of solutions of a
cosmological Fokker-Planck equation, where it was shown that a quiescent multiverse
model is a solution of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type of stochastic process for the scalar field
potential of the cubic lagrangian.

4. The Traceless Extension

Elsewhere we have proposed that the conformal equivalence of f (R) theories with
general relativity can be used to support a novel approach to the cosmological constant
problem [51]. In this approach, no-scale gravity is introduced and used to show that the
cosmological constant and the energy of the vacuum are two unrelated arbitrary constants.
We shall review some of this work in the present Section.

The cosmological constant was introduced by Einstein in 1917 in his fundamental
work on the formulation of modern cosmology, where he altered his original equations of
general relativity to better suit the peculiarities of the universe in the largest scales [52].
The fact that the cosmological constant Λ has a nature extraneous to both general relativity
and quantum field theory follows from the well-studied issue that it leads to the scale
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Λ = (8πG)−1/2. This implies an observed discrepancy between the energy density of
empty space measured to be around 10−47 GeV4 calculated using general relativity, and
the vacuum field energy Λ

4/16π2 ≈ 2 × 1071 GeV4 using a standard quantum field theory
approximation. This is the ‘cosmological constant problem’ [53,54].

In [51] we suggested that new physics is required to resolve the cosmological constant
problem, one that becomes manifest at a hyper-classical, truly cosmological scale, and
contains effects and phenomena not reducible to either the classical domain of general
relativity or the microscopic realm of quantum fields, such as those appearing across the
various presently causally disconnected regions. The speculative ideas of the multiverse and
the anthropic principle [53] contain some of the spirit of the work in [51], but our starting
point and implementation are novel and entirely different.

The above comments lead us to suspect that a theory operating on a cosmological scale
must be scale invariant. However, the standard f (R) theory potential in the conformal
representation (8) breaks scale invariance. The next obvious choice, namely, the traceless,
‘unimodular’ Einstein’s theory [55], leads in the conformal frame to a dimensionally ho-
mogeneous theory with a purely exponential potential [51]. However, such potentials are
ruled out by the fact that they lead to no graceful exit from inflation, and also because of
disagreements with current observations, [56], Section 10.2.

However, the conformal frame representation of the traceless extension of f (R) theory
reads [51],

G̃µν = T̃φ,µν, (22)

where

T̃φ,µν =
1

4
(D − 1)(D − 2)∇µφ∇νφ − 1

2
g̃µν

(
(D − 1)(D − 2)

4
(∇φ)2 + 2V(φ)

)
, (23)

with the effective scalar field potential given by,

V(φ) =

(
D − 2

4D

)
e−φR. (24)

These equations are scale invariant, with a potential having a number of novel properties:

• It is different from both the conformal potential (8) and that of the conformal represen-
tation of the traceless Einstein theory

• It contains the no-longer-constant (as in traceless GR) scalar curvature R, satisfying
the constraint equation, which is a second-order differential equation

• It is scale invariant on the variables (g, f ′)

This no-scale gravity theory has a number of important implications for the cosmologi-
cal constant problem as well as the interpretation of current observations. We are allowed to
perform arbitrary linear transformations φ → aφ + b and shifts in the origin of the potential
without affecting the scale invariance of the field equations. For example, the no-scale
version of the theory

f (R) = R + ARn, n ≥ 2, (25)

when D = 4, n = 2, instead of the standard quadratic potential proportional to the
combination (1 − e−φ)2, leads to the exact scale invariant potential,

V2 = a(1 − ge−bφ) + d, (26)

where a, b, d, g are arbitrary constants. This satisfies limφ→∞ V2 = a + d, and therefore we
conclude that the cosmological constant becomes an arbitrary constant; the vacuum has
energy V2(0), which is also an arbitrary constant, and the inflationary plateau is at another,
unrelated arbitrary value, a + d.

This then provides an unconventional explanation of the cosmological constant. Sim-
ilarly to an arbitrary constant present in the solution set of a differential equation with
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its possible values forming the set of all solutions of the equation (i.e., the general solu-
tion), the possible values of the cosmological constant are distributed on all different local
mini-universes correlated in the so-formed multiverse.

The explanation of the cosmological constant values in the context of the no-scale
theory described above leads to a set of different domains, one of which is our local mini-
region with its observed value of that constant. It means that the cosmological constant
takes randomly distributed values in any causally connected domain in the landscape and
the same holds for the other two parameters of the no-scale theory, V(0) and the asymptotic
potential value V∞ = a + d. For more results of this on-going program, see [51].

5. Palatini Variation

In the search of a possible geometric extension of general relativity we consider
an arbitrary connection ∇ totally unrelated to the metric, i.e., ∇g 6= 0,, the connection
coefficients Γ

a
bc, are independent functions of the metric components gab. The associated

variational method is the Palatini variation and consists of independent variations of the
metric and the connection.

An interesting property of the Palatini variation is that for lagrangians that are func-
tions of curvature invariants we obtain second order field equations. For simplicity, we
restrict ourselves to lagrangians that are smooth functions of the scalar curvature R,

L = w f (R), w :=
√
−g. (27)

For the case of combinations of the curvature invariants RabRab and RabcdRabcd, see [57].
The Ricci tensor depends on the connection Γ and its derivatives, and it is independent of
the metric. Variation of the

S =
∫

wd4x f (R) (28)

with respect to the metric and the connection yields, respectively,

f ′R(ab) −
1

2
f gab = 0, (29)

∇a

(
w f ′gbc

)
= 0. (30)

Equation (30) implies that

∂a

(
f ′gbc

)
= Γ

m
ba f ′gmc + Γ

m
ca f ′gmb, (31)

i.e., the covariant derivative of f ′gab with respect to the connection Γ vanishes. Therefore,
the connection Γ is the Levi-Civita connection for the metric g̃ab := f ′gab.

We now turn our attention to (29). Taking the trace of (29) we find

f ′(R)R = 2 f (R), (32)

and integrating we obtain
f (R) = R2, (33)

up to a constant factor. Accordingly, Equation (29) becomes,

Rab −
1

4
Rgab = 0, (34)

provided that f ′(R) 6= 0. The scalar curvature is undetermined because (34) is traceless,
but adding a traceless energy momentum tensor, that is a traceless matter lagrangian in the
action (28), Equation (34) becomes identical to Einstein’s traceless relativity theory [51,54,58].
Moreover, Rab is invariant under the transformation gab → g̃ab = f ′gab = (which using
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Equation (32) can be written as g̃ab = k2Rgab, k2 a constant), i.e., R̃ab = Rab. Hence, the field
Equation (34) becomes

R̃ab −
1

4
R̃g̃ab = 0. (35)

Therefore, the Palatini theory (35), or, equivalently, the lagrangian (28) (also with
traceless matter added), is conformally invariant with constant conformal scalar curvature
R̃ = k−2. This is in sharp contrast to the corresponding situation in the conformal frame of
the standard Einstein traceless relativity [51].

From (33) one could draw the conclusion that the Palatini method does not apply to
general lagrangians f (R) as it forces them to be strictly quadratic. However, for an arbitrary
smooth function f , Equation (32) is also an algebraic equation for R, [59]. If the roots of this
equation are denoted by ρ1, ρ2, . . . , then we obtain a whole series of conformally invariant
theories, each having constant scalar curvature.

In the following we shall argue that a less restrictive way for independently varying
the metric and connection fields is adding a compatibility condition for the metric and
connection and introducing Lagrange multipliers, a method which is sometimes referred to
in the literature as the constrained Palatini variation (CPV).

A general higher-order lagrangian with arbitrary matter couplings is given by the form,

L
(

g,∇g, . . .,∇(m)g; ψ,∇ψ, . . .,∇(p)ψ
)

. (36)

For an arbitrary symmetric connection Γ
a
bc, we have

Γ
c
ab = {c

ab} −
1

2
gcm(∇bgam +∇agmb −∇mgab). (37)

which, restricted to Weyl geometry, ∇cgab = −Qcgab, with Qc a covariant vector field, becomes

Γ
c
ab = {c

ab}+
1

2
gcm(Qbgam + Qagmb − Qmgab). (38)

We then introduce the difference tensor,

Cc
ab = Γ

c
ab − {c

ab}, (39)

The constrained Palatini variation is affected by adding the following term as a
constraint (with Lagrange multiplier Λ) to the original lagrangian (36), namely,

Lc(g, Γ, Λ) = Λ
mn

r [Γr
mn − {r

mn} − Cr
mn]. (40)

In Riemannian geometry, we have

Lc(g, Γ, Λ) = Λ
mn

r [Γr
mn − {r

mn}].

Then (36) becomes,

L = L
(

g; Γ,∇Γ, . . .,∇(m−1)
Γ; ψ,∇ψ, . . .,∇(p)ψ

)

and an independent variation of the action

S =
∫

wd4x[L(g, Γ, ψ) + Lc(g, Γ, Λ)] (41)

with respect to the fields g, Γ, Λ, and ψ, implies that the field equations, coming from the
general lagrangian (36) upon the standard Einstein- Hilbert variation, are identical to those
obtained from the ‘constrained’ lagrangian,



Astronomy 2022, 1 27

L′(g, Γ, Λ, ψ) = L(g, Γ, ψ) + Lc(Λ, Γ) (42)

using the constrained Palatini variation.
As an application, consider the constraint (40) in Weyl geometry,

Lc(Λ, C) = Λ
ab
c

[
Γ

c
ab − {c

ab} −
1

2
gcm(Qagmb + Qbgam − Qmgab)

]
. (43)

Let us apply the CPV method for the case of the lagrangian L = f (R). Variation of the
Lagrange multiplier recovers Equation (38) of the Weyl connection, whereas varying the
connection yields the explicit form of the Lagrange multiplier. Finally, the metric variation
gives (see [57] for details),

f ′R(ab) −
1

2
f gab −∇a∇b f ′ + gab� f ′ = Mab, (44)

where ‘matter part’ Mab is given by

Mab = −2Q(a∇b) f ′ − f ′∇(a Q b) + f ′QaQb + gab

(
2Qm∇m f ′ − Q2 f ′ + f ′∇mQm

)
. (45)

The usual Riemannian geometry field equations from a Hilbert variation correspond
to the degenerate case Qa = 0,

f ′Rab −
1

2
f gab −∇a∇b f ′ + gab� f ′ = 0,

which are conformally dynamically equivalent to Einstein equations with a self-interacting
scalar field as shown earlier. We can generalize this result for the present case and note that
the Weyl vector transforms as

Q̃a = Qa −∇a ln f ′,

giving in the Einstein frame the result

G̃ab = M̃Q
ab − g̃abV(φ), (46)

where

G̃ab := R̃(ab) −
1

2
R̃g̃ab

and
M̃Q

ab := −∇̃(a Q̃ b) + Q̃aQ̃b + g̃ab

(
−Q̃2 + ∇̃mQ̃m

)
,

and the potential takes its usual form (8). When Q̃a = 0 (‘the Riemannian case’) and the
Weyl vector is a gradient, Qa = ∇aΦ, the field Equation (46), are the Einstein equations

with a cosmological term and a source term M̃Q
ab, and we are back to the Palatini variation

of the lagrangian L = f (R). We therefore conclude that the Palatini variation method
cannot deal with general Weyl geometry in a satisfactory manner. For more applications of
Palatini-type theories, see [16,60–62] and refs. therein.

6. Conformal Raychaudhuri Equation

In this and the next Section, we discuss the question of whether the present isotropic
state of the universe can be obtained from arbitrary initial conditions in higher-order gravity
theories. In the present Section, we prove that the generalized Raychaudhuri equation
is conformally equivalent to the usual one met in general relativity but coupled to the
wave equation satisfied by the conformal scalar field. In the next Section, we discuss the
validity of the cosmic no-hair conjecture for the Bianchi models in the Einstein frame of the
R + αR2 + Lmatter theory.
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For the theory,
L = f (R) + Lm, (47)

on a Bianchi spacetime, let n = ∂/∂t be the hypersurface orthogonal unit vector field,
and hab = gab + nanb, be the spatial metric related to the spacetime metric. The extrinsic
curvature Kab of the spacelike hypersurfaces Kab = ∇anb splits into its trace and traceless
parts K = habKab σab, respectively, as follows,

Kab =
1

3
Khab + σab. (48)

Since for a congruence of timelike geodesics hypersurface orthogonal the rotation ωab

vanishes, the Raychaudhuri equation takes the form [63]

dK

dt
= −1

3
K2 − 2σ2 − Rabnanb. (49)

The Raychaudhuri equation is of a a geometric nature and has nothing to do with the
field equations that hold in a given spacetime, however, since the Ricci tensor in the last term
satisfies the f (R) Equation (5) with matter, it is not linearly coupled to it. As a result, the
positivity of the term Rabnanb is not guaranteed by imposing the strong energy condition
(SEC), i.e., Tabnanb + 1

2 T ≥ 0, on the stress-energy tensor. The equivalence between the

timelike convergence condition (TCC), i.e., Rabnanb ≥ 0, and the SEC encountered in
general relativity, no longer holds in f (R) theories.

We now show how the relevant quantities appearing in (49) transform under the
conformal transformation (6). We note that the congruence of timelike geodesics remains
timelike since (M, g) and (M, g̃) have identical causal structure. The congruence also
remains hypersurface orthogonal (hence ω̃ab = 0) in the conformal manifold (M, g̃) since a
conformal transformation preserves angles. We define the unit (with respect to the metric
g̃) vector field tangent to the associated congruence of timelike curves by ña = e−φ/2na

(as a consequence the time derivative operator in (M, g̃) becomes d/dt̃ = e−φ/2d/dt) and
h̃ab = exp(φ)hab. We can now define the extrinsic curvature, shear, expansion, etc. in the
spacetime (M, g̃), and the associated quantities become

K̃ab = hc
ahd

b∇̃(cñd), σ̃ab = K̃ab −
1

3
K̃h̃ab,

K̃ = h̃abK̃ab = ∇̃aña, ˙̃na = ñc∇̃cña. (50)

The acceleration term appearing in (50) is in general non-zero since our curves are no
longer geodesics. The transformed Raychaudhuri Equation (49) is then given by

˙̃K := ña∇̃aK̃ = −1

3
K̃2 − 2σ̃2 − R̃abñañb + ∇̃a ˙̃na. (51)

For the computation of the tensor field ∇̃(cñd) we employ the relation between ∇̃aωb

and ∇aωb in terms of the conformal factor Ω
2 = exp φ. This allows the computation of K̃2,

σ̃2 and ˙̃na. After a lengthy algebraic calculation, Equation (51) becomes,

˙̃K := ña∇̃aK̃ = −1

3
K̃2 − 2σ̃2 − R̃abñañb, (52)

¨̃φ + K̃ ˙̃φ +
dV∗
dφ

= 0, V∗(φ) =
2

3
V(φ). (53)

Using this system we conclude that Wald’s no-hair theorem [64] also holds for f (R)
gravity with a flat potential (see next Section). Also, the Barrow-Ottewill [65] quasi-
exponential solution exp(Bt − At2) of the theory f (R) = R + αR2 is a stable attractor of all
isotropic solutions of (47). Apart from these results, for an exponential potential V, initial
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expanding Bianchi models are attracted by the isotropic power-law inflationary solution
leading to double inflation in the Jordan frame.

7. Cosmic No-Hair Theorem in Quadratic Gravity

Although inflation provides an attractive explanation of the homogeneity and isotropy
of the universe, it is not obvious whether initial inhomogeneities and anisotropies during
inflation will be smoothed out eventually. With regard to this issue, Gibbons and Hawk-
ing [66] and Hawking and Moss [67] proposed the cosmic no-hair conjecture, which states
that All expanding models with a positive cosmological constant approach the de Sitter solution
asymptotically. Wald [64] proved that this conjecture is true for Bianchi, and his proof has
become a standard approach for later works [68]. In this section we prove the no-hair
theorem in a curvature-squared theory for all Bianchi universes with matter satisfying
suitable energy conditions.

For such a theory, the conformal frame field equations are Einstein equations with a
self-coupled scalar field on (M, g̃)

G̃ab = T̃
φ
ab + T̃ab, �̃φ − V′(φ) = 0, (54)

with potential V given by Equation (8),

V =
1

8α

[
1 − exp

(
−
√

2/3φ
)]2

. (55)

This potential is almost constant on the plateau, V∞ := limφ→+∞ V(φ) = 1/(8α), so
that V∞ behaves as a cosmological term, allowing for inflation.

For simplicity we drop the tilde. Then, the 00-component of the field equations is

1

3
K2 = σ2 + ρ +

1

2
φ̇2 + V − 1

2
(3)R, (56)

the Raychaudhuri equation with a scalar field reads

K̇ = −1

3
K2 − 2σ2 − (ρ + 3p)− φ̇2 + V, (57)

and the scalar field equation, the second equation in (54), becomes

φ̈ + Kφ̇ + V′(φ) = 0. (58)

In the following, first we show:

• all initially expanding Bianchi models initially on the flat plateau (55), except probably
Bianchi IX, with matter satisfying the strong and dominant energy conditions, rapidly
approach de Sitter space-time

• Bianchi IX universes also isotropizes if the scalar three-curvature (3)R is initially less
than the scalar field potential V.

• the time needed for the potential energy to reach its minimum is much larger than the
isotropization time of the models. (Hence the universe reaches the potential minimum
where Λ = 0 and evolves as in standard Fiedmann cosmology.)

We assume that initially the state of the system evolves on the flat plateau, i.e., that the
initial φi value is large and positive. Inflation lasts during the time interval t f − ti required
for the scalar field to evolve from φi to a smaller value φ f determined by the condition that

V
(

φ f

)
≃ ηV∞, where η is of order 0.9. The proof consists in estimating suitable bounds for

the function S(t), [69], defined by

S =
1

3
K2 − E.
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It is shown in [70] that for all Bianchi models except type-IX

0 ≤ S(t) ≤ 3m2

sinh2(mt)
, m :=

√
ηV∞/3. (59)

From (56) it follows that the shear, three-curvature, and energy density of mat-
ter rapidly approach zero. Thus, the universe isotropizes within a time of the order
of 1/

√
V∞ ∼ 107 tPL.

For Bianchi IX universes, since the determinant of the three metric determines the
largest positive value that the spatial curvature can achieve, a lower bound for S can be
obtained. It is shown in [70] that if initially V >

(3)Rmax, then

− 1

2
(3)Rmax(ti) exp

[
−
√

2

3
ηV∞(t − ti)

]
≤ S ≤ max

{
0,

3m2

sinh2(mt)

}
, (60)

and therefore S vanishes almost exponentially. From (56), −2S ≤ (3)R ≤ (3)Rmax, so
(3)R decays to zero. As in the case of the other Bianchi cosmologies, if initially the uni-
verse evolves on the plateau, then within a time of the order ∼ 1/

√
V∞ the shear, scalar

three-curvature, as well as all the stress-energy tensor components, decay to zero almost
exponentially fast.

Since in our present case the cosmological term vanishes asymptotically, the universe
may not have enough time to isotropize during the scalar field evolution. However, we can
show that the vacuum energy is not completely exhausted before the universe isotropizes.
If at the beginning of inflation the universe is on the flat plateau of the potential, then the
time t f − ti is smaller in the absence of damping than in its presence. In the former, t f − ti

is more than 65 times the time 1/
√

V∞ of isotropization, if one takes φ f to be such that

V
(

φ f

)
≃ ηV∞. On the other hand, damping will increase the interval t f − ti, thus giving

more inflation sufficient for complete isotropization, QED.
We end this Section with some comments about our method of proof for all the Bianchi

universes except IX in a vacuum compared to that in [7]. In that case, (3)R ≤ 0 and
ρ = p = 0, while during inflation V remains less than V∞. Hence, Wald’s method applies
without using the scalar field equation, and from Equations (56) and (57) we find

√
3V∞ ≤ K ≤

√
3V∞

tanh µt
, σ2 ≤ V∞

sinh2 µt
, φ̇2 ≤ 2V∞

sinh2 µt
,

with µ =
√

V∞/3.

8. The Recollapse Problem

In this section, it is shown that an initially expanding, closed FRW universe filled with
a perfect fluid with an equation of state p = (γ − 1)ρ, with 2/3 < γ ≤ 2, starting close to
Minkowski space, cannot avoid recollapse in the Einstein frame of the R + αR2 + Lm theory.
The field equations are as follows,

(
ȧ

a

)2

+
k

a2
=

1

3

(
ρ +

1

2
φ̇2 + V(φ)

)
, (61)

ä

a
= −1

6

(
(3γ − 2)ρ + 2φ̇2 − 2V

)
, (62)

φ̈ + 3
ȧ

a
φ̇ + V′(φ) = 0, (63)

ρ̇ + 3γρ
ȧ

a
= 0, (64)
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where V is given by (55). Using the constraint (61) to eliminate a, the change of vari-
able u := −e−φ to remove the transcendental functions, and a rescaling, the evolution
Equations (62)–(64) can be written as a four-dimensional dynamical system in the variables(
u := e−φ, y := φ̇, ρ, H := ȧ/a

)
:

u̇ = −uy,

ẏ = −u + u2 − 3Hy,

ρ̇ = −3γρH,

Ḣ =
1

4
(1 − u)2 − 1

2
y2 − 3γ − 2

6
ρ − H2, (65)

subject to the constraint

H2 − 1

3
ρ − 1

4
y2 − 1

4
(1 − u)2

< 0.

The system has two non-hyperbolic equilibria; therefore, their stability cannot be
usefully deduced from linearization.

EQ1:
(
u = 0, φ̇ = 0, ρ = 0, H =

√
V∞

)
. This is a de Sitter space with a cosmological

constant equal to
√

V∞.
EQ2: (u = 1, φ̇ = 0, ρ = 0, H = 0). This describes end states of ever-expanding uni-

verses with H → 0. In such models, the scalar field evolves to the potential minimum while
the scale factor diverges.

Applying center manifold theory, it may be shown that the EQ1 equilibrium is unstable
even for large initial H-values near the flat plateau, cf. [71]. Further, using normal form
theory, a more detailed study of the solutions of this model near EQ2 was performed in [71].
For γ ∈ [2/3, 2], initially expanding universes evolve such that H monotonically decreases,
while the other variables become oscillatory with ever decreasing amplitudes. At some
later time, when the scale factor reaches a maximum, H passes through zero and continues
to decrease while the other variables oscillate, now with an ever increasing amplitude.
This way one reaches the conclusion that an initially expanding closed universe in the
neighbourhood of the EQ2 solution cannot avoid recollapse.

These results describe the behaviour of the system near its equilibria and are not
sufficient to decide what happens in general. This problem requires a detailed investigation
of the global properties of the solutions away from the equilibria.

9. Discussion

In this paper, we have presented critical appraisal of many results that together com-
prise the core of an area that may be called conformal cosmology–the study and implications
of conformal relations in theoretical cosmology. We tabulate below the most important
results reviewed here, and include brief discussions of remaining problems and future
directions in conformal cosmology. It is perhaps true that many of the known results in this
field are not completely appreciated by the community even now, after many years of their
appearance and rapid development.

In the Introduction, we presented three main subtopics in conformal cosmology of
special interest in this paper, namely f (R) theory, Brans-Dicke-type gravity, and effective
string actions, with a special focus on the first, and showed that under the conformal
transformation of the metric given by Equation (1), all three types of gravitational action
and associated field equations contain a ‘basic part’ that becomes equivalent to general
relativity, plus an enigmatic, self-interacting scalar field with a particular potential. This
holds for the f (R) lagrangian, various Brans-Dicke-types of theory, and for the gravi-dilaton
part of string-theoretic gravities.

In Section 2, we provided a critical survey of three different aspects of the conformal
potential that describes the aforementioned equivalence. These are basic conformal po-
tential properties, the wavemap-tensor extension, and the Legendre representation. More
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specifically, firstly, we reviewed four most basic and fundamental properties that this
potential has, namely,

• The conformal factor Ω is non-singular
• The scalar field φ is defined or coupled to the spacetime geometry itself
• The mathematical conformal equivalence leads to the problem of the physical relation

of the two frames, the Jordan and the Einstein frame
• The conformal potential appears already in vacuum, but a presence of matter fields

leads to physical effects not present in general relativity.

Secondly, we described the generalisation of the conformal equivalence to an arbitrary
number of coupled scalar fields, the so-called wavemap-tensor theory that has an inter-
esting geometric interpretation, and also briefly presented the emergence of inflation and
braneworld theory in this context. Thirdly, we discussed an alternative representation that
applies to both the f (R) and the Brans-Dicke theories, namely the Legendre transformation.
This is sometimes employed in the literature to discuss a relation of f (R) to scalar-tensor
theory, although there are limitations of this representation as we showed in the paper.

In Section 3, we studied a number of topics all using the conformal potential by neces-
sity. These are the physicality issue, the study of slice energy, the existence of singularities
in the two frames, and the possibility of a multiverse created by the conformal scalar field’s
quantum fluctuations. The physicality problem, still unresolved as of today, is the issue of
whether or not one of the two conformally related metrics can become the true, physical one
to use when measuring intervals in spacetime while the other is not, and admits a number
of different approaches for its resolution. We showed that one of these, the consideration
of the slice energy (the total observed energy on a hypersurface) of the scalar field and a
matter source (say, dust) may not be conserved during evolution due to an exchange of
energy between the different components. The singularity theorems of general relativity
can be transferred between frames and this was discussed more fully here. In fact, one may
consider a singularity-free solution emerging from the primordial quantum fluctuations of
the conformal scalar field and describing a multiverse having ‘quiescent’ characteristics
and being distinct from other such models.

In Section 4, we surveyed the difficulties associated with the Jordan frame field
equations (say, of f (R) gravity) not being scale invariant. In the conformal frame these
difficulties show up in the conformal potential being responsible for breaking the scale
invariance of the vacuum Einstein equations. We formulated no-scale gravity, as a traceless
f (R) theory in the conformal frame, and introduce it as a way to remedy this problem. In
the resulting setup, the cosmological constant acquires a novel statistical interpretation
as a randomly distributed parameter, and the same is true for the unrelated initial value
V(0) and height of the (now scale invariant) conformal potential. It is important that in the
no-scale gravity theory, inflation appears quite naturally for all dimensions and conformal
potentials with adjustable slow-roll parameters compatible with current data.

In Section 5, we discuss another way to avoid the higher-order terms present in the
Jordan frame equations, in particular those of the f (R) gravity: the now popular Palatini
method. We show that for generic higher-order lagrangian theories of gravity the usual
variational analysis (independent variation of the metric and connection) is efficient only
by the so-called constrained Palatini variation (CPV). Another property of such ‘Palatini
gravities’ is their relation to Weyl geometry, a generalized form of Riemannian structure
that plays a pivotal role here, as well as the fact that these theories admit a conformal
representation by going to the Einstein frame in the usual way. In fact, the conformal
structure of Palatini gravity reveals the superiority of the CPV method over the more
standard Palatini variation.

Finally, in Sections 6–8 we review basic results related to three fundamental cosmolog-
ical problems in the two conformal frames:

• The question of whether the present state in the evolution of the universe could be
obtained from generic initial conditions (‘why the present universe appears isotropic
and homogeneous?’)
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• The question of whether a primordial inflationary state is typical in the space of initial
states (‘expanding universe with a positive cosmological constant approach the de
Sitter solution’,—the cosmic no-hair conjecture)

• The closed-universe recollapse conjecture.

To achieve the results, we presented in Section 6 an analysis of the Landau-Raychaudhuri
equation in both conformally related frames for the case of f (R) gravity.

Overall, we can now list a number of outstanding directions of research that stem
from the discussion of the results presented in this paper. We believe that research in
the topics given below will have a positive effect to the development of the field of
conformal cosmology.

1. Study of physical effects associated to the different ways of matter-scalar field as
opposed to matter-geometry couplings in both frames

2. Develop wavemap-tensor cosmology
3. Solve the physicality problem and find its relation to dark energy
4. Study the dependence of the nature of dynamical singularities on the change of frame
5. Develop no-scale cosmology
6. Develop more fully the role of the Legendre transformation in Palatini gravity
7. Develop more fully the issues 1–6 for the string cosmology actions.
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