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Abstract

A Dirac Hamiltonian formulation of d-dimensional (d > 2) Einstein-Hilbert (EH) action in first
order form, when the metric and affine connection are treated as independent fields, has shown that
as well as secondary first class constraints, tertiary first class constraints also arise, with an unusual
nonlocal Poisson bracket (PB) algebra among first class constraints [8]. This approach, which is
based on the Dirac constraint formalism, is different from that of ADM in that of the equations
of motion which are independent of the time derivative of fields only those which correspond to
second class constraints (in the sense of the Dirac constraint formalism) are used to eliminate fields
from the action. In this paper, we consider coupling of a cosmological term, massive scalar fields,
Maxwell gauge fields and Yang-Mills fields to the first order EH action in this formalism, and show
that in spite of the apparent differences with the ADM results in the Hamiltonian formulation of the
first order EH action and its constraint structure, the generic properties of the ADM Hamiltonian
formulation of the first order EH action in the presence of Bosonic matter are derivable from this
novel Hamiltonian formulation. Addition of a massive scalar field to the EH action leaves the
PB algebra of constraints unaltered, and when the Yang-Mills fields or Maxwell gauge fields are
coupled to the EH action, the PB algebra of the constraints pertaining to the EH action receives
linear contributions from the generator of the gauge transformations of the action for matter fields,
and those generators form a closed algebra amongst themselves. Moreover, it is found that for
closed spaces, the Hamiltonian of the EH action coupled to Bosonic matter is weakly zero on the
constraint surface defined by the first class constraints, including the constraints arising from the

matter fields.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A recent reexamination of d—dimensional EH action (d > 2) in first order form using the
Dirac constraint formalism [4, |3, 19, 10, 11, [17, [18], when the metric and affine connection
are treated as independent fields, has been shown to lead to the appearance of first class
constraints of tertiary stage, with a closed nonlocal PB algebra of first class constraints [g].
This result is different from the ADM Hamiltonian formulation of the first order EH action
in which a number of fundamental fields are eliminated at the Lagrangian level, and only
secondary first class constraints emerge |1, 12, 13].

After giving a brief review of the novel analysis of ref. [8] in the rest of this section,
we will discuss the Hamiltonian formulation of the first order EH action in the presence of
a cosmological term, as well as in the presence of Bosonic matter. The latter will include
massive scalar fields, Maxwell gauge fields and Yang-Mills fields. The case of a massless
scalar field has been dealt with in [8].

The first order EH action, when written in terms of the metric and affine connection as

independent fields, can be put into the form
v 1 g g
Sd = /d.ﬁ(] h* (G/Au/,)\ + ﬁGiuGUV - Géu )\V) ) (1)
where A" and wa are the new variables defined by

Y = \/—gg", (2)
G, =T, — (6T, +6,I7,), (3)
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where g = det(g,,). Asin [§], it can be shown that the primary Hamiltonian density for the

EH action takes the form!
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where  and & are related to G%; and GY; of eq. (), and Q and €2; are momenta conjugate

to £ and & respectively. A and o?* are functions of the canonical variables h = h%, hi = b

I Greek indices stand for tempo-spatial indices while Latin indices for spatial indices only.



and

 hin
T h

and their conjugate momenta w, w; and w;;. f; and §§k are fields corresponding to Gf)j and

HY — h¥, (5)
G;k of eq. (), and Qi and ka are their conjugate momenta respectively. Vanishing of the
time derivative of the primary constraints Q/ and Q¥ leads to a set of secondary constraints
which form a set of second class constraints of special form, together with the primary
constraints QZ and ka These second class constraints might be set strongly equal to zero,
and the fields Ej’ and §;k and their conjugate momenta Qf and ka can be eliminated from
the action, while the PB of the remaining variables and their conjugate momenta remains
unchanged. This elimination results in the following weak? Hamiltonian density for the

gravitational field,

; d—3 . [T 1
Ho = hw? + hlww; — mH”wiwj - 27 H"wimw; — 7 H* HI'Gj 0 (6)
Lo 200 ik 'k 1 ik prim
+ %h,jh]wi+%h7jH] Wik — ﬁHj’MkijH]ng H W,
1., e ; 1 . ) :
= Shih = B H o HP Hy Y " Hy HFH, H
1 1, -
— — (2hw + 2h'w; ,
+ -7 (x> — (2hw + 2h'w;) x)

if in eq. (4)) we set the primary constraints, as well as the secondary first class constraints
x and ; (when they appear multiplied by the fields £ and &) equal to zero. The quantities
x and y; are defined as

X = W, +hw—H*wy, (7)
Xi = hg—huw;, (8)

and are the constraints emerging from the requirement of vanishing of the time derivative

of the primary constraints €2 and €);. They satisfy the PBs

{Xi,X} = Xis {Xian} =0, {XaX} =0. (9)

The first class constraints y and y; themselves should be preserved in time too. This

2 By a “weak” Hamiltonian we mean when the constraints Q = Q; = x = x; = 0 are imposed. We write

such a Hamiltonian as H,, throughout this paper.



results in the appearance of the following tertiary constraints in turn®,

7= {x,Hy} =My +0,0, (10)
T = (2hw+hlwl) —hwwi—hlwlwi—QHﬂwuwj (11)
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In eq. (I0), H,, is the Hamiltonian density of eq. (@) and

1 Qijhm hl

&' =—H" + h(hihﬂ‘),j +2h'w — H (w; + )T (12)
The constraints 7 and 7; of eqs. (I0) and (Il can be written in the form
Ti = Ti + A,(X> Xz) > (14)

where A = A(x, x;) and A" = A'(x, x;) are linear combinations of x and x;, as given in [§],

and
7= h GH%M) i + HP g — 2 (H™wg) (15)
7= —HY — (Hw;),; — % HY9ww; + ﬁ HuH"HYw; (16)
— L HE N o — i) + SO+ L
4+ ﬁfﬁj HuH"Hp H"

Therefore, we may choose 7; and 7 of eqs. (IH) and (I6]) to be the tertiary constraints arising
from vanishing of the time derivative of the constraints y; and x . In ref. [8], the PB algebra

of the constraints x, x;, 7 and 7; is given*. We have

{x.nt=0 , {x7t=7, {x7}=0 ., {xi7}=0 |, (17)
f{TiaTj}g:g(ajf)Ti —f(5i9)7j> (18)
fAr.7rg = (90:f — fOig) % (th — H™ Wnn X + 2Hmnwijn> ) (19)

3 We are using the notations H and H to distinguish between the Hamiltonian density and the Hamiltonian,
H= [H(z)dz.
4 The symbol f{A, B}g stands for [[dzdy f(z)g(y) {A(z), B(y)}.
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and

Hri, g = g(fz)’i T — fg.m+ A" (X, xi); (20)

where A”(x, x;) is a function of the secondary constraints y and x;, as given in [8]. The PBs
of eqs. (QITH20) show that the constraints x, x;, 7 and 7; are first class, and satisfy a closed
nonlocal algebra.

The constraints 7 and 7; are preserved in time, since

H'
f{T, Hw} = azfﬁ (th - Hmnwman + 2Hmnwijn) ) (21)

and

Aoty = L 220 (L) -5 ia (B) @)
ok "t

h 2(d—2)" \ h 2(d — 2) h
- - H™ H Hk-l A HmlH' H]k Xm ‘
2(d—2)f< K h),m+2(d—2)f i J(h),i

Egs. (2I22) show that no constraints of higher order arise.

II. COSMOLOGICAL CONSTANT

The canonical formulation of the first order EH action of eq. (I]) in the presence of a
cosmological constant or matter fields (in terms of the variables of ref. [8]) requires the
transformation of \/—g under the transformations of eqs. (2) and (B). This is unnecessary
in the case of the pure gravitational field, since y/—g is absorbed into the new canonical
variables h*” through the transformations of eq. (2)). If we take the determinant of both
sides of eq. (2)) we obtain

g = (=) TR (d#2). (23)

where b = det (h,,). On the other hand,

b= (-1 (24)
h
where h = h% and H = det (H;;) [14]. Using eq. [24), we may write eq. [23) as
g = Kh (25)



where

In computations of the following sections these PBs are useful,

1 K
{W’K} = d_2ﬁu (27)
-1
{w,K_l} = —ﬁ Kh , (28)
1
{WijaK} = d1—9 K Hi; (29)
_ 1 -
{wy, K} = —— K "Hy; . (30)

We also note that since K = K (h, HY) we have

{w;, K} =0, (31)
{w;, K7'} = 0. (32)

The following relations, which are derived using eqs. [27H32]) are also useful,

1 h g
~1 1 1| by ij
Koy = 5 K| 2 Hy Y| (34)

The derivative with respect to the index p is a spatial derivative.

The first order EH action in the presence of a cosmological term is given by

L=Lepr+vV=gA, (35)

where Ly is given by eq. (dI), and A is the cosmological constant. Under the transformations

of eqs. (2IBE), the Lagrangian of eq. (33]) transforms to
EIEEH—FK_IA, (36)

where K is given by eq. (26]). The primary constraints remain unchanged under the addition
of a cosmological term and the second class constraints are eliminated in the same manner

as of the pure gravitational field. Therefore, the following “weak” Hamiltonian is obtained

H = H,— KA (37)
= Hy + Ha,
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where the Hamiltonian #,, associated with the pure first order EH action is given by eq.
([@). The secondary constraints x and y; of eqs. (7l) and (8]) are obtained by the consistency
condition of the time change of the constraints €2 and €2;. Since the first class constraint y;
is to be preserved in time, using the “weak” Hamiltonian H,, of eq. (B7) we get the following
tertiary constraint

Tai = {xi Hu} # 7+ {0 Ha} = 7, (38)

because {x;, Hy} = 0. In a similar way, since x should be preserved in time, we arrive at
the constraint

Ta={x,H} =Hyp+ 00"+ {x, Hp} ; (39)

where we have used eq. (I0)). Since {x, Hx} = Ha , we have
Th=H+08, (40)

where §° is given by eq. ([2). We see that eq. (@) implies that the Hamiltonian density
for the first order EH action in the presence of a cosmological term is zero up to a total
divergence on the constraint surface, similar to the pure first order EH action without the
cosmological term. According to eqs. (I3II638]), the tertiary constraint corresponding to y
can be identified by

Th = 7+ Ha (41)

= 71— AK'.
The constraints x, x;, Th; and Ty are proven to be first class by showing that their com-
mutation relations weakly vanish. We have also shown that they do not generate additional
constraints, and furthermore, obey the same algebra of eqs. ([H20), for the pure grav-
itational field. The d(d — 3) number of degrees of freedom (in phase space) of the pure

gravitational field in d dimensions counted in [§] remains unchanged since no new fields are

introduced, and no new constraints are generated by introducing a cosmological term.

III. MASSIVE SCALAR FIELDS

The Lagrangian density for a massive scalar field in terms of the metric g, is [13]

Ls==08(9""0,0 0,0 —m*¢?) . (42)
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When written in terms of the variables h, h' and H%, the Lagrangian density of eq. (42)
coupled to the first order EH action of eq. (Il) transforms to
L= Lpu+Ly (43)
= Lgy+ hwjau(ﬁ 0,0 — m2K_1¢2 ,

where Lpy and K are given by egs. (Il) and (26]). Associated with the scalar filed ¢, the

canonical momentum p is

oL
O
_ 9 (hd) + hi@) .
By solving eq. (@) for &, we find that the primary Hamiltonian of the coupled system is
H = Hpu +Hsp, (45)
where
p2 B hz
Hy = |~ +H9;0; +m*K '¢*| — —po, (46)
4h h
= g — T pPoi-

The primary constraints €, €;, Q; and Q7*, as well as the secondary constraints , xi, ©:

[

and (:);'- . (which result from the consistency condition of vanishing of the time derivative of
the primary constraints €2, €2;, Q; and ka respectively) remain unchanged. Therefore, one
may eliminate the fields Q;, ng, f; and §;k from the Hamiltonian by setting the second
class constraints Qz-, ka, é; and (:)Zk strongly equal to zero, as in the case of the pure

gravitational field dealt with in ref. [8]. Since
{X> H(i)} = H(i) ) (48)

the tertiary constraint corresponding to x; is identified with

Td)Z = T; — P (b,i ) (49>

while the time derivative of x is given by

Ty = 7+ Hg (50)
= H+0;0",
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where 4% is given by eq. (I2). The Hamiltonian density of eq. (@H) is therefore seen to be
weakly equal to zero, up to a total divergence. Much like eq. (I3)), where we identified T by
separating terms proportional to the constraints x, x; and 7;, we identify T} defined in the

following way to be the tertiary constraint corresponding to Y,
_ ht
To=Ts+ 5 To + Al i) (51)

Therefore,

T¢:T+f)¢> (52)

where $), is given by eq. (@), and A = A(x, x;) is a function of the constraints y and
Xi- A direct computation shows that the set of constraints x, x;, Ty, and Ty is first class,
satisfying the closed nonlocal algebra of eqs. (ITH20) if we replace 7 with T} and 7; with
Ty,. Also, no further constraints arise, since Ty, and T}, are proven to be preserved in time.
This illustrates that the number of degrees of freedom in the phase space is the sum of the
number of degrees of freedom d(d — 3) of the first order EH action plus the additional two

degrees of freedom pertaining to the scalar field ¢ and its conjugate momentum p.

IV. YANG-MILLS FIELDS AND MAXWELL GAUGE FIELDS

The addition of Maxwell gauge fields or Yang-Mills fields to the EH action of eq. () is
more interesting because of the interplay between the first class constraints responsible for
the gauge transformations of Maxwell gauge fields or Yang-Mills fields and the first class
constraints of the first order EH action. Since the latter theories have a similar structure,
we provide the canonical formulation of the first order EH action in the presence of the
Yang-Mills action, and will then briefly comment on how the results should be altered in
order to be applicable to the coupling of the Maxwell gauge fields.

In the presence of the first order EH action, the dynamics of Yang-Mills fields is described
by the Lagrangian density [13]

1 oV a a
'CYM = _Z vV—9 gﬂ g g purs af (53)
where the field strength tensor Fj, is given by

Fi, = 0,A, — 0,A; + e“bCAZAf, . (54)



When formulated in terms of the variables h, h* and H” and their conjugate momenta w,

w; and w;;, this Lagrangian can be written as

prs af o

1
Lyy = —ZK hreprPpe po (55)

where K is given by eq. (20). We rewrite this Lagrangian by separating terms with a

different number of time derivatives,

’ - hibk
K| h HYFGFgy + 2 h H S F, o+ = — IS (56)

N —

Lyy =
L ik 2t pa gra
) H"HFFy
The Lagrangian density for the coupled system of the first order EH action plus Yang-Mills
fields is given by
L=Lgy+Lyu, (57)

where Lpp is given by eq. (). If we denote the momentum corresponding to Af by e,

from
oL
al — _ (58)
dAY
we arrive at
e = K (hHYF), + WHI'FY) | (59)
e =0. (60)
The set of egs. (59) can be solved for A% and we obtain
ja a -1 1 al h a abc pb fc
Al = A07m + K 5 H,,e" — N Ef — e AJAC (61)
resulting in the following Hamiltonian density for the Yang-Mills fields
1 ik 175l e ha -1 1 al Ja
hi a _am am a abc Ab pc
Now, if we define
QF = 0,,e™™ — eeebm A (63)

10



the Hamiltonian density of eq. (62]) can be put in the form

hz’
Hym = Dy — 7 Fyoe®™ — A QF, (64)

after a surface term has been dropped. In eq. (64) we have

1 1
Syu =K (1 H’kHﬂlﬂgF,gl) +K! (ﬁ Hy, e“le“p) : (65)

Although eq. (B9]) can be solved for “velocities” in terms of their corresponding momenta, eq.

(60)) can not be solved for any velocity and has to be treated as a set of primary constraints
0% =™, (66)

Together with the primary constraints €2, €, Q§ and Qik of the first order EH action, the
constraints of eq. (66]) are first class, and therefore we need to ensure they are preserved in
time. According to eq. (1), the primary Hamiltonian corresponding to the coupled system
is

H=Hpy +Hyu +UQ+U'Q + UL+ ULQF +u%0,, (67)
where H gy and Hy s are given by eqs. (@) and (64) respectively, and u®, U, U’, U7 and U?*
are Lagrange multiplier fields. We note that as before, the secondary constraints x, x;, (:)g'
and (:);1]‘C remain unchanged. If we enforce the primary constraints €2, €2;, Q; and Qf F as well
as the primary constraints ©% of eq. (66]), and if we eliminate from the action the fields EJZ
and £, by solving the second class constraints ©} ~ 0 and ©, ~ 0, then #{ can be written

as

~ LR N i) v — Eiy b
HaHy+ =7 (F = 2hw+ w) x) =& = = X+ Hyva, (68)

where H,, is given by eq. (@). (The weak equality of eq. (68]) thus refers to the primary
constraints.) Since the time change of the constraints ©% of eq. (66]) should vanish we need
to have
{6, H} = {©% Hyy} (69)
= 0"=0.

This is in close correspondence with Yang-Mills theory in flat spacetime. Furthermore, since

[0} = o, (70)
{Qa,Xi} = O, (71)
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we observe that the secondary constraints Q% of eq. (€9) are first class up to the level of
secondary constraints.
The next task is to determine if the first class constraints x, x; and Q* of egs. (1), (8)

and (69) produce any tertiary constraints. Since
{Xi, HYM} = —F;, e, (72)
we identify the tertiary constraint corresponding to y; to be

TYMZ-:TZ'—F-CL ey . (73)

m

As in the case of scalar fields, 7; is seen to be affected exclusively through fields that are not
present in the pure EH action.

The PB {Ty Mis Ly j} can be worked out at this stage. We note in particular that, since

fAFS ™ Fy ™} g = 0 (fge™ Ffy) + fg Fj (74)

+ gfi (=F3e™) = fgi (= Ff,e™)
the commutation relation of eq. (I8) is replaced by

f {TYM’i? TYMj} 9=909;f Tyai — fOig Tym; + fg Fj; Q°. (75)

The appearance of the term proportional to Q® in the last expression of eq. (73] in the
algebra of constraints is a new feature arising from the existence of first class constraints
other than those that belong to pure gravity, and is expected to be a generic feature of gauge
theories coupled to gravity.

In order to find the tertiary constraint corresponding to the secondary constraint y, we
first note that "

{x. Hym} = Hvm — " Fjoet™. (76)

Also, we may use H,, of eq. (@) instead of Hgy of eq. (), since they are weakly equal. We
thus observe that according to egs. (I0) and (64])

Tyu = {X>Hw+HYM} (77)
= Hy+ Hyu + A5Q°+ 0, 6",

where ¢° is again given by eq. (I2). From eq. (77) we observe that up to a total divergence,
the Hamiltonian density of the first order EH action in the presence of the Yang-Mills fields

12



is zero on the constraint surface. The tertiary constraint Ty, may be identified with

Tyy =7+ 9vm, (78)

where $y )y is given by eq. (65). Much like 7, Ty, is independent of the fields k. It is then
possible to show that
H Ty, Tymtg = (79)
(9fi— fa.i) 77 (hTynj — H™win X5 + 2H™ Wi Xn) -
According to eq. ([[9), the PB of eq. (I9)) of the constraint 7 with itself remains unchanged
under coupling the Yang-Mills action to the first order EH action if we replace 7; and 7 with

Ty pr; and Ty respectively. The PB {Ty Mis TYM} is more involved,

h).i /
f{TYMivTYM}g =9 (fh)’ Tyy — fg9,:Tym + A"(X, xi) (80)
- ng_l%Hij€ana>

where A”(x, x;) of eq. (20) remains unchanged. The new feature of eq. (80) is the last term
on the right hand side, which depends on the generators of the gauge transformations of the

Yang-Mills fields. The following PBs also hold ;

{Q*,e'} = o, (81)
{0} = ePqr. (82)
Since we have

{Q*, F), ™} =0, (83)
{Q, iKH““HﬂE’}F,fI} =0, (84)

we can show that
{Q* Tym;} =0, (85)
{Q" Tyy} = 0. (86)

Having arrived at the PBs of eqs. (ZOHZI) and (8IHZ4)), it is possible to verify that all
constraints are preserved in time. First, we observe from eqs. (83) and (84]) that the time

derivative of Q0* weakly vanishes, since
{Q* H} = ™ AjQP. (87)
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Also, since the Hamiltonian density of eq. (G8]) is zero up to a total divergence on the

constraint surface, we infer that

{Tymi,H} = 0, (88)

{Tvar, H}

Q

o
‘%
=

This completes our analysis of the Yang-Mills fields coupled to gravity.

In order to obtain the constraint structure of Maxwell gauge fields coupled to the first
order EH action from that of the EH action in the presence of the Yang-Mills fields, all we
need to do is drop the index a in eq. (54]) and consistently in the rest of equations in order
to drop the nonlinear terms. Eq. (60) would therefore correspond to only one primary first

class constraint

O=e"~0, (90)

which leads to the following secondary first class constraint
Q=0,e"~0. (91)

The rest of the constraint structure equations of the EH action in the presence of Yang-Mills
fields remain valid for Maxwell Gauge fields if the dependence on the index a is dropped,

except for eqs. (82) and (87) which should be replaced by

{Q,Q} =0, (92)
{Q, H } =0, (93)

respectively.
We also have verified that the number of degrees of freedom of the first order EH action
coupled to Yang-Mills or Maxwell gauge fields is the sum of the number of degrees of freedom

of the first order EH action by itself plus the number of degrees of freedom of the action for

these matter fields in flat spacetime.

V. CONCLUSION

Inspired by the Dirac Hamiltonian formulation of the first order EH action of ref. [g],

we have dealt with the Hamiltonian formulation of the first order EH action in the presence
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of a cosmological term, massive scalar fields, Maxwell gauge fields and Yang-Mills fields.
The result is in close contact with the ADM Hamiltonian formulation of the first order EH
action in the presence of Bosonic matter [3, [7, [19]; namely, the constraint structure of the
first order EH action in the presence of scalar fields remains unaltered although the tertiary
constraints 7 and 7; receive contributions from the matter fields, and the constraint structure
of the first order EH action in the presence of the Yang-Mills/Maxwell gauge fields is altered
by the change of the tertiary constraints 7 and 7; and the appearance of the generators of
the gauge transformations of the matter fields in the constraint structure of the gravitational
constraints. In all cases, the nonlocal algebra of constraints remains closed. According to
the results of the analysis performed in this chapter, we may conclude that, as a generic
feature, the Hamiltonian for the EH action in the presence of Bosonic matter fields is weakly
zero on the constraint surface defined by the first class constraints, including those of the
matter fields.

However, this generalization might hold only under special assumptions. In the case of
the couplings discussed in this chapter, the secondary second class constraints y and y;
of egs. (MR of the first order EH action remain unaltered upon addition of matter fields.
This happens since the connections appearing in the covariant derivative of the matter
fields considered here drop out, such that covariant derivatives are replaced by ordinary
derivatives. As a result, connections do not appear in the actions of the minimally coupled
matter fields considered in this chapter, and they are therefore functions of the metric only.

Nonetheless, it is interesting to consider couplings in which the secondary second class
constraints y and y; of egs. (7R]) are altered by contributions from the coupled matter
fields. This might occur in our choice of variables through the contribution of the variables
t and & of the Hamiltonian of eq. (). As discussed by Isenberg and Nester using the
ADM formalism [12], such derivative-coupled cases lead to peculiar results. For instance,
the number of degrees of freedom of such theories coupled to the first order EH action might
be different from the number of degrees of freedom of pure EH action plus the number of
degrees of freedom of the matter fields in flat spacetime. This happens because of a reduction
in the number of primary constraints when the gravitational field is turned on. A simple

example is provided by the following Lagrangian density [12],

L —% 0.V, 'V (94)
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where V), is a vector field. Interestingly enough, the number of degrees of freedom of this
theory is zero in the four dimensional flat spacetime and four when coupled to gravity; so
that there is a discontinuous change in the number of degrees of freedom on transition to

flat spacetime [12].
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