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Abstract

We find covariant canonical formalism for Weyl invariant gravity.
We discuss constraint structure of this theory and its gauge fixed form.

1 Introduction and Summary

It is well known that theories with reduced diffeomorphism invariance
are far less restricted than diffeomorphism invariant theories, striking
example is famous Hořava-Lifschitz gravity [1, 2]. Another example
of theories with restricted diffeomorphism are theories invariant un-
der transverse diffeomorphisms and Weyl transformations [3, 4, 5].
These theories offer very interesting alternative to General Relativity
(GR) and they firstly emerged with the observation that theory of self-
interacting gravitons does not need to be General Relativity. Instead
such alternatives could be Weyl transverse gravities (WTG) or uni-
modular gravities, for recent review, see for example [6, 7, 8]. It can
be shown that classical solutions of WTG and GR equations of motions
are equivalent however WTG or their gauge fixed version which is uni-
modular gravity imply that cosmological constant is radiative stable
[11], for recent extended discussion see [7]. Another interesting check
of the consistency of WTG was given in [9, 10], where Noether charge
formalism for these theories was developed. We would like again stress
that this is non-trivial result due to the restricted diffeomorphism in-
variance of WTG theories.

Since WTG theory possesses many interesting properties we mean
that it is natural to study WTG from different point of view. In this

1Email addresses: J. Klusoň: klu@physics.muni.cz, B. Matouš: bmatous@mail.muni.cz
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paper we focus on covariant canonical formulation, known as Weyl-De
Donder formalism [12, 13], of this theory. Main advantage of Weyl-De
Donder formalism is that it treats all partial derivatives as equivalent
when we define conjugate momenta which is especially useful in case of
manifestly diffeomorphism invariant theories. This alternative treat-
ment of the canonical formalism of field theories was further developed
for example in [14, 15, 16], for review, see [17]2.

In order to find covariant canonical formalism of WTG theory we
should proceed in similar way as in case of Einstein-Hilbert action
[20, 23] when we split Lagrangian into bulk part and boundary part. In
case of WTG theory we should be very careful due to absence of the de-
terminant of metric in the action and we find that corresponding form
of bulk Lagrangian is different from Einstein-Hilbert action. Then we
proceed to the definition of conjugate momenta. Following very careful
analysis presented in [20, 22] we introduce new variable fab instead of
gab that is related to gab by point transformation fab =

√−ggab. An
importance of this variable was already stressed in [24, 25, 26]. As was
argued in [20] canonical form of Einstein Hilbert action has remark-
able simple form expressed with the help of variables (fab, N c

ab) and it
is also independent on square root of f . In case of WTG gravity the
situation is slightly different when introducing fab and conjugate mo-
mentum N c

ab again simplifies canonical form of the action significantly
however the Hamiltonian still depends on the polynomial of the deter-
minant of matrix fab. On the other hand we will show that this fact
is crucial for the preservation of the primary constraints Gc ≡ fabN c

ab

whose presence is reflection of the invariance of the action under Weyl
rescaling of metric. In fact, in terminology of Dirac constrains system
it is natural to call Gc as the first class constraint. Then we show that
this gauge symmetry can be naturally fixed by introducing unimodular
constraint

√
−f = K where K is constant. In other words we repro-

duce using covariant canonical formalism that gauge fixed version of
WTG is unimodular gravity. Again this is rather non-trivial result due
to the fact that it is not completely clear how to deal with constraint
systems in covariant canonical gravity.

As the next step we perform covariant canonical analysis of Weyl
gravity which is formulated without auxiliary metric 3. We again per-
form splitting of the Lagrangian into bulk and boundary term. Then

2For another interesting applications of covariant canonical formalism, see for example
[18, 19].

3For recent discussion of this theory, see for example [29].
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we introduce new variable fab = (−g)αgab where α is arbitrary pa-
rameter. We choose general α in order to analyze possible dependence
of the Hamiltonian on α. Surprisingly we find that the Hamiltonian
does not depend on α at all. This is very remarkable result. Then
we identify corresponding Hamiltonian and primary constraints and
we show that they have exactly the same form as in case of the WTG
theory formulated in terms of auxiliary metric. Finally we express the
boundary Lagrangian as function of canonical variables and we show
that it can be derived from the bulk part of the Lagrangian which is in
agreement with the holographic relation between bulk and boundary
Lagrangians as was shown for example in [21]. We mean that this
is again non-trivial result due to the fact that WTG theory is not
invariant under full diffeomorphism.

Let us outline our results and suggest possible extension of this
work. We found covariant canonical formalism for WTG gravity. We
identified primary constraint which is generator of Weyl transforma-
tion. We also found corresponding equations of motion and we argued
that this gauge freedom can be fixed by unimodular constraint. On
the other hand there is an important problem in this analysis which is
the fact that the equations of motion of gauge fixed WTG gravity do
not reproduce equations of motion of unimodular gravity that were de-
rived recently in [27]. Unfortunately we are not able to identify origin
of non-equivalence of these two formulations. It is possible that they
are hidden in the basic structure of covariant canonical formalism or
our approach how we deal with the constraints in covariant canonical
gravity is too naive and more powerful techniques, as for example one
developed by Kanatchikov in [15] could be more appropriate for this
analysis. We hope to return to this problem in future. We also found
covariant Hamiltonian for WTG theory formulated without auxiliary
metric and we determined the boundary term as function of canonical
variables. We also shown that this boundary term can be expressed
with the variation of the bulk term with respect to the derivative of
canonical variable which is in agreement with the holographic inter-
pretation of WTG gravity.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section (2) we
introduce WTG gravity formulated with the auxiliary metric and we
determine corresponding covariant Hamiltonian. Then in section (3)
we perform the same analysis in case of WTG gravity formulated in
terms of physical metric and we again find corresponding Hamiltonian
and primary constraints.
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2 Weyl Invariant Theory of Gravity in

Covariant Formalism

In this section we present basic facts about Weyl invariant gravity and
we find its covariant form. The natural formulation of Weyl invariant
gravity is based on an introduction of auxiliary metric

g̃ab =

(

ω2

− det g

)

1

n

gab (1)

that is manifestly invariant under rescaling

g′ab(x) = Ω(x)gab(x) . (2)

Note that n labels number of space-time dimensions. Further, ω(x)
can be generally n dimensional volume form. For simplicity we will
presume that ω is constant. Then we can write an action for Weyl
gravity in the form [4, 5]

S =

∫

dnxL , L =
1

16π
ωR̃(g̃) . (3)

In order to find covariant Hamiltonian formulation of Weyl gravity it
is natural to split Lagrangian into bulk and boundary term. Recall
that R̃ can be written as

R̃ = Q̃ mnl
k R̃k

mnl ,

R̃k
mnl = ∂nΓ̃

k
lm − ∂lΓ̃

k
nm + Γ̃k

npΓ̃
p
lm − Γ̃k

lpΓ̃
p
mn ,

Q̃ mnl
k =

1

2
(g̃mlδnk − g̃mnδlk) .

(4)

From the definition of Q̃ we get that it is anti-symmetric in the two
last indices Q̃mnl

k = −Q̃mln
k . Then we can write the scalar curvature

as
R̃ = 2∂n(Q̃

mnl
k Γ̃k

lm)− 2Γ̃k
lm∂nQ̃

mnl
k + 2Q̃ mnl

k Γ̃k
npΓ̃

p
lm , (5)

from this we immediately get both parts of Lagrangians. The boundary
part

Lbound =
ω

16π
∂n(2Q̃

mnl
k Γ̃k

lm) =
ω

16π
∂n(g̃

mlΓ̃n
lm − g̃mnΓ̃l

lm) , (6)
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and the bulk part

Lbulk =
ω

8π
Q̃ mnl

k Γ̃k
npΓ̃

p
lm − ω

8π
Γ̃k
lm∂nQ̃

mnl
k =

=
ω

16π

(

g̃mnΓ̃l
npΓ̃

p
lm − g̃mnΓ̃l

mlΓ̃
p
np

)

,

(7)

where we have used

2∂nQ̃
mnl
k = δlk(Γ̃

m
npg̃

pn + Γ̃n
npg̃

mp)− Γ̃m
kpg̃

pl − Γ̃l
kpg̃

mp . (8)

Before we proceed to the covariant canonical formalism we should
stress one important point which is the fact that Γ̃r

ra vanishes iden-

tically. In more details, writing g̃mn as g̃mn = Ωgmn ,Ω = ω
2
n

(−g)
1
n

we

get

Γ̃r
ri =

1

2
g̃rm∂ig̃mr =

1

2

∂ig

g
+

n

2Ω
∂iΩ = 0 (9)

as follows from the fact that

∂iΩ = −Ω

n

∂ig

g
. (10)

Then using the condition Γ̃r
ri = 0 the Lagrangian simplifies consider-

ably

L = Lbound + Lbulk ,

Lbulk =
ω

16π
Γ̃m
nkg̃

klΓ̃n
lm , Lbound =

ω

16π
∂n

[

g̃mlΓ̃n
lm

]

.

(11)

Now we are ready to find covariant canonical formulation of WTG
gravity. As the first step we introduce suitable canonical variables.
Recall that the theory is formulated with the help of auxiliary metric
(1). At first sight we should select gmn as the canonical variable. On
the other hand it was argued by Padmanabhan in many places, see
for example [20], that natural variable for the study of dynamics of
gravity should be chosen fab that is defined as

fab =
√
−ggab . (12)
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In fact, an importance of this object was already stressed in [26, 24, 25].
Then it is natural to find direct relation between g̃mn and fmn. First
of all from (12) we obtain

f = det fab, (−f) = (−g)
n−2

2 , (−g) = (−f)
2

n−2 (13)

Then after some manipulation we get direct relation between g̃ab and
fab in the form

g̃mn =

(

1

−ω2f

)
1

n

fmn, det g̃mn = − 1

ω2
, (14)

where g̃mn is inverse to g̃mn , g̃mng̃
nk = δkm. Clearly (14) is point

transformation.
Having selected fab as canonical variable we are ready to determine

corresponding conjugate momenta as

N c
ab =

∂Lbulk

∂(∂cfab)
=

∂Lbulk

∂(∂kg̃mn)

∂(∂k g̃mn)

∂(∂cfab)
=

= −Mkmn

(

g̃mr
∂(∂k g̃

rs)

∂(∂cfab)
g̃sn

)

,

(15)

where Mkmn is defined as

Mkmn =
∂Lbulk

∂(∂kg̃mn)
=

ω

8π

∂Γ̃r
ps

∂(∂kg̃mn)
g̃slΓ̃p

lr =
ω

16π
g̃mrΓ̃k

rlg̃
ln ,

(16)

as follows from definition of Lbulk given in (11) and where we also used
following variation

∂Γ̃r
ps

∂(∂kg̃mn)
=

1

4
g̃rt(δkp (δ

m
t δns + δnt δ

m
s ) + δks (δ

m
t δnp + δnt δ

m
p )− δkt (δ

m
p δns + δnp δ

m
s ) .

(17)

Since (14) is point transformation we obtain

∂(∂k g̃
rs)

∂(∂cfab)
= δck

∂g̃rs

∂fab
=

= δck
1

ω
2

n

(−f)−
1

n

[

1

2
(δraδ

s
b + δsaδ

r
b )−

1

n
fabf

rs

]

≡ δckB
rs
ab .

(18)
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Then the momentum conjugate to fab is equal to

N c
ab = − ω

16π
Γ̃c
rs

1

ω
2

n

(−f)−
1

n [
1

2
(δraδ

s
b + δsaδ

r
b )−

1

n
fabf

rs] =

= −ω
n−2

n

16π
(−f)−

1

n [Γ̃c
ab −

1

n
Γ̃c
rsf

rsfab] .

(19)

From (19) we immediately obtain N c
abf

ab = 0 and hence we have n

primary constraints
Gc ≡ N c

abf
ab ≈ 0 . (20)

As the next step we determine bare Hamiltonian that is defined as

HB = ∂cf
abN c

ab − Lbulk . (21)

Since Lbulk is function of g̃mn instead of fab it is natural to perform
following manipulation

∂cf
abN c

ab = −∂cf
abMkmng̃mrδ

c
kB

rs
ab g̃sn = ∂kg̃mnM

kmn (22)

using the fact that

∂kg̃mn = −g̃mr∂kg̃
rsg̃sn = −g̃mr

δg̃rs

δfab
∂kf

abg̃sn = −g̃mrB
rs
ab∂kf

abg̃sn .

(23)

Then the Hamiltonian density has the form

HB = ∂cf
abN c

ab − Lbulk = ∂kg̃mnM
kmn − Lbulk =

ω

16π
Γ̃a
cmg̃mbΓ̃c

ab .

(24)

Finally we should express Hamiltonian density as function of canonical
variables. This is slightly problematic due to the fact that the relation
between Γ̃a

ab and N c
ab is not invertible. For that reason let us calculate

following combination

N c
abg̃

adN b
dc = A

2[Γ̃c
abg̃

adΓ̃b
dc +

1

n2
Γ̃c
rsg̃

rsg̃cbΓ̃
b
mng̃

mn] ,

(25)

where A = −ω
n−2

n

16π (−f)−
1

n . We further have

N r
rag̃

abN t
tb =

A
2

n2
Γ̃a
rsg̃

rsg̃abΓ̃
b
mng̃

mn .

(26)
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Collecting these terms together we obtain that the Hamiltonian density
is equal to

HB =
16π

ω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n [N c
abf

adN b
dc −N r

raf
abN t

tb] .

(27)

Then the canonical form of the action has the form

S =

∫

dnx(∂cf
abN c

ab −HB − ΛcGc) ,

(28)

where we included primary contraints Gc ≈ 0 multiplied by Lagrange
multipliers Λc. Note that we treat Λc as independent variables which
should be varied when we search for extrema of the action. Explicitly,
the variation of the action has the form

δS =

∫

dnx

(

∂cδf
abN c

ab + ∂cf
abδN c

ab −
δHB

δfab
δfab − δHB

δN c
ab

δN c
ab−

−δΛcGc − Λd

δGd

δfab
δfab − Λd

δGd

δN c
ab

δN c
ab

)

= 0

(29)

that gives following equations of motion

∂cf
ab − δHB

δN c
ab

− Λd
δGd

δN c
ab

= 0 ,

∂cN
c
ab +

δHB

δfab
+ Λd

δGd

δfab
= 0 ,

Gc = 0 ,

(30)

or explicitly

∂cf
ab − Λcf

ab −

− 16π

ω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n

(

fdbNa
cd + fdaN b

cd − δac f
bsNm

ms − δbcf
asNm

ms

)

= 0 ,

∂cN
c
ab + ΛcN

c
ab +

+
16π

nω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n fab(N
m
cdf

dnN c
mn −Nm

msf
srNn

nr) +

+
16π

ω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n (Nm
naN

n
mb −Nm

maN
n
nb) = 0 , N c

abf
ab = 0 .

(31)
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Let us now return to the constraint Gc ≈ 0 and study its time evolution.
From the equations of motion above we get

N c
ab∂cf

ab = ΛcN
c
abf

ab +
32π

ω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n

(

fdbNa
cdN

c
ab −N c

cbf
bsNm

ms

)

,

(32)

fab∂cN
c
ab = −ΛcN

c
abf

ab − 16π

ω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n

(

fdbNa
cdN

c
ab −N c

cbf
bsNm

ms

)

−

− 16π

ω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n (Nm
maf

abNn
mb −Nm

maf
abNn

nb) .

(33)

If we combine these two equations together we get

∂c(N
c
abf

ab) = 0 (34)

that shows that Gc ≈ 0 is conserved during time evolution without
any restriction on the value of Lagrange multiplier Λc. In other words
Gc ≈ 0 can be interpreted as the first class constraint. Then Lagrange
multipliers Λc will be determined by following way. Firstly we contract
the first equation in (31) with fab and we obtain

fab∂cf
ab = Λcn ,

(35)

so that we can express Λc as

Λc =
1

nf
∂c det f . (36)

The situation simplifies even more when we impose the condition

F ≡ − det f −K = 0 , (37)

where K is constant. This constraint determines the value of the
determinant of matrix fab and it is known as unimodular constraint.
Then from (36) we immediately get Λc = 0.

On the other hand we should interpret F as gauge fixing constraint.
Such a constraint has to be added into action multiplied by appropriate
Lagrange multiplier Ω in order to be consistently included into dynam-
ics. Since F does not depend on N c

ab it is clear that the variation of F
only contributes to the equations of motion for N c

ab by factor Ω δF
δfab .
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Explicitly, the equations of motion for N c
ab are modified by following

way

0 = ∂cN
c
ab +ΛcN

c
ab +

+
16π

nω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n fab(N
m
cdf

dnN c
mn −Nm

msf
srNn

nr) +

+
16π

ω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n (Nm
naN

n
mb −Nm

maN
n
nb) + Ωfab(−f) .

(38)

If we multiply this equation with fab and use the gauge fixing function
F we obtain

0 = ∂cN
c
abf

ab +ΛcN
c
abf

ab +
16π

ω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n (Nm
cdf

dnN c
mn −Nm

msf
srNn

nr) +

+
16π

ω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n (Nm
naf

abNn
mb −Nm

maf
abNn

nb) + Ωn(−f) .

(39)

However if we combine this equation with

0 = N c
ab∂cf

ab − ΛcN
c
abf

ab − 32π

ω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n

(

fdbNa
cdN

c
ab −N c

cbf
bsNm

ms

)

,

(40)
we get

0 = ∂cGc +ΩnK (41)

so that the requirement of the preservation of the constraint Gc ≈ 0
implies Ω = 0 .

In summary, the gauge fixed equations of motion have the form

0 = ∂cN
c
ab +

16π

nω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n fab(N
x
cdf

dyN c
xy −Nm

msf
srNn

nr) +

+
16π

ω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n (Nm
naN

n
mb −Nm

maN
n
nb) ,

∂cf
ab − 16π

ω
n−2

n

(−f)
1

n

(

fdbNa
cd + fdaN b

cd − δac f
bsNm

ms − δbcf
asNm

ms

)

= 0 .

(42)

These equations of motion should correspond to the equations of mo-
tion of unimodular gravity that were derived recently in [27]. Unfor-
tunately these two set of equations do not agree. In more details, we
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showed in [27] that consistency of the unimodular gravity in covariant
formalism implies the presence of the secondary constraint N r

ra = 0
while in Weyl gravity there is a primary constraint N c

abf
ab = 0. Fur-

ther, the way how we determined Lagrange multiplier in [27] is not
exactly in the spirit of the analysis of the constraint systems due to the
fact that in the covariant canonical formalism it is not possible to solve
equations ∂cN

d
ab since the equations of motion of covariant canonical

formalism determine ∂cN
c
ab only. It is possible that the proper treat-

ment of this problem could be in the powerful method developed by
Kanatchikov in [28, 30]. We hope to return to this analysis in near
future.

2.1 Relation Between Surface and Bulk Lagrangians

So far, we were concerned with the bulk part of Lagrangian. Now,
we will focus on the surface part and find whether, there is a connex-
ion between it and the bulk part. Such connexion can be found for
Lanczos-Lovelock models as shown in [21]. In F (R)−Gravity, the con-
nexion is not present [31]. Let us start with the boundary Lagrangian,
which has the form of

Lbound =
ω

16π
∂n

(

g̃mlΓ̃n
ml

)

. (43)

We would like to connect it with the canonical momentum. From (19)
we find its contracted form as

Nk
ka =

ω
n−2

n

16πn(−f)
1

n

Γ̃k
rsg̃

rsg̃ak , (44)

there is clearly visible the similarity between the surface Lagrangian
and the contracted momentum. With little care one easily arrives to
the relation

Lbound = ∂b

(

nNk
kaf

ab
)

. (45)

We will discuss this relation in more details in the next section.
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3 Covariant Canonical Formalism for Weyl

Gravity Formulated without Auxiliary Met-

ric

In this section we develop covariant Hamiltonian formalism for Weyl
gravity that is formulated using the physical metric gmn instead of the
metric g̃mn. To do this we review basic facts about Weyl transformed
metric in n dimensions

g′ij = Ωgij , (46)

where Ω is general function of space time. It is easy to see that un-
der this transformation Ricci scalar R′(g′) is related to R(g) through
following formula

R′ =
1

Ω
R+

(1− n)

Ω

(

− 1

Ω2
∂iΩg

ij∂jΩ+
1

Ω

1√−g
∂i[

√
−ggij∂jΩ]

)

+
1

4Ω3
(n− 2)(1 − n)∂iΩg

ij∂jΩ .

(47)

In case of Weyl gravity we have Ω = ( ω2

− det g )
1

n so that

∂iΩ =
1

n
Ω
∂ig

−g
. (48)

Then using (47) we get

R′ =
1

Ω

(

R+
(1− n)

4n2g2
(5n − 2)∂igg

ij∂jg +
n− 1

ng

1√−g
∂i[

√
−ggij∂jg]

)

,

(49)

so that the action has the form 4

S =
1

16πω
n−2

n

∫

dnx(−g)
1

n

[

R+
(1− n)

4n2g2
(5n− 2)∂igg

ij∂jg+

+
n− 1

ng

1√−g
∂i[

√
−ggij∂jg]

]

.

(50)

4This action was analysed recently in [9, 29].
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Now we would like to express this action in the form that is suitable
for covariant canonical formalism. First of all we use the fact that
∇igkl = 0 that implies

∂igkl = Γm
ikgml + Γm

il gmk , (51)

that multiplied with gkl gives

∂ig = 2Γk
ikg . (52)

Using this result we find

(−g)
1

n

(

(1− n)

4n2g2
(5n − 2)∂igg

ij∂jg +
n− 1

ng

1√−g
∂i[

√
−ggij∂jg]

)

=

= (−g)
1

n

(1− n)(2− n)

n2
Γm
mig

ijΓn
nj +

2(n− 1)

n
∂i[(−g)

1

n gijΓk
kj] .

(53)

Now we return to the first term in the action (50) and perform the
same manipulation as in previous section to obtain

(−g)
1

nR = (−g)
1

nQ mnl
k Rk

mnl = 2(−g)
1

nQ mnl
k [∂nΓ

k
lm + Γk

npΓ
p
lm] =

= (−g)
1

n

(

Γm
nkg

klΓn
lm − (1− 2

n
)Γn

nkg
kmΓl

lm − 2

n
Γm
nkg

knΓl
lm

)

+

+2∂n[(−g)
1

nQ mnl
k Γk

lm] ,

(54)

where

Rk
mnl = ∂nΓ

k
lm − ∂lΓ

k
nm + Γk

npΓ
p
lm − Γk

lpΓ
p
mn ,

Q mnl
k =

1

2
(gmlδnk − gmnδlk) ,

(55)

and we used the fact that

∂i(−g)
1

n =
2

n
Γk
ki(−g)

1

n .

(56)
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If we then combine (53) with (54) we find that the action (50) can be
written as

S =
1

16π

∫

dnx(−g)
1

n (Γm
nkg

klΓn
lm +

2− n

n2
Γn
nkg

kmΓl
lm − 2

n
Γm
nkg

knΓl
lm) +

+
1

16π

∫

dnx∂n[(−g)
1

n (glmΓn
lm +

(n − 2)

n
gnmΓl

lm)] ≡

≡
∫

dnx(Lbulk + Lbound) ,

(57)

where for simplicity we set ω = 1. Now we are ready to find conjugate
momenta. We firstly define Mkmn as

Mkmn =
∂Lbulk

∂(∂kgmn)
=

1

16π
(−g)

1

n

[

gmtΓk
tpg

pn +
(2− n)

n2
gkpΓs

spg
mn−

− 1

n
Γk
stg

stgmn − 1

n
(gkngmrΓp

pr + gnrgmkΓp
pr − gkrΓp

prg
mn)

]

.

(58)

Now using (58) we obtain

Mkmngmn =
1

16π
(−g)

1

n (gptΓk
tp +

(2− n)

n
gkpΓs

sp −

−Γk
stg

st − 1

n
(2gkngmrΓp

prgmn − ngkrΓp
pr) = 0 , (59)

that implies an existence of primary constraints Mkmngmn ≈ 0. Then
clearly it is possible to find covariant canonical formulation of this
theory with canonical variables gmn and Mmn. However we rather
introduce variable fab as in previous section where now we will be
more general and consider following definition

fab = (−g)αgab , (60)

14



where α is arbitrary number. Then conjugate momenta N c
ab are defined

as

N c
ab =

∂Lquad

∂(∂cfab)
=

∂Lquad

∂(∂kgmn)

∂(∂kgmn)

∂(∂cfab)
=

= Mkmnδck
δgmn

δfab
= Mkmnδck(−gmr

δgrs

δfab
gsn) =

= −M cmngmrgns(
1

2
(δraδ

s
b + δrbδ

s
a)−

α

nα− 1
f rsfab)(−f)−

α

nα−1 =

= − 1

16π
(−f)−

1

n [Γc
ab −

1

n
Γc
mnf

mnfab +
2

n2
f cmΓp

pmfab −
1

n
(δcaΓ

p
pb + δcbΓ

p
pa)] ,

(61)

using the fact that

(−g) = (−f)
1

nα−1 , gab = fab(−f)−
α

nα−1 , (62)

that also implies

δgrs

δfab
=

(

1

2
(δraδ

s
b + δrbδ

s
a)−

α

nα− 1
f rsfab

)

(−f)−
α

nα−1 . (63)

It is remarkable that the conjugate momentum N c
ab does not depend

on α. Further, from (61) we get

N c
abf

ab = − 1

16π
(−f)−

1

n [Γc
abf

ab − 1

n
Γc
mnf

mnn+
2

n2
f cmΓp

pmn− 2

n
f cbΓp

pb] = 0 ,

(64)

that implies set of primary constraints

Gc ≡ N c
abf

ab ≈ 0 , (65)

which are the same as in previous section. Then the bare Hamiltonian
is equal to

HB = ∂cf
abN c

ab − Lbulk = −∂cf
abM cmngmr

δgrs

δfab
gns − Lbulk =

= ∂kgmnM
kmn − Lbulk = (Γp

kmgpn + Γp
kngnm)Mkmn − Lbulk =

=
1

16π
(−g)

1

n (Γm
nkg

klΓn
lm +

2− n

n2
Γn
nkg

kmΓl
lm − 2

n
Γm
nkg

knΓl
lm) .

(66)
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In order to find Hamiltonian as function of canonical variables we again
calculate

N c
abg

adN b
cd = A

2[Γc
abg

adΓb
c +

−2n2 + 2n− 4

n3
Γm
mrΓ

r
tsg

gs +

+
(3n2 − n3 − 4n+ 4)

n4
Γm
mag

abΓn
nb +

1

n2
Γc
mng

mngcbΓ
b
pqg

pq] ,

(67)

where A = − 1
16π (−f)−

1

n . We further have

N r
rag

abN t
tb =

= A
2[
(2− n)2

n4
Γp
pag

abΓs
sb − 2

(2− n)

n3
Γp
paΓ

a
rsg

rs +
1

n2
Γa
stg

stgabΓ
b
mng

mn] .

(68)

Collecting these terms together we find final form of the bare Hamil-
tonian

HB = 16π(−f)
1

n [N c
abf

adN b
cd −N r

raf
abN t

tb] ,

(69)

which has exactly the same form as the Hamiltonian density derived
in previous section. We would like however stress one important point
which is the fact that we used generalized form of the variable fab =
(−g)αgab and that the theory does not depend on α at all.

Finally we return to the boundary term that is equal to

Lbound =
1

16π
∂n[(−g)

1

n (glmΓn
lm +

(n− 2)

n
gnmΓl

lm)] . (70)

Since N r
ra is equal to

N r
ra =

1

16π
(−f)−

1

n [
(n− 2)

n2
Γp
pa +

1

n
Γc
mnf

mnfca] , (71)

we again find that the surface term has the form

Lbound = n∂n[f
nmN r

rm] , (72)

that agrees with the result derived in previous section. Further, this
expression can be written as

Lbound = n∂n

[

fnmδrc
∂Lbulk

∂(∂cf rm)

]

,

(73)
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that has the form of holographic relation between bulk and boundary
action with agreement with the general discussion presented in [21].
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