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Path integral methods are used to derive a general expression for the entropy of a black hole in
a diffeomorphism invariant theory. The result, which depends on the variational derivative of the
Lagrangian with respect to the Riemann tensor, agrees with the result obtained from Noether charge
methods by Iyer and Wald. The method used here is based on the direct expression of the density
of states as a path integral (the microcanonical functional integral). The analysis makes crucial use
of the Hamiltonian form of the action. An algorithm for placing the action of a diffeomorphism
invariant theory in Hamiltonian form is presented. Other path integral approaches to the derivation
of black hole entropy include the Hilbert action surface term method and the conical deficit angle
method. The relationships between these path integral methods are presented.

PACS number(s): 04.70.Dy, 04.20.Fy, 04.60.Gw

I. INTRODUCTION

Noether charge methods have led Iyer and Wald [1,2]
to the discovery of two elegant expressions for the entropy
of a stationary black hole in a diffeomorphism invariant
theory in D spacetime dimensions. The first expression
is

Spn = 27r/HQ[t] : (1.1)

where H denotes the black hole bifurcation surface and
Q[t] is the Noether charge (D — 2)-form associated with
the horizon Killing field ¢*. The second expression is

SpH = —27r/ dP 2z /aeapecals™? (1.2)
H

where o is the determinant of the metric on #, €43 is the
binormal of H, and Ugb*? is the variational derivative [3]
of the Lagrangian with respect to the Riemann tensor
Rabed- Equation (1.2) is a generalization of the result
obtained in Ref. [4] for black hole entropy in a theory
described by a Lagrangian that depends on at most first
derivatives of the Riemann tensor. The equivalence of
expressions (1.1) and (1.2) is demonstrated in Ref. [2].
More recently, Iyer and Wald [5] and Nelson [6] com-
pared the Noether charge approach with various path
integral derivations of black hole entropy. The path in-
tegral methods all originate, ultimately, with the obser-
vation made by Gibbons and Hawking [7] that the parti-
tion function for the gravitational field can be expressed
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as a path integral.! These path integral methods were
developed within the context of specific theories, such as
Einstein gravity or Lovelock gravity. They include (i) the
direct expression of exp(Spy) in terms of a path integral
(the microcanonical functional integral) [9,10], (ii) the
expression of Spy in terms of the Hilbert action surface
term [11,12], and (iii) the derivation of Sgy in terms of a
nonclassical spacetime with a conical singularity [12,13].
Using the language and techniques of the Noether charge
formalism, Iyer and Wald showed that the path integral
methods (i) and (ii) yield the result (1.1), the black hole
entropy expressed as the integral of the Noether charge
Q[t], when applied to an arbitrary diffeomorphism invari-
ant theory. Nelson has analyzed the relationship between
the path integral method (iii) and the Noether charge re-
sult (1.1).

Section IV of this paper contains a direct derivation
of the result (1.2), the black hole entropy expressed in
terms of the variational derivative of the Lagrangian.
This derivation is based on the microcanonical functional
integral method (i) and bypasses the Noether charge for-

!The original calculation of Gibbons and Hawking was in-
consistent. Their result for the partition function implies a
negative value for the heat capacity. On the other hand, gen-
eral arguments show that the heat capacity is necessarily pos-
itive for any system that can be characterized by a partition
function. This problem was overcome by York [8] who showed
that the partition function yields a positive value for the heat
capacity if the boundary conditions in the path integral are
imposed at a finite spatial location.
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malism altogether. There may be some advantage to this.
The Noether charge formalism is a useful tool for deriv-
ing the first law of black hole mechanics but, by itself, it
does not provide a logically complete derivation of black
hole entropy. In order to extract the black hole entropy
from the first law of black hole mechanics one must, in
principle, supplement the Noether charge analysis with
the quantum field theory scattering calculation [14] that
leads to the identification of surface gravity (divided by
2m) with black hole temperature. On the other hand,
the path integral approach, although formal, does pro-
vide a logically complete framework in which black hole
entropy can be derived and analyzed. For this reason,
insights into the mysteries of black hole entropy, such as
its statistical origin, should be obtained more easily from
within the path integral formalism.

The microcanonical functional integral method (i) is
reviewed in Sec. II. The derivation of Eq. (1.2) in Sec. IV
makes crucial use of the Hamiltonian form of the ac-
tion, which is derived in Sec. III. The three path integral
methods mentioned above, having a common origin, are
closely related to one another. The logical connections
between the microcanonical functional integral method
(i), the Hilbert action surface term method (ii), and the
conical deficit angle method (iii) are discussed in Sec. V.

An important part of the present analysis is contained
in Sec. III, where an algorithm is developed that allows
one to place the action for a diffeomorphism invariant
theory in Hamiltonian form. Specifically, it is shown that
any action can be placed in “almost Hamiltonian” form,
which differs from a true Hamiltonian form by the pres-
ence of extra undifferentiated variables (referred to as the
Xx’s) in the Hamiltonian constraint C;. A true Hamil-
tonian form of the action is obtained when the x’s are
eliminated through the solution of their algebraic equa-
tions of motion. If the rank of the matrix formed from
the second derivatives of C; with respect to the x’s is
not maximal, then there are constraints on the canonical
variables. These constraints must be added to the action
via Lagrange multipliers. In practice, it might not be
possible to solve analytically the algebraic equations of
motion for the x’s, for example, if the equations of mo-
tion include high-order polynomials. (It might also occur
that the solution of the equations of motion for the x’s
is not unique. In that case, the action and the system it
describes splits into separate self-consistent Hamiltonian
theories.) In Appendix A the familiar Hamiltonian form
of the action for Einstein gravity coupled to Maxwell elec-
trodynamics is derived using the algorithm developed in
Sec. III.

A fourth path integral method considered by Iyer and
Wald is (iv) the calculation of exp(Sgy) as the enhance-
ment factor for the rate of black hole pair creation rel-
ative to the pair creation rate for matter distributions.
They show [5] that method (iv) yields the entropy expres-
sion (1.1) when applied to an arbitrary diffeomorphism
invariant theory. In Ref. [15], it was shown that the en-
hancement in the black hole creation rate, method (iv),
must agree with the entropy as calculated from the mi-
crocanonical functional integral, method (i). Therefore,
the results of Ref. [15] along with those obtained here
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constitute a derivation of Eq. (1.2) as the enhancement
factor for black hole pair creation in a diffeomorphism
invariant theory.

The analysis presented here applies to any stationary
spacetime with bifurcate Killing horizon. This includes
not only certain black hole spacetimes but also, for ex-
ample, Rindler spacetime. With periodic identifications
in the extra dimensions, the bifurcation surface H of
the Rindler horizon has the topology of a (D — 2)-torus.
Equation (1.2) gives the associated entropy. For definite-
ness, I will typically use the terminology appropriate for
black hole spacetimes. Some key results concerning the
surface gravity of a bifurcate Killing horizon, which are
used in the analysis of Sec. IV, are derived in Appendix
B.

II. MICROCANONICAL FUNCTIONAL
INTEGRAL

In the microcanonical functional integral formalism,
the density of states v is expressed directly as a path
integral [9,10]:

v=3 [ DsDb exp(slg,u1) -
M

Here, S is the action, which is a functional of the metric
Jab and a collection of matter fields denoted by 1. Also,
> s denotes a sum over manifolds M of different topolo-
gies, subject to the requirement that the boundary dM
should have topology B x S!. For the purpose of describ-
ing the thermodynamics associated with a horizon, it is
most convenient to choose B to have the same topology
as the bifurcation surface. Thus, for the case of black
hole spacetimes, B is a (D — 2)-sphere. For the case of
Rindler spacetime B is a (D — 2)-torus.

The boundary conditions on the metric and matter
fields in the path integral for the density of states v in-
volve fixation of those quantities on OM that charac-
terize the states of the system. In the terminology of
traditional thermodynamics, these are the extensive vari-
ables including, for example, internal energy and electric
charge. These quantities appear at the classical level as
functions of the canonical variables ¢* and p,. Thus,
consider the action S written in Hamiltonian form:

S\ q,p] = z/ dt/ ddrc(paq"’ - x\"CA(q,p))
St =

+(boundary terms) ,

(2.1)

(2.2)

where d = D — 1 is the dimensionality of space . The
Lagrange multipliers are denoted by A* and C,(q,p) are
the constraints. The particular form (2.2) for the ac-
tion follows from spacetime diffeomorphism invariance
and the assumption that under reparametrizations in t
the canonical variables transform as scalars and the La-
grange multipliers transform as scalar densities [16].
There are two types of boundary terms that appear in
the Hamiltonian form of the action for a diffeomorphism
invariant theory on a manifold M. The first is a term
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on the boundary OM = B x S of the spacetime mani-
fold. By the argument given in Ref. [15], the action (2.2)
appropriate for the density of states v contains no such
boundary terms at 9M. Otherwise, if boundary terms at
OM were present, the boundary conditions would include
fixation of quantities that depend on the Lagrange multi-
pliers (and, hence, do not depend solely on the canonical
variables ¢* and py).

The second type of boundary term that appears in the
Hamiltonian form of the action arises only if the bound-
ary of space ¥ includes an element H in addition to the
generic leaf B of the foliation of 9M = B x S§1; that is,
if 8 = H U B. This situation occurs in particular when
the spacetime manifold has topology M = B x R? and
the leaves of the foliation terminate at a common sur-
face H, considered to be the “origin” of the R? plane.
Such boundary terms are derived as follows. Start with
the action in Lagrangian form, expressed as an integral
over M (plus possible boundary terms). Now excise a
region from M surrounding H, so that M has the prod-
uct topology B x (annulus) = ¥ x S! (where ¥ = B x I,
with I a real line interval). The boundary dM then con-
sists of two copies of B x S, where one copy coincides
with the original boundary of M and the other copy co-
incides with the boundary of the excised region. The
passage from the Lagrangian form of the action to the
Hamiltonian form of the action proceeds as usual, with
various boundary terms appearing at the boundary of the
excised region. One then takes the limit in which the ex-
cised region shrinks to zero, being careful to ensure that
the geometry is smooth at H. The second type of bound-
ary term is a term on the boundary of the excised region
that survives this limit.

The entropy of a stationary black hole is computed as
follows [9,10]. First, express the Lorentzian solution in
stationary coordinates, ds? = §ap dzdzb, ¢ = 1/:, where
Jab and 1 are t independent. Next, choose boundary
conditions for the path integral (2.1) that coincide with

|

Slg, 9] =i /M Pz gL,

L= ‘C(gaba Rbcdea Valecde7 ey V(al"'vam)Rbcdev ¢7 Val"pa sy V(al"'va¢)¢) )

where V, is the spacetime covariant derivative.

2The work of Anderson and Torre [18] implies that the La-
grangian (3.1b) can be written in terms of covariant deriva-
tives of the Riemann tensor in which the symmetrization over
covariant derivatives is extended to the second and fourth
slots of the Riemann tensor itself. The arguments of this sec-
tion remain valid whether or not the Lagrangian is written in
this way.

7013

the boundary values (as constructed from the canonical
data of a t = const slice with boundary element B) of the
black hole spacetime. The path integral for v will have an
extremum in the topological sector M = Bx RZ that con-
sists of the complex black hole solution ds? = g, dz®dz?,
¥ = 1. The complex black hole is obtained from the
Lorentzian black hole by the substitution t — —it. The
t = const slices of the Lorentzian and complex black hole
solutions coincide in the sense that their canonical data
agree [17,9,15]. In particular, the data on the boundary
element H of the spatial slices of the complex black hole
coincide with the data on the bifurcation surface of the
Lorentzian black hole. In the zero-loop approximation
the density of states is given by v =~ exp(S[g, ]), where
S[g,v] is the action evaluated at the complex black hole
solution. The entropy of the black hole is then

Seu =~ S[g,Y] , (2.3)
the logarithm of the density of states.

When the action is expressed in Hamiltonian form, the
evaluation of the entropy in Eq. (2.3) is simple. Because
the complex spacetime g, 9 is a stationary solution of the
classical equations of motion, both the p,¢* terms and
the constraint terms in Eq. (2.2) vanish. The only con-
tribution to the entropy comes from the boundary terms.
As discussed above (see Ref. [15]), there are no boundary
terms at M. There are, however, boundary terms at H.
The entropy arises entirely from the evaluation of these
terms at the complex black hole solution.

III. ACTION FOR DIFFEOMORPHISM
INVARIANT THEORIES

The action for an arbitrary diffeomorphism invariant
theory of the metric g,; and tensor matter fields ¥ can
be expressed in the manifestly covariant form [2]

(3.1a)

(3.1b)

I will use the action (3.1) as the starting point. Note,
however, that the derivation of the entropy (1.2) in this
paper is not restricted just to the case of tensor mat-
ter fields. For example, ¥ can include the components
A% of the Yang-Mills connection (a is the internal in-
dex), where the covariant derivative V, of Eq. (3.1b)
acts on A2 as a collection of covariant vectors. Likewise,
1 can include the tetrad field (e*),. In this case, the La-
grangian should include a term A®®[gap — (e*)amuw (€¥)s)
that links the tetrad to the metric, where A is an
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independently varied field (included among the ) and
Ny = diag(—1,+1,...,+1). With the tetrad appearing
as a dynamical variable one can also include coupling to
the Dirac field (see, for example, Ref. [19]).

The goal of this section is to place the action (3.1) in
Hamiltonian form (2.2), and thereby derive the relevant
boundary terms at H. I will assume that the manifold
topology is M = X x I. In Sec. IV, where the density
of states (2.1) is evaluated, the factor I is periodically
identified to form a circle S.
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A. Elimination of derivatives of the Riemann tensor

The first step in the derivation of the Hamiltonian form
of the action (3.1) is the elimination of derivatives of the
Riemann tensor. The highest derivative, namely the mth
derivative, can be eliminated as follows. Introduce a set

Slov U V™ =i [ Payg{ L0 R Tu R Vi Vo RV 0 )
M

ofl auxiliary fields U,",‘g"""""c‘ie and Vot ..ambede> 30nd write
the action as
U [V(m...vam)n _ VaT~~a,,.:|} ) (3.2)

Note that the indices on the Riemann tensor, and the corresponding indices on U,, and V™, have been suppressed.
Also, the notation %’s is used for the matter fields and their derivatives. The actions (3.1) and (3.2) are equivalent.
This is demonstrated by substituting the solution of the classical equations of motion for U,,, and V™, namely,

1 S
0= ——— =V -V R-V™ | )
7 /'—_g (SU::;""G"' (ay v m)R ai am (3 3a)
1 6S oL
0 - = _[U%%m — 3b
iv/—g sV U + ovre . (3.3)

into the action (3.2). The result is the action (3.1). Now integrate by parts in Eq. (3.2) to remove one derivative from
V(a:'**Va,.,)R, and discard the boundary term. This leads to the action

S[g,%,Um, V™ = z/ dDw\/_—g{[,(g,'R., VaR, .., Viay Va,. R, V;f,,_am,'z/)’s)
M

[TV v

in which the highest derivative of the Riemann tensor is
the (m — 1)th derivative.

The action (3.4) yields the same equations of motion as
the original action (3.1), but (3.4) is not entirely equiv-
alent to (3.1) because boundary terms were discarded in
its derivation. The change of boundary terms implies a
change of boundary conditions for the variational prob-
lem. However, the boundary terms at M that should
be present in the final Hamiltonian form (2.2) of the ac-
tion are known: there should be no boundary terms at
OM. Thus, we are free to discard any boundary terms

J

(3.4)

that arise through integration by parts in spacetime. At
the end of the analysis, any remaining boundary terms
at OM must be eliminated from the Hamiltonian form of
the action anyway.

The algorithm described above can be iterated until all
derivatives of the Riemann tensor have been eliminated.
In the process, sets of auxiliary variables U,,_;, V™!,
..., U1, V1 are introduced, which serve to eliminate the
(m — 1)th, ..., (1)th derivatives of Rycge. The resulting
action is

S[ga"/j, Umanv' .. leyVI] = 7'/ dD:EV ——g{[,(g,’R,Vl, R 7Vm1¢’5) - [(ValUfl)R+ U{zIVall:I
M

aiaz

~[(Vau gV +Up V2,

e — [(Vam U;:.llw-am)vt;’:"“_';m_l + Usly--am VOZ'-.“am] } .

(3.5)

Now isolate the Riemann tensor by introducing one more set of auxiliary fields, Up and V°. (This is one more iteration
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of the algorithm, but without the integration by parts.) The action becomes

Slg, %, Um,V™,...,Us, V] =i/ de,F——g{c(g,V%..
M

SVTs) + [UoR = UoV?] = [(Va, Up)V0 + U VA

L [(Vam U,(:,'lmam)VaT:;mgl + U::mam Vl;';"_”am] } . (36)
[
Observe that when the V' equations of motion hold, and the U equations of motion hold,
) 0=R-V°
— _T]. — ar 4 ’
0=-Up—Vq,U; +8VO ) 0=Va1V0—Vall ,
a1 a1 oc )
0 = VR = Vel 4 g 0= ViV = Vi
ayanm oL
0=-Up + vy . ’ the variable Uy equals
oL ac oL
pbede — —Va, ______) 4o (=1 mval...vam( ) . 3.7
0 (Rocae) (B(Vm Rocde) (=1) (Ve Va,. ) Rocde) (37)

This is the variational derivative [3] of the Lagrangian £
with respect to the Riemann tensor Rocde->

B. Elimination of higher-order derivatives of the
matter fields

The second step in the derivation of the Hamiltonian
form of the action is the elimination of all but the first
covariant derivatives of the matter fields. This can be
achieved by applying the same algorithm that was used in
the elimination of derivatives of the Riemann tensor. The
resulting action depends on the first covariant derivative
of the following fields: U, ...,U,,, some (or all) of the
matter fields 1, and some of the auxiliary fields that were
introduced in the elimination of the higher-order deriva-

31t is possible to carry out the above analysis without the
fields V. For example, in order to eliminate the mth derivative
of the Riemann tensor from the action (3.1), one can perform
a Legendre transformation in which V(a,,(Va; -+ Va,,_1)R)
play the role of velocities and Uy} "*™ play the role of mo-
menta, and follow this with an integration by parts. [Equiv-
alently, V™ can be eliminated from the action (3.4) by sub-
stitution of the solution of the V™ equation of motion.] One
must allow for the possibility that the relationship between
the velocities and momenta is not invertible, signaling the
presence of constraints. The key equation (3.7) and the form
(3.8) of the action (see below) can be deduced in this way, in
spite of the fact that the constraints are not explicitly known.

[

tives of 1. I will denote these fields collectively by ¥’.
The covariant derivatives V, ¥’ can be isolated as linear
terms in the Lagrangian through the introduction of yet
another set of auxiliary fields, just as the Riemann ten-
sor was isolated by the introduction of the fields Uy, V°.
The action now takes the form

S[g’ \IJ] = 'L/ dDmV —g{UgdeRabcd + f(97 ‘I/a Vu\I’I)} )
M
(3.8)

where V, VU’ appear linearly in f with coefficients that are
independent variables. In Eq. (3.8), ¥ denotes the origi-
nal matter fields ¢, the auxiliary fields U and V', and the
auxiliary fields that were introduced in the elimination of
the higher-order derivatives of ¢ and the isolation of the
first derivatives V,¥’. Thus, ¥’ is the subset of fields ¥
that appear differentiated in the action. The presenta-
tion below is simplified if we assume that the fields ¥’
are covariant in their tensor indices. (As discussed at
the beginning of this section, some matter fields might
also carry internal indices, such as a Yang-Mills index
or a tetrad index.) This assumption entails no loss of
generality—for each field with a contravariant tensor in-
dex that appears differentiated in the action, say ¥?%, a
simple change of variables ¥, = gap¥?, gab = gap allows
us to replace ¥ with 1, as the fundamental variable.

C. Spacetime decomposition

The third step in the derivation of the Hamiltonian
form of the action is the introduction of a spacetime



7016

split. Let spacetime have topology M = ¥ x I and
let t label the hypersurfaces of the foliation ¥. The
unit normal of the hypersurfaces is u, = —NV,t, where
N = [—(Vat)g“b(Vbt)]‘l/2 defines the lapse function.
The hypersurface metric is defined by hap = gap + vats,
so the spacetime metric g,; becomes

Gab — hab — UgUp - (39)

The Gauss, Codazzi, and Ricci equations imply (see, for
example, Ref. [20])

Rabcd = Rabcd + 2I{a[cI{d]b + 4(D[aKb](c)ud]
+4(DicKaya)uy — 4o (£uKoje + K5 Kere

+(DyDieN)/N )ug (3.10)
where £, is the Lie derivative along u® and Rgpcd, Kab =
—%.Euhab, and D, denote the Riemann tensor, extrinsic
curvature, and covariant derivative of the t = const hy-
persurfaces, respectively.

Under the spacetime decomposition the tensor fields ¥
are projected normally and tangentially to the ¢ = const
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hypersurfaces. For example, 1, is split into its projec-
tions u%, and A2, and 4 is split into u,¥® and hZy®.
The first derivative V¥’ of a covariant tensor ¥’ is split
into hypersurface covariant derivatives and normal Lie
derivatives of the projections of ¥’. For example, for a
scalar field ¥ we have V¢ = —uys£,9% + D, and for a
covariant vector field ¥, we have

Vathy = tatp £ (uPe) — vaLu(hgte) + Da(hiic)
_ubDa (ucd)c) + Kabuc’l/)c - 2u(aK§)¢c

—uaupe(D°N) /N + ugut(DpN)/N . (3.11)

Note that the Lie derivatives £, and the spatial co-
variant derivative of the lapse function, in the combina-
tion (D,N)/N, appear linearly in V 3. Also note that
£,(h§Y.) is a spatial tensor; that is, ub£,(h§y.) = 0.
The decomposition for the derivatives of higher rank co-
variant tensors is similar to that in Eq. (3.11). I will use
P¥ as a shorthand notation for the normal and tangen-
tial projections of the fields W.

With the spacetime split described above, the action
(3.8) becomes

S=i / dDa:\/_{U""c‘i[ abed + 2KacK,,d] + 8UGYdy (D, Kye) — AU u,uy [£uKbc + K¢Keo + (DoD.N) /N]

+f(Bap, B8, PU, £,(PY'), Do(PY'), Kap, (Do N) /N)} ,

(3.12)

where £,(P¥’) and (D,N)/N appear linearly in f. The action (3.12) contains a second time derivative in the term

£uKbc = _’%£u£uhab-

This can be removed by promoting the extrinsic curvature Kj. to an independent variable.

Thus, introduce an auxiliary variable P*® and write the action as

S = 1,/ dDZ{NPab [£uhab + 2Kab} + V=g Ugde [Rabcd + 2Kachd] + 8+/— Uade (DaKbc)
M

— 4/ =g Ugbdyuy [.f:uKbc + KiK. + (DsDoN) /N}

+v—=g f(hap, h?®, P, £,(PY'), Dy (PY’), Ko, (DaN)/N)} .

(3.13)

The action (3.12) is recovered when the solution of the P2 K., equations of motion is substituted into the action

(3.13).

Now choose a time flow vector field ¢* such that t®V,¢ = 1, and define the shift vector by V¢ = hgtt (not to be

confused with the auxiliary fields V°, .
PY', is expressed as N£, = £; — £v.

., V™). The Lie derlvatlve £., acting on hgp, Kap, and the covarlant tensors
With the fields mapped from M to ¥ x I, the Lie derivatives £; along t°

become ordinary time derivatives (denoted by a dot) and /—g = Nv/h where h is the determinant of the metric h;;

on X. The action (3.13) becomes

S[N,V,h, K,P,P¥] =i / dt / ddm{Pii [hij — DuVj + 2NKij] + NVRUI* {R,-jke + 2Kik1{jl]
=

—8NVRUZ*(D;K;i) — 4Vh U“’J‘[ i — £vKi; + NKFKy; + (DiD]-N)]

+NVh f(hij, k9, PU, £,(PY'), D;(PY'), Ky, (DiN)/N)} ,

(3.14)
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where N£,(PY') = (P¥') — £y (P¥’) and 4, j, ... are
indices for tensors on X. Also, the notation Ugbtet =
—Ugb?uy and Ug-bet = Ugb*du,uy has been used.

D. Hamiltonian form of the action

The action (3.14) is linear in time derivatives and La-
grange multipliers. That is, each term in the Lagrangian
of Eq. (3.14) depends linearly on either the time deriva-
tive of a field, or the lapse function IV, or the shift vector
Vi. [Recall that £,(P¥’) and (D, N)/N appear linearly
in f.] Therefore each term in the Lagrangian transforms
as a scalar density under reparametrizations in ¢, and no
terms such as V*h;;V? /N appear. Moreover, the coeffi-
cients of ilij, Kij, and (P¥’)" are independent variables.
Specifically, the coefficient of h,] is P% the coefficient of
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K;j is —4VhU; " and the coefficient of (P¥’)" is given
in terms of the auxiliary fields that were introduced in
the process of isolating V, ¥’ as a linear factor in the ac-
tion. It follows that these coefficients (denoted p,) are
the canonical momenta conjugate to the coordinates h;;,
K;j, and PV’ (denoted ¢). After all, consider what
happens if one tries to identify both ¢* and p, as coordi-
nates, and to define conjugate momenta IIZ and II$. The
definition of these momentum variables leads to sets of
second class constraints, namely, IIZ = p, and II7 = 0.
Elimination of these constraints through the Dirac brack-
ets effectively eliminates the new momenta, and reveals
the interpretation of ¢® and p, as canonically conjugate
variables.

Now remove the spatial derivatives from the lapse func-
tion N and the shift vector V* through integrations by
parts. The action (3.14) takes the “almost Hamiltonian”
form

S[N,V,q,p,x] = i/dt/ d*z [pad" — NC1(q,p,Xx) — ViCi(q,p)]
P

+i / dt / dd*la:\/a[—4niU§""¢DjN + (terms ~ N and Vi)] ,
ax

where n’ is the outward pointing unit normal of the
boundary of space, 3%, and o is the determinant of the
metric on &Y. The “terms ~ N and V*” that appear
at the boundary 9 are proportional to the undifferen-
tiated lapse function N and undifferentiated shift vector
V*. Observe that the action for any diffeomorphism in-
variant theory can be put into the form (3.15), since no
special assumptions were made in its derivation.

The action (3.15) is not quite in Hamiltonian form be-
cause it contains certain extra undifferentiated variables
x in addition to the canonical variables ¢®* and p, and
Lagrange multipliers N and V. These variables include,
for example, the normal and tangential projections of the
auxiliary fields VO, ...,V™. Note that the x’s appear only
in the Hamiltonian constraint C; . They do not appear in
the momentum constraint C;, or in the boundary terms
proportional to V?, because C; and the boundary terms
proportional to V* all originate from the Lie derivatives
£, in the combination p,(¢® — £v¢®). The x’s also do
not appear in the boundary terms proportional to N.
To see this, one should recall that these boundary terms
arise through integration by parts that eliminate spatial
derivatives of N. Inspection of Eq. (3.10) shows that
the spatial derivatives of N appear in the combination
N£,Ky. + DyD.N. Thus, the coefficient of D;D;N in
the action equals the momentum conjugate to K;;, and
involves no x’s. Likewise, inspection of Eq. (3.11) shows
that the spatial derivatives of IV appear in combination
with Lie derivatives in such a way that the coefficients

(3.15)

of D; N involve the momenta conjugate to P¥’ and PV’
itself, but no x’s.

A true Hamiltonian form of the action is obtained from
Eq. (3.15) by elimination of the variables x through the
solution of their algebraic equations of motion:

1905 _9%L . (3.16)
N éx ox

That is, one solves the set of equations (3.16) and in-
serts the solution back into the action. If the matrix of
second derivatives of C; with respect to the x’s has van-
ishing determinant, then Egs. (3.16) are not independent
and cannot be solved for all of the x’s as functions of the
canonical variables ¢* and p,. In that case Egs. (3.16) in-
clude constraints on the canonical variables. In any case,
when the conditions (3.16) are imposed the Hamiltonian
constraint C, is independent of x.

The constraints that arise through the elimination of
the x’s must be incorporated into the action principle
via Lagrange multipliers. Let C, denote the complete set
of constraints for the system—the constraints that arise
through Eqgs. (3.16) as well as the Hamiltonian constraint
C, and momentum constraints C;. Likewise, let A* de-
note the complete set of Lagrange multipliers associated
with the constraints C,, including the lapse function NV
and shift vector V*. The action, which is now in Hamil-
tonian form, reads
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S\, q,p] = i/dt/ dd:c(paqa — /\ACA(q,p)) +i/dt/ dd_lm\/E[—élniUoujJ‘DjN + (terms ~ N and Vl)] .
b ax

This is Eq. (2.2) with the boundary terms displayed
somewhat more explicitly.

The details of the elimination of the variables x must
be carried out on a case-by-case basis. The instructive
example of Einstein gravity coupled to Maxwell electro-
dynamics is presented in Appendix A.

E. Comments

Several comments are in order. First, consider the sit-
uation in which one of the constraints, say, C;, is simply
one of the momentum variables, say, p;. Then the equa-
tion of motion for the Lagrange multiplier A\; is p; = 0,
and the equation of motion for p; yields an expression
for A; in terms of the other Lagrange multipliers, ¢%,
and p,. These equations can be used to eliminate p;
and A! from the variational principle—effectively one just
sets p; equal to zero. In this way the pair q', p; is re-
moved from the list of dynamical variables in the theory,
although in general the action still depends on ¢! (un-
differentiated in time). The resulting situation is similar
to that encountered in the “almost Hamiltonian” form
(3.15) of the action, in that the action depends on an ex-
tra variable. (The key difference is that the constraints
might depend on spatial derivatives of ¢!, and also that
g* might appear in the boundary terms. The variables
X, on the other hand, appeared only undifferentiated in
the Hamiltonian constraint.) Now one can attempt to
eliminate q' through the solution of its equation of mo-
tion. If the ¢! equation of motion can be solved for ¢!,
then insertion of this solution into the action yields a new
Hamiltonian form of the action for the system in which
g* and p; are completely excluded. If the ¢! equation
of motion depends only on the canonical variables (other
than ¢! and p;), then ¢! is a Lagrange multiplier and
should be left alone. It might happen that the ¢! equa-
tion of motion cannot be solved for ¢! and also does not
yield a constraint. In this case one can always stick to
the Hamiltonian form of the action that includes q', p;
and the constraint C; = p;.

Although the situation in which one of the constraints
is equal to a momentum variable might appear to be
of academic interest only, it in fact occurs in the exam-
ples of Maxwell electrodynamics and Einstein gravity. In
electrodynamics the variable that plays the role of ¢! is
the normal projection of the electromagnetic potential,
which becomes a Lagrange multiplier for the Gauss’s law
constraint. In Einstein gravity one must first perform a
canonical transformation on the variables ¢%, p, to bring
the action to a form in which one of the momentum vari-
ables is constrained to vanish. The variables (¢! and p;)
that are eliminated in this way are the extrinsic curvature
K;; and its conjugate. Details can be found in Appendix

(3.17)

—

As a final comment, observe that the Hamiltonian
H = [;dzA“C, + (boundary terms) obtained from the
action functional (3.17) is not necessarily either the to-
tal Hamiltonian or the extended Hamiltonian [16]. If the
extended Hamiltonian of the system is desired, one can
start with the Hamiltonian H and treat the constraints
C, = 0 as primary constraints. The preservation in time
of the primary constraints can lead to secondary con-
straints. One then proceeds to the classification of con-
straints as first or second class, and to the construction
of the extended Hamiltonian [16]. For the purpose of
this paper, it is not necessary that the extended Hamil-
tonian appear in the Hamiltonian form (3.17) of the ac-
tion. What really matters is that the variational princi-
ples based on the action functionals (3.1) and (3.17) are
equivalent.

IV. BLACK HOLE ENTROPY

We are now in a position to compute the entropy of
a stationary spacetime with bifurcate Killing horizon us-
ing the microcanonical functional integral method. It
is assumed that the spacetime metric and matter fields
{Gab, ¥} satisfy the classical equations of motion that fol-
low from the action (3.1). Let ¢* denote the Killing vector
field that vanishes on the bifurcation surface H. Consider
a spacelike hypersurface ¥o whose boundaries consist of
an outer boundary B and the bifurcation surface H. Note
that ¥, lies within a single “wedge” of the spacetime
where t* is timelike. Now extend X into a foliation of
the wedge by stationary hypersurfaces ¢ = const, where
1*V,t = 1. Also choose t* as the time flow vector field.*
Then the solution {Gqs, %} can be written in Hamiltonian

“One can choose a time flow vector field t* — Q¢* where
Q is constant and ¢° is a spatial Killing vector field, if such
a Killing vector field exists. This changes the shift vector by
—Q¢?, so the argument given in Appendix B that V¢ vanishes
at H no longer holds. However, the overall results of the anal-
ysis are unchanged because in the action (4.1) below the extra
nonvanishing boundary terms at H just cancel corresponding
boundary terms at B. This can be seen by reversing the steps
that generate the boundary terms proportional to V*: Sum
the identity po£v¢® = 0 over canonical pairs, integrate over
3, then integrate by parts and use the momentum constraint.
Experience with black hole thermodynamics in the context of
Einstein gravity [17,21] shows that the shift vector defined as
the spatial projection of t*, not t* — Q¢®, is the physically
correct definition for the product of inverse temperature and
chemical potential.
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form {:\, d,p}, where A, 4, and p are t independent.

As discussed in Sec. II, the entropy is obtained by eval-
uating the action (2.2) at the complex solution {}, q, 5}
with periodic identification in ¢. The complex solu-
tion {),q,75} is obtained from the real Lorentzian so-
lution {:\, G,p} by the substitution ¢ — —it. Under
reparametrizations in ¢ the canonical variables trans-
form as scalars and the Lagrange multipliers transform
as scalar densities, so it follows [15] that A = —i), § = ¢,

7019

and p = p. The orbits of the Killing vector field ¢ in the
complex spacetime form closed curves (circles) around
the bifurcation surface H.

According to the discussion of Sec. II, the action (2.2)
contains no boundary terms at the spacetime boundary
OM = B x S! where the boundary data appropriate for
the microcanonical functional integral are fixed [15]. The
boundary terms at H are just the boundary terms dis-
played in Eq. (3.17). Thus, the action takes the form

S\ q,p] = z/ dt/ ddm(paq"’ - /\ACA(q,p)) +1l/ dt/ dd‘lm\/(?[—4n,-U6LilejN + (terms ~ N and Vz)] ,
st = st H

where ¥ = H U B. The boundary terms at H should be
understood in terms of a limiting procedure, as discussed
in Sec. II. That is, the boundary terms are defined by an
integral over the boundary of an excised region that sur-
rounds the bifurcation surface H, and the limit is taken
as the excised region shrinks to H.

In Appendix B it is shown that the lapse function N
and shift vector V2, and hence also N and V2, vanish in
the limit as the bifurcation surface is approached. Thus,
all boundary “terms ~ N and V®” in the action (4.1)
vanish upon evaluation at the complex solution. This
assumes that the coefficients of the “terms ~ N and
V" which depend solely on the canonical variables, are
well behaved at the bifurcation surface H. Now, because
{X, @, P} is a stationary solution of the classical equations
of motion, the p,¢“ terms and the constraint terms van-
ish in the evaluation of the action. The result is that the
entropy (2.3) becomes

Seu ~ S[A G, = —4i / dt / 4o Jon UL DN .
St H

(4.2)

The right-hand side of this expression is evaluated at the
complex solution {}, q,p}. However, for notational sim-
plicity, the bars have been omitted from the p’s and ¢’s
in Eq. (4.2). No ambiguity arises since the canonical
variables for the Lorentzian and complex solutions agree.
The bar is retained on the lapse function since the La-
grange multipliers for the Lorentzian and complex solu-
tions differ by a factor of —i. In the analysis below I will
continue the practice of placing bars or tildes only over
the Lagrange multipliers.

As shown in Appendix B, the gradient of the lapse
function is related to the surface gravity & by lim D; N =
— lim #n;, where the limit is taken in which the bifurca-
tion surface H is approached along a t = const hyper-
surface £. (Note that n’ is the outward pointing normal
of Y at the bifurcation surface, so n’ points “radially
inward” towards #.) Thus, we obtain

Spu ~ 4 / dt / ditz\/on, Uy n;k . (4.3)
St H

(4.1)

Since the surface gravity of a spacetime with bifur-
cate Killing horizon is constant over the horizon [22],
R can be removed from the integral over H. Now,
the proper circumference of the circular orbits of t* is
fsl dt\/—N2?2 + ViV;.5 From Appendix B we have the
result lim V‘/N = 0, so the proper circumference, in
the limit as the bifurcation surface is approached, equals
Js1 dtN. The expression & = —lim nD;N then shows
that [, dt & equals the rate of change of circumference
with respect to radius for these orbits. The complex ge-
ometry will be smooth at H, and satisfy the classical
equations of motion there, only if the period in S! is
chosen such that [¢, dt & = 2n. The entropy is then

SBH ~ 87(/ dd_ll'\/t—;niU(')LijJ"nj . (44)
H

The right-hand side of this expression for Spy depends
only on the canonical variables, so it can be evaluated ei-
ther at the complex solution {5\, g, p} or at the Lorentzian
solution {:\,tj,ﬁ}.

Recalling the definition Ug-**t = Ug44,ii4 and using
the expression €5, = 2lim @ngy for the binormal of #,
we have

Spu ~ —27 / A4 e\ [0EqpEqUgP? . (4.5)
H

This is the main result, Eq. (1.2), for the entropy of a
spacetime with bifurcate Killing horizon. Here, U is
the variational derivative (3.7) of the Lagrangian with
respect to the Riemann tensor.

®This is [ ds, where ds® = —N?dt® + h;;(dz’ + V'dt)(dz’ +
Vidt) with dz* = 0, evaluated at the complex solution.
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V. OTHER PATH INTEGRAL METHODS
A. Hilbert action surface term

The relationship between the Hilbert action surface
term method (ii) [11,12] and the microcanonical func-
tional integral method (i) can be understood as follows.
Consider first the logical outline of the microcanonical
functional integral method. The action S is the integral
of the Lagrangian £ over the manifold M = B x R2. The
integral is split into two pieces, an integral over the ex-
cised region B x disk that contains the bifurcation surface
H, and an integral over the remainder of the manifold,
B x annulus. Schematically, we have

s:/ /;=//,'+/£,
IR? D A

where D and A refer to the disk and the annulus, respec-
tively, and the factor B has been suppressed for nota-
tional simplicity. The first integral vanishes in the limit
in which the excised region D shrinks to H, under the as-
sumption that £ is smooth. The second integral is writ-
ten in Hamiltonian form, which yields a volume integral
Sc [the integral of po¢® — A*C, in Eq. (4.1)] and terms
at the “inner” boundary 8A; and “outer” boundary 84,
of the annulus. The terms at the outer boundary 94,
are discarded. In the limit as the disk shrinks to #, the
terms at the inner boundary 8A4; become boundary terms
BTy, at the bifurcation surface [the boundary terms in
Eq. (4.1)]. Thus, the action becomes

(5.1)

S > S:+ BTy . (5.2)
When S is evaluated at the complex solution, the canon-
ical action S vanishes so that

S = BTy . (5.3)
Only the term proportional to the gradient of the lapse
function N remains in BTy since, as shown in Appendix
B, N and V* both vanish at the bifurcation surface.

In the Hilbert action surface term method (ii), the ac-
tion integral is split according to

Sz/,RzL:/DL“L/aD“/ALJF/aA,.e’ (5.4)

where [ £ is the “Hilbert action surface term”; that is, [ £
is the surface term that must be added to [ £ such that
the boundary conditions include fixation of the metric on
the boundary. Equation (5.4) is, of course, equivalent to
Eq. (5.1) since the Hilbert action surface terms at 8D
and AA; cancel one another. As in the microcanonical
functional integral method, the integral over D vanishes
in the limit in which the excised region shrinks to H.
Also the integral over A can be written in Hamiltonian
form. The resulting action is

S - £+ S8c + BTy, ,
8D

(5.5)
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where BT}, = BTy + faA,— £. (Again, the terms at the
outer boundary are discarded.)

The integrand in BT}, must be linear in the lapse and
shift in order to transform properly under reparametriza-
tions in ¢. But, in fact, the integrand in BT}, cannot
depend on spatial derivatives of N or V*. (Actually, spa-
tial derivatives in a direction tangent to the boundary
are allowed, since these can be removed through integra-
tion by parts.) This can be understood as follows. The
boundary conditions appropriate for S¢ + BTj; (which
equals [, £+ [, 4, L plus terms at the outer boundary
8Ap) include fixation of the induced metric on 84;, by
definition of the Hilbert action surface term. Therefore,
with the induced metric on 8A4; denoted by 7,,,, we have

5(Sc + BTj,) = (EOM’s) + (BT’s at 84,)

+ / Wmn&’)’mn
BA;

+(other BT’s at 9A;) (5.6)
for some 7™". Here, “EOM’s” are terms that yield the
classical equations of motion and “BT’s at 9A¢” are
boundary terms at dA4g. The “other BT’s at 9A4,” are
boundary terms at 8A4; that involve variations of various
matter fields and auxiliary fields, but do not involve vari-
ations of 4,,, or variations of derivatives of v,,,. The
induced metric <,,, on the [(D — 1)-dimensional] sur-
face A; can be split into a lapse, shift, and [(D — 2)-
dimensional] spatial metric using the slices ¢ = const and
time flow vector field ¢t* induced on 8A4;. If the slices
t = const are orthogonal to A;, so that the unit normal
of the slices lies in 0 A;, then the lapse and shift compo-
nents of ¥, are just the restrictions of N and V* to 8A4;.
If the slices ¢ = const are not orthogonal to 8A4;, then
the lapse and shift components of «,,, are constructed
algebraically from N and V* through simple kinematical
boost relations [23]. Consequently, the boundary terms
at 0A; in Eq. (5.6) depend on the variations of N and
Vi, but not on the variations of their derivatives. Since
Sc contains no derivatives of N or V¢, Eq. (5.6) shows
that BT}, cannot contain derivatives of N or V*.

When the action of Eq. (5.5) is evaluated at the com-
plex solution, the canonical action S, vanishes. The
boundary term BT}, is zero since its integrand is lin-
ear in the undifferentiated lapse and shift, and the lapse
and shift vanish at #. Therefore

S — £,
8D

(5.7)

which shows that the entropy Spy ~ S(, g, p) equals the
Hilbert action surface term for a small disk surrounding
the bifurcation surface #, evaluated at the complex solu-
tion. In effect, what has been shown is that the Hilbert
action surface term must include the negative of the par-
ticular boundary term displayed in Eq. (4.1) that is pro-
portional to the gradient of the lapse function. The minus
sign is compensated by the fact that the normal n¢ of 8D
points away from H.
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B. Conical deficit angle

The starting point for the canonical deficit angle
method (iii) [12,13,6] for computing black hole entropy
is the (grand canonical) partition function

2(6)=Y [ DaDy exp(Salowl) . (59)
M

Here, Sp is the Hilbert action Sg = [, L+ [, £ and the
inverse temperature is defined by the lapse component of
the boundary metric Ymn according to 8 =i [ dt(lapse).
When evaluated at the complex black hole solution, 8
is the proper length in the S! direction as measured or-
thogonally to the stationary time slices in M. The re-
lationship between Z[3] and the density of states (2.1) is
spelled out in detail in Ref. [9]. For our present purposes
it is sufficient to note that the density of states is a func-
tion of the internal energy E, where F is defined by the
variation of the Hilbert action with respect to the lapse
component of v,,,. Thus, the microcanonical action S of
Eq. (2.1) and the Hilbert action Sg differ by boundary
terms that include a term of the form —BE. The parti-
tion function is then given by the Laplace transform of
the density of states:®

Z(B) = /dE v(E)e PE | (5.9)
With the relationship v(EF) =~ exp[Sgu(F)], the leading
order approximation to the integral in Eq. (5.9) is

InZ(B) =~ Sgu(E*) — BE* , (5.10)

where E* is the function of 8 such that E = E*(f) ex-
tremizes the exponential:

OSpu(FE)

oE E.:ﬁ'

(5.11)
Equations (5.10) and (5.11) just express In Z(8) (which
is —( times the free energy) as a Legendre transform of
the entropy Sgu(FE).

From the relationships above it is easy to show that
the entropy is given by

81n Z(B)

SBH(E*) ~ IIIZ(,B) d ﬂ’—é—ﬂ——‘ . (5.12)

The zero-loop approximation to the path integral (5.8)

8To be precise, the inverse temperature is a function on the
system boundary B and, correspondingly, the energy is a sur-
face density [17,9]. Thus, the notation used here should be
viewed as schematic. On the other hand, 8 and E can be
interpreted as the “zero mode” parts of the inverse temper-
ature and energy surface density. The final result (5.15) for
the entropy can be understood in this way.
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yields In Z(B) ~ Sg[g, 9], where g, 9 is the complex black
hole solution that extremizes Sg[g, 1] among configura-
tions whose proper length (period) in the S! direction
equals 3 at the boundary M. Then the entropy can be
written as

Spu(E*) ~ 8(g,9] — Blim Sp [g',z:]:;ﬁ[ﬁ,lﬁ] ,
(5.13)

where the limit is taken in which 8/ — 8. It is important
to recognize that in taking the derivative with respect to
B, one does not introduce a conical singularity in the met-
ric § (contrary to claims made in the literature). Rather,
when (3 is varied, the parameters of the solution g, 1
(notably the black hole mass parameter) vary in such a
way that the configuration remains a smooth solution of
the classical equations of motion. Thus, in Eq. (5.13),
the extremal configuration with period 3’ is the smooth
solution denoted g’, '.

Equation (5.13) can be evaluated with the following
trick. Since the action Sg is stationary at g, 7', one
can distort this configuration without affecting the value
of the action to first order. Thus, replace g’ with the
metric §¥ and leave 9’ alone. In principle, §¥ could be
any metric obtained from an infinitesimal variation of
g’. Consider as a particular choice for §¥ the metric
whose components are identical to the components of g
in the stationary coordinate system, but with the period
in coordinate time ¢ adjusted so that the proper length
in the S direction at M is B’ rather than 3. Thus, gV
is a smooth, regular solution of the classical equations of
motion everywhere except at the bifurcation surface .
At H the regularity condition |, g1 dt & = 2w does not hold
for gV, indicating the presence of a conical singularity.

With the replacement of §’ by gV, the entropy becomes

_v _
Sou(E*) ~ Splg] — Alim 2219 1= Sald] ,] Selal (514
B —-pB

(The dependence on matter fields 1 has been dropped for
notational simplicity.) Now split the action Sg[g] into an
integral ([, £)[g] over the disk plus “other terms” that
consist of an integral over the annulus A and boundary
integrals at OM. The integral over D vanishes in the
limit as the disk shrinks to H, since £ is smooth. The
other terms contain integrals over ¢ and are proportional
to B. Likewise, split Sg:[g"] into ([, £)[g"] plus “other
terms.” The integral over D does not vanish in this case
due to the conical singularity in §¥. The other terms
are identical to the other terms from Sg[g] with the ex-
ception that they are proportional to 3. Therefore all
“other terms” in expression (5.14) cancel, and the en-
tropy becomes

* ~ M 1
Seu(E*) = ﬂhmﬂ,_ﬂ(/l;[.)

The entropy is thus expressed in terms of a spacetime
gV with a conical singularity. The limit in Eq. (5.15) is

(5.15)

gv
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taken in which D shrinks to H and (' approaches .
The correctness of the result (5.15) can be verified as
follows. Let £ be the integrand of Eq. (3.8).”7 The term
proportional to f vanishes in the limit as the disk shrinks
to ‘H. Likewise, most of the terms in UgdeR,,bcd do not

|
N

The binormal can be written as €, = 2uany Where ng
and u, are orthogonal to H and to each other, and n®
lies in a t = const surface. Note that u, = —NV,t
is imaginary when evaluated at a complex spacetime, so
—iilq is the real unit vector with square +1 for the metric
g". The basic interpretation of the Riemann tensor gives

n“(—iub)ncRabcd =én?/Ap , (5.17)
where 6n? is the change in the vector n¢ as it is parallel
transported around the perimeter of the disk D (first in
the n® direction, then in the —iu® direction) and Ap is
the area of the disk. If the disk has deficit angle o, then
on? = a(—iu?). Thus, we find €?®e“Rypca = —4a/Ap
and

(1<)

Now, the deficit angle is given by a/(27) = (8 — 8')/5,
so the entropy from Eq. (5.15) becomes

= -—/ dPzx (ﬁeabechgdea/AD)
DxB

gv gv

(5.18)

. (5.19)

SBH(E*) ~ —27l'/ dP-2z (\/Eeabechgde)
H

In the integrand above, eabech{,‘de is a spacetime scalar
and in particular it is invariant under reparametrizations
in t. Consequently, the integrand can be evaluated at
the Lorentzian black hole solution § rather than g. The
result agrees with Eq. (4.5).

|

/ dD:L'(\/ —gUg‘f‘qheef6gh6abECdRabcd)
DxB
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contribute to the entropy—only the term that contains
the curvature in the surface orthogonal to # survives as
D shrinks to #. This term captures the curvature of
the conical singularity. Inserting a projection onto the
binormal of #, we have

(5.16)

g\/
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APPENDIX A: MAXWELL
ELECTRODYNAMICS AND EINSTEIN
GRAVITY

Consider Maxwell electrodynamics in D = 4 spacetime
dimensions coupled to the gravitational field. The elec-
tromagnetic field contribution to the action is

7
Su=—— [ d*z/—gVaApg*g*V  Aqg .

i), (A1)

In the form of Eq. (3.8) the action becomes

Su =i / a5 { T (Vo dy — Aur)
M

~(Arang™g"Arca)/(4m) } , (A2)

where V Ay appears linearly. The auxiliary fields are I1%°
and Agp. The “almost Hamiltonian” form [cf. Eq. (3.15)]
of the action is

Su = i/dt/ d‘%\/ﬁ{—HJ‘J‘AJ_ + I 4; — NCY — ViciM}
=

(A3)

+i/dt/ d?z+/on; {NALH“ — NATIH — VJ'AjHU} ,
ax

where the electromagnetic field contribution to the Hamiltonian and momentum constraints is

"Iyer and Wald [5] conjectured that the canonical deficit angle method (iii) is limited to theories in which the Lagrangian is
a linear function of the Riemann tensor. The results here show that any theory of the form (3.1) can be treated by the conical
deficit angle method if the action is first put into the form (3.8) in which the Lagrangian is linear in Rapcd-
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CM = —DY I+ 4;) + TTHEA | + Dy(TY A — T (KPA; + A,
L [ ]

+IT (DiAL — K A4; — M) — 119 (Did; — Kij AL — Ay

+(Ap KR Mg/ (47) — (A, B9 A1) /(2m) (Ada)
CM = -NI**D;A, — A;D; 1 —2lT1Y D ; A, . (A4b)
M
The action is a functional of the coordinates (the ¢®’s) Aij=D;A; — Ki;A, . (Abe)

A, and A;, the momenta (the p,’s) —vAII‘+ and

VRIIYE, and the extra variables (the x’s) TIL, TI9, A,y Inserting this result into C}/, one obtains

Ari, Aij,and Ay . CY = —D'(II*+4;) + I*HAL, + AL DT
The x’s appear in the action undifferentiated and only + ( i) + 7
in the function C¥. In particular IT*+, IT*, A;, , A}, and +271 kI 4+ D A; DY A%/ (47) (A6)

A;; appear quadratically in C{’ and can be eliminated by . L .
the solution of their algebraic equations of motion. Those for ‘the electr0¥nagnet1c field contribution to the Hamil-
equations are straightforward to derive, and the solution tonian constraint.

is The variable A, ; appears in the action (A3), (A4b),
) . and (A6) as a Lagrange multiplier associated with the

mt = -1t | (Aba) constraint IT*1 = 0. As discussed in Sec. III, the vari-

I = _hikhﬂD[kAZ]/(zﬂ-) , (A5b) ables A| 1, II** can be eliminated through their equa-

tions of motion, which amounts to setting IT++ equal to

=D, KA.
AL =Didy Ki_' = ] (A5c) zero. The coordinate A conjugate to —vAII1L remains
A= —41rh,~jH"" +D;A;, — KA, , (A5d) as an extra variable in the action, which now reads
]

Su=i / dt / d%ﬁ{l‘[“/&i — Vi [——A,-DjH"'j + 2n“D[iAj]] - N [A L DITY 4 2711k T4 4 D A; Db A /(4«)] }
=
+i/dt/ d*z+/on; {NH“Al - VjAjI‘I“} . (A7)
as
The equation of motion for A, yields the Gauss’s law constraint D;II+* = 0. Thus, A, is a Lagrange multiplier. Now

make the changes of variables £* = /hII1? for the momentum conjugate to A; and A; = At = —NA, + V*A; for
the Lagrange multiplier. The result is

Sy =i / dt / d3m{5iA,~ ~ Vi[267 D45 + A Dig?] — N [2mE 6/ VR + VRDA; DA (47)| }
)
— / dt / &Pay/5 A€ VR (A8)
o))

the Hamiltonian form of the action for the electromagnetic field coupled to gravity.
Now consider Einstein gravity in D = 4 spacetime dimensions:

Sg = z/ d4m\/—gg“cgbd7€abcd , (A9)
M

where Newton’s constant equals 1/(167). In the form of Eq. (3.6), or equivalently (3.8), the action becomes
Se=i [ d'av=g{Us" Raea = Viiea) + 90" Vihea} - (A10)
M

It is assumed that Ug*¢ and Vaobcd have the same symmetries as Rqpcq- The spacetime split leads to the action of
Eq. (3.13), where the function f is given by

f = BRIV Sy + 2h%V L — Ut hSh hIRAVS, ) + AU RERGRIVE, ;| — AU hehdVe,, . (A1)

By mapping the fields from M to ¥ x I and integrating by parts to remove spatial derivatives from the lapse and
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shift, one obtains the action in “almost Hamiltonian” form [cf. Eq. (3.15)]:
Sp = i/dtLdsx{P“hij + QYK — NC5 — V*’Cf}
+i/dt /@E d?z(\/a/Vh)n; {—2Piﬂ'vj —2QYK;,V* + QYD;N — NDjQ"J'} . (A12)

Here, the notation Q% = —4ﬁUé‘ %1 has been introduced, and the gravitational contribution to the Hamiltonian
and momentum constraints is

C? = —D;D;Q% — 2P K;; — QVKFKy; — VRUZ* (Rijue + 2Kin Kje — Vike)

+4VRUG* (2D Kji, — Vi1 ) — VRR* WV, — (QY + 2VRRI)WVY,. |, (A13a)

CF = —2D; P} + Q**D;K;i, — 2D;(Q*Ky;) . (A13b)

The action is a functional of the coordinates (the ¢*’s) h;; and K,;, the momenta (the p,’s) P and Q%, and the
. ijke prijkl

extra variables (the x’s) Ug’™", Ug""~, V34, Vi1, and VP, .

The x variables U2, Uikt Viker and V3

ijk1 can be eliminated by the solution of their algebraic equations of
motion. That solution is

Ug™ = hi*R47 (Al4a)
Uit =0, (Al4b)
Vidke = Rijee + 2Kk Ky)j (Al4c)
Vigk1 = 2DuKjpk . (A14d)

Inserting this result into C¥, one obtains
C? = -D;D;Q" —2PYK;; — QVKFKy; — Vh(R+ K* — Ki;K") — (Q9 + 2VhA7)VY,, | . (A15)

Clearly, the variable Vfij | plays the role of a Lagrange multiplier for the constraint Q' + 2v/hh% = 0. The situation
here is close to that discussed in Sec. IIIE in which a constraint (denoted C;) is given by a momentum variable
(denoted p;1). In fact, the present theory can be placed in this form by a canonical transformation in which Q% is

replaced by Q¥ + 2v/hh* as the momentum conjugate to K;;. The form of the canonical transformation can be
deduced from the relationship

Piih;; + QYK;; = (PY + VRKRY — 2VRK)hi; + (Q¥ + 2Vhh9)K;; — 2(VRK) . (A16)

Thus, define the new momenta
Pii = pii 4 VRKRY — 2VRK"Y | (A17a)
Q" = QY + 2vhh¥ | (A17b)

and the action becomes
Sp = i/dt/ d%{PiJ'h,-,- + Q¥K;; — 2(VhK) — NC¥ — Vicf}
=
+i/dt/ d?z(v/a /Vh)n; {—215*'J'V,- - 2QYK;,V* + QYD;N — ND;Q% — 2vVhD'N + 2\/EKV"} , (A18)
)3
where
C? =-D;D;Q" — 2PYK;; — Q9KFKy; — Vh(R — K* + K;;K) — QV{,. | . (A19a)

CF = —2D; P! + Q"*D;K;i, — 2D;(Q"* K1) . (A19b)

The variables Q% and VP:;1 (which play the role of p; and A! in the discussion of Sec. IIIE) can be eliminated by
setting Q% equal to zero. The action then reduces to
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Sp = i/dt/ d%{Pifhi,- - 2(VhK) = Vi[-2D;P}] - N[-2P"K;; - V(R - K + K,-J-Kiﬂ')] }
=
+i / dt / d’z\/on; {—215"1'VJ-/«/E —2D'N + 2KV’} , (A20)
ax

where K; (which plays the role of ¢') appears as an extra independent variable in addition to the canonical pair A;;,
P*, the lapse function NN, and the shift vector V*.
The equation of motion for K;; which follows from the action (A20) is

0= —2P" 4+ 2vhKh' — 2vhK" | (A21)

and the solution of this equation is
\/EKij = —Pij + Phi,-/z . (A22)

By substituting this result into Eq. (A20), we find the action for Einstein gravity in the Hamiltonian form
Sp = i/dt/ d%{-ﬁ”h,.j — Vi[-2D,P] — N[(2Pif15,-j — P?)/(2vh) — \/ER]}
b))

+i / dt / day/an; {V;(Phi — 2P) |V — 2DV } . (A23)

)

Note that the “kinetic” term of Eq. (A23) is _p” h;j, rather than the more usual P* h“ The difference is just a
boundary term, ¢ [, d3z P at the initial and final times. If we had originally chosen the action (A9) to include a

boundary term 2i [, d3z vRK at the initial and final times, then we would have obtained P hzJ for the kinetic term

in the Hamiltonian form of the action.

APPENDIX B: SURFACE GRAVITY

As described in Sec. IV, one wedge of the spacetime ggp
is foliated into stationary hypersurfaces ¢ = const with
time flow vector field ¢t®, where t* is the Killing vector
field that vanishes at the bifurcation surface . In this
appendix I will drop the tildes with the understanding
that all relationships hold for the Lorentzian metric gqp.

The lapse function NV and shift vector V¢ satisfy

t* = Nu®*+Ve. (B1)
This expression is well defined on the interior of the
wedge. Consider the limit in which # is approached
from within a t = const hypersurface, say, ¥o. Since
t® vanishes at 7, it follows by contraction of Eq. (B1)
successively with u, and h8 that
IimN =0, limV?=0. (B2)
This result is used in Sec. IV to show that the “terms
~ N and V*” vanish at the boundary H of X.
The surface gravity of a Killing horizon equals [22]

k = lim(|¢t||a]) , (B3)
where |t| = +/—t°%, is the magnitude of ¢* and
la] = v/aa. is the magnitude of the acceleration a® =
(t2V4t°)/|t|? of the orbits of t2. I will now show that, in
effect, the shift vector V¢ vanishes sufficiently rapidly in
the limit as the bifurcation surface is approached from

within ¥ so that the orbits of t* become orthogonal to
the t = const surfaces. Then the surface gravity can be
expressed in terms of the acceleration of the unit normal
u® of the t = const surfaces.

Using the Killing vector field property V 4ty = 0, one
can easily show that |tja, = V.|t|. Then the surface
gravity (B3) becomes

k = lim v/(Vo[£]) (Valt]) -

Observe that the limit of |t| = /=%, = VN2 — VeV,
is a constant (namely, zero) as # is approached from
within X¢. Thus we have lim 0% V,|t| = 0 where o4 =
hap — Map is the induced metric on H and n, is the unit
normal of H in Xo. Since also t*V,|t| = 0, the gradient
of |t| lies entirely in the v* direction,

(B4)

lim Vg |t| = lim v,v®Vlt] , (B5)
where v? is the unit vector orthogonal to both o4, and
tqa:
v® ~ lim(Nn® + n®Vau®) . (B6)
Because the surface gravity of a bifurcate Killing horizon
is nonzero [22], it follows from Eq. (B4) that lim V,|t| #
0. Also note that V,|t| is spacelike, since it is orthogonal
to the timelike vector t*. Therefore, lim h%V,|t| # 0 and,
since lim 0*®V|t| = 0, we conclude that lim n®V,|t| # 0.
Now consider the limit of V/|t| as H is approached
from within ¥¢. This is an indeterminate form, 0/0.
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We can apply I’Hépital’s rule and differentiate both nu-
merator and denominator along the normal n® direction
within $o. The derivative of the denominator, n®Vy|t|,
has a nonzero limit by the argument above. The deriva-
tive of the numerator is

nPV, Ve = nPV,(het°)

= nPtV,he + nPhAV,te (B7)

Using h% = 62 + u®u., one can write the first term as

nbt‘:Vbhg = nbtcvb(uauc)

= NK%ny — u®nbK,.V°® (B8)
where Ko, = —hSV up is the extrinsic curvature of Xg.
The two terms in Eq. (B8) vanish in the limit because
the lapse N and shift V¢ both vanish in the limit. Using
the relation h*¢ = 0% + n®n® and the Killing vector field
property V pt., = 0, one can write the second term of
Eq. (B7) as

nPhe°Vt, = nba?°Vt,
= —nbe®V t;
= —nba®*V (Nup + V3)

= No*K_pn® — nba®V, .V, . (B9)

The first term in Eq. (B9) vanishes in the limit due
to the factor of N, and the second term in Eq. (B.9)

is zero in the limit since the derivative acts along the
bifurcation surface where V, vanishes. The result is
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that limn®V,V® = 0, so by I’'Hépital’s rule we have
limV*/|t] = 0. Since |t| = 4/N2—-V?V, we also
find lim(V®/N)(1 — V®V,/N?)~%/2 = 0 which implies
limVe/N = 0.

The gradient of || is given by

NV,N VbV.V,

Valt| =
* It l¢]

(B10)

The results above show that the second term vanishes in
the limit as H is approached from within X, and that
lim N/|t| = 1. Therefore Eq. (B10) yields lim V,|t| =
limV,N. We also find from Eq. (B6) that v* = n°.
Thus, Eq. (B5) becomes

lim V,N = limn,n®VyN . (B11)

It follows that the surface gravity (B4) can be writ-
ten as Kk = lim|n®V,N|. If we choose, as in the main
body of the paper, the unit normal n® to point “ra-
dially inward” towards #, the surface gravity becomes
k£ = —limn®*V,N. From the relationship (B11) we find
the key result

limV,N = —limkn, . (B12)
Finally, note that the surface gravity also can be ex-
pressed as k = — lim NnbA;, where (see Ref. [20]) Ay =
u®Vaup = h§(V.N)/N is the acceleration of the unit
normal of the t = const hypersurfaces.
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