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Abstract

In the first-order formalism, the Einstein–Hilbert action can be modified by the
addition of a Holst term multiplied by the Barbero parameter α. This modification
breaks parity although it does not affect the equations of motion. We show that
the standard Komar charge is also modified by the addition of a topological term
multiplied by the Barbero parameter α. For the Killing vector that generates time
translations, the value of the Komar integral at infinity is modified by the addition
of a term proportional to the NUT charge N and the parity-breaking Barbero pa-
rameter. Thus, as in the standard Witten effect, a non-vanishing NUT charge N
induces a non-vanishing mass −αN.
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1. Introduction. The second-order Einstein–Hilbert (EH) action is the simplest non-
trivial diff-invariant action one can write for the gravitational field. It leads to equations
of second order in derivatives of the gravitational field (the Einstein equations) and it is
natural to ask if it can be modified adding other diff-invariant terms while preserving
the second-order degree of the equations of motion.

As Einstein himself soon discovered, the simplest modification that satisfies this
condition is the addition of the cosmological-constant term. As a matter of fact, in
d = 4 dimensions, the only other diff-invariant terms that one can add are either
topological (the Gauss–Bonnet and the Euler 4-forms) or boundary terms that do not
modify the equations of motion [1].

The first-order (Palatini [2]) formalism turns out to offer more possibilities because
one can use terms that would vanish for the Levi–Civita connection but do not vanish
off-shell, for a generic connection. In d = 4 dimensions, these are the Nieh–Yan [3, 4]
and Holst (H) [5] terms. The first is quadratic in torsion and vanishes for the torsion-
less Levi–Civita connection. The second is proportional to a term that becomes the
Bianchi identity of the Riemann curvature (i.e. when the connection is the Levi–Civita
connection). They differ by a total derivative.

Although, out of all these possible additions, only the cosmological term modifies
the Einstein equations, all of them give non-trivial contributions to the Noether–Wald
charge.1 In this letter we will only consider the H terms, not just for the sake of sim-
plicity, but because, as we are going to show, the H term is the analogue of the parity-
breaking, topological, θ-term, θF ∧ F, that one can add to the Maxwell Lagrangian
F ∧ ?F. As we are going to show, this similarity between the H term in gravity and the
θ term in electromagnetism implies that their presence also has similar effects.2

2. The Einstein–Hilbert and Holst terms. In the first-order formulation, the Vielbein 1-
form ea ≡ ea

µdxµ and the Lorentz connection ωab ≡ ωµ
abdxµ = −ωba are independent

variables. The Lorentz curvature 2-form is in our conventions3

Rab = dωab −ωa
c ∧ωcb. (1)

In differential-form language, the 4-dimensional first-order EH action can be writ-
ten in the form

SEH[e, ω] = − 1

16πG(4)
N

∫
M

ea ∧ eb ∧ R̃ab(ω), (2)

1See Ref. [9] for a comprehensive and pedagogical review. On the other hand, using the “gravity as
a gauge theory of the Poincaré group” approach one can show that the list of terms one can add to the
first-order action in d = 4 dimensions that we have given above is exhaustive.

2Interestingly, the Host term can be supersymmetrized [6, 8, 7]. In the last of these references it was
also shown that, in the supergravity context, the NUT charge is associated to the supersymmetrization
of the Holst term.

3Our conventions are those of Ref. [12]. Notice that the Lorentz connection with the Minkowski
metric in tangent space ηab. Thus, if its torsion Ta ≡ −Dea = −

(
dea −ωa

b ∧ eb
)

vanishes, it is the Levi–

Civita connection and the Lorentz curvature 2-form is equal to the Riemann tensor Rµν
ab = Rµν

ρσea
ρeb

σ.
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where G(4)
N is the 4-dimensional Newton constant and where we have defined

R̃ab ≡ 1
2 εabcdRcd. (3)

Under an arbitrary variation of the Vielbein and connection

δS =
∫ {

Ea ∧ δea + Eab ∧ δωab + dΘ
}

, (4)

where

Ea = −2eb ∧ R̃ba, (5a)

Eab = −εcdabTc ∧ ed, (5b)

Θ = −1
2 εcdabec ∧ ed ∧ δωab. (5c)

The equations of the Vielbein Ea = 0 imply that the Einstein tensor vanishes. These
are not yet the standard Einstein equations. The equations of the connection Eab = 0
imply that the torsion vanishes.4 Therefore, the connection is the Levi–Civita connec-
tion and, upon the use of this solution in the equations of the Vielbein, we recover the
Einstein equations.

The H action [5] was originally introduced to provide a Lagrangian origin for the
Hamiltonian variables introduced by Barbero in Ref. [13] to solve some of the problems
of Ashtekar’s variables [14, 15]. It can be obtained by replacing in the EH Rab by R̃ab

( ˜̃Rab = −Rab)

SEH[e, ω] =
1

16πG(4)
N

∫
M

ea ∧ eb ∧ Rab(ω), (8)

and it leads to

Ea = 2eb ∧ Rba, (9a)

Eab = 2T[a ∧ eb], (9b)

Θ = ea ∧ eb ∧ δωab. (9c)

The equation of the connection has the same solution as in the EH action but, sub-
stituting into the Vielbein equations, these (and the whole H action) vanish identically

4In components, they read
εcdabT[e f

cηg]
d = 0. (6)

Contracting with εe f gh they reduce to
T[cd

aηa]
h = 0. (7)

Setting d = h we get Tcd
d = 0 and substituting back into the above equation this result we get T = 0.

3



by virtue of the Bianchi identity5

eb ∧ Rba = 0. (11)

As noticed in Ref. [11], the replacement Rab → R̃ab interchanges equations of mo-
tion and Bianchi identities and can be seen as gravitational electric-magnetic duality
transformation. It also changes the parity of the action: the EH action is parity-even
while the Holst action is parity-odd. If the EH term is seen as the kinetic term of the
gravitational field, it is natural to regard the H term as the analog of the θ-term in the
Yang–Mills theory. They can only be defined in 4 dimensions.

In the first-order formalism we can combine these two actions, breaking parity,
introducing the so-called Barbero parameter α6

S[e, ω] =
1

16πG(4)
N

∫ {
−1

2 εabcdea ∧ eb ∧ Rcd + αηab cdea ∧ eb ∧ Rcd
}

. (13)

As we are going to see, this action leads, again, to the Einstein equations. However,
the H term will modify the definition of some of the conserved charges and our goal
is to find the Komar charge for this combined action. To this end, we are going to use
the standard techniques, summarized, for instance, in Ref. [16]

3. The Komar charge. Under a generic variation of the fields, the action Eq. (13)
transforms as

δS =
∫ {

Ea ∧ δea + Eab ∧ δωab + dΘ(e, ω, δω)
}

, (14)

where, defining
Xabcd ≡ −1

2 εabcd + αηab cd, (15)

and, ignoring the overall normalization factor
(

16πG(4)
N

)−1
, the equations of motion

of the Vielbein and spin connection are

Ea = −2Xabcdeb ∧ Rcd, (16a)

Eab = 2XabcdTc ∧ ed, (16b)

while the presymplectic potential is given by

Θ(e, ω, δω) = Xabcdea ∧ eb ∧ δωcd. (17)
5This identity follows trivially from the Ricci identity

[D,D]ea = −Ra
b ∧ eb, (10)

and from the absence of torsion.
6Notice that

ηab cd = 1
2 (ηacηbd − ηadηbc), ⇒ ηab cdea ∧ eb ∧ Rcd = ea ∧ eb ∧ Rab. (12)
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The equation Eab = 0 is solved by T[a ∧ eb] = 07 which, as we have see, is solved,
in its turn, by Ta = 0 so that the connection is, again, Levi–Civita connection. If we
substitute this result into the Vielbein equations Ea, the term coming from the H action
vanishes identically by virtue of the Bianchi identity Eq. (11) and we end up with the
usual Einstein equations.

The H term in the symplectic prepotential does not vanish, though, and it will
generate a new term in the Komar charge.

The action Eq. (13) is invariant under general coordinate transformations up to a
total derivative:

δξS = −
∫

ıξL. (18)

The left-hand side of this equation can be computed particularizing the general varia-
tion of the action in Eq. (14)

δξS =
∫ {

Ea ∧ δξea + Eab ∧ δξωab + dΘ(e, ω, δξω)
}

, (19)

and using in it the transformations of the Vielbein and connection δξea and δξωab.
As explained, for instance, in Ref. [17], these transformations must take into account
the induced (or compensating) local Lorentz transformations and, taking into account
the possible torsion of the connection as in Refs. [18–20],8 can be written in the form
Eq. (61) and (62), which we rewrite here for convenience

δξea = −
(
Dξa − ıξ Ta + Pξ

a
beb
)

, (20a)

δξωab = −
(

ıξ Rab +DPξ
ab
)

, (20b)

where Pξ
ab is a local Lorentz parameter given in Eq. (59) that we also write here for

convenience:
Pξ

ab = D[aξb] − ξcTc
[ab]. (21)

As shown in the Appendix, these definitions guarantee that, when ξ is a Killing
vector k (i.e. it leaves the metric invariant) that also leaves the torsion field invariant,
the above transformations vanish identically.

We get

δξS =
∫ {
−ξa

[
DEa − Ec ∧ ıaTc + Ebc ∧ ıaRbc

]
− Pξ ab

[
Ea ∧ eb +DEab

]
+d
[
Θ(e, ω, δξω) + Eaξa + EabPξ

ab
]}

.
(22)

7Contracting it with εabe f on obtains a similar equation with different coefficients multiplying ηab cd
and εabcd. The new equation can be combined with the old one to get that result.

8We review the derivation of these transformations for the current setting in the Appendix. We stress
that the connection in the covariant derivative D has torsion.
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Then, we obtain two Noether identities:9

DEa − Ec ∧ ıaTc + Ebc ∧ ıaRbc = 0, (26a)

E[a ∧ eb] +DEab = 0, (26b)

and an off-shell-closed 3-form current

J[ξ] = Θ(e, ω, δξω) + Eaξa + EabPξ
ab + ıξL. (27)

The off-shell closure of J[ξ] implies that it is locally exact

J[ξ] = dQ[ξ], (28)

where
Q[ξ] = −Xabcdea ∧ ebPξ

cd, (29)

is the Noether–Wald charge of this theory.
By construction

dQ[ξ] = J[ξ] = Θ(e, ω, δξω) + Eaξa + EabPξ
ab + ıξL, (30)

and, on-shell and for a Killing vector k it is not difficult to see that it is on-shell closed10

dQ[k] .
= 0, (32)

where .
= indicates an identity which may only be satisfied on-shell.

9Noether identities are guaranteed to be satisfied off-shell, but their proofs provide good tests of our
calculations and our understanding. Using the identities

Dea + Ta = 0, (23a)

Ra
b ∧ eb −DTa = 0, (23b)

DRab = 0, (23c)

the first of these identities can be cast in the form

− ıa

(
2Xcde f Te ∧ ed ∧ Re f

)
= 0, (24)

which is manifestly true. The second Noether identity is proportional to

2X[acdegb] f ec ∧ Rde ∧ e f = 0, (25)

which is also manifestly true.
10The Lagrangian is proportional trace of the Einstein equations

ea ∧ Ea = 2Xabcdea ∧ eb ∧ Rcd = 2L, (31)

and, therefore, the Lagrangian and its inner product with k vanish on-shell.
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Thus, in this case, we can identify

K[k] .
= −Q[k] (33)

where K[k] is the on-shell-closed generalized Komar charge.11

This generalized Komar charge contains two pieces: the standard GR’s Komar
charge plus a term proportional to the Barbero parameter. The term proportional
to the Barbero parameter is a sort of magnetic dual of the standard Komar charge.

In order to show this, it is convenient to rewrite the terms appearing in it. First,
using the fact that the torsion vanishes on-shell, we rewrite Pk ab in terms of the com-
ponents of the exterior derivative of the 1-form dual to the Killing vector k̂ = kµdxµ

as
Pk ab

.
= D[akb] =

1
2(dk̂)ab, (34)

Then, the standard GR’s Komar charge coming from the EH action is

− 1
2 εabcdea ∧ ebPk

cd = − ? dk̂, (35)

while the term coming from the H action is

αηab cdea ∧ ebPk
cd = αdk̂. (36)

Recovering the overall normalization, the total generalized Komar charge can be
written in the form given by Prabhu in Ref. [22]12

K[k] =
1

16πG(4)
N

{
− ? dk̂ + αdk̂

}
. (37)

The first term in this expression is the standard on-shell (i.e. dynamically) closed
Komar charge 2-form of GR [29]. The second, new term is topologically closed and, if
integrated over 2-spheres it gives zero unless the expression dk̂ is just the local form of
a closed but non-exact 2-form. The two terms are essentially identical to those whose
integrals give the electric and magnetic charges in electromagnetism ?F and F with
F = dA locally.

4. Generalized Komar integrals and the Smarr formula of the Taub–NUT solution.
The integral over the 2-sphere at infinity S2

∞ of standard Komar charge associated to
the Killing vector that generates time translations (in a stationary solution) gives M/2,
where M is the ADM mass. Since the second term in the generalized Komar charge
Eq. (37) is the magnetic dual of the standard Komar charge, it is natural to expect that

11The fact that the generalized Komar charge is on-shell closed is often referred to as conservation,
but it is more appropriate to say that it satisfies (the analog of) a Gauss law. See the discussion in the
introduction of Ref. [21].

12the modification of teh Komar charge due to the Holst term has also been studied in Refs. [23–25].
See also Refs. [26–28].
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its integral will, instead, give the magnetic dual of the ADM mass, which has been
customarily identified with the NUT charge. Thus, it is natural to test this Komar form
on the Lorentzian Taub–NUT solution [30, 31], which can be cast in the form13

ds2 = λ(r)(dt + A)2 − λ−1(r)dr2 −
(

r2 + n2
)

dΩ2
(2), (38a)

λ(r) =
(r− r+)(r− r−)

r2 + n2 , (38b)

A = 2n (cos θ + s) dϕ, (38c)

r± = m± r0, r2
0 = m2 + n2. (38d)

For s = +1,−1, the solution has a Misner-string singularity [32] over the z > 0
and z < 0 axes, respectively, while for s = 0 there are Misner-string singularities in
both axes. The value of the parameter s can be changed by a change of coordinates.
However, solutions with a different value of s should not be considered as physically
equivalent because the coordinate transformations that relate them are large gauge
transformations.

Misner showed in Ref. [32] how to construct a singularity-free solution gluing the
singularity-free z ≥ 0 region of the s = −1 solution to the the singularity-free z ≤ 0
region of the s = +1 solution along the hypersurface z = 0, where the t(±) time
coordinates of the s = ∓1 solutions are related by the coordinate transformation

t(+) = t(−) + 4nϕ, (39)

which, demands, by consistency, that the time coordinate is periodic with period 8πn.
Thus, the price of removing the string singularities in this way is the introduction of
closed timelike curves among other pathologies.

It has recently been shown in Ref. [33] that the Misner-string singularities of the
original Taub–NUT solutions are actually very mild (they are transparent to free-falling
particles, for instance). This makes it possible to study their physics consistently. For
instance, it has been shown that taking the contributions of the strings into account, one
can arrive at a consistent thermodynamic description by Euclidean [34] or Lorentzian
[35] methods. Here we want to revisit the derivation of the Smarr formula of [35] using
the generalized Komar charge Eq. (37).

The Smarr formulae satisfied by the thermodynamic functions and charges of the
stationary black holes of a given theory can be derived by integrating the (on-shell van-
ishing) exterior derivative of the generalized Komar charge of the theory associated to

the Killing vector k that becomes null over the horizon k2 H= 0, K[k] over a spacelike
hypersurface Σ3 connecting a section of the event horizon (preferably the bifurcation
surface BH in bifurcate horizons) to the sphere at spatial infinity S2

∞ and using Stokes
theorem [37–41]. Since, by construction, ∂Σ3 = BH∪S2

∞, taking into account the differ-
ent orientations of the two components of the boundary, we get a relation between two

13Here and in what follows we are setting G(4)
N = 1.
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generalized Komar integrals:14

0 =
∫

Σ3
dK[k] =

∫
BH

K[k]−
∫

S2
∞

K[k]. (40)

In absence of H term (α = 0), the integral over the bifurcation surface is naturally
expressed in terms of thermodynamical properties of the horizon: temperature T and
entropy S in the case at hands (pure GR). The result is just ST. The integral at infinity
is naturally expressed in terms of the conserved charges associated to k: ADM mass M
and angular momentum J. The result is M/2−ΩJ where Ω is the angular velocity of
the horizon.

Substituting in the above identity we get the standard α = 0 Smarr formula

M/2−ΩJ − ST = 0. (41)

As noticed in Ref. [35], in the s = ±1, 0 Taub–NUT spacetimes (Ω = J = 0), the
boundary of Σ3 contains additional contributions associated to the string singularities
and the Smarr formula15∫

BH
K[k]−

∫
S2

∞

K[k] +
∫

string+
K[k]−

∫
string−

K[k] = 0, (42)

where string ± stands for the strings in the ±z > 0 semiaxes, when they are present.
The integral over the string in the ±z > 0 semiaxes are naturally expressed in terms

of the Misner potentials of the strings ψ± times a conjugate charge N± (the Misner string
strength) and one arrives at the α = 0 Smarr formula [35]

M/2− ST − ψ+N+ − ψ−N− = 0, (43)

that can be checked by using the explicit values of the variables

M = m, (44a)

T =
κ

2π
=

1
4πr+

, (44b)

S = π(r2
+ + n2), (44c)

ψ± =
κ±
4π

=
1

8πn(1± s)
, (44d)

N± = −2πn3(1± s)2

r+
. (44e)

14The generalized Komar integral at infinity can actually be performed over any sphere of finite
radius. Since it satisfies a Gauss law, it gives the same value, which must be independent of that radius.

15It has been recently shown in Ref. [36] that, if we use instead Misner’s construction, the string
singularities unavoidably reappear in the spacelike hypersurfaces. Thus, we must always consider their
contribution.
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The presence of the H term (α 6= 0) does not modify the Smarr formula Eq. (43)
because the standard homogeneity arguments tell us that there will not be a new term
proportional to α.16 The values of charges and thermodynamic potentials as functions
of the integration constants m and n may be modified, though. For instance, the ADM
mass will still be given by the integral

M ≡ 1
8π

∫
S2

∞

K[k]. (45)

However, K[k] contains a new term and the relation between the ADM mass and the
parameter m in the solution Eq. (38) will differ by a term proportional to α. The same
will happen to other physical quantities of the Taub–NUT solution.

Since the term proportional to α in K[k] is closed by itself, we can simply compute
the integrals of that term over the same components of the boundary. The sum of these
contributions vanishes by itself (Stokes theorem) and the Smarr formula Eq. (43) will
be satisfied once again.

Let us first consider the integral at spatial infinity. We can use this integral as the
definition of the NUT charge N:

N ≡ − 1
8π

∫
S2

∞

dk̂. (46)

For k = ∂t, the integrand is the pullback of dk̂ = λ′dr ∧ (dt + A) + λdA and, then,
at spatial infinity dk̂ → dA. The integral of dA over the 2-sphere (at infinity or any-
where else) is identical to the integral of the electromagnetic field of a Dirac monopole
over a 2-sphere and it can be performed in the same fashion: if we use the Wu–Yang
description, we integrate 2nd [(cos θ − 1)dϕ] over the string-free θ ≤ π/2 hemisphere
and that of 2nd [(cos θ + 1)dϕ] over the string-free θ ≥ π/2 hemisphere and sum the
results. If we use the Dirac description, we integrate 2nd [(cos θ − 1)dϕ] over the whole
2-sphere minus the region θ = π− ε surrounding the string lying in the z < 0 semiaxis
or we integrate 2nd [(cos θ + 1)dϕ] over the whole 2-sphere minus the region θ = ε
surrounding the string lying in the z > 0 semiaxis or we integrate 2nd (cos θ ∧ dϕ) over
the whole 2-sphere minus the regions θ = ε and θ = π − ε both strings and we let
ε→ 0 in the result. Either way, we get

N = n, (47)

so the ADM mass now becomes

M = m− αn = m− αN. (48)

16There will be a term of the form Φαδα in the right-hand side of the first law, though. The mechanism
is the same that, in theories containing scalar fields, leads to terms of the form Σδφ∞ [46].
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This result gives rise to a gravitational version of the Witten effect [42]: the Taub-
NUT solution with m = 0 has a non-vanishing ADM mass M = −αN.17

Let us now compute the other integrals.

The integral over the bifurcation sphere of dk̂ vanishes identically because λ
H
= 0

and dr H= 0:
1

8π

∫
BH

dk̂ = 0. (49)

When there is a string lying on the z > 0 semiaxis (s = +1), the contribution of
the string must be computed as the integral over the cone t = constant, θ = ε of the
pullback of dk̂ = λ′dr ∧ (dt + A) + λdA, with A = 2n(cos θ + 1)dϕ from r = r+ to
r = ∞:

1
16π

∫
string+

dk̂ =
1

16π

∫
string+

[
λ′dr ∧ A + λdA

]
=

1
16π

∫
string+

[
λ′2n(cos θ + 1)dr ∧ dϕ− 2nλ sin θdθ ∧ dϕ

]
=

n
8π

(cos ε + 1)
∫

string+
dλ ∧ dϕ

=
n

8π
(cos ε + 1)

∫ λ=1

λ=0
dλ
∫ ϕ=2π

ϕ=0
dϕ

=
n
4
(cos ε + 1)

−→ n
2

.

(50)

The same result is obtained when the string lies in the z < 0 semiaxis or when there
are two strings, if one takes into account correctly the orientation. Thus, the values of
the terms ψ±N± are shifted by αn/2 and, since, due to their definition, ψ± should not
be affected by the new term in the action, the change must be due to the change in the
value of N±:

N± = −2πn3(1± s)2

r+
+ α4πn2(1± s). (51)

As we have briefly mentioned before, now the entropy is a homogeneous function
S(M,N±, α) and, although the Smarr formula does not acquire any terms proportional
to α, there will be a new term in the first law

δM = TδS + ψ+δN+ + ψ−δN− + Φαδα (52)

17A similar effect may be produced by the introduction of a topological Euler-density term in the
action [43]. The Euler-density term would be the analog of the θ-term if the EH term was the analog of
the standard Yang–Mills kinetic terms, which is not, but it leads to similar results. The combined effect
of the H and Euler-density terms has been considered in [45, 44].
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where the new chemical potential Φα is defined by

Φα = T
∂S
∂α

. (53)

The calculation of that partial derivative is quite involved, since we must take into
account that both m and n are functions of the thermodynamical variables M,N± and,
in particular, of α. Thus,

∂m
∂α

=
∂(M− αn)

∂α
= −n− α

∂n
∂α

, (54)

and ∂n/∂α can be found by taking a partial derivative with respect to α in both sides
of Eq. (51), using the above result and solving for ∂n/∂α. The final expression for Φα

is a complicated and not too illuminating function of m, n and α.

5. Discussion. In this paper we have shown that the strong parallelism existing be-
tween the Holst term in first-order gravity and the θ-term in Yang–Mills theories leads
to a gravitational analog of the Witten term sourced bow by the NUT charge, for which
there is a very natural definition Eq. (46) that strengthens its interpretation as a “mag-
netic mass.”

It would be interesting to apply these ideas to find a good definition of the topolog-
ical charge carried by the The Gross-Perry–Sorkin KK monopole (or Euclidean Taub–
NUT solution) [47, 48]. Work in this direction is currently underway.
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Appendix Under an infinitesimal GCT generated by the vector field ξ the metric trans-
forms as

δξ gµν = −Lξ gµν = −ξρ∂ρgµν − 2∂(µξρgν)ρ. (55)

The partial derivatives can be replaced by the Levi-Civita covariant derivative,
which gives the standard expression

δξ gµν = −2∇L−C
(µ

ξν), (56)

but, when we use a metric-compatible but torsionful connection we arrive to the ex-
pression

δξ gµν = −2∇(µξν) + 2ξρTρ(µν), (57)

and the Killing vector equation takes the form

∇(µkν) − kρTρ(µν) = 0. (58)
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In this context the momentum map associated to the vector ξ tat enters in the
definition of the parameters of the compensating Lorentz transformations σξ

ab takes
the form

Pξ ab = D[aξb] − ξcTc[ab], (59)

and
σξ

ab = ıξωab − Pξ
ab, (60)

where ωab is the (torsionful) lorentz (spin) connection.
Following the general recipe, the transformation of the Vielbein under GCTs is given

by
δξea = −Lξea + σξ

a
beb = −

(
Dξa − ıξ Ta + Pξ

a
beb
)

, (61)

and it is not difficult to see that it vanishes identically for Killing vectors because it is
proportional to the Killing vector equation (58).

Using the same rule we find

δξωab = −
(

ıξ Rab +DPξ
ab
)

. (62)

In the torsionless case, one can show that this expression vanishes identically for Killing
vectors because it is the integrability condition of the Killing vector equation or, equiv-
alently, of the condition δkea = 0. In the torsionful case, the integrability condition of
δkea = 0 with δξea given by Eq. (61) is

Dδkea = − (ıkRa
b +DPk

a
b) ∧ eb − δkTa, (63)

where we have defined, following the general rule,18

δξ Ta = −Lξ Ta + σξ
a

bTb, (65)

where σξ
ab is the parameter of the compensating or induced local Lorentz transforma-

tion in Eq. (60).
Thus, δkea = 0 implies δkωab = 0 if δkTa = 0. Since the torsion is an independent

field, it is clearly necessary to demand its invariance as one of the conditions that
ensure that δk is a symmetry of all the fields of the theory. In other words: we must
demand Killing vectors which also leave the torsion field invariant.

18Observe that this rule is consistent with

Tµν
a = Tµν

ρea
ρ, (64a)

δξ Tµν
ρ = −Lξ Tµν

ρ, (64b)

δξea = −Lξ ea + σξ
a

beb. (64c)
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Finally, we notice that the same rule leads to a transformation of the curvature
consistent with the Palatini identity

δξ Rab = Dδξωab = −D
(

ıξ Rab +DPξ
ab
)

, (66)

which vanishes identically for Killing vectors that leave invariant the torsion field.
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