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We investigate the Stephenson-Kilmister-Yang (SKY) gravitational Lagrangian in the framework
of SO(3,1) gauge theories. It is proved that by an appropriate choice of dynamical variables this
theory can be cast in a Hamiltonian form. Thirty-six dynamical variables X k(a)ug),Y"“’“B) resemble
the electric field and the magnetic induction in Yang-Mills theories of internal symmetries. Their
evolution is governed by a Maxwell-type system of differential equations. There are 16 constraints
for the initial values of the dynamical variables, of which 10 are first class and 6 are second class.
The full gauge group of the theory is parametrized by 13 “functions” on spacetime and is essentially
larger than the 10-parameter full gauge group of generic SO(3,1) theories of gravity. Additional 3-
parameter gauge transformations in the set of field variables are generated by a nonstandard action of
Lorentz boosts. There are 3 gauge variables related to these transformations. Only 10 of the 13
gauge transformations act independently in the set of dynamical variables. Therefore the theory has
36 —(16+10)=10 independent degrees of freedom in the phase space. It is also shown that the SKY
gravity naturally couples to matter Yang-Mills fields maintaining all of its features. A brief discus-
sion of a conceivable coupling with vector matter fields is presented.

I. INTRODUCTION

There are at least two reasons why quadratic Lagrang-
ians became a field of profound interest in gravitation.

(i) First, the development of gauge theories of internal
symmetries in elementary-particle physics inspired
research in gauge formulations of the Einstein theory.!
This inevitably led to the Sciama-Kibble-Trautman gauge
approach to gravity and to the replacement of standard
Riemann-Einstein  spacetimes with Riemann-Cartan
geometries.”? ™ *

Treating tetrad and connection coefficients as indepen-
dent variational potentials we take torsion and curvature
as corresponding field strengths and then the gravitational
Lagrangian L is an invariant density constructed from
tetrad and connection coefficients as well as from their
first partial derivatives. The field equations follow from
the Einstein-Palatini variational principle with the tetrad
components e(")# and the connection coefficients T' #(am)
as independent variational potentials. Therefore we have
two subsets of field equations:

(El)k(a)ZSL /Se‘“’kzo .
(E2)" oy py=8L /8T, *P =0 .

(1.1a)
(1.1b)

Such a picture is standard in contemporary SO(3,1) or
SL(2,C) gauge formulations of gravity (cf. papers by
Trautman,” Hehl, von der Heyde, and co-workers,%’
Tseytlin,® Ivanenko and Sandanashvily,”’ Ne’eman,
Szczyrba,!! Antonowicz and Szczyrba,'? Blagoevi¢ and
Nikoli¢,'*''* and Grensing and Grensing!®) and the most
natural gravitational Lagrangian for such a theory is con-
structed from the scalar curvature R and invariants quad-
ratic in torsion and curvature. Several such quadratic La-
grangians were-proposed and examined in the literature
(Yang,16 Fairchild and co-workers,'”!® Hehl, von der
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Heyde and co-workers,® Nieh and Rauch!® Neville,?® Sez-
gin and van Nieuwenhuizen,?! Hayashi and Shirafuji,?
Miyamoto, Nakano, Ohtani, and Tamura,?> Fukui and
co-workers,?* and Schweitzer?®).

Some authors investigated classical solutions of such
theories (spherical and axially symmetric, plane waves):
Baekler-Yasskin,?® Hehl and co-workers,?”"?® Lenzen,?
Baekler,’® McCrea,®® Benn, Derelli, and Tucker,*?
Zhang,’®* Mielke,* Chen, Chern, Hsu, and Yeung,’
Cannale, De Ritis, and Tarantino,® and Miiller and
Schmidt.?” Others discussed the linear approximations of
particular theories and their particle spectra: Sezgin
and van Nieuwenhuizen,?! Hayashi and co-workers.?2~%
Problems related to the Birkhoff theorem were investigat-
ed profoundly by Rauch and Nieh® in a general case, and
by Riegert* in conformal gravity. Strominger®® proved
the positive-energy theorem for a special quadratic La-
grangian.

(i) Second, essential difficulties in the quantization of
Einstein’s gravity have stimulated interest in higher-order
gravitational Lagrangians built from invariants of the cur-
vature tensor. In the 1960s DeWitt*! suggested that
quadratic terms in the gravitational Lagrangian may cure
the divergence problems. Detailed calculations on the re-
normalizability of higher-order Lagrangians in gravity
were performed by Stelle,*> Julve and Tonin,** Salam and
Stradthdee,** Tomboulis,*> Hasslacher and Mottola,*
Fradkin and Tseytlin,*’ Kaku,*® Boulware, Horowitz and
Strominger,49 and Kawasaki and co-workers.’® The most
recent results in that direction and a comprehensive bib-
liography can be found in Refs. 51-56.

Let us observe an essential difference between classical
(i) and quantum (ii) approaches to quadratic gravitational
Lagrangians. In the classical SO(3,1) gauge picture the
tetrad and connection coefficients are treated as indepen-
dent variational potentials and torsion appears naturally
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in the theory. In the papers devoted to quantum aspects
of the problem the Einstein-Hilbert picture prevails. The
connection coefficients are computed from tetrads (from
the metric) by means of the Levi-Civita formula. Space-
time is always Riemannian and torsion is absent.

To be precise there are, however, some papers devoted
to the quantum aspects of the gravitational theories with
torsion®®?! but Riemann-Cartan spacetimes are not very
popular in quantum gravity yet.

On the classical level the field equations derived from
the Einstein-Hilbert (EH) and Einstein-Palatini (EP) vari-
ational principles are not equivalent (only for the Einstein
Lagrangian in vacuum do they lead to the same field
equations). Let us take as an example the Stephenson-
Kilmister-Yang (SKY) Lagrangian

L =%‘/—‘8Raﬁ,uvRaBuv . (12)
In the Einstein-Hilbert picture spacetime is Riemannian
and we get the following system of fourth-order equations
for the components of a metric:

‘%[Vﬁva(R VBa/.t+R yBaV)+%gva aﬁETRaBef

—RP R5]1=0. (1.3)

In general, the Einstein-Palatini approach gives rise to
spacetimes with torsion. If we consider, however, a spe-
cial case of Riemannian spacetimes satisfying the EP vari-
ational equations for the SKY Lagrangian then we get the
system

VoR P =0,

%guvR aﬁETRaBef_R aﬁ#rRaﬁVTZO .

(1.4a)
(1.4b)

It is easy to see that on the level of Riemannian space-
times the EP SKY equations (1.4) have fewer solutions
than the EH SKY equations (1.3). On the other hand, the
SKY equations in a Riemann-Cartan spacetime have ad-
ditional solutions with torsion and we may conclude that
the sets of solutions for EP and EH SKY equations are
completely different.

First-order theories derived from the Einstein-Palatini
variational principle can be cast in a Hamiltonian form
based on the natural symplectic (Poisson) structure in the
set of all conceivable configurations of their fields.!!"!?
For second-order theories a general symplectic-
Hamiltonian formulation has not been presented in the
literature yet. Efforts of several authors have not given
rise to any essential progress in that field.’~>° The for-
mula for the symplectic two-form seems to be particularly
elusive. Recently, however, the present author has found
a new approach to the problem that enabled him to define
a symplectic two-form for any gravitational theory with
second- (and higher-) order Lagrangians, find appropriate
dynamical variables for the theory in question, as well as
write the dynamical and constraint equations in terms
of these variables. Moreover, a complete canonical
classification of Lagrangians quadratic in the curvature
tensor has been accomplished.®

The results of that paper correspond to Boulware’s
analysis of quadratic Lagrangians in gravity.>* Taking
into account these two papers we may state that both the

EP and EH variational principles give rise to infinite-
dimensional Hamiltonian systems. Thus, both approaches
are acceptable from the physical point of view, especially
if quantizations of those systems are considered.'

The SO(3,1) theories, however, form a much richer
class and their dynamics reveals many interesting
features, which has not been observed for systems of the
EH field equations. Without any doubt peculiarities of
the SO(3,1) dynamics have their counterparts in the struc-
ture of supergravity theories, which are considered to be
much more viable than SO(3,1) models.

In the present paper we study the SKY system in
Riemann-Cartan spacetime. In spite of a strong degenera-
cy of the SKY Lagrangian our analysis leads to a reason-
able and consistent dynamical picture. These results
question arguments given by some authors? against SKY
gravity, which in our opinion are based on an incomplete
analysis of its structure.

In view of present results we may expect to have an
ample class of SO(3,1) theories with a consistent dynam-
ics. Some of them share certain characteristics of SKY
gravity®? and others are different.®

Now we outline the results of the present paper.

For a fixed slicing of spacetime in a family of three-
dimensional surfaces we take the following quantities as
the dynamical variables:

(1.5a)
(1.5b)

k ) k
X% ap=—CRaypr"
Yk(a)(B)zéekuvR\ (@B
[The caret over the symbol of a geometric object denotes
its components in a special coordinate system compatible

with the slicing (cf. Appendix A).] We may write Egs.
(1.4a) in Maxwell form:

" DoXx X ayp=€“"(* D, +3,InN)( Yapzn) »
" DX ¥ arm=0 .

(1.6)
(1.7)

Here §,<,—=(§)'”2§,j is the three-metric density of weight
— 1 on slices and the covariant 3-derivatives fDo and ﬁk
are defined in Appendix A.

The relations between the connection coefficients and
the curvature tensor give rise to the second pair of the
Maxwell equations:

Tﬁo Yk(a)(B): —GkuU(Tﬁu +au lnN)(Xr(a)(B);m) ,
Tb\k Yk(a)(ﬁ)____.o .

(1.8)
(1.9)

The system (1.6)—(1.9) resembles the Maxwell form of the
Yang-Mills equations with XX corresponding to the
electric field EX, and Y*'®'® to the magnetic induction
B*A,

Equations (1.4b) can be formulated as constraints for
the dynamical variables

— & X apY! PP =0,

Xk(a)(B}XS(a)(B)‘*‘ Yk(a)(g)YS(a)(B)ZO .

(1.10)
(1.11)

Therefore we have 18 4+ 18=36 dynamical equations (1.6)
and (1.8) for 36 dynamical variables (1.5) as well as
6 + 9=15 constraints (1.7), (1.10), and (1.11) for the
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dynamical variables. [Equations (1.9) follow from the Bi-
anchi identities and therefore they do not bring any new
information.] As we show in Sec. V this system of con-
straints is incomplete. There exists a sixteenth constraint
providing the time conservation of (1.11).

Such a formulation of the dynamics is very elegant.
Only the role of the metric density z; seems to be un-
clear. We prove in Sec. V that this quantity can be deter-
mined algebraically in terms of the dynamical variables
and their spatial derivatives up to a conformal (scale) fac-
tor 7. The function 7 satisfies a first-order partial
differential equation on slices, which can be solved by the
method of characteristics. Therefore the metric density
Zij on slices can be treated as a quantity depending func-
tionally on the dynamical variables and on the lapse N (N
enters the above-mentioned partial differential equation
for 7). Now the constraints are consistent with the dy-
namics and the formal initial-value problem is well posed.

In order to determine the number of independent de-
grees of freedom of the theory in question we have to
know the full group of its gauge transformations. SO(3,1)
theories are always invariant with respect to local Lorentz
rotations and the action of the diffeomorphism group of
spacetime. Surprisingly, the gauge group for SKY gravity
is essentially larger. We have the following set of gauge
transformations preserving the set of solutions: (i) DiffM
transformations with 4 gauge variables N and N*; (ii)
standard SO(3) rotations with 3 gauge variables [o/@?);
(iii) standard boost transformations with 3 gauge variables
n'?; (iv) nonstandard SO(3) rotations with 3 gauge vari-
ables expressed by three of nine triad components & '?;;
(v) nonstandard boost transformations with 3 gauge vari-
ables ['0'©'9, The detailed analysis shows that in the
space of the dynamical variables X k(a)(g,, Yk(@B) only the
transformations (i), (i), and (v) act independently. These
transformations correspond to 10 gauge variables N, N¥,
£0'@® which appear in the dynamical field equations.

Eventually, we have 36 dynamical variables subject to
16 constraints and 10 gauge transformations. That
means, we have 36—(16 4+ 10)=10 independent degrees
of freedom in the phase space (five degrees of freedom in
the configuration space).

The fact that SKY gravity is a direct gravitational
counterpart of Yang-Mills theories of internal symmetries
is evidently seen when we couple these two fields. Such a
system is naturally consistent for the energy-momentum
tensor of the Yang-Mills fields is symmetric and traceless.
Coupling SKY gravity to other matter fields causes some
problems but even those can be overcome. We discuss
these questions in Sec. VI.

The present paper is the first of a planned series devot-
ed to the dynamics of quadratic Lagrangians in space-
times with torsion. It is based on ideas and methods
developed in our previous papers devoted to the dynamics
of SO(3,1), SL(2,C), and GL(4,R) gauge theories of gravi-
ty.!112,64-66  The analysis of general gravitational La-
grangians performed in Refs. 11, 12, and 65 indicates that
for particular Lagrangians the problem of dynamical vari-
ables, their evolution, constraints, gauge transformations,
and independent degrees of freedom should be studied for
each case separately. Even in the Einstein-Cartan theory

with tensor or spinor matter fields the situation is essen-
tially different for different matter Lagrangians.®* 1266

The analysis of the SKY theory confirms this point of
view. Here, new gauge transformations appear of which
the nonstandard action of boosts is the most interesting.
This gauge invariance induces three new gauge variables
£09@,_ [In the Einstein-Cartan (EC) theory these quanti-
ties are determined as functions of the dynamical vari-
ables and the translational gauge variable N.] Also the
role of the three-metric g;; on slices is different in both
theories. In the EC theory gj; are dynamical quantities.
In SKY gravity, on the contrary, they are not dynamical
and can be determined by means of the dynamical and
gauge variables.

We may expect that for other gravitational theories the
dynamical picture has its own features and such an
analysis for various classes of gravitational Lagrangians
will be the subject of our subsequent publications.®> Espe-
cially interesting is the case of Hehl-von der Heyde-type
Lagrangians with dynamical torsion whose Hamiltonian
analysis has recently been accomplished.®

The Hamiltonian dynamics of quadratic Lagrangians in
gravity was also discussed by Blagoevi¢ and Nikoli¢.!> '
These authors separated subclasses of Lagrangians qua-
dratic in torsion and curvature that have the same types
of primary constraints. Unfortunately, they did not
present a complete set of constraints restricting the discus-
sion to the secondary ones. Our analysis of the SKY
theory, where a nontrivial tertiary constraint appears,
shows that higher-order constraints are essential in the
dynamical picture.

Finally, we would like to say a few words about the
history of the Lagrangian (1.2). The essential paper that
led to further investigation in this direction was that by
Yang.'® Observing that the field equations in gauge field
theories of internal symmetries can be treated as condi-
tions for sourceless fields

a)\j‘lkyzo ,
where
f”L'u:aAAI”—a‘uA“"—f—CILMALAAM“ ,

Yang derived Eqgs. (1.4a) as the conditions for a sourceless
GL(4,R) gauge field represented by the Levi-Civita con-
nection of a metric on spacetime. Yang’s paper inspired a
series of publications devoted to the system (1.4a).
Pavelle®”®® observed that this system had already been
proposed by Kilmister and Newman® in the 1960s. Later
Hehl with collaborators® added one more name as they
discovered Stephenson’s’® contribution to the problem (see
also Higgs™). Pavelle,’”% Ni,”! and Thompson® proved
that all vacuum solutions of Einstein’s equations satisfy
(1.4a). Ni gave a more profound analysis of the problem
pointing out that all vacuum solutions of the Einstein
theory with a cosmological constant as well as all solu-
tions of Nordstrom’s theory satisfy (1.4a). Moreover,
other non-Einsteinian solutions for (1.4a) were
found 6768 71—74

These papers proved that the system (1.4a) does not
satisfy the Birkhoff theorem. In particular, the two-



354 VICTOR SZCZYRBA 36

parameter family of solutions discussed in Ref. 73 con-
tains the Schwarzschild metric and all metrics of this fam-
ily except the Schwarzschild one have ‘“naked” singulari-
ties as » =0. The system (1.4a) has a lot of unphysical
solutions even for the stationary SO(3)-symmetric case.
The situation changes if we consider the complete system
(1.4a), (1.4b). Baekler, Hehl, and Mielke?’ found all tor-
sionless spherically symmetric solutions for the SKY sys-
tem (1.4). They are the Schwarzschild—de Sitter, Nariai
and Ni metrics (see also Refs. 26 and 75).

Therefore the complete SKY system (1.4) has a much
more reasonable set of solutions than the original one
(1.4a) and can be taken as the basis for a physical theory
of a model character. On the other hand, such a reason-
able reduction of the set of solutions may be considered as
a strong argument in favor of the Einstein-Palatini varia-
tional principle in gravity.

Notation. Throughout the paper greek indices run from
0 to 3, latin indices run from 1 through 3. D, denotes the
SO(3,1)-covariant derivative and Astrictly corresponds to
D, in Refs. 64, 65, and 12. D, and D, are SO(3)-
covariant derivatives on the surfaces of the slicing. In
Refs. 64, 65, and 12 they were denoted by capital script
characters. The dagger-covariant derivatives Tﬁo and
*Izjk are defined in Appendix A. The reader should take
into account the difference between ﬁ;t and *ﬁ;t opera-
tors. The symbols z; and #4;; are used to denote tensor
densities of weight —1 on three-dimensional slices. In
contrast to Refs. 64, 65, and 12, in the present paper ten-
sor densities of weight + 1 are denoted by roman charac-
ters and not by script ones.

II. THE COVARIANT FORMULATION OF THE SKY
THEORY OF GRAVITY

We start with the following gravitational Lagrangian:

L =%eR(a)(B)uvR<a)(B>#v . (2.1)
Its Euler-Lagrange equations read
(ED*q=8L /8¢, =V =0, (2.2a)
(E2)*aypy=8L /8T ;P
= —D,(eR 4 p"")=0. (2.2b)

Here
A A pl@Xn vy (@)
Viar=1ee "R """ 1R )" —eR (u)n™ "R 7 et a)
(2.3)

is the canonical energy-momentum tensor of the gravita-
tional field. This quantity is symmetric and traceless.

A very important question is whether the system of
variational equations (2.2) has any solution. Recently,
some interesting results in that direction have been ob-
tained by Baekler and co-workers,?’—3° McCrea,’! Benn,
Derelli, and Tucker,*? and others.*>~3¢ In particular, the
following duality principle was proposed in Refs. 27 and
75. If we define the involutive double-dual operation for
the curvature tensor

*R lr(a)(B)#v:%e(a)(ﬁ)(p)(a)eR{P)(a)fweuww (24)

then the field equations (2.2b) can be rewritten as

(@)(p) ,
— Le@ipipaDp*R*'171P =0 . (2.2v")

On the other hand, the energy-momentum equations
(2.2a) read

(E1 )HV: —el +R(a)(B)vw "R (@B

+ " Ria)pwe TR PH)=0 , (2.2a")

where

iR (a)(ﬁ)vw: —;—(R (al(B)vwi,*R *(a)(B)vw) ,

are the self- and anti-self-dual parts of the Riemann ten-
sor, respectively. We see that for self- and anti-self-dual
curvature tensors the field equations (2.2a’) are satisfied.
Moreover, in this case Eqgs. (2.2b’) are satisfied by virtue
of the Bianchi identities for the Riemann tensor. We con-
clude that the vacuum SKY equations have at least two
subclasses of solutions consisting of self- and anti-self-dual
connections. In a special case of vanishing torsion we
have, from (2.4),

*R *a/}/“,:R a pEE %(811”8/3‘,_.8[1‘/8/9# )R

—(8%R.f—8°,R,P+8° R,*—8°.R.,%) .

(2.4

Therefore for Riemannian spacetimes the self-dual
geometries satisfy the equations

R,*—18%R =0. (2.5)

By virtue of the contracted Bianchi identities (2.5) are
equivalent to

R, *=constx 8%, (Einstein spaces) . (2.5")

Similarly, for the anti-self-dual Riemannian case we get
R =0, C%v—=(Q (Nordstrom spaces) ,

where C """ is the Weyl tensor.

We conclude that the vacuum SKY equations have at
least two series of solutions: Riemann-Einstein and
Riemann-Nordstrom spaces. For spherically symmetric
geometries the converse result is also true.”” The solu-
tions of the vacuum SKY equations belong to self- or
anti-self-dual geometries. Therefore the corresponding
metrics are Schwarzschild—de Sitter or Nariai in the first
class and the Ni metric in the latter.

III. THE FIELD EQUATIONS IN THE (3+1)-FORM

The gravitational momenta for the SKY Lagrangian
(2.1) read

PY s =0L /3T, B )=eR(0yp)*" , (3.1a)
UM o)=03L /3(3;e'*,)=0 . (3.1b)
In the (3 + 1) formulation we have!!%*
P = —2 Riayposg **
g e (3.2)

D A~ I~ —_— —
PPy =€ Ry pymnE 8™ .
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Let us introduce the very convenient notation

X ayp=P % ap , (3.3a2)
Yk(a)(B)=—;—Ekuvﬁ (a)(B)w , (3.3b)
R @B, =€ Y @B (3.3b")

We show that by means of these variables the field equa-
tions can be written in an elegant Maxwell-type form.
The quantities X%, and Y*'®® may be considered as
counterparts of the electric field EX, and the magnetic in-
duction B*4 in Yang-Mills theories.”®

The equations (E1)°, =0 read

— & X axp Y/ P =0 . (3.4)
If we define the symmetric tensor density of weight 2,

Ch=e[(ED 2 " +g ME1 0], 3.5)
then 6 equations

ck=0 3.6)
are equivalent to 7 equations

(E1)°0)=0, (ED¥,=0. (3.7)

This fact is due to the vanishing of the trace of the gravi-
tational energy-momentum tensor (2.3).

Taking into account relations (B2) and (3.3b’) we write
(3.6) in the explicit form

Ckssz(a)(B)XS(a)(B)+ Yk(a)(B)YS(a)(ﬁ)
=0. (3.6")

Because of the symmetry of the gravitational energy-
momentum tensor the equations (E 1)%0)=0 are
equivalent to (3.4). The equations (£2)%g), =0 read

Tﬁpo(o)(b)ZO . (3.8a)
The equations (E 2)%a) =0 read
"D, XP a5 =0 . (3.8b)

From the equations (E2)¥s=0 we get the first part of
the dynamical “Maxwell equations™

"DoX ¥ arp=€"(" Dy + 3. 0NN Y (ypgn) - (39

The definition (3.3) and the Bianchi identities for the
Riemann tensor (A24) give rise to the second part of the
dynamical ‘““Maxwell equations”:

FDoY @B — e, 43, InN) X @P Z,) .  (3.10)
The corresponding equations for potentials read
Thof @B = _ x (B Zik - (3.10)
From the Bianchi identities we get the relations
"hyke@B =g, (3.11)

which are the counterparts of (3.8).

The covariant dagger derivatives ' Dy, and D, are
defined in Appendix A. We also note the following rela-
tions resulting from (A20):

Yk(a)(ﬁ) Ekuv(Tﬁu fv(a)(ﬁ)_'fﬁvf\u(a)(ﬂ)) .

Now we discuss the symplectic dynamics of the system
(3.4), (3.6), and (3.8)—(3.10). It is known'"!? that for a
general SO(3,1) gauge theory of gravity the gravitational
symplectic variables are

0k  s(a) POk (@B (@)
U % 0),8 4, P % oy, Dk P M (4,0 @

(3.12)

1
4

(3.13)

The quantities n‘® are the direction coefficients of the

tetrad field e‘®, with respect to the vector field N normal
to the slicing of spacetime. Their conjugate momenta
M, are given by linear combinations of (EZ)O(O,W, the
symplectic variables 0 %,),2 @, P % 5,04 PP as well
as their spatial derivatives. The detailed formulas are
presented in Appendix B.

For the SKY Lagrangian the general approach present-
ed in Refs. 11 and 12 should be simplified and modified.
In this case we have primary (kinematical) constraints
(3.1b) that lead to the relations

0 %,,=0 (3.14)

The symplectic form on the initial surface o reads
UX,X;5)= fn[51ﬁ % gy A 8,1 (4P
+8: Mg A1 @ldx ' Adx? Adx3 .
(3.15)

Here 8P % p, 8,04 P, 8;My,, &n@, i=1,2
represent vectors X; tangent to the space of geometric
configuration of the system. The symbol A denotes an-
tisymmetrization with respect to the subscripts 1 and 2.

The symplectic analysis of the kinematical structure of
the Yang theory shows the following. (i) Equations (3.4)
and (3.8b) are symplectic constraints; they are called the
spatial translational Hamiltonian constraints and SO(3)-
rotational Hamiltonian constraints, respectively, and are
typical for any SO(3,1) gauge theory of gravity; it is im-
portant that the left-hand sides of these constraints are
functions of the dynamical symplectic variables

Xk and £y @P (3.16)

and they do not depend on M,. (ii) For general SO(3,1)
gauge theory the left-hand sides of Egs. (3.8a) depend on
the dynamical symplectic variables 0 Ok 4y, @@, POK oy B)
f‘k(”)‘ﬂ ), their spatial derivatives as well as on the momen-
ta M. For the SKY Lagrangian, however, the left-hand
sides of constraints (3.8a) are functions of the dynamical
symplectic variables (3.16) (no dependence on M(,)). We
show later that these three additional constraints on the
SKY theory are related to additional three-parameter
gauge transformations and to three additional gauge vari-
ables [0,
Now we discuss the dynamics of the theory.
(1) It foHows from (3.8) and (B1) that the dynamics of
the quantities M, is trivial. That is,
M,H=0. (3.17)

The symplectic constraints (3.17) give rise to a degeneracy
of the symplectic two-form Q on the space of solutions
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and the corresponding gauge subspace is generated by the
action of standard boost transformations in the space of
the symplectic variables (3.13). We do not discuss this
problem in detail because it is typical for any SO(3,1)
gauge theory of gravity and has been explained profound-
ly in Refs. 11 and 12.

(2) In the space of dynamically admissible initial data
on a surface o the constraints (3.17) hold and therefore
the momenta M, as well as their conjugate positions n )
are eliminated from the symplectic two-form Q. The re-
duced system of symplectic variables is (3.16).

(3) Equations (3.4), (3.6), and (3.8) are constraints for
the reduced symplectic variables; Eqs. (3.9) and (3.10)
govern their dynamics.

(4) Because Egs. (3.4) and (3.8b) are Hamiltonian con-
straints they are preserved in the process of evolution by
virtue of the contracted Bianchi identities.!""'> Moreover,
the time-maintenance conditions for (3.8a) are
(E1)%4)=0, which are equivalent to (3.4).

(5) The time-maintenance conditions for the constraints
(3.6)

DoCc*=0 (3.18)

together with the dynamical equations (3.9) and (3.10) as
well as with constraints (3.4) give rise to the following sys-
tem of algebraic equations for the three-metric density &;;:

Ak:pq;pqzo ) (3.19)
Here
Ak0a_ keapy s Wy 0 e pk e, (3.20)
and
W=D, Y @B 45— Y DB T DX i)
(3.21)

Now we discuss the algebraic equations (3.19). First of
all, we observe that the tensor density (of weight 2) W,7
has the properties

Wz V= Wzﬁs

W,%=0 . (3.22)

These properties follow from (3.4) and (3.8).
Therefore the tensor density (of weight 3) 4 %79 has the
following properties:

k k
Akpa— _ gpaks

3.23
AkquzAskpq:Aksqp . (3.23)

Moreover, it follows from (3.4) that W, do not depend

on the connection coefficients 7,”;. Therefore we may

write
W,i=

1
2

. 4 . P A
(D, Y DPX 45— Y VP LD, X ()

(3.21)
|

a~

where £,7, is a fixed (auxiliary) symmetric 3-connection
on slices. That is to say, W,” and A4*?? are functions of
the reduced symplectic variables (3.16) and their spatial
derivatives.

The relations (3.19) can be written in the operator form

A(g)=0, (3.24)

where the 6 X 6 matrix [M 1#¢}<41] of 4 is given by (C9).
In order to have nontrivial solutions for z;; we must as-
sume that

det[M 19bHedl] =0 . (3.25)

By virtue of formulas (C11) and (C14) this condition is
equivalent to

€gir WPIW, W7 =0 . (3.26)

This equation presents the sixteenth symplectic constraint.

We have assumed that the determinant of the matrix
[M!96}1<d1] vanishes. Now we assume that the rank of
that matrix is equal to 5. Of course, it can happen that
for some values of reduced symplectic variables this rank
is less than 5. We eliminate such degenerate cases. On
the other hand, the situation when the rank is equal to 5
is generic. In such a case Egs. (3.19) determine &;; up to
a scalar factor. Let 4; be a solution of (3.19); then
Zij=T4; is also a solution, where 7=7(x%x*) is a one-
parameter family of functions on slices (a function on
spacetime).

We have the following situation. The time-maintenance
conditions for the constraints (3.6) give rise to one sym-
plectic constraint (3.26) and they determine five com-
ponents of the density Z;;.

We may pose the question: why do six time-
maintenance conditions for (3.6) determine only five com-
ponents of 7;? To answer this question we observe that
because of the relation

1ck g, =e(E1) (3.27)
the constraints (3.6) implicitly contain the tenth Hamil-
tonian constraint

(E1)°0,=0. (3.28)

That, in turn, preserves in time by virtue of the contracted
Bianchi identities. Hence, only five of six time-
maintenance conditions for the system (3.6) are indepen-
dent.

Now we are led to ask whether the symplectic con-
straint (3.26) is preserved in time. We have the time-

maintenance condition
€qir DoW,PTW, W7 =0 . (3.29)

Taking into account the dynamical equations (3.9), (3.10),
and the constraints (3.4) we get

Dow,P1=(1/4N){[—€™ " D, " D, (X" PNZ )X i+ € Dy (X" VPNZ,) T D, X i)
T ¥ ﬁz T ﬁu ( Yl(a)(B)N§lu )Yp(a)(6)+€quv t ﬁu ( Yt(a)(B)Nitu ) Tﬁz yP(alB)

X" DY IBXP G a NG — X" X Yonp YP O PNZ 1+ (pg)]

(3.30)
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Remark: We have to remember that the lapse N is a
time density of weight 1 on slices. That is, if we perform
a change of local coordinates (consistent with the slicing)
x¥=x%x9, x¥=x*(x%x*) then N'=(3x®/3x°)~'N.
This fact, however, has no influence on the definition of
spatial covariant derivatives of NV for the transition func-
tion dx%/3x° is independent of x°. Let 4; be a fixed
solution of (3.19). Then these quantities are functions of
the reduced symplectic variables and their x* derivatives.
We assume that 4;; is a positive-definite tensor density (of
weight —1) on the initial surface o. Let £, be the
Riemannian connection of the tensor field

hij=4A;(det[ £, )" .
If
|

Zij=ThAjj , (3.31)
then

g,,-:r—zh,j, \/E =773V ,

gi=rY, (3.32)

Ckpq = 7kpq - §kpq

=—-T'1(ak7'8pq +a,,761’k—aurhkqh"“) ’

where 7,7, is the Riemannian connection of gj;.

If we substitute (3.30) into (3.29) making use of (3.31),
(3.32), and of the constraints (3.4), (3.6), and (3.8), then
we obtain the following first-order linear differential equa-
tion for the function N7 on the initial surface o:

%az(NT){ [ _gﬁjXr(a)(ﬁ)Xp(a)(ﬁ)Atr( WpijWizr+ Wp izu/ijr)+2 E«ﬁrX“")(ﬁ)X"m)(mé:j WpijWizr

+X DO LD XP 11y Wy W — X 1B LD, XP aypphy W, I W, F— X @B LD, X ayp oy W, T W )

+ (analogous term with ¥ ")}

+‘~}(NT){ [ _gﬁz EﬁjXr(a)(ﬁ)Xp(a)(B)Atr +zﬁz W‘ﬁr/Yt(m(B)Atj‘Xp(ot)(ﬂ)‘i‘z‘ﬁjl\”(a)(ﬁ) Eﬁsz(a)(B)Atr

—1D,x1® LD.XPanp s + LD, X B LD, X 5187, —E DX DB LD, XY a1 g W, TW

+(analogous term with ¥ '~ )— X", Y9 BxP 04, €., W, "W 7} =0 .

The coefficients of this equation are functions of reduced
symplectic variables and their spatial derivatives.

This first-order linear equation on the manifold o can
be solved by the method of characteristics and it deter-
mines the function 7=7(x*) up to its initial value f on a
noncharacteristic two-dimensional surface ¢, Co. Later
on we will discuss the meaning of f. Moreover, we as-
sume that the solution 7 of (3.33) is a positive function.
We have the following situation. On the initial surface o
we fix 36 symplectic variables X ¥, ‘®?? satisfying
16 symplectic constraints (3.4), (3.6), (3.8), and (3.26). On
spacetime we fix 13 gauge variables

N’Nk’fo(a)(b),n<a),i-\0<o><b) ) (3.34)
The metric on o
gi=gzi(det[Zmn )" (3.35)

should be determined from (3.19) and (3.33). A function
f of two spatial variables remains undetermined.

The time derivatives of the dynamical symplectic vari-
ables X ¥, 0% @P can be computed from Egs. (3.9)
and (3.10). The time derivatives of the metric density Zij
can be determined by the following procedure. We time-
differentiate Egs. (3.19) and obtain

AkSPqﬁO;qu—'ﬁoAkSpq?pq . (3.36)

Equations (3.36) have solutions for ﬁ();pq if and only if
the following consistency condition holds:

~ZksDoA*P z,,=0 . (3.36a)

(3.33)

[

But (3.36a) is satisfied by virtue of skew symmetry of
AKP9, of. (3.23). Let 15, be a fixed solution of (3.36).
The components of ;5,, are functions of the symplectic
and gauge variables, z;; as well as of spatial derivatives of
these variables.

A general solution of (3.36) is

ﬁoﬁpq =15pq +17/4pq (3.37)

with an arbitrary function ;7 on o.
In order to determine ;7 we compute the second time

derivative of (3.26) and insert (3.37) into the result. It is
easy to observe that the condition
DoDoleg; WPIW, W, 7)=0 (3.38)

gives rise to a first-order linear differential equation for |7
on o. The coefficients of this equation are functions of
symplectic variables, g;;, spatial derivatives of those vari-
ables as well as of gauge variables, their spatial and time
derivatives.

Equation (3.38) determines ;7 on the initial surface o
up to a function f on the two-dimensional surface ¢, Co.
The main terms in Eqgs. (3.33) and (3.38) coincide. There-
fore their characteristic surfaces are identical.

Remark: (3.33) is a homogeneous linear differential
equation for 7 but (3.38) is a nonhomogeneous linear
equation for ;7.

Now we are able to compute first time derivatives of the
symplectic variables (3.16) and of z;; on the initial sur-
face. The time differentiation of the dynamical equations
(3.9) and (3.10) gives us second time derivatives of the
symplectic variables. The second time derivative of gZ;;
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can be computed from the condition
DoDo( A% Z,,)=0 (3.39)
or equivalently
A" DoDogpy = —(DoDo A*9 7,y +2Dg A% D7) -
(3.39)
The solvability condition for these equations reads
—Zks(DoDo 4% Z,, 42Dy A*7 Do 7,,)=0 . (3.39a)

It is satisfied by virtue of (3.36) and skew-symmetry prop-
erties of A4 %79 (see Appendix D for a general proof of this
fact).

If 55,4 is a fixed solution of (3.39") then

ﬁoﬁoﬁpq =24pq —}—zTqu (3.40)
with an arbitrary function ,7 on o.
Again, the time-maintenance condition
Do ey, WPTW, W, 7)=0 (3.41)

leads to a first-order linear differential equation for ;7 on
o. The main terms of this equation coincide with the
main terms of (3.33). We are able to determine ,7 up to a
function ,f on ¢, Co.

We may repeat this procedure and compute consecutive
time derivatives of the symplectic variables and of 2;;. At
each step the time-maintenance conditions

Do'"( A% z,,)=0 (3.42)

and

Do'" Ve W.PTW, W) =0 (3.43)
enable us to determine Do Z,, up to a function ,f on
¢, Co. In Appendix D we prove that the system of linear
algebraic equations for D" Zpq always has solutions.

The analysis of this section shows that in order to pose
the formal Cauchy-Kowalewska initial-value problem for
the vacuum SKY theory we have to fix (i) values of 36
dynamical symplectic variables (3.16) on an initial surface
o, which have to satisfy 16 symplectic constraints (3.4),
(3.6), (3.8), and (3.26), (i) 13 gauge variables (3.34) on
spacetime, and (iii) a sequence f, f,.f, . . . of functions of
two spatial variables on a two-dimensional surface ¢, Co.
(Such a sequence may represent a function of two spatial
variables and of time.)

If such initial data are given then we are able to com-
J

d[(ED° ]V = — 68X (ayp Y/ “"P — X *(ayp) " D, 88, P 4 X (5 " D, 8T, P =0,
d[(E2) ]V ="Dr8X* 01— 884 X X9 — 8% Q19X K =0

d[CkS]V:(SXk(a)(B)Xs(a}(B)+6kuuTﬁusf*v(a)(ﬂ)Ys(a)(ﬂ))+(kHS):O ,

pute (a) the three-metric g;; on ¢ and (b) all time deriva-
tives of symplectic variables and of gj;.

The dynamical picture of the SKY gravity presented in
this section gives us only necessary conditions that a
well-posed initial-value problem has to satisfy. Whether
the algebraic-differential-integral procedure described
above can be used for an effective construction of solu-
tions remains open. To our best knowledge systems of
partial differential equations for which the Cauchy-
Kowalewska procedure requires not only algebraic and
differential operations but also integration of a sequence of
linear partial differential equations of first order (for one
function each) have not been investigated in the literature
yet. Thus physics brings about new mathematical prob-
lems that apparently are worthy of a profound investiga-
tion.

IV. SYMPLECTIC CONSTRAINTS, DEGENERACY
OF THE SYMPLECTIC TWO-FORM
AND GAUGE TRANSFORMATIONS

In the vacuum SKY theory of gravity we have 16 sym-
plectic constraints for 36 dynamical symplectic variables
xk f, (@B,

(B Lk :

(E1)°, = — €, X (ayp Y/ WP =0, 4.1
(B2 aypy="Dr X ayp=0, (4.2)
Cr = XK oy gy X @B 4 YH@BYS =0, 4.3)
Z=e,; WP W, "W, 7 =0 . 4.4)

Let u? be a spatial vector field on the initial surface o,
0@ be a skew-symmetric SO(3)-tensor-valued function
on o, v'P0V= _ 0@ pe an SO(3)-vector-valued function
on o, X, be a symmetric tensor density of weight —1 on
o, and w be a scalar density of weight —4 on o.

Let V be a vector in the linear space of infinitesimal
variations of geometric configurations of the system in
question (i.e., a vector tangent to the space of geometric
configurations). Such a vector represents a vector field V
on the finite dimensional manifold parametrized by

(@)pB) ,(a)
(xH, T, (@B o) )

In terms of symplectic variables we write
V=818 /30 @B 48X ¥ 4y /0X K eip+ - -

The linearized version of constraints (4.1)—(4.4) reads

(4.1a)

(4.2a)

(4.3a)

A tA yplalB)
d[Z]V =%€qu[(epmn Tﬁz fDmafn(a)(B)Xq(a)(B)+Ei\zfa)(e)Yp(e)(B)Xq(a)(ﬁ)_+_Sfl(B)(G)Yp(a)(e)Xq(a)(B)+ D,yr alB 8X‘I(a)(ﬁ)
_eamn Tﬁm Bf" (a@)(B) Tﬁsz(a)(B)_ y @B t ﬁzaXp(a)(B) + Yq(a)(B)sz(T)(a)Xp(-,—)(ﬁ)

+ Yq(a)(ﬁ)sﬁz(v)(B)Xp(a)(ﬂ)_+_(p<_>q)]WpUWizr:O .

(4.4a)
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Hamiltonian vector fields of the constraints are defined according to the definitions

d[—(ED°u?lV = —Q(Yu A V), d[—(E2 pv @ PV =—Q(Ygo)AV),
d[—CkX IV =—QU Yy A V), d[—ZwlV =—Q(YgsAV) .

(4.5)

Here V is a sample (arbitrary) vector and Yy, i =1, ...,4 are the corresponding Hamiltonian vectors on the space of
geometric configurations of the system.
In local coordinates Yy (1) is represented by the variations

A
duX ap=— Dp(XPaypu*—X* apu?) , (4.6a)
8unLi P = —eu' Y/ @B (4.6b)
8H11)Yk(a)(6)= _"'ﬁp( yP@By k__ Yk(tx)(ﬁ)up) ; (4.6b")

Yy (2) is represented by the variations

dnaX X ap=—X aove' + X povi@ (4.7a)

8s1(2)F @B =t Py @B (4.7b)

Sy YK @B _ yklaXay B o ykBloy @ 4.7b')
Yy (3) is represented by the variations

813X Xanp =€ D Y ipXsj) (4.8a)

S5 @B = _ xz@Bry_ (4.8b)

Sp (3 Y@ B — ___ekij’rﬁl_(Xz(a)(ﬁ)ij) : 4.8V

Yy (4) is represented by the variations

Su@X X anp= — 3eg [ "Dy ' D.(X 0y W, W2 w) 4+ (YP gy X Yo ™ — Yoy X ) ™YW, TW K w
+ € D ("D, XP iy Wy "W 0) (Y 9O 5. XP 00— YOO )X P y0)) W W K0
+€ D" D (XP iy W, TW T w0) + (Y (a1 X P ™ — ¥ (X Py YW, TW w0
+& D, (" D, X 1) W "W 0) + (Y2 gy )X 91 ”) — Yy X ) W, Wik WY (4.9a)

8H(4)fk(a)(ﬁ):%[€kjr TDZ Yp(a)(B)WPIjWizrw +€4r TDZ Yq(a)(B)WkijWizrw

+6qu +D\z( Yq(a)(B)Wkerizrw)+Ekjr Tﬁz( Yp(aJ(B)WPIjW,_zrw)] , (4.9b)

SH(4)Yk(a)(B)=6kuvTﬁusfv(a)(ﬁ) ) (4.9b)

If the constraints (4.1)—(4.4) hold then, for i =1,2, The relations (4.10c) for / =3 hold if and only if

A ks, —
d[(E1)%]Yn»=0, (4.10a) ANy =0, 4.11
d[(E2 ap]Yrp=0, (4.10p) ~ thatis, if
d[C¥]Yum=0, (4.10¢) Xpg =BZpq » (4.12)
d[Z]Yy;=0 . (4.10d) where (3 is a function on the initial surface o.

The condition (4.10d) for i=3 gives rise to a
Moreover, (4.10a) and (4.10b) hold also for i =3,4. differential equation for 8 and this equation is analogous
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to (3.33), where N is replaced with 8. We conclude that
(4.10a)-(4.10d) hold for { =3 if and only if

B=6N , (4.13)

where 6 is independent of x* but may depend on x°.

Remark: We know®? that N is a time density of weight
1; therefore #=0(x°) is a time density of weight — 1.

The relations (4.10c) and (4.10d) hold for i =4 if and
only if w =0, that is Yg4,=0.

In general, Hamiltonian vectors of constraints do not
satisfy the linearized constraints [Eqgs. (4.10)]. For the
SKY theory the linear space of Hamiltonian vectors satis-
fying the linearized constraints is parametrized by 10
quantities on the initial surface o, u?, v'¥® and .

It follows from the very definition of Hamiltonian vec-
tors that their subspace satisfying the linearized con-
straints determines the gauge distribution of the symplec-
tic two-form (). The gauge distribution Wy of  is such
a distribution of subspaces in the space tangent to the
space of symplectic variables that for each vector X be-
longing to W and every vector V tangent to the space of
symplectic variables Q(X A V)=0.

We expect that the gauge distribution of (2 is the image
of the action of all infinitesimal transformations, that is,
such infinitesimal transformations in the set of symplectic
variables that preserve the symplectic constraints. In sub-
sequent considerations we present the complete set of
infinitesimal gauge transformations for the SKY theory
and prove that they can be extended to other field vari-
ables in such a way that the field equations are preserved.
Moreover, these infinitesimal gauge transformations can
be integrated to actions of corresponding gauge groups.

The Hamiltonian vector Yy, defines the infinitesimal
transformations

Xk(a)(B)_’Xk(a)(B)‘*‘G[Tﬁp(upXk(a)(B))—'ﬁpukXp(a)(B)] ,

fk(auﬂ)_,fk(a)(m_i_e(up+5p £, @) (4.14)

That is to say, the infinitesimal transformations generated
by Yy coincide with the transformations given by the
dagger-covariant Lie derivatives YL on the manifold o.

Remark: The dagger-covariant Lie derivative on o is a
modification of the SO(3)-covariant Lie derivative defined
in Appendix D of Ref. 64. For example,

.
SLuXPaxpy="Ds(u XP 1) — Dsuu”X ) -

The Hamiltonian vector field Yy (3) defines a transforma-
tion consistent with constraints (4.1)—(4.4) if and only if

Xpq =BZpq » (4.15)

where 3 is a function on o that is proportional to the
lapse N:
B=6N . (4.16)
0=0(x") is a time density of weight — 1 on the x° line.
The transformations (4.14) perserve the constraints.
We expect that there exists a natural prolongation of these

transformations to the space of gauge variables. In fact, if
we postulate

8u N =u?d,N, 8u1)N*=NDou*, 4.17)

8 Fo' P =u? T B, —(1/N)8y (1 Ny @?
—~(1/N)sg N £, @? (4.18)
Suzi="Luzj=—Dypu? gy +Diu? 7, +Dju" 7,
(4.19)

then the field equations are invariant with respect to
transformations (4.14) and (4.17)-(4.19).

We note the following.

(i) Relations (4.17) were derived in Refs. 77 and 64.

" They correspond to the action of the diffeomorphism

group on the variables N and N*,

(ii) Relations (4.18) can be obtained if we consider the
SO(3,1)-covariant action of the diffeomorphism group of
spacetime in the set of SO(3,1) connections'?%*%° and then
pass to the (3 + 1) picture. At the present moment we
simply postulate them.

(iii) Taking into account the relations between the Ham-
iltonian vector Yp(;) and the action of DiffM we see that
formulas (4.17)-(4.19) are natural consequences of previ-
ous considerations.

If the conditions (4.15) and (4.16) hold then the Hamil-
tonian vector Yy (3) generates the infinitesimal transforma-
tions

X* axp— X arp+€BT DoX*ayp) »
(4.20)
fk(a)w)—’fk(a)(ﬁ)"'fﬁTﬁoﬁk(a)(m .

These transformations preserve the constraints.

The transformations (6.20) can be extended to the set of
gauge variables. Taking into account the results of Refs.
64 and 77 we postulate

8uN =NDoB ,
= = 4.21)
8 N*=N BV InN —V*p),
and
‘SHO)fO(aKB): —(1 /N)8H<3)Nfo(am)
—(1/N8 N T, @B 1 BT Do TP |
4.22)

But " Df@B =R @B —0, and by virtue of (4.16)
814 (3N*¥=0. Therefore

830 P = —DBL P (4.22")
For the metric density z; we have
8unzi =BDoZi; - (4.23)

The transformations (4.20)-(4.23) preserve the field equa-
tions.

Though the transformations (4.14), (4.17)-(4.19), and
(4.20)—(4.23) are generated by the diffeomorphism group
of spacetime nevertheless they cannot be integrated to an
action of DiffM. The reason is that some integrability
conditions (Jacobi identities) do not hold. We can, how-



36 STEPHENSON-KILMISTER-YANG THEORY OF GRAVITY AND . .. 361

ever, modify the system of constraints taking their ap-
propriate linear combinations and the Hamiltonian vec-
tors of such a modified system are the generators of an ac-
tion of DiffM. To accomplish this program we have to
define an auxiliary connection &,'*"? satisfying the condi-
tion

o0 =g 4.24)

Then the Hamiltonian .vectors Yg«;) and Ygy«3) of the
functions
J

81X X anp =1t Dp (uPX ¥ ayp) — Dpu X Py = "L X Xy »

[—(E1)° —(E2)0qp( T, @8 —E, (@B JuP | (4.252)

[—C* Z — (B2 ayp T @B —Ey@B)]B ,  (4.25b)

respectively, are the generators of the SO(3,1)-covariant
action of the diffeomorphism group.'?%

The connection £,/ generates the covariant deriva-
tives Q)?B') To compute them we have to replace f'}(@#

with &, in (A10) and (A12). We have

(4.26a)

5H'(1)fk(a)(ﬁ)=upgﬁ (a)(B)pk +upZﬁp(fk(a)(B)_fk(a)(ﬁ))+ﬁkup(fp(a)(B)_fp(a)(B))

ST G

81 E0 @B =81 (1) o @B 1t Po((F, @B _E (@B, py

= —uP3,INEE _ PouPE, @B _yp R @B 1y P, (Fo@ B gy
8N =85 N, 8 yN*=8x )N, 81,75 =8n174 »
83X X =B L DoX ¥axpn STk @B =B DT @P

8130 @B =853, F0 @B 1T Po((£o @B £ (@B))g)
= — DoBEy@B) 4 B 1Do(F @B _ By ®)) |

8N =8u3N, Sy N¥=8p3\N*=0, 8y(:17i=08n0)7i -

In the above formulas (R ‘®®,, is the curvature tensor of
£'¥P and "}L is the covariant Lie derivative (with
respect to the connection ) on o. Moreover we observe
that (4.24) gives rise to the relations

i) ) 3 3
§DA=§DA) ;L = L .

We would like to emphasize that the generators (4.25)
play a very important role in the SO(3,1)-covariant Hamil-
tonian formulation of gauge theories of gravity as well as
in their SO(3)-covariant Hamiltonian formulation. For a
profound discussion of this subject we refer the reader to
Refs. 12, 65, and 66.

The Hamiltonian vector
infinitesimal transformations

Yy generates the

XX ap—X ap+eX om0 i+ X o )
(4.30a)
fk(a)(ﬂ)_)fk(a)(ﬁ)_*_eTﬁkv(a)(B) . (4.30b)

These transformations extend to the gauge variables ac-
cording to the following rules:

8N =0, dyN*=0, (4.31)

8100 @B =TPop @B 4.32)
For the metric density we have

dngi=0 . (4.33)

It is easy to check that these transformations preserve the
field equations. The transformations (4.30)-(4.33) are
generated by the left-hand sides of constraints (4.2). It

(4.26b)

(4.27a)
(4.27b)
(4.28)

(4.29a)
(4.29b)

r
follows from the general Hamiltonian theory of SO(3,1)
gauge theories of gravity that those constraints are related
to local SO(3,1) rotations. Let us examine these transfor-
mations more profoundly.

We consider two cases. (i) 0@ =0, then

k k (©
da X =X "o “a) »

k k (e) k ()
S X %oy =X @+ X @y iy »

8% @0 =D @® | (4.34)
SH(Z)fk(aNO):fk(oxc)u(a)(c) .
(ii) '@ =0, then
82X X0 =X a w0
82X X=X 01w Vi) + X X axow s 435)

(a)b) (@ 5 (0Xb) (b (a)0)
8l i @O =1 9o + TP @,

BH(Z)fk(a)(O):ﬁkU(a)(O) .

If we compare (4.34) with the formulas (C12) of Ref. 11
then we observe that they coincide. It is understandable
because in the case (i) we deal with the transformations
generated by the left-hand sides of the constraints

(E2)%a)5=0 . 4.36)

It is known!! that in a general case the transformations
generated by these constraints correspond to the action of
the local SO(3) group. On the other hand, if we compare
(4.35) with (C12) of Ref. 11 then we see that the case (ii)
does not correspond to the standard transformations gen-
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erated by boosts. Now it becomes clear that the case (ii)
defines a set of new transformations unknown previously.

In order to explain this situation we recall that in a
general case we have three SO(3)-rotational constraints
(4.36) as well as three boost constraints

My=0 (4.37)

which together generate the standard action of the local
SO(3,1) group in the space of the dynamical variables. In
the SKY theory we have three additional symplectic con-
straints

(E2)%4)0)=0 (4.38)

which generate the transformations (4.35). In the next
section we show that these transformations correspond to
a nonstandard action of boosts in the space of the dynam-
ical variables. This action is typical for the SKY theory
and its Lagrangian is invariant with respect to it.

For the infinitesimal SO(3) gauge transformations (4.34)
we have three SO(3) gauge variables /@) It follows
from (4.32) that the action of SO(3) in the space of these
variables is transitive. The nonstandard boost gauge
transformations define three new gauge variables [/@(©.
We see from (4.32) that the nonstandard boost transfor-
mations act transitively in the space of their gauge vari-
ables. We complete these considerations recalling that for
the standard boost transformations the gauge variables are
n'? (see Refs. 11 and 12).

V. NONSTANDARD ACTIONS OF THE LOCAL
LORENTZ GROUP IN THE SPACE OF FIELD
VARIABLES

The standard action of the local SO(3,1) group in the
space of field potentials consists in their rotations accord-
ing to the following formulas:'!

(a) () _ 75 —la) B)
e, —'e' =L “(ﬁ)eﬁu,

(@) —1 )y (e

0 g— T g= L "D, oL €
Y (r

=L ML g

We recall that the careted variables are constructed by
means of the composition of two operations—boost rota-
tions denoted by a tilde and the (3 + 1) decomposition
denoted by an overbar. Therefore the standard action of
the local Lorentz group generates transformations in the
space of careted variables by means of the following dia-
gram:

)
e (a)k’r)\(a)(m /e(a)b/l—«}h(a @

B(n'®) B('n'Y)

I’é— (a)A)IFA(a)(B)
é\(a))nf}\.(a}ﬁ'—————) "e\(a)k,’fk(a)(g) . (5.2)

Here B(n'®?) and B('n'?) are the boost matrices corre-
sponding to boost parameters n‘® and 'n?, respectively;

@
nay=eN, ng=n'?,

ng="eN, ny="n'",
where W is a unit vector field normal to the slicing. A
profound discussion of the operator L was presented in
Ref. 11.
The SKY Lagrangian, however, is also invariant with
respect to the following nonstandard action of the local
SO(3,1) group:

(a)

1, (a) (a)
e [Tand e

w=e "u,
(5.3)
r\)\(a)(ﬁ)_)rr}t(a)(m
=L _I(G)(r)rk(”(e)L (e)(ﬁ)—akL 7l(aJ(T)L (r)(B] .

(This invariance was observed by Schweitzer in Ref. 25.)
The transformations (5.3) generate the diagram

L
(a) ) (@) )
e @ A r\)\(a (ﬂ)——_—') Ie “ A ’Fk(a B

new

B(n'®) B('n'?)

?(Q)A,Fx(“)<5> g @, (@

?(a)x,fx(“)(ﬁ)——nfj—’ 2@ T g . (5.4)
We observe that ‘e (@, =¢*), and 'n'¥=n'?, Let

LB ,=B~1®_ LD B,
then
rf\A(a)(ﬂ)zf —la) 0 P “’(13)—811? ~la) f g .

(5.5)

The infinitesimal version of (5.5) reads

88, @ 5="1D,8L @ 4 (5.6)
and

8¢ =0. (5.7
It follows from (5.7) that

8N =0, 8N*=0. (5.8)

Comparing (5.6) and (5.8) with (4.34) and (4.35) we ob-
serve that the transformations generated by the con-
straints (E2)°(a)(3)=0 are just the transformations given
by the nonstandard action L., of the local Lorentz
group. As we have already pointed out, for local SO(3)
rotations we have a one-to-one correspondence between
standard and nonstandard transformations but for boosts
the transformations L and L., are different. Now it is
clear that the invariance of the SKY theory with respect
to local Lorentz rotations gives rise to 9 rotational gauge
variables: 3 SO(3) gauge variables [(®®), 3 standard
boost-gauge variables #'®, and 3 nonstandard boost gauge
variables % (N0,

The SKY Lagrangian is also invariant with respect to
the following action of the local Lorentz group:
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e(a))\q/e(a))‘:L “1(a)(ﬂe('r)}L ,

(5.9)
Fk(a)iﬁl_"rl(a)(/j) — FA(H)(B) .

This action may be considered as a complementary to
(5.3).

The transformations (5.9) generate the corresponding
action in the space of careted variables. Here we present

only their infinitesimal version, that is, the action of the
|

2 —1
8n(=—8L" By,
th _
80 gy =—"Dr(8B "% ,Bg) ,

K —lw p  yk Z1v) i pk
08X axpy=—0B " " (B (o)X "(uypy—8B T V(0B (3 X Nav) »
Y @B _5p 1@ B ykWB | g 1B pw  yk@)

8N =0, 8N*=0, 8z;=0,

Sé\(a)k =8B —l(a)(“)B(u)(c)/é(c)k ___’B‘L(a)(c)fé(c)k .
We have the following formulas for B‘®) g, (Ref. 11):

B, =n,

@ @ RO
B'%g=n'", B®yh=nq ,

B@ =8+ (1410~ 1n@n,, |
na=eaN, n'@=nq, nO=1+nn)"*.
Taking into account (5.15) we get

8B 19 ,B'7 =0,

8B "B =B bn )= —BL» ",

8B~ l(a)(T)B(T)(O)Z 3p— l(a)(c)ﬁn eb— _§L (a)(0) ,

Lie algebra of the local Lorentz group.

Let 8L *,, be an element of the Lie algebra of the local
Lorentz group; that is, 8L is a field of skew-
symmetric matrices on spacetime. If B'®(n'?) is the
field of boost matrices corresponding to the boost
coefficients n'? then we define

SL W =B, 8L B, . (5.10)

The transformations (5.9) give rise to the relations

(5.11
(5.12a)
(5.12b)
(5.12¢)

(5.13)

(5.14)

(5.15)

(5.16)

SB 71(a)(T)B(T)(b)=( 1+n (0))—1(3B - l(c)(b)n (‘”Sn(c) _3B ~1(a)(c)n(b)8n (c))

=(1 +n(°))_l(n(")/8L(b)‘0)—’5\L (a)(O)n(b)) ,

where

SB - I(a)(b)=8(a)(b)_n(a)n(b)[n (0)( 1+n (0))]_1 .

Now we are able to compute the right-hand sides of (5.12) and (5.14). Particularly,

~la)

56 @, = _[8L(a)(b)+( 1+n (0)y— l(’SL (a)(O)n(b) _’SL(b)(O)n (a))]é\ (b)k

and this formula coincides with that given in (Cl2a) of
Ref. 11. It is also clear that formulas (5.13) differ from
the corresponding ones in (C12) of Ref. 11.

We consider two special cases of transformations
(5.12)~(5.14):

(i) SL@0—q (5.17)

Then we have infinitesimal SO(3) rotations of triads & ',
generated by arbitrary skew-symmetric matrices sL @
[cf. (5.14")] and the trivial transformations in the space of
the connections coefficients.

(ii) SL@®—q . (5.18)

Then the transformations (5.12)-(5.14) are given by the
composition of the transformations (4.35) [or equivalently
(5.6)—(5.8) with 8L @' =0] and of the infinitesimal SO(3)

(5.14")

[

rotation corresponding to the 3x3 matrix
8B 14 B ,,. Now it is clear that this case is entirely
covered by the standard action of the local Lorentz group
and the nonstandard action (5.6)—(5.8).

The gauge transformations given by case (i) of
(5.12)-(5.14) are related to the following property of the
SKY theory. From 9 triad components & ', 6 are deter-
mined by the metric g;; and that, in turn, can be comput-
ed by means of the field equations. The remaining three
components of triads are rotational gauge variables of the
action (5.12)—(5.14) (i) of the local SO(3) group. We know
that the three-metric density g;; is determined by (3.19)
up to a conformal factor 7. Let us observe that multiply-
ing 7 by a function A and simultaneously multiplying N
by A~! we do not change Egs. (3.19) and Eq. (3.33),
which determines 7, is not changed either. Therefore we
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have the transformations
- r— - = = —2=
Zi—'Zi=Agij> 8j—8j=r""8y »
fka)(ﬁ)_blfk(a)(ﬂ):fk(a)(ﬁ) ,

X am—"X =X e (5.19)

Yk(")(ﬁ)_,’Yk(“)(B)zY"'(a)(B' ,
N—'N=A"'N.

If we extend these transformations according to the for-
mulas

Nk Nk=NE |
fO(a)(B)_”fo(m(B)=}\-fo(a)(ﬁ) ,

then "Do=A'Dy, "D, ="D, and the field equations are
invariant with respect to the transformations (5.19) and
(5.20).

Translating formulas (5.19) and (5.20) into the four-
dimensional picture we observe that they correspond to
the conformal (scale) transformations’®

(5.20)

(@) 1 ()
¢ u

1 —1_(a)
e, — =A""e'",,

g,uv—’lguvz)\rﬁzguv » (5.21)

(@) @ 1 (@
L %p—'Typ=T.%p .

It is obvious that the SKY Lagrangian is invariant with
respect to these transformations.

In the SKY theory the metric density 2;; is determined
by algebraic functions of symplectic variables and their
spatial derivatives up to a conformal factor 7. On the oth-
er hand, the conformal gauge transformations (5.21) [or
equivalently (5.19) and (5.20)] can reduce 7 to the trivial
function 7=1. But then we have to multiply the lapse N
by 7. Therefore though 7 is the gauge variable of the
transformations (5.21) it is not independent of other gauge
variables. A gauge change of 7 generates a corresponding
change of N so that the product 7V satisfies Eq. (3.33).

In order to sum up the discussion on gauge transforma-
tions and gauge variables we should give precise
definitions of these notations.

A pgauge transformation in a field theory is such a
transformation in the space of field variables (potentials,
field strengths, momenta, etc.) that preserves the field
equations of the theory in question.

Gauge variables corresponding to given gauge transfor-
mations are such quantities that can be changed arbitrari-
ly under the action of the gauge transformations. That is
to say, the action of gauge transformations in the space of
gauge variables is transitive.

For the SKY theory we have the following independent
gauge transformations in the set of the gravitational po-
tentials: (i) 10-parameter standard action of the local
Lorentz group and of the diffeomorphism group of space-
time; (ii) 3-parameter set of transformations generated by
a nonstandard action of boosts; (iii) a natural 3-parameter
action of the local SO(3) group in the space of triads
(5.14').

Remark: From an SO(3,1)-covariant point of view it is
more natural to consider a combined action of the stan-

dard transformations given by the local Lorentz group
with an SO(3,1)-covariant action of the group of
diffeomorphisms. Such an action is generated by a 10-
parameter (local) group having the bundle structure over
DiffM with fibers isomorphic to the local Lorentz group.
In this approach the generators of translations are
SO(3,1)-covariant Lie derivatives and the generators of ro-
tations are the standard generators of the local Lorentz
group. For details see Refs. 12, 65, and also 79.

If we reduce the transformations (i)—(iii) to the com-
plete set of symplectic variables Xk(a)(ﬂ), 0@ M, n'@
then we have 13-parameter gauge transformations (i) and
(ii) as well as 13 gauge variables N,N*,n @, £,@® £ (@)

It is known from Ref. 11 that for solutions M) =0 and
that n'? are the gauge variables for standard boost trans-
formations. Therefore in the set of the dynamical sym-
plectic variables (3.16) we have only ten independent
gauge transformations—seven of (i) and three of (ii).
Their gauge variables are N, N ¥, £,/@(®) £,

Three gauge transformations (iii) cause us to have three
arbitrary components of triads on slices. The remaining 6
are determined by means of the field equations.

Discussing the problem of independent degrees of free-
dom we consider initial values of 36 dynamical symplectic
variables X%, and '@ satisfying 16 constraints and
subject to the action of 10-parameter gauge transforma-
tions. Therefore we expect 36—(16+10)=10 indepen-
dent degrees of freedom in the phase space.

VI. THE SKY GRAVITY COUPLED
TO YANG-MILLS FIELDS

We know that the vacuum SKY theory has a very
elegant canonical structure. The situation becomes less
elegant and much more complicated if we couple it to a
tensor (spinor) matter field. Then the field equations (2.2)
read

(EV o=V o+ T , (6.1a)

(E2)"ayp)=—DyuleR )" )+ ayp » (6.1b)
where

THa)=3L mar /ey, (6.2a)

5 (a)()=0L ma /TP (6.2b)

are the matter canonical energy-momentum and spin ten-
sors, respectively. It follows from the properties of the
gravitational energy-momentum tensor (2.3) that the dy-
namics of the coupled system requires symmetry and
tracelessness of the matter energy-momentum tensor
(6.2a). These two conditions give rise to supplementary
constraint equations, which are not symplectic in general.
It is clear that such a system can be very complicated. It
would be interesting, however, to couple the SKY La-
grangian to matter fields whose canonical energy-
momentum tensors are a priori symmetric and traceless.
These conditions are satisfied by Yang-Mills fields.

Let H be a semisimple p-dimensional Lie group and A
be its Lie algebra equipped with a nondegenerate Killing
form k(, ). Let
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A=Al dx*

be a one-form with values in A. Its covariant exterior
derivative, that is, the curvature of A4/,

fl=DA’=1f", dx* Andx"
=1,47, -3, 4" +clix A7, AX )dx" Ndx”

plays the role of the field strength. Here c¢’jx are the
structure constants of A.
The Yang-Mills Lagrangian reads

Lym=—tefuf ki 6.3)
where k;;=—cY;yc¥,y are the components of the Killing
form k( , ). The spin tensor for the Yang-Mills Lagrang-

ian vanishes and the canonical energy-momentum tensor
is given by the formula

T ay=F™f ek — Le M F ™ k1 (6.4)
where
FIW—efhv (6.5)

are the momenta of the Yang-Mills field.

It is obvious that the the tensor (6.4) is symmetric and
traceless. We define the electric field (an A-valued density
of slices)

-~

Ek=F% (6.6a)

and the magnetic induction (an A-valued density on slices)

BIkZ%Ekabeab . (6.6b)

The symplectic variables for the Yang-Mills field are E;*
and 4 ;. Therefore the electric field and the magnetic in-
duction are functions of the symplectic variables and their
spatial derivatives.

We have the important formulas

T Ok =e_kmnE‘ImBI" s

Vg (7548 KT %) = —(E™E,*+ B*B,") . e
The Yang-Mills equations ‘

—D,F* =0, (6.8)
rewritten in the (3 + 1) form are

DoE*=€*D, +9,InN)(B,"7) , (6.92)

Dy E/*=o0, (6.9b)

DoBT* = —€k*(D, +3,InN)E"Z,,) , (6.10a)

DyB™*=0 . (6.10b)

In the above formulas D, and ﬁk are the Yang-Mills co-
variant derivatives defined in Appendix A.

Remark: Equations (6.10b) follow from the Bianchi
identities for the curvature f’.

For the SKY gravity coupled to a Yang-Mills field we
have the dynamical gravitational equations (3.9) and
(3.10), the dynamical Yang-Mills equations (6.9a) and

(6.10a), and the following relations for the dynamics of
potentials [see (A27)]:

Dod ' =—E"Zim . (6.10a")

In the presence of a Yang-Mills matter field the gravita-
tional constraints (4.2) do not change their form. The
left-hand sides of constraints (4.1) and (4.3) acquire addi-
tional terms due to energy-momentum tensor of matter.
These terms are given by formulas (6.7a) and (6.7b), re-
spectively. The time-maintenance condition for con-
straints (4.2) can again be written in the form of a homo-
geneous linear system (3.19) with the quantity A7
defined by means of the modified tensor density W,79.
The right-hand side of the formula (3.21’) has to be sup-
plemented by the term

— ND,BYE/; —B¥ D,E')) . (6.11)
The solvability condition for the modified system (3.19)
gives rise to the gravitational constraint (4.4). The time-
maintenance condition for the modified constraint (4.4)
leads to a partial differential equation of type (3.33) that
enables us to determine the conformal factor 7.

For the coupled system we have the same gravitational
gauge transformations and the same gravitational gauge
variables as in the vacuum case. Additionally we have
infinitesimal Yang-Mills gauge transformations generated
by constraints (6.9). They read

84 =Dy, SEff=—c'ny"E,*,
(6.12)
SBIkZCIJVl/JVBJk .

Here 1/;’ is a field of elements of the Lie algebra A, that is,
an element of the local gauge algebra.
If we define

84 ,=Doy!, 5N =0,

(6.13)
8Nk=0, 8z;=0,

then the transformations (6.11) and (6.12) can be integrat-
ed to an action of the local Yang-Mills group. The corre-
sponding formulas can be found in Refs. 80 and 81.

For Yang-Mills fields we have 6p symplectic matter
variables E;*, 4, (p =dimh), p symplectic matter con-
straints (6.9b), and a p parameter group of transforma-
tions. Therefore we have 6p —2p=4p independent de-
grees of freedom in the phase space.

At the end of the present section we briefly discuss the
SKY gravity in the presence of a vector field. Our
analysis is more precise than that given by Schweitzer in
Ref. 25. He claimed that nonstandard symmetries of the
SKY Lagrangian make it impossible to couple this theory
to matter fields. This is not true, however. With much
more sophisticated techniques at hand than those avail-
able to Schweitzer seven years ago we can handle the situ-
ation.

Let us take the vector field f'* with the Lagrangian

L =(e/2)D,f' "D f o +(e/2)(e" gD, fP)

+(em?/2)fiaf'?, (6.14)
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which breaks the nonstandard symmetries of the vacuum
SKY theory. The dynamics of the matter field is given by
the Euler-Lagrangian (EL) equations of (6.14) whose ex-
plicit form is given in Appendix A. For the coupled sys-
tem we have the following situation.

(1) Equations (3.4) and (3.8b),

(El)op = —Ep,‘in(a)(/g)Yj(a)(B)ﬁ— ’? Op =0,

£110 A vk 0
(E2) 0= DiX" a0 +5 “(@i;=0,

(6.15)
(6.16)

are still first-class constraints and their left-hand sides are
expressed by the gravitational symplectic variables (3.16)
and the matter symplectic variables p %), f * (cf. Appen-
dix A).

(i) Equations (3.6),

Ch=_—a(Th+g»T%,) , (6.17)

are not symplectic constraints any more.

The right-hand sides of (6.17) are algebraic functions of
the triad components &%, as well as of the gravitational
and matter symplectic variables and their spatial deriva-
tives [cf. (A35)]. Thus, the triad components & X, as well
as the metric components gj; are algebraic functions of the
symplectic variables and their x* derivatives (see Appen-
dix A for a more detailed discussion).

(iii) The energy constraint reads

(E1)0)=1C*Z4 +T%0)=0. (6.18)
It follows from (ii) and Refs. 11 and 12 that Eq. (6.18) is a
symplectic first-class constraint.

(iv) Equations (3.8a),

(E2)%a00="DrX*2)0)+5 %ar0=0 , (6.19)

are now second-class constrainAts. Their time-conservation
conditions lead to equations (E1)%,=0 (Refs. 11 and 12)
which by virtue of (6.15) are equivalent to

e "Difio)+8'%p =0 (6.20)

These equations are second-class constraints. (In fact,
they are the symmetry conditions 7 %=7%" for the
energy-momentum tensor.) The time-conservation condi-
tions for (6.20) give rise to three algebraic equations for
0% [see (A37)].

(v) The dynamics of the gravitational variables
Xk, YE@ P is given by Eqs. (3.9) with the term
$*a)p) added to their right-hand sides and Egs. (3.10).

For 36 +8=44 symplectic variables Xk(a)(m,
Yk@B) 50 7@ we have seven first-class constraints
and six second-class constraints (6.19) and (6.20). Thus
we have 44—(2X7+6)=24 degrees of freedom in the
phase space. Sixteen of them are the gravitational degrees
of freedom and eight are matter ones.

It is worthwhile to mention that the number of 16 grav-
itational degrees of freedom (in the phase space) is generic
for Lagrangians at most quadratic in components of cur-
vature (no torsion terms). A generic example is the Fair-
child theory!” whose canonical analysis has recently been
presented in Ref. 62. Thus the coupling with matter leads
to a generic R +R? theory breaking extraordinary sym-
metries of vacuum SKY gravity.

Let us observe that Egs. (6.17), (6.18), and (6.20) coerce
the symmetry and tracelessness of the matter energy-
momentum tensor for a solution of the system. If, how-
ever, for a matter Lagrangian T#" is symmetric a priori
then we have only six independent equations for &, in
(6.17) and we are able to determine only g, in terms of
symplectic variables. Equations (6.20) are identities and
we have no equations for fo(m(c,. Such a situation occurs
for the vector field Lagrangian whose kinematic term is
given by the first summand in (6.14). It is almost obvious
that this Lagrangian is invariant with respect to the non-
standard Lorentz transformations.

Another example of an extrasymmetric gravity La-
grangian coupled to a matter field has recently been dis-
cussed in Ref. 65. It has been shown there how such a
coupling breaks the projective invariance of the Einstein
Lagrangian in the scheme of GL(4,R) theory of gravity.

The method presented above should, in principle, en-
able us to discuss the coupled SKY Dirac system. A
necessary Hamiltonian structure for SL(2,C) gauge
theories of gravity has been presented in Ref. 12.
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APPENDIX A
The relations between tetrads and the metric are

@ B
“.e® Mg

8uv=¢
(A1)
gyv:ey(a>ev(3),”(a)(ﬂ), e:det[e(a))L] ,

where 74)) and n“"’(m are the constant, diagonal Min-
kowski metrics with the signature (—1,+1,+1,+1).
ADM’s lapse and shift are

N:(_gOO)—l/Z’ Nk___gksg()s . (AZ)
The basic relations for the (3 4+ 1) decomposition are
gli=gP—(N’N9)/N?, gopo=—N?+N°N,,
—F , Opsz/NZ ,
Sra =8 8 (A3)

gOs:Nsy §ik§kj=5i1' ’
e =V —g =(—det[g,,])!">
—NV'Z =N(det[g,, )"/ =Neé .

Y%, are the coefficients of the Levi-Civita connection for
the metric g,,. For a tensor density F"', 1", = of

weight +7 on spacetime we define its bar components by
means of the relations

Aﬁka A‘IBI_ .

By oocoBk _ oar—r g FL
F vitoo V:_N A4 ay k Vi

XA P R Ty (A4)

Vs
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where
A%=N, Af=N* 47 =5 |
A-%=1/N, A4~ '"5=—N*/N,
A1 =8% (cf. Ref. 64) .

In particular, we define the differential operators
do=(1/N)3o— (N*/N)3;, O =0 . (A5)

For a spacetime tensor field (tensor density) F'4’8 with

values in the spaces of corresponding representations of

SO(3,1), the composition of the boost operation B'*g,

and the bar operation defines the caret components of

F8 that are spatial tensors (tensor densities) with values

in the spaces of corresponding representations of SO(3).
For the tetrad field we have

@(0)0:1’ é\(O)kZO, é\(a)o=0’

0 ~k A~

0 (A6)
e =1, %n=0, ¢7y=0;

the quantities & ‘“’; give us triad fields of covectors on the

surfaces of a slicing and &%, are the dual triads of vec-
tors tangent to these surfaces. The decomposition of the
connection coefficients T';'®# on M gives rise to the fol-
lowing quantities:

£, 9 which represent the second
fundamental form of slices ,

£, % defining a metric compatible
connection on slices ,

[, @® defining the coefficients of a 3,
connection on slices ,

[,”®, representing an SO(3)-valued scalar
field on slices .

We have the following decomposition of the Riemann ten-
sor:

R @ o0 =Do Tk 0)— (Di +-3x InN)T' o),

R @0k =DoTx )4 Lo @0y Tk o) — Ti D0 0 s
(A8a)

R @ o1pg ———ﬁp fq(a)(m—ﬁqu(a)(m ,

R @0 =R @y + £ @08y V= £, @0 8, O

(A8b)
|

P = ~ &
Dol 5y =304 V) — 3k [0 51+ Fo' @i Tk oy — Fo' @5 Tk Vay — 3 InN T @ ) — (1 /N3 NPT, @,

Here R (@ e is the Riemann tensor of the SO(3) con-
nection ;@ on slices.

For a spacetime tensor density F''® of weight +r with
values in the space of a tensor representation of SO(3,1)
the covariant derivative is given by the formula

Dy F B 3 By 7 B £ A (@) BB
+hoPPry o F Y, (A9a)

where f(o)'® 4 ) and h,PE; are the generators of corre-
sponding tensor representations of SO(3,1) and GL(4,R),
respectively.

For the connection we define

DT =R g, . (A9b)

For a spatial tensor density FB of weight +r with
values in the space of a tensor representation of SO(3) the
covariant derivative is

AN (AB_ § £ (AB = L(AB | 7 (b)A) ) T
Dy F %= 01 F " —ry % F P+ fla) T NPT Al
B o
+h 7P F Y (A10a)

where fio)®" ) and h,%%,; are the generators of corre-
sponding representations of SO(3) and GL(3,R), respec-
tively.

For the SO(3) connection on slices we define

Dy fs(”)(b>=3§ ks - (A10b)

In order to define SO(3)-covariant time derivatives we
need 3o connection coefficients for both the anholonomic
and holonomic indices. For the anholonomic indices
these coefficients are fo(‘”( ) and for the holonomic indices
we take as connection coefficients the quantities

0%, =(1/N)3,N? . (A11)

We refer the reader to Refs. 64, 12, and 65 where it was
proved that such a choice gives rise to a time derivative
Dy covariant with respect to local SO(3) rotations of triads
and the reparametrizations of the slicing

XO—?XOIIXOI(XO)

’

k_ K _

x*—x K(x0%xky .

x“(x",x
Therefore we have
A 7 (AB)_ X 77 (A)B p R (AB
Doﬁ = a()F —Fro pF

+f(a)( )it )(E)ro(a)(b)F(E)B+hquJquF(A)./ .
(A12a)

For the SO(3) connection we have

(A12b)

We have the following commutation relations for ﬁo and Dk derivatives:

[ﬁo,ﬁk ]fAz ak lan\of N

A . .
where f is a scalar function on slices;

[Do, D 1F =8 InN[DoF —(1/2)Do(e)F]—(1/2) Dy Dye)F ,

(A13a)

(A13b)
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where F is a scalar density on slices of weight 1, and @:\/E;

(Do, Dr 1 @5y =8, InNDof ‘@) + Do Ts @ irf Oy — Do Tk P i6if iy (A13c)

where f @, is an SO(3) tensor field on slices.
The following formulas can be treated as commutation relations:

ﬁo 3ﬁ (a)(b)pq I(ﬁp +8p1nN)I/)\oﬁq(a)(b>—(l/)\q —f—aqlnN)]:)\ofp‘“)(b) ,

ﬁoﬁ (a)(o)pq :(ﬁp —}—aplnN)ﬁoﬁq(a)(o)—(ﬁq —{—aqlnN)ﬁofp(a)(o)—{*-D\of (C)ﬁ (0) fq‘a)(c)fp(C)(O) ’ (A14)

D\oﬁ (a)(b)pq =Dy °R (a)(b)pq +D\Ofp(a)(0)fq(0)(b)+ﬁp{a)(O)ﬁqu —DoA m(of (b)_fq(a)(O)ﬁOfp(O)(b) .
Making use of the field equations (3.10") we get

D\OR\ (a)(O)pq — ﬁ (a)(c)pq fo(c)(0)+(ﬁ +a 1nN)xk(a)(0)?k _( . +aq1nN)Xkla)(0);kp

_Xk(a)(c)—k 8 (0)( +Xk a)(c)— F (o( -
Fkptq (o) ¢ (A15)

A p @ $ O 0 $ @ k@) =
DoR @ ypq = —T0 @R O pypg + Lo @pR D orpg —(Dp +3,InN)X 4,7,

+(ﬁq+aq1nN)Xk(a)(b)§kp _'_Xk(a)(O)(;kpfq(o)(b)_;kqu(o)

The ﬁo and 5k derivatives are natural covariant operators
for SO(3)-object-valued spatial tensor fields on the surfaces
of a slicing. In the Hamiltonian formulations of SO(3,1)
gauge theories of gravity, however, most of 3-geometric
quantities are generated by corresponding SO(3,1)-object-
valued spacetime tensor fields. Let f (")(B) be a field of
SO(3,1) tensors [i.e., a function with values in SO(3,1) ten-
sors]; then f “”(3) is a family of functions with values in
SO(3) objects. We define the dagger derivatives

T A 7~ = N ~ ~
Dof “ipy=8af 5+ o' inf “ip— Lo ipf o s
(A16)

"Dif = F @i+ Dk f D — Tk Dipf i
We observe that
"D f “@igy= Dif g 4-8'Yi0 TV g
8@, P @01 f O ) — 80 By g1 f @
—5(b)<ﬁ)f7x‘0)<bf(“)(o> (A17)

For SO(3)-tensor quantities with holonomic and anholo-
nomic indices the dagger derivatives are defined by means
of relations (A 17). That is,

"D J “iptv= Dif '

+the correction terms in (A17) . (A18)

[T50y+
—rk g F(a)(ﬁ) v+ )»J pFla)

where A9, are the Christoffel-type tensors:
A% =1g ®[ (D; +9;InN)Dog., + (D, +3,InN)Dog,;

—(D, +8,InN)Dogp ] - (A23)

A similar commutation relation can be obtained for 5;L
operators [cf. (A13) and (A14)].

)+ X 5= Zp ixq(a)(m + Ziq f;pm)m))

[

Therefore the objects with purely holonomlc indices the
dagger derivatives Dk coincide with the D;L derivatives,

e.g.,

Tb\og_ij=ﬁogij, Tﬁk%j:ﬁk%j . (A19)
We would like to emphasize that the dagger derivatives
may be applied only to such SO(3) objects that are gen-
erated by some SO(3L1) objgcts. That is to say we are not
able to compute Dy f @ if £ is unknown.

For the connection coefficients we define
"- Py Py
Dol =R “igpos ,
"Dy 0, Y5 =R @ gys

Let (F @ g*,) be the system of SO(3) quantities on slices
generated by an SO(3,1)-tensor-valued spacetime tensor
density of weight r. Then we have the following commu-
tation relations for the dagger derivatives:

['D:," DjIF @ pt,= T DT, D F Tt
BN S TC
+84, RR ™ F @ P,
__SnVRR qnijj}(a)

(A20)

e > (A21)

where ®R "y 1s the curvature tensor of the Riemannian
connection ¥,?; on o;

Dj1F @ gt = 3,InN " DoF @ g, 4+ T Dol @ (F Digt,—T Dol @ 5 F @, 1,

V= 8" A9, F Dgf, (A22)
The Bianchi identities in dagger derivatives
We have
tA. £ (@B
DR 1=0,
P (A24)

"DoR @B, (" D, +3,InN)R P,

+("D,4+3,InN)R @B, =0 .
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SO(3,1)-covariant Lie derivatives were described pro-
foundly in Refs. 64 and 12. Their (3 + 1) decompositions
define SO(3)-covariant Lie derivatives on three-
dimensional slices as well as SO(3)-covariant time deriva-
tives Do. If in corresponding formulas for SO(3)-
covariant Lie derivatives we replace the Dy operators with

Dy operators then we get dagger Lie derivatives on
slices. In particular, if F 42 is a spatial tensor density of
weight » with values in SO(3) tensors then for a vector
field u* on o we have

T%\Luﬁum: ukTﬁkﬁ<A)B+rﬁku

—D,uth P2 F 4 [cf. (A10a)] .

kl’;\v(A)B

In our consideration we also use the dagger Lie derivative
"L with respect to an auxiliary connection &,

Yang-Mills covariant derivatives

For the strength of a Yang-Mills field the covariant
derivative is given by the formula

lely\i=alfluv_Ykruflfv‘ykfvflyr+clUVA U)\fV/.w .

(A25)
For the corresponding density we have
D, F™=0;F™ - clyy AV, F" (A25")
For the Yang-Mills connection we have
flw=D, A4, =3,4",—-3, 4", +clyyaY, 47, (A26)
In the (3 + 1) decomposition we have
D\OfAIOn =5Qf10n —anfloq -H"UV2 Uaf Yon
Dof 'mn= 8] "n =0 mf 'pn =% f g
+CIUV2 Uaf Vn s (A27)
D, fon=3,F"on — PP f oy +cluw A Yof Vou s
Do f vn= 8. wn =T mf on =¥ e
+clyy 4 Urf Von

and some formulas for densities
|

/e\(?ks_._g—ksf‘o(o)):gks[ _ﬁo( )ﬁO(c)+é\2—

+1 ep <o>€ (a)

—e%gkgi(' D, fin

By virtue of (A35) the skew-symmetric part of (6.17) reads

gsrTﬁrfA(C)é\ k( k"* D f(")’\s ): . (A36)

(This is the symmetry condition T%=T")

Now we make use of the following lemma that general-
izes the polar decomposition of a given nonsingular ma-
trix in its symmetric and unitary parts.%?

"D, fio " D.f O+ e
f(a) +m2A2f(a)f( )]

qu(a))+ lféxé\k

D\OI?lOn:a‘OI?IOn_o.ppﬁvIOn+o_nqﬁIOq+c1UV2 Uoﬁ Von ,
ﬁ ﬁlmnzg ﬁlmn+CIUV2 Uml/;‘v Vmn , (A28)
ﬁ FlmO a F1m0+c V;i Uml’;‘vaOI

The 3-covariant derivatives for the YM connection
coefficients are given by the formulas

= E702 Ton —0m 4 IO+CIUV2 U02 Vo

—3nInNAly—o", 41, |

A A A1
DOA m:f om

~ ~ N ~ (A29)
DAl =flin=0, 4", -3 A +clyy AV, 47, .
We have the commutation formula
Dofln =D, +3,,InN)f 1, —(D, +3InN)f Ly, . (A30)

Let us observe that for the Yang-Mills fields the caret
operation coincides with the bar operation. The covariant
operators D; for the Yang—Mllls fields correspond to the
dagger covariant derivatives ' D;L in gravity.

Canonical variables for a scalar field

For a matter Lagrangian L yu =L ma(e 'y, '*, Dy f'?)
the matter momenta and current are
p)‘m):ame/a(D;j(‘”)
(A31)
J(a):aLmat/a ta) .
The EL equations read
—DipHay+Ji=0 . (A32)

For the Lagrangian (6.14) we have, in the (3 + 1) decom-
position,

Ao

~ AN 7P ~
5% =28 TDof(0’+e’e"’(c)TDpf(” ,

p
(A33)
p%=—2"Doflr ,
p o= *"D,f , (A34)
pra=2eg"" D flay+2e (' Dof O +esy DS .
For the right-hand side of (6.17) we have
( )TD f(a)
P o+ee?u D, 7 g D, fO . (A35)

[

Lemma. For a given metric g;; on o and a nonsingular
tensor Z, (. there exists a nonsingular matrix X, such
that (i) X2 X 8»=8; and (i) Z,X "% is a sym-
metric matrix.

The matrix elements of X are algebraic functlons of
Z,and g;. If we set Z,(C)—-D,f(c) and X9, =29, then
we determine the triad components in terms of the com-
ponents of the three-metric and symplectic matter field
variables. Moreover, Eqs. (A36) are satisfied. Now six
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equations that constitute the symmetric part of (6.17) are
algebraic relations for §Y. These are highly nonlinear
equations but they, in principle, enable us to determine

J

(?Tﬁkf(”—{—é‘mkﬁ O(O,)(i'\‘O(O)(c)—é‘S(C)aslnN)zexpression of symplectic variables and their spatial derivatives .

If the 3 X3 matrix (é‘*ﬁkf(”—i—é“”kﬁ %0)) is invertible then we can determine [

and the quantities d;InN.

the three-metric in terms of the gravitational and matter
symplectic variables. The time-conservation conditions
for (6.20) read

(A37)

@ in terms of symplectic variables

APPENDIX B

If (x°x*) are local coordinates consistent with a chosen slicing of spacetime and the surfaces of the slicing are defined

by relations x°

N=(1/N,—N*/N) .

=const then the components of the unit vector field orthonormal to the slicing are

If e(q) =e*(4)0/0x* then the angle coefficients n,)=e )N satisfy relations (5.15).

The gravitational momenta M, are defined by the formula

Mgy =2(—(E2)°00)[ 8“1y =1 On oy [n O(1 7] —n 90 +00) " HE2)% ) -

It is remarkable that for the SKY theory M|, are func-
tions of X* 4, [ '@"P, their spatial derivatives and n'?.
For a general gravitational Lagrangian this is not true.
If Bupq is a tensor on a three-dimensional manifold

satisfying

Bapca =Bedab >

Babcd = —Bbacd =Bbadc
then

abu _cdv __ =dacs bd_B

%Babcdf € —§( %§ uvBabcdg g g bdg auz ey

abcd8 8 8
(B2)

In our case Byyeq :ﬁ(a)(ﬂ)abﬁ @B, [cf. (3.5)].

APPENDIX C

We discuss the space of symmetric tensors on a three-
dimensional manifold. We have the following component
representation:

(Cn)

g =Buwpdx’®dx? .

’

X“.x%; fora'=b"and i<j,

(XX ;= 12X, X*, fora’'<b’andi=j,

(B1)

I
We take the following basis (E 7! )i <; in the space of sym-
metric tensors:

dx'®dx’ fori=j,
. . , . (C2)
(dx'®dx’+dx’'®dx’) fori<j .

Indices in the six-dimensional space spanned by the basis
(C2) are pairs of numbers {ij} with the natural order

{11}, {22}, {33}, {23}, {13}, {12} .

If we transform local coordinates on the manifold

o,x*5x*¥=x*(x*) then

8ab— 8o =X "X "1, 5., where X¢.=0x%/3x° ,

XX, +X4, XY, fora’'<b’ andi<j .

It can be proved that
det[X® X6y o =(det[X]3,3)*

(C3)
dx°®@dx®—>dx“®dx b':X"‘,-Xb'jdx ‘edx’ ;
or in matrix form
El =(Xex)la¥  E (C4)
In the explicit form
(C5)
(C6)

(see Ref. 82 , pp. 257-259). Let A be an operator from the space of two-covariant tensor densities of weight — 1 to the

space of two-contravariant tensor densities of weight + 2:
Alg)=h,

where
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g =8 (dx®dx")® A *3/03x ,
h=h"Q/3x°®3/3x%)® A 4dx® A 3dx ,

) ) - (CT)
A (dx'®dx/® A *3/3x)= A°U(3/3x°®d/3x®)® A *dx® A ‘dx ,
}TabzAabijgij ,
where
A 3dx=dx'"ANdx*Adx>, N39/3x=3/3x"Nd/3x*Nd/3x* .
In the bases E Y} and F|.; we write
A(Elih= 2 M‘ameF[abl . (C8)
a<b
Here
Elil_ (dx'®@dx/)® A *3/0x fori=j,
 |(dx'®@dx’/+dxedx)® A 3/3x fori<j,
(C9)
Flab! (3/3x°®3/3x%)® A *dx® A *dx for a =b ,
(3/3x°093/3x°+3/3x%93/9x%)® A *dx® A 3dx fora <b .
In these bases the elements of the matrix [M [#0117]] read
prieiig) _ |A® fora<b andi=j, (C10)
24 fora<b andi<j .
Lemma 1. If A%9= _ 4°4% then
b b b b b b
det[M'ab”Cdf]6><6:[1/(8X36)][6{alb1,Iazbzz;a3b3“a4b4§f“5b5|{a6b6lA{a‘ 11{az Z{A?“S 3)tay UAI“S shag 6]]2 . (C11)
Here € j{ j; }{ j; } | is the Levi-Civita skew-symmetric symbol in the six-dimensional space and the summation in (C11)
is over all indices { } in the six-dimensional space.
If the transformation (C3) is performed then
A labl[Cd;—>(detX)73Xa’,-XbleC'de'n A ijmn
=(detX)? ¥ (XX (xex)icdl,, 4l
i<jm<n
I
Therefore ARPI—= ek ps 4 MW PK L FPW B4 ePW LK (C12)

det[M 1@ |, o= (detX) ™ 10det[ M e}Ie]] |

The determinant is a scalar density of weight 10.
If A% is a tensor density of weight 3 having the sym-
metry properties
ARPI— g5kpa— gksap
AkPa— _ qpeks

then

2136!“1”1HazbzﬂﬂsbaHa4b4if”5”5§{“ebﬁ

where W,” is a tensor density of weight 2 having the

symmetry properties
W.5=0, W,"'=W,?. (C13)

It is clear that both the 4?7 and W,” have 15 indepen-
dent components. The inverse formula reads

}Alalbﬂlazbz}Alasbsl{a«stA!”5’75”‘161’63

ks
VVJ.‘I-‘:._%A pqekpj . (C12a)
Lemma 2.
|
_ 8 €149 €20y €3a3
_7601‘12“3W03 Wfl sz
01”101‘11A“zbzczdzAasbsfada (C14)

_1
= 35€a1a,0;€bd c,€byd;c3€b3d;c A
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APPENDIX D
We prove that the time-maintanence condition of nth order for Eq. (3.19),
ﬁo(n)( A kqu;pq )=0, (D1)

gives rise to a consistent system of linear equations for ﬁo‘")ﬁpq. In Sec. III we proved this fact for n =1 and 2. Now
we use the inductive method. Equation (D1) may be rewritten as

a

b, (I)A kquﬁ (n _l)? - (D1")

n—1 |n
kspafy, (m)= A (n) 4 kspg=
A"PDo " gpg=—Do " A" gy — 3 ‘,‘
=

or in the operator form
ADy'"g=b . (D2)

The matrix A4 is singular; therefore the Eq. (D2) has solutions only for b orthogonal to the kernel of the adjoint operator
A*. But A*=— A and the kernel of 4* coincides with the one-dimensional space spanned by z,. Hence the con-
sistency condition for (D1) reads

|

0. (D3)

‘—;ks ﬁ (n)Akqu + z ﬁO AkquDO(n—I);

Skew symmetry of A %9 [cf. (3.23)] annihilates the first term in (D3). We have

n—1
D AkquDO(n -1) — E
i=1

—Zks X

i=1

n
i

A (l) Akqu?k )D (n—i);pq

n—1

+ 2

i=1

13 A
Do(j)AkquDO(l j)?k ﬁo - ?pq . (D4)

i—1 ‘i
J§0 J
From the inductive assumption

Do A4*PiZ)=0, i=1,...,n—1. (D5)
Hence the left-hand side of (D4) equals

n—1i—1

S S nlljln — — 1D A*PID =Dz Do Pz, (D6)
i=1j=0

Ifwesetr=n—i,r=1,...,n —j—1 then we get
n—2n—j—1 ~ ~ . A
S S allirin —j—m171DY ARPID " I =12, Do " Z (D6')
j=0 r=1

This expression is invariant with respect to the transformation r—n —j —r and simultaneously it is skew symmetric
with respect to the transformation k,s —p,q. Therefore it vanishes. The consistency condition (D3) is proven.

APPENDIX E

The time maintenance of constraints (3.4) and (3.8) are given below. If the dynamical equations (3.9) and (3.10) are
satisfied then

TﬁO(epini(a)(B)Yj(a)(ﬁ)): _(Lfﬁ +a lnN)(Xi(a)(B)Xl'(a)(B)_f_ Yi( )(B)Yj(a)(ﬁ));“
Tﬁ +a lnN)(Xz(a)(ﬁ)Xj( B) e Y (a)(B)YI( )(ﬁ))ﬁ TD Xj( )(B)Xz(a)(B) , (E1)
" Dol" DX a3 =0 . (E2)

The time derivatives of the left-hand sides of constraints (3.4) and (3.8) are linear combinations of the left-hand sides of
constraints (3.4), (3.5), and (3.8) as well as spatial derivatives of these quantities.
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