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Abstract

We present an analysis on the BRST symmetry transformations of the Horava theory
under the BFV quantization, both in the nonprojectable and projectable cases. We
obtain that the BRST transformations are intimately related to a particular spatial
diffeomorphism along one of the ghost vector fields. We show explicitly the invariance
of the quantum action and the nilpotence of the BRST transformations, using this dif-
feomorphism largely. The BRST symmetry is verified in the whole phase space, inside
and outside the constrained surface. When restricted to the constrained surface, the
BRST transformations are completely local. The consistency of the BRST symmetry
is a fundamental feature of a quantum field theory, specially for renormalization. The
BFV quantization is independent of the chosen gauge-fixing condition. This allows us
to study the unitarity of the quantum Horava theory, covering the gauge required for
renormalization. We prove that, if the solution for the lapse function exists, then the
unitarity of the theory is established.
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1 Introduction

There have been important advances in the quantization of the Hotava theory [1], which is
a proposal of a theory of quantum gravity aimed to solve the problem of the (perturbative)
nonrenormalizability of general relativity. The theory introduces a foliation of spacelike
hypersurfaces along a timelike direction, such that the foliation has an absolute physical
meaning. The group of diffeomorphisms that preserve the given foliation is the gauge group
of the theory. In this way, spatial derivatives are increased without increasing the order in
time derivatives. This is the core for the renormalizability. There are two different versions
of the theory that are compatible with this gauge symmetry: the nonprojectable and the
projectable cases. Their definitions are given in the next section. The nonprojectable version
has field equations that, at the large-distance limit, are closer to the Einstein equations than
the ones of the projectable case. From this point of view, the nonprojectable version acquires
a central relevance in the context of the Hofava theory.

A significant advance in the quantization is the proof of the complete renormalization
of the projectable case presented in Ref. [2]; see also Ref. [3]. The projectable version is
a theory with only first-class constraints, which implies that, in terms of the Lagrangian
formulation, it can be quantized as the class of gauge theories as Yang-Mills theory or per-
turbative general relativity. A remarkable feature of the renormalization showed in [2] is the
introduction of a nonlocal gauge-fixing condition; hence a nonlocal quantum Lagrangian.
On the other hand, standard renormalizability requires a local Lagrangian. The reconcili-
ation between these two aspects is achieved in the Hamiltonian formulation: the canonical
Lagrangian with the required gauge-fixing condition is indeed local. This was first observed
in Ref. [2]. In Ref. [4] we performed the complete quantization of the projectable case in the
Hamiltonian formalism using the Batalin-Fradkin-Vilkovisky (BFV) scheme of quantization
[5, 6, 7]. The starting point to motivate this analysis is that the gauge-fixing condition
required for renormalization is a noncanonical condition. The BFV quantization is suitable
for such a gauge condition since it was precisely designed for relativistic gauges that are not
canonical, like the Lorentz gauge for Yang-Mills theory, when the problem of the unitarity
of those theories is focused. In [4], we obtained the local Hamiltonian, and the integration
on momenta led to the same quantum Lagrangian of Ref. [2] with the nonlocal gauge-fixing
condition. A further advance in the quantization of the projectable theory is the proof that
the 2 + 1 theory is asymptotically free [8], among other developments that can be found in
the literature.

The quantization of the nonprojectable case presents a fundamental difference with re-
spect to the projectable case: the presence of second-class constraints. Indeed, the proof of
renormalization of the nonprojectable case is still pending. We have studied the quantiza-
tion of the nonprojectable version using also the BFV formalism [4, 9, 10]. In this scheme
the same noncanonical gauge-fixing condition of the projectable case [2], together with the
second-class constraints can be incorporated. The main point is that the second-class con-
straints affect the measure of the path integral [11]. The analysis of Ref. [12] shows that the
measure of the second-class constraints changes the behavior of some propagators, pointing
to regular propagators, as required for renormalization [2]. We obtained a further advance
using the BFV formalism: in Ref. [10] we found that, although the quantum measure leads



still to nonregular propagators for some fields, the divergences of loops formed with these
fields cancel between them completely. The rest are loops formed with regular propaga-
tors. These results are encouraging to continue on the program of the quantization of the
nonprojectable case under the BFV formalism.

A fundamental aspect of the quantization of a field theory with gauge symmetry is the
Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin (BRST) symmetry, specially to get the final renormalization.
The BFV quantization is intimately linked to this class of symmetry [6]. The Hamiltonian
is presented as a gauge-fixed Hamiltonian, where the gauge fixing is done by operating
with the BRST charge. The main theorem developed in the original papers of the BFV
formalism ensures that the path integral is independent of the chosen gauge-fixing function.
The BRST charge is formally defined using the first-class constraints and their gauge algebra
for a given theory. Its action on the fields is defined by a canonical transformation: with
Poisson brackets for the case of a theory with first-class constraints only, and with Dirac
brackets when second-class constraints are present. Thus, in the case of the nonprojectable
theory the whole procedure applies using Dirac brackets.

Our first aim in this paper is to develop a detailed study of the BRST symmetry in
both versions of the Hotava theory. We obtain explicit expressions for these transformations
and study how the invariance of the action is achieved. We show this explicitly, beyond the
formal definitions of the general BF'V quantization. Since we pursue to make a general study,
we develop the BRST transformations on nonperturbative variables and in the whole phase
space, including the subset where the second-class constraints are not satisfied (the exception
is the transformation of the gauge-fixing terms, which are defined in terms of perturbative
variables). We find the interesting result that most of the BRST transformations can be
modeled in terms of a spatial diffeomorphism along one of the ghost vector fields. We take
this result as the basis to operate the BRST symmetry on the quantum action. Moreover,
we show explicitly the nilpotence of the BRST transformations, where the diffeomorphism
along the ghost field plays a prominent role. For a possible application to renormalization, it
is important to elucidate the local or nonlocal character of the BRST transformations. We
discuss how this is related to the second-class constraints.

Our second objective is to take advantage of the well-posed BF'V quantization to study
the unitarity of the Hofava theory, which is a fundamental feature of the S matrix. We
remark that the BFV formalism was developed precisely to show the unitarity of relativis-
tic theories (Yang-Mills theory, general relativity) when relativistic gauges are used. The
unitarity is achieved by making use of the capacity of the formalism to change the gauge
condition. In this paper we show that, once the BFV quantization has been completed under
an appropriate gauge condition, and assuming that the solution of a second-class constraint
exists, the integration on all unphysical variables leads to a canonical path integral with the
correct degrees of freedom on the integration and with measure 1. We give evidence for the
existence of the solution of the second-class constraint under certain limits.



2 BFYV quantization of the nonprojectable case

Hotava’s gravitational theory is formulated using the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) vari-
ables of the given foliation, N(¢,Z), N'(t,Z), and g¢;;(t,Z). The foliation-preserving diffeo-
morphisms are defined by ot = f(t), d2° = ('(t,Z). Their action of the ADM variables
is

SN = "N+ fN+ [N, (2.1)
ON; = CFOuN; + Nyd,C* + gy + [N + fIN,
0gi; = Ckﬁkgij + ng(,-aj)gk + fGij -

Among these transformations, only the spatial diffeomorphisms (f = 0, ¢*(¢,Z) arbitrary)
constitute a gauge symmetry in the strict sense. The nonprojectable case is defined by the
condition of the lapse function N(¢,Z) that can be a function of time and the space, whereas
in the projectable case it is restricted to be a function only of time (and, consequently, it is
an spurious degree of freedom). The nonprojectable case exhibits a dynamics closer to the
one of general relativity. In this section, we study the nonprojectable case.

Given the foliation, the action of the nonprojectable theory is [1, 13]

S = / dtd’z/gN (K; K7 — AK* = V) . (2.4)

The kinetic terms of the Lagrangian are defined in terms of the extrinsic curvature tensor,

K = % (955 —2VNy) K =g"Kj;. (2.5)
V is called the potential. It contains the higher-order spatial derivatives, whose order is
identified with the parameter z, such that the higher-order terms are of 2z order in spatial
derivatives. In this paper it is sufficient to consider the (2 + 1)-dimensional theory, since the
3 + 1 case is conceptually equal. The 2 + 1 theory requires a potential of z = 2 order for
power-counting renormalizability. The complete potential is [14]

Y = —BR—ad®+ a1 R?+ aza’ + asRa® + aua®V;a
+a5RV,-ai + aﬁviajviaj + a7(V,-ai)2 s (26)
where oN
a; = ;\f . a*=apa”. (2.7)

V; and R are the covariant derivative and the Ricci scalar of the spatial metric g;;. The
coupling constants of the theory are A\, 5, a, ai,...,a;. We use shorthand for frequent
combinations of these coupling constants,

1—-A A

TT 1o T 1w

Qgr = Qg + Q7 . (28)



In the Hamiltonian formulation [15, 16, 17] the canonically conjugate pairs are (g;;, 7)
and (N, Py). After the Legendre transformation, the primary classical Hamiltonian results
in

P 2
HO:/deHO, Ho = \/gN <%+a—%+v) . (2.9)

The constraint that corresponds to the involutive functions under Dirac brackets in the BFV
quantization is _
H; = —29;; V7 =0. (2.10)

As it is well known from general relativity, this is the generator of the spatial diffeomorphisms
on the canonical pair (g;;, 7). The second-class constraints are

0, = Ho+ ﬁ(QaVi(Nai) — 40,V (Na*a') — 2a3V;(NRa') + 206V'V! (NV ;a;)

+ay (V?(Na?) = 2V(Na'V;a?)) + asVA(NR) + 2a7v2(Nv,-ai)) —0,
(2.11)
0o = Py=0. (2.12)

An important feature of the nonprojectable theory is that the primary Hamiltonian (2.9)
can be written as the integral of one of the second-class constraints [18],

Hy = /d2x91. (2.13)

This holds because the terms in 6; that are not contained in H, are total derivatives that
vanish after spatial integration.! The phase space of the classical theory is spanned by
{gij, ™7, N, Py}. These are eight functional degrees of freedom. The theory has the con-
straints H;, 61, and Ay, which sum up four conditions. The gauge symmetry of the spatial
diffeomorphism eliminate two more degrees, leaving a physical phase space of dimension two.
This is the physical phase space of a scalar mode.?

We present a summary of the BFV quantization of the nonprojectable Hotava theory
using a specific gauge-fixing condition. Further details about the procedure can be found in
Refs. [4, 9]. The phase space is extended by adding the canonical pairs (N?,7;), (C%,P;),
and (C;, P?) to it. The last two pairs are the BFV ghosts. The definition of the BFV path
integral is

Z = / DVe's, (2.14)
where the measure and the action are given, respectively, by

DV = Dg;;Dr"DNDPyDN*Dr, DC'DP;DC;DP x §(6,)5(0:)1/det{6,,0,}, (2.15)

S = /dtd% (wijg;-j + PyN +mN' + PiC' 4 PO — H@> : (2.16)

In d = 3 spatial dimensions, there are nonzero boundary terms in (2.13). They ensure the differentiability
of the functional, similar to the Hamiltonian formulation of general relativity (see Refs. [16, 17]).

2In three spatial dimensions the field variables {g;;, 7, N, Py} sum 14, the constraints H;, 61, and 6
give five and the spatial diffeomorphisms three. The result is a physical phase space of dimension six: two
tensorial modes and one extra scalar mode.



The quantum gauge-fixed Hamiltonian density is defined by
Hy = Ho+{V,Q}p, (2.17)

where €2 is the generator of the BRST symmetry, ¥ is a gauge-fixing fermionic function and
{, }p indicates Dirac brackets. According to the general formalism, to obtain €2 the algebra
of spatial diffeomorphisms,

{Mi, H;} = UM, (2.18)

is required. By using the explicit form of U¥, the BRST charge becomes?

YR

The delta §(62) in the measure forces Py to be a spurious variable after the integration.
Nevertheless, it is interesting to keep Py active in the formalism, specially to study the BRST
transformations in the whole phase space. We promote the two deltas §(#;) and §(6s) to
the quantum canonical Lagrangian by means of the integration on the Lagrange multipliers
A and B, respectively. Moreover, the particular algebra of constraints yields the important

simplification
\/det{0,,0,} = det{6,0,}. (2.20)

This determinant can also be incorporated to the canonical Lagrangian by means of a pair of
fermionic ghosts, which we denote by n, 7. Thus, the measure of the second-class constraints
becomes

5(91)5(92)\/det{9p, Hq = /DADBDTTDT} exXp [Z / dtddl' (Ael + 892 + 'f_]{el, 92}7})

(2.21)

The main theorem of the BFV formalism guarantees that the path integral (2.14) is

independent of the fermionic function W. A form of the gauge-fixing condition, and hence of

U, that has been used in the quantization of the Hofava theory [4, 9, 10] is taken from the
relativistic theories

Ni—x'=0, (2.22)
U =P,N" + Cix', (2.23)

where Y is a free functional part of the gauge condition that must be specified to complete
it. With the form of Q given in (2.19) and ¥ in (2.23), and assuming that x* does not
depend on the BFV ghosts, we obtain that the gauge-fixed Hamiltonian (2.17) takes the
generic form

Hy =Ho+ HiN' + PP =P (V0,0 4 N'O,C7) + mix
(2.24)

5’
+ Gy, 1} pCY +05N P

3In Refs. [4, 9] we presented the BFV quantization using a simplified notation: integrals needed for the
definition of some functionals like {2 were omitted.




We may take the y* factor that connects to the renormalizable projectable theory [2, 4]. The
perturbative variables are defined by

9ij = 0ij + hij, 7 =p7, N=1+n, N =n' (2.25)

On the rest of quantum fields, we keep the original notation, considering them of perturbative
order. We denote the trace of h;; by h = hy. In 2+ 1 dimensions, the required gauge-fixing
condition is

X' = DY71; — 2A0;hi; + 2pA0;h — 2601k s (2.26)

where B
DY = (SWA + Ii&ij y A= 8kk (227)

p=ANl+k), p=1-2X+2k(1 — A) for future use, and x is an arbitrary constant. We
use the shorthand 8;;..x = 9;0; - - - 9. The coefficients in x* has been chosen to simplify the
resulting propagators of the quantum fields. Under the gauge-fixing condition (2.26), the
path integral takes the form

exp |:Z / dtd2l’ <pijilij + PNﬁ + Wiﬁi + 75201 + PZCZ - Ho - Hlnl - 7527)Z (2 28)
+ 75,(71]0]6” + nlajC'J) — Wigijﬂ'j + QWZ(Aa]h” — pA@Zh + Kaijkhjk)

20" (5527 + pA0y) C; + Ab + By + {61 .02} |

In this action, the objects Ho, H;, 01, and {6; , 02} must be expanded at the required order
in perturbations.

3 BRST symmetry

For a theory with second-class constraints the BRST transformations are defined by means
of a canonical transformation with Dirac brackets,

dap = {v, e, (3.1)

where ¢ stands for a generic object that depends on the canonical variables and € is the
fermionic parameter of the BRST transformation. The BRST charge of the Hotava theory is
given in Eq. (2.19). On the canonical fields g;; and 7/, the result of the BRST transformation
is a diffeomorphism along the vector Ce,*

5Qgij = 8kgijCke + 2gk(i8j)6’ke = 5%«159” , (32)
S = O e — 2770 9,0 e + 79 0,CFe = SOt (3.3)

4In Ref. [2], using perturbative variables under the Lagrangian formalism of the projectable theory, the
BRST transformation on h;; was identified as a diffeomorphism along C*.



Interestingly, the BRST transformations of other fields also involve the diffeomorphism
along C'. This is the case of N. Let us see how this works in detail. As a consequence of
dealing with Dirac brackets, there arises the factor

56,
{61.62} = . (3.4)

The direct computation from (3.1) yields
5QN = —W{91 ,?—LiC’i}e, (35)

e ()" »

We may write this transformation in a more illustrative form. 6, is a spatial density that
depends exclusively on the canonical fields g;;, 77, and N. H,;, defined in (2.10), is the gen-
erator of the spatial diffeomorphisms on the canonical pair (g;;, 7). The complete generator
that also acts on the pair (N, Py) is

H; + 0:,0;N . (3.7)

Thus, in (3.5) we may recover the spatial diffeomorphism on 6, if we complete the generator
(3.7), compensating with an extra term,

SoN = —Wdig, + W{6,,0,0,NC'}e. (3.8)

Due to the functional dependence of 6;, the last bracket in this equation is simplified:
{61,020, NC"}e = {60 ,02}0;NC"e. Hence, Eq. (3.8) becomes

SoN = —Wdig, + ;,NC'e = —Watg, + 63EN . (3.9)

Another interesting case is the transformation of the ghost field C? itself. Its BRST
transformation can be interpreted as a spatial diffeomorphism on it along the same vector
Cle,

5oC" = 9,C'Ce = 5dlffC’Z (3.10)
This diffeomorphism of C* along itself is not zero due the Grassmann nature of C* and e.
The last field whose BRST transformation involves a diffeomorphism is P;,

5aP; = (9;P,C7 + P;0,C7 + P;0;C7) e + Hie = 030 P; + He . (3.11)

The rest of transformations on the other fields are computed straightforwardly from (3.1).
In summary, the BRST transformations of the quantized theory are given by

5992] 5dlﬂgm > 5Q7Tij = 5%?”” )

SoN = 03IN — Wodie, | doPy =0,

5QNi = 732 5971’,' = 0, (312)
50O = 6dIHCZ S P; = 5le73 + H;e,

5o Pl = () 90C; = me.



Now we study the explicit operation of these transformations on the quantum action.
To manage this, it is convenient to separate the quantum action in four sectors: the kinetic
terms, the primary Hamiltonian H,, the gauge-fixing terms that come from {¥,Q}p, and
the measure of the second-class constraints (2.21). We start with the transformation of the
primary Hamiltonian Hy. One may use the fact that its integral is equivalent to the integral
of the second-class constraint 61, Eq. (2.13). By doing the functional calculus explicitly, we

obtain
00 00 00
00 /d xH /d x <5g” 009 + 57riﬂ5 4 —6N59N)

:/d2$ (ggl o ;91 g?\}édlﬂN 5d1391) (313)

=0,

where we have used that 6; depends only on g;;, 77, and N. Note that the exact cancellation
holds in the whole phase space, including the region where the constraints are not zero.
This procedure can be generalized for any functional F that depends only on the canonical
variables g;;, 7/ and N,

0F oF oOF oF

- v B i _ gdiff =YY diff
SoF = —bogis + 5 0ol = 0EF - STWEEe, (3.14)

Next, we check the transformation of the kinetic terms. In the process we discard total
time derivatives since the action of the field theory has initial and final boundaries at infinity.
Thus, the transformation

5o (wiNi n 73"0‘,-) (3.15)

vanishes since it forms a total time derivative. The transformation of the other BFV ghosts
can be grouped in two parts,

o (P.C) = (5dlﬂ”7> Ci - —7> 5leC’) — H;Crie. (3.16)

By using the explicit form of the diffeomorphisms, we obtain that the terms between brackets
cancel out exactly. Similarly, and using the form of H; explicitly, the last term combines
with the transformation

dq (ﬂ'ijgij) = 52‘?””%] i](sglfgu (3.17)

to cancel completely between them. The last kinetic term to consider is
5o (PNN> — 0,0, (5aN) . (3.18)

This transformation does not vanish outside the constrained surface. In the following we show
that this nonzero transformation can be compensated by the transformation of a Lagrange
multiplier, hence the BRST invariance is kept in the full phase space.

We study the sector of the quantum Lagrangian associated with the measure of the
second-class constraints, Eq. (2.21). A is the Lagrange multiplier of 6;. This constraint is

9



left invariant by the BRST transformation since it is a second-class constraint. Consequently,
we impose

SoA=0. (3.19)

B is also a multiplier of a second-class constraint, but there is still the nonzero transformation
(3.18) proportional to . Hence we require

SoB = —0,(5aN) = =0, (65 N) + 0, (W656,) . (3.20)

Finally, the transformation of the ghosts 7, 7 must be defined in such a way that the integral
of the last term in (2.21) remains invariant. Notice that the bracket {6;,65}, given in (3.4),
is a functional of g;;, 7 and N. Thus, by using formula (3.14), we obtain

591) B 626,

Woedig, (3.21)

_ odiff
da{fr, 02} = 0c (6N SNON

We may get the combination 7{6;,6:}n to transform with a diffeomorphisms along C’e,
hence its integral is invariant, if we define the transformation of the ghosts as follows:

1 520,
o dlff diff
bon = O + 5 =W 046, (3.22)
1 %0
- dlff 1 2 — odiff
ol = O + 5 5 WO, (3.23)

Finally, we study the BRST transformation of the gauge-fixing terms in (2.28). Since
the gauge-fixing condition is imposed on perturbative variables, we study the linearized
transformations. The linearized version of the BRST transformations (3.12) of the fields
involved in the gauge-fixing are

5thj == 28(2-(7)»)6, 5Q7Tij = O,
don' = Ple, dami =0,
o o (3.24)
0oC" =10, 0P = He,
59737' = O, 5QCZ = T;€E.

In the quantum Lagrangian (2.28), the quadratic-order terms coming from the gauge-fixing
are

—Hmi - 751732 - Wigijﬂ'j + 27T2(A8jh2] — pA&Zh + Ii&ijkhjk) + 262 (5ijA2 —+ ﬁA&Z]) Cj . (325)
Cancellations between these terms work as follows:

So(mDm;) =0, (3.26)
59 [WZ(A@h” — pA@,h + Kaijkhjk)] = —59 [C_ﬂ (5,']'A2 + ﬁAa,» C]} .

A further question about the BRST transformations (3.12) is their locality. This is
affected by the presence of the second-class constraints (we recall that in the BFV formalism

10



only the second-class constraints are imposed directly). Dirac brackets are intrinsically
nonlocal operations when applied to a field theory (unlike the case of a mechanical system).
Therefore, nonlocal effects on the BRST transformations are to be expected. Specifically,
nonlocal effects arise in the last term of doN in (3.12). We remark that this is not an
obstruction for the consistency of the BRST transformations in the whole phase space, as
we have proven. Moreover, by evaluating the transformation of N on the surface where
the second-class constraints are satisfied, hence §; = 0 and 6319, = 0, it becomes a pure
diffeomorphism on NNV,

SoN = 03I N (3.27)

This transformation is a local operation. The rest of the transformations in (3.12) are local.
Therefore, we find that the BRST symmetry transformations are strictly local operations
when the theory is restricted to the surface where the second-class constraints are satisfied.
The Hamiltonian, with the gauge-fixing condition, is also local.

4 Nilpotence of the BRST transformations

It is illustrative to see explicitly how the nilpotence of the BRST transformations is based
largely on the diffeomorphism along C'c. We can study this on nonperturbative variables
and on the whole phase space.

We introduce the BRST operator s, such that the BRST transformation of a field ¢ is
00 = es¢. Let us start with the case of the spatial metric,

We compute the square action of the BRST transformation in the form dq(sg;;) [19]. By
operating this transformation on sg;; and substituting (3.2) and (3.10) into it, we get that
it cancels completely. The square transformation dq(s7%) is a computation parallel to this
one. From the transformation of NV in (3.12) we obtain

sN = —;NC' + W diftg, | (4.2)
S38), = 9,0,C" + 0,0,C" . (4.3)

Note that the diffeomorphism §3i; is of Grassmann nature and does not involve the pa-
rameter e. When computing the square do(sN), a required term is 5oW5d0,. W, given in
(3.6), depends only on g;;, 7 and N; hence formula (3.14) applies:

S W sdifg, = <6dlffW - %W&dlﬁel) §diflg, — sdifiyy sditg, (4.4)

In the last equality we have used §3i0; x 6difig; = 0, due to the Grassmann nature of C".
Transformation (4.4) requires a diffeomorphism on W, which is a scalar density of weight
—1. Another term that is required is

Woa(63%0,) = =W (8,6:60C" + 6:0:60C") (4.5)

11



where we have used dgf; = 0 since 6, is a second-class constraint. After using (4.4) and (4.5),
the vanishing of the square transformation dq(s/N) becomes a straightforward computation.
The vanishing of dg(sC?) is a direct result from (3.10). The transformation sP; is extracted
from (3.11). When computing the square dq(sP;), a useful fact is doH; = 0ETH,, since H;
is a functional only of g;; and 7 and the formula (3.14) can be applied for it. In addition,
the transformation of the terms linear in P; in (3.11) generates terms linear in H;; they
form another 6&TH, factor that cancels the previous one. The rest is a straightforward
computation to arrive at the vanishing of do(sP;). The remaining fields in (3.12) have an
obvious nilpotent action of the BRST transformation.

5 Unitarity of the nonprojectable case

The unitarity of the S matrix holds if the path integral can be formulated as an integral
over physical or reduced phase space with measure 1 (that is, the measure only contains
the differentials of the independent physical fields). Previously we discussed that the 2 + 1
theory must describe the physics of a scalar mode (the so-called extra scalar mode of the
Hotava theory). We first check that the global balance in the quantum theory matches with
this: in (2.14) the bosonic canonical fields {g;;, 7, N, Py, N*,7;} sum up 12 independent
degrees of freedom. The BFV ghosts {C?, P;, C;, P'} are introduced to reduce the dynamics
on the phase space, and they sum up 8 degrees of freedom. There are two Dirac deltas for
the second-class constraints; hence there remains 2 degrees of freedom in the physical phase
space. This is the quantum scalar mode.

The reduction of the phase space requires us to solve the second-class constraints. Below
we shall see that the measure leads naturally to solve the constraint #; for N; hence this is
a requisite for unitarity. We discuss first the existence of the solution. By considering the
complete 2 + 1 theory with the terms of order z = 2, we have that the #; = 0 constraint
(2.11) can be posed as a fourth-order nonlinear differential equation for N:

206N ' V'V (NV;a;) + 20;N7'V*(NV,a') + ay (NT'V?(Na?) — 2V,(a'V;d’) — a*V;a')
+3a6V'a’ V,a; + a7(Vid')* — 4a,V,(a*a’) + a5 (RVia' + NT'V*(NR))

—as (2V¢(Rai) + Raz) +a (QViai + a2) — 3awa’

= —a1R*+ R — g " (79m; +o7°) . (5.1)

Its highest-order derivative comes from the first two terms, resulting in
2(0&6 + a7)gijgkl8ijkl InN. (52)

Since ¢;; is a Riemannian metric, this term is an elliptic operator acting on In N. The
linearized version of Eq. (5.1) is a fourth-order elliptic equation,

2(056 + Oé7)A27l + 2aAn = (—OA5A + ﬁ) (—Ah + &Jhw) . (53)

To hold this feature, we require
g + oy # 0. (54)

12



To talk about the existence of the solution of Eq. (5.3), we adopt the exposition of Ref. [20],
which uses the Hilbert space approach on linear elliptic equations of higher order. According
to the theorems collected in this book [20], if a Dirichlet problem is posed with Eq. (5.3),
the weak solution exists if the associate homogeneous equation 2(ag + a7)A?n + 2aAn = 0
has n = 0 as its only solution.

In the high-energy regime, the low-order derivatives in Eq. (5.3) can be neglected, such
that the resulting equation has only the squared Laplacian operator on n,

2(0&6 + a7)A2n = —Oé5A (—Ah + &Jhm) . (55)

In this case the solution can be given in a closed way by means of the convolution with the
fundamental solution of A? in two dimensions, which is

NE(r)=d0),  K@r)=g s, (5.6)
where 7 = /2?2 + 23. For d = 3 and other dimensions, the fundamental solution of the
operator A* can be found in Ref. [21]. Moreover, in Ref. [21] the fundamental solution for
a more general elliptic operator, having nonconstant coefficients or low-order derivatives as
(5.3), is presented in terms of plane waves (see also [20]).

Further evidence for the existence of the solution of (5.1) comes from a different limit: the
large-distance limit on nonperturbative variables. Under this approximation, discarding all
spatial derivatives of fourth order, Eq. (5.1) becomes a linear elliptic equation of second-order

for VN (see [17]),
4aV*/N — (BR — g~ (7 + om?)) VN =0 (5.7)

(whenever @ # 0). Summarizing, the two limiting cases given in Egs. (5.5) and (5.7) have
solutions, for the linearized equation (5.3) there is a theory under which the weak solution
can be addressed, whereas other approaches are available, and the complete Eq. (5.1) remains
as a nonlinear equation with a highest-order operator that is elliptic.

To make the reduction of the path integral, we return to an undefined gauge-fixing
function x*; condition (2.26) is not imposed. The path integral is taken in its form (2.14),
with the Hamiltonian Hg given in (2.24). We show that the unitarity of the S matrix
naturally leads to the necessity of the solution of #; in terms of N: the delta §(6;) sets
Py = 0, eliminating the kinetic term PyN. According to (3.4), the measure associated with

the second-class constraints becomes
00, .
6(0)det | — | =6(N — N .
00 der (51 ) =608 - ). (5.5

where we have posed the constraint §; = 0 as an equation for N, and we have denoted by
N its solution, assuming that it exists at arbitrary order or at nonperturbative level. Thus,
the measure of the second-class constraints naturally leads to fixing N after the reduction
of the phase space. The path integral takes the form

7 = / Dg,; D" DN*Dmy DC*'DP;,DC;DP’
, , . (5.9)
X exp [z / dtd*x (Wijg;jj +mN +P,C + PC; — HW‘N:N)} )
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Hy depends functionally on N only through H, and the gauge-fixing condition y*. The
second-class constraints have been eliminated, but the phase space still contains several
unphysical variables.

To arrive at the final unitary form, we apply the procedure developed in Refs. [22, 23].
The first step is to integrate the BF'V ghosts. Suppose that ®'(g;;, 7) = 0 is a gauge-fixing
condition of interest. To adapt the BFV quantization to this gauge we set

) 1_. -
XZ = gq)l(gijaﬂ-w) y (510)

where ¢ is an arbitrary numerical parameter. The BF'V theorem ensures that the resulting
path integral is independent of . Hence, by taking at the end the limit ¢ — 0 we recover
the desired gauge-fixing condition ® = 0. Simultaneously, the following rescaling on 7; and
C; is done,

T —» €Ty, C'Z—>€CZ (511)

Since C; is a Grassmann variable, the Jacobian of this rescaling is one. The Hamiltonian
(2.24) takes the form
Holyeg = Holy_x + HiN'+ PP = P; (N70,C* + N'0;C7) + @' + C;{ @', H,;}C7 . (5.12)

Ho| y_x depends exclusively on the canonical pair (g;;, 7). Note that the last term of this
Hamiltonian has a Poisson bracket indicated, instead of a Dirac bracket. This is consistent
with the fact that we have solved the second-class constraints. The path integral takes the
form

7= / Dg;;Dr DN Dy DC*DP,DC;DP’

X exp {z / dtd*z <7Tijg;;j L em N+ PO+ ePiIC — H‘I’|N:]\7>] . o1
Now we may take the limit ¢ — 0, obtaining
7 = / Dg,;Dr DN *DmyDC'DP;DC;DP’
X exp {i/dtd% (wijg;-j — Ho|y—g — HiN' — ;@' (5.14)

P (P = ¢ = NIO,CT = N9, ) - G0 mhe7 )]
A shift on the P’ field with unit Jacobian leads us to the quadratic form —7P;P?; hence the

integration on these momenta can be done with no consequences on the path integral. Next,
the integration on N*, m;, C;, and C* leads to the form of the path integral,

7 = / Dg;;DrI6(H;)0(D") det{®", H,;} exp [Z / dtd*z (m¥ gi; —HO\N:N)] : (5.15)

This is the Faddeev formula for the path integral of a system with first-class constraints only
[22]. The first-class constraint is H;(g;;,7) = 0, and the canonical gauge-fixing condition
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is ®'(gij, ) = 0. The last step is to show that this path integral can be formulated
strictly as an integral over the physical phase space with measure 1, yielding a unitary S
matrix. We apply Faddeev’s procedure to achieve this [22]. It consists of making a canonical
transformation on the phase space with the aim of identifying a part of the new canonical
variables directly with the unphysical degrees of freedom and the rest with the physical
ones. The consistent formulation of a system with first-class constraints requires that the
gauge-fixing condition ®° satisfies

det{®" , H;} #0, (5.16)
{®', dI} =0. (5.17)

We perform a canonical transformation on the coordinates (g;;, 7), where the new coor-
dinates are labeled by the two sets of canonical fields: (g;,p‘) and (¢*,p*).> The canonical
transformation preserves the kinetic terms in (5.15) and has unit Jacobian since it is done
on bosonic variables. By virtue of condition (5.17), we can use the canonical transformation
to make the identification

O (gu, ) =1’ (5.18)
With this setting the condition (5.16) takes the form
OH,;
det 2] #0. 5.19
(52 (5.19)

This implies that the constraint H; = 0 can be solved for the g; variables. On the basis of
(5.18) and the solution of H; = 0, the physical phase space is defined by the equations,

p=0, q¢=q(dp), (5.20)

such that (¢*, p*) are free coordinates on the physical phase space. We can transform the
factors of the measure in (5.15) as follows:

3004 den (', 3} = 3034 den (T2) = s(a, ala' ), (521

where ¢;(¢*, p*) identifies the solution of H; = 0 (5.20). Therefore, the integration on g; sets
¢ = ¢;(q*, p*) and the integration on p’ sets p* = 0. There are no more factors remaining in
the measure. The path integral (5.15) becomes

7 = /Dq*Dp* exp {z’/dtdzx (p*q* — Ho

r)} i (5.22)
where I is the subset of the phase space defined by
N=N, ¢=ual¢.p), =0 (5.23)

['* is the physical phase space, since any unphysical variable has been eliminated to define
it. In the present theory, (¢*,p*) are the coordinates of the physical scalar mode, and the
physical Hamiltonian Hy|p« depends exclusively on them.

5In arbitrary spatial dimensions d, the splitting is (¢;,p’) and (¢*4,p*4), with i = 1,...,d and A =

1,...,4d(d-1).

3
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6 Projectable case

The projectable version of the Hotava theory is defined by the condition that the lapse func-
tion is a function only of time, N = N(¢). This condition is preserved by the gauge-symmetry
group of the theory, the foliation-preserving diffeomorphisms (see Eq. (2.1)). Therefore, this
case constitutes an independent formulation of the theory. In this case N(t) is a pure gauge
degree of freedom; we may use the symmetry transformation 6t = f(¢) to set N = 1, a
condition that we assume throughout this section. The Lagrangian of the projectable case
is given by (2.4), where the potential V(g;;) depends only on the spatial metric. In 2 + 1
dimensions, excluding the term linear in the spatial Ricci scalar since it leads to a topological
invariant, the z = 2 potential is given by

V= qyR*. (6.1)

In the classical canonical formulation [24], the canonical pair is (g;;, 7). The central
difference between the dynamics of the nonprojectable and projectable case is that the
latter has only first-class constraints, which is given by the momentum constraint (2.10). An
analog of the local “Hamiltonian” constraint is absent. Instead, here there arises the global
(integrated) constraint,

1 ; A
/ dzl’H = O, H = % <7T]7Tij + mﬂ'z) + \/EV . (62)
The primary Hamiltonian density can be determined by

Hy = / d*rHy = / d*zH. (6.3)

Thus, the primary Hamiltonian density is equivalent to H. The classical functional variables
are {g;;, ™}, which sum six. The constraint H; has 2 degrees and there are 2 more degrees
in the spatial diffeomorphisms. The resulting physical phase space has dimension two, the
same as the nonprojectable case.

We show a summary of the BFV quantization of the projectable theory. Details can be
found in Ref. [4]. The BFV path integral is

7 = / Dg,;Dr"DN*DmDC*DP,DP'DC;
S (6.4)
exp |:Z/ dtd%b’(?‘(ijg;‘j—|—7Tka+PiCi—|—PiCZ‘—7‘[\1;):| .

The BRST generator 2 has the same form of the nonprojectable case, Eq. (2.19). By
adopting the fermionic gauge-fixing function (2.23), we obtain the gauge-fixed Hamiltonian

where the gauge-fixing condition is independent of the BF'V ghost.
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Since this is a theory with first-class constraints only, the BRST symmetry transforma-
tions with parameter e are defined by dqp = {¢, Q}e. The transformations result to be the
same as the nonprojectable case (3.12), if the pair N, Py is excluded. Thus, we have again
that the spatial diffeomorphism along the vector C'e plays a prominent role. The primary
Hamiltonian is BRST invariant:

oH oH i
onHo = /dzx (@59% + mémr]) = /dzx o8 = 0. (6.6)

Since the BRST transformations are the same, the invariance of the kinetic terms of the
action follows the same steps from (3.15) to (3.17). If we adopt the gauge-fixing form (2.26),
then the proof of the invariance of the terms associated with the gauge fixing is parallel to
the nonprojectable case. This completes the invariance of the action.

To prove the unitarity of the S matrix, we manage the integration on the ghost fields.
We assume that the gauge-fixing condition has the form (5.10) and we rescale the fields
and C; as in (5.11). We take the limit ¢ — 0 and then we integrate on P?,P;. The path
integral takes the form

7 = / Dg,;Dr"DN*DmyDC'DC;
X exp [z / dt d’x (#jg;-j —H — N*H — m,®F — C;{®°, Hk}C’“)] . (6.7)
:/DgijDﬂijé(CI)k)é(Hi) det{®?, H;} exp [z/ dt d%(ﬂ“g;j — ’H)] :

We have arrived at the Faddeev form of the S matrix [22]. The action has a canonical form
on the variables (g;;, 77); H is a functional of (g;;, 7”) from the beginning. By repeating
the same steps of section 5, the unitary form of the S matrix can be proven, describing the
quantum dynamics of a scalar mode.

Conclusions

We have succeed in finding explicit expressions for the BRST symmetry transformations
of the Horava theory, both in its nonprojectable and projectable versions, under the BFV
formalism. These expressions have allowed us to prove the BRST invariance of the quantum
action explicitly. The consistency of the BRST symmetry is a fundamental aspect for the
quantization of the theory. This may be an input for a future proof of the renormalization of
the nonprojectable case. We find a very useful result in the fact that these transformations
can be cast in terms of a diffcomorphism along the ghost vector field C?, including the
transformation of the ghost itself and its conjugate momentum. The transformation of
various objects that are tensors or tensor densities can be managed in terms of the spatial
diffeomorphism. We have done the analysis in the original nonperturbative variables and
in the whole phase space, including the region where the second-class constraints are not
satisfied. Regarding this, the BRST transformations are strictly local when evaluated on the
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constrained surface, where the quantum theory is defined. Outside this surface, there are
nonlocal contributions.

We have proved that, if we assume that the solution of the #; = 0 constraint in terms
of the lapse function N exists, then the unitarity of the theory holds, including the case
when the theory is quantized under the gauge required for renormalization, thanks to the
independence of the BFV formalism on the gauge chosen. The necessity of the solution for
N arises naturally in the reduction to the physical degrees of freedom, since the quantum
measure leads to solve the constraint #; = 0 for IV, a condition that is not evident at the level
of the classical theory. This constraint is a nonlinear equation for N. We have appealed to
its linearized version to arrive at a linear elliptic equation of fourth order (in the 2+ 1 case).
According to the results in the literature, existence in a general higher-order linear equation
has been proven under certain conditions. In the high-energy limit of the linearized theory,
the solution can be given in a closed way by the convolution with the fundamental solution,
which is known. Another limit we have presented is the large-distance limit. In this case,
0, = 0 becomes a linear elliptic equation of second order, which is a well-known case, and it
is of nonperturbative character. These evidences lead us to believe that the solution for N
of the 6, = 0 constraint exists at any order.
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