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Connection Dynamics for Higher Dimensional Scalar-Tensor Theories of Gravity
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The scalar-tensor theories of gravity in spacetime dimensions D + 1 > 2 are studied. By doing
Hamiltonian analysis, we obtain the geometrical dynamics of the theories from their Lagrangian.
The Hamiltonian formalism indicates that the theories are naturally divided into two sectors by the
coupling parameter w. The Hamiltonian structure in both sectors are similar to the corresponding
structure of 4-dimensional cases. It turns out that there is a symplectic reduction from the canonical
structure of so(D+1) Yang-Mills theories coupled to the scalar field to the canonical structure of the
geometrical scalar-tensor theories. Therefore the non-perturbative loop quantum gravity techniques
can also be applied to the scalar-tensor theories in D 4 1 dimensions based on their connection-
dynamical formalism.

PACS numbers: 04.50.Kd, 04.20.Fy, 04.60.Pp

I. INTRODUCTION

Ever since 1998, a few independent astronomic observations strongly suggested that our Universe is currently
undergoing a period of acceleration [1]. This causes the “dark energy” problem in the framework of general relativity
(GR). While a positive cosmological constant A could be employed to explain the acceleration, the observed value of
A is unexpectedly much smaller than any theoretical estimation. Therefore it is reasonable to consider the possiblity
that GR is not a valid theory of gravity on galactic or cosmological scale. For this reason, as well as some non-trivial
tests on gravity beyond GR. [2-4], modified gravity theories have received increased attention recently. Among various
alternative models, a simple and typical modification of GR is the so-called f(R) theories [5]. Besides f(R) theories,
Brans-Dicke theory of gravity which was first proposed by Brans and Dicke in 1961 and compatible with Mach’s
principle [6] also caught much attention. In this theory, a scalar field representing the varying “gravitational constant”
is non-minimally coupled to the scalar curvature. To interpret the observational results within the framework of a
broad class of theories, the Brans-Dicke theory was generalized by Bergmann [7] and Wagoner [§] to scalar-tensor
theories (STT). The scalar field in STT of gravity is expected to account for the mysterious “dark energy”, since it can
naturally lead to cosmological acceleration in certain models (see e. g. [9-11]). In particular, the current acceleration
of the Universe can be naturally obtained in 5-dimensional Brans-Dicke theory without a fine-tuning of the coupling
parameter [12]. Moreover, some models of STT of gravity may also account for the “dark matter” problem [13-15],
which was revealed by the observed rotation curve of galaxy clusters. Besides, scalar-tensor modifications of GR have
also become very popular as the low-energy and effective limit in unification schemes such as bosonic string theory
(see e. g. [16-18]). It should be noted that the general scalar-tensor theory can include both metric f(R) theories and
Palatini f(R) theories as special sectors with different coupling parameter w, while the original Brans-Dicke theory
is the particular case of constant w and vanishing potential.

On the other hand, during the past several decades, seeking for a quantum theory of gravity has been a rather
active field. Among various kinds of programmes, loop quantum gravity(LQG), a background independent approach
to quantize general relativity, has widely been investigated |[19-22]. Surprisingly, as a non-renormalizable theory from
the view of perturbative quantum field theory, GR can be non-perturbatively quantized by the loop quantization
procedure. The loop quantization programme heavily relies on the connection-dynamical formulation of GR, which
requires a Poission self-commuting connection variable and a corresponding compact gauge group. While the approach
to formulate the connection dynamics was originally restricted to 4-dimensional GR, it can also be generalized to 4-
dimensional f(R) theories and general STT [23-27]. However, modern theoretical research indicates that we might
live in a universe with spacetime dimension D + 1 > 4. Thus one is naturally led to ask whether higher dimensional
gravity theories can be formulated as gauge theories with connection dynamics. Recently, in a series of seminal
articles [28, 129], Bodendorfer, Thiemann and Thurn successfully developed an approach to formulate the connection
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dynamics for GR as well as supergravity theories in higher dimensions |30, 131]. Taking account of the cosmological
and astrophysical significance, it is desirable to study if the connection-dynamical formalism also exists for STT in
arbitrary dimensions. In this paper we will give an affirmative answer to this question. Our results can serve as the
starting-point for the non-perturbative loop quantization of STT in higher dimensions.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we formulate the Hamiltonian analysis of (D + 1)-dimensional
(D > 1) STT in terms of ADM variables. In section 3, we first give a brief review of the new variables and connection
dynamics of GR in D 4 1 dimensions. Then we show how to obtain the ADM variables from the new connection
variables of (D + 1)-dimensional STT by symplectic reduction. We will write out the explicit forrn of the four different

constraints and prove that they indeed form a first-class constraint system when w(¢) # — D 1, For the special case

when w(¢) = —%, a new constraint generating spacetime conformal transformations is found. The five different
constraints also form a first-class system. We summarize our results in the last section. The detailed calculations
of several Poisson brackets will be given in appendix A . Throughout the paper, we use Greek alphabet pu, v, ... for

spacetime indices, Latin alphabet a, b, ¢, ..., for spatial indices, and I, J, K, ..., for internal indices.

II. HAMILTONIAN ANALYSIS

The general action of scalar-tensor theories in D + 1 dimensions reads

¢
Slg, ¢ = / P/ —g [ (om - %( 0u)0"0) — £(0)], (2.1)
where we set 87G =1, g = det(g..), R denotes the scalar curvature of spacetime metric g,,,, the coupling parameter
w(¢) and potential £(¢) can be arbitrary functions of scalar field ¢. Variations of the action (2.I) with respect to g,
and ¢ give equations of motion:

0G = 9,50~ 9006+ Z21(0,6)0,0 — 39,(T07] ~ 9,06(0), 2:2)
R= 240051 20 5, 00000 - L1 0,009 + 260), 23

where a prime over the letter denotes a derivative with respect to the argument, V, is the covariant derivative
compatible with g, and O = ¢"*V,V,. By doing D+1 decomposition of the spacetime, the (D + 1)-dimensional
scalar curvature can be expressed as

2 2
R=KupK®—K?>+RP) + ——-0,(/~gn"K) — ——=
’ V=9 k(=g K) Nvh
where K, is the extrinsic curvature of a spatial hypersurface ¥, K = Kaph®, h = det(hap), RD) denotes the scalar

curvature of the D-metric hy, induced on X, n* is the unit normal of ¥ and N is the lapse function. By Legendre
transformation, the momenta conjugate to the dynamical variables hqp and ¢ are defined respectively as

da(VhhPO,N), (2.4)

oL Vh het
ab ab ab c
= — = —[p(K* — Kh*) — — (¢ — N°O.¢)], 2.5
P = i = )~ B (6~ N0o) (25)

oL w(¢)

T = —=—Vh(K-=-2(— N, 2.6

5 = ~VAE = 526~ Na.9) (2.6

where N€ is the shift vector. The combination of the trace of Eq. (Z3]) and Eq. (28) gives
2N D —

(D + (D = 1)w(9))(¢ = NDugp) = —=(—5— Lom - p); (2.7)

N
where p = p.© is the trace of p. It is easy to see from Eq. (Z7) that one extra constraint C' = p— %qﬁw = (0 emerges

when w(¢) = — 2. So it is natural to mark off two sectors of the theories by w(¢) # — 27 and w(¢) = — 2.

A. Sector of w(¢) # — 2=

In the case of w(¢) # —%, the Hamiltonian of STT can be derived as a liner combination of constraints as

Htotal - / de(NaHa + NH), (28)
b))



where the smeared diffeomorphism and Hamiltonian constraints read respectively

HN) = [[aPNoH, = [ a2 (2D ) +7000), 29)
/ dPrtNH
b

o D i pabpab - ﬁPQ (p - —¢7T)
- [ ‘TN{\/E< 5 T aD-DD+D- 1>w>>

+ LVR(-oR® 4 %‘”wmww +2D,D"6+2(0))].

S
=
I

(2.10)
where D, denote the spatial covariant derivative compatible with hg,. By the symplectic structure
{ha(@). ()} = 86,)6" (x,y),
{6(2),7(y)} = 6 (x,y), (2.11)

lengthy but straightforward calculations show that the constraints (Z.9]) and (2.I0) comprise a first-class system similar

to GR as:
{(H[N], HIN} = H(N,N)
{(H[M),H[N]} = H[-LyM],
{H[N],H[M]} = H,[ND*M — MD"N]. (2.12)

We now show that the above Hamiltonian formalism of STT in D dimensions is equivalent to their initial value
formalism. In the Hamiltonian framework, the evolution equations of the basic canonical variables can be derived by
taking Poisson brackets with the Hamiltonian (Z8]). Thus it is easy to check that the evolution equation of hgy is just
the definition of K. Also we have

. 2N D-1
& =1{¢, Hiota1} = (D—i—(D—l)w)\/ﬁ( 5

which is nothing but Eq. ([21). Moreover, it is easy to obtain

¢ — p) + N%9, 9, (2.13)

7 = 0y(N°r) + NT\/E(KQZ,K“” — K%+ N \/_R da(Vhh™ 3y N)
Nwvh o N _, wVh e NVh o
+ N (D) D76+ VEDu( D0) 66— Nevgy? + LN gy peg - NVEE(6). (2.14)
2¢ ¢ 20°N 2¢
Using Eqgs. 24), @0) and n° = ,n® = —NTG, V=9 = Nvh, we can prove that Eq.(Id) is equivalent to Eq.([23).
The equation of motion for p,; reads
; hay N (pcdp“l - 5=p? N (p — 2-Lom)? " AN (pacpbc — 5-5PPab N (p — 2L ém)pas )
ab — —
Vh ¢ D+ 1D+ (D=1w)"  Vh ¢ (D =1)¢(D + (D = 1w)
N (D) N N c Nw c Nw
+ Vhhapo R — SVhoRay — 5 Vhhap DeD ¢ — D(oNVhDy ¢ — Eﬁhab(Dcaﬁ)D ¢+ %Vﬁ(Dm)Dbaﬁ
\/E (& c (& 1
+ T(D(an) (N(b) — hay DD (N(b)) + 2pc(aD Nb) + Dc(pabN ) - §N\/Ehab€(¢) (215)
We can use Eq. (23] to derive the time derivative of the extrinsic curvature:
2 Pab — 7phab ha
Ku = ( Dro-nsPhat) ab . (2.16)
oVh (D + (D — Dw)vh
Straightforward calculations give
Ka = 2NKoKf — NKKga + L5 Ko, — NRay + Do Dy N + %Dapba;
Nw Nn70s @ Nhap 1 2
+ W(Da¢)Db¢ ~ % NEKab + " (509 + 5—=8(@). (2.17)



It is not difficult to see that Eq. (ZI7) is in accordance with Eq. ([Z2]). Thus we have proved that the Hamiltonian

formalism of STT with is equivalent to their Lagrangian formalism when w(¢) # —%.

B. Sector of w(¢) = — 52

In the special case of w(¢) = —%, Eq. (2.7) implied an extra primary constraint C' = 0, which we call “conformal

constraint”. Hence, the total Hamiltonian now can be expressed as a liner combination of constraints as
b)

Hiotar = / dDI(NaHa + NH + )\C), (218)
3

where the smeared diffeomorphism H (ﬁ) is as same as Eq.(23), while the Hamiltonian and conformal constraints
read respectively:

H[N] = /E dPxNH

_ [ e | 2 (P Pt L g - D . .
= /Ed N [\/ﬁ ( p >+ 2\/5( OR (D_1)¢(Da¢)D ¢ +2D,D% + 26(¢))((2.19)
C = /Ede/\O:/EdD:z:)\(p— D2‘1¢w). (2.20)
By the symplectic structure (2.11]), detailed calculations show that
{H[M), H[N)} = H[-L3M), {CIN,H[N]} = C[-LgX, (2.21)
{H[N],H[M]} = H,[ND*M — MD"N] + O[%(ND“M — MD®N)], (2.22)
(O HIMY) = HIZ + [ NAVA(-Z3€(0) + 2506 () (223)

One may understand Eqs. (Z2I) by the geometrical interpretations of H (ﬁ) The Poisson bracket ([2:23) implies
that, in order to maintain the constraints S and H in the time evolution, we have to impose a secondary constraint

D+1 D—-1
- S+

It is easy to see that this constraint is of second-class and hence has to be solved. As for the vacuum case that we
considered the solutions of Eq. (Z24]) are of two types,

§@)=0 or &) =coB i, (2.25)

where ¢ is certain dimensional constant. Thus the consistency strongly restricted the feasible STT in the sector
w(¢) = — 2= to only two theories. For these two theories, the action (1)) is invariant under the following conformal

transformations:

¢¢'(¢) = 0. (2.24)

G = Gy 6 €76, (2.26)

For this reason, besides diffeomorphism invariance, the two theories are also conformal invariant. Now in the Hamil-
tonian formalism the constraints (H, H,, C') comprise a first-class system. The conformal constraint generates the
following transformations on the phase space

{hap, C(N)} = Mgy,  {p®,C(\)} = —AP, (2.27)

.00y = -2, momy =22
It is easy to check that the above transformations coincide with those of spacetime conformal transformations (2:26]).
Thus the physical meaning of the constraints are clear. Because of the extra conformal constraint (Z20]), the physical
degrees of freedom of this special kind of STT are equal to those of GR in D41 dimensions. Since the initial value
formalism in this sector is a delicate issue [3, [32], we leave the comparison between the Hamiltonian formulation and
the Lagrangian formulation for further study.

Ar. (2.28)



III. CONNECTION-DYNAMICAL FORMULATION
A. Review of the connection dynamics for GR in D + 1 dimensions

In this subsection, we will give a brief introduction to the approach in Ref.|28] for constructing the connection
dynamics of GR in arbitrary dimensions. The framework will be employed to formulate the connection dynamics of
STT in D + 1 dimensions in the next subsection.

As is well known, the ADM Hamiltonian formulation of vacuum (D + 1)-dimensional GR is based on a phase space
coordinatised by a canonical pair (hap, P?) with Poisson brackets

{hav(2), PUy)} = 60,0007 (2,),  {hav(2), healy)} = {P® (), P“(y)} = 0. (3.1)

The spatial diffeomorphism constraint and Hamiltonian constraint for Lorentzian spacetime read respectively

Va - _2hacDbeca (32)
1 2 1

H = —\/det(h)R'P) + — = (hyehpg — ———hapheq) P P2, 3.3
5 et(h) + det(h)( bd — 75— hab d) (3.3)

To formulate GR. in terms of a gauge theory, the central idea is to extend the ADM phase space by additional degrees
of freedom and then impose additional first-class constraints such that, after sympletic reduction with respect to these
constraints, we can recover the original ADM phase space. The canonical pair of the extended phase space consists
of a Lie algebra valued one form A,7; with dimension N and the corresponding conjugate momentum 77 which is
a Lie algebra valued weight-one vector density.

It is argued in 28] that the underlying gauge group which one should choose without gauge fixing is SO(1, D)
or SO(D + 1) for (D + 1)-dimensional spacetime, and an additional constraint will appear due to the mismatching
between the number of the degrees of freedom of (A.r7, 7!7) and (hay, P°°) modulo the Gaussian constraints. In

practical terms, the degrees of freedom for A,’/ are % where {a € 1...D} and {I,J € 0...D}. Note that the two

internal indices of 4,7/ are antisymmetric with each other, and hence it contributes M degrees of freedom. After

subtracting the number of Gaussian constraints, w, and the degrees of freedom of hgp, w

(D+1)  D(D+1)  D(D+1) _ D(D—2)(D+1)
2 2 2 - 2

, the remaining

DL_2)PDHY additional
alJ

2
degrees of freedom read D
constraints. These constraints could be imposed on the momentum = conjugate to A,ry, if we require 7

be determined by the co-D-bein el. Since 7'/ has degrees of freedom %, while el has only D(D + 1), the

, which means there are
allJ

o
subtraction % —D(D+1) = w exactly matches with the number of the desired remaining constraints.
Thus we expect to build 77 « nlf E4/] on this new constraint surface, where E% := \/Ehabei , h® is the inverse of

hay = eleyr , n! is the internal vector orthogonal to el and uniquely determined (up to a sign) by el through

1 1 al Jl eJD

EWE DEIJI---JDeal" ap -

Note that one has nyn! =1 for SO(D+1) and nyn! = —1 for SO(1, D). In the following, we will choose the compact
gauge group SO(D + 1) and require that

nr = (34)

77 =2 det(h)habn[leg] = ol plal], (3.5)

on the constraint surface of “Simplicity Constraint”. It should be noted that w = 0 for D = 2 and hence
no simplicity constraint is needed under this case.

To get an explicit expression of the simplicity constraint, for any given unit internal vector n;, we define E* :=
—77n; and its corresponding quantities:

Q™ := EYESn' QueQ® == 6%, E == QupE, (3.6)
where n’7 is the internal metric. Furthermore, we define the transversal projector:
ih[n] == 6% —niny. (3.7)
Using E and 7}, we can define the tracefree and transverse projector:

a a-1 -—. 2 a _J
PiLIE) = 03k iz) — mE [IEb[KﬁL%- (3.8)



Next we define

2
7ol .= pall pbKL _ gall 4 = plalg] (3.9)
D—-1
Note that 737 satisfies Eo 747 = 0 and 74 /n; = 0. The key observation is that 7%/7 has only w degrees
of freedom which is just the number of degrees of freedom we need to remove. Hence a given tensor /7 can be
decomposed into three parts:
rold = galt _ %ﬁ”E‘“‘J] + 2nl glalJl] (3.10)

where 77/ := E 77, and hence 7 El*l/] is normal to n! but not normal to E*/. On the other hand, as shown in
Ref.|28], one can always choose a suitable internal vector n; such that

7 [r,n] = 7 [, n]Qup[m, n] EL = 0. (3.11)

Thus, by employing the chosen n!, One obtains an intrinsic decomposition: 7%/ = 74!/ + 2nl Elel7] Hence one
would like to impose the simplicity constraint as the necessary and sufficient condition for a vanishing 7%/7. Let
D > 3 and

1
ab . _alply, _blsI3
SM = 1610]1]2]3M7T s y (312)

where M is any totally skew (D — 3)-tuple of indices in 0,1,.., D , which stands for the set of the other (D — 3)
antisymmetric indices {Iy, I5, .., Ip} . Then for any unit vector n!, one has [2§]

S =0,YM,a,b < P [r,n]a " =0, (3.13)

Therefore the desired simplicity constraint reads SX}I’ =0.
Now we consider the Hamiltonian formalism of a SO(D + 1) gauge theory with connection A,;; and its conjugate
momentum 7*%% as basic variables. These variables are subject to the Poisson brackets

{Aars(2), 7" (y)} = 4805070567 (2,y),  {Aars(2), A (y)} = {71 (2), 7" ()} = 0, (3.14)

where 8 is the “Immirzi-like parameter” (it is structurally different from the Immirzi parameter in D = 3) in D
dimensions. Then the Gaussian constraint and simplicity constraint read respectively |28]:

Gl .= D = 9yn7 4 2AU el KT, (3.15)
a 1 a
S]é) = ZEIJKLM']T IJWbKL. (316)

The ADM variables can be related to the Yang-Mills variables by the following map,

1
hhab — Eﬂ'aIJﬂ'b]J, (317)
1
P = 3 (ha[c[AcIJ — Topgm®™7 4 (A y — FCIJ]Tra]IJ)
1
— Zhd(“Kd gr®17 5, (3.18)

where I'cy () satisfies (= means vanishing on the simplicity constraint surface)
DaTrbIJ = &ﬂTbIJ _|_ FZCT‘,CIJ _|_ 2Fa[IK7T‘bK|J] _ FZCTFMJ ~ O (319)
Eq.I9) can be explicitly solved as

2 D -3 -
Fa]J[F] = D_ 1Ta1J+ D= 1TalJ+FgchcI,]7 (3.20)

where T,y := wa[Iaawaﬂ, Torg = ﬁfﬁfTaKL, TSy = wa[ﬂrCKJ], and ch is the Levi-Civita connection compat-
ible with hgp. Using 7%/ ~ 2nl/ E1*l7] one can show that Lars[7] is compatible with el, i.e.,

Dol = 0,ef —T¢el +T17ey; = 0. (3.21)



on the simplicity constraint surface. It was shown in Ref. [2&] that using the symplectic structure ([B.I4]), one can
correctly recover

{hav(2), P (y)} = 66,0507 (z,y),  {hav(x), hea(y)} = {P*(x), P (y)} = 0, (3.22)

on the simplicity and Gaussian constraints surface. Hence, the map defined by Eqs. BI7) and B.I8) gives a
symplectic reduction from the Yang-Mills phase space to the ADM phase space. The diffeomorphism constraint (3.2))
and Hamiltonian constraint (33)) can be expressed in terms of the new variables as

_ 1 bIJ
Va = 2ﬂFab1J7T 5 (323)
1 N — B a a
H = W3 (FabJJWaIKWbKJ +4DHT(F~Y a1 yoxc . DYEE + W[Db Do’ — (Da )2])
1
+ —————[Dy"D." — (D), (3.24)

862(D — 1)2vh

where Foprg = 20, Ay 15 + 2Aa[I‘K‘A|b‘KJ] is the curvature of A,;;. Here we defined

Dy = FaKJ(Dbﬂ'CJL)TFCKL, (3.25)

_ 1 o _
(F Yarsprr = Z[QabﬁK[an]L_2Eb[l77J][KEaL]]a (3.26)
Dl = bl Dy el K1) (3.27)

where D, is the covariant differential of A acting only on internal indices, i.e.,
D! = 9,707 24l bl K1) (3.28)
and D37 is the tracefree and transverse part of D7 defined by
DY . = pak] - DYEL (3.29)

All of the constraints (B15),(3.16]),([323]),[324) are proved to be of first-class [2§].

B. Connection dynamics for STT in D + 1 dimensions

It was recently shown in Ref. [25] that the STT in 341 dimensions can be cast into connection dynamical formalism.
However, a connection-dynamical formalism for STT in arbitrary dimensions is still lacking. Thus our task now is
to extend the approach introduced in the last subsection to formulate a connection dynamics of GR to (D + 1)-
dimensional STT. Recall that in order to build the connection dynamics of (D + 1)-dimensional GR, we need to
define the suitable canonical variables 7%/ and A,;; of Yang-Mills fields and then construct the ADM phase space
by symplectic reduction. For STT, the question becomes how to get the ADM-like phase space obtained in section
IT by a suitable symplectic reduction of a so(D + 1) Yang-Mills phase space. Note that, besides Yang-Mills variables,
we also need a scalar field and its momentum. Hence the phase space of the gauge theory consists of the canonical
pairs (Aqr7, 7*7) and (¢, ), with basic Poisson brackets

{Aars(2), 7 ()} = 48835(16707 (2,y),  {Aars(@), Avrr(y)} = {7 (2), 7 (y)} = 0,

{o(),7(y)} = 67(z,y), {¢(2),¢(y)} = {m(2),7(y)} = 0. (3.30)
To construct the ADM variables from the Yang-Mills variables, we first define
BKars = Aars —Tars, (3.31)

where § is an arbitrary real number, and

Larg :==Tars[mx) + Sarg[m; ), (3.32)

where S,1 refers to certain function vanishing on the simplicity constraint surface, and T'y;; is defined by Eq.(3.20).

As shown in [28], T'57; can be chosen as the functional derivative of a generating function F[r] such that K,rs



commutes with itself in Poisson brackets. This property will simplify the calculations of our constraint algebra. Then
we define a map from the phase space of the gauge field coupled with the scalar field to ADM-like phase space of STT
by

1
hh® = 27r“”7rb1], (3.33)
1 [ c
p? = Jh RV, (3.34)
6 = o, (3.35)
T o= . (3.36)

Note that the Gaussian constraint of the gauge theory reads
GIJ — rﬁaﬂ_aIJ — aaﬂ_aIJ +2A,[IIK7TG|K|J], (337)

while the simplicity constraint keep the same form as Eq.[8.I6). Now it is straightforward to check that hg[n] and
p®[A, 7] defined in Eqgs.([3:33) and (3:34) are Dirac observables with respect to the Gaussian and simplicity constraints
and obey the standard Poisson brackets :

{hap(2),p° (1)} = 60,0507 (,),  {hav(), hea(y)} = {p**(x),p"* ()} = 0. (3.38)

Therefore the map defined by Eqs. (8:33)),([3.34)),([333) and (338) is also a symplectic reduction.
To reformulate the geometrical dynamics of (D + 1) dimensional STT by connection dynamics. We first consider

the sector of w(¢) # — 2. Eq.(334) implies that K,)b:=1 K w171 is related to the extrinsic curvature in Eq.(217)
by In Eq.(23), we define

b
(6= N D)

2(E-Lom — p)st
D-1)D+ (D - w)

K., = oVhK," +

= oVhK, + (3.39)

Straightforward calculations show that the original diffeomorphism and Hamiltonian constraints (2.9) and (21I0) can
be respectively written in terms of new variables as

1

Ho = %Fabuﬁbw+ﬁ3¢z¢, (3.40)
2y — 2\/_( abUﬂaJKWbKJ+413£}1J(F71)GUJ7KL5%KL+ﬁ[bbal§ab_(Daa)z])
1 N ~ (Do® — 28(D — 1)¢m)?
D aDab _ Daa 2
* s v P T P e 0 0 - vavE
+ 5V (2 (D,0)D6 +2D.D% +26(6)) (3.41)

where Fuprg = 20,0417 + 2Aa[[|K|A‘b|KJ] and the definitions for f)ab,(ﬁ"l)aU,bKL and l:)%” take the same forms

as Eqs.(328),(326) and [B329) except for A, being replaced by A1y, and the generalized derivative D, satisfies
Dol i= 9ymt! 4T 7l 42T M e PKITI_T¢ 71 = ( on the simplicity constraint surface. The total Hamiltonian
can now be expressed as a linear combination

Y 1
Hyotal = / dPz(ci S + 5 fr7GY + N, + NH). (3.42)
>

It is easy to check that the smeared Gaussian constraint G[f] := [5, dx 3 f1;(x)G!7 (x) generates SO(D + 1) gauge
transformations on the phase space as

{AW,G[f]} — 98D f1J, {w“”,G[f]} = 28[f, 7)1 (3.43)



The smeared diffeomorphism constraint 7:{[]_\}] = [y dPxN*(H, — ﬁflal JG!7) generates the spatial diffeomorphism
transformations on the phase space as

{Aau,ﬂ[ﬁ]} = 2 Ay, {wa”,ﬂ[ﬁ]} = 2L ool (3.44)
{¢,¢z[ﬁ]} L6, {w,fz[ﬁ]} — Ly (3.45)

Thus we can show that the constraint algebra has the following Poisson subalgebra:

{ £1, S [dM] } - sgg[DZ%2ﬁffu£dig"’5""m], (3.46)
{S“b cMj, ey } — 0, B (3.47)
{clr.clll} = —266G11.g). (3.48)
{GUL AN} = Gl-£gf) (3.49)
{saicit] HINT} = 283125l (3.50)
{Q[M],H[ﬁ]} — 27([M, N)). (3.51)

The constraint brackets between the smeared Hamiltonian constraint with itself and other constraints are also closed
as

=0, (3.52)

= H[LyM], (3.53)

[ aDaN, FbDbM]IJ
4hB

}
}

{sgg[cg],ﬁw]} -0, (3.54)
}

o Gry. (3.55)

_ / L eIk b (N DM — MDyN )M, +
The detailed calculation of Eq.([3.53]) will be presented in appendix A. Hence all the constraints now are of first class.
Thus the STT of gravity in the sector w(¢) # % have been cast into the so(D + 1)-connection dynamics formalism
with a first-class contraint system.

Next we consider the other sector of w(¢) = D 7- Besides the diffeomorphism and Hamiltonian constraints, the
geometrical dynamics of STT contains an extra primary conformal constraint (Z20). On the phase space of the gauge

field coupled with the scalar field, the total Hamiltonian can be expressed as a liner combination
v 1
Hrota = / AP(clE S + 5 f15G + N*Hq + NH +2C), (3.56)
b

where the simplicity, Gaussian and diffeomorphism constraints keep the same form as Eqgs.([3.10),[337) and 3.40),
while the Hamiltonian and conformal constraints read respectively:

"= M( Fapryn® ¥t ic? 4+ 4D§! (1~ >amKLDbKL+ﬁmbabab—<baa>21)
1 noary b -D ~a S
+ 8d)BQ(D_l)Q\/E[Db Do’ = (D)) + 5 \/—(( 1)¢( Do)D" + 2D, D ¢+2g(¢)>, (3.57)
S = %(i{a“ﬂ@. (3.58)

After solving the second-class constraint as shown in section II, straightforward calculations show that the constraint
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algebra is still closed as:

{SL[aM), CIN} = S‘;ﬂ( D —1)dl), (3.59)
{GIf].CA} = (3.60)
(O AM = ﬁ[%ML (3.61)

{H[N], H[M]} = / ! 7K b T (NDyM — MDyN)H, + [ DoV iZ;D bM]UGu

2D, arr .
+ C[W(ND M — MD"N)]. (3.62)

The derivation of Eq.([359) will be given in appendix A. Obviously the Poisson brackets among the other constraints
are also weakly equal to zero. Hence all the constraints i 1n this case are also of first class. To summarize, the STT of
D

gravity in both sectors of w(¢) # —5=5 and w($) = —5=5 have been cast into the so(D + 1)-connection dynamical

formalism with first-class constraint system.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

As candidate modified gravity theories, STT have received increased attention in issues of “dark Universe” and
nontrivial tests on gravity beyond GR. On the other hand, modern theoretical research explores the possibility
of higher dimensional spacetime. In order to study the non-perturbative quantization of higher dimensional STT
in LQG scheme, it is necessary to build the connection dynamics of STT in higher spacetime dimensions. The
achievements in this paper are the derivation of the detailed Hamiltonian structure of STT and the construction of
their connection dynamics in (D + 1)-dimensional spacetime. First, by doing Hamiltonian analysis, we derive the
Hamiltonian formulation of STT from the (D + 1)-dimensional Lagrangian formulamon in ADM-like variables. T'wo
sectors are marked off by the coupling parameter w(¢). In the sector of w(¢) # — D 7, the canonical structure and
constraint algebra of STT are similar to those of GR coupled with a scalar field. In the other sector of w(¢) = —%,
the feasible theories are restricted and a new primary constraint generating conformal transformations of spacetime is
obtained. The canonical structure and constraint algebra are also obtained. All the Hamiltonian structures are direct
generalization of 4-dimensional case. Next we successfully construct a so(D + 1) Hamiltonian connection formulation
of STT in D + 1 spacetime dimensions, from which the ADM-like Hamiltonian formulation can be obtained by a
sympletic reduction. As in higher dimensional GR, a simplicity constraint has to be introduced into the higher
dimensional connection dynamics of STT for the symplectic reduction. Finally, we show that the constraint algebra
in both sectors of STT are also closed in the connection dynamical formalism.

It should be noted that we have casted (D + 1)-dimensional STT into the connection dynamical formalism with
the compact SO(D + 1) structure group. Hence it is straightforward to employ the techniques of LQG and those
developed in Refs.|25, [31] to quantize the higher dimensional STT non-perturbatively. This opens the possibility
to confront the effects of non-perturbative LQG with those of higher dimensional quantum gravity theories such as
string/M theory.
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Universities.

Appendix A

In this appendix, we will present the detailed calculation for the Poisson brackets (858) and (B59). Since the
simplicty constraint commutes with itself as well as Gaussian and diffeomorphism constraints. We can write the
smeared Hamiltonian constraint modulo the simplicity constraint as

_ 5 5 5 5 1
H[M] _ / dDCL'M{2\/_ (K/aIJWbIJK/bKLWaKL _ K/aIJWaIJKIbKLT"bKL) _ §¢\/ER(D) + \/ﬁ§(¢)
b))

I T alJ 2, v a a
+ 2(%+w)¢\/ﬁ(K argm T £ ) + 2¢\/EDG¢D ¢ +VhD,D%|, (4.1)
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where K . g = %f( o1J- To calculate the Poisson bracket between two smeared Hamiltonian constraints, we note that
the non-vanishing contributions come only form the terms which contain the derivative of canonical variables. Those

terms are [y N gf“’ (Dq¢)D%¢, which only contains the derivative of ¢, and fEdD £NVhD,D"p, which contains both
the derivative of 7%/Y and the derivative of ¢, and fE - %ng VhRP) | which only contain the derivative of 7%/
Hence we first use {¢(z), 7(y)} = 0P (z,y) to calculate

{ /EN\/EDGD%,/+( Lt £ 79) Y pm) — M 5 N

2521 +w)evh
1 -
= T_W/E(ND“M—MD“N)Da(mb—l-K’b[ﬂrb”), (4.2)
D—1
and
NVhw / M % bIJ 2
Duad)D%, | ——— (Rt 4 r N~ Mo N
{ 0 (Dag) D% 22(%+w)¢\/5( brJ $)"}p,m)
. D,
= DL / (ND“M—MD“N)(W¢+K’MJ7TMJ)—¢. (4.3)
D1 twW/s ¢
Note also that
NVhD,D*$ = NVhh®(9,8y¢ — T,0:0). (4.4)
Since only I'¢, contains the derivative of 7%/7, we consider
NVRR™TC, 0.6 = —\F BR (D) (0 (=0uhba = Dphaa + Dahas))
aIJ c alJ b
Ty e/ TIJ
= —f< 0:6) (20— 2) = hand* () ) (4.5)
Therefore, we use {K”au(a:),ﬂ'bKL( )} 5b77] nJ]5(x,y) to calculate
gl e M /1, - ~ P tw ~
{ /N\/E(acéb)aa( 5% ), /2\/5(5(K/dMN7TbMNK/bKL7TdKL—DDlin/dMNWdMNK/bKLWbKL)
> s D1
2 -
+ DiK/dMNﬂ'dMNTF)} - —M < N
(m "FOJ) (K7,m)
1 2117 (2 b1 kL DITY .1 bKL 2 1J
= [ ~M(3.N)(D. (S RrpsepnokE ald 1 + “Ir)
LM @M De) TE (S Rt - P s
N 1M(8 N)(D ¢)7TGU7TCU( -1 )(2( DKL 71 aMN DT AL gy bMN
i o e TAK L bMNT -5
h D—-1 Qb D—1 +w
2
+ —5 rKhr) — M N
(51 tw)
(4.6)
and
N gald peld M /1 - B T B
— = VI(Deh) haeO° / (— K’ gOMN g1 e mdBE D21 7 g g MN g o wbE L
{ LT h(9:9) (), W ¢( AMN KL R AMN KL )
2
+ 55— K qunt™N 7 )} -M e N
(o1 tw) (K'.m)
c 0T oKL DI TW alJ 1) bKL 2 alJ
- [ - —Ma NDobhoe 2" ( Ry m = Do el Ry K0y 4 =gl
> D1 +w (m —I—w)
qald el _op 2 5 . 5 2
_ _Ma NDC¢ ( ﬂ-dKL)( ( bKLK/bMNﬂ_dMN_ DD—l WdKLK/bM WbMN)"i_ 5 ﬂ'dKL’]T
2h D - Qb D1 +w (m +w>

— M+ N. (4.7)



The combination of above two Poisson brackets equals to

12

1 2
D-1 2 D1 tw
ND*M — MD®N ( — DT Db — Z(KygrnS ha, DV — B Ky LD, ) 4.8
/E( ) % +w (b( KL 2(% +w> KL ) ( )
The variation of the terms containing a derivative in fE — %qﬁN VhRP) reads
1
/ 5\/E(—Dan(¢>N) + h®D.D(¢N))hay,
>
1 . 7TaIJ7Tb]J
= 25\/E(Dan(¢N) —hapDcD (¢N))5(T)- (4.9)
Thus we have
M /1 - ot w < m
{ / B —¢N\/_R (D) / ( (B! aninmMN B g p KL D51 R/ grep nE LR e MN)
b 22Vh \¢ o tw
2 N
+ ( D T )K/dMNﬂ'dMNW)} - M+ N
L2
1 2l 12 . = tw
_ g(MD Db(¢N) abMDch(¢N)) hIJ (—(ﬂ'eIJK/eKLTFaKL_ DDliK/dKLﬂ_dKLWaIJ)
¥ ¢ D1 tw
1
2 1J 1 —2 2 o1y kL DI tW dKL_alJ
b e w) — —(~(D - 1)MDCDC(¢N))(—7T,11J)(—(7T€ R/ g moKL — R/ gz pniBLgall)
(527 +w) 8 D-1 ¢ b+
2 alJ
+ mﬂ 7T) —M < N
D-1
1 ﬁ +w - 9
— / (NDCDCM—MDCDCN)( - gm — 2= K’aKLTraKL) (ND.M — MD N)chb(iw
> ¢(m+&)) m"f'w (D 1+w)
_2
+ 2w . - 2D -
- 7(L1 )K/aKLTraKL) + (NDyD*M — MDyD°N)K' 175t + (ND M — M D,N) ¢ T KL
D
(4.10)

Taking account of Eqs. ([£.2)-(I0), we obtain

{H(N), H(M)}

/ (ND*M — MD®N)V, 4+ (DaMDyN — DyMD,N) K
b

/ (ND.D°M — MD,DN)(—K' o7 KLY + (ND*M — MDN)(nDo$) + (NDuD*M — MDyD°N)K' g m*EE
b

1 ~
— / 2hwa”< b (NDyM — MDyN)V, + ((D,M)DyN)2K %, (4.11)

Note that K% is constrained to vanish by the Gaussian and simplicity constraint. To see this, we consider

Gry: = Dar®ry = 01y + 2Aaxrm ¥

~ _2Bl~{a[1E§] + 2ﬁK[1’rLJ] = Grs+ 2TL[[GJ], (4.12)

where f(al = —f(aL[nL and K} = K, E*F. Tt follows that I:(I =0 and IN(a[IEg] = 0 on the Gaussian constraint
surface. Hence we have

- [a 1 cla 17 > a

KB, By ~ gh K B EarEyy = o, Kalr - (4.13)
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Therefore we have Kbl = ﬁéuE‘”EbJ = —ﬁGUW‘”waKJ on the simplicity constraint surface. Hence the

Poisson bracket (353 can be obtained by Eq.(&11).
Next we calculate the Poisson bracket ([B359). We notice that the non-vanishing contribution in the conformal
constraint coming only from the first term K¢. Hence we have

(SE R RWY = [ PPl @)k ). K2 )

D-1 i
= 83 /Ededgg(ZU)GABCDMWaIJWbAB{WCCDaAaIJ}

= S@[(D - 1)dM). (4.14)
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