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Gravitational models with nonminimal couplings involving the trace of the energy-momentum tensor
have become increasingly popular. The idea of coupling the trace of the matter tensor to the geometry can
be applied to various matter models, including relativistic perfect fluids. However, it is well known that the
variational formulation of perfect fluids involves some technicalities. We carefully derive the field
equations including the trace coupling of a perfect fluid using two different approaches, namely, that given
by Brown using Lagrange multipliers and that given by Schutz using velocity potentials. We show that
previous results involving such trace couplings do not match the results presented here. We demonstrate
that our fluid’s equations of motion are consistent with the gravitational field equations. Moreover, we
present a simple on-shell argument which further supports the correctness of our results. Our work implies
that a vast amount of the f(R, T) literature using perfect fluids needs to be revisited.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Recent advances in cosmology have revealed that new
physics beyond general relativity is necessary to explain
observed phenomena. There is a plethora of modified
theories of gravity which include alternative geometries
with torsion and nonmetricity, higher-order theories, and
scalar and matter couplings [1]. Nonminimal matter-cur-
vature couplings are generalizations of f(R) gravity in
which an additional matter term is coupled with the Ricci
scalar R in the action. The first of these models appeared in
the work of Bertolami et al. [2], where curvature is coupled
with Lagrangian density of matter in the form of f(R,L).
Since then, these models have been found particularly
useful in providing an alternative account of the Universe
expansion or dark energy, and dark matter [3]. Matter-
curvature nonminimal couplings do not conserve the
energy-momentum tensor. The covariant derivative of the
energy-momentum tensor often results in a nonvanishing
term that acts as an additional force term which violates
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geodesic motion. Thus, these theories have been shown
promising in resolving cosmological issues in the weak
field regime associated with dark sector physics [4].

In 2011 a new idea was proposed in [5] which suggested
to couple the Ricci scalar to the trace of the energy-
momentum tensor. This has been known as f(R, T) gravity
and became hugely influential with over 2300 citations to
date, according to INSPIRE. The trace of the energy-
momentum tensor is itself a function of not only the
Lagrangian, but also its variations with respect to the metric.
The field equations are correctly stated in [5] in terms of a
function that depends on the variation of matter Lagrangian;
see also [6]. However, when applied to a perfect fluid, the
situation is rather delicate when using —p./=g or p,/g as
the fluid Lagrangian. Specifically, one has to be careful with
the derived quantity, either the density or the pressure, in
order to arrive at the correct field equations when non-
minimal couplings are considered.

When working with relativistic perfect fluids, one
notices that there is no unique definition of the matter
Lagrangian. Several approaches have been shown to lead to
the expected energy-momentum tensor of the fluid. The
energy-momentum tensor of a relativistic perfect fluid is
characterized by the unit four-velocity vector of the flow
U", the energy density p, and pressure p and is given by

Ty = (p+p)UU,+ pgu. (1.1)

where G is the metric tensor; see for example [7,8].
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On shell, meaning that all equations of motion have been
taken into account, one does indeed find that Lg,q =
—p\/—9 = p/—9. However, the situation is more compli-
cated when nonminimal coupling is present (see [9,10]). In
a variational approach, one must start with the complete
off-shell Lagrangian which will lead to the correct field
equations and the fluid’s equations of motion. Only then
can one use the equations of motion in the Lagrangian to
get the on-shell expression. A detailed account on the
variational approach to relativistic perfect fluids is given in
[11,12]. The consideration of the off-shell Lagrangian for
the perfect fluid becomes particularly important when one
derives the fluid’s equations of motion. In f(R, T) gravity,
the variation of the trace of the energy-momentum tensor
introduces new contributions that, as will be shown, modify
the expressions for the temperature, number density, and
chemical potential. This allows us to define the temperature
contribution of the nonminimal coupling, for example, an
important physical quantity not previously discussed.

In [11], Brown uses an action functional that depends on
Lagrange multipliers and Lagrange coordinates. It intro-
duces Lagrangian coordinates o that define the flow lines
of the fluid on a spacelike hypersurface. The fluid’s energy
density is given as a function of the particle-number density
n and entropy s, while the pressure p is a derived quantity
from the density and its derivative. The Lagrangian is then
defined as a function of the aforementioned parameters
along with particle-number flux J* and additional space-
time scalars. This formalism provides a Lagrangian that
explicitly depends on the independent parameters which,
although cumbersome, allows us to account for all the
variational effects.

In an earlier paper, Schutz presented the relativistic
perfect fluid Lagrangian using a velocity potentials
approach in an Eulerian picture [12]. In this picture, one
can identify the Lagrangian as Lg,;¢ = p/=g, which looks
like the on-shell expression. However, the pressure p here
is a function of the chemical potential 4 and entropy s.
Contrary to Brown’s approach, the density here is a derived
quantity from the pressure. The four-velocity vector in this
approach is now a function of six potentials and their
gradients and thus, in the variational approach, one has to
carefully account for the variation of each independent
potential. These are y and s along with four additional
potentials {¢, B, a, 6}. We will present the action functional
variation in both Brown’s and Schutz’s approaches to show
the analogy between the results in each and to verify our
approach using different Lagrangians.

We start with Brown’s Lagrange multipliers picture in
Sec. II, with the same analysis done in Schutz’s velocity
potential picture in Sec. IIl. In each section, we begin by
deriving the field equations and equations of motion. We
show that the equations lead to the emergence of effective
quantities which allow us to derive the on-shell Lagrangian
and introduce new thermodynamic quantities. Finally, we

derive the conservation equations starting first from the field
equations and then from the fluid equation and demonstrate
their equivalence. We shall then see in Sec. IV that the results
of both pictures lead to the same implications. Specifically,
one finds that the nonminimal coupling in f(R,T) merely
affects the equation of state when models linear in 7' are
considered.

II. BROWN’S LAGRANGE MULTIPLIERS
APPROACH

Brown’s approach has the advantage of explicitly stating
the independent variables in the Lagrangian density func-
tion [11]. One can clearly track the variation of each
variable which makes this approach more convenient to
use. The Lagrangian density is given by

Liia = —p(n,8)y/=g + (@ + 50, + Paay),  (2.1)
where

(1) n is the particle-number density;

(i1) s is entropy density per particle;

(iii) p(n,s) is the energy density of the matter fluid, a
function of n and s;
J# is the vector-density particle-number flux, which
is related to n by

JH = /—gnU¥,
n=\J/v/~-g,

and U* 1is the
ing U,U" = —1;

@, 0, and p, are all Lagrange multipliers with A
taking the values 1, 2, and 3, and o are the

Lagrangian coordinates of the fluid; and

@iv)

= /=g " I*,

(2.2)

fluid’s four-velocity satisfy-

)

(vi) the pressure p of the fluid is a derived quantity
defined by
dp
=n—-—p. 2.3
p=no-=p (2.3)

Now, we can obtain the field equations and equations of
motion by applying the variational principle on the action,
using the Lagrangian density given by Eq. (2.1). The
independent variables which we vary with respect to are

{gﬂy"]ﬂ7aAvﬁA’§0’93 S}- (24)

The variation with respect to ¢"* yields the gravitational
field equations, while the variations with respect to the
other variables yield the fluid’s equations of motion.

A. Gravitational field equations

We begin by carefully deriving the full variation of the
action first and then derive the field equations from the full
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variation. The equations of motion of the fluid, also
obtained from the full action variation, are derived in the
next section.

As in [5] we begin with the f(R,T) modified gravity
model

1
=7 / f(R.T)\/=gd*x + / Lowiad*x.  (2.5)

The variation of the action is
68 = 2 { OR./— + 5T,/ — f6y/— }
K

+ / 5Eﬂuidd4x,

where f is understood to be f(R,T). From this point
onward, we also write fr =0df/0R and likewise
fr =20f/0T. The variation of the square root of the
determinate of the metric is 6 /=g = —%\/—_ggwég””.
The expression of 0R is well known and important in
the derivation of the field equations of f(R) gravity. It
suffices to state the result directly:

(2.6)

oR = (R/w + g, - V”V,,)ﬁg””. (2.7)
The variations 67 and 6L,y are the matter variations
which are now done in the context of Brown’s fluid.

1. Variation of T

As this calculation has not yet been performed in
Brown’s fluid approach, we provide a detailed derivation
here. We start from the well-known equation for the energy-
momentum tensor for a relativistic perfect fluid:

T, =(p+p)UU,+ pgpu- (2.8)
The pressure p, as defined earlier, is a derived quantity and

not independent. This allows us to use Eq. (2.3) to write the
trace as

T=¢"T,=p+p)UtU,+4p=3p—p
dap ap
h = 3n— —4p. 2.
3<na p) 3nan P (2.9)

We now vary the trace of the energy-momentum tensor and
recall that the energy density is a function of the particle-
number density and entropy p = p(n, s):

ap *p ’p 0p ap
6T =3% 50+ 3 —5 3P 55— 4L sn— 4% 55
an e T s T an ™ T s
*p op Fp 0p
3058~ Plon 4 |3n—L — 4P ss. 2.10
[ on’ a] +[ onds ds] s (210

We note that the expressions in the square brackets are the
partial derivatives of the trace with respect to s and n:

d *p dp

~—T=3 —4 = 2.11

as "anas as ( )
0 ’p 0
Zr=3a0_% (2.12)
on on* on’

respectively. Consequently, we arrive at the expected result

or or
6T = —6 —0
on n+0s 5

(2.13)
Notice that while the entropy s is an independent variable,
the particle-number density n is not. The variation én can
be further expanded in terms of the independent variables
(see detailed derivation in Appendix A 1):

1 1
on ==nlg,, +U,U,|6¢" ———=U,oJ". 2.14
[ll H ] \/_—g H ( )

2

This yields the expression for the variation of the trace of
the energy-momentum tensor in terms of the independent
variables as

5T — 1 —aT( +U,U,)5¢" ML ysmsLs
=3 - s.
2" o I T RO G =g 0s

(2.15)

We see that the variation of the trace of energy-momentum
tensor yields not only variations with respect to the metric
ogt*, but also variations of the particle-number flux 6J* and
entropy ds. The appearance of entropy contribution in the
action variation is particularly interesting as this does not
appear before in [5].

2. Variation of Lguia

The first step in varying the terms of the Lagrangian
density given in Eq. (2.1) reveals that

8Lowia = —PO/—=9 — /—=390p + (@, + 560 , + ﬁAaﬁt)(SJﬂ
+ J"5((p’” + SQ# —I—ﬁAa‘f},). (2.16)

We have already derived 6,/=g and 8p(n, s) in terms of the
independent variables. We also notice that the last term is
written in terms of independent variables and their deriv-
atives only. By varying each term, integrating by parts, and
using the definition of J# from Eq. (2.2), we find the
expression for the variation of the energy-momentum
Lagrangian density:
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1 dap dp
5'Cﬂuid :E\/ g|:g/u/p a (g/w + U U ):|5g/w |: U +(p,u +59 +ﬁA o

+/=9 {nU"HW - %} 5s — (0,J)8¢ — (0,(J¥5))80 + ('} )5Pa — (0,(J#P4)) S

(2.17)

The detailed derivation of the expression is given in Appendixes A 1 and A 2. We now have contributions from the
Lagrange multipliers variations, which we will later use to derive the equations of motion.

3. The full action variation

We are now ready to substitute the terms in Eqgs. (2.7), (2.15), and (2.17) into the action variation in Eq. (2.6). This
leads to the full action variation which contains all the information for f(R,7) modified gravity model,
with a relativistic perfect fluid expressed in Brown’s picture:

1 1
S = _/ |:fRRm/ + g/waR - v[lvl/fR - Efg/,w:| 69/4” V _gd4x

e

— (90 + U, U,)8g" —

or J,
on =g’

+ Sy os] vt

+/L\/_g[g,wﬂ Zﬂ(g,erU,tUu)}rsg"”

dp
+<a U,+ ¢, +s0,+ pr, >5J”—|—,/ <nU”0 —a—>5s

(@, 04)5p — (3,(745))30 + (JHah )P — uwmw}d‘*x.

By setting 65 =0 and recognizing that the equations
should hold for arbitrary variations, we can extract the
equations for the variation of each independent variable.
First, we collect the §¢"* terms to get the field equations

1 1
" |:fRRyv + g/waR - vyvva - Efg/wi|

b frn o (g, + U,U,)
+; (g,wp Zp n(gu + UU )) —0, (2.19)
which can be written in a more familiar form:
FieRyo+ (00 =V, 90 f 5 =3 60
= —an (g,w +U,U,). (2.20)

Notice here that unlike general relativity and f(R)
gravity, the left-hand side of the equation depends on
the fluid matter through the dependence on the trace of
the energy-momentum tensor. The right-hand side has the
familiar x7,, term along with an extra term that depends
on the derivative of 7" with respect to the particle-number
density. One is tempted to define

(2.18)

oT

Tl = - —an (gﬂl, +U,U,), (2.21)

which allows us to express the field equations as
1 eff
- zfg/w = KT/w .

fRR/w + (g;wD - vﬂvl/)fR (222)

In fact, a closer look at the Tf};f reveals that we can also
write

. 1 oT
Tff (p+p)U U +pg;w_j<an%(g/w+UyUu)
= (ﬂ + peff)UyUu + DeftGuw (223)
with the effective pressure defined as
1 oT
Pett = P — —fT (2.24)

It now appears that the entire effect of the trace coupling
has been absorbed into the effective energy-momentum
tensor. While this is formally correct, at this point this is
misleading as p.s and Tﬁff depend on f; and thus also
on the Ricci scalar unless frg = 0. This is an expected
result for models with nonminimal coupling as one can
no longer separate the geometry from the matter on each
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side of the equation. We will discuss this result further
but let us first present the equations of motion derived
from the action variation.

B. Equations of motion

We have six independent variables, besides the metric,
which means we get six equations of motion. Four of them
can easily be read off and match those presented in [11]. We
find

sat: 0,(J*B,) = 0, (2.25)
B JHO,at =0, (2.26)
80: 9,(Js) =0, (2.27)

5p: 9,J" = 0. (2.28)

This is an expected result as we expect the conservation of
the particle-number density to hold [Eq. (2.28)]. The
second condition in Eq. (2.26) restricts the four-velocity
direction to constant Lagrange coordinates flow lines. From
Egs. (2.25) and (2.27) we have restriction on the exchange
of 4 and s across the flow.

Furthermore, we can see that the variations with respect
to entropy and the four-vector field lead to

0 oT
__p+ fT =0,

os: nU"0 ,
S. n a

(2.29)

0
oJ*: —’0

an ——fr

Uﬂ + ¢, +50,+ paay, =0,
(2.30)

respectively. Now, we get interesting results as both of these
equations have terms that emerge from the nonminimal
coupling with the trace of the energy-momentum tensor.
The effects emerging from these modified results will be
discussed further in Sec. I D.

Equations (2.20) and (2.25)—(2.30) are the complete set
of equations derived from the action. In the following we
will interpret the various equations focussing on the effects
of the nonminimal coupling. In particular, we will provide a
variety of arguments to substantiate our claim that
Eq. (2.20) is the correct field equation of f(R,T) gravity
when 7 is the trace of a perfect fluid.

C. On-shell fluid Lagrangian

In the introduction, we claimed that expressing the
Lagrangian density as Lg,q = p,/—¢ is only correct on
shell, where the equations of motion have been taken into
consideration. One then asks whether we get back the on-
shell expression when the equations of motion are incor-
porated into the Lagrangian. Let us begin recalling with the

fluid Lagrangian, Eq. (2.1), and integrating by parts all the
derivative terms. This gives

Liia = —\/:_Qp(n, s) - 0ﬂjﬂ¢ — aﬂ(sju)g + ﬂAJ”a‘f,‘l
+ 0,(J* (¢ + 50)). (2.31)

where we note that the final term is a total derivative. By
using the equations of motion (2.25)—(2.28), we find that on
shell, the Lagrangian density reduces to

Liwia = —p/—g on shell. (2.32)

This is a well-known result and unaffected by the coupling
with the energy-momentum scalar; see [11].

Instead, let us start from the equation of motion (2.30)
and contract it with U¥. This gives

9P SfroT

U”(a—nUﬂ‘f'ﬁ”,u"'SQ.u‘FﬁAaf},) Uuz_a_U —0.
dp Srol

-5 " 0 )+ —

+U (@u+ 50, + Pac, )+2K6n 0,

ap fr o _ J* i

EN 0 . 2.33

= nan 2K on /=g ((p# + 50, +ﬂAa,M) ( )

Substituting ndp/on = p + p and multiplying both sides
by /=g gives

oT

T+ VT T TG = (g 50, + ),
P!

(p ]22 an)\/ g=—pv=g+ (@, + 50, + Baalk).

(2.34)

The right-hand side is nothing but the expression of the
fluid Lagrangian in Brown’s picture. If we recall that the
expression that appears on the left-hand side is the effective
pressure p.s, defined in (2.24), consequently, this state-
ment is saying that

Peity/ 3. (2.35)
This on-shell result verifies that the effective pressure
identified above is in fact expected. The contributions
due to trace coupling are all included in the expression for
the effective pressure and there should be no other matter
contributions due to the trace coupling.

On shell, we can also equate the two on-shell expressions
and move the extra term of the effective pressure into the
density, in which case one finds

Liia =

fr oT
p\/__— ( _27; % V=g = — Peff/—9g ON shell.

(2.36)
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This rewriting seems to suggest that there exists a formu-
lation where the energy density of the fluid can be rewritten
to absorb the effects of the trace coupling. This is precisely
what will happen following Schutz’s velocity potentials
approach as will be seen in Eq. (3.13) in Sec. IIT A.

D. Thermodynamic quantities

We now revisit the equations of motion (2.29) and (2.30)
using a thermodynamic approach. The first law of thermo-
dynamics can be expressed locally by

dp = pdn + nT ds, (2.37)
where y = dp/on = n~'(p + p) is the chemical potential
and 7 = n~'dp/0s is the temperature (not to be confused

with the symbols with g and 7). If we now substitute the
expression for the temperature in Eq. (2.29), we can write

1 froT

-7,.
n 2k 0s r

ure, =T - (2.38)
We see that the effect of the nonminimal trace coupling is a

temperature contribution given by

1 fpoT

= . 2.39
" n 2k 0s (2.39)

Since fr is a function of the matter trace and the Ricci

scalar, the temperature contribution to the fluid depends

also on a geometric contribution. We also note immediately

that, for matter with constant entropy, there will be no

temperature contribution to the fluid which is expected as

constant entropy processes do not allow for heat transfers.

Similarly, we can introduce the chemical potential in

Eq. (2.30) and write it as

(4= pe) Uy + @, + 56, + Paay, =0, (2.40)

where u, is the contribution of the nonminimal trace

coupling to the chemical potential given by
1, dT

=—fr— 2.41

5 T 5 (2.41)

The modifications of Eqgs. (2.29) and (2.30) are due to

matter tensor couplings which contribute to the temperature

and chemical potential. Since the matter tensor of a fluid

will always depend on the particle-number density, the term

Uy Wil in general contribute to the fluid’s equations of
motion.

E. Conservation equations via field equations

We now check the conservation equations for the
effective energy-momentum tensor. Typically, the continu-
ity equation gives V¥T¢l = 0. This is not true in general in
the context of the couphng with between geometry and

matter trace. We can easily see this by taking the divergence
of the field equations (2.20):

1
vﬂ(fRR/w) + (VDD - szx)fR - Evuf

=VH <KT - —an (gw +U,U )) (2.42)
vaMR;w - lvabR - lfTvyT
= VH (KT ——an (g,w + U U )> (2.43)

——fTV T= V”(KT ——an (gﬂD+U U)) (2.44)

This implies that

T
2KVMT = V¥ (ana (gm/ + U U )) _ng;wvﬂT’

(2.45)
which we can also write conveniently as
1
VHTel = ~5c frV,T. (2.46)
K

While this conservation equation is valid in general, it will
be convenient for us to consider its projection along
the fluid’s four-velocity and along the perpendicular
directions. To do this, we define the usual projec-
tion W = UFUY + g".

First, contracting with UY,

oT
2kU*VHT,, = U*(g,, + U,U,)V* (an%>

oT
(£ ) 90,0 - 0,9
0
- — |V*U
()
oT oT
- — Vin + —VH 2.4
fTU”(an n+0s s), (2.47)
where we have used the relations U*h,, =0 and

U*V*U, = 0. Noticing also that U,V¥s = 0 and U,V¥n =
-nV*U,, we have

(fT”—>V”U +fT< nVU) 0.

(2.48)

2kU*VFT,, =

The perpendicular contraction is given by contracting
Eq. (2.45) with #*° and rewriting it as

124073-6
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oT
2ch*°VHT,, = hGV¥ ( frn a_> — frhV, T
n

T
+ ( Fon ‘;—n> HoTrh,, (2.49)

We have the identity #**V*h,, = U*V,U°. Applying the
identity, with further manipulation of the right-hand side,
gives the result

oT oT
2thvMle = nhﬁvﬂ ( T a—> - fT a—V N
n S

oT
+ frn = UMY, U (2.50)

Or using the identity for U*V ,U,, again, we can write the
result nicely as

2Kh’;V”TW:h(’;{nV”< Tg ) 7, 9L Vs} (2.51)

We find that the perpendicular contraction of the con-
servation equations does not vanish. This is expected from
the relation in Eq. (2.46). Since the parallel contraction
vanished, this tells us that the entire contribution of the
coupling with the matter trace in the conservation equations
is in the perpendicular direction to the flow.

F. Conservation equations via fluid equation

We will now rederive the conservation equation from the
fluid equation using only the equations of motion, without
referring to the field equations. This will further verify the
internal consistency of our equations and can be seen as the
final step in demonstrating the correctness of our approach.

By applying the covariant derivative to the energy-
momentum tensor one simply gets V,T* =V, (pU*U*) +
V,(ph*). We will evaluate this along the flow and in the
perpendicular direction. If we contract this equation with
U,, it is straightforward to verify that U,V ,T*" = 0 which
matches the result of Eq. (2.48).

To evaluate h,,V,T", we begin with [see Eq. (2.13)
in [11]]

9
WNT,, = 20UV, (U ) — hﬁa—pv s,
n

,4 (2.52)

which is unaffected by the trace coupling. Additional
details regarding this derivation can be found in
Appendix A 4.

The key idea is to note that the term uU,; is given by the
fluid equation, Eq. (2.30), which can thus be used to find an
explicit expression for V|, (uU,). To start, we have

*p op
T
V,(uU,) =V, [21( (3 P 0n> U,,} +V,.0

+V,(s0,) + V,(Baa) =0 (2.53)
so that taking the skew-symmetric part yields
T ’p 0p
VW(MU(,]) V[ﬂ [ﬂ <3n an ,,] + V[ﬂq)
+ V[M(SQG]) + V[ﬂ(ﬂA ’0_]) =0. (254)

Using the fluid’s equations of motion removes two out of
the three final terms:

6 5)

+ U”V[/,(se.(,]) =0. (255)
One can now rewrite the final term, using again the fluid
equations, to find

ZU”V[”(SQ’O_]) = —v0S<Uﬂv”9>, (256)
which can also be found in [11] and is unaffected by the

trace coupling. Finally, one uses Eq. (2.29):

(1 (5.0 dp\,, ]
u =20V, |LL (322 52

2U V[”(MU(,]) 2U V[ﬂ _2K 3n anz on U(,]
- 2U"V[ﬂ(s9ﬁ])

[fr (5. Fp o\, ]
=2U"V,|= | 3n

UV | 2k on> on) 7

L{op fr ’p  dp

i {()s 2k <3n onads 4 ds Vos.

(2.57)

which means we now have an expression for the skew part.
This can be substituted into Eq. (2.52), which after some
calculations yields

WA, =200V, |2 (35 a_p_a_p U, Ty
2K on® on 2K 0s

(2.58)

Next, we can expand the skew-symmetrization and
perform the covariant differentiation using the product
rule, which gives three terms. These can be slightly
rewritten and combined in such a way that one arrives at

A
T
= hg |:I’lvﬂ <fTah"lf) — ngvl,S:| s (259)
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which agrees with Eq. (2.51), as one would expect. This
implies that the conservation equations derived from the
fluid equations of motion agree with the conservation
equations derived from the gravitational field equations.

G. Effective equations and dark sector interactions

The nonvanishing right-hand sides of the conservation
equations (2.51) and (2.59) demonstrate the nonconserva-
tion of the energy-momentum tensor of the fluid, a
common feature of theories with matter-curvature cou-
plings. One can study the effects of such additional terms in
the context of dark sector interactions by identifying
suitable energy-momentum tensor contributions. To arrive
at effective field equations, we begin with

f(R,T)=R+ f(R,T), (2.60)
with f; = fr and fgr = 1+ fx. This choice of function
will isolate the Einstein tensor. The field equations (2.20)
can now be written in a form similar to the Einstein field
equations:

1- dT 1-
G;w = KT/w - Eana_n (.guv + U,MUU) + Efg/w

- fRR/w - (g/wD - vﬂvy)fR’ (261)
with all terms due to the nonminimal coupling moved onto
the matter side of the equation. The first term on the right-
hand side is the fluid’s matter energy-momentum tensor.
The remaining terms are matter and geometry dependent
since f depends on the Ricci scalar and the matter tensor’s
trace. These remaining terms can be associated with dark
energy and dark matter. We note, however, that this split is
not unique. We set the dark energy part to be

1 /- - dT
TB}E ::2_K<f_ana_n>g/w'

This is motivated by the form of the cosmological constant
term Ag,, . Assuming that dark matter is pressureless, it is
reasonable to define the following dark matter part:

(2.62)

T

1 -
TB}V[ = _ﬂan_ v,u,. (2.63)

0
on
The remainder of Eq. (2.61) is an additional matter
component:

- 1 _
Thy =~ Ry + 9,0 -V, V,) r.

K

(2.64)

Using this notation, we can rewrite the field equations in a
convenient form:

G =k(T, +TOM+TOE £ T1,). (2.65)

One can immediately show that

v”TIJ;’/ = _ivauR == Qw (266)
which can be interpreted as an interaction vector Q,. For the
other components, one cannot derive an independent non-
conservation equation that only depends on that same
interaction. Therefore, using the above notation, we can
state that

VH(T,, + TOM + TOF) = -VHT), = Q0,.  (2.67)
Consequently, we have an interaction between the fluid, the
identified dark energy and dark matter components.
However, one cannot easily separate this interaction into
the more standard form where VATPM = —VFTDE, as
discussed, for example in [13,14]. This follows from our
fluid equations (2.25)—(2.28) that contain the geometrical
couplings, which imply that V¥T,, # 0. Even absorbing

T ,’:,, into either dark energy or dark matter will not change
this outcome.

III. SCHUTZ’S VELOCITY POTENTIALS
APPROACH

In this section, we work with the relativistic perfect
fluid Lagrangian given by Schutz [12]. We follow the
structure of the previous section to compare between the
two pictures and verify our approach of using the off-shell
Lagrangian. Here, the Lagrangian is given simply by
Liia = py/—g. The full description of the fluid is con-
tained in the velocity potentials. The four-velocity unit
vector is defined as a function of the independent variables
with U, =p (¢, +ap,+0s,)=p"'V,. The fluid
action for the relativistic perfect fluid in this approach is

Snuia = / Pl $)v/=gd*x. (3.1)

with y = /=¢**V,V,. Thus, while p is a potential in this
approach, it is not an independent variable. The indepen-
dent variables which we vary the action with respect to are

{9 a.p.$.0.5}. (3.2)

Here, the density is a derived quantity, defined by
p = pu(op/ou) — p. The Legendre transformation governs
the thermodynamic equivalence of the choice of u as a
parameter instead of n as in Brown’s fluid formalism. The
trace of the perfect fluid energy-momentum tensor takes the
form

0
T:—p+3p:—,u—z+4p.

: (3.3)
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We already notice here the analog between p and p in
Brown’s and Schutz’s formalisms, a feature that will
continue to emerge throughout the section. In a similar
fashion, we start by deriving the field equations and
equations of motion and show the on-shell reduction,
thermodynamic quantities, and conservation equations.

A. Gravitational field equations

We start again by varying the action for f(R, T)) model,
this time with a matter Lagrangian density given by
Eq. (3.1). We use our previous results in Sec. Il A since
the difference in this picture is only in the trace of the fluid
matter and the Lagrangian. We have

1 1
S = ﬂ/ |:fRR;w + (g/wD - VﬂvV)fR - Efg/‘”:|
x gy /gata+ o [ 10T =g
1
+ / \/__g |:5p — 5 pgﬂy5g””] d*x. (34)

The variation of the energy-momentum trace 67 can be
derived from Eq. (3.3):

dp  &p dp  Fp
oT = (322 — 2P s+ (422 - 5
( o ”aﬂ2>”+< os  Hosou)”

oT oT
= —o0pu +——90s, 3.5
T (3.5)
which is again the result that we should get. Since
W= -g"V,V,, we can find the variation by using

2udp = =V, V,8¢" —2¢"V 5V, (3.6)
V.V,
= du=——L"5g"
2
VI/
——[6¢,+ B da+adB,+s,60+05s,]. (3.7)
U

We substitute the variation du back in 6T to get the final
expression in terms of independent variables:

oT | 1 .
oT = — —EuUﬂU,ﬁg" -

U* (8¢, + poa+ asp,
a//t ] 5 5

oT
+ 5,60 + 96@,,)] + a—és. (3.8)
s

Similarly, we write out §p in terms of partial derivates of u
and s and use Eq. (3.7) to get

ap ap
op = Loy +Lss
P =50t T s

_op |l

= ~uU,U,6¢" + U*(6¢ , + B ,0a + adp,
ou |2

5,00+ eas,y)} + 3—p§s. (3.9)
: A

Now we collect all the terms and write the action variation
in terms of the independent variables:

1 1
= ﬂ/ \/__g|:<fRR;w + (guvlj - vuvv)fR —zfgﬂy)ég””

oT [ 1
+ fr { (_ E’MU” U,8¢" — U* (8¢, + f 60+ adfp, + 5,60 + 6’5s,,,))
o :

dp (1
+2x [— Z (EuUﬂ U,6¢" + U8, + B0+ adf, + 5,00 + %s,u))
u

We are ready now to retrieve the field equations and
equations of motion from the action variation. First, the
field equations can be read off from the §¢** terms and

substituting the definition of 7, to get

1
fRR;w + (gﬂl/D -V vl/)fR - Efg;w

oT
=«kT,, + fTu UU (3.11)

On the right-hand side, we get an extra term that depends
on the partial derivate of the function f(R, T) with respect
to T and the derivative of the matter trace with respect to the

oT
—0
+6s s}
aop 1 )
+£5s —Epg,w&g” Hd“x (3.10)

chemical potential p. This again suggests an effective
energy-momentum tensor given by

oT
Ir Lo,

ff _
Ty, =T, +% P 0

(3.12)
Notice that here the extra term couples to four-velocity unit
vectors U,U, but not the metric, which, by using the
definition of T,,, suggests an effective energy density
rather than pressure, given by

fr oT
Petf =P T 5 H—

: 3.13
"o (3.13)
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Not surprisingly, we get analogous results to that found in
the Brown picture. Here, we see the exchange of the
derived quantity between p in Brown’s picture and p in
Schutz’s picture led to the exchange of their effective role in
the field equations. The expression for p ¢ agrees with the
on-shell expression in the argument presented in Sec. I C.
Of course, one has to be careful when changing the
variables n and y; however, it should be clear at this point
that the trace coupling can only yield a contribution that
affects the energy density or the pressure.

B. Equations of motion

Before discussing the field equations and the effective
quantities further, we derive the fluid’s equations of motion
from the remaining variations in Eq. (3.10). By collecting
the terms for each of the five potential variations we get

sa: (];Z 35)( Up,) = (3.14)
56 ay[<?gT+3i> U”} —0,  (3.15)
50: (%%JFZ—Z)(UU%)ZO, (3.16)
5 a”[<£T3Z+Zi>U] -0,  (3.17)
5s: 0, K]gaa—:+gz>eu] +aap+ oo A
(3.18)

We can immediately see from Egs. (3.14) and (3.16) that
U’f,=0 and U”s, = 0. Further, by comparing these
equations with the ones obtained by Schutz [12], we are
tempted to redefine the parameter n from n = dp/du to be

6/4 2k 6/4
then we find from Eq. (3.17) that 0,(nU") = 0. Using this

relation and the product rule in Egs. (3.15) and (3.18)
allows us to write the equations of motion as

(3.19)

sa: Up, =0, (3.20)
56 Ua, =0, (3.21)
50: Uvs, =0, (3.22)
¢: 0,(nU) =0 (3.23)
op frdT
0, +— . 24
8s: nU + + 5T =0 (3.24)

The equations of motion (3.20)—(3.23) now match the
expected result found by Schutz [12] with the new definition
of n in Eq. (3.19). We see, however, that the entropy
variation §s leads to an additional term (2x)~!f;0T/ds
which is a result of the nonminimal coupling between
curvature and the matter trace. In fact, even the factor n
in Eq. (3.23) which ensures the conservation of the particle
number now depends on the nonminimal coupling between
R and T. Those effects will be discussed in more detail in
Secs. III D and IV.

C. On-shell fluid Lagrangian

We want to make sure again that we retrieve the on-shell
form of the Lagrangian when the equations of motion are
taken into consideration. We already have the off-shell
Lagrangian as

Sﬂuid:/p(,u,s)\/—gd“x off shell,  (3.25)

in the velocity potentials picture. But we see that if we start
with this expression, use p = pudp/ou — p, and then sub-
stitute Eq. (3.19) for dp/ou, we get

0
Stiuia = / py/—gdix = / (ﬂﬁ—p) V=gd*x

6l

2 aﬂ> _p> Vo'
Z/Mn\/—_9d4x—/(ﬂ+ﬁﬂaT>\/_d4

= / pny/=gd*x — / Pefi/—gd ' x, (3.26)
where we used the definition of p.y from Eq. (3.13).

Now, it can be shown from the definition of U, and using
the equations of motion that

U, =Uu"(p,+ap,+06s,) =-1, (3.27)

= U= UD¢.1/'

where we used Egs. (3.20) and (3.22). By substituting the
expression for y back in the action and using the product
rule of derivatives we find

(3.28)

/un\/:§d4x— —/nU”d)‘,,\/:g'd“x
= [ (v ), - plnv) )y
(3.29)

Now, we use Eq. (3.23) to eliminate the second term and we
are left with a total derivative

124073-10
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/yn\/:§d4x = —/(U”d)n)’y\/:gd“x
. / (Utpny/=g) ,d*x = O,

which vanishes under action variation. Thus, going back to
the action in Eq. (3.26), we end up with

(3.30)

Sﬂuid = — /peff\/—_gd“x on shell. (331)
Therefore, on shell, we do get back the expected expression
after utilizing the equations of motion. This not only
ensures the consistency of our results so far, but also
strengthens the argument that one indeed has to be careful
when working with the on-shell expression of the
Lagrangian as it only holds up when the equations of
motion are considered. However, when applying a variation
principle, one must resort to the off-shell Lagrangian to get
the full expression Eq. (3.10).

D. Thermodynamic quantities

The coupling with the matter trace in Brown’s picture led
to a modified expression for the chemical potential 1, which
we called p,. The thermodynamics relations infer that there
should be an analogous quantity in Schutz’s picture related
to the number density n. We already saw that the matter
trace coupling led to modified expression presented in
Eq. (3.19). We now introduce the thermodynamic quantity
n, where

(3.32)

We can find a deeper meaning for the quantity n, by
looking at the first law of thermodynamics where

dp = ndu — nTds; (3.33)

we see that letting the entropy change as a function of the
chemical potential allows us to write

(3.34)

which allows us to identify n, with an entropy contribution
that emerges from the coupling with the matter trace. The
entropy contribution can be further seen by considering
Eq. (3.24), where by using dp/ds = —n7 from the first
law, we have

froT
U0, —nT +11% —,
nUrl, -+ 2K Os
U6, =T -T,.  (3.35)

Here we used the definition for 77, given in Eq. (2.39) and
we get the expected result we found in the Brown picture.
We see again that the contribution to the temperature arises

from a geometric contribution due to the matter-geometry
coupling in f(R,T).

E. Conservation equations via field equations

We again check the consistency of our approach by first
deriving the conservation equations from the field equa-
tions in this section and then deriving them once more from
the fluid equation in the following section.

We derived Eq. (2.46) by taking the divergence of the
field equations. We now use the velocity potentials expres-
sion for Tf;fyf given by Eq. (3.12). As before, we take the
contraction in the fluid direction U and in the parallel
direction h%. Starting with the parallel contraction

UV = f L CUN,T
fTGT froT
[ — ’/v —l I/v
2k op UVon 2k 0s UtVes
froT
=21 UV, 3.36
wan U VH (3.36)

where the contracted derivative of the entropy term is
eliminated by the equation of motion (3.22). By substitut-
ing the expression for T¢I from Eq. (3.12) we get

aT
U'VHTSE = UPVFT, +U”V”< L o U,,UD)
2k
= U*V*T,, — uV* fTaTU _ﬁgy Vi,
2k ou 2k ou

(3.37)

where we used the identities U*U, = —1 and U*V*U, = 0.
Combining the two results for U*VFT¢ shows that

T
w29y
2k ou

which can be further simplified using Eqs. (3.19) and (3.23)
to get

U'VAT,, = (3.38)

UYVAT,, = -V <ap U > (3.39)

o

We already see that this result is different from the result
obtained in Brown’s Lagrange multipliers approach. The
parallel contraction vanishes there due to the extra factor in
the Brown’s T;ff being proportional to 4, while in the
velocity potentials’ Tfl,ff it is proportional to U,U,. Also,
the reader of [12] notices that this term vanishes in the
absence of couplings since dp/du = n which would satisfy
the equation of motion. However, the coupling between
geometry and matter trace in f(R,T) gravity introduces
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exactly the extra factor that contributes to the conservation
equations parallel to the flow lines.

Now, we contract in the perpendicular direction to the
flow. We want to show that 4 VFTS! = —(2c)~! frh4V, T.

By substituting the expression for Tffyf, we have

Ir

T
heVHT,, = —hLV* (’22 ‘3—U U ) A
K
oLy, L, G
K

where again we used the identity 724U, = 0. By expanding
the last term we find

fr

heVET ) = — a—UVU+ V + Vs

(3.41)

Using the identities hjh,, = hg,, and h,VFh,, =
hyU, VU, allows us to combine the first two terms.
After multiplying by 2k, the expression can be written in
a form similar to that in Eq. (2.51):

or oT
2Khlz/7vﬂTﬂv = —l’l’;_ fTavﬂ(h;wﬂ) +ngvus . (342)

We have obtained the two expressions for the conservation
equation parallel to the flow [Eq. (3.39)] and perpendicular
to the flow [Eq. (3.42)]. Now, we attempt to rederive the
same expressions using the fluid equation without resorting
to the field equations.

F. Conservation equations via fluid equations

We start working from the fluid equation for T, where
in this picture we have p + p = udp/ou. Then the diver-
gence is

9
VIT,, = V* <ﬂ£ U, U,,) + 9.V, (3.43)

and just like before we check the contraction in the parallel
and perpendicular directions. The contraction parallel to the
flow is trivial where

9
UYVHT,, = UVVH <Ma—p U,,UD> + UYg,, Vi p
m
9
— (ua—pUﬂ> + UV p. (3.44)
u

By expanding the derivative of the pressure and using
Eq. (3.22),

d
UYVHT,, = —V* <ﬂa—pU ) +U, —v
u

op
= —, VH
: <0MU>

which matches the result from the field equations in
Eq. (3.39), verifying our previous result that in this picture,
the parallel contraction of the energy-momentum diver-
gence does not vanish.

Now, we contract with /% to check the conservation
equations in the perpendicular direction:

(3.45)

r P
WeNHT,, = h |V (;40” U, Ub> + gV p}

op Jap
a—U ViU, + —

ap
\Z v,
o pts }

(3.46)

dp Jp
= 1| L () + 22,5 .
[0 i) + 220,

We can replace the partial derivatives of the pressure with

partial derivatives of the mater trace by invoking the
equations of motion Egs. (3.19) and (3.24):

or
fi _> ' (hmuu)

1 froT
( U'e, +2 s >V,Js}

=h [n(hﬂyvl‘,u + uVFh,, — U0,V s)

froT fTaTVUs}

ZOME (3.47)

2k ou 2k 0s

The term in round brackets vanishes [check Eq. (A44) in
Appendix A 5], leaving us with

oT
2Khl¢/7vﬂT/w = _hlzjf fTavﬂ( /,w/”‘) + fT v S:|

(3.48)

which matches the result of Eq. (3.42). Thus, we have
shown that our approach varying the action with the full
fluid Lagrangian is also correct in Schutz’s velocity
potentials picture.

With that we have strong confidence that the correct
approach to vary the fluid action is to use the full off-shell
fluid Lagrangian. We showed that this can be done in both
Brown’s approach with Lagrange multipliers or Schutz’s
approach based on velocity potentials. The results in both
cases are consistent and lead to the same conclusions.
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G. Effective equations and dark sector interactions

We reexamine the mapping of our results to dark sector
interactions. As before, we begin with f(R,T) =R+

f(R,T) and find the field equation

1. aT 1-
G;w = KT;w'l'EfTﬂaUyUu +§fg/w

- (R/w —+ g/u/D - vyvy)fR (349)
and now follow a slightly different approach to before.
The right-hand side contains an effective energy density
term, unlike the Brown approach where the extra term
contributed to the pressure. This means that the Schutz
approach yields an extra contribution which is pressure-
less. Let us therefore write

G, = x(TSF + T1,), (3.50)
where TZ_:D contains all other terms on the right-hand side
of Eq. (3.49). Here, the effective energy-momentum
tensor is as in Eq. (3.12), which means it contains the
standard fluid plus a dark matter contribution. This
formulation allows us to conclude that

_ 1 -
VAT = —VrTY, = —5F1VT=Q,. (3.51)
It would now be natural to interpret this as follows: The
effective energy-momentum tensor, which contains the
fluid and a dark matter contribution, is not conserved. It

leads to an energy transfer to T,J;D which we would then
interpret as the dark energy component.

The identification of the various terms with either dark
matter or dark energy is not unique as we have mentioned
before. However, using Schutz’s approach, one arrives at an
effective energy density which lends itself to be interpreted
as dark matter. In the other approach, see Sec. Il G, this
identification is not as direct. We would therefore conclude
that the fluid Lagrangian based on the pressure; this means
the approach by Schutz is preferable for a nonminimally
coupled dark matter model.

IV. IMPLICATIONS

In the following, we will state the main implications of
our work. From these implications, one finds that a vast
amount of work done in f(R,T) gravity needs to be
revisited or must be considered incorrect. The latter applies
to models linear in the trace of a perfect fluid energy-
momentum tensor or models of the form f(R,T)=
FO(R) + fA(T). Moreover, we provide a simple argu-
ment why models linear in 7 (or a perfect fluid) should not
have been considered in the first place as such models
cannot yield new physics.

A. Comparison with Harko ef al. [5]

In [5], Harko et al. introduced f(R, T) gravity in which
curvature is coupled to the trace of the energy-momentum
tensor of matter for several matter candidates, including a
relativistic perfect fluid. We have shown that in such cases
one has to ensure using the proper matter Lagrangian to
derive the field equations and equations of motion as
resorting to the on-shell Lagrangian does not give the full
picture. Thus, we start our investigation of the implications
of our results with comparison between the results in [5].

Using the field equation [see Eq. (11) in [5]] together
with Eqgs. (20) and (21) in [5] one arrives at

1
fRR/w + (g;wD - vyvv)fR - Efg/w

:KT;w +fT(p+p)UﬂUu' (41)
This field equation is similar, yet different from our result
using the velocity potential approach in Eq. (3.11) since

= (3,25
2Hou "2\

1 or 1 ap 2@
oy o>

)¢p+p, (42)

in general. However, it is possible to provide a partial fix to
the situation assuming fluids with constant entropy. In this
case, let us choose an equation of state p(u) which we
assume to be invertible so that we can find 4 = u(p). Since

the expression
1 3 ap ’p
2\ o # ou?

is a function of u, we can use the inverse equation of state to
reexpress this as a function of the pressure p. This means,
for given equation of state p(u) we can construct the

function
Pr=a\# ou H ou®

Let us now consider the energy density and pressure in
Eq. (4.1) and assume there exists an equation of state
p = p(p). If this equation of state satisfies

(4.3)

(4.4)

H=pu(p)

F(p) =p(p) +p. (4.5)
one would be able to reinterpret the results using a new
equation of state. The caveat of this approach is that it is not
clear whether the equation of state needed would be
physically meaningful. It so happens that the situation is
easier for linear equations of state and we can show
explicitly how to map the original equations to the
corrected field equations.
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B. Models of the form f(R, T)=f"(R) +f®(T)

The important question to ask now is how do the
modification inspired by considering the full fluid
Lagrangians affect f(R,T) gravity models. Let us sub-
stitute the ansatz f(R,T) = f(V(R) + f@(T) into the
gravitational field equations (2.20) [a similar argument
can be made for Eq. (3.11)] which yields

1 1
fg?l)RH” + (QWD -V V,,)fg) Ef“)g;w - Ef(z)g;w

=«T, (4.6)

——fr (g,erU U,).

We can now move the term § f?)g,, to the right-hand side
and note that the new left-hand side is equivalent to
standard f(R) field equations. We call the new right-hand
side the energy-momentum tensor of this model T,w which
means we have

1 ~
i R+ (0,0 = 9,90 f% =5 f Vg =T (47)
This is nothing but f(R) gravity with an usually con-
structed matter source. No background cosmological obser-
vation could ever distinguish this model from f(R) gravity,
see [15]. One might argue that perturbation theory can
come to the rescue; however, this is not the case. Any
perturbations in the quantities p and p could be reexpressed
in the original quantities, with no new information added.

C. Models linear in 7—A heuristic argument

The previous section shows that no model linear in 7 is
distinguishable from f(R) gravity. However, this is indeed
expected from first principles, whether one uses Brown’s
fluid approach or Schutz’s approach (or any approach
for that matter). That is because the trace of the perfect
fluid energy-momentum tensor in the action is given
T,/=g = (=p +3p),/=g, which is thus proportional to
—p+/9 and p,/=g. But these are the expressions for the on-
shell Lagrangian of a perfect fluid regardless of the full
fluid Lagrangian expression. Consequently, any model
using a linear trace coupling on shell must be equivalent
to a perfect fluid with rescaled pressure or energy density.
These are precisely our results of Eqgs. (2.24) and (3.13).
Say we start with a model of the form given in Sec. IV B

which is linear in T. Setting f(R,T) = f()(R) + 4T in
Eq. (2.24) yields
1 aT
- 4.8
Peit =P =5 X (4.8)

where y is some proportionality constant. One can check
that indeed such a model will merely affect the equation of
state and does not contain any new physics. We show this
explicitly by working, for example, with p = n!*", which

is well known to give the linear equation of state p = wp.
This follows directly from ndp/on = (1+w)p and
the definition of pressure. In this case T = —p +3p =
(=1 +3w)p and

oT
n—=0CBw-1)(1+w)p, (4.9)
and we arrive at
1
Dett = Wp, Where W:=w —2—)((3w -1 +w).
K
(4.10)

regardless of the complexity of the term w; all it did is to
simply redefine the equation of state parameter with the
same proportionality constant. Likewise, following Schutz’s
approach, we write p = u'*!/*, which allows us to get the
linear equation of state as p = p/w from p + p = udp/ou.
Then

aT 1
U— :;(SW— 1)(14+w)p.

W (4.11)

Similarly, we substitute this expression in Eq. (3.13) to get
the effective energy density, which becomes

1 or p 1
e Ry T MO
Per =Pt ab W+2K)(W(3w J(L+w)p
p
_ 4.12
2 (4.12)
w 1
where —=1+4+—y(CBw-1)(1+w), (4.13)
w 2K

which again shows that the linear trace of the energy-
momentum contribution only changes the equation of state.
Notice that in both Egs. (4.10) and (4.13) w reduce to w in
the small y limit, which is exactly the case of f(R) gravity
with the with p = wp. On the dynamical level, we get the
same field equations as f(R) gravity.

D. Models with linear equation of state

Since an f(R,T) model that is linear in the trace of the
energy-momentum only differs from f(R) gravity by the
equation of state, we investigate whether there is a relation
between the equations of state using the on-shell and off-
shell Lagrangian for this case. Let us start by assuming a
linear equation of state p = Wp in the incorrect matter term
of the field equations in Eq. (4.1). This yields an effective
energy density given by

petf—p+f (p+p) = ( fT( +W)>p, (4.14)

where the hat in p. is to indicate the effective energy
density obtained from Eq. (4.1). We can directly compare
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this effective energy density with that obtained in Eq. (4.12)
which is also derived considering a linear equation of state
p = wp. It is stated for a general f; as

peffz(wh(sw—l)(l ))p. (4.15)

This means that all results using a linear equation of state W
in the equations of [5] are equivalent to those we derived in
this paper using the mapping

(1+W):Lw(3w—1)(1+w) (4.16)
in the corrected equations. For example, the popular choice
of dust with W =0 would correspond to w = 41/+/3,
while W = 1/3 for radiation gives w = 1/9 +2/7/9.
Interestingly, the case for dark energy with W = —1
corresponds to either w = 1/3 or w = —1. Thus, the case
of dark energy using the original equations in [5] could
actually correspond to radiation in the corrected equations
using the Lagrangian with velocity potentials.

Clearly, Eq. (4.16) is singular in the limit w — 0 which is
expected as the energy density is derived from the pressure
in Schutz’s velocity potential formulation and therefore the
equation p = p/w becomes singular. This can be avoided
by working instead in Brown’s Lagrange multiplier for-
mulation using p.y from Eq. (4.10). Here, when w =0
we get

Sr
="p. 4.17
Pett 21<p ( )

This result is equivalent to starting with p = Wp and setting
w = 0 in the expression for Ww.

This tool allows us to salvage models with linear trace of
energy-momentum tensor in f(R,T) gravity by realizing
that such models only affect the equation of state which we
can readily map to the correct equations.

E. A brief note on cosmological applications

The original f(R,T) proposal [5] was motivated by
modifying the gravitational field equations for the late time
Universe. Assuming that the pressure of the fluid is
negligible at late times p =0, we will briefly consider
the equation of state p=n in Brown’s formalism.
Furthermore, we set f(R,T) =R+ F(T) to study the
effects of the trace coupling in the context of general
relativity. The effective energy-momentum tensor is readily
given by (2.23) with the effective pressure simply becoming

1
Peff = +§frﬁy (4.18)

where we used (2.12) to evaluate p.. Putting this effective
pressure into the acceleration equation of standard relativistic

cosmology yields
K 3
3 - =
—g P+ 3pen) = —¢ (p + 2Kfr/)>

i)

This yields a neat condition on the function f that corre-
sponds to cosmological epochs of accelerated expansion,
namely,

(4.19)

O\IK O\IN

2% fr<- (4.20)
However, this is completely expected for models of this type,
as suggested in Sec. IV B. Therefore Eq. (4.20) is nothing
but the condition wey < —1/3 rewritten in a way that
suggests that models of this form cannot contain new
information.

F. Nontrivial models

An immediate implication our work is that only models
where R and T couple directly will contain some potentially
interesting new properties for fluid models. More math-
ematically speaking, we require the function f to satisfy
Jf1r # 0. This follows from the conservation equation (2.46)
which we state again in a slightly different form:

- 1 aT

where we emphasize that the right-hand side now does
depend on the geometry through the Ricci scalar. In other
words, fr must be a function of R.

One of the most interesting aspects of models of this type
is that entropy perturbations could play a role in cosmo-
logical perturbation theory. Since U*V* Tf,ﬁ,t = 0 (as shown
in Sec. I1 E), these entropy perturbations would only affect
the perpendicular part of the conversation equation. In
Schutz’s velocity potentials approach, we also encounter
entropy perturbations. However, in this picture (as seen in
Sec. IITE), the perturbations affect both the parallel and
perpendicular directions of the conservation equation.

V. CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated the importance of using the
proper fluid Lagrangian when attempting to derive the
gravitational field equations from an action principle. The
use of the off-shell Lagrangian fully describes the fluid and
leads to the correct equations of motion. In contrast, we
showed that the use of the on-shell Lagrangian misses
physical contributions that emerge from the physical
variables, like entropy. Once the fluid’s equations of motion
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are derived from the action variation, they can be sub-
sequently used to retrieve the effective on-shell expression.

There does not exist a unique Lagrangian expression for a
relativistic perfect fluid, as several expressions lead to the
correct fluid equation. However, we have shown that one can
reach the same conclusions regardless of the Lagrangian
expression, given an appropriate off-shell Lagrangian is
considered. The field equations in the two approaches are not
identical, as can be seen in Egs. (2.20) and (3.11). However,
they contain the same physical information for a given
equation of state. This is in contrast to [6] where it is stated
that the field equations are identical. The inequivalence of
the field equations goes back to the choice of the derived
quantity. When varying the energy-momentum tensor, as is
required when trace couplings are considered, the variation
of the derived quantity (p or p) leads to second-order
derivatives in the other quantity; see Egs. (2.12) or (3.5).
The choice of the derived quantity depends on whether one
uses Brown or Schutz’s approach and thus leads to the, in
fact expected, difference in the field equations.

We have shown this by considering the fluid Lagrangian
given by Brown using Lagrange multipliers and also
Schutz’s Lagrangian expression using velocity potentials.
The former is considered better as all the independent
variables are explicitly expressed in the Lagrangian func-
tion and each variable is associated to a physical quantity.
Yet, the expression using velocity potentials is equally valid
and can have the advantage of having a simpler form to
work with as the variables are hidden within the velocity
function. By checking the conservation equations, we
notice that the divergence of energy-momentum tensor
does not vanish and indeed the coupling of geometry with
the matter trace leads to contributions that do not preserve
the conservation equations, most notably the entropy
contributions. It has been shown that entropy perturbations
in cosmological fluids are associated with large-scale
perturbations in curvature hypersurfaces in multifluid
interactions [16,17], a topic to be further investigated in
future work. The conservation equations have also been
verified by deriving them both from the field equations
and the fluid’s equations of motion, further confirming
their validity and internal consistency. Additionally, we
attempted to identify the new contributions with dark

matter and dark energy to better understand their possible
interaction. The Schutz formulation lends itself quite
naturally to yield a dark matter contribution.

The most significant implication of the findings is that
f(R,T) models with linear expressions of the matter trace
do not lead to new physics compared to their f(R)
counterparts. They only lead to modified equations of
state. Thus, studying the physics of nonminimal trace
coupling requires the consideration of strong geometry-
matter couplings or higher-order models. On a positive
note, this finding means that, since models liner in the
matter trace only affect the equation of state, we can map
the results from such models done using the on-shell
Lagrangian to the proper equations of state.

Our results apply to any modified theory of gravity that
contains nonminimal couplings with perfect fluid matter.
We expect that many results in this direction require a
careful reinvestigation.
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APPENDIX: DETAILED DERIVATIONS
Here, we show detailed steps of some of the derivations

presented in the main text.

1. Variation of the number density n

The variation of the number density n was taken in the
following steps. Starting with Eq. (2.2), we have

/_gleujv
/_g :

It is more convenient to vary n?, which gives

n =

(A1)
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A

1
on? = —g,, J'IS <—>
-9

_ggaﬁ5gaﬂ> JHJY

5(g) — 29_—";]”61”,

1 ’
2nén = —g,wJ”J”< (— 5 (Guap + g,,ﬂgm)fsg"ﬁ) - 29_LJ”5J"

g -g 2 q
5 (lﬁ J J J
= —J,,J”M+Lﬁég"ﬂ—2—”5]ﬂ
—g _ i
S 5q% /—gnU,)(\/—gnU /ZanU
e —( —gnUD)( /_gnUy) gaﬁ + ( g a)( g ﬁ) 5g(l/} _ Zw&]ﬂ
B - -9
nU
= nzgaﬁﬁgaﬂ + anaU/}(sgaﬂ - 2—”5Jﬂ,
-9

U
(9ap + UogUp)Sg™ — —=65J0.

= én =
V=9

[NSREN]

We use dn when we derive the variation of the trace of the energy-momentum tensor 67 in Brown’s approach.

2. Variation of Brown’s fluid Lagrangian
Starting from the variation of the fluid Lagrangian, Eq. (2.16), we have

8Lavia = —pOz/=g — /=96p + (@, + 50, + Pact})8I* + J+8(9 , + 5O, + Pacty,)
1 ap ap
=—p <—5\/—ggﬂyég/‘”) —v/=g (%611 + a5s> + (@, + 50, + ﬂAaﬁ,)éJ”
+ J45(¢, + 56, + Pacd).

Substituting the expression for én derived in Eq. (A2),
1 dp (n U op
SLoia = = PV/—99u098" — /=9~ | = U,U,)8¢" ——L-6J" ) —\/=g—6
fluid 2p gg;w g gal’l <2 (g,uy + u D) gﬂ \/_—g > gas S
+ (@, + 50, + ﬁAaﬁ,)b‘J" + o, + JHs80 , + JH0 65 + J”ﬂAéaf,‘, + J"aﬁtéﬁA)
dp

1 ap
= 5\/ _g<pgﬂl/ - l’l% (g/w + UﬂUU)>5g’ly + <0_}’l Uﬂ + ((p,ﬂ + sa,y +ﬁAaﬁt)>6Jﬂ

9
+ <J"9,ﬂ - ,/—ga—?> os +JHog , + JHs60 , + J"[)’Aéaﬁ + J“af},éﬁA.
Using integration by parts, we arrive at

1 ap 5 op
Lmia =5 V=9 <pg,w —no (G + U,,Uy))ég" + (5 U,+ (¢, +s0, +ﬂAaf,‘,)>5J"

9
V=g (wﬂe,ﬂ - a—i) Bs — T80 — (J¥s) .80 — (JB,) 00" + Jha,5p,,

which is the expression provided in Eq. (2.17).

3. Conservation equations via field equations in Brown’s approach
We show here the detailed derivation of Eq. (2.50). Starting from Eq. (2.49), we rewrite it as

oT oT
2h VT, = hEVH ( frn %) ~ frh*N,T + frn 1V D,

Next, use h”"V”h,w = U”V”U":
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oT oT
2Kh”"V”Tﬂ,, = hZV*‘ <an d—> — frh**V, T +frna—U"VﬂU", (A7)

n n

Therefore
oT oTr oTr oT oT
2kh**VHT,, = nhyV* <fT %> +fT%h;,V”n — frh" (%Vyn +gvbs> +ana—nU"VﬂU‘
a or o OT oT "

= I’lhﬂvﬂ (fT%) —le’l gvys +an%U”VMU . (AS)

Rename and lower one index:
oT or or
2KhavﬂT/w = nhgvy <fT %) - ngvas + an% U”VMUQ. (A9)

This is Eq. (2.50), given in the main text.
4. Conservation equations via fluid equations in Brown’s approach
We approach the perpendicular contraction by starting from the divergence of the energy-momentum tensor. First, we
show the derivation leading to Eq. (2.52), which is also given in [11]. The divergence of the energy-momentum tensor is
VTP =Vy(pUsUP) + V(p(g* + UUP)). (A10)

NOW apply h(lﬁ = g(lff + U(IU(T:

haovﬁTaﬁ = haa[vﬁ(pUaUﬂ) + vﬁ(p(gaﬂ + UaUﬂ))]
= hoolUUPN yp + pUNyUP + pUPN jU* 4 (g% + UUP)V 3p
+ pUNV4UP + pUPN 4U“). (A11)

Since h,,U* = 0, the first, second, and fifth terms in the square brackets vanish. We can write
haav/fTaﬁ - (UaUO' + gaa)[pUﬁvﬁUa + (gaﬁ + UaUﬁ)vﬂp + pUﬁVﬂU"‘]_ (Alz)
Now, apply the contraction and combine terms:

haavﬁTaﬂ = (UaUa + gan)pUﬁvﬁUa + (élﬁf + UUUﬁ)v/}p + (UaUO' + gaa)pUﬂvﬁUa
= (p+ P)(UaUs + 9o) UPV3U + (86 + U,UP)Vp
= (p+ p)UPVsU, + (8 + U,U")Vyp. (A13)

where we have U,V,;U* = 0. By substituting 4 = (p + p)/n, we get

haeVyT? = nuUPN U, + (85 + U,UP)Vgp
= n[UPV4(uU,) — UPU N gu] + (85 + U, UP)Vyp. (A14)

We now add terms +U”V,,(uUy) which allows us to antisymmetrize the first term:
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h(mv[)’Taﬁ = n[Uﬁvﬁ(/’lUU) -

dap
= 20U V() = iz == Vps.

‘We can now rename, lower, and raise indices on both sides
to get

5)
- —pVas.

th”Tﬂu = 2nUﬁV[ﬁ(ﬂUa]) s

(A16)

We can find an expression for the first term on the right-
hand side. First, consider the relation in Eq. (2.30):

Fp 9
uU, — £T<3 7@ a”)U F o+ 50, + Pact, = 0.

(A17)

Taking the skew part of the divergence of this equation,

0 0,
v[/i(MU(I]) vV} <fT <3 ﬁ__"i) a]> + v[/iq) a

+ V(560 4) + V[ﬁ(ﬁAaﬂ]) =0. (A18)
We multiply by 2U%:
2PV (U, — 2UPY (Z (3n ﬁ g—g)UaO
+ 2UﬁV[ﬂ(p,a] + 2Uﬁv[,,(s9,a]) + ZUﬁV[ﬂ(ﬂAaﬁd) =0.
(A19)
We note
2UPV 3 g = UP(VyV 0 = V.V y0) = 0, (A20)

U/}VG(MU/}) + Uﬂvrf(ﬂU[)’) -

= n|2UPV y(uU ) = Vou — UPU NV gy + (8 + U, UP)

= n |20V 4(uU,) = (5 + U,UP)Vpu + (8 + U,UP)

UPU,V yu) + (85 + U,UP)Vyp

1
= n|2UPVy(uU) + pUPN Uy + UPURN = UPU N g + (85 + U, UP) —~Vp

1
;Vﬂp}

1
" V/}P]

=n|20PV4(uU,)) - (8 + U, UP) (Vﬂﬂ —%Vﬁpﬂ

[ 1 1 1
= n |20V 5(uU,) — (5 + U,U”) <V/;(/) +p) =5 (p+p)Vpn —nV/;p>]
=n|2UV(uU,) - &h+uU, Uﬁ)<,116pvﬂn 1apvﬂs 2(p—|—p)Vﬂn>}

=n |20V 3(uU,) - &+ U, Uﬁ)lapvﬁs]

(A15)

2UPV 5(s8 4) = UP(V(50 4) — V(6 5))

= UP(VysV,0 + sV, V0
= VsV — sV, V,0)

= UP(VysV,0 — V,sV,0)

= -UPV,sV,0, using Eq. (2.27),

ZU/}V[/i(ﬂA“ﬁ]) = Uﬂ(vﬁ(ﬂAvaaA) - va(ﬁAv/iaA))

= UP(VPaVa* + p,V;V 0t
VAVt — B3V, V)

= Uﬂ(vﬁﬂAvaaA —VaﬁAv/i“A)

= UV yp,V 0 — UPN Vgt

=0, using Egs. (2.25) and (2.26).

(A21)
Thus, Eq. (A19) becomes
dp
208V 200V, (2L (3 —”——
UPVipulg) =20 [ﬁ( ( on* on Ue
- Uﬂvﬁevas =0. (A22)

Multiplying by n and using Eq. (2.29),

20UPY y(uU ) — 2nUﬂv[ﬁ<§T (3 32” 32>Ua]>

(A23)
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1 . oT
2nUPV (U ) = 2nUPV, (2T (3 g—p—g—g Ua]> + (a—p——fT a_) V,s. (A24)
n

Now substituting back in Eq. (A16) gives

2
A —2nUﬂVw(fT (3 a_p 6_p> Ua]) + (a_p_ifTaT>vas_a_pvas
s s s

2 on® on ds 2" 0 0
_2nUﬁvV,( r (3 ZTP Z—Z> Ua]> —%Z—fvas
= ZnUﬂVVj<fTZZ;U ]> ;ZaaTV s
= nUﬁV/,(];—Zg—TU > —nUﬂva<gg—ZUﬁ> Z‘Zv s

froT JroT JroT fTaT JroT
=nU’U,V UPV,U, —nUPU4V, - UV, U — Vs, A25
- ﬂ(2 on o 2k on pUa =1 b 2k on "ok on P kos (A25)

where, since UV, U; = 0, we get

h4NHT,, = nUPU, V4 <fT aT) +n SroT E UPV,U, + ndlV, (fr 0T> _QO_TV ;

2k on 2k on 2k on 2k ds
froT froT _froT
= nh’v UPY U —V, A26
ﬁ(z on) T 2o U Vla s Ve (A26)
Thus,
oT oT
2;<h,V,wT,w:thv,,<fTa—> +nfTa—U/”v,}Ua fT v,,s (A27)
n n

which is Eq. (2.59).
One can rewrite this using /2’ v, h = UPV,4U, to get

T
WUhNVIT,, = nhbhV, (f T 3_n> +rfr _hdv” e = fr —v ’

d

— aho| pf L I

= nha <h(;Vﬂ <fT aﬂ) + I’lfT on vﬁhg) f’r s V N

oT aT
— aho B —f
= nhQVﬂ (ho'fT an> fT s vas

aT aT
= hg (”Vﬁ <hgfr %> —Jr s Vas> ; (A28)

which is a much nicer way to present the term for the divergence perpendicular to the flow.

5. Conservation equations via fluid equations in Schutz’s approach
We show how the conservation relation for the effective energy-momentum tensor in Eq. (2.46) can be verified using the

fluid equation. While the parallel contraction is trivial, the perpendicular is not and we present a detailed account of it here.
Now, for the perpendicular contraction, we want to show that

1
heNHTS = —5e frhiV,T. (A29)
K

Starting from the effective fluid equation,
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VT = Vi (unU,U, + pg,,)

= unU,V*U, + nU,U,N"u + g, V¥p,  (A30)

heNFTS = unU, hsNPU, + hiV,p
P P
= unU, U, + 1225 4 1 2P
au as

oT
= unU,h,N*U, + nhyV o u — fr ot

2k ou
froT
Sl AV
2k os eV

= unU,WN*U, + nhiN u — nU*0 1oV s
fr

—=hiV,T.
IR

AN

—nU*0 kN s —

(A31)

We find that the last term is exactly what we seek and thus
we need to show that

unU,heNPU, + nhiV pu — nU*0 ;hiV,s = 0. (A32)

If we evaluate VU, we find

ViU, = V*(u="(0,¢ + ad,p + 60,s))
=~ 2(d,¢p + ad,p + 00,5)V'u
+pu~(0"0,¢ + 0"ad, B+ ad*d,p
+ 04005 + 009,s)
== 'U VU4 5 (040, + a0, p

+ ad"d,p + 00,5 + 00"0,s). (A33)

and this means we have

uU,N*U, = =U,UN*u+ U,0"0,¢p + U,0"ad,fp
+ U,a0"9,p + U,0"00,s + U,00"0,s
=-U,U,V'u+U,0"0,¢ + U,a0"9,p

+U,0'00,s + U,00'0,5, (A34)

where we used Eq. (3.21) to write U,0"a = 0. Now, using
the equations of motion and the product rule, we find that

V,(UVta) =0= UV, Va =-VaV,U,. (A35)
Similarly, one can show
UV Vg =-VrpV, U, (A36)

U/, Vs = -VisV, U, (A37)
We also have
U Vi = —u, (A38)
= V,(U,V"¢) = ~,u. (A39)
UNNV'p ==V u—-VrpV, U,. (A40)

Now, we can use Egs. (A40), (A35), and (A37) to write
Eq. (A34) as
wU,V*U, =-U,UN*u -V, u—V,U, V"¢
-V, U,(aV'p) + U, V*6V,s =V, U,(6VFs)
=-U,UV'u-V,u+UN"oV,s - V'V, U,
=-U,UV'u-V,u+U,N*OV,s —uU*Vv,U,
=-U,UV!'u—=V, u+U,N"V,s. (A41)

We can now substitute this expression in Eq. (A31). We get

heNVETE = nhy (—U, U, NV#u =V oy + U,NV*OV,5)

+ nh4V,u — nU*0 iV s — g eV, T,
K

pwerstt = Ty 1 (A42)

2K

where hLU, = 0. We indeed get the result expected.
In general, we notice that we have a relation

Ry (uU,VFU, +V,u— U, V*0V,s) =0,  (A43)

which is useful when deriving the conservation equations.
This term can also be written as

hy(uU N*U, +V = U, V*OV,5)

=hy(uVH(U,U,) + g, V'u—U,N OV, s)

= h(uV* (U, U, + g) + (G + U U,) VFu = U, V#0V s)
=g (uVF yy + hy V= U0,V ,5), (A44)

where we used the fact that the covariant derivative of the
metric vanishes and AU, = 0.
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