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We consider an Einstein-Hilbert-dilaton action for gravity coupled to various types of Abelian and
non-Abelian gauge fields in a spatially finite system. These include Yang-Mills fields and Abelian
gauge fields with three-form and four-form field strengths. We obtain various quasilocal quantities
associated with these fields, including their energy and angular momentum, and develop methods for
calculating conserved charges when a solution possesses sufficient symmetry. For stationary black
holes, we find an expression for the entropy from the microcanonical form of the action. We also
find a form of the first law of black hole thermodynamics for black holes with the gauge fields of the

type considered here.

PACS number(s): 04.70.Dy, 04.50.+h, 04.20.Fy

I. INTRODUCTION

The relationship between the Euclidean-action formu-
lation of quantum gravity and the thermodynamics of
the gravitational field has been a subject of increasing
interest in recent years. Fundamental connections be-
tween the partition function of the grand canonical en-
semble and the Euclidean-action path integral were first
pointed out by Gibbons and Hawking [1], who argued
that the Euclidean gravitational action is equal to the
grand canonical free energy times the reciprocal of the
temperature associated with a black hole (or cosmologi-
cal) event horizon [2].

More recently Brown and York have extended this
work by considering the formulation of the partition func-
tion for gravitating systems of finite spatial extent [3,4].
Virtually all systems with which we have any experience
have a finite spatial boundary; indeed, one of the central
concepts in thermodynamics is that of a system and a

reservoir that are separated by a partition. A physical

realization of these concepts is needed in order to ap-
ply thermodynamics in a sensible way.! When we use
thermodynamics to describe self-gravitating systems (in-
cluding objects such as black holes), we must divide our
space-time into a region which contains the system (the
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1 Another central concept of thermodynamics is, of course,
thermodynamic equilibrium. The realization of this is the
stationarity of a system, where we say a system is stationary
if there exists a timelike (Killing) vector field for which the Lie
derivative of all the fields considered vanish, and the boundary
of the system is chosen to contain the orbits of these vectors.
We shall assume that our systems are stationary.
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black hole) and the remainder of the space-time which
can be treated as the reservoir. The traditional practice
is to study black hole thermodynamics at spacelike infin-
ity, assuming reasonable asymptotic conditions without
any boundary. However, this approach has a number of
deficiencies. First, it requires that a space-time which is
a solution to the field equations (and often the accompa-
nying matter fields) possess appropriate asymptotic be-
havior, typically asymptotic flatness. However asymp-
totic flatness is never satisfied in reality, and is not al-
ways an appropriate theoretical idealization: many black
hole space-times exist that are solutions to the (dilatonic)
gravitational field equations that do not possess asymp-
totic flatness. Some have been found recently that are
not even asymptotic to de Sitter or anti—de Sitter space-
time [5]. Furthermore, in the study of pair creation of
black holes one is forced to consider nonasymptotically
flat space-times with an acceleration horizon [6], neces-
sitating a more careful consideration of boundary terms
in the formulation of the Hamiltonian [7]. Second, con-
struction of a partition function (which is central in the
study of statistical mechanics) requires the stability of
the system, which is only realized when a finite size is
imposed [4], a point also noted by Hayward and Wong
[8]. For example, the heat capacity for a Schwarzschild
black hole is negative [9] if one fixes the temperature
at infinity, and the formal expression for the partition
function is not logically consistent [10]. However if the
temperature is fixed at a finite spatial boundary, there is
no inconsistency in the black hole partition function and
the heat capacity is positive [11]. This approach may
also be extended to black holes in anti-de Sitter space-
times [12], where analogous results are obtained. Finally,
it seems to us that, on physical grounds, one should be
able to define thermodynamics appropriate to observers
who are at a finite distance from the black hole.

It is important, therefore, to construct thermodynamic
quantities appropriate to observers at the (finite) bound-
ary of a system. The quasilocal formalism, which has
been developed extensively by Brown and York [13] pro-
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vides us with a means. This formalism is based on a
Hamilton-Jacobi principle wherein the boundary terms of
the action functional for a compact region give rise to the
quasilocal quantities such as energy and angular momen-
tum. Brown and York [3] have also developed a paradigm
for understanding the relationship between the classical
mechanics, the statistical mechanics, and the thermody-
namics of gravitating systems, based on the boundary
conditions of the system. Here, the fields that are held
fixed on the boundary in deriving the classical mechanics
equations of motion from an action principle determine
the statistical ensemble of the corresponding statistical
mechanics, and thus the type of thermodynamic partition
that must be imposed. There is a parallelism between the
Legendre transformation, a canonical transformation of
the boundary terms of the action, and the Laplace trans-
formation, which changes the type of ensemble, of the
path integral for the statistical mechanics. This paral-
lelism may be used to identify a “microcanonical” action
that has boundary terms appropriate to a microcanonical
statistical ensemble [3], and from it an expression for the
entropy of a thermodynamic system may be obtained.
In this paper we extend this formalism to include the
most general action of gauge fields coupled to dilaton
gravity that has at most two derivatives in any term.
This class of actions includes the low-energy limit to
string theories [14] and is also of interest as an empir-
ical foil for testing general relativity [15,16]. We consider
non-Abelian gauge theories coupled to gravity, the dila-
ton, and an axion field, as well as Abelian two-form and
three-form gauge potentials with three-form and four-
form field strengths, respectively, also coupled to a dila-
ton. (We note that recent research in non-Abelian gauge
fields coupled to gravity has led to new black hole solu-
tions that refute much of the folklore about black holes,
such as the “no hair” conjecture [17].) We will find that
a form of the “first law” of black hole thermodynamics
can be reconstructed for the theory considered which is
quite reminiscent of the conventional one for the Einstein-
Maxwell theory. Although we restrict ourselves to four-
dimensional space-times, higher dimensional generaliza-
tions of our work are straightforward. For each sector of
the action, we obtain expressions for the quasilocal ther-
modynamic quantities that will appear in the first law
of thermodynamics. In addition, we discuss the role of
conserved quantities associated with the gauge and grav-
itational fields. In general, the presence of a conserved
quantity depends on the type of solution. Such quantities
always require the presence of some sort of symmetry in
the solution. (Solutions that satisfy certain asymptotic
conditions often also possess an asymptotic symmetry
that can be used to define conserved quantities. Here, the
solution must at least possess exact symmetries on some
finite boundary in order to admit conserved quantities
for finite-sized systems.) We also give a brief summary
of the construction of a statistical mechanics for the class
of theories considered, and we obtain an expression for
the entropy and a form of the first law of thermodynam-
ics for systems possessing an event horizon. We note that
a version of the first law of black hole thermodynamics
for a finite system has been obtained for vacuum gen-
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eral relativity as well as vacuum Einstein-Maxwell [18];
we recover these results in the case of an Abelian gauge
theory with vanishing dilaton and axion fields.

Closely related to the work of Brown and York, as well
as to our present work, is that of Wald’s Noether charge
formalism [19]. Wald obtains an expression for the en-
tropy of a space-time solution of a very general class of
theories that are required to be derivable via an action
principle from a Lagrangian density that is covariant un-
der diffeomorphisms. Here, the entropy is identified as
the Noether charge associated with this covariance. Re-
cently, Iyer and Wald [20] have extended their treatment
to systems with finite boundaries, and they have shown
how to formally recover some of the results of Brown
and York [13]. The present work can be viewed, there-
fore, as complementary to this technique. We restrict
our considerations to actions with at most two deriva-
tives in every term, and we explicitly evaluate quantities
which are only implicitly defined in Ref. [20] for specific
types of boundary conditions. We justify the choices of
boundary conditions by appealing to the role they play in
the connection of the classical mechanics, the statistical
mechanics, and the thermodynamics discussed above.

Therefore, our agenda is the following: In Sec. II,
we study the Einstein-Hilbert-dilaton sector, which we
consider as our gravitational theory in the absence of
additional fields. In Sec. III, we consider a Yang-Mills
field that couples to both the metric and the dilaton, ex-
tending this to include axion couplings in Sec. IV. In
Sec. V, we turn to an Abelian gauge theory involving a
four-form field strength (also coupled to the dilaton), and
briefly consider its relation to a cosmological constant. In
Sec. VI we complete our survey of matter fields with an
Abelian three-form field strength gauge theory coupled
to the dilaton. Section VII is a review of statistical me-
chanics based on path integral techniques. Here we adopt
a “general form” for the gauge fields rather than treating
each case separately. In Sec. VIII we apply these results
to obtain an expression for the entropy of a system con-
taining a black hole, and a form of the first law of black
hole thermodynamics. Concluding remarks follow.

In this paper, we adopt the conventions of Wald [21].
Units are chosen so that the speed of light, Newton’s
constant, and the rationalized Planck constant are all
taken to be unity. A summary of the notation of the
manifolds, fields, and related quantities considered in this
paper is given in the Appendix.

II. EINSTEIN-HILBERT-DILATON SECTOR

The theory of gravity that we consider is one which
is based on the usual action of general relativity, but
with the addition of a scalar function that couples to the
curvature called the dilaton. In general, it is possible
to redefine the metric via a conformal transformation so
that the dilaton does not couple to the new curvature.
However, as we shall see, such a transformation affects
physical quantities such as the entropy associated with
black holes, so we consider the more general case.

As indicated, our theory of gravitation will be based
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on an action principle, and is closely related to the usual
Einstein-Hilbert action. The gravitational field equations
may be deduced using Hamilton’s principle when consid-
ering variations in the geometry. It is now known that
serious restrictions must be placed on the boundary of
the space-time region in order that such a variational
principle be well defined. In particular, both the vari-
ation of the induced metric and its derivatives must be
held fixed on the boundary. Alternately, the action may
be supplemented with additional boundary terms such
that we need only fix the induced metric on the bound-
ary. We take the latter approach; from these boundary
terms many useful quantities can be defined, as we will
show.

In this section, we look at the gravitational sector of
the theory, and we defer consideration of various types of
matter to later sections. Insofar as we restrict ourselves
to dilatonic gravity, we will consider a very general ac-
tion. The coupling to the curvature, the kinetic energy of
the dilaton, and the potential energy of the dilaton will
all be arbitrary functions of the dilaton (alone). This
practice will be continued in the next section when we
consider gauge fields with arbitrary couplings to the dila-
ton.

We will restrict our considerations to a spatially finite
region of a four-dimensional manifold, M, which has a
topology of ¥ x R where X' is a spacelike hypersurface
and R is a real interval. On this manifold, we define
a metric g,, and its compatible derivative operator V,,.
Objects with Greek indices represent tensor quantities
on the four-dimensional manifold. We will consider two
parts of the boundary of this manifold: the outer bound-
ary Touter = 0% X T, and the initial spacelike hypersur-
face Xinitia1- The addition of an inner boundary and a
final spacelike hypersurface are trivial extensions of the
present analysis that will be important in following sec-
tions. Here we shall refer to them simply as 7 and X,
respectively.

Associated with 7 is an outward directed spacelike
normal vector n*. We can construct the first and sec-
ond fundamental forms v,, = g., — n,n, and O,, =
—%£n'yu,,. These are to be viewed as tensors on 7, and
the indices i, j, etc., will denote tensor quantities on 7.
However, we will use 4¥, defined in an analogous manner
to Y., to denote the projection operator from M onto
T. The derivative operator compatible with ~;; is A;.

We can foliate M into spacelike leaves X; via the pa-
rameter ¢t which is a coordinate along IR; associate with
it the vector field t* = (9/9t)*. View the initial hyper-
surface as one of these leaves, say, the t = 0 one. Little
confusion arises from dropping the ¢ index and consid-
ering an arbitrary leaf, X, in the foliation. There is
a future directed timelike normal vector u* to X. We
may define the fundamental forms h,, = g,, +u,u, and
K, = —%—£uh,‘,,v—these are viewed as tensors on Y, and
such tensors will be shown with indices 7, 7, etc.—and
projection operator ﬁé‘ from M onto Y. We may also
define the lapse and shift of the foliation by N = —t#u,
and N? = ﬁit“, so that t* = Nu* + N#. The deriva-
tive operator on ¥ compatible with hz; is given by Vg,
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and this can be used to define the Ricci scalar on X:
R[h]. It is also important to consider the boundary, 8%
of ¥. We require that, on the intersection of X and 7T,
ubn, = 0. The first and second fundamental forms on
0% are o33 = hs; — nyny; and ki; = —3 £,05;. The Latin
indices a, b, etc., are used to denote tensors on 9X. The
projection operator from 7 onto X, 6%, is obtained from
O3 = Yij + UiUj.

A zero vorticity observer is one for whom the vorticity,
w = x(v Adv), is zero, where v is the velocity of the ob-
server. It can be seen that observers who are comoving
with a given foliation on the boundary 7 are zero vortic-
ity observers. For such an observer, the velocity is just
the normal vector u*, and the acceleration of the normal
vector is given by a* = v*V, u* = N"'h**V_N.

A summary of the notation described above is given in
Table I of the Appendix.

A. Variation of the action

In accordance with the above considerations, we choose
the action for the gravitational sector to be

Senp = / d'r v—g [fEH(W)R[g]
M
+fxs(P)(VE)? + fou(¥)]
—-2/ d’c /=~ feu(¥) tr(O)
T

—2/ e VA fon () tr(K), (2.1)
=

where the dilaton field is given by ¥, and fex (%), fke(¥),
and fpp(¥) are model-dependent functions of the dilaton.
They are arbitrary insofar as they contain no fields other
than the dilaton and no derivatives of the dilaton. No-
tice the presence of the two boundary terms: these are
just what is needed to make a well defined variational
principle on the initial spacelike hypersurface and outer
boundary as we shall see below.

Now we vary the geometry and dilaton field configu-
rations. The geometry is varied subject to the (gauge)
restriction that the leaves of foliation remain orthogonal
to the boundary. (That is, we hold the boundary fixed in
that variations of the normal dual vectors to the bound-
aries are proportional to the normal dual vectors.) For
convenience, we vary the inverse metric, except on the
boundaries where we can write the variation in terms of
the covariant induced metrics. The induced variation in
the action is given by

6Seup = / d% v—g [(Egeom)uuéguu + Edu(SW]
M
+ / d% (79 8~;; + M4né?P)
T

- / d* (pijéhﬁ =+ Pdﬂ(SW). (2.2)
P

Here
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(Zgeom) v = fou(P)Guvlg] + 5 fux(¥) [9 (VE)?
—2(V, &) (Vo 2)] + Lgu feu(¥) (2.3)

(with G,,,,[g] =R, [g9] — %guvR[g]) and

dv
2V [fn (#) V0] + ezl
can be considered as equations of motion in the follow-
ing way: under variations of the geometry and dilaton
field that leave the geometry and dilaton configurations
on the boundary fixed, (ZEgeom)ur and Zaun will be zero
at an extremum of the action. (In general, there will
be contributions to these equations of motion from any
additional matter present.)

Alternately, we could consider variations of the geom-
etry and dilaton configurations in which the equations
of motion are held fixed, but the boundary geometry
and dilaton configurations are varied. Under these vari-
ations, we see from Eq. (2.2) that we can define the
momenta conjugate to the boundary geometry of the ini-
tial and outer hypersurfaces as 77 = (6 Spup/87ij)cr and
P = —(8Seup/0hs;)cr, respectively. (The subscripted
“CL” emphasizes that the variations are among field con-
figurations satisfying the equations of motion.) Explic-
itly, these are

w9 = =3 {19 [0 9, fon (#)]

(2.4)

+fen(@)[69 =77 1x(0)]}  (250)
and
7 = —Vh { (W [u"0, fou(¥))
+ fen(P) [KT — h7 tr(K)) } (2.5b)

Similarly, there are momenta conjugate to the dilaton
field on the initial and outer hypersurfaces defined in an
analogous way. These quantities are

6SEHD
Hdﬂ = ( &P )CL
=v—y <2fKE(sI/)n“6,,sP - 2-4%@ tr(@)) (2.6a)
and
6SEHD
Pdil = .—( SW )CL
=—vh (2 fxe(P)utd,¥ — 2‘1—"‘3{1‘*—5’1 tr(K)). (2.6b)

B. Quasilocal quantities

The 7 boundary momentum, 7%/, contains useful infor-
mation about the energy and momentum densities of the

JOLIEN D. E. CREIGHTON AND ROBERT B. MANN 52

gravitational field held within this boundary. To identify
these quantities, it is useful to decompose the variation
of the boundary metric, +;;, into the various projections
normal and onto the foliation. Thus we write

2 2
6vij = 686280a — N5Nuiuj — ZuEd5a0N®. (2.7)

N
The corresponding decomposition of the boundary mo-
mentum, 7*7, conjugate to 7;; leads us to define the sur-
face energy density, the surface momentum density, and
the surface stress density as

£ = \/EuiujTij, (2.8a)
(Jenn)® = —Vo w6379, (2.8b)

and
8% = /5626877, (2.8¢)

respectively, where 7% = 27% /,/—~ is the surface stress
energy momentum on 7.
We next use Eq. (2.5a), and the relationship

@ij = kij + u,-uj(n"au) —+ u(i&;)anfj (29)
(recall that a* = u”V,u* is the acceleration of the

normal u*) to obtain expressions for &, (Jgup)®, and

8%, An immediate consequence of Eq. (2.9) is that
tr(@) = tr(k) — n*a,. Then, we have
€ =—-20[n"8, feu(¥) — feu(¥P)tr(k)] — &, (2.10a)
(jEHD)a = 2\/‘; fEH(!p)ni&;—lKr - (JEHD,O)G
2o ~a, 17 a
= ————\\//_’; Nz0;P 7 — (js}m,o) ’ (2‘10b)

and

8% = 2y/5 (0°* "8, fou (¥) + fou (¥){k*® — c°[tr(k)
—n*a,]}) — (S,)?, (2.10c)

where &, (Jeun,0)® and (S,)?® are additional contribu-
tions that arise in supplementing the action Sgyp with an
additional (reference) functional of the boundary fields,
as we will discuss in the following subsection.

We can construct a quantity ) from the momen-
tum Il4; conjugate to the dilaton configuration on 7~
Y = N"'IT4 — Y, where ), is an arbitrary background
contribution that will be discussed below. Thus we have

dfeu(¥)

Y=+ (2fKE(W)n“3,,!P — 2T [tr(k) — n“a,,])

_yo-

Note that ) is also a scalar density on the two-surface
0X. Using the definitions in Egs. (2.10) and (2.11), we
can write the 7 boundary terms in the variation of the
action as

(2.11)
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5 Senn|y = / 4% [—ESN + (JTano)a N
T

+N(38%604, + Y5U)). (2.12)

It is worth noting that &, (Jeup)a, Oab, and ¥ are all
extensive variables because they can be constructed out
of the phase space variables (p¥, h;;) and (Pau, %) on Y.
However the lapse and shift cannot be constructed out of
this information, and such quantities are called intensive
variables. We see that, in Eq. (2.12), the first two terms
of the integrand involve variations of intensive variables
(with extensive variables as coefficients), while the last
three terms involve variations of extensive variables (with
coefficients that are intensive variables due to the lapse
function). We will consider the implications of this below.

Define the quasilocal energy to be the integral over the
two-surface 8% of the quasilocal energy density:

Ez/ dz £.
ax

This quantity has useful properties such as additivity
[13], although it is not necessarily positive definite. The
quasilocal energy is observer dependent, i.e., even if we
are given a natural choice of boundary 7T, the above def-
inition of the quasilocal energy will still depend on the
foliation; in particular, how the leaves X intersect with 7.
However, we would expect that we should be able to do
better than this when the space-time is stationary. The
construction of conserved charges resulting from space-
times with symmetry will be addressed below.

(2.13)

C. Reference space-time

The complete gravitational action will involve the ac-
tion Sgup given in Eq. (2.1), plus some additional func-
tional of the boundary metric and dilaton configuration.
This additional piece, S,, does not contribute to the equa-
tions of motion because it contributes only to the bound-
ary. It does, however, contribute to the momenta con-
jugate to the gravitational and dilaton fields and thus
to the quasilocal quantities discussed above. It will be
sufficient in the present analysis to consider S, to be a
functional on the boundary 7 alone. Furthermore, we
will assume that it is a functional of the metric v;;, and
the 7 boundary dilaton configuration, but we will not
consider the general case in which it is also a functional
of boundary configurations of matter fields (though the
inclusion of these is straightforward).

The specification of the functional S, is akin to the
specification of some reference space-time. Although
there are restrictions on the types of reference space-time
allowed (which have to do with the embedding of the two-
surfaces X in the reference space-time), we will assume
that a natural reference space-time can be found. Of-
ten, this can be achieved simply by setting constants of
integration of a particular solution to some special value
that then specifies the reference. Our restriction that the
functional S, not be a functional of matter fields (other
than the dilaton) is just a specification of a vacuum ref-
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erence space-time.

The primary advantage of the above interpretation of
S, is that it ensures that the action is a linear functional
of lapse and shift and, as we shall see, this means that
the extensive variables defined above continue to be ex-
tensive. (This is the principal restriction that must be
placed on S,.) We shall thus write the additional piece
in the suggestive form:

So = / d3.’L‘ [NSO - Na(JEHD,U)a]‘ (214)
T

Here, £ and (Jeupo)a can be constructed out of the
phase-space variables alone (and are thus extensive), and
can be identified by the functional derivative of S, with
respect to the lapse and the (negative) shift, respectively.
The surface-stress and dilaton density of the reference
space-time can be obtained from the relation

/ % N1L(8,)"600s + Yod¥]
i

- / d% [N6Ey — N°6(JTon o)a) (2.15)
T

which allows one to determine (S,)* and ), when the
forms of &, and (Jeup.o)a are known in terms of o4, and
¥. The net result of the addition of S, to Sgup is the
inclusion of the extra terms in Egs. (2.10a)—(2.10c) as
well as in the definition of . Of course, one possible
choice is always S, = 0 in which case these terms would
be absent.

D. Conserved charges

Given a set of observers, all having histories on 7, we
wish to identify quantities related to the geometry of M
that are the same for all the observers. We will require
the presence of a Killing vector, £, on 7. Our first step is
to consider the equation of motion for the geometry. We
have been deferring a detailed discussion of matter to a
later section; however, here we will allow for the presence
of matter so that the equation of motion reads

(Egeom)uu = %Tpm (216)
where T),, is the stress-energy-momentum tensor of the
matter and (Zgeom)ur is given by Eq. (2.3). Computing
n*yY (Egeom) ur With the aid of the Gauss-Codacci rela-
tionship

n*5" Ry lg] = — 85 [0 — 4 tx(6)] (2.17)
we obtain
V= DT = Mgy AW — /= yn#4* Ty, (2.18)

which shows that the surface stress-energy-momentum
tensor is not divergenceless: it has source terms arising
from the presence of the dilaton and the matter.
However, we can contract Eq. (2.18) with the Killing
vector. In addition to the usual requirements of a Killing
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vector, we require that the dilaton is constant on orbits
of the Killing vector. That is, we assume that £* satisfies
both the usual Killing equation, £¢v;; = 0, for a Killing
vector on 7T, as well as £,¥ = 0. The left-hand side of
Eq. (2.18) becomes a total divergence due to the Killing
equation and the symmetry of 7%. Integrating over T,
we find

TN Einal . .
- [ et = [ d v T
T

T N Zinitial
(2.19)

In the event that the right-hand side vanishes for arbi-
trary Ygna1, Eq. (2.19) expresses a conservation law for
a geometric charge:

k[¢] = — d*z\/o&iu;TH.

oy

(2.20)

Contingent upon the type of matter present, there are
many reasons why this may be the case. First, it may
be that 7 is positioned such that there is little matter
in its vicinity, so T, is negligible. Second, it may be
the case that the particular projection £*T;,n* vanishes.
Alternately, if T}, is conserved, that is V, T#* = 0, and if
the Killing vector field on 7 can be promoted to a Killing
field over M (that is, if £# is a Killing vector field on
M, satisfying the additional requirements above, and 7
contains the orbits of these vectors), then we can rewrite
Eq. (2.19) in the form

final
K(T N Sinitial) — k(T N Ssnat) = / B/ Rt € T,

Zinitial

(2.21)

and the integrand on the right-hand side of this equation
may vanish.

Suppose ' is a spacelike azimuthal Killing vector.
Then, we can define an angular momentum as J = k[¢].
If the surface X is taken so that it contains the orbits
of the Killing vector, then we can write

J= / &2 (Tonn ). (2.22)
ox

When ¢* is timelike, we can define a mass as M =
—k[£]. If the space-time is also static, that is, ¢? is surface
forming, then we can choose a two-surface 8% for which
the Killing vector is proportional to the timelike normal.
In this case, the mass can be written in the form

d% NE.
8y

M = (2.23)

Note that, in general, the quasilocal energy will not agree
with the conserved mass of the space-time unless u® is a
Killing vector on 7. However, in asymptotically flat,
static space-times for which 7 is taken at spatial infinity,
a foliation in which u’ approaches the timelike Killing
vector is usually adopted, and then the definitions of
mass and quasilocal energy given here will agree.
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E. Canonical form of the action

We now turn to the canonical decomposition of the
action of Eq. (2.1). The Hamiltonian density of the
Einstein-Hilbert-dilaton sector is defined as

Heyp = pﬁ,ﬁthﬁ— + Pgu£4¥ — Lgpp, (2.24)

where Lgyp is the Lagrangian density which, when inte-
grated over M yields the action of Eq. (2.1). To evaluate
the first term, we use the definition of the second funda-
mental form, and the relationship between u* and t*. We
find that

pij£thij = —2Npi‘7Kij - 2N;Vjpij + 2Vj(Nipij) (225)
Similarly, the second term is

Pay£4¥ = NPy¥ + NY(Pyu Vi), (2.26)

]
where the symbol ¥ is shorthand for u#8,¥. The La-
grangian density can be canonically decomposed using
the Gauss-Codacci relationship

Rlg] = R[A] + K7Ky; — [tr(K)]? — 2V . [u” tr(K) + a*]
(2.27)

as well as

(V)2 = (V)2 — & . (2.28)

We also use the relationship a; = N~1V;N which is ap-
propriate for zero-vorticity observers. The Hamiltonian
can then be written as

HEHD =/ dsl‘ HEHD
b
= / d3:L‘ [HEHDN + (HEHD)TNT]
x

+/ dzﬂf [SN - (JEHD)aNa]a (229)
oy

where

Heuo = —2p7 Kyz + Pdil!;
—vh ( Fou(@){R[h] + K7 Kz — [tr(K)]*}

+2 tr(K)‘ﬁ%(mi — 2V fon (W)

+ Fen(B) (VD) — Fen (D) + pr(W)) (2.30)

is the Hamiltonian constraint and

(HEHD)T = —2V5p§_ + Py V¥ (2.31)
is the momentum constraint. When the constraint equa-
tions hold, the Hamiltonian is purely a boundary term.

The action, Eq. (2.1), can now be rewritten in canon-
ical form:
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Seup = / d*r (pfj£thij + Pan £ — HEHD)
M

= /dt (/ dsilt [pij£thfj+ Pdi1£tw - %EHDN -
x

This form of the action will be useful later in the study
of the thermodynamics of gravitational systems.

III. YANG-MILLS SECTOR

Here we consider non-Abelian gauge fields with an ar-
bitrary gauge group ®. The case of electromagnetism
is, of course, just a simplification of the general results
of this section when the gauge group is U(1). We shall
refer to the internal degrees of freedom as color degrees
of freedom, and the associated gauge charges as color
charges.

In what follows, quantities that possess color are rep-
resented with Fraktur characters; color indices, when
needed, will be given by lower case Fraktur characters,
and the adjoint representation will be assumed. The
gauge covariant derivative (both gauge covariant and
covariant on the manifold M) is given by (9,)% =
V6% + % A,.¢ where 2,% is the connection and %
are the structure constants of the group. The curva-
ture of this gauge covariant derivative operator is the
field tensor: §,,* = 2V, 2,,% + §95 2,02, . This field
tensor is covariant under gauge transformations of the
form A1) = A °[0]+(D,)%z". We partially restrict
the gauge freedom of the potential so that the compo-
nents in an orthonormal frame are finite everywhere in
M (except, perhaps, at truly pathological points such as
curvature singularities).

On a spacelike hypersurface X it is possible to decom-
pose the above quantities. The electric field as seen by
an observer who is stationary with respect to the folia-
tion is given by €;% = A¥F,,%”. The magnetic field is
given by B;% = —1h¥€,,”"§,, u”. The gauge covariant
derivative that is compatible with the metric hs; is (0;)%p.

A. The dilaton-Yang-Mills action and variations

The action is

Spym = — /M d’z \/__g %fYM(W)(Suuaguuu)- (3-1)
The color indices are raised and lowered by the Killing
metric gqp = %f‘aufacb. The function, fym(¥), is a func-
tion of the dilaton alone, and contains no derivatives of
the dilaton.

Variation of the action of (3.1) yields source terms for
the Einstein-Hilbert field equations as well as for the dila-
ton field equation. In addition, variation with respect to
the gauge potential %,* gives a source-free field equa-
tion for the gauge fields. Note that the variation, on the
boundary, of the potential is the same as the variation of
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(HEHD)TNi] + LE d% [—f,'N + (jEHD)a,Na] ) . (2.32)

[
the potential projected onto the boundary. The induced
variation in the dilaton-Yang-Mills sector of the action is

0Spym = / d*c v—g [-—%(TDYM)MVJQ#V
M
— 3 Tovm0¥ + X0, °

+/7'd3w (HDYM)ia(SQlia
- / 4% (Poya) 0020, (3.2)
X
where
xua = (gy)ba[fvm(sp)‘s‘wb]- (3'3)

This yields the dilaton-Yang-Mills vacuum equation of
motion, X¥q = 0 when the boundary terms vanish pro-
vided that there are no Yang-Mills source terms. The
dilaton-Yang-Mills stress energy and dilaton source are

(TDYM)[AV = fYM (W)(Suaaguaa - %guugaﬁasaﬁa) (34)

and

1d v
TDYM =3 M@uvasﬂyaa

e (3.5)

respectively.

In addition we have momenta conjugate to the vari-
ation of the gauge fields on the boundaries 7 and X.
These are

(Tovs)’a = V=7 fym (P75 am (3.6a)
and
(Povs)'a = =V fun(@)RLF qu, = —Vh fru (@),
(3.6b)
respectively.

On the boundary 7, we can decompose the variation
of A;® into pieces normal and ta_ngential to the foliation.
Let 0% = —u*;* and W,* = 6:A,°. Then,

8% = N~1u; [§(ND?) — W,06N°] + 62620,°.  (3.7)

A similar decomposition of (prm)ﬁ leads us to define a
surface Yang-Mills charge density:

(QDYM)O. = \/EfYM (W)n;@ia (3.8)
and a surface Yang-Mills momentum density
(JDYM)G = (QDYM)amaa- (3'9)

Also, define a surface Yang-Mills current
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jaa = \/EfYM (!p)faijni%ju~

Then, the variation of Spyy on 7 is given by

(3.10)

5SDYM|T = /7— d’ [(jDYM)a‘SNa - (QDYM)U‘S(Nma)

+NJ3%.620,°]. (3.11)
We will consider the interpretation of the surface charge
density in the following.

B. Conserved Yang-Mills charges

In the presence of a source, J#g, the equations of mo-
tion for the Yang-Mills field (with dilaton coupling) are

(gu)bﬂ[fYM (W)S‘wb] = 3Vu~

It can be seen that the source respects the identity
(D,)%a3* = 0. In an Abelian gauge theory (such as
electromagnetism) this quantity is gauge invariant and
can be used to define a conserved charge. However, in a
general Yang-Mills theory, the identity is gauge covariant,
and the separation of the color contained in the charge
and the color contained in the field it produces depends
on the gauge choice.

Yet, it is still possible to construct a conserved color
charge if we require the solution to the field equations to
have certain properties [22,23]. Suppose that the solution
possesses a gauge Killing scalar £%, that is, a Lie-algebra-
valued scalar field on M that is covariantly constant:
(@“)abfl’ = 0. Then the quantity £%J#, is gauge invari-
ant and divergenceless: V,(8%J#;) = 0. We can then
define a charge

QDYM [E] = - L d3$ \/ﬁu“?‘q“a

that is conserved provided that the source £9J#, vanishes
in the vicinity of 7, that is, the charge of Eq. (3.13) has
the same value regardless of the volume X' chosen for the
integration.

Recall now the equation of motion (3.12). Contracting
both sides with the gauge Killing vector, one can take
€% through the gauge covariant derivative to produce a
gauge scalar as its argument. Further contracting both
sides by u,, and recalling that u, is proportional to a gra-
dient, u, = —N9,t, we can write u,,(@,t)ba [fYM (!P)%‘”’b]
as (Du)ba [fYM (W)S‘“’bu,,], due to the antisymmetry of
the field tensor §*¥, in g and v. Integrating over the
spacelike hypersurface Y, we obtain

Qovult] = /8 _ & (Qona)al?.

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)
)
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This alternate expression for the conserved gauge charge
gives us our interpretation of (Qpym)a as a surface gauge
charge density.

C. Canonical form of the dilaton-Yang-Mills action

Finally, we turn to the task of writing the dilaton-
Yang-Mills action of Eq. (3.1) in canonical form. A
straightforward calculation shows that £,2;* = — ot —
(D{)ubgltb where %A,* = —t#%,%. Using the decomposi-
tion of t* into u* and N*, we have ,% = N — N9, .
Then, we can show that

(PDYM)iu£t52[iu = —1\/,(131)\(1\/1)%@?CI

_(PDYM)iGS"ijaNj
+ 2% (95)° 4 (Povae) s
—Vz [Qltu(PDYM)ia] . (3.15)
We also use the decomposition
iguuuguua = %(%Tu%ia — €L &%), (3.16)
The Hamiltonian density is given by Hpyy =

(Poym)*a£:%:% — Loywm where Lpyy is the Lagrangian
density [the integrand of Eq. (3.1)]. The Hamiltonian
is, then,

Hpym =/ d’x Hyynm
by
= / dSLE [’HDYMN + (HDYM)TNT + (gDYM)GQltu]
by
+ / &% [(Qovw)aT°N — (Jovm)aN], (3.17)
X

where

HDYM = _(PDYM)iaefa

+1VR fon(P)(B2aB:® — €,E%)  (3.18)

is the contribution to the Hamiltonian constraint from
the dilaton-Yang-Mills sector,

(HDYM)_T = _(PDYM)TOEfja (3'19)

is the contribution to the momentum constraint from the
dilaton-Yang-Mills sector, and

Soym = / d%z [(PDYM)iai:tQ[ia - HDYM]
M

= /dt (L d* [(-PDYM)ia-ietmgl — HoymN — (HDYM)TNE - (gDYM)uQ{tu]

+/ dzil: [—(QDYM)QQ]GN + (JDYM)G.NG]) -
ax

(Govm)a = (02)°a(Povu)’ (3.20)
is the Gauss constraint for the Yang-Mills field.
The action in canonical form is simply
(3.21)
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IV. AXION SECTOR

In this section we consider the coupling of an axion field
to the Yang-Mills field strength. Such couplings provide
an interesting counterexample [15] to Schiff’s conjecture?
[24] and, in the case of an Abelian gauge theory, imply
interesting new tests of the equivalence principle [25,26].

Many of the derivations in this section are simi-
lar to those in the previous section on the Yang-Mills
field. Deﬁne the dual to the Yang-Mills field tensor by
(*8)ur® = 3€u”"Fpo". Note that there is the identity

(gu)bu(*ﬁ)‘“’b =0.

A. The axion-Yang-Mills action and its variation

We take the action for the axionic sector to be

Saym =/ d%\/n—[ 19YM )(*S)“Vaguuu
+9x5(8)(V0)? + 955(6)],

where 0 is the axion field and vy (8), 9« (6), and Yps(0)
are functions of the axion (but not its derivatives) that
are the couplings to the Yang-Mills fields, the kinetic
energy, and the potential energy, respectively.

Varying the action with respect to the geometry, the
gauge field, and the axion yields

(4.1)

6SAYM = /M d4-’L‘ vV —g [—%(TAYM)M,,&]"V
+DH a0, + Zaxid0]
+ / B (o) a6 + Maxi66)]
-

- / & [(Pavsa) a8 + Puid6],  (4.2)
b

where the stress-energy-momentum contribution from
this sector is

(Taym) o = —29%5(0)(V,0)(V.00) + g, 0xz(0)(V)?

+guv PE (6) (4‘3)

The equation of motion for the gauge field, when bound-
ary variations vanish, is Y*q = 0 (vacuum case) where

DHa = (*F)* a Vo Iym(6)

while the equation of motion for the axion itself is = 5; =
0 with

(4.4)

Eaxi _ %dﬂvm(e) ( S)uu 3'
L $x(0) 2 21 , d9px(0)
7 [(V)? —2V?0] + —2—=. (4.5)

2Schiff’s conjecture states that any self-consistent theory of
gravity that obeys the weak equivalence principle necessarily
obeys the Einstein equivalence principle.
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Similarly, there are momenta conjugate to the gauge field
configurations on 7 and X'

(HAYM)ia = \/__'719YM (e)nu:yi(*g)uua (4.6&)

and

(PAYM)T(X = _\/EﬂYM(g)uuili(*S)ﬂyﬂv (4'6b)
respectively. Also, there are momenta on 7 and X' con-
jugate to the axionic field configurations:

Ioyi = 2/— ke (0)n*0,.0 (4.7a)

and

Payi = —2Vh 9y (0)u*8,,0, (4.7b)

respectively.

Recall that the variation of the gauge field on the
boundary 7 can be decomposed as in Eq. (3.7). We
perform a similar decomposition of the momentum
Iz AYM)ia. Define a surface axion-Yang-Mills charge den-
sity,

(Qavm)a = VI Iyu (0)n:B%q, (4.8)
a surface axion-Yang-Mills momentum density,
(Tavm)a = (Qavm)aa’, (4.9)
and a surface axion—Yang-Mills current,
= Vo Oym(0) €7 €50 (4.10)
Also define the scalar density
A=N"1,. (4.11)

Then, the 7 portion of the variation of S,yy is decom-
posed into

5 mlT = / % [(Tavss)ad N — (Quvn)ad(NT)
T

+N(R*.620,° + A806)]. (4.12)

In analogy with the discussion of conserved charges in the
previous section, we can interpret the quantity (Qaym)a
to be some sort of magnetic charge surface density that
will yield a magnetic charge

QAYM [E] =

ox

% (Qaym)at® (4.13)

when some gauge Killing scalar % is present.

B. Canonical form of the axion-Yang-Mills action

The Hamiltonian density of the axion-Yang-Mills sec-
tor is given by Hayy = (PAYM)iai:inTa + PayiL0 — Layum-
Denote by 5 the quantity u#9,0. The first term in the
Hamiltonian density looks just like Eq. (3.15) but with
(Paym)®a replacing (Ppym)’a everywhere. The second
term is just like Eq. (2.26), but here we replace Pgj
and ¥ with P,y; and 6. In addition, we can decompose
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the terms in the Lagrangian density, L.y, which is just
the integrand of Eq. (4.1). Note that

%0YM(6)(*8)”VU§MUG = %19YM (0)%%6?“-

Furthermore, the kinetic term of the axion can be de-
composed just as the kinetic term of the dilaton was de-
composed in Eq. (2.28). Thus the Hamiltonian is

(4.14)

Haym =/ damHAYM
X
= / dax [HAYMN + (uAYM)ENi + (gAYM)ﬂQltu]
b

+/ d3$ [(QAYM)ClsBuN— (jAYM)aNa], (4.15)
X

where

SAYM =
M

I

+ /rdsl' [—(QAYM)am“N + (jAYM)aNa]) .

V. DILATON-FOUR-FORM SECTOR

It is possible to treat a cosmological constant as a
constant of motion arising from a four-form field rather
than as a fundamental constant. Doing so allows one to
consider space-times in which the cosmological constant
takes different values. In this section, we will consider
such a four-form field, but here we will also allow possi-
ble couplings to the dilaton.

The four-form field strength will be given by A,.,,, =
4V, A, o) where Ay, is a three-form potential. The
field strength is invariant under gauge transformations of
the potential of the form Ax,,[x] = Axuw [0] 4+ 3! Viax )
where X, is an arbitrary two-form. We partially re-
strict this gauge invariance in requiring the components
in an orthonormal basis be finite everywhere in M. It
will be useful to introduce an “electric” field, Ep;; =
iz;;fz;_’ﬁ;—’A#,,pau". One can show that A**P7A,,,, =
—4FE"I By

A. The dilaton-four-form action

Let fer(¥) be a function of the dilaton (that contains
no derivatives of the dilaton) that couples to the four-
form field as follows:

1
Sprr = d%z V=95 fFF(W)AA“VPAAuup- (5'1)
M 2-4!
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Hoavt = —(Paynt) aCs® + Paxif — VR {30440 (0)B70 ;"

e (0)[(VO)2 — 8 ] +0os(0)}  (4.16)

is the axion-Yang-Mills sector contribution to the Hamil-
tonian constraint,

(HAYM)j = —(PAYM)ia Tja + Paxing (4-17)

is the axion-Yang-Mills sector contribution to the mo-
mentum constraint, and

(Gavm)a = (02)°a(Pavu)%e (4.18)

is the axion-Yang-Mills sector contribution to the Yang-
Mills Gauss constraint.

The action of Eq. (4.1) may be written in canonical
form as

d4$ [(PAYM)iu'f'tQ[Ta + Pa.xi£t0 - HAYM]

/dt [/ d’c [(PAYM)Ea‘f’th’Ta + Paxi£40 — Haxu N — (%AYM)iNi - (gAYM)umta]
X

(4.19)

—

We could replace the four-form field strength A, , with
its dual *A. The result would be a cosmological constant
term with dilaton couplings. We will not do so here as
it is more useful to consider variations of the three-form
potential. We will discuss the relationship between the
four-form field strength and the cosmological constant
below.

Under variations of the three-form potential, the ge-
ometry, and the dilaton field configurations, the induced
variation in the action of Eq. (5.1) is

0Sprr = / d*c v—9g [—%(TDFF)[J,V(Sg”V
M
_%Tnn*(sg’ + (EDFF)/\#VJAA;LV]
+/ d3211 (HDFF)ijk(sAijk
T

_ / &% (Poee) ™5 Apaz. (5.2)
X

Note that the projection of the variation of the potential
onto the boundary elements is the same as the varia-
tion of the projection of the potential onto the boundary
elements. Here, the stress energy momentum of the four-
form field is given by

1 1 «
(TDFF)[J,V = afFF (W) (g QWAO"G'Y&Aapqs - Ap. ﬁ‘YAuaﬁv)
(5.3)

and the dilaton source is
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1 dfFF(W) AHVPO 4

TDFF = 4' dv puvpo -

(5.4)
The equations of motion for the four-form fields are

ol fer (@) ANH].

In addition, the momentum conjugate to the three-form
potential on the boundary 7 is given by

(HDFF)ijk == fFF (w)naAa)‘”V%’:\;yu'?fa

while the momentum conjugate on the boundary X is

(EDFF)A”V = -

(5.5)

(5.6a)

(PDFF) M7 = —f fFF ('p)uaAaA”th
= Vh fer (W) E™.

h

(5.6b)

Since A;jx is proportional to the volume element €;;x
on 7, the quantity V;; = A;;,ru* will be a tensor on 9%,
that is, V;; = ﬁfﬁ?Vab. With this in mind, we see that
the variation of A;;, can be decomposed as follows:

5Az;k = —3N_15NU[,-V;-k] — 3u[z~&;&,’§]6Vab. (5.7)
With the definition
(QDFF)ab = 3\/3 fFF (!p)niETab (58)

for the four-form surface charge density, the component
of the variation of the action Sprr on the boundary 7T
can be written

8Sper|T = — / d’c
T

As usual, (QDFF)“b

(QDFF)ab(S(NVab) .

is related to a surface charge density.

B. The conserved charge of the four-form field

Recall the equation of motion for the four-form field
strength given by Eq. (5.5). In the presence of a source,
JA | we have

—Va|fer (@) 4% ]

and the identity V,J*** follows. Let the quantity
€., be the volume element on the surface 0. Then,
Va(J*¥e,,) = 0. If there is no source present in the
vicinity of 7, then we see that

= Jiw (5.9)

QDFF[€]=/ d’zvhp (5.10)
=

is a conserved charge of the four-form field: its value
is independent of the choice of leaf X.2 Here, p =

3That is, given a two-form, €., the associated charge is
independent of the foliation. However, the interpretation of
this two-form as the volume element of the boundary of the
leaves of the foliation is, of course, foliation dependent.

—3€apd “b“u,‘ is the charge density.

Using our definition of p, we can express it in terms
of the four-form field strength by means of the equation
of motion, (5.9). Because the unit normal to X' is pro-
portional to a gradient (recall u, = —NJ,t), it can be
pulled inside the derivative operator due to the antisym-
metry of the field strength; in doing so, the derivative
operator on M becomes the one on Y. We find that
Vhp = 3Vh V[ fer (¥) E**®€4p] and thus

Qorrle] = /32 d%

Equation (5.11) justifies our interpretation of (Qprr)
as a surface density of four-form charge.

(QDFF)abeab (5.11)

ab

C. Canonical decomposition
of the dilaton-four-form action

To obtain the
(Pore)™

Hamiltonian density,
7£4Apz; — Lprr, We compute

HDFF =

__ 1 .
(PDFF)MJ,EtAhﬁ =N (— a \/H fFF (W)Eﬁ JEhij)

—3Aijtvh(PDFF)mj

+Vh[3NVas(Porr)™®].  (5.12)

Here, Az = Az;ut*. We have already seen that the La-
grangian density is purely electric:

Lypr = N\/_ fpp )EMJ_Emj. (5.13)
Thus the Hamiltonian is
Hprr = / d’z Hypr
b
= / d’r [%DFFN + (gDFF)ﬁAiﬁ]
3
+ / d% (Qprr) NV, (5.14)
ox

where the four-form contribution to the Hamiltonian con-
straint is

1 _
HDFF = _\/E mfFF (W)EMJE’W.T’ (5'15)

and the four-form Gauss constraint is
(gDFF)r = "‘3vh(PDFF)Mj (5'16)

The action in canonical form is
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Sprr = / d*c [(PDFF)th‘EtAﬁTj - HDFF]
M

= /dt (/ d’z [(PDFF)th‘EtAﬁ’ij — Hppe N — (gDFF)ﬁATﬁ] - / d’z (QDFF)abNVab) .
X ax .

D. Relation to a cosmological constant

Recall the Lagrangian density

= VTG (2 X ) e (D) 44 Ay
= 3V fee ()(+4)2.

In the latter form, it appears like a dilaton coupled to a
cosmological constant A = —%(%A4)?, except that, where
a cosmological constant is fixed in the theory, *A is a
scalar field. The stress-energy-momentum tensor can be
evaluated and we find that (Tpre)u, = %fFF(W)(*A)zgu,,
which is consistent with this interpretation. When the
Gauss constraint equation holds, however, we find that
the quantity fer(¥)E#r; must be equal to the tensor €s;
up to some constant 2C. Thus we find that fer (¥)(xA4) =
2C. The Lagrangian density is now written Lppr =
—2y/=g [1/fee(¥)]C?. Thus C? can be interpreted as
a (negative) cosmological constant when fer(¥) is a con-
stant. When fer(¥) is not a constant, Lyge is essentially
a contribution to the dilaton potential proportional to
C? times the reciprocal of the coupling of the four-form
field strength with the dilaton. Although C is a constant
(rather than a scalar field), it is a constant of integration
rather than an imposed fundamental constant.

When the Gauss constraint holds, we can obtain an
explicit expression for the charge Qprr[e]. We see that
(Qorr)®® = 6C/0 €%, so the charge Qprrle] is just 12C
times the area of the surface X whose volume element
is €qp-

LDFF
(5.18)

VI. DILATON-THREE-FORM SECTOR

In low energy string theory, one encounters a term in
the action that is a three-form field strength squared
with a coupling to a dilaton. Here, we analyze such
a gauge field with a somewhat more general coupling.
The three-form field strength will be written as Hy,, =
3!V(zA,,) where A,, is a two-form potential field. As
always, there are gauge transformations of this poten-
tial, A,y [x] = AL [0] + 2! VX0, under which the three-
form field strength is invariant. As usual, we can use
this gauge freedom to guarantee that the components
of the potential in the orthonormal frame are finite ev-
erywhere in M. It is useful to decompose the three-
form field strength into “electric” and “magnetic” pieces
on a spacelike hypersurface, Ez; = izg‘izj-‘HA“Vu” and
B = —(3!) 71 H,,, uq, Tespectively. It can then be
shown that H**¥ H,,, = 6B% — 3E" E;;.
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(5.17)

A. The dilaton-three-form action

As usual, the dilaton-three-form action will be taken
as the three-form field strength squared coupled to some
function of the dilaton. Let this function be given by
fre(¥), and make the usual assumptions about its form,
i.e., that it contain only the dilaton, but no derivatives
of the dilaton. Explicitly, we write the action

1
Sprr = / d*z v—9g 5——; fTF(!p)HAHUH/\uw (6'1)
M x 3!

If we were to perform a duality rotation of the three-form
field strength, we would be left with a kinetic energy for
a scalar field. However, we are not interested in this case
here. (In a sense, we have already considered a scalar
field in the context of the dilaton in which there is no
coupling to the Ricci scalar, though we have not consid-
ered a dilaton coupled to a scalar field.)

The action of Eq. (6.1) can be subjected to variations
in the geometry, the dilaton, and the two-form potential.
The response in the action is given by

8Sprr = / d4$v -9 [—'%(TDTF)MV‘SQ“V
M
_%TDTFJW + (EDTF)‘“ISA“V:I

+/ daﬂ? (HDTF)ij(SA‘ij
T

- / d’c (Pprr )78 Azy. (6.2)
=

As usual, the projection onto the boundary elements of
the variation of the potential are the same as the varia-
tion of the projection of the potential onto the boundary
elements. When the variation of the two-form potential
on the boundary is held fixed, there is a contribution to
the stress-energy-momentum tensor,

(Tore)uw = Fre(P)[(2 % 3) 7 9, H7 Hopy

—1H,*"H,.g], (6.3)
as well as a dilaton source:
1d '4
TDTF = —g %() HA'WH/\;AV- (6‘4)

In addition, the equation of motion for the three-form
field, in the absence of a source, is the vanishing of
(EDTF),-“I = —Va [fTF(Q;)HAuV]- (6'5)

The momenta conjugate to the two-form potential con-
figuration on the boundaries 7 and X are, respectively,
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(Hore)? = /=7 fre(Z)na HM 5141 (6.6a)

and
(Pore)? = —Vh fae(B)urx HM i hD = —Vh fre (9)E7.
(6.6b)

The potential A;; on the boundary 7 can be written in
terms of the quantities V, = &flAijuj and Wy, = &i&,’)Aij
on the two-surface X as

A,‘j = 2u[,~&;-‘]Va —+ &ﬁ&?]Wab. (6.7)
Note that since W, is a two-form defined on the two-
surface 0%, we could express it as Wy, = we,, where

w is a scalar function on the two-surface. Similarly, the
variations of A;; can be decomposed:

5 As; = 2u6 N [6(VaN) — WapdN®] + 67626 Was.
(6.8)

This leads to a like decomposition of the momentum con-
jugate to the 7 boundary two-form potential. We con-
struct a surface three-form charge density:

(QDTF)a = 2\/; fTF (W)nuE“a

which is a vector on 0X. Note that (Qprr)® is an exten-
sive quantity. It can be used to define conserved charges
as will be seen below. Another extensive quantity is the
surface three-form momentum density:

(6.9)

(JDTF)b :‘(QDTF)aWab' (6'10)

Also, there is a surface three-form current density, de-
fined as

(IDTF)ab = \/Epr(!p)nuH”ab.

Using these, we can write the 7 boundary contribution
to the variation of the dilaton three-form action as

(6.11)

6SDTF|T = / &z [(JDTF)a‘sNG - (QDTF)G‘S(NVG)
T

+N (Zore) 6 Was). (6.12)
Here, the first two terms in the integrand involve vari-
ations of intensive variables with extensive coefficients
while the last term is a variation of an extensive variable
with an intensive coefficient.

B. Conserved charges of the three-form field

Suppose that suitable matter is present such that there
is a source term, J*¥, included in the equation of motion
of the three-form field. Then we have, from Eq. (6.5),

—Va[for(O)H ] = JH, (6.13)

However, we see from this equation that the source
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must be divergenceless, V,J#” = 0. Thus we can con-
struct conserved charges for it in the following way. Let
fu = V,¢ be an exact one-form. (¢ is a scalar function.)
Because of the antisymmetry of J*¥ in u and v, we have
0= f,V,J" =V, ,(J"f,). If we integrate this expres-
sion over M, we have contributions from the initial and
final hypersurface as well as the boundary 7. Supposing
that the source vanishes in the vicinity of 7, we find that
the quantity

Qorelf] = ~/Zd3m Vhu,J*f, (6.14)

is invariant upon the surface, Y, of evaluation. Thus it
is a conserved charge.

Using Eq. (6.13), we can reexpress the conserved
charge of Eq. (6.14) in terms of the two-surface three-
form charge density (Qprr)®. Recall that u, = —NV,,t.
Then, the integrand of Eq. (6.14) can be written in the
form V, [fTF (W)E“afa]. (Notice that we have restricted
the gradient f, to be a one-form on the dual tangent
space of 8¥. Natural choices for the scalar ¢ are the
coordinates of this hypersurface.) Therefore, we have

Qorslf) = [ &% (@om)*F, (6.15)

where f, = 0,¢ and ¢ is an arbitrary scalar function on
ox.

C. Canonical form of the dilaton-three-form action

The canonical decomposition of the action Sypy is ob-
tained through the construction of the Hamiltonian den-
sity Hpre = (Pore) P £ 455 — A straightforward
calculation of the first term yields

(PDTF)Tj£tATj‘ = %N(PDTF)ﬁEij + %NhHﬁTf(PDTF)ij

LDTF'

—2AtjvT(PDTF)i]_
+2V; [At5(Pore) 7], (6.16)
where Aq;; = tFA,; will act as a Lagrange multiplier.

Also, the second term in the Hamiltonian density can be
written as

Loze = NVh fe(¥)(AB? — LETE,;).

With these expressions, we can write the Hamiltonian

Hpre =/ dstDTF
x

(6.17)

= / ds-'l: [HDTFN + (HDTF)TNT + Atj(gDTF)j]
X

+ d2$ [(QDTF)GNV(I - (JDTF)a,Na] . (618)
8y

Here the contribution from the dilaton-three-form sector

to the Hamiltonian constraint is given by
Horr = —Vhfre(¥)(3B? + LEVEy), (6.19)

the contribution to the momentum constraint is
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(HD’I‘F)h = %Hﬁfj‘(PDTF)iiv (6‘20)

and the Gauss constraint for the three-form field is
|

SDTF = / d4m [(PDTF)H‘EtATj - LDTF]
M
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(gDTF)i = ZVT(PDTF)Tj’

Also, the action of Eq. (6.1) can be reexpressed in the
canonical form. It is

(6.21)

= /dt (/ dam [(PDTF)ij£tAT_7 - HDTFN - (%DTF)‘TNi - (gDTF)iAﬁ]
x

+ [ @ [(Fore)aN® - (QDTF)“NVG]).

VII. STATISTICAL MECHANICS

Here we address, at a formal level, the construction of
statistics of the quantum-mechanical theory based on the
actions we have constructed. The mechanical theory is
entirely described in terms of path integrals involving our
actions. These yield quantum-mechanical density matri-
ces. The statistics of primary interest are the partition
functions, which can be thought of as functional integrals
over the density matrices with some periodic identifica-
tion (with the period related to the temperature).

A. The general action and canonical ensembles

We will consider a general form of action that pos-
sesses all of the features of the actions we have consid-
ered thus far. Let A,* denote the gauge field poten-
tial, where the upper-case Latin index labels the various
gauge fields that may be present. The field strength asso-
ciated with the potential is given by F'*¥ ,, and the gauge
field action functional Sgr involves the square of the field
strength along with a possible coupling to the dilaton,

(6.22)

fer(¥). Note that for the three-form and four-form field
strength gauge fields, the field index will actually be a set
of space-time indices, while for the Yang-Mills fields, it is
a color index. The total action of the theory is given by
Stotal = Seup + Ser + So. Variations of this action yield
the usual equation of motion terms as well as boundary
terms. We will primarily be concerned with the latter.
The T portion of the variation of the total action will
take the form

8 Stotal| T = / d* [—ESN + J.6N® — Q6(NV*)
T
+N(18%800, + YU + I°,6W,4)]. (7.1)

Here, Q, are the surface charge densities of the gauge
fields, Z*, are the surface currents of the gauge fields,
and Jo = (Jeup)a + QaWe* is the total surface mo-
mentum density. Also, V4 are the projections of the 7
boundary potentials of the gauge fields along u*, while
W,* are the portions of these fields restricted to 9X.
Note that all of the gauge field actions we have consid-
ered can be expressed in this way. The action can be
written in canonical form as

Stotal = / dt ( / d% (p7 £4hey + Pan£4¥W + PTo £ Ar* — HN — HoN' — G, A*)
x

+/ d’ (—EN + J,N*®
8x

Here, A;* are the projections of the gauge potentials
along the time vector. H is the total Hamiltonian con-
straint, H, is the total momentum constraint, and G, are
the Gauss constraints of the gauge fields.

The first three terms in the integrand of Eq. (7.1) in-
volve variation of an intensive variable with an extensive
coefficient. However, the remaining terms involve vari-
ations of extensive variables with intensive coefficients.
Define the microcanonical action to be

Smicro = Stotal + / dzm ((‘:N - jaNa + QANVA)

oy
(7.3)

- Q,,NVA)).

(7.2)

Since this action differs from the original by bound-
ary terms alone, the equations of motion are unaffected.
However, such a transformation changes the 7 boundary
component of the variation of the action. We now have

8 SmicrolT = / &% N (58 — w*8.T, + VA5Q,
T
+38%60a + VOO + I°,6Wa*), (7.4)

where we define Nw® = N°% We will interpret w® as
the angular velocity of observers comoving with the foli-
ation on 7. Each term in the integrand of Eq. (7.4) is
of the form of a variation of an extensive variable with
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an intensive coefficient. We see that the boundary condi-
tions imposed in order to obtain the equations of motion
are those in which the extensive variables are held con-
stant. It is for this reason that the term “microcanonical”
has been adopted. Also, note that the Hamiltonian for
the microcanonical action contains only the constraints
(i-e., there are no additional boundary terms), so the
canonical form of the microcanonical action has no 9%
integral. The importance of this observation is that the
microcanonical action vanishes when stationarity of all
the fields and the constraint equations are imposed.

Grand-canonical boundary conditions involve the fixa-
tion of all intensive variables on the boundary. In analogy
with the procedure above, we define a grand-canonical
action by

Sgrand = Stotal - / dam N(%Saboab + yW + IaA” aA)-
T
(7.5)

Under variations of this action, the 7 boundary compo-
nent becomes

‘Ssgrandl’r = '—/ d3$ {géN - Jats(Nw“) + QA(S(NVA)
T

+0.60(NS/2) + WS(NY)
+WaA5(NI“A)], (7.6)
so it is indeed the intensive boundary variables that
must be fixed in order to obtain the equations of mo-
tion. In canonical form, the 7 contribution to the grand-
canonical action is given by

Sgrandl’r = —/ng'(l:N[y - Jawa + QAVA

+3tr(S) + YT + 1%, W,*]. (7.7)

It will be useful to have a covariant form of the micro-
canonical action. To obtain this, we recall the definition
of the microcanonical action, Eq. (7.3), as well as the
initial covariant form of the total action, Eq. (2.1) plus
matter terms. Since the difference between the micro-
canonical action and the total action amounts to just a
difference on the boundary 7, we will just attend to this.
Thus

SumicrolT = /T B [~29/77 fon() t2(O)
—NE+N°J, —NV4Q,]. (7.8

To cast this in a covariant form, we employ the definitions
of £, J,, and Q,, as well as the decomposition given
in Eq. (2.9). Then Eq. (7.8) can be rewritten in the
covariant form

Smicro|T = [r A’ /=7 [ fou(¥)t, 0" 8,t — 20" 8, fuu (¥)
— far (B) (nuF* 48,t)(t*AL)]. (7.9)
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B. “Euclidean” notation

Until now, the metrics we have considered have been
of Lorentzian signature. Such metrics can be reexpressed
in a “Euclidean” notation by redefining the (real) met-
ric functions in terms of new (complex) ones. Our pre-
scription is the following: We first rewrite the volume
elements as \/g = i,/—g and \/y = i,/—7 and redefine
the lapse and shift functions: N = ¢{N and N? = iN?,
The former leads to a new unit normal @, = —iu, which
satisfies @ - @ = +1. In addition to the lapse and the
shift, we adopt a new notation for all the Lagrange mul-
tipliers in the Hamiltonian. Thus A;* = 74;*. Thus the
Hamiltonian as a functional of the Lagrange multipliers
is H[N, N*, 4;4] = iH[N, N?, A;*]. Finally, we define a
new action functional I[g, ¥, A] = —iS[g, ¥, A] such that
the phase in the path integral is written exp(—1I).

An important feature of this prescription is the fol-
lowing. Suppose that a complex metric g. is obtained
from a real, Lorentzian metric g, via the transformation
t — —it. Then, the Lagrange multipliers, N, N*, and
A:* become imaginary, or, equivalently, N, N*, and A,
become real. However, the canonical data, that is p¥,
hzz, Paa, ¥, P*,, and A;* all are invariant. Therefore,
the extensive variables are all invariant under the Wick
rotation since these variables are constructed out of the
canonical data. In particular, the values of the extensive
variables of the complex metric that extremize the path
integral are the same as the values of these variables on
the corresponding Lorentzian metric.

We can write the microcanonical and the grand-
canonical actions using the Euclidean notation in the
canonical form. They are

Inicro = / dt / d’c (—ip7 £4hyy — iP" L £, Ar* — iPay £,9
P
+HN + H:N* + G, A*) (7.10)

and

Tgeand = Tmicro + / dt / & N[E - Tuw® + Q VA
ox

+3tr(S) + Y¥ + 1%, W], (7.11)
In addition, we can write out the variations of these ac-
tions. For example, the 7 boundary contribution of the
variation of the Euclidean form of the microcanonical ac-
tion can be constructed from Eq. (7.4). It is

micro| T = — / dt /Z 4’ N (86 — w*8J0 + V*6Q,
8

+38%504, + YO + I2SWL).  (7.12)

C. Functional integrals

It is well known that the classical equations of motion
are obtained from an action I, by setting variations of
this action to zero. As argued earlier, the variations are
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of a restricted class which fix certain quantities on the
boundary, and the quantities that must be fixed are de-
termined by the choice of ensemble. For example, it is
the extensive boundary variables that must be fixed in
obtaining the equations of motion from the microcanon-
ical action.

This method of obtaining classical equations of motion
is best understood as a (classical) limit of the quantum-
mechanical density matrix obtained from a path integral.
Formally, we can write this density matrix as

0= / dlg, ¥, Al e~ Tlo ¥4l (7.13)

where the integral is taken over all possible field configu-
rations of the metric, the dilaton, and the matter fields,
from an initial and a final spacelike surface. The field
configurations are fixed on the initial and the final space-
like surfaces, YXinitial and Xgna1; so the density matrix is
a functional of these quantities. In addition there will be
quantities on 7 joining the boundaries of these two space-
like surfaces that must also be fixed. These quantities de-
pend on the ensemble chosen for the action. The density
matrix will be a functional of these variables as well. The
density matrix gives us all the quantum-mechanical in-
formation we need to solve most problems. Furthermore,
the classical limit can be understood in the following way.
Given an initial configuration, there is a final configura-
tion that is most “likely” in a quantum-mechanical sense:
it is the one for which the density matrix has the largest
value. In the classical limit, the action is always much
larger than unity (in units of Planck’s constant). Thus
the final configuration that extremizes the density matrix
is the one for which 61 = 0, that is, the one for which the
classical field equations hold. (Note that I is a complex
quantity—we have not yet made a Wick rotation—so the
last statement follows from stationary phase arguments.)

Much information about the system can be obtained
by taking statistics of the density matrix. The most im-
portant of these is known as the partition function. It is
obtained by “tracing over” the initial and final states. In
terms of path integrals, this can be realized by identifying
the initial and the final configurations, and integrating
over all possible configurations. The partition function
then depends upon the information fixed on the bound-
ary 7T alone. Note that, in identifying the initial and the
final spacelike surfaces, we have effectively changed the
topology of M from ¥ x Z to X' x S1.

As an example, consider the microcanonical ensemble.
The objects that are held fixed when this action is var-
ied are the metrics and field configurations on the initial
and final surfaces as well as the extensive variables on
the boundary 7. Thus the functional dependence of the
density matrix is

o= Q[hl,!p“A“hf,Wf,Af,g, \7, 0'31!)7 Qv W]
= / dlg, ¥, A] e~ Imicrolg P24l (7.14)

The subscripts i and f refer to the initial and final space-
like hypersurfaces, Xipnitial and Xgnal, respectively, and
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is the dilaton configuration on 7. The partition function
is also known as the density of states. It is given'by

v[€, T, 0,%,Q,W]

= [ din. s, 45)

Xg[hyWE,AE;h’WZNAE;gﬂjaU,d)y QvW] (7'15)

Note that we have explicitly indicated the periodic iden-
tification of the fields on the initial and final spacelike
boundaries in the density matrix.

In a similar manner, we can construct a grand-
canonical density matrix by making a Laplace transform
of Eq. (7.14). This density matrix would be a functional
of 3, w®, Sap, YV, V4, and Z, on the boundary 7. Here,
the reciprocal temperature, 3, is defined by

B= fdt]\_/vlag, (7.16)
where we have used § as a reminder that the initial
and final spacelike hypersurfaces have been periodically
identified; B is the gauge invariant measure of this pe-
riod. The grand-canonical partition function is then

Z[ﬂvw,sayaval—]-

VIII. BLACK HOLE THERMODYNAMICS

The thermodynamics of systems containing black holes
can be obtained using the statistical techniques of the
previous section. In particular, we wish to obtain a ther-
modynamic “first law” which relates the entropy change
of a system with changes in extensive quantities of the
system. Clearly, such a result should be obtained from
the microcanonical action. The entropy is normally de-
fined as the logarithm of the density of states. (We re-
call that the latter is just the partition function for the
microcanonical ensemble.) We will only consider black
hole solutions that are stationary in the sense that the
Lie derivative of all fields (including the metric, dilaton,
and matter fields) vanishes. Also, we continue to use the
“generalized gauge fields” introduced in the previous sec-
tion. Any of the gauge fields discussed in this paper will
have a similar form.

We will only construct the “zeroth order” contribution
to the entropy from the path integral for the density of
states. In this approximation, the density of states is
written

V[E,T,0,%,Q, W]~ e Imicre, (8.1)
where the microcanonical action is evaluated at its (com-
plex) extremum value. Clearly, the entropy is just

S[g, Ja g, 1/)7 Q?W] ~ —ImiCI‘OICL' (8‘2)

Thus to evaluate the entropy is to evaluate the micro-
canonical action at its (complex) extremum value. how-
ever, the presence of an event horizon introduces some
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interpretational problems. These we address in the rest
of this section.

A. Regularizations at the event horizon

As usual, we turn to the Euclidean form of the ac-
tion. The system will be defined as the interior to some
closed two-surface, Byyuter, on which the microcanonical
boundary data are specified. This interior will include
an event horizon; the foliation will become degenerate
on this horizon. In addition to the usual foliation in
the timelike direction, we will suppose that it is possible
to foliate from the event horizon to the outer boundary.
After periodic identification, the complex manifold has
the form of a conex .52, where the azimuthal direction of
the cone is the timelike direction and the “radial” direc-
tion corresponds to the spacelike vector along which the
spacelike foliation was constructed. The outer edge of
the cone is the two-surface Byyter, and the “point” of the
cone is where the timelike foliation becomes degenerate:
the event horizon.

It is common to impose regularity conditions on the
cone to cause it to become a disk. Near the event horizon,
we assume that it is possible to write the metric in the
Euclidean form

ds? ~ N2dt? + M2dr? 4 o,pdz®dz®. (8.3)
Here, 7 is the coordinate of foliation in the spacelike direc-
tion, and M is the analog of the lapse function defined as
n, = MJ,r. The conical singularity is not present in the
metric of Eq. (8.3) if the “circumference” of the circles
of constant ¢ has the value of 27 times the proper radius
near the event horizon. Let At be the period of the iden-
tification of the coordinate ¢. Then the circumference of
the circles of constant ¢ is given by NAt, and the regu-
larity condition is At(n?8;N) = 27 at the event horizon.
Choose the period At to satisfy this condition. Then it
takes the value At = 27/k, where k2 = —h¥7(8;N)(9;N)
(evaluated on the event horizon) is the surface gravity of
the event horizon.

B. Evaluation of the microcanonical action

Although the event horizon is in no way distinctive to
an infalling observer, nevertheless, for a system observer
(i-e., one who lives on the system boundary Bouter) it
represents a one-way membrane onto which information
can approach, but from which nothing can come (at least
classically). For such an observer, it would be inappro-
priate to attempt to calculate an action that included the
event horizon. So let us remove an open set surrounding
the event horizon infinitesimally close. The remaining
portion of the manifold now contains a new “boundary.”
However, this is not a system boundary on which ther-
modynamic data must be specified—it is just a tool that
will represent the information lost in “throwing away”
the event horizon from the system. With this under-
standing, we shall denote this surface as Bipner-
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Let us recall the covariant form of the microcanonical
action. It is the usual action but with the 7,yuter bound-
ary term given by Eq. (7.9). There is no supplemented
boundary term for the inner boundary. Using the usual
techniques to perform a canonical decomposition of this
action, and keeping track of the terms appearing on the
new boundary Bipper, we find that

I = Iiero + / dt / P (25 fon(D)n* 0N
Binner

—2y/0 Nn'8; feu(¥) — N Ja + NQ,V*], (8.4)
in the “Euclidean” notation. Here, I, is the thermody-
namic action which differs from the microcanonical ac-
tion, Inicro, in that the event horizon has been removed
from the microcanonical system. In obtaining Eq. (8.4),
we have used the relation a; = —N~18;N. The action
Imicro was given in Eq. (7.10). Thus we notice that
the only boundary contribution to I, is on the boundary
Binner-

We wish to evaluate the action I, on the solution in
which the field equations hold—the extremal solution.
The contribution from the action Imicro of Eq. (7.10)
vanishes: the terms involving Lie derivatives of the fields
vanish due to the stationarity of the solution, and the
remaining terms vanish because the constraint equations
must hold on a classical solution. Thus the sole contribu-
tion to the action I, comes from the boundary contribu-
tion Bipner of Eq. (8.4) which arises due to the discarding
of the event horizon from the system. In evaluating this
term, we invoke the regularity conditions of the previous
subsection: N =0, N® =0, and [ n’8;Ndt = —2n. (The
shift approaches zero as we approach the event horizon
since we have chosen a zero-vorticity observer. The neg-
ative sign in the third equation arises since the normal
vector is now inward directed, rather than outward as it
was in the previous subsection.) Thus we find that

I*lCL = —47!'/
B

The entropy (neglecting higher-order quantum correc-
tions) is just the negative of this quantity according
to Eq. (8.2) (using I, rather than Inicro). The usual
value for the entropy with no dilaton field, one quar-
ter of the event horizon area, is recovered when we set
feu(¥) = (16m)~ 1. (This is the appropriate value for this
coefficient for the usual Einstein-Hilbert action in units
where Newton’s constant is unity.)

d’z \/Efm{(w) (8-5)

inner

C. The first law of thermodynamics

Since the inner boundary, Binger, is not really a bound-
ary, we will view I, as a functional of the same extensive
variables on Bouter @5 Imicro- The first law of thermody-
namics is obtained by varying the entropy given by Eq.
(8.2) with the aid of Eq. (7.12) which applies equally to
I,. These variations are understood to be among those
that preserve the classical equations of motion, so the
boundary contribution is the only one present. (Recall
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that we have closed the manifold with respect to the ini-
tial and final hypersurfaces, so there are no longer any
initial and final spacelike boundaries.) Thus

S = dza:,@(&‘: - w8 T, + V469,
Bouter
+%S“b6aab + Yév + I“AJWGA) (8.6)
is our formulation of the first law of thermodynamics.
Recall that 3 is the reciprocal temperature of the sys-
tem [Eq. (7.16)]. Note that it is not necessarily constant
over the system boundary, so we have left it within the
integral. When the boundary is chosen to be an isother-
mal surface, then we can integrate the first term in the
integrand of Eq. (8.6) to obtain the usual “86E” term.
[Recall that E is the quasilocal energy of Eq. (2.13).]
However, the angular velocity w® will not generally be
a constant on the system boundary simultaneously, so
the usual expression for the first law does not gener-
ally hold in the case of a finite system. In the case of
non-Abelian fields, if a surface can be chosen such that
BV 4 is constant and proportional to the gauge Killing
scalar (if such exists), then the contribution of this term
in the first law is of the form BV éQpyn Where the latter
quantity is defined in (3.13). We note that the formu-
lation (8.6) of the first law differs from that considered
previously for non-Abelian gauge fields [27], in which cer-
tain asymptotic properties of the gauge and gravitational
fields were assumed in order to define a color charge—
the resultant formulation of the first law is therefore valid
only in this asymptotic region. Our formulation (8.6) of
the first law recovers this result when the gauge and grav-
itational fields have the aforementioned falloff properties.
It is useful to divide the variations of the metric on
Bouter into a “shape” preserving piece and a “volume”
(which is, of course, an area on a two-surface) preserv-
ing piece as follows: 80,5 = Sap0+/0 + /0 86ap, Where
Sab = Oap/+/o. If this is done, then the 1385%doq,
term in the integrand of Eq. (8.6) can be rewritten as
B(PSY + A%8¢,3). Here, V = /o can be thought of as a
measure of the volume of the system (by which we really
mean the area of Boyter), and thus P = %tr(S)/\/E is
interpreted as the pressure on the system. The quantity
Aot = -21—\/38“” is thermodynamically conjugate to shape
changes of the system boundary.

IX. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The formulation of the first law of thermodynamics as
given in (8.6) generalizes previous formulations [18,28]
to include the most general couplings of gauge fields to
dilatonic gravity in four space-time dimensions that have
at most two derivatives in any term in the action. We
close by commenting on possible extensions of our work.

General arguments from string theory suggest that the
action considered in this paper receives corrections from
terms that have more than two derivatives in the metric
and matter fields, i.e., terms which are at least quadratic
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TABLE I. Manifold variables.

Manifold

M T by ox
Indices {w,v,...} {3,5,k} {h7,3} {a,b}
Normal vector Ny Uy u;
Metric Guv Vij hz; Oab
Compatible derivative V. AV Vz
Intrinsic curvature scalar Rg] R[R]
Extrinsic curvature O;; K;; kab
Geometric momentum 7l p* -

in the curvature and/or field strengths. Although the
general form for the Noether charge for such terms has
been evaluated [20], the detailed manner in which such
terms contribute to the first law of thermodynamics in
the context of the quasilocal formalism considered in this
paper remains to be worked out.

A related problem of interest concerns the role of topo-
logical fields. These are fields which couple to the con-
nection but not to the metric. It has recently been
shown that interesting black hole solutions exist for a
model topological field theory in 2 + 1 dimensions [29].
Their thermodynamical properties are considerably dif-
ferent from the usual case [12,30] and are not fully un-
derstood. The generalization of the quasilocal formalism
to such actions represents an interesting problem since
the first derivatives of the metric will play a markedly
different role in the boundary terms.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We are grateful for the hospitality of D.A.M.T.P.,
where this work was carried out, and for financial sup-

port by the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research
Council (NSERC) of Canada.

APPENDIX: NOTATION

This is a summary of the notation used in this paper.
The manifold M is topologically X' x T where X is a
spacelike hypersurface and 7 is a timelike interval. Foli-
ation of M along Z allows us to define the lapse, N, and
the shift, N#. The various manifolds we will consider,
and some of the tensors defined on them, are summa-

TABLE II. Field variables.

Field strengths Potential fields
Full Electric Magnetic Full Along v On 8%

Dilaton /4 4
Axion 6 0
Yang-Mills  §,.° ¢, B,° A0 Qg 2..°
Four-form  Auvpe  Emsj Axpr  Vap
Three-form Hx,, Ei; B ALy Va Wab
General field F,,* At v W4
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TABLE III. Conjugate momenta.

Conjugate momenta

Surface density

On ¥ On T Charge Momentum Current
Dilaton Py 4 y
Axion Paxi Haxi A
Dilaton-Yang-Mills (Poym)a (HDYM)I:u (@pym)a (Toym)a Jeq
Axion—Yang-Mills (PAYM)ia (HAYM)za (QAYM)u (JAYM)a ﬁau
Dilaton-four-form (Porr)™ (Mprr)* (Qorr)*®
Dilaton-three-form (PDq:F)ij (Tpre)¥ (Qprr)? (JprF)a (Zorr)®*®
General field P, Qa I%4

rized in Table I.

We can construct the following densities on 90X out
of projections of 7%: the surface energy density, £, the
surface geometric momentum density, (Jgup)a, and the
surface stress density S°°.

We consider various forms of matter. These are sum-
marized in Tables IT and III. Table II contains the field
variables used in the various sectors. The momenta cor-
responding to these fields (and the related densities con-
structed on X)) are given in Table III.
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