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Abstract

Two different Hamiltonian formulations of the metric gravity are discussed and applied to de-
scribe a free gravitational field in the d dimensional Riemann space-time. Theory of canonical
transformations, which relate equivalent Hamiltonian formulations of the metric gravity, is investi-
gated in details. In particular, we have formulated the conditions of canonicity for transformation
between the two sets of dynamical variables used in our Hamiltonian formulations of the metric
gravity. Such conditions include the ordinary condition of canonicity known in classical Hamilton
mechanics, i.e., the exact coincidence of the Poisson (or Laplace) brackets which are determined
for the both new and old dynamical Hamiltonian variables. However, in addition to this any true
canonical transformations defined in the metric gravity, which is a constrained dynamical system,
must also guarantee the exact conservation of the total Hamiltonians H; (in the both formulations)
and preservation of the algebra of first-class constraints. We show that Dirac’s modifications of
the classical Hamilton method contain a number of crucial advantages, which provide an obvious
superiority of this method in order to develop various non-contradictory Hamiltonian theories of
many physical fields, when a number of gauge conditions are also important. Theory of integral
invariants and its applications to the Hamiltonian metric gravity are also discussed. For Hamilto-
nian dynamical systems with first-class constraints this theory leads to a number of peculiarities

some of which have been investigated.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The main goal of this study is a deep analysis of canonical transformations of the Hamil-
tonian dynamical variables which are applied in the metric gravity. We investigate general
properties of such transformations and formulate some criteria of canonicity. Another our
aim is to discuss modifications made by Dirac [1], [2] and [3] in the classical Hamilton
method. We want to show that this Dirac’s approach has many crucial advantages for
the development and following improvement of various Hamiltonian formulations for the
free gravitational field in metric gravity, where 2d additional gauge conditions exist. We
also introduce the integral invariants of the metric gravity and discuss applications of these
invariants to the current and new Hamiltonian formulations of the metric gravity.

In metric gravity the classical gravitational field is described as a symmetric tensor field
which is defined in the d dimensional Riemann space-time. As is well known the general
theory of metric gravitational field(s) have been created more than 100 years ago by A.
Einstein and it is based on his fundamental idea that the actual gravitational field has a
tensor nature and it is defined in the four-dimensional (Riemann) space-time. Since then the
gravitational field is designated as covariant components of the fundamental metric tensor
gap- In general, the metric gravity can be developed in the d dimensional space-time (or
d—space), where d > 3, while the time is always one-dimensional. In other words, there
is no need to restrict ourselves to the four-dimensional case only, where d = 4. In this
study we also deal with the d-dimensional Riemann space-time. Everywhere below the
notation ¥, designates the d—dimensional vector which has the contravariant components
x®, while its covariant components are designated as z,, where « = 0,1,...,d — 1. The
temporal component (or time component) of the coordinate vector T is 2°, while its spatial
components are z* (k =1,2,...,d — 1). The same rule is applied everywhere in this study:
components of d—vectors are labelled by Greek indices, while spatial components of these
vectors are denoted by Latin indices. In respect to this agreement all components of the
covariant fundamental tensor (or metric tensor) are designated as g,s (see above), while the
notation g*” stands for the components of contravariant fundamental (or metric) tensor [4],
[5]. The determinant of the g,p is called the fundamental determinant and it is denoted
by letter g. In the metric gravity the numerical value of g is always real and negative,

but the —g value is positive, which allows one to operate with the expression such as \/—g



and consider functions of \/—g. Any suffix with a comma before it denotes differentiation

according to the general scheme F,, = Ci—i. In particular, the temporal derivative are always

designated as I (: %). For an arbitrary metric-dependent functional F'(g,s) the notation
F, means I, = (aé;%)gwm etc.

This paper has the following structure. The next two Sections play the role of ‘intro-
ductory part’ for our current analysis. In particular, in the next Section we introduce the
regular I' — I' Lagrangian of the metric gravity. Then, by using this I' — I' Lagrangian
we define the momenta 7 which are also the dynamical (Hamiltonian) variables. These

momenta are considered as variables which are dynamically conjugate to the corresponding

generalized coordinates g,g. In general, the momenta 7 are defined as the partial deriva-

tives of the I' — I' Lagrangian in respect to the ‘velocities’ 6%’;” = guw,0- The arising set of 2d
dynamical variables {g,s, 7"} includes all variables which are needed to develop the Hamil-
tonian formulation of the metric gravity. In particular, the both canonical Hs and total H,;
Hamiltonians of the metric gravity are written as the quadratic functions of all space-like
momenta 777 and as a linear combination of temporal momenta 7% (= 7#°). This essentially
means that the free gravitational field is a constrained dynamical (Hamiltonian) system |[6],
[7] and all d temporal momenta 7% (= %) of this field can rigorously be defined only as the
primary constraints. The commutators (or Poisson brackets) of these primary constraints
with the canonical and total Hamiltonians produce d secondary constraints. In general, the
properly defined Poisson brackets always play a central role in Hamiltonian formulations of
many physical theories. Briefly, we can say that the Poisson brackets is the most important
working tool of any consistent Hamiltonian theory.

In Section V by using our Poisson brackets we derive the Hamiltonian equations of motion
for all dynamical variables of the metric gravity. Analogous Hamilton equations for the
primary and secondary first-class constraints are also derived and discussed. The Dirac
closure of this Hamiltonian formulation is explicitly demonstrated. Then we consider another
Hamiltonian formulation of the metric gravity developed by Dirac [1]. For this Hamiltonian
formulation we also derive the corresponding Hamilton equations of motion and determine
the Poisson brackets between all essential first-class constraints (see, also our Appendix A).
Then we define the canonical transformations of the dynamical Hamiltonian variables which
relate the both these Hamiltonian formulations, i.e., [1] and [6]. The criteria of canonicity

for arbitrary transformations of the dynamical variables are formulated in the Section VI.



Then we discuss modifications made by Dirac in the classical Hamiltonian method [1] - [3].
We have shown explicitly that these Dirac’s modifications allowed him to create a logically
closed and transparent Hamiltonian approach which has many advantages to study actual
motions of various physical fields when numerous gauge conditions must also be taken into
account. Here we also formulate the new principle of the “complete reverse recovery” which
must be applied to any Hamiltonian formulation of the metric gravity to check its validity
and correct relations with the original Einstein’s field equations. This simple and physically
clear principle can be used to “separate the wheat from the chaff” (Matthew, 3:13) in
Hamiltonian gravity. It allows us to operate only with the true Hamiltonian formulations of
metric gravity and discard the fake ones.

In Section VIII we introduce integral invariants of the metric gravity. In some sense this
is a central part of this study, since the method of integral invariants allows one to create
a real foundation for the Hamiltonian formulations of the metric gravity. In particular,
by applying the integral invariants of metric gravity one can easy perform all steps of the
rigorous Hamiltonian procedure and formulate various criteria of canonicity which can be
applied actual transformations of dynamical variables. Concluding remarks can be found in
the last Section. This paper also includes three Appendixes. Appendix A is a ‘pure technical’
part, which contains derivations of some formulas. These formulas and expressions are of
paramount importance for this study, but they could not be included in the main text, since
this would damage the logic and harmony of our presentation. In Appendix B we discuss a
number of tricky moments which traditionally complicate the correct definition of canonicity
in classical and quantum mechanics. In Appendix C we explicitly derive some important
formulas for the integral invariants. Along with the discussions of the latest achievements in
Hamiltonian metric gravity, we also wanted to write a simple and transparent article which
can be understood by any theoretical physicist who is familiar with the modern Hamiltonian

methods developed for constrained dynamical systems.

II. REGULAR I' -T' LAGRANGIAN DENSITY OF THE METRIC GRAVITY

In this Section we introduce the regularized (or regular) Lagrangian density of met-
ric gravity. As is well known (see, e.g., [9] and [10]) the original Lagrangian density

of the metric gravity coincides with the integrand in the Einstein-Hilbert integral-action



Lgy which equals to the product of scalar (or Gauss) curvature of the d—dimensional
space R = ¢g*’R,s and factor /=g, which is Jacobian of the transformation from the
flat space to the curved Riemann space (see, e.g., [9] and [10]). The invariant integral
J R\/—gd$2 is called the gravitational action. The explicit form of Lagrangian density is
Leg = /—9R = \/=99°°Ruas = /=99°° 9" Ryaop, where R = g*’ R, is the scalar (or
Gauss) curvature of d—dimensional space-time, while R,z is the Ricci tensor

oY, oy,
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%g;f ) are the Cristoffel symbols of the second kind (see, e.g., [4]). The Ricci tensor R, =

In this equation and everywhere below in this study the notation FZ{B = % g'y”(

9" R00p is simply related to the Einstein tensor Gos = ¢ Royop, since Rop = —Gop 4.
In this notation the governing equations of the free gravitational field (famous Einstein’s
equations) are written in one of the following forms: R, = 0 = G,3. Any Hamiltonian
formulation of the metric gravity must reproduce these original field equations exactly and
unambiguously. This is the new fundamental principle of the “complete reverse recovery”
and its applications to various new and old Hamiltonian formulations of the metric gravity
allows one quickly “to separate the wheat from the chaff” (Mathew, 13, 24 - 30) (see below).

An alternative (but equivalent!) form of the same Lagrangian density is written as:
Ly = \/—_ggaﬁ 97’ R,a03, where the notation R,g,, designates the Riemann curvature ten-

sor (or Riemann-Cristoffel tensor) which is

1[ 82.90{0’ 8295’7 82.901'*/ . 82gﬁcr
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where I'y ,, = %(%g;g + %gw vb %‘ff ) are the Cristoffel symbols of the first kind. The Riemann-
Cristoffel tensor defined in Eq.(2) is a covariant tensor of the fourth rank. As follows from

the last equation the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian density Lry = /=997 9"’ Rapo contains

8zgaﬁ
oz oxA

a number of second-order derivatives and cannot be used directly in the principle
of least action. However, as it follows from Eqs.() and (2)) all these derivatives of the
second order are included in the Lagrangian density Lgy only as a linear combination with
the constant coefficients which do not contain any derivative of the metric tensor. Such a
linearity of the invariant integral [ R\/—g¢d(2 upon the second-order derivatives of the metric

tensor can be used to transform this integral (by means of Gauss theorem) to the integral

which does not include any second-order derivative. After a few simple transformations the



invariant integral S, is reduced to the form

(0% ﬁ
/ Ry/—gdQ = / g™ (T2, T = T2e10, ) /= gdQ + / V=il Bgzﬂ g VF“B)}am, (3)

where the integrand of the first integral in the right-hand side of this equation contains
only products of different powers of components of the metric tensor and their first-order
derivatives, while the second integral has the form of a divergence of the vector-like quantity
V=9 (go‘ﬁf‘ op — 92T gﬁ) It is clear that the second integral can be transformed (with the
help of Gauss theorem) into an integral over a hyper-surface surrounding the d—dimensional
volume over which the integration is carried out in other two integrals. When we vary the
gravitational action S,, the variation of this (second) term in the right-hand side of Eq.(3])
vanishes, since in respect to the principle of least action, the variation of the gravitational

field at the limits of the region of integration must be equal zero.

Now, from Eq.(3]) one finds
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where the notation 0 means variation, while the notation means the variational deriva-
tive (or Lagrange derivative) of the functional F. Also in this equation the symbol

= /—g9°° (F)‘ A ﬁrw\) stands for the regularized (or regular) I' — " Lagrangian
densrcy of the metric gravity which plays a central role in numerous Hamiltonian approaches
developed for the metric gravity. As follows from Eq.(d]) the variational derivative of the
Lr_r Lagrangian density is a true tensor, while the original Lr_r Lagrangian density is not
a true scalar. The equality, Eq.(]), expresses the fact that we can replace the ‘singular’
Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian density Ly = \/—¢R by the regular I' — I' Lagrangian den-
sity Lr_r = /—gg°° (F)‘ F F“’ﬁF,M) which is variationally equivalent to the original

Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian density and contains no second-order derivative. This I' — I’

Lagrangian density is also written in the following form
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where B®#77 is a homogeneous cubic polynomial of the contravariant components of the

metric tensor ¢®®. The explicit definition of the B?7"¢ quantities follows directly from
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Eq.(@). Below, we shall deal with the I' — I' Lagrangian density only. In order to simplify
the following formulas we shall designate this Lagrangian density by the letter L, i.e., L =
Lr_r. Now, by using the I' — I Lagrangian density we can derive the explicit expressions
for all contravariant components of momenta 7# and obtain the closed expression for the

Hamiltonian(s) of the metric gravity. These important steps are made in the next Section.

III. MOMENTA. CANONICAL AND TOTAL HAMILTONIANS OF METRIC
GRAVITY

In the previous Section we have introduced the I' — I' Lagrangian density, Eq.(d), of
the metric gravity. At the second step of any standard Hamiltonian procedure, by using
the known Lagrangian density we have to define the corresponding momenta. Our current
derivation of momenta in this study is based on the approaches developed in the two earlier
papers |1] and 6] which still play a central role in all modern Hamiltonian formulations of
the metric gravity. First, we need to re-write the formula, Eq.(l), for the I' — I Lagrangian
density to a slightly different form where all temporal derivatives of the covariant components
of metric tensor, i.e., gop0, are explicitly separated from other similar derivatives (see, e.g.,
ld], [8])

1

1 1
L= Z V —QBOCBOWOQaB,OQW,O + 5 V _gB(aBOIMVk)gaB,Oguu,k + Z V _gBaBkwjlgoeB,kguu,l 3 (6)

where the notation B@##0) means a ‘symmetrical’ B*#7#P quantity which is symmetrized

in respect to the permutation of two groups of indexes, i.e.,

Blabrluwp) %( BoeByuvp + Bwfpaﬁv) — gaﬁ gPgH — gaugﬁvgw

4 2gapgﬁvgw _ gaﬁglmgw _ gapgﬁvguv ) (7)

The contravariant components of momentum 777 are defined as partial derivatives of the
Lagrangian density, Eq.(@), in respect to the corresponding velocities g, (see, e.g., [3]).
The expressions for the contravariant components of gravitational momenta (or momenta,
for short) are

)
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where B((:9)0lm0) — %(B(V"O"WO) + B("VO““’O)) is the symmetrized linear combination of the
two BOe0#0) quantities. The first term in the right-hand side of this equation is written in

the form

1 g V 1 v (o2 vo 1 vyo
5 /__gB(('v )0| O)qu,O =5 e (e“ 7 el )QW’O =51 O G (9)

where the notations e’ and E*7° stands for the Dirac contravariant tensors of the second

and fourth ranks, respectively. The explicit expressions for these tensors are

Ow ,0v

g
et = g = and EMP = M — etVetP (10)
g

i.e., each component of these two tensors is a function of the contravariant components of
the metric tensor only. For these tensors one finds the following symmetries in respect to
permutations of their indexes: e/ = e’* and E**77 = E77H . Also, as follows directly from
the formulas, Eq.(I0), the tensor e*” equals zero, if either index p, or index v (or both) equals
zero. Analogously, for the Dirac E#*7° tensor one finds that £ = 0, E#07° = 0, E#0%7 = ()
and E#7Y = 0. Therefore, it is more productive to discuss the space-like quantities €™ and
E™mPe only.

The space-like EP?* quantity is, in fact, the space-like Dirac tensor of the fourth rank.

This space-like tensor EPI*

do not have components which are equal zero identically. Fur-
thermore, this space-like tensor EPI* is a positively defined, invertible tensor. Its inverse
space-like tensor I,,,,, is also positively defined and invertible space-like tensor of the fourth
rank which is written in the form [6]

1
[mnqp = mgmngpq — 9mpng - (11)

The relation between space-like tensors Iy, and EP?* is written in the form I, EP%* =
grgh = or 0., (see, Appendix A), where g§ = 65 is the substitution tensor [4] and the symbol
05 denotes the Kroneker delta (65 = 1 and §5 = 0, if a # 3). From this definition one easily
finds that 65 = 58,

In general, for the B(O?)00) coefficients in the formula, Eq.(8) one finds from Egs. (@),
(I0) and (1)) one finds for the two possible situations. First, for v = p and 0 = ¢ these
coefficients are always different from zero. In this ‘regular’ case we obtain the following

formula for space-like contravariant components of the momentum tensor

oL 1 1
e~ 90 =35 /_gB((pq)O\WO)vi0 + 5\/__gB((pq)olwk)gWJC
prq,




1 1
= SV=gBUN g o4 S y/=g BN g, (12)

for each pair of the spatial (pg)—indexes. In this case the (pg;mn)—matrix of the
/—gB(Pa)0Imn0) — 500 ppamn. coefficients, which are located in front of the space-like gm0
velocities in the right-hand side of this equation, is invertible (see above). Therefore, in
this case the field-velocity ¢,.,0 can be expressed as the linear combination of the space-like

components 777 of momentum tensor, Eq.(II)):

1 2 1 2
Imn,0 = —5o —Imn Pt _Imn B((pq)O\;u/k)g vk| — _Imn —
goo(\/_—g Prq Prq 12 ) g(]o pQ(\/_—g
_ B((pq)Oluvk)gwk) ’ (13)

where the Dirac tensor I,,,,,, is defined by Eq.(II]). As follows from Egs.(I2]) and (I3]) for
all space-like components of the metric tensor g,, and corresponding momenta 7" one
essentially finds no principal difference with those systems in classical mechanics which have
Lagrangians written as quadratic functions of the velocities. Indeed, in metric gravity all
space-like components of momenta and velocities are always related to each other by a few
simple, linear equations, which however, take a multi-dimensional, or matrix form. The
method described above is the direct and transparent generalization of Legendre’s dual
transformation for the tensor fields.

In the second ‘singular’ case, when v = 0 (or ¢ = 0) in Eq.(8), the first term in the
right-hand side of each of these equations equals zero. Therefore, these equations take the

from of pure algebraic equations

oL 1 oL 1
0o __ _ ((00)0| k) o0 __ _ ((c0)0|urk)
T = = —/—gB 9w , and 77 = =—y/—gB I (14
9000 2 ! 99500 2 e (14)
for c =0,1,...,d — 1. From this equations one finds finds 7% = 7%, Note also that these

equations contain no velocities at all, i.e., we cannot express the go, o velocities in terms of
the momenta 7% and vice versa. Each of the equations, Eq.(I4]), directly determines the

Oc

momentum 77 as a cubic polynomial of the contravariant components of the metric tensor

g°? which is multiplied by an additional factor \/=gg,, . In other words, the following d

functions

o o 1 o)0| v o
¢0 = 7T0 - 5\/__93((0 Ol k)g/u/,k = ¢ 0 > (15)

where 0 = 0,1,...,d — 1, must be equal zero during actual physical motions (or time-

evolution) of the free gravitational field. In other words, during any actual motion (or

9



time-evolution) of the free gravitational field the d additional conditions (or constraints)
% = 0 must be obeyed for the Hamiltonian dynamical variables, since otherwise such a
motion is not possible. We have to emphasize that the equations ¢"? = 0 are correct only on
the true Hamiltonian trajectories (or curves) (2°, gop(a®), 7 (z")) of the free gravitational
field. Outside these trajectories, only some, or even none of these equations are satisfied.
In |1] Dirac proposed to write these additional conditions in the symbolic form ¢% = 0 (for
o =0,1,...,d — 1) with a different sign ~ from the usual (=). These ‘weak’ equations
are the primary constraints of the given Hamiltonian formulation (see, e.g., [1] and [3]). In
other words, during time-evolution of the free gravitational field we always have d primary
constraints for the d(d+1) Hamiltonian variables { g,s, 7"} and this number d never changes,
if one applies canonical transformations of the Hamiltonian dynamical variables (see below).
This is a partial case of the law of inertia for the first-class constraints which is discussed
below.

Now, by applying the Legendre transformation to the known I'—I" Lagrangian density L,
of the metric gravity, Eq.(@]), and excluding all space-like velocities ¢y, 0, we can derive the
explicit formulas for the total H; and canonical Ho Hamiltonians of the metric GR. Formally,
these quantities are the Hamiltonian densities, but in this study we try to avoid any mention
of Hamiltonian densities, since constant play with words ‘Hamiltonians’ and ‘Hamiltonian
densities’ substantially complicates explanations and often leads to various confusions. In
particular, the total Hamiltonian H; of the gravitational field in metric gravity derived from

the I' — I Lagrangian density L, Eq.(H), is written in the form

Hy = gapom™ = L = gpg 0™ + g00.08" — L = gpgom™ — L + gos09"

= He + goood™ + gor.00” + gro00™ = He + 900,00” + 2g0k.00°, (16)

where ¢%7 = 7% — 1, /=gB(00)0lwk)g . are the primary constraints, while go,o are the o

velocities (or temporal velocities) and H¢ is the canonical Hamiltonian of the metric gravity

1 mn 1
= W[mnpqﬂ' 7qu - ﬁ]mnpqﬂ-

1 1
4 ;i /—_g[W]mnqu((mn)Oquk)B(pqO\aBl) _ B“Vkaﬁl}gw,kgaﬁ,l 7

Heo mn B(pqg0|uvk) Gk

)

(17)

which does not contain any primary constraint ¢°°. The total Hamiltonian H, = H¢ +

900,09% is a scalar function, which is defined in the d(d + 1) even-dimensional phase space

10



{gag, W”V}, where all components of the metric g,g and momentum 7 tensors have been
chosen as the basic Hamiltonian variables. The corresponding d(d + 1) dimensional space of
Hamiltonian variables must be endowed with a symplectic (or anti-symmetric) bilinear form
(Poisson brackets), which turns this space into a symplectic, even-dimensional phase space.
The definition of Poisson brackets between all basic dynamical variables, i.e., between coor-
dinates g, and momenta 7, is discussed in the next Section. At the same time the spatial
(covariant) components of the metric tensor g,,, and spatial (contravariant) components
of momenta 774 form another d(d — 1) dimensional space, which is also transformed (by
the same Poisson brackets) into a symplectic, even-dimensional phase space of the d(d — 1)

space-like Hamiltonian variables { Jmns wpq}.

IV. POISSON BRACKETS

In general, the Poisson brackets (or PB, for short) are the fundamental and crucially
important tools of any correct Hamiltonian theory. The correct definition of these Poisson
brackets is the central part of numerous Hamiltonian formulations developed for different
physical systems of particles, fields and their combinations. As is well known (see, e.g., [11] -
[14]) the Poisson bracket is an antisymmetric, bi-linear form defined in the 2M-dimensional
phase space which is, in fact, a cotangent space to an M —dimensional manifold located in
the position space. More accurate definition of the Poisson brackets can be found, e.g., in
[14]. For arbitrary vectors X,Y, Z from this phase space we can define the bi-linear form

which is designated below as [X, Y] and it is obeyed the four following rules (or axioms)

[(X,Y]=-=[Y,X] (antisymmetry),

[a1 X1 4+ a9 Xo, Y] = a1[ X1, Y] + az[ X2, Y]  (linearity in either member) ,
(XY, Z|=[X,Z]Y + X[Y,Z] (the product law) ,

X, [V, Z]|+ Y, [Z,X]] +[Z,[X,Y]] =0 (Jacobi identity),

where each of the X, Y and Z vectors belongs to the 2M dimensional phase space. In metric

d(d+1)
2

gravity the d(d + 1)—dimensional phase space includes the generalized coordinates

d(d+1 .
Jap and % momenta 7, or contravariant components of the momentum tensor 7. An

additional (or fifth) fundamental rule for the Poisson brackets, which is often called the

11



‘time-evolution’ of the Poisson bracket, is written in the form

Iy =2+ D and Spy) = (2 v+ X
where t is the temporal variable (or time, for short), while b is an arbitrary numerical
parameter.
In the Hamiltonian version of metric gravity the basic dynamical variables are the gen-
eralized ‘coordinates’ g,s and momenta 7 defined above. In respect to this the Poisson

brackets between the two functions of these dynamical variables are defined as follows:

o o] = ofy 0fs  0fs 0fi _ Ofi Ofs  Ofi Ofs (18)
P 8005 OTB  Dgap 0T Ogag OmF  OmoB Bgay

The Poisson brackets between the generalized coordinates and momenta have the funda-

mental value for the purposes of this study. They are:

0gap O Ogap OTH
0gye O O gy

[9ap, 7] = = ALs . (gagg + gl = (5552 +00%) , (19)

where gh = /(= d;7) is the substitution tensor [4] and symbol d5 is the Kronecker delta, while
the notation AJJ; stands for the gravitational (or tensor) delta-symbol. The three following
properties of this delta-symbol are obvious and very useful in calculations of many Poisson

brackets: (1) ‘horizontal” index symmetry ALY = Al = ARl = AZY (2) ‘vertical” index

symmetry ALS = A% = AIS = .. = A% and (3) the product property: AYAL, = ALY
By using these properties we can write that [gag, 7] = AL} = Aﬁf = [guw,™"]. Note

again that the total number of dynamical Hamiltonian variables in metric gravity is always
even and equals d(d 4+ 1). The Poisson bracket, Eq.(I9), explains why in some papers the
gravitational momenta 7 are called and considered as conjugate dynamical variables for
the corresponding covariant components of metric tensor g,, (our coordinates).
Other fundamental Poisson brackets between basic dynamical variables of the metric
gravity equal zero identically, i.e., [gag, guw] = 0 and [7*°, 7#] = 0. In general, our dynamical
d—1

variables depend upon one temporal and (d—1) spatial coordinates z°, 21, ..., 247! = (0, T).

In this case we have to apply the following definition of the Poisson brackets, e.g.,
[gap(z, 1), 7 (T, 1)] = ApoH(z —T') (20)

where §971(7) is the usual delta-function in the position (d—1)—space. Such a generalization

of the Poisson brackets is straightforward and simple, but in this study we do not want to

12



complicate our system of notations. In respect to this, below we shall always deal with the
Poisson brackets of two quantities taken at the same spatial point.
The explicit form of the fundamental Poisson brackets, Eq.(I9]), allows one to derive the

following formulas for slightly different Poisson brackets
(0% v 1 Q v av (0% v o v (0% (0%
g% 7] = =5 (9™ 9™ + g™ g™) = —g" Ng" = ~[x,g°] and [9°, g,u] = 0. (21)

which contain the contravariant components of the metric tensor ¢*?. Now, by using the
Poisson brackets, Egs.([I9) and (21), defined above we can determine the Poisson brackets of
more complicated quantities and functions. As the first example we calculate the following

Poisson bracket

v o 1 ov v _ o
9059 ] = (905, 719" + gasle™ 7] = NiGg™ — Sgas(9™g™ +69™) . (22)

Let us assume that in this formula A = 8. In this case g.39”°7 = g7 = 62 and it is clear that
(g2, 7] = 0. On the other hand, if A = 3, then for the right-hand side of Eq.([22)) one finds:

Ahs9% — %gaﬁ (™9 +g7g™) = %(559”" + 097 — %(559”" +059"7) =0, (23)

which means that for A = [ the equation, Eq.([22]), is written in the form 0 = 0 and we have
no contradiction here. Now, consider the following Poisson bracket [g,sg*®, m]. As is well
known from tensor calculus (see, e.g., [4]) gasg®® = d, where d is the dimension of tensor

space. Therefore, this Poisson bracket is reduced to the equation

174 Q, 6% v Vv o 1 a M av v
0= [gaﬁuﬂ-u ]g B"‘gaﬁ[g Buﬂ'u] or Agﬁg B _ 590{5(9 l‘gﬁ +g gﬁ ) =0,

which is easily transformed to an obvious identity ¢"” — ¢g"* = 0. Analogously, it is easy to
find a number of remarkable relations between the Poisson brackets [gag, 7] and [g*®, 7],
temporal derivatives of the covariant and contravariant components of the metric tensor and
Poisson brackets of these components with the canonical Hamiltonian Hs which directly

follows from Eq.(22) (see, also our ‘technical’ Appendix A):

v 1 g v ov
977, 7] =~ [gap, 719" = —g™ Allsg™ = —5 (99 + 9™ . (24)
dgo’y ao ngé o ao
=" (=0)e" . 107 Hel = ~9°gas, Helg™ (25)

Second example is of great interest for analytical calculations of the Poisson brackets

between components of momenta and some functions of the coordinates only. Let F(g,,, g*)
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be an arbitrary analytical function (or functional) of the co- and contravariant components
of the metric tensor. The Poisson bracket of this F(g,,,¢’) function and components of

momentum tensor 77 takes the form

oF oF
af F o _ afl _ oA _af
[7T ) (guwg )] agwj [gw/’ ] ag(,)\ [g y T ]
— oo o a) Aaﬁ ) 2
2(—ag(ﬂ)(g 9 + 979 (—Qquu) o (26)

In particular, for the F(g,,) function (or functional) of the covariant components of the

metric tensor only this Poisson bracket can be written in the form

" g ] = () A5 @

af F —
[7T ’ (gMV)] agwj [gMV’ a agwj

In the case when F' = ®(g,,)9,0,x We obtain

0P 0P
(

(7. @990 = = (=) Al = 837 (@), = = (5= )9 = (2) A7 (29)

)

Here we have applied the integration by parts (see, also discussion at the end of this Section).
The third example includes Poisson brackets between space-like components of the momenta

7™ and components of the Dirac space-like tensor e,, and/or e’?. They are

mn

1
(7™ el = AT and [ e = (g™ o+ ™) (29)

As follows from the first PB in Eq.(29) and two other groups of Poisson brackets: [7™" 7P| =
0, [€mn, €pg] = 0 these d(d — 1) variables e,,,, and 79 are the canonical Hamiltonian variables
in the d(d — 1)-dimensional subspace of space-like dynamical variables of metric gravity.
These PB play an important role in this study (see below).

From the formula, Eq.(27]), one also finds

oF oF
af _ af _ v
(77, F(gu)] = gwys-QmQAw—wxﬂ%M, (30)
or simply [, F(g,,)] = [, F(gag)]. The principal moment here is the presence of tensor

A-symbol in these Poisson brackets. This equality simplifies calculations of a large number of
Poisson brackets which are need to show canonicity of different sets of Hamiltonian dynamical
variables. Also, by using the formula, Eq.([27), we can determine another group of important

Poisson brackets between momenta and analytical functions of the fundamental determinant
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g and its square root /g (or /—g as it is designated in the metric gravity). The general
expression for the Poisson bracket between such a F'(g) function and 7 is derived as follows

P = (50) (Gl ] = (G a0 50 = (5 )os™ - (@)

or [m*% F(g)] = —(a—Z)QQQB. Now, if F'(g) = g%, then one finds [7*°, F(g)] = —2F(g)g*°.

B)
In particular, if F'(g) = /—¢ and F(g) = \/%7 we obtain from the last equation

1 1 1 1

af __ af af] a
—57—=99"" = 5V/—99"" and [——=,7"] = ———=9g
2v—g 2 [\/—g | 2v/—g

respectively. Another Poisson bracket is often needed in operations with the both primary

V=5, 7] = @

and secondary constraints:

oA
g L/ oo o -
S @(90 g +g77g" — 29797 (33)
If A = 0 here, then one finds
a0
g L o
[, W] = @(gv 9% -9 go~,) - (34)

Now, if we assume that o = 0 here, then this Poisson bracket equals zero identically (as
expected).

To conclude our discussion of the Poisson brackets let us make the two following remarks.
First, as it was shown in [6] and [16] in metric gravity the Poisson bracket(s) between two
primary constraints ¢*7 and ¢Y, Eq.([IH), are always equal zero, i.e., [¢°7,¢%] = 0. In
fact, the explicit derivation of this formula is a very good and relatively simple exercise in
calculations of Poisson brackets (see, also discussion below). Thus, in the metric gravity all
primary constraints commute with each other. This drastically simplifies many important
steps of our procedure which is described below. Second, we have to explain calculations of
the Poisson brackets between momenta and expressions which include some spatial deriva-
tives of the metric tensor such as (g, )gvxk, P(9ur) Gy kGpom> 9yrkGpom, €tc. These and
other similar expressions arise very often in actual Hamiltonian formulations, and they can
be found, e.g., in operations with the both canonical and total Hamiltonians, primary and
secondary constraints and other expressions. Analytical calculations of such Poisson brack-
ets by using ‘integration by parts’ (see, the text around Eq.(28))). To explain a few hidden

details of such calculations let us consider the following Poisson brackets

a aq)(g V) ] a [
k ¢ (9w ) GyrpIpoal = — g . Auggﬂvpgpa,q + {Q(QW)gpmq} pAvf + {Q(QW)QV/\JJ} qu(f
;’LV 9. b
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0P . . X ) )
= ——ag g’Y)\,PchnqA/ué + (I),pgpo,quf + (I)gpcr,quﬁff + (I),qgﬁ/)\’pApUB + (I)g’Y)MPquUB , (35)
uv

where ®(z) is a scalar function of tensor argument(s). This formula can be simplified even
further, but our goal here is to illustrate analytical computations of the Poisson brackets
of momenta and some special functions and expressions which contain spatial derivatives of
the metric tensor. In particular, the formula, Eq.(35]), explains the presence of second-order
spatial derivatives of the metric tensor in some formulas below.

All Poisson brackets mentioned above are crucially important for the goals of this
study, since they define the unique symplectic structure which is closely related to our
d(d + 1)-dimensional (tensor) phase space {gag, 7"}, which is closely related to the origi-
nal d—dimensional Riemann space in the metric gravity. In other words, such a simplectic
structure is uniformly determined by the Poisson brackets between the covariant components
of the fundamental metric tensor g,s and contravariant components 7 of the momentum
tensor. Finally, we have to note that there is an alternative approach to develop Hamilto-
nian formulations of the metric gravity which is based on the use of covariant components
of momenta 7,,. In some sense this new approach is simpler than the method discussed
above, but its applications lead to re-consideration of fundamental principles of the classical
Hamiltonian procedure, operations in the dual phase space and analysis of combinations of
the both straight and dual phase spaces for the tensor fields. This alternative approach and

arising dual phase space are briefly considered below.

A. Covariant components of momenta. On the dual phase space

In actual physical theories of tensor fields an arbitrary tensor can be represented either
by its covariant, or contravariant components. For an arbitrary Riemann space relations
between co- and contravariant components of the same vector, or tensor-like quantity are
determined by the co- and contravariant components of the fundamental metric tensor g,z
and ¢®?. Therefore, one can always represent the same tensor equations in the both covariant
and contravariant forms. In general, many problems from tensor calculus can be simplified
(even substantially), if they are re-written in the contravariant components of the same
tensors and vice versa (some examples are considered in [4] and [5]). The metric gravity

can be one of such problems, since the both canonical and total Hamiltonians, Eqgs.(IT)
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and (I6]), contain multiple products of many contravariant components of the fundamental
tensor ¢g®?. Therefore, if we can properly define the covariant components of momenta 7y,
then our original problem can drastically be simplified.

Let us define the covariant components of momenta by the relation 7y, = g\, 7" g,,. Note
here that in any Hamiltonian formulation of the metric gravity, the role of fundamental tensor
Jap 1s always twofold. First, it is traditionally used to raise and lower indices in vector and
tensor expressions. On the other hand, in all Hamiltonian formulations of the metric gravity
the components of the fundamental tensor g,s are traditionally chosen as the generalized
coordinates, i.e., dynamical variables which are dynamically conjugate to the corresponding
momenta 7. Such a twofold role of the fundamental tensor g,s (and ¢*°) in Hamiltonian
metric gravity leads to an additional problem, since the momenta 7#*” do not commute
with the coordinates g,g. In turn, this means that the following definitions of covariant
components of momenta: Ty, = GauGuoT™", Troe = G gvo and my, = ™ gx,0,, are not
equivalent to each other. Indeed, it is easy to show that m\, = gruGue™" # gru™" Gue, since
[Gyo, T = ABY = %(5555 + 55‘) # 0 in the general case. To avoid repetitive discussions of
similar problems in this study we shall always define the covariant components of momenta
by the relation: 7y, = gx,m™" g, mentioned above.

By using this definition of covariant momenta we can determine the following Poisson
brackets

1 o 1 (7 (7 (e}
(9 M) = §(gaugﬁv + gaugﬁu) and [g* 7,,] = —§(gu95 + gygﬁ) = —A% (36)

and also [g*?,g"] = 0 and [gas, g"*] = 0. The formulas Eqs.@I), (32) and other can be

re-derived for the covariant components of momentum 7,z:

OF

Pg)mos] = =(G5 )00 + V=5 7] =~ 5005 . |

1 1
——,Tap] = —5——=0ap -
= sl =—3 =590

These Poisson brackets are also important to perform analytical calculations in the Hamil-

(37)

tonian formulation of the metric gravity. As follows from these formulas the dynamical
Hamiltonian variables {g*? 7, } form another set of Hamiltonian dynamical variables which
is often called the dual set of Hamiltonian (dynamical) variables. In general, this dual set of
Hamiltonian variables {g*?,m,,} can also be used to develop another Hamiltonian formula-
tion of the metric gravity which is simpler than the approach described above. Thus, for the

tensor field in metric gravity we always have two sets of canonical Hamiltonian variables:
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(a) straight (or natural) set {g.g, 7}, and (b) dual set of dynamical variables {g*?, m,,}
[8]. Further analysis [8] shows that the two similar sets of dynamical Hamiltonian variables
(straight and dual sets) always arise and exist in any Hamiltonian formulation of the tensor
field theory and they are related to each other by a special canonical transformation. Also,
there is a beautiful formula |§] for the Poisson brackets which unites the both straight and

dual sets of dynamical variables defined for the same Hamiltonian system

[gaﬁvﬂ-wj] = AZ’;? = [ﬂ-aﬁvg“l/] : (38>
Another interesting Poisson bracket in the metric gravity is

1
[mag, 7] = 3 (0l + oumly + 4wl + mh) = —[m", Tag] (39)

M. The last equality means that the co- and contravariant

where 7° = G e = G
components of the momentum tensor do not commute with each other. On the other hand,
if they commuted, then the direct and dual sets of simplectic dynamical variables in metric
gravity would be equivalent to each other and there would be no real need to keep these
two sets of dynamical variables (straight and dual). Indeed, in this case one can always
express one set of dynamic variables in terms of another set and vice versa. Such cases
include all Hamiltonian theories developed for the truly scalar fields and those fields which
are represented by affine vectors and tensors. However, this is not true for the metric gravity
and for other theories developed for actual tensor fields in multi-dimensional Riemann spaces
of non-zero curvature. In general, to develop the truly correct and covariant Hamiltonian
formulation for many dynamical system of tensor fields it is much better to deal with the
mixed set of 2d(d + 1) Hamiltonian dynamical variables. This big set is a unification of
the two different d(d + 1)—dimensional sets of Hamiltonian dynamical variables: (a) the
straight set {gas, ™"}, and (b) the corresponding dual set {g*”,7,,}. Applications of the
two sets of dynamical variables makes our Hamiltonian formulation complete, truly covariant
and physically transparent. In addition to this, an instant use of the direct and dual sets
of Hamiltonian dynamical variables allows one to write canonical transformations of the

Hamiltonian dynamical variables in the most general and powerful form.
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V. HAMILTON EQUATIONS OF MOTION

The main goal of any Hamiltonian formulation of some physical theory is to derive the
correct Hamilton equations of motion by following the well established and physically trans-
parent Hamilton procedure which has its internal logic based on Stoke’s theorem in multi-
dimensions. In general, the Hamilton method always provides a remarkable simplicity and
universality in applications to actual dynamical systems and fields. Each of the Hamilton
equations describes the complete time-evolution of one of the Hamiltonian dynamical vari-
ables. These correct Hamilton equations (or canonical equations) for the metric gravity are
written in the following form

dgap dmh”
170 = [gap, H:] and 770

= [", Hy] , (40)

where xg is the temporal variables and expressions in the right-hand sides of both equations
are the Poisson brackets. In other words, the first-order time derivative of each of the
Hamiltonian variables is proportional to the corresponding Poisson bracket of this variable
with the total Hamiltonian H;, Eq.(I6]). The explicit form of these Hamiltonian equations
and their solutions are discussed in [8]. In particular, for space-like components of the metric

tensor g;; one finds the following system of Hamilton equations [8]:

dgij
dz0

72 1 vk
/—9g" Liypgm™ — ﬁf(ij)qu(p ) G b (41)

1
[qu _ 5\/—_gB(pq0|“”k)gW,k] :

= [9i5, Hi] = [9s5, Hc| =
2
V/—99% 1 (i5)pq
where the notation I;;),, designates the (ij)—symmetrized value of the I;j,, tensor defined
in Eq.(), i.e.,
1 1 1
Lijypg = §(fiqu + Lipg) = 5990 — 5 (9inGia + GiaGin) - (42)
Now, let us consider the Poisson brackets for the covariant components go, of the funda-
mental tensor. It is clear that the Poisson bracket of any go, component with the canonical

Hamiltonian H¢, Eq.([[T7), equals zero identically. Therefore, the Hamilton equations of

motion for the covariant go,(= go0) components of the metric tensor take the form

ngcr
d!L’Q

= [g()aa Ht] = [9007 Ht - HC’] = J0o,0 (43)

and analogous equations for the g,y components. These formulas are, in fact, the definitions

of the o—velocities, where 0 = 0,1,...,d— 1, which essentially coincide with the coefficients
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in front of the primary constraints in the total Hamiltonian, Eq.(T€]). As follows from Eq.(25])
there is no need to derive and solve the equations of motion for the covariant components
of the metric tensor ¢®°. Indeed, if we know the time evolution of all covariant components
Guv, then from Eq.(28) one easily finds the exact description of time evolution for each ¢g**
component.

In general, the Hamilton equations of motion for the contravariant components of mo-
menta 7% are significantly more complicated (see, e.g., [§]) than analogous equations for the
gap components (our coordinates). However, all these complications are pure technical and
they are mainly related to a large number of Poisson brackets which must be determined in
order to describe the complete time-evolution of all momentum variables 7#”. To understand
the scale of this problem let us present here the Hamiltonian equations of motion for the

contravariant space-like components of the momentum tensor 7:

dr® b 1 (1
— [ H] = ab HA| = ——_|Zmnpe ab| _—mn, _pq
dze (7%, Hy| = [7°, H¢ T [\/—_g , T }7‘(‘ ™
1 1
+ W [[mnpqa 7_{_ab} 7_{.mnB(pqO\ul//f)glw’k + ﬁlmnpqﬂ-m" {B(pqo\uuk)’ ,n.ab} Gk +.. (44)

This formula indicates clearly that in the Hamilton equations in metric gravity which de-
scribe time-evolution of momenta are significantly more complicated than analogous equa-
tions for time-evolution of the generalized coordinates g,g. In general, the Poisson bracket
(7%, H,] is determined term-by-term.

As follows from the Hamilton equations presented above the Hamilton method itself has
a number of problems when it is applied to the metric gravity, or other dynamical systems
with first-class constraints. First, we note that to write Hamilton equations of actual motion
we need only the canonical Hamiltonian H¢ (not the total Hamiltonian H;). Indeed, these
equations are:

d . dmP?
J = [gmnaHC] and T

= [qu,Hc] (45)

dxg dx

and there are d(d — 1) of these Hamilton equations of actual motion. Second, our Hamilton

0 at

equations mentioned above, Eq.(@5]), do not contain temporal momenta 7% and/or 7
all. This means that in these frames we cannot describe time-evolution of the temporal
components of metric tensor go, and g, (our coordinates). Moreover, it is not entirely clear
where we can get these equations from, since all these temporal momenta are included in our

Hamiltonian formulation of the metric gravity only as primary constraints. Formally, to solve
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this problem introduce in the new Hamilton equations either the total Hamiltonian H;, or
the difference H; — H, which is a linear combination of the primary constraints ¢*7, Eq. (5.
However, the coefficients in this linear combination are the o—velocities, which are, in fact,
arbitrary parameters of the method, rather than its dynamical variables. These arguments
lead to an unambiguous conclusion that the Hamiltonian method itself must substantially
be modified, if we want to apply it successfully to constrained dynamical systems, including
the metric gravity. Such a modification was carried out by Dirac in his papers [1] - [3] and
will be analyzed in detail in Section VII, but here we just want to mention its main steps.
First of all, Dirac accepted all Hamilton equations from Egs.(45]) as the equations which
correctly describe the actual motions in our dynamical system. Thus, these d(d—1) Hamilton
equations have been incorporated in the new Dirac’s modification of the classical Hamilton
method. At the second step, Dirac rejected the d equations, Eq.([@3]), that are formally
correct but practically useless. Instead, these equations have been replaced by an equal

number of equations which describe time-evolution of the primary constraints ¢* and define

the new secondary constraints y", i.e., dd‘zi): = [¢°7, H}] = [¢°7, Hc] = x°. Here we apply

the fact that all primary constraints commute with each other, i.e., [¢°7, ¢*] = 0 (see above).

At the next (third) step Dirac explicitly derived the Hamilton equations which describe

time-evolution of all d secondary constraints x°7: dd’;ooa = X, H] = X", He] = DI =

as(g)x™ + b5 (g) (fk(g)xo“) » where the function (or functional) D? is the c—component of

Dirac closure which is a quasi-linear combination of the same secondary constraints and total
spatial derivatives of expressions which contain the same secondary constraints. All other
temporal derivatives of the Dirac closure will produce only similar quasi-linear combinations
of secondary constraints and a few total spatial derivatives of them. The process of time-
evolution is formally closed, since we will never see anything new in this chain. Briefly, this
means that in Dirac’s modification of the classical Hamiltonian method all d primary and
d secondary constraints are considered as the new Hamiltonian dynamical variables. Note
that the equations which describe the time-evolution of these new dynamical variables are
written in a manifestly Hamilton form.

Let us show how this procedure works in the case of metric gravity. The Poisson brackets
between the primary constraints ¢° and canonical Hamiltonian are [6]:

d¢00 900
(Ve H — — Oc — _ Imn mn__pq
[¢ ) C] dl‘o X 2\/__9900 pgTT T
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where U®O#k) js the symmetrized form of the following expression
UaBO,uuk — B(aﬁomuk) . QOkEaﬁ,uu + nguEaﬁkl/ (47>

and 0 =0,1,...,d—1. Thus, the corresponding Poisson brackets of the primary constraints
with the canonical Hamiltonians H¢ are the new functions of generalized coordinates g,s
(or g?7) and momenta 7. In respect to the original terminology introduced by Dirac (see,
e.g., [3]) these x% functions are the secondary constraints of this Hamiltonian formulation.
Briefly, the definition of secondary constraints is written in the form: x% = [¢%7 H],
where 0 = 0,1,...,d — 1. This means that in metric gravity we always have d secondary
constraints Y% (= x°°). On actual Hamiltonian trajectories (and only on these trajectories)
of the free gravitational field these secondary constraints must be equal zero, i.e., we can
write the following weak equations Y%7 ~ 0 for 0 = 0,1, ...,d—1. Note also that the Poisson
brackets between the primary and secondary constraints are [¢%7, x%7] = 297 x™ [g]. It can
also be shown that all primary ¢** and secondary constraints x° which arise during this
Hamiltonian formulation of the metric gravity are the first-class constraints [3].

At the next step of the original Dirac procedure [1], [2] and [3] we have to determine

the temporal derivatives of all secondary constraints, i.e., % = X", H] = [x*, Ho] +
X%, 900.00% + 2gor,06°]. The first Poisson brackets is

dx*” - 2 - 1, -

dl’o = [XO aHC] = _\/—_—gImnpqﬂ- (W)XOP + 59 k.gOO,kXOO + 60 X?]f
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1 mn i gam vl k
™ a0
no ,0m
- {goagoo,k + 29" gonk + QW(gmmk + Gkmn — gkn,m)}XOk = D7, (48)

where D7 is the o-component of the Dirac closure, UP?F ig the quantity UP?"* from
Eq.(#T) which is symmetrized upon all p <> ¢ permutations. The second Poisson bracket in

the original expression for % takes the form
0

1 1
X%, 900,06™ + 290k 0™ = —5900900,0X00 — 9% gorox” = 3 (900900,0 + 29%9%,0) X% (49)

and it is proportional to the secondary constraint x%. Thus, the Poisson brackets [, H]
and [x%7, Ho] are written as a linear combinations with field-dependent coefficients (we
call them quasi-linear combinations) of the secondary constraints x* only. The [x", H¢|
Poisson bracket is called the o-component of Dirac closure D?, or the Dirac o—closure for
the Hamiltonian formulation of metric gravity. In some old papers the Dirac closure has
been defined as the [y%, H;] Poisson bracket. The difference between these two definitions
is proportional to the secondary constraint x% (see, Eq.[@d)), and we do not have any
principal contradiction between these two definitions of Dirac’s closure. Also, note that this
expression for Dirac closure, Eq.(48]), written in terms of secondary constraints only, is one
of three possible results in the original Dirac procedure [2], [3]. Briefly, this means that
our Hamiltonian formulation of metric gravity does not lead either to any constraints of
higher order, e.g., tertiary constraints, or to any inconsistency which can be fatal for the
whole theory based on the I' — I" Lagrangian, Eq.([5) [3]. Finally, we need to say that in
metric gravity the Dirac closure is a d—vector-like quantity in contrast with the Maxwell
d—dimensional electrodynamics of the free EM-field, where the Dirac closure is a scalar
which equals zero for the free EM-field [3], [15].

Thus, in the metric gravity each primary constraint generates one secondary constraint
and the Dirac’s chain of first-class constraints ends at the secondary constraints. Finally, we
have d primary and d secondary first-class constraints, i.e., the total number of the first-class
constraints in metric gravity equals 2d. In this sense there is an obvious similarity between
the Hamiltonian approach for the Maxwell theory of multi-dimensional electromagnetic field
(see, e.g., 3], [15]) and Hamiltonian formulation of the metric gravity. Furthermore, all
Hamiltonian formulations of different physical fields, which contain equal numbers of the

primary and secondary first-class constraints, are quite similar to each other. The source
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of such a similarity can be traced back to the fact that the original Lagrangian density
(Lr_r, Eq.(@), in our case) is written as a quadratic-linear combination of velocities (or
field-velocities).

In conclusion we want to note that there is a direct relation which allows one to express
the canonical Hamiltonian H¢ in terms of the secondary constraints x%° and total spatial
derivatives

He = —2¢"x% + (QQOmek) + [\/—_g(gmB(((”)k‘aﬁm) - gonB(("k)()'aﬁm))gaﬁ,m}

. L (50)

This formula relates the canonical Hamiltonian Ho which depends upon the space-like mo-
menta 7" (they belong to the pure dynamical d(d — 1)—dimensional space) and secondary
first-class constraints x°” which belong to the pure constraint, or non-dynamical 2d dimen-
sional subspace (see below). From this point of view the equation, Eq.(50), is the ‘addition-
ality’ relation between the dynamical and constraint parts of the total Hamiltonian of the

metric gravity.

VI. CANONICAL TRANSFORMATIONS

One of the main advantages of the Hamiltonian formulation(s) of any physical theory is
a possibility to apply various canonical transformations of the Hamiltonian dynamical vari-
ables. In general, such canonical transformations can be used to simplify either the canonical
Hamiltonian He, or to reduce this Hamiltonian to some special forms, e.g., to its natural
form [8]. In the Hamiltonian formulations of metric gravity the canonical transformations
of Hamiltonian dynamical variables are often used to simplify the explicit form of secondary
constraints. Indeed, the secondary constraints derived above in the form of Eq.(46) are very
complex. Applications and even simple operations with secondary constraints written in
such a form are very difficult. For instance, calculations of the Poisson brackets between
primary and secondary constraints, of between any pair of secondary constraints produce
formulas which are extremely cumbersome. For the first time, this has been noticed by Dirac
in his fundamental paper [1]. To resolve these issues he used some canonical transformation
of the original (Hamiltonian) dynamical variables which were originally introduced in [16].
At that time nobody performed similar transformations in metric gravity. This explains

why Dirac in [1] started his transformations from the original I' — I' Lagrangian density,
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Eq.(@), which is also an ultimate source of the Hamiltonian theory. As is well known in clas-
sical mechanics we can always add the total temporal derivative to our original Lagrangian
density without any change in the Lagrange equations of motion. The same rule is true
in the general relativity and metric gravity, where we have also to take care about general
covariance of all our formulas and expressions.

Briefly, the relation between the Dirac Lagrangian density introduced in [1] and our Ly_p
Lagrangian density, Eq.(H), is written in the form Lp = Lr_r — L* [17], where the additional

Lagrangian density L* takes the manifestly covariant form

* o0y 9 w0y 9°° o0y 9% oy 9%
L= [(\/——gg ),aﬁ},o N [(\/——gg ),oﬁ},a - [(\/——gg ),kﬁ},o N K\/——gg ),oﬁ}k(m)
This equation is reduced to the form
L* = %\/—_QAQB Ok G5 0k = %\/—_9 (6“5 kgt — et ekag0f 4 ekaingzggw
e TR (52

The AP%E coefficients defined in this equation has a few following symmetries. First,
these coefficients are symmetric upon the af <> fa and pr < ru permutations. Second,
the important property of the A®%F coefficients is their anti-symmetry with respect to
interchange of the two pairs of Greek indices, i.e., A0k — _ Am0aBk —Third, these co-
efficients are linearly related with the coefficients B(@%#"%) and Dirac tensor E**° (both

defined in Section III). The explicit form of this relation is
AaBO;u/k — B(aﬁO\uuk) . gOkEaBuV + QQOMEaBkV ) (53)

Finally, the relation between the Dirac’s Lagrangian Lp and our original Lr_r Lagrangian

of the metric gravity (see above) is written in the form [17]

* ]' (e} vV * ]' (e} vV
Lp=Lrr—L"= Lr_t — 5\/ —gA Pon kgaﬁ,oguu,k , where L™ = 5\/ —gA Pon kgaﬁ,oguu7k(54)

From this equation one easily finds the following expression for the momenta p?” in the
Dirac Hamiltonian formulation of the metric gravity

OLp  dLr_r  OL*
8970,0 8970,0 agﬁ/cr,O

1
,or pl? =g — 5 /_—gA('Y")O“”kgW,k 7 (55)

where p?? are the new momenta (or Dirac’s momenta), while 777 are the old momenta

defined above in Section III. The last equation in Eq.(B5) is, in fact, the explicit definition
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of the Dirac’s momenta which is conveniently to write in the two following forms:

1 1
pPd = Pl — 5\/?9A(pq)0“”k9uu,k and p()o =7 - 5 \ _gA(OU)OWkgw,k ) (56>

where AO0wkg = %(B(Olﬁo"“’k) + B(Bao‘“Vk)) and p% = p°°. Thus, we have the two sets
of Hamiltonian dynamical variables for the two different Hamiltonian formulations of the
metric gravity: {gas, 7"} (the old set) and {gap, p""'} (the new set). Since these two sets of
dynamical variables are related to each other by a canonical transformation, then the three
following conditions for the Poisson brackets must be obeyed: [gag, 9,] = 0, [gap, P""] = Aljs
and [p®?, p*] = 0, where all new variables are written in terms of the old variables. For old
variables we already know that the following equations are true: [gag, guw] = 0, [gag, ™| =
AZ’; and [7%% 7] = 0. In reality, applications of these canonicity conditions needs some
additional explanations, since for all Hamiltonian systems such conditions are always derived
and formulated in a different form which is based on the ‘alternative’ Laplace (not Poisson!)
brackets. Here we have to make one step aside and discuss the general canonicity conditions

for an arbitrary transformation of the Hamiltonian dynamical variables.

A. General conditions of canonicity for transformations of the dynamical variables

Let us assume that some Hamiltonian system is described by the 2n independent dynam-

ical variables {qg,px}, where k = 1,... n. In general, it is possible to replace these ‘old’
dynamical variables by the new dynamical variables {¢;, p;}, where i = 1,... n:
G = ¢i(t, ks pr) D = Vit gy pr) (57)

but after such a transformation of variables we want to be sure that the new Hamiltonian
system will be ‘dynamically equivalent’ to our original Hamiltonian system. Transformations
of the dynamical variables each of which transforms one Hamiltonian system into another
Hamiltonian system, which is completely and unambiguously ‘dynamically equivalent’ to
the original system, are defined as the canonical transformations. In general, all canonical
transformations of any Hamiltonian system form the closed algebraic structure, or group,
for short (see, e.g., [§], [L1]). It was shown (by Jacobi) that for any time-dependent canon-

ical transformation of the dynamical variables, Eq.(57), the following canonicity condition
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(below, the main canonicity condition) must be obeyed
> prddy, — Hét = C(Z Prdar, — H)5t — 0P (t, qr, pk) (58)
k=1 k=1
where ¢(# 0) is some real number which does not depend upon the time ¢. The func-
tion F'(t,qx, pr) is the Jacobi generating function, i.e., the function which generates this
canonical transformation. Vice versa, one can easily show that, if Eq.(58]) holds for some
transformation of the dynamical variables, then this transformation is canonical. For better
understanding of equations from this subsection we use the explicit sing of summation.
Moreover, since the valence ¢(# 0) does not depend upon the time, then by establishing
the criteria of canonicity, we can always restrict ourselves (for more details, see, e.g., [11])

to the time-independent canonical transformations only, i.e.,

G = ¢i(ar, pr) Di = Vi(qrpr) - (59)

For a canonical time-independent transformation the main condition, Eq.(58)), is written in

the form
> e Z prdqr — 0K (qr, pr) (60)
k=1 k=1
where G, pr (K = 1,...,n) are the new generalized coordinates and momenta, while ¢;, p;
(t=1,...,n) are the old coordinates and momenta (old dynamical variables). Also, in this

equation K(qx,pr) = F(t,qk, pr), i-e., it is a short Jacobi generating function of the coor-
dinates and momenta only, which coincides with the Jacobi generating function F'(Z, gk, px)
taken at some fixed time t = ¢. The variation of K (g, px) is written in the form

i=1
On the other hand, by using the formula 0, = 8‘1" L0g; + 6‘1’“ 2kop; in Eqg. (60) one finds the

following expression for the 6 K (g, pr) variation:

0K = — D —cpi|0q; — Pk op;i - (62)
Y[ (0ige)-enlon = 3 (rr)]
By comparing Egs.(61) and (62) one finds
Ok =gy
O, => p —cp; and U, =) p (63)
2Py 2Py,



For canonical transformation(s) the expression in the left side of Eq.(61Il) must be a total

differential. From here one finds three following conditions:
oe;, 09, ov, 0Y; oe;, 0V,

(64)

dq; g~ Opj - Op Ip; - g
By substituting the functions ®; and ¥; in these equations by their expressions from Eq.([63])

one finds after a few additional and simple transformations:

" (0, Opr. Ok Oy,
Y - )= O 5 or i Qi = 0 , 65
kgl dq; 9q;  0q 8qj) {4 45} (65)
" (0G, Opr, Ok Oy,
- — = O s or i N — O , 66
kgl Op; Op;  Op; 8pj) {pi;pj} (66)
" 0Gx Opr Ok O,

where 0;; is the Kronecker symbol and c¢ is some numerical constant. The constructions (or
sums) which appear in these three equations are the Laplace brackets which are well known
in classical mechanics (see, e.g., |L1], [12]). The standard notation for the Laplace brackets
(see, e.g., [11], [12]) is {, }. Each of these sums includes 2n functions (g; and py) and two
variables only, e.g., either g;,q;, or p;,pj, or ¢;,p;. As follows from Egs.(65]) - (67) some
transformation of the dynamical variables will be canonical if (and only if) the three groups
of following conditions are obeyed: {¢;,¢;} = 0,{pi,p;} = 0 and {¢;, p;} = ¢d;;, where ¢ # 0
and (i,7) = 1,...,n, for all 2n new dynamical variables Gx,pr (kK =1,...,n).

In reality, the original Laplace brackets are not convenient in applications. However,
as follows from the Appendix B these brackets can be replaced by the Poisson brackets,
each of which is the adjoint to the corresponding Laplace bracket. In terms of the Poisson
brackets the same criteria of canonicity are written in a different form (for more details,
see our Appendix B): [¢;,¢;] =0 , [pi,p;] =0 , [@,p;] = cdij, where (i,7) =1,...,n
and c is the valence of this canonical transformation. These numerical values of the Poisson
brackets taken for ¢ = 1 are used below as the criteria of canonicity for the transformation of
dynamical variables. To simplify the text below we shall call these brackets by the canonical,

univalent set of the Poisson brackets, or CUSPB, for short.

B. Applications to the metric gravity

Let us apply the formulas derived above to the metric gravity by considering a transfor-

mation from the old set of dynamical variables {gqg, 7"} to the new set of such variables
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{9gap, p"'}. First, we note that the generalized coordinates g,.s are identical in the both
sets. For the brackets defined in the previous subsection this means that {gag, g,,} = 0 and
[9a: Gvp) = 0. Furthermore, for the univalent (¢ = 1) transformations of dynamical variables
we have for the new momenta p* = 7 + f#(g,,), where f*(g,,) is a tensor function of
generalized coordinates only. From here one finds that [gag, p"] = [gag, 7] = A5 In
other words, the first and last Poisson brackets from CUSPB are obeyed automatically for
our transformation of the Hamiltonian dynamical variables. The only non-trivial bracket in
CUSPB (see, Eq.(BT) in the Appendix B) is the second Poisson bracket between two new

momenta which takes the following form in our tensor notations:

1 1
7] =0, or [1° = SV /g AT =g ARG ] =0 (68)

which is instantly reduced to the equation

h&ﬁ) /_—gA(“”)OUnggmm] — [7-‘-!“/7 /_—gA(aﬁ)OU”mggmm] ) (69)

The transformation of dynamical variables will be canonical, if (and only if) this equation
is obeyed. To proof the validity of this equation one has to perform direct calculations of
the Poisson brackets in the both sides of Eq.(69). In reality, the both sides of Eq.(69]) are
compared with each other and identical terms (in the both sides) are cancelled. Finally, this
equation is reduced to the form of identity such as 0 = 0.

In those cases when either a = 0, or § = 0 (or both) one obtains from Egs.(53) and (54)

the following equation:

1
p? =7 — 5\/__gB((OV)O\Wk)gum’ (70)

which defines the momenta with one (or two) temporal component(s), or primary constraints
p%" =~ 0 in the Dirac’s Hamiltonian formulation of the metric gravity. For these momenta
the canonicity conditions, Eq.(68]), must also be obeyed. After a few simple transformations

0o

the essential canonicity conditions for the p°7 and p° momenta take one of the following

forms

[pOPy’pOJ] -0 . or [7'('07, /_gB((OU)OWVk)g;u/,k] — [71_00’ /_gB((O’y)O\uuk)gumk] ’ (71)

which simply means that all primary constraints in the Dirac’s Hamiltonian formulations
commute with each other. The same statement is true for the original Hamiltonian for-

mulation of metric GR [6] discussed above. This fact has been checked in [16]. On the

29



other hand, we have to note that the fact that all primary constraints in the metric gravity
commute with each other follows directly from the canonicity of the complete Dirac’s set of
Hamiltonian dynamical variables.

At this point it is very convenient to introduce the universal notation ¢*” for the momenta,
or for contravariant components of the momenta. In Dirac’s Hamiltonian formulation these
momenta are ¢* = p'” while in the Hamiltonian formulation from [6] these momenta are
g = v — 1\ /=gAW0ebkg 5. In this notation the canonical Hamiltonians He in the

both formulation of metric gravity are represented in the same ‘universal’ form [17]

mn 1 mn o
HC [mn;zzq(z6 ¢pq - ﬁ(ﬁ (gmgmn,l - 290 gom,m) (72>

1

Ve
1 1 mn ) uv mn )Ry (0% (0% VRO

+ Z\/—g[@(go’@( e agm B (Vg gl — 26°gl.gl) — B g Gaps

where g = 47 is the substitution tensor defined above. In the both formulations the primary
constraints commute with each other, i.e., [¢*7,¢%7] = 0. The knowledge of the canonical

Hamiltonian H¢ and all primary constraints allows one to restore the total Hamiltonian H;:
H; = He + 90000™ + 290k.00"" = He + 900.0p™ + 2g0k.00™ (73)

In particular, in the Dirac’s Hamiltonian formulation we obtain H; = Ho+ goovop00+2gOk70p0k.
It appears that the total Hamiltonian H; does not change during canonical transformations
of the dynamical variables, i.e., HEX%K(g,s, ") = HP™ (g, p*) [17]. In other words, the
total Hamiltonian is an obvious and unique invariant of this theory. In respect to this, the
Hamilton equations do not change its form during canonical transformations and we can

write, e.g.,
9ap0 = [gas, Hi V5], 7g" = 7", HEY] & gago = [9as, HO') S 0y = [P, HP™] (74)

i.e., these two sets of Hamilton equations are equivalent to each other. In other words, the
Hamilton equations conserve their form during canonical transformation of the dynamical
variables. In fact, this was the first definition (or criterion) of canonicity for the transforma-
tions of dynamical variables which has been formulated by Sir William R. Hamilton himself
in 1834 and 1835. We have shown that his criterion works for the Hamiltonian approach to
the metric gravity. However, the metric gravity is a dynamical system with constraints. It is
clear that the Hamilton criterion, as well as other criteria of canonicity known for the trans-

formations of dynamical variables in classical mechanics, must be supplemented by some
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statement(s) about the algebra of constraints (see below). Therefore, we need to derive the
explicit expressions for the secondary constraints, their Poisson brackets with the canonical
and/or total Hamiltonians, primary constraints, etc.

All secondary constraints in the Dirac’s Hamiltonian formulation are derived from the

equations X% = [¢", H;] = [¢*?, H¢]. The explicit expressions are
0 gOO' k k 1 k
o _ mn (pq o m gm __ ~ ipq km
X = 2\/_— g—goo Imnpq¢ ¢ + 9m |:(¢ )Jg + (¢p (& 2¢p e )gpq,k]
1 1
+§ /_9900 [_gmn,klEmnkl + ngn,kgpq,l (_Emnpqekl + 9 Ekivn gmg + qunlemk)} ‘ (75)

This formula is very compact and contains only two lines (compare with the formula,
Eq.(6)). It indicates clearly that Dirac’s idea to apply canonical transformations of the
Hamiltonian dynamical variables in order to simplify secondary first-class constraints works
perfectly. Now, by using the explicit form of the primary ¢* = p® and secondary x°°
constraints in Dirac’s formulation one finds

o o 1 o
[¢077 XO ]DinlC = [pO’Y’ XO ]DiTCLC = 597 X%)irac ) (76>

i.e., the formula which exactly coincides (by its form) with the formula [¢%7, X% ] ke =

()

mary and secondary constraints are substantially different in these two formulations. This

mentioned above. It is very interesting, since the explicit forms of all pri-

and other similar facts directly follow from the canonicity of our transformation of the
Hamiltonian dynamical variables. The time-evolution of the secondary constraints leads to

the following formula

dXOJ Oc Oc 2 om 1pq Oc op
dZL’O =Xo0 = [X 7HC] - [\/_—gg(]o Ipqug ¢ + 9" goo,k + 29 Jop,k
979" o 1, .
+ 700 ) (9o + Garp = Gpra) | X — 95 (xor) & + 597 900 X™ = D , (77)

where D7 is the o—component of the Dirac closure derived in the Dirac’s Hamiltonian
formulation of the metric gravity. All components of the Dirac closure are quasi-linear
combination of secondary constraints and some total spatial derivatives of these secondary
constraints. Again, this formula is very compact and transparent. Finally, we want to
present the formula, which allows one to express the canonical Hamiltonian Hg in terms of
secondary constraints and some (total) spatial derivatives, Eq.(B0), can also be derived in

the Dirac Hamiltonian formulation. The formula takes the form, which is slightly different
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from Eq.(50) above:
HC = _QQOAXO)\ + (290m¢mk) k - [\/ _gEmnpqgmn,q

— Vs (55) (079"~ )], 7s)

This formula also represents the canonical Hamiltonian H¢ (in the Dirac formulation) writ-
ten as a quasi-linear combination of the secondary constraints " and a few total spatial
derivatives of some expressions which include the same secondary constraints.

Now, we can complete our discussion of canonical transformations in the metric grav-
ity. There are three general rules which regulate changes in the primary and secondary
constraints during such transformations. The first rule is simple and it is called the law of
inertia for the first-class constraints. Indeed, by performing a number of canonical transfor-
mations between different sets of dynamical variables we have found that the total number
of the primary ¢% constraints N, never changes during such transformations. The same
statement is true for the total number of secondary "’ constraints N, and for the sum
N, + N;. We have to emphasize here that all primary and secondary constraints which
arise in the Hamiltonian formulations of metric gravity are first-class. The second rule of
‘form-invariance’ is even simpler: the internal structure of all first-class constraints must be
conserved during canonical transformations of the Hamiltonian dynamical variables. The
preservation of form-invariance for all first-class constraints is crucial to prove that any two
Hamiltonian formulations developed for the same constrained dynamical system are equiva-
lent to each other. The third rule essentially follows from the second rule: all Poisson brackets
between the first-class constraints and canonical/total Hamiltonians, other constraints, etc,
must also be form-invariant during canonical transformations. For simple Poisson brackets,
e.g., for the [¢", x*] brackets, this rule leads to the exact coincidence of corresponding
expressions. The three rules mentioned here essentially mean preservation of the algebra
of first-class constraints. Thus, the canonical transformations in the metric gravity must
guarantee a complete preservation of the form-invariance for the total Hamiltonian H; and
for the algebra of first-class constraints.

The formulas derived in this Section allow one to apply the Dirac’s Hamiltonian formu-
lation of metric gravity to analyze and solve various gravitational problems. In some cases,
however, one needs to know analytical expressions for other Poisson brackets, e.g., the Pois-

son bracket between two secondary constraints [x%7, x%] is of great interest, but it has never
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been obtain in previous papers. This Poisson bracket is determined in our ‘technical’ Ap-
pendix A. In general, calculations of this and other Poisson brackets can be performed with

the use of our formulas and method described in Section IV.

VII. DIRAC’S MODIFICATIONS OF THE CLASSICAL HAMILTON METHOD

In this Section we want to reconsider modifications which were made by Dirac in the
classical Hamilton method [1], [2], [3]. This will eventually lead us to the new universal
criterion of canonicity for Hamiltonian formulations of metric gravity. First, we note again

that in any Hamiltonian formulation of metric gravity we always have d(d+1) generalized co-

2
ordinates g,p and @ momenta p*”. These coordinates and momenta are the Hamiltonian
dynamical variables of our problem (metric gravity). The total number of these variables
equals d(d + 1) which is an even number for any d—dimensional Riemann space-time. Note
also that our original Lagrangian Lr_r, Eq.(]), is a quadratic function upon velocities of
the space-like components of the metric tensor g, i.e., upon gm,o. On the other hand, the
same Lr_p Lagrangian is a linear function of the d remaining go,.0 (= g,0,0) velocities which
are also called the temporal velocities.

By using the standard Legendre transformation (see Section III) one can pass from the
Lagrangian Lr_r to the Hamiltonian Ho which is quadratic function of space-like momenta

,n.mn

. This Hamiltonian is called the canonical Hamiltonian, and it is an explicit function
of the space-like dynamical {g,.,,p"?} variables (there are d(d — 1) of such variables) and
d ‘temporal’ coordinates go, only. The Hamiltonian H¢ is of great interest for the whole
metric gravity, since it describes the actual motions of a free gravitational field. However,
we have to note that this Hamiltonian Hs does not depend upon any of the temporal
momenta, i.e., it does not include any of the p° (or p°) momenta. This means that all
Poisson brackets such as [gos, Hc| = 0 and [g,0, He| = 0 equal zero identically, and canonical
Hamiltonian Ho does not describe time-evolution of the temporal coordinates go, and/or
Jo0 coordinates, in principle. Briefly, we can say that in the canonical Hamiltonian Ho these
temporal coordinates go, (and g,0) are rather parameters than actual dynamical variables.

For normal applications of the Hamilton method we must have a Hamiltonian that con-

tains all momenta, including temporal ones. Such a complete, or total Hamiltonian H; will

describe time-evolution of all d(d + 1) dynamical variables of the problem {g,z, p*'} and
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all functions of these variables, including the canonical Hamiltonian Hc, new coordinates
and momenta, which can be introduced by some canonical transformations, etc. Formally,
this total Hamiltonian can be derived from our quadratic-linear Lagrangian Ly_r by us-
ing the Legendre transform which is described in detail in Section III. However, for our
quadratic-linear Lagrangian Lr_r, Eq.(@), the Legendre transform works with some singu-
larities. The two main singularities must be mentioned here, since they play crucial roles in
Dirac’s modification of the classical Hamilton method. First, as follows from the definition
of momenta and from the general technique of Legendre transformations, we cannot obtain,
in principle, the explicit expressions of the velocities v, (= goy,0) written in terms of momenta
p" and vice versa. Instead, we obtain the following algebraic equations: p* ~ f(gag, 9*7),
or oY = p” — f(gap, g°7) & 0 which are called the primary constraints (see, e.g., [3] and
references therein). Second, in respect to the procedure of Legendre transformation, this
moment must be multiplied by the corresponding velocity go,0(= v,), which is not a dy-
namical variable of our Hamiltonian method. This velocity is rather a parameter (arbitrary
parameter) of the updated Legendre procedure.

Thus, we have derived the total Hamiltonian H;, Eq.(I6), which is written as the
sum of the canonical Hamiltonian Ho and primary constraints ¢°®. The coefficients
in front of the primary constraints equal to the corresponding velocities v,, ie., H; =
He + 900.00% + 2g0k,00%F = He +v,¢6°*. Now, the time-evolution of any dynamical variable,
or any function/functional, or quantity, which depends upon the complete set of dynamical
variables {gag, "'}, are determined by the Poisson bracket of this variable (or function) with
the total Hamiltonian Hy, e.g., gago0 = [gas, Hi]. Note that this new (total) Hamiltonian of
the metric gravity acts in the d(d+ 1) dimensional space of the dynamical variables, in con-
trast with the canonical Hamiltonian H¢ which formally operates in the d(d—1) dimensional
space of the space-like dynamical variables. In general, introduction of the new Hamiltonian
H,; always brings some new motions that did not exist in the original Hamiltonian system
with the canonical Hamiltonian Hc.

Immediately, the two following questions arise: (1) what is the sense of these ‘additional’
motions, and (2) how can they affect the actual motions of our field, which are determined
by the canonical Hamiltonian Hs. To understand this and answer the questions raised, let

us consider the time-evolution of the canonical Hamiltonian Ho. First of all, we can write
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the following general formula which describes time-evolution of the canonical Hamiltonian
A (dHc) A? (dzHC) A3 (d3HC)

Helt+ 8y =Heh)+ 3,075 ) + 5 ) 3 U

: (79)

where A is a small time interval. In this equation the first-order time derivative of Hg is

written in the form:

% = [He, Hy) = [He, Ho 4 040" = vo[He, ¢°] = —va X** (80)
where ¢°® and x°* are the primary and secondary first-class constraints, respectively. The
explicit formulas for the ¢° and x°* constraints are presented above (see, Egs.(T0) and
((73))). Also in this equation and everywhere below the notation v,(= goa,0) is an arbitrary,
in principle, velocity of the temporal (O« )-component of the metric tensor. In Dirac’s theory
this and other similar velocities, e.g., v3(= gos,0), Vy(= Goy,0), €tc, are considered as arbitrary

parameters of the method.

The second time-derivative of the canonical Hamiltonian H¢ is

d*H¢ _ [dHc

1
2 ol = [—vax"®, Ho + vp¢™] = =0, D¢ — 5 vavg g**x™ (81)

2

where D? is the o component of the Dirac closure (see, Eq.(T7)), while x% is the sec-

ondary constraint defined above (see, Eq.(78)). The third time-derivative of the canonical
Hamiltonian takes the form

d*He [d2HC

dt? di? ’

1 1
Hy] = —va[Dg, Hel + Svavslg®™x™, Hel + Svavsv, [g°°X*, ¢

— v, [D2, 7] . (82)

In principle, such a chain of time derivatives d’;ﬁc is infinite (in contrast with the
n—dimensional Maxwell electrodynamics [15]), but we have to note that all values in the
right-hand sides of these equations are always represented as finite, linear (or quasi-linear)
combinations of the secondary, first-class constraints only. Furthermore, the coefficients in
front of each term in these expressions depends upon the v,,vg, v, and other similar veloci-
ties, which “are completely arbitrary and at our disposal” [3]. In other words, these velocities
are arbitrary parameters in the Dirac’s modification of the classical Hamilton method. It is
clear that similar transformations which depend upon arbitrary parameters cannot affect the

actual (Hamiltonian) motion of the original dynamical system, e.g., a free gravitational field,

in our case. Instead, they produce some changes in the Hamiltonian dynamical variables,
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which do not correspond to a change of physical state. Generators of such ‘fictional’ trans-
formations are the secondary first-class constraints (as Dirac predicted in [3]). This follows
directly from Egs.(80) - (82) and other similar equations for higher-order derivatives in that
chain. In field theory similar transformations of the dynamical variables are well known,
and in earlier papers they were called gauge transformations, or simply gauges. Dirac could
obtain and write (see, e.g., [3]) all essential equations for the actual motion and for the
corresponding gauge generators in the united form of Hamilton equations. This explains the
overall significance of Dirac’s modification of the classical Hamilton method.

In Dirac method the complete system of Hamiltonian equations for the metric gravity is

written in the form

P = (o) =, Hel (53)

)

These d(d — 1) Hamilton equations describe the actual motion of a free gravitational field.
Solutions of these equations cannot become v—dependent at any moment of time-evolution
(see discussion above). In addition to these equations we also have d Hamilton equations
which describe time-evolution of the primary constraints:

d¢0a

=l Hel = X (51)

where x% are the secondary constraints. The following group of d Hamilton equations
describe time-evolution of the secondary constraints:
dXOa

dt = [Xoavﬂc] = D? ) (85>

where D¢ = a%(g)x™ +b5(g) (fk(g)xo“) . Is the a—component of the Dirac closure, which is
a quasi-linear combination of the seconda;ry constraints x*? and some total spatial derivatives
of expressions which also include the same secondary constraints. All classical theory of the
free gravitational field (in metric gravity) is summed up in these Dirac’s equations, Eqs. (83
- (BH), written here in a manifestly Hamiltonian form. Note also that there is a simple
procedure which allows one to simplify (drastically) the explicit form of Dirac closure in the
metric gravity. Indeed, in metric gravity on the shell of primary constraints we can always

determine d field-dependent coefficients Cg(g) for which the following equations are satisfied:
X +C50%, Hol = Aax™ (36)
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where « =0,1,...,d—1,5=0,1,...,d — 1 and A,(g) are some algebraic, field-dependent
expressions, which are often called ‘eigenvalues’ (or factor-eigenvalues) of the Dirac closure.
Derivation of equations for the unknown C§(g) coefficients in Eq.(86)) is straightforward. In
this procedure the Dirac closure becomes ‘diagonal’ and each component of Dirac closure,
e.g., D% always contains only one secondary constraint, e.g., x** in Eq.(86]). All secondary
constraints in this procedure are uniquely determined as factor-eigenvectors which are de-
fined on the shell of primary constraints. In this version of Dirac’s approach we do not need
to say many words to describe the internal structure of Dirac closure.

Also, it is important to remember that in metric gravity we always have [¢%*, ¢%°] = 0,
which means the pair-wise commutativity of the primary constraints. These generalized
Hamilton equations, Eqs.([83]) - (83), form a complete and unambiguous set of equations,
which govern the behaviour of a free gravitational field in the d(d 4+ 1)—dimensional space
of dynamical variables, or in the original d—dimensional Riemann space. The Hamiltonian
equations from the first group, Eq.(83]), are the canonical Hamilton equations of actual
motion for true dynamical variables. Analogous equations from the second group, Eqs.(84])
- (RH), are the Hamilton equations for gauge generators. These equations determine the
actual gauge generators for the given dynamical system, i.e., for the free gravitational field
in our case. All equations from the second group describe certain changes in the dynamical
variables, i.e., coordinates and momenta, which do not affect the real physical state.

Thus, our original d(d+ 1)-dimensional space of dynamical variables in the metric gravity
splits into the d(d — 1)-dimensional space of dynamical variables, which describe actual
motions, and 2 d-dimensional space of variables, which are transformed in some way with
time, but this does not make any changes in the real physical state. Formally, we can write
this in the form: S[d(d + 1)] = S[d(d — 1)] & S[2 d], where all spaces are even-dimensional.
If an additional temporal variable ¢ is introduced in our analysis, then all these three spaces
become odd-dimensional and Hamilton method works perfectly in each of these spaces. Note
that the Hamilton equations in the form of Eqs.(83) - (85) are more useful and informative
for the field people, than the equivalent original system of the d(d + 1) Hamilton equations:

dgaﬁ
dt

dp"” v v
= GaB,o = [ga6>Ht] and = (pu ) 0 [Pu aHt] . (87)

dt ,

The replacement of this system of Hamilton equations by much more useful system of slightly

different Hamilton equations, Eqgs.(83]) - (8H), is the main advantage of the Dirac’s modifica-
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tions made in the classical Hamilton method. Another advantage follows from the fact that
the governing equations for all gauge generators are also written in the form of Hamilton
equations. The third advantage is obvious: from now on all calculations in the metric gravity
are reduced to analytical calculations of the Poisson brackets only.

Finally, we can formulate the complete and pure formal criterion of canonicity for some
transformation between any two equivalent Hamiltonian formulations of the metric gravity.
Based on arguments and equations presented in this and previous Sections, the universal
criterion of canonicity for the metric gravity can be formulated in the following form. Some
transformation of the dynamical Hamilton variables in metric gravity is canonical if (and
only if) it transforms our original system of Hamilton equations, Egs.(83]) - (85]), into a new

system of similar Hamilton equations:

dg - ~ ad dﬁmn ~mm = 7
d—iq = Ypq,0 = [gptpHC] and dt - (p ),0 - [ppq’ HC] ’ (88)
dgzzoa “0a T _ ~0a d>~<0a _ 1o0a 17 _ Na

dt [¢ >HC'] X and dt - [X >HC'] — Dc ) (89)

where the sign ~ means the new variable and/or function, while all new functions He, Y0
and D* = as(g)x"™ + Bg(g)( fk(g))zo“) .» Which appear in these equations, must have the
same structure as the old functions H(;; X% and D2 in Eqs.([83)) - (85). This new system of
equations represents the form-invariance of the Hamilton equations derived by Dirac for the
metric gravity, which is a constrained dynamical system with the first-class constraints only.
Also, for the true canonical transformation in the metric gravity the following equations for

the Poisson brackets must be obeyed:

[Gops Guw] =0 1 [Gag: D™ = ATF ™ PP =0, [$7,¢%] =0
(G 0] = A% [, 0% =0 . (90)

This criterion of canonicity can be generalized to other Hamiltonian dynamical systems with
first-class constraints.

Note also that in this Section we discuss only one version of the complete Dirac’s approach
[1], which has been developed to deal with a free gravitational field in the metric gravity.
Generalization of this procedure to other fields with non-trivial gauge invariance is also
possible. For instance, the same approach works perfectly for a free electromagnetic field

even in multi-dimensions (see, e.g., [3], [7] and [15]). Our preliminary results indicate clearly
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that the quantum version of this approach is applicable (with some changes) to the modern

united electroweak theory.

A. On complete reverse recovery of the original field equations

In the previous Sections, we have carefully derived the Hamiltonian equations for a free
gravitational field and all primary and secondary first-class constraints. The main purpose
of our analysis was to obtain the correct equations of motion (or time-evolution) of a free
gravitational field and obtain all important gauge conditions. Here the following question
immediately arises: what are these correct Hamiltonian equations of motion? Where and
how was the criterion of correctness established? The answer is clear, and we have to
recognize as correct only such Hamiltonian equations and first-class constraints which uni-
formly lead us back to the original (or maternal) equations of motion already known for our
field. For a free gravitational field the maternal field equations are the Einstein’s equations
Gop =0 (or R,3 = 0) mentioned in Section II. For a free electromagnetic field (or EM-field,
for short) the maternal equations are the Maxwell equations in vacuum. Therefore, any
correct Hamiltonian approach for EM-field must be able to produce the governing Maxwell
equations at any spatial point x and at any moment of time t. To explain how this works,
let us consider the Hamiltonian formulation for the Maxwell electromagnetic field in the
(n + 1)—dimensional (flat) space-time.

We can start directly form the explicit form of the corresponding E'M —Hamiltonian (all
missing details, definitions and notations can be found in [3] and [15]). Also, form the defini-
tion of momenta B* = F*0 to this point we already have one primary constraint ¢ = B° ~ 0,
since the both F'*” and F),, tensors are always antisymmetric. The fundamental Poisson
brackets are: [A,(x), B"(x')] = g;,0"(x — X'),[Au(x), A,(x')] = 0 and [B*(x), B"(x")] = 0.
The Hamiltonian of a free electromagnetic field in the (n + 1)-dimensional space-time is

written in the form [3], [15]:

1 1 " 1 1 n
H= /(Zququ — G FPF0 + F A )d"x = /(Zququ + o BB — Ay )d"x (91

where all notations are exactly the same as in [3] and [8]. The corresponding Hamiltonian

density takes the form

1 1
H = FPEy + 5B'B — AB, . (92)
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Integration by parts of the first term in the Hamiltonian, Eq.(@1), leads to the following
expression for the Hamiltonian density Eq.(02):

L
where p = 1,2,...,n and ¢ = 1,2,...,n, i.e., all these indexes are space-like. First of
all, by determining the Poisson bracket [B° H] = B? one finds the secondary constraint
X = B, ~ 0. In standard notation this means that %(%) ~ 0, or g—ﬁ: = C, where C'is a

numerical constant which does not depend upon x and/or t. This secondary constraints y
commute with the Hamiltonian density H and Dirac closure equals zero identically.
By using the Hamiltonian density H, Eq.(@3]), we obtain the following system of canonical

Hamilton equations

ddy _ = 8_7-[ = 1 P\ — P
W—[Ap,H]—ap—Q(QB)—B (94)
and
=M = =32 — o) = g g )
dt ’ A, 20\0z,0x, Ox,0x, Ox,0xy  Ox,0r,

Combination of these two equations one finds

A, PA, A,
dt2  Or,0r, Or,0r,

(96)

Now, taking into account the condition which follows from secondary constraint: ‘;—?:}1 =C,

we can reduce this equation to the form of n-dimensional wave equation:

9?4,  9%4, D*A
— = — —AA =
9 duor, 0, or 0, (97)

ot?
where A = (Ay, Ay, ..., A,) is the n—dimensional vector potential of the EM-field. This
is the Maxwell equations for a free electromagnetic field in the (n 4+ 1)—dimensional space-

82

m. T‘hU.S7 we have

time. The n—dimensional Laplace operator A in this equation is A =
recovered all Maxwell equations of the free radiation field. Note here that if someone does
not recognize any constraints at all, or these constraints were determined with mistakes,
then such a Hamiltonian formulation of the electromagnetic theory does not allow one to
recover the corresponding Maxwell equations. Formally, in this case any relation with the

original Maxwell theory of radiation will be lost. In reality, this means that our Hamiltonian,

Eq.([@T)), does not describe the Maxwell EM-field in vacuum, or this Hamiltonian formulation
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is not valid for the Maxwell electromagnetic field and cannot be used in applications to this
field. This is the principle of complete reverse recovery of the original field equations in
application to the Maxwell theory of EM-field.

Now, consider the Hamiltonian formulation of the metric gravity which has been devel-
oped by Dirac in [1]. In contrast with a free Maxwell EM-field, for a free gravitational field,
everything becomes significantly more complicated, but our principle of the complete reverse
recovery works in this case too. Recently, we have shown that the equations for the second-
order temporal derivatives of the space-like co-variant components g,,,, of the metric tensor,
which follow from the Hamilton equations obtained in the Dirac Hamiltonian formulation
of the metric gravity, essentially coincide with the corresponding Einstein’s equations for
the same components. However, at that time this article was already completed and it was
not possible to add a few new chapters into it. In addition to this, it takes a long time to
transform a set of difficult formulas into a logically perfect text. Therefore, our results in
this direction will be published some time later and elsewhere. Here we just want to present
a few important details of the procedure used.

Note that there are three peculiarities in the Einstein’s equations for a free gravitational
field (Rap = 0 plus d additional conditions R}, = 191 which are crucially important for
our present purposes. First, these Einstein’s equations are written as a system of differen-
tial equations which contains the first- the second-order temporal derivatives of the metric
tensor gng. Second, all second-order temporal derivatives from the gy and ggy components
of metric tensor cancel out from these Einstein’s equations. Third, the temporal second-
order derivatives of the spatial components of metric tensor are explicitly included in the

Pgmn _ Pgmn

Einstein’s equations. In fact, each second-order derivative <7z = <Ign,
0

arises in Einstein’s
equations only from the Ry,,q, components of the Riemann curvature tensor. From here it is

easy to find that all these second-order temporal derivatives % are included in Einstein’s

equations only as separated terms, and each of these terms has the same numerical coeffi-

cient —% in front. As follows from here one can reduce the Einstein’s equations for the g,,,

components to the form dzd%’;" = Q(9pqs df#, Joa, dfcil‘;‘*). These equations must coincide (or
be equivalent) with the analogous equations for the d2dgt?” derivatives which follow from the

Hamilton equations in the Dirac formulation of the Hamiltonian metric gravity. In fact, we
have to calculate the Poisson bracket % = [[9mn, Hi), Hi| = [[gmn, Hcl, Hy] and exclude

all momenta by using the Hamilton equations, primary and secondary first-class constraints
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derived in the Dirac Hamiltonian formulation (see above). Such calculations are quite com-
plex, extremely time-consuming and very sensitive, since any mistake made either in the
Hamiltonian, or in one of the first-class constraints substantially complicates further calcu-
lations. Also after such a mistake one can lose any relation with the original (or maternal)
theory and cannot move forward, until this mistake was found and corrected. Nevertheless,
after many weeks of calculations, we are happy to report that Hamiltonian formulation of
the metric gravity, which has been developed by Dirac in [1], successfully passed this our test
of recovery (at least partially). Now, by using this Hamiltonian formulation we are able to
recover the original field equations for all covariant space-like components g,,,, of the metric
tensor. An alternative Hamiltonian formulation of metric gravity which obviously fails this
test is mentioned in Section IX.

To conclude this discussion we have to note that any correct Hamiltonian formulation
of an arbitrary, in principle, field theory must reproduce (exactly and unambiguously) the
original governing equations of this field. The correct Hamilton equations of motions and
explicit form of all first-class constraints are crucially important to reach this goal. If this
is not the case, then such a Hamiltonian theory is wrong and has nothing to do with the

maternal field theory.

VIII. INVARIANT INTEGRALS OF THE METRIC GRAVITY

This Section is a central part of our study, since here we define a number of integral
invariants of the metric gravity, i.e., we reach an absolute top of the classical Hamilton
mechanics. Obviously, in one Section we cannot even outline the main problems which exist
in the theory of integral invariants and its applications to the Hamiltonian metric gravity.
Therefore, the following presentation of this theory will be very brief. Moreover, here we
restrict ourselves only to a description of the extension of integral invariants for dynamical
(Hamiltonian) systems with constraints. More details of the theory of integral invariants
and its applications to the Hamiltonian formulations of metric gravity will be presented in
our next article [18].

First of all we need to define the one-dimensional, or line integrals in the metric gravity.

In general, the one-dimensional integral in multi-dimensional Riemann spaces is defined as
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follows

/ %8 (%)dﬂ - / 7% (Pagy + Do )d2”

_ / 7 (gaxD'3, + goal'), )da (98)

/ﬂ'Qﬁ dgas

where I, g, are the Cristoffel symbols of the first kind, while I'g are the Cristoffel symbols
of the second kind (see, e.g., [4]). The integrand in this integral is not a tensor. This means
that the line (or one-dimensional) integral substantially depends on the curve along which
it is calculated and also on the initial and final points chosen on this curve. If the start and
end points coincide with each other, then such an integral is called a closed loop integral,
or an integral taken along a closed loop. Below, similar closed loop integrals are designated
by the sign §. In general, the complete theory of line (or one-dimensional) integrals in
multi-dimensional Riemann spaces is very complex. However, for our current analysis of
the integral invariants in the Hamiltonian formulations of metric gravity we do need to use

the formula, Eq.(@8]). In fact, all line integrals can be considered in the d(d+1)

5 )_dimensional
pseudo-Euclidean (orthogonal) space, which is formally identical (or isomorphic) to our
original d—dimensional Riemann space-time (for more details, see, e.g., [4], [5]).

This is a very good news, since all integrals and integral forms defined in multi-
dimensional pseudo-Euclidean spaces can be handled in a familiar way (see, e.g., [19], [20]).
In particular, by applying the usual definition of the closed loop integrals in pseudo-Euclidean

d

spaces we can consider the two following integrals in the @—dimensional space:

I = jqﬂm" AGmn — Hcdt} and Ip = jl{ﬂ'mn AGrmmn (99)

where 7" are the space-like components of momenta, while H¢ is the canonical Hamiltonian
which has been defined in Section I11. For now we restrict ourselves to the consideration of the

space-like components of momenta 7™ and coordinates g,,,. In other words, below we shall

deal with the d(dz_ Y dimensional Euclidean position space (and d(d — 1)-dimensional phase
space) instead of the original (d — 1)-dimensional sub-space in our original d-dimensional
Riemann space-time. The coordinates in this position space coincide with the covariant com-
ponents of the fundamental space-like tensor g,,,. The first integral in Eq.(@9) is called the
Poincare-Cartan integral invariant, while the second integral is the Poincare integral invari-

ant [21], [22] which is often called the main integral invariant of mechanics (or Hamiltonian

mechanics). This Poincare integral invariant has a fundamental value for the Hamiltonian
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formulation of metric gravity as well as for the general theory of canonical transformations
in metric gravity and for analysis and solution of other gravitational problems. Indeed, it is
relatively easy to prove the following statement. If for some system of first-order differential

equations written for the space-like components of the metric tensor g,,, and momenta m,,,:

dGmn dn™"
= Wmn t7 ab P ;

= P™(t, Gap, T7) (100)

the Poincare integral Ip, Eq.(@9), is invariant, then this system of equations, Eq.(I00), is
Hamiltonian in the moment of time ¢ which is located between t — § and t + §, where ¢
is a very small positive number. This term ‘Hamiltonian’ means here that the functions
Qmn(t, gap, ™7) and P (t, gap, 77) from the right-hand side of Eqgs.(I00]) are represented as

the partial derivatives (or Poisson brackets) of some scalar function H, i.e.,

OH OH
= 9mn; H ) pmt ta ab Pl) = —
aﬂ-mn [g ] ( Gab, T ) agmn

an(t> Gab, qu) =

=[x H] , (101)

where the notation [a,b] stands for the Poisson bracket defined by Eq.([I8]). An uniform
reconstruction of the explicit form of this function H (or Hamiltonian) is not an easy task,
but if we know that the Poincare-Cartan integral is also an integral invariant, then the
unknown Hamiltonian exactly coincides [21] with the canonical Hamiltonian He mentioned
in the first integral from Eq.(99)).

Let us discuss the following fundamental question. We shall assume that the integral
I, Eq.(@J), is an integral invariant for our dynamical system and H¢ is our Hamiltonian
which describes the actual motion of this system, i.e., the equations of time-evolution take
the form of Hamilton equations, Eq.(83)), for our d(d — 1) dynamical variables { g, 7™},
where [gmn, gpg] = 0, [17™", 7P = 0 and [gpy, 7] = API . Now, we want to extend our
phase space by adding a set of 2d new dynamical variables {go,,7*7}. Here we assume the
usual permutation symmetry for all ‘additional” coordinates and momenta: gy, = g0 and
797 = 779 The total dimension of this new phase space will be d(d + 1), which corresponds
to the d—dimensional Riemann space-time, and it is the main working space for the general
relativity and metric gravity. We require that in this new extended phase space the integral
defined by the last expression in Eq.([I02]) must also be an integral invariant with the new
Hamiltonian H;. Furthermore, the new ‘extended’” Hamiltonian H; must be closely related
with the canonical Hamiltonian H¢e from Eq.(@9]).

Based on the formulas derived in Section III we can transform the Poincare-Cartan inte-
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gral invariant from Eq.(@9) into the following form
1= [ g — Hedt] = §{ 7 dgu -+ 7 (DY at] — [He -+ 7% () ar)
= j{[waﬁ dgap — (Hc + Uywov)dt} = 7{[%‘1& dgap — tht} , (102)

where H;, = He + v, = He + goy0m” and go0 = vy (v = 0,1,...,d — 1) are the
corresponding velocities, while 7% are the temporal momenta which must be equal zero
along each Hamilton trajectory of the actual motion. In other words, we have d primary
constraints 7% &~ 0 in the metric gravity. Otherwise, i.e., if 77 # 0 for some «, then
Eq.([I02) does not hold. Another crucial fact which has been used to transform, Eq.(I02),
follows from the formulas for canonical Hamiltonian He, Eqs.([IT) and (72]), which do not
contain any of the temporal momenta 7%, but it may include some of the go, and/or g,
coordinates. If these conditions are obeyed, then from Eq.([I02]) we can derive the following

equality:
j{[ﬁmn AGmn — H(;dt} =] = jlé[ﬁo‘ﬁ dgas — tht} , (103)

which means that the both these integrals, i.e., integrals on the left and right sides of
this equation, are the true integral invariants and their numerical values equal to each
other. In other words, these two integral invariants coincide with each other, i.e., they are
not independent, and for constrained dynamical systems we always have to deal with this
complication.

The formula, Eq.(I03), has a number of consequences for Hamiltonian formulations of
the metric gravity, but here we consider just one of them. First, as follows from the left-
hand side of Eq.(I03) the set of dynamical variables { g, 7?7} will be canonical, if the
Poisson brackets between these dynamical variables coincide with CUSPB, i.e., [gimn, 9pq) =

07 [gmn’ﬂ-PQ] = AP4

mn?

[7mm wP1] = 0 for all possible (mn)— and (pg)-pairs. In other words, it
is a necessary and sufficient condition of canonicity in this case. However, if we apply the
same arguments to the integral in right-hand side of Eq.(I03]) we can only say that the exact
coincidence of the Poisson brackets between dynamical variables [gag, 9] = 0, [gag, 7] =
Als (728 7] = 0 with the standard CUSPB values is only necessary (but not sufficient!)
condition of canonicity. In order to obtain the sufficient conditions of canonicity we must also
guarantee that all temporal momenta 7% and/or 77° do not change with time ¢ along the

true Hamilton trajectories. This means that all time-derivatives of the temporal momenta
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must be equal zero at all times, i.e., we have a number of additional equations such as
70 2 0, [7%, Hy] =~ 0, [[z%7, H;], H;] = 0, etc. To obey all these equations for the primary,
secondary and other constraints we have to follow Dirac’s modifications made in the classical
Hamilton method for constrained dynamical systems (see above). Otherwise, if some of
these conditions do not hold, then the numerical value of the integral in the right-hand
side of Eq.([I03]) will be different from I, i.e., this integral is not invariant in this case
and we have an obvious contradiction here. This explains why the criteria of canonicity
derived for constrained dynamical systems always include two parts: (a) coincidence of the
Poisson brackets between dynamical variables with the standard CUSPB values, and (b)
conservation of the algebra of first-class constraints. This presumes the form-invariance of
all first-class constraints and Poisson brackets of these constraints with each other, and with

the canonical /total Hamiltonians and other essential functions of dynamical variables.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

Thus, we have investigated the two different Hamiltonian formulations [1] and [6] of the
metric gravity in d—dimensional Riemann space, where d > 3. These two Hamiltonian
formulations are related to each other by a canonical transformation of dynamical variables
in the d(d + 1)-dimensional phase space and each of them allows one to restore the complete
d—dimensional diffeomorphism as the correct (and well known) gauge invariance of the
free gravitational field in the metric gravity. By using the known canonical transformation
between these two Hamiltonian formulations of the metric gravity we have investigated the
basic properties of other similar canonical transformations and derived some useful criteria
of canonicity for an arbitrary transformation of the Hamiltonian dynamical variables in the
d(d + 1)—dimensional phase space. The results of our study are important in numerous
applications, since in metric gravity canonical transformations of Hamiltonian dynamical
variables are often used to simplify either the canonical H¢ and/or total Hamiltonian(s) Hy,
or secondary constraints, or to reduce the canonical Hamiltonian H¢s to some special form,
e.g., to its normal form, which is well known in classical mechanics.

In general, all criteria of canonicity for transformations of dynamical variables in the
metric gravity require the exact coincidence of the Poisson (or Laplace) brackets for the

new and old dynamical (Hamiltonian) variables. Briefly, if the Poisson brackets of the
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new dynamical variables (expressed in the old dynamical variables) do not coincide with
their canonical values, then such a transformation is not canonical. This is the universal
criterion of canonicity which is known from classical mechanics of Hamiltonian dynamical
systems. However, in all Hamiltonian formulations of metric gravity we always deal with
the constrained dynamical systems. Therefore, all criteria of canonicity, which are valid
for such systems, must contain the second part which deals with the algebra of first-class
constraints, form-invariance of the canonical /total Hamiltonian(s) and/or form-invariance of
the Hamilton equations. For instance, the true canonical transformation in the metric gravity
must keep form-invariance of the Hamilton equations derived in the Dirac’s modification of
the classical Hamilton method. It can be illustrated by the transformation of Egs.(83]) -
(85) into Eqs.(88]) - (89) during our canonical transformation of the Hamiltonian dynamical
variables. This is the first criterion of canonicity in the metric which is relatively simple and
ready to be applied to actual problems. The second similar criterion [17] requires the exact
coincidence of the total Hamiltonian H; and preservation of the algebra of constraints for
both (old and new) Hamiltonian formulations of the metric gravity.

We have also reconsidered modifications made by Dirac 1], [2], [3] in the classical Hamil-
ton approach. It is shown that these modifications are crucial to improve overall efficiency
of the new Hamiltonian method for dynamical systems with constraints, including various
physical fields with additional gauge conditions, or gauges, for short. The main advantage
of the new Dirac’s approach is a possibility to write all governing equations in the united,
manifestly Hamilton form (see, Eqs.(83) - (85) and Eqs.(88) - (89) above). The original
Dirac’s idea that all motions in Hamiltonian dynamical systems with first-class constraints
can always be separated into actual motions and special motions along constraints (or gauge-
consistent motions) was extremely productive. Now, by using this Dirac’s modification of
the classical Hamilton method we can describe time-evolution of a large number of actual
and model fields. Furthermore, we can make a conjecture that the free fields which repre-
sents all currently known fundamental interactions can unambiguously be described by the
this version of Hamiltonian method, which was originally developed and later modified by
Dirac.

In this study we have also considered the method of integral invariants and applied it
to investigate canonical transformations between different Hamiltonian formulations of the

metric gravity. This method was originally proposed and developed by Poincare and Cartan
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[21]. Since then it was transformed into a very powerful approach, which currently is an
absolute tool in the Hamilton classical mechanics. In reality, the invariance of the Poincare-
Cartan integral can be chosen as a foundation of the whole Hamiltonian mechanics. Indeed,
if this integral is invariant for some dynamical system, then such a system is Hamiltonian
and its time-evolution is described by a system of Hamilton equations. For Hamiltonian dy-
namical systems with constraints the general theory of integral invariants must be modified,
but its overall power still remains outstanding.

Unfortunately, the limited space of this article did not allow us to discuss other impor-
tant directions of the Hamiltonian formulations of metric gravity. In particular, we could
not consider the explicit derivation of the gauge generators which are defined by chain of
the first-class constraints [6], [23] (see also [8]). Also, in this study, we didn’t even mention
various non-canonical quasi-Hamiltonian formulations of the metric gravity. However, we
can make a reference to an excellent review article [24] which contains a detailed analysis
of this problem and a large number of references to papers published up to the beginning
of 2011. Here we want to note that any of these non-canonical Hamiltonian formulations
uses a set of dynamical ADM-variables, which were introduced in |25]. This fact has been
noticed and criticized by Bergmann, Dirac and many others. Our calculations of the corre-
sponding Poisson brackets can be found in [17] and [8]. However, since early 1960’s there
were no explanation of this remarkable fact and its consequences neither from ADM people,
nor from their followers (see, e.g., [26] - [28]). Then, in 1985 it was suddenly detected that
ADM formulation of the Hamiltonian metric gravity cannot restore, in principle, the total
four-dimensional diffeomorphism [29] which is the correct and well known gauge symmetry
of a free gravitational field in four-dimensional space-time. Recently, we have found another
crucial problem for ADM gravity and similar non-canonical ‘Hamiltonian’ formulations. In-
deed, in Dirac’s Hamiltonian formulation, we could restore the original Einstein’s equations
for a free gravitational field. Analogous ADM Hamiltonian formulation uses, in part, the
same dynamical variables (12 of 20 variables), but there are some fundamental mistakes
in all secondary constraints. Therefore, the extra terms which present in the restored field
equations for ADM formulation do not cancel each other (as they do in Dirac’s formula-
tion), but remain and even multiply. Finally, in Dirac’s Hamiltonian formulation we obtain
the maternal Einstein equations with no additional terms, while for ADM Hamiltonian for-

mulation we have similar equations with many extra terms in them. As follows from this
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fact the ADM Hamiltonian formulation either describes some different (i.e., non-Einstein’s)
field, or it is an absolutely wrong theoretical construction which does not represent and real
and/or model field (if the arising system of extended Einstein-like equations is not closed).
In the future, under better circumstances, we plan to discuss these (and other) issues which
currently exist in the Hamiltonian formulations of the metric gravity.

I am grateful to my friends N. Kiriushcheva, S.V. Kuzmin and D.G.C. (Gerry) McKeon
(all from the University of Western Ontario, London, Ontario, Canada) for helpful discus-

sions and inspiration.

Appendix A: Some useful relations in the Hamiltonian version of metric gravity

In this ‘pure technical’ Appendix we derive a few equations and relations which are
crucially important for our Hamiltonian formulation of the metric gravity. First, let us
define the space-like tensor I,,,,, by the equation g = @GmnGpg — Gmp9ng, Here we want
to show that I, BP9 = 6F 6. in the case when a = —. First of all, we note that
Japg™® = d, where d is the total dimension of our Riemann space. From here one finds

Oc ,08 Oc
Q Q g 0 g

On the other hand, since e®® = 0, = 0 and €% = 0, we can write the last equality in a

different form
d—1= gageaﬁ = gpge’! + gpoepo + goqeoq + gooe®® = Gpge?? . (A2)

In other words, we obtain g,,e?? = d — 1 = g,pe®”. Furthermore, one can derive a similar
rule to lower the index in the e®” tensor: gage”” = €] = gpe?™ = el' = go" = 6.
Now, we can prove the statement formulated above. The formula for the I, F*™"

product takes the form

k

Imnpquqkl = (agmngpq - gmpgnq)(epqekl - epkeql) = a(d — 1)gmne g 9mp5£€kl

— AGmn€”*0, + 61 0L = [a(d — 1) — 1 — a]gmne™ + 05,6, (A3)
From here one finds that if a(d—2) = 1 (or @ = -%5), then the first term in the last equation
equals zero identically and I, EP%* = 6% 5.

Another important relation which we want to prove here is the connection between the

[gas, ™) and [¢g*?, 7*] Poisson brackets. Formally, the covariant components of the metric
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tensor g.p are the only generalized coordinates in the metric gravity. However, there is
an obvious relation between covariant and contravariant components of the metric tensor:
9apg”’ = g2 = 62. From here one finds the following relation between the two Poisson

brackets
[Wlw> gaﬁ]gﬁ’y + Jap [Truu’ gﬁﬂy] =0 or [gaﬁa ﬂ_/w]gﬁ'y = —JGap [9577 7-(-#1/] . (A4)

By multiplying the both sides of this equation by the tensor g®° we obtain the following

relation
9% (908, 7197 = —gapg*’1g”", 7] = —gglg7", 7] = =[g77, 7] (A5)
or
977, "] = —g°7 AL g7 = —%(g“"g”” +9"9") = —[", 9] , (A6)

i.e., the result which exactly coincides with the formulas, Eqs.([2I]) and (24]), from the main
text. The derivation of two other formulas from Egs.(25]) is absolutely analogous.

The last formula, which we want to derive in this Appendix, is the Poisson brackets be-
tween two secondary, fist-class constraints of the metric gravity, i.e., [x%, x*7]. This formula
is needed to complete our Hamiltonian formulation of the metric gravity. Furthermore, it
is of great interest in a number of gravitational problems. This formula has never been
produced in earlier studies, since its direct derivation is not an easy task. Below, we apply
a different approach [8] which is based on the Jacobi identity:

[ Xoga XOPY] = [Xoov [¢0“/’ HC]] = _[¢0“/7 [H07 XOU]] - [HC7 [X(]o’ ¢0'y]]

1

= [" X", Holl + [Ho, [¢7, X)) = [¢”, D] = 5197, Hel (A7)

where DZ is the o—component of the Dirac’s closure, Eq.(7)), while H¢ is the canonical
Hamiltonian of the metric gravity, Eq.(72). Here we apply the expressions derived in the
Dirac’s Hamiltonian formulation of metric gravity.

Analytical calculations of the both terms in the last equation from Eq.([AT) are relatively
easy, since only a few Poisson brackets really contribute. Here we just present the final result

for the second term in Eq.([A7):

L o) = A (47 P (4 )
- ﬁ (gpymg(m + g’mgam) (QOkgmn,k - ngagom,m) . (A8>
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This expression can be simplified, e.g., by using the identities such as ¢,,,9™" = gang®’ —
90n9” = g7 — gong®?, but here we do not want to make similar simplifications.

In order to determine the first Poisson bracket in Eq.([AT) we note that the o-component of
the Dirac closure can be written in the compact form of quasi-linear combination of secondary
first-class constraints DZ = VX" = VX% + VZxY, where V7 = V(gpq, ™, g%) is the
structure functions (or functional) [17]. Therefore, for the Poisson bracket in Eq.([AS]) we
can write [¢%7, DZ] = [¢%7, V?] x™ + V¢ [¢Y, x|, where A = (0,k). In these notations

the explicit formula for the second term is written in the form:

o 0 o gom 1 0 . op ,0q
WeT x" = = [W[pquwq + 59 Jook + 97" gop,k + W(gpq,k + 9ak,p
1 1
- gpk,q)}gﬁ/kxoo - 598(9%)(00),;3 + §g0ygokgoo7kxoo ) (A9)

where g§ = 0§ is the substitution tensor. Analogous formula for the first term is derived ei-

ovy , or directly. The final expression

ther by applying the following expression [¢%7, V?] = ~ P

takes the form

(0%, WX = [7\/_—19900 (979" + 977" = 39" ™™ ) Lpgr*?| X**
=), )+ 5w (), (A1

The complete formula for the [x°7, x%7] Poisson bracket is the algebraic sum of three expres-

sions from Eqs.(AS)) - (AT0).

Appendix B: On canonicity of the Hamiltonian dynamical variables

Let us briefly discuss the criteria of canonicity for the different sets of dynamical variables
which describe the same Hamiltonian system. In almost all applications of similar criteria
in classical mechanics it is important to know that the new set of dynamical variables will
be canonical, if the old set of dynamical variables was canonical. For simplicity, below the
new dynamical variables ¢; and p; are designated by the upper signs ~, while old dynamical

variables are denoted as ¢; and p;. Now, we can define the following 2n x 2n Jacobi matrix
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M of some transformation of the dynamical variables:

Q1 01 O0q1 oq1
9q1 Ogn  Op1 Opn
9Gn 9qn  Odn 9Gn 99 049
M= | 9~ Oqn  Op1 Opn — dq Op (B1)
9pL op1 Op1 91 b 9p
O¢1 """ Oqn Op1 " Opn dq Op
Bpn aﬁn aﬁn apn
Oqn, Oqn  Op1 Opn
where g—g, g—g, g—g and g—g are the n X n matrices. Another matrix which we need here is the

unit simplectic 2n x 2n matrix J:

0 0 -1 0

. 0O ... 0 0 ... -1 0 -F

Jj= = (B2)
1 ...0 0 ... 0 E 0
0 1 0 0

where E is the n X n unit matrix. It easy to show that the matrix J is invertable and it
obeys the following equation: J2 = —JJ~! or J~! = —J. This fundamental property of the
unit simplectic matrix J substantially determines many known properties of the canonical
transformations and predicts a number of necessary steps in the Hamilton method. As
follows from Eq.(B2) the matrix J is not self-adjoint, but its product with the imaginary
unit 2, i.e., the matrix ¢/ is a truly self-adjoint matrix. This fact is crucial for correct
definition of the Poisson brackets in quantum mechanics (see below).

It can be shown that for the matrix M, which represents some canonical transformation
of the Hamilton dynamical variables, the following condition is always obeyed: M'JM =
¢J, where ¢(# 0) is a real and/or complex number which is called the valence of this
transformation. Also in this equation J is the unit simplectic matrix and M’ is the matrix
adjoint to the original matrix M. Vice versa, if some matrix of differential transformation
of variables M obeys the equation M'JM = ¢J , then such a differential transformation of
dynamical variables, which is represented by the matrix M, is canonical with the valence c.
Thus, we have formulated the criterion of canonicity in terms of the Jacobi matrix which is

easily determined for an arbitrary transformation of the Hamiltonian dynamical variables.
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Let us discuss this matrix criterion with some additional details. First of all, by using the
properties of the J matrix mentioned above it is possible to show (in two steps) that the

two following equations (or conditions) follow from each other
MJM =cJ] < MJM =cJ . (B3)

which means that these two equations are equivalent to each other. Indeed, at the first
step we multiply the both sides of the equation M’'JM = ¢J by the [M '|7! matrix from the
left and by the [M ]! matrix from the right. These operations lead to the new equation
1J = [M)7'J[M]~'. At the second step we just need to reverse the both sides of this
equation. By taking into account that J~' = —J, [M~!"' = M and {[M']"'}"! = M,
we find the equality: cJ = MJM , which exactly coincides with the second equation in
Egs.([B3]). On the other hand it is easy to check that, if we start from the second equation
in Egs.(B3]), then the two analogous and simple steps allow one to derive the first equation
in Egs.(B3)).

The matrix M (and/or M’) which obeys any of these equations, Eqs.(B3), is called the
true simplectic matrix with numerical valence ¢. In general, all even-dimensional (non-
singular) simplectic matrices form the closed simplectic group Sp(k, R) (or Sp(k,C)), where
k = 2n. Finally, we arrive to the following theorem: some non-singular transformation of
Hamilton dynamical variables ¢; = §;(¢, ¢;, p:), i = pi(t, ¢i, pi), where i = 1,... n, will be
canonical, if (and only if) its Jacobi matrix M , Eq.([B1), is the true symplectic matrix with
the valence c. In this case the condition, Eq.(B3]), must be obeyed identically for all old
dynamical variables and time ¢.

Further investigation shows that the matrix elements of the M’.JM matrix coincide with
the corresponding Lagrange brackets written in old coordinates and momenta, while the
matrix elements of the MJM’' matrix coincide with the corresponding Poisson brackets
which are also written in old coordinates and momenta. Thus, we have an obvious duality
between the Lagrange and Poisson brackets, which can be illustrated by a simple rule which is
applied to form the (ij)—matrix elements of the adjoint matrix M’ (from M) and vice versa.
This rule is simple: in each partial derivative, which is included in the Jacobi matrix of the
canonical transformation (or its adjoint), the letters and indices at the top and bottom are
swapped, while the symbol ~ always stays at the top. Let us consider the following example.

As mentioned above the matrix equation M'JM = cJ for the canonical transformation is
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equivalent to the following system of equations:

{gi,;} =0, {pi,pi} =0, {a,p;} =cdy . (B4)

where the notation {a,b} means the Laplace bracket defined in the main text. In other
words, the matrix elements of the M’JM matrix always coincide with the corresponding
Laplace brackets, while numerical values of these brackets are determined from the matrix
equation M’JM = cJ. Now, by taking adjoint of Eq.(B4) one finds the following matrix
equation: MJIM' = cJ , which leads to the three group of equalities for the adjoint Laplace

brackets:

{qmqj}* =0 ) {pmpj}* =0 ) {qupj}* = C(SZJ ) (B5>

where the sign ‘x’ means that inside of Lagrange brackets we have to apply our ‘swap of
variables’ described above. By using the explicit formulas for the Lagrange brackets and our
recipes to construct the adjoint matrix we can write

. " 0G, Opr  OQk ODrpN\1*  ~/0G; 0q;  0q; 0g; o
iy Qi = —_—— = _— = — = |qi,q; B6
ey = (5050 g 90 ) = 2 Ggopr ~ dgop) = B0 (B

where the notation [a, b] stands for the ‘regular’ Poisson bracket. Analogous expressions can
be derived for other fundamental Lagrange brackets {¢;, p;}* = [Gi, p;] and {p;, p; }* = [Di, Djl,
where all Poisson brackets are calculated in the old dynamical variables. These formulas in-
dicate clear that the adjoint of the Laplace bracket equals (remarkably and unambiguously)
to the corresponding Poisson bracket. Briefly, this means that we have reduced calculations
of the adjoints of the Laplace brackets to computations of the corresponding Poisson brack-
ets. Note also that the right-hand sides of Eqs.(B3]) do not change during the x procedure

and we obtain the following numerical values for the fundamental Poisson brackets
Gi» 31 =0, [pi,p] =0, [, ps] = cdyy (B7)

which coincide with the expected numerical values. Thus, we have shown that the Poisson
brackets coincide with the adjoints of the corresponding Laplace brackets (and vice versa).
In other words, these two systems of brackets are closely related to each other and each
of these brackets can equally be used to check and prove the canonicity of some new set

of Hamilton dynamical variables. Based on these facts it is relatively easy (for simplicity,
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we choose ¢ = 1 here) to prove the following theorem [12]: if uy,us,...,us, are the 2n

independent functions of the variables ¢, ..., q,,p1,...,pn, then the two equations
2n 2n
> Ak, witfun, wg) = {wi, wi g, ] = 0 (B8)
k=1 k=1

are always obeyed for these functions. This equation(s) explicitly shows a very close relation
between the Laplace and Poisson brackets and they essentially follow from the definitions
of these two brackets.

The last remark, which we want to make here, describes the main difference which arises
in definitions of the canonical transformations in the classical and quantum mechanics.
The Jacobi matrix M , which describes the canonical transformation of the Hamiltonian
dynamical variables, can also be defined (with a few additional tricks) in quantum mechanics.
However, the governing equation Eq.(BI) for the Jacobi M matrix in quantum mechanics
includes the self-adjoint unit matrix o] , which is not the unit simplectic J matrix as it was in
classical mechanics. This means that in quantum mechanics the both newly-defined Poisson
brackets and their numerical values will always include (explicitly) the imaginary unit <.
In the fundamental Poisson bracket we can introduce the ‘new’ momenta in the coordinate
representation by including ¢ in its definition. On the other hand, the numerical value of
the corresponding Poisson bracket must also include the imaginary unit . Let us consider
the following example. Suppose we have a point non-relativistic particle with the mass m
which is located at the point with the Cartesian coordinates (z,y, z) and has the velocity
(v, vy, ;). One can introduce the momenta for this particle p; = muv;, where i = (z,y, 2).
In classical mechanics we have three fundamental Poisson brackets: [x;, p;] = d;j, [z, 2;] =0
and [p;,p;] = 0. The same momenta and numerical values of all non-zero Poisson brackets
in quantum mechanics are defined as follows: p, = —Zha%k and [p;, x;] = —hd;;, respectively
130]. Here (4, j) = (2,y,2) and h = 2= ~ 1.054571817 - 10~** J - sec is the reduced Planck
constant which is also called the Dirac constant. An additional trick in this case is the

explicit form of the coordinate operator x; in momentum representation: x; = —zha%k, or

0

o = F Ty, where k = x,y, 2.

Note that the both quantum momenta and numerical values of the Poisson brackets con-
tain the imaginary unit 2. Actual presence of the self-adjoint matrix 2J in the governing
equation M’ (zj )M — 4.J for the quantum Jacobi matrix M allows one to define the canoni-

cal transformations in quantum mechanics as the unitary transformations. In other words,
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canonical transformations of the Hamiltonian dynamical variables in quantum mechanics
are represented by the unitary matrices M and M’ only. Thus, we have found the following
relation between the classical and quantum Poisson brackets [f, glciass = 7| f . G)quant- This
relation can be considered as a canonical transformation between the classical and quantum
mechanics with the imaginary valence ¢ = ;. The imaginary valence of this canonical trans-
formation means that all dynamical variables in quantum mechanics must be represented
by self-adjoint operators and canonical transformations between different sets of dynamical
variables in quantum mechanics are always performed by the unitary matrices, which differ

from the simplectic matrices used for the same purposes in classical mechanics.

Appendix C: Variational derivation of integral invariants for Hamiltonian systems

As is well known, the Hamilton method has a number of significant advantages over other
methods which are used to solve the same problems in classical mechanics, e.g., over the
Lagrange method. One of these advantages is the method of integral invariants which is a
‘hidden’ part of any true Hamilton approach. The method of integral invariants allows one
to analyze and solve many problems in mechanics. Here we describe a variational derivation
of integral invariants for arbitrary, in principle, Hamiltonian dynamical systems. First, let

us consider variations of the two following actions (or action integrals) Wy and Wg:

t1 (a)

W = /ttl L(t,qi(t,oz),q,-(t,a))dt and Wy :/ L(tqz’(t,a),qi(t,a))dt, (C1)

0 to(@)
where the notation « stands for the parameter. All coordinates ¢;(t, o) and velocities ¢;(t, @)
in these two actions depend on this parameter. In the second action (Wg) the lower and
upper limits in the time-integral also depend upon this parameter «. During variations of

these two integrals we can always interchange the sings of variations ¢ and time derivative

%, since we can write
. d 0 rd dpo d
0q; = 5(@%(@(1)) ~ o {dtql( )}504 at {%%(tva)éa} = Eéqi(tvo‘) (C2)

By using this equation we can derive the following formulas for variations of these two actions

WL and WHZ

(8L

% )|dadt (C3)

5 !
WL_/ gﬁqz dt
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and

t1(a) t1(a) ™ [(‘9L d (aL

" /0L " /0L

" {E(ﬁq,) ! {;(a%)q } } to(a) " to(@) =3 Oq;  dt aq:')} 4 (C4)
Now, by introducing the following notations: g_dLi = p; and Zg‘:l(g—é)q’i — L = H we can

re-write the last expression in the form:
ot = [Spia— ot [P S [E - (L s )

A — Pi0di to(a) 8%‘ dt 8q2 di ’
=1 t()(a) =1

where the function H is Hamiltonian of the system, while p; (i = 1,...,n) are the momenta.

Let us define the optimal (or shortest) path between two spatial points My and M;. The

optimal path satisfies the Lagrange equation 2& — 4 (a—L

9g i 8«1,—) = 0 and variation of the Lagrange

action Wy, is always equal zero for the shortest path. It is clear that in this case the optimal
path does not depend upon the parameter «, i.e., for this path we can write the equation
¢ = qi(t), where i = 1,...,n and all ¢;(¢) functions do not depend on the parameter a. If
we consider the variation of the Hamilton action Wy, then the corresponding optimal path
is also determined by the Lagrange equation. However, since in this case t, = ty(a) and
t; = t1(«), then we obtain the whole a—dependent family of optimal paths ¢; = ¢;(t, «),
where ¢ = 1,...,n. On each of these optimal a—dependent paths, the variation of Wy is

written in the form

t1(a)

. (C6)

t1(a)

Wr(a) =0 L(t, q(t, a), (¢, a))dt = (

to (Oc)

8WH(04)

90 )5a = {zn: Pi0q; — H5t}

1=1

to(a)
A different derivation of this formula can be found, e.g., [31]. For actual (or optimal) motion
of the Hamiltonian system the variation of Wy must be equal zero, i.e., SWg(a) = 0.
Instead of the extended (n+1)-dimensional coordinate space {g;(«), t(«)}, let us introduce
the extended (2n + 1)—dimensional phase space of the generalized coordinates ¢;, momenta
p; and time t which we shall designate as the {g;(«),p;(«),t(«)} space. In this phase
space, we choose an arbitrary closed curve Cjy, which is described by the equations: ¢;(0) =
qi(to, ), pi(0) = pi(to, @), t = to(er), where i = 1,...,n and 0 < a < £. Note that for a = 0
and for @« = ¢ we have the same point on the curve. This means that ¢;(0) = ¢;(¢) and
pi(0) = p;(£). At the next step, from each point of this closed curve Cj, as from the initial
point, we draw the corresponding optimal path. Such an optimal path is uniquely determined

(after we set the initial point on the curve Cj) from the system of Hamiltonian canonical
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equations. By choosing different initial points on the closed curve Cjy we obtain a tube of
optimal (or shortest) paths each of which is also a—dependent. The explicit equations for
this tube of optimal paths are: ¢; = ¢;(t, ), p; = pi(t,a), where it =1,....,n,0 < a </ and
also ¢;(t,0) = ¢;(t,¢) and p;(t,0) = p;(t,¢) for i = 1,...,n. Formally, each optimal path on
the surface of this tube can be considered as some generatrix of the tube.

On this tube, we select the second closed curve ', which also covers the tube and has
only one common point with each generatrix. The equations of this closed curve C; are
written in the form: ¢;(1) = ¢i(t1, ), p;(1) = pi(t1, @), t = t1(«), where i = 1,...,n and
0 < a < /. Now, by integrating the equation 0Wg(a) = 0 over the parameter « in the range

from a = 0 to a = ¢, one finds

t1

0 = Wil) = Wanl0) = [ pidas — 51

¢ n
:/0 {21%15%1 —H15t1}
to 1=1

_Kﬁp%%ﬂ@@;ﬂﬁ)mpHM—ﬂﬁjmﬁﬂw. (C7)

15=1 i=1

or

[imm—Hﬂ. (C8)

j{cl [iz:;piéqi —Hét] :j{co 2

This means that the closed loop integral I = ¢ [ ripidg; — H 515] taken along an arbitrary
closed contour does not change its value during an arbitrary displacement along the tube
of straight paths. In other words, this integral I is invariant, which is called the integral
invariant of Poincare-Cartan (see, Eq.(@9)), in the main text) for the Hamiltonian dynamical
system with the Hamiltonian H.

In pure mathematical language we have created and investigated the rotor tube for the
differential form w! = p dq — Hdt, where p = (p1,...,p,) and q = (q1,...,¢,). The rotor
lines, each of which is the generatrix of this tube, are uniformly determined by the canonical
Hamiltonian equations. In other words, the true Hamiltonian trajectories (or integral curves
of the canonical Hamilton equations) are the generatrixes of the rotor tube for the differential
form w! = p dq — Hdt. Note that about integral invariants for Hamiltonian systems it is
possible to talk endlessly, but for now it is better to stop here. The last thing which we
want to present in this Appendix is the explicit formula for the differential of the w! form,

which is the 2-form dw?! [20]:

n

oH oH
i=1 ( Opi dq; ) (C9)
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where A is the standard notation of exterior product [19], [20]. The matrix A of this 2-form

dw' in the (2n + 1)—dimensional phase space is:

0 -£ 4
) op 0 —E )
A=| E 0 83_[; , where =J (C10)
_oH _0H E0
op dq

and J is the unit simplectic 2n x 2n matrix which has been defined and discussed in the

Appendix B. The rank of this matrix A equals 2n (the rank of J matrix), i.e., it has one zero-

eigenvalue. The corresponding eigenvector is (—%—ZI, %—g, 1) and it determines the direction of
rotor lines for the differential form w! = p dq — Hdt. More about the uniqueness of integral

invariants, their classification and integral invariants of higher orders can be found, e.g., in

132].

[1] P. A. M. Dirac, Proc. Roy. Soc. 246, 333 (1958).
[2] P. A. M. Dirac, Can. J. Math. 2, 129 (1950).
[3] P. A. M. Dirac, Lectures on Quantum Mechanics, (Befler Graduate School of Sciences, Yeshiva
University, New York, (1964)).
[4] N.E. Kochin, Vector Calculus and the Principles of Tensor Calculus, (USSR Acad. of Sciences
Publishing, 9-th ed., Moscow, (1965)), Chpt. IV.
[5] P.K. Dashevskii, Riemannian Geometry and Tensor Analysis, 3rd. ed. (Nauka, Moscow,
(1967)).
[6] N. Kiriushcheva, S. V. Kuzmin, C. Rankor and S. R. Valluri, Phys. Lett. A 327, 5101 (2008).
[7] D. M. Gitman and I. V. Tyutin, Canonical Quantization of Fields with Constraints (Springer-
Verlag, Berlin-Heidelberg, 1990).
[8] A. M. Frolov, Phys. of Atomic Nuclei 84, 750 (2021).
[9] M. Carmeli, Classical Fields: General Relativity and Gauge Theory, (World Scientific Publ.
Co., Singapore, (2002)).
[10] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, The Classical Theory of Fields, 4th ed., (Pergamon Press,
(1975)), Chpt. 11.
[11] F. R. Gantmakher, Lectures on Analytical Mechanics, (Nauka, Moscow, (1966)), Chpts. III

and IV (the best course on Hamilton methods in classical mechanics).

29



[12]

32]

H. Goldstein, Classical Mechanics (Addison-Wesley Press, Inc., Cambridge, MA (1950)), Ch-
pts. 7-9.

C. Lanczos, The Variational Principles of Mechanics, (University of Toronto Press, Toronto
(1970)), Chpts. V - VIIIL

V. 1. Arnold, Mathematical Methods of Classical Mechanics, 2nd ed., (Nauka, Moscow, (1979)),
Part III.

A. M. Frolov, Universe 8, 20 (2022).

F. A. E. Pirani, A. Schild and R. Skinner, Phys. Rev. 87, 452 (1952).

A. M. Frolov, N. Kiriushcheva and S. V. Kuzmin, Gravitation and Cosmology 17, 314 (2011).
A. M. Frolov, Metric gravity in the Hamiltonian form. Integral invariants (2023), in prepara-
tion.

A. Cartan, Differential Calculus and Differential Forms (Mir Publ., Moscow (1971)) (in Rus-
sian these two well known books of H. Caratan were published in one volume).

H. Flanders, Differential Forms with Applications to the Physical Sciences, (Dover Publica-
tions, Inc., New York (1989)).

E. Cartan, Lessons on Integral Invariants, (Hermann Editors for the sciences and arts, Paris
(1922), Translated in English by D.H. Delphenich).

H. Poincaré, New Methods of Celestial Mechanics, (Springer-Verlag, Berlin-Heidelberg,
(1977)).

L. Castellani, Ann. Phys. 143, 357 (1982).

N. Kiriushcheva and S .V. Kuzmin, Centr. Europ. Journal of Phys. 9, 576 (2011).

R. Arnowitt, S. Deser and C. Misner, Phys. Rev. 117, 1595 (1960).

T. Regge and C. Teitelboim, Relativity. Ann. Phys. (NY) 88, 286, (1974).

J. Lee and R. M. Wald, J. Math. Phys. 31, 725 (1990).

R. M. Wald and A. Zoupas, Phys. Rev. D 61, 084027 (2000).

C. J. Isham and K. V. Kuchar, Ann. Phys. (NY) 164, 316 (1985).

P. A. M. Dirac, The Principles of Quantum Mechanics, 4th ed., (Oxford at Clarendon Press,
(1958)).

I. M. Gelfand and S. V. Fomin, Calculus of Variations, (Dover Publ., Inc., Mineola, New York,
(1990)), Chpt. 3.

H.-Ch. Lee, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinbourgh (ser. A) LXII, 237 (1947).

60



	I Introduction
	II Regular -  Lagrangian density of the metric gravity
	III Momenta. Canonical and total Hamiltonians of metric gravity
	IV Poisson brackets
	A Covariant components of momenta. On the dual phase space

	V Hamilton equations of motion
	VI Canonical transformations
	A General conditions of canonicity for transformations of the dynamical variables
	B Applications to the metric gravity

	VII Dirac's modifications of the classical Hamilton method
	A On complete reverse recovery of the original field equations

	VIII Invariant integrals of the metric gravity
	IX Conclusions
	A Some useful relations in the Hamiltonian version of metric gravity
	B On canonicity of the Hamiltonian dynamical variables
	C Variational derivation of integral invariants for Hamiltonian systems
	 References

