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Abstract

Canonical quantum gravity was first developed by Abhay Ashtekar, Lee Smolin, Carlo Rov-
elli and their collaborators in the late 1980s. It was a major breakthrough that successfully
brought Einstein’s theory of General Relativity (GR) into a Yang-Mills-type gauge theory. A
new era of quantum gravity research has since started, and with decades of continued efforts
from a relatively small community, the area now known as Loop Quantum Gravity (LQG) has
flourished, making it a promising theory of quantum gravity. Due to its incredibly high level
of complexity, many technical details were left out in introductory texts on LQG. In particular,
resources that are appropriate to the undergraduate level are extremely limited. Consequently,
there exists a huge gap between the knowledge base of an undergraduate physics major and the
necessary readiness to carry out LQG research. In an effort to fill this gap, we aim to develop a
pedagogical user guide that provides a step-by-step walk-through of canonical quantum gravity,
without compromising necessary technical details. We hope that our attempt will bring more
exposure to undergraduates on the exciting early developments of canonical quantum gravity,
and provide them with the necessary foundation to explore active research fields such as black
hole thermodynamics, Wheeler-DeWitt equation, and so on. This work will also serve as a solid
base for anyone hoping to pursue further study in LQG at a higher level.
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1 Introduction

A defining moment that kick-started the canonical quantum gravity program may be the year
1986, when Abhay Ashtekar published his groundbreaking work on the new canonical variables
of General Relativity [1, 2]. Early attempts at a Hamiltonian framework of GR could actually
date back to the 1950s, with the pioneering works of Paul A.M. Dirac [3, 4] and Peter G.
Bergmann [5, 6]. Significant progress was made soon afterward in the 1960s after Richard
Arnowitt, Stanley Deser, and Charles W. Misner introduced their famous ADM variables that
carried direct geometric interpretations and greatly simplified the Hamiltonian dynamics of GR
[7, 8]. These attempts led to a well-structured Hamiltonian framework of GR, but upon careful
analysis of the constraints, it was faced with a persisting issue of non-polynomial Hamiltonian
constraint, rendering its quantization ill-defined. The field of canonical approach remained
somewhat stuck for over two decades until the introduction of Ashtekar’s new variables, which
revived the field and gave new hopes to the canonical approach of quantum gravity. Inspired by
the new variables, further developments of quantum gravity occurred in the late 1980s to early
1990s, carried out by Lee Smolin, Ted Jacobson, and Carlo Rovelli, with their foundational work
on the Lagrangian formulation of GR in terms of the loop representation [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14],
which eventually evolved to a promising quantum theory of gravitation later known as Loop
Quantum Gravity1. Today, it continues to be an attractive field of research most notably for
its background independence that is at the heart of the Equivalence Principle of GR, and its
non-perturbative approach to quantum gravity as compared to other frameworks.

The long and winding history of early LQG development is not accidental. This is because
GR, as a theory of space-time geometry, is already highly involved and convoluted as a classical
theory. Thus, its quantization is an incredibly difficult undertaking. In the case of LQG, it took
generations of brilliant minds over the decades to finally build it into a promising candidate
for quantum gravity. Due to the limited resources on this subject in its early days, as well as
many explicit details being largely absent (or hard to find) in the literature, learning LQG is
an extremely challenging task, especially for those below the graduate level. This is in drastic
contrast to adjacent frameworks of quantum gravity, such as string theory, where undergraduate
research is achievable and relatively commonplace. This is largely due to the fact that string
theory is a more studied field and thus, has a more developed infrastructure for introducing
those new to the field. This being said, there does exist a wide range of graduate-level texts on
LQG, such as [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20], which excellently provide technical details but in many
cases pose a formidable barrier to entry. Additionally, there are texts such as [21, 22], that
are specifically targeted at an audience at the undergraduate level that does an exceptional job
explaining the underlying concepts in LQG, but in many cases leave the reader with limited
information on how to arrive at the important results of the theory. In particular, introductory
texts that flesh out the details of the original self-dual formulation of canonical quantum gravity
are seldom found.

Besides the lack of sufficient resources at a lower level, the current undergraduate physics
curricula do not cover the necessary materials needed to carry out LQG research. To be more
specific, the treatment of constrained Hamiltonian systems via the Dirac procedure, which is
an essential tool in studying most physical systems, is rarely covered or properly introduced

1For a comprehensive overview of the early history of canonical quantum gravity, refer to Thiemann [19].
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in depth in standard classical mechanics and quantum mechanics texts. The notion of gauge
theory is mostly very lightly touched on at the undergraduate level. In the context of GR,
advanced topics such as Lie derivative, ADM formalism, tetrad and spin connections, etc, that
are essential to understanding LQG, are not part of the core curriculum even at the graduate
level!

We believe there is room and the demand for LQG texts suitable for the undergraduate
level, that is not only pedagogically focused but also meticulously detailed. Thus, we have
taken it upon ourselves to create a comprehensible guide to LQG in an attempt to mend the
knowledge gap between prospective students and LQG researchers. Specifically, we follow a
lecture-note style similar to [23] and [24], that has a heavy focus on providing people with
intuitive explanations of physics concepts, as well as step-by-step derivations/calculations of
key mathematical results so that the readers do not necessarily need to rediscover every little
technical detail from scratch by themselves. We also try to cover all the necessary background
material so that the text gives a self-contained delivery of the subject. We are by no means
claiming to reinvent the wheel, however, we are making an effort to clearly lay out all of the
details, whilst maintaining an accessible presentation of the material.

We want to note that this work is only part 1 of a long-term project, which focuses on
the exciting early development of the canonical LQG framework in terms of Ashtekar’s new
variables. During later developments of LQG, further modifications regarding the originally
complex-valued Ashtekar variables have been proposed by Barbero [25, 26], Immirzi [27], and
later generalized by Holst [28]. Real-valued Ashtekar variables are more favored in modern
treatments of LQG because of their immediate relevance to real GR and the corresponding
Hamiltonian constraint in the quantum theory being better behaved [19]. However, as the
first successful attempt of a canonical formulation of GR, the original self-dual formulation of
Ashtekar is more appealing from a pedagogical standpoint. Specifically, because it was built
by piecing together evidence bit by bit through trials and errors to eventually form a bigger
picture, this type of “bottom-up” approach is better motivated by a clear, straightforward flow
of logic. Besides, it is an exciting part of history that’s worth more exposure to a much wider
audience, at least to the undergraduate level.

As we have previously alluded to, LQG requires some advanced-level mathematics and
physics to understand. Our ultimate goal, and endpoint of this text, is to formulate general
relativity into a complex Yang-Mills-like gauge theory. All the necessary tools to understand
this process are typically not covered in a conventional undergraduate physics degree which is
why we begin with a preliminary section. In this section (section 2) we give a brief review of
classical Lagrangian and Hamiltonian mechanics, and introduce the Poisson bracket. Next, we
introduce the concept of a constrained Hamiltonian system with a few simple examples and
introduce what is known as a Dirac constraint analysis. Finally, we lay the foundations for clas-
sical field theory, namely the functional derivative, and introduce some tricks useful for handling
Poisson brackets in field theory. In section 3, we introduce gauge theory through the lens of
Maxwell’s theory of electromagnetism. Here we derive the Hamiltonian of electromagnetism in
terms of the canonical phase space variables, the gauge potential, and the electric field, and from
it derive Faraday, and Ampere’s law. Next, we introduce gauge transformations and perform
a Dirac constraint analysis that unveils a first-class constraint responsible for generating gauge
transformations. Using this gauge generator we derive the gauge transformations of the gauge
potential and prove that the electric and magnetic fields are invariant under gauge transforma-
tions. In section 4 we introduce a more technical gauge theory, Yang-Mills theory, where we
begin by introducing the basics of Yang-Mills and construct a Hamiltonian in a manner similar
to the Maxwell section. Upon doing so, we perform a more in-depth Dirac constraint analysis
on the Yang-Mills Hamiltonian and identify a similar generator of gauge transformations. With
this generator, we identify the gauge transformations of the gauge potential and show that the
electric field and field strength tensor are no longer gauge invariant quantities. This apparent
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issue leads us to introduce the concept of holonomy, the trace of which is a gauge invariant quan-
tity in Yang-Mills theory. In section 5, we begin by giving an overview of some basic aspects
of general relativity such as the metric, the connection, the Riemann curvature tensor, and the
Einstein field equation. We then pivot to the Palatini formulation of GR where we introduce its
fundamental variables, namely the tetrad and spin connection, and the Palatini action. After
showing the equivalence between the newly introduced Palatini action and Einstein-Hilbert ac-
tion, we introduce the Hamiltonian formulation of GR known as the ADM formalism. In doing
so we introduce concepts from differential geometry such as diffeomorphism, Lie derivative, and
extrinsic curvature. With these newly equipped concepts, we perform a 3 + 1 decomposition of
the Palatini action similar to what is done in the ADM formalism. Finally, we briefly explain
how a pair of second-class constraints that arise stump any attempt of canonical quantization.
Lastly in section 6 we introduce the notion of self-duality and enforce the connection in the
Palatini action be self-dual. From this updated form of the Palatini action we again perform
a 3 + 1 decomposition and ultimately arrive at the self-dual action in terms of the canonical
variables, Ashtekar’s self-dual connection, and the densitized triad. We then perform a final
Dirac constraint analysis, evaluate the constraint algebra, and after imposing reality conditions
arrive at a Hamiltonian theory of GR that resembles a Yang-Mills gauge theory.

Before we proceed to the main content, we would like to stress that the focus of our text
is achieving Ashtekar’s original self-dual formulation of GR and the unique calculations leading
up to it. In doing so we come across subjects, such as Yang-Mills theory and GR, that have
entire textbooks dedicated to them. Because of this we simply touch on the details that are
most relevant to our end goal and leave the reader to find more “conventional” knowledge on
their own. We will point out the key references and make suggestions for further readings at
the beginning of each section. Furthermore, we try to refer to those works to the best of our
knowledge and apologize in advance for any unintentional omissions.

2 Preliminary

We will dedicate the first section of this paper to a preliminary introduction to some important
concepts and techniques that will be relevant to the paper. We prefer to introduce them at the
very beginning instead of throwing them to the end in terms of appendices or simply referring
to other texts so that this work is a self-contained coverage of the subject. In subsection 2.1
we briefly introduce index notation and Einstein summation convention. In subsection 2.2, we
give a brief introduction to the constrained Hamiltonian mechanics, where the key concepts
such as canonical momenta, Poisson brackets, and constraints are introduced. In subsection
2.3, we introduced the constrained Hamiltonian system in a field theory, where we focused on
illustrating the difference brought in by functionals and introduced the functional derivative
along with the generalized Poisson brackets in field theories. Readers interested in more details
on classical mechanics and classical field theory can refer to [29] and [21] respectively.

2.1 Intro to Index Notation

In this text we take advantage of what is known as index or tensor notation and Einstein
summation convention. We will briefly introduce these conventions here and for those looking
for a more in-depth explanation, we direct you to Carroll’s book on GR [30].

We begin with the familiar position vector, which is denoted as xi where i = 1, 2, 3, for
example, in Cartesian coordinates

xi =

x1x2
x3

 =

xy
z

 . (2.1)
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Notice xi could also represent position in spherical coordinates i.e. xi = (r, θ, ϕ), which shows
one of the important features index notation has, namely the ability to represent coordinate
invariant expressions. In relativity we commonly use “four-vectors” with Greek indices to specify
position in spacetime denoted as xµ where µ = 0, 1, 2, 3, or explicitly as

xµ =


x0

x1

x2

x3

 =


ct
x
y
z

 (2.2)

where the factor of c, the speed of light, is used to maintain units of distance. However, we will
use the popular geometrized units where c = 1 to simplify calculations.

Einstein summation notation is simply the implication that any repeated Latin index is
summed over from one to three and similarly any repeated Greek index is summed over from
zero to three. For example the dot product between two of the same vectors can be written
succinctly as

xixi :=
3∑

i=1

xixi = (x1)2 + (x2)2 + (x3)2. (2.3)

Notice we sum over repeated indices where one is lowered and one is raised. One can lower and
raise indices using a tensor quantity known as the metric gµν and its inverse gµν as follows

xµgµν = xν ,

xµg
µν = xν . (2.4)

The components of this metric and its inverse are unimportant for now, however, those interested
can look at the beginning of section 5. What’s important is that with our “most positive” metric
convention (−,+,+,+), which we use throughout the text aside from example 2.3.2, we can
freely raise and lower spatial indices, and require only a sign flip to raise and lower the temporal
index i.e.

xi = xi and x0 = −x0. (2.5)

The pair of expressions above will be used abundantly throughout the text. Coming back to
Einstein summation convention, we will occasionally be sloppy and have repeated (summed
over) indices that are both high or both low as follows

xixi = xixi = xixi. (2.6)

This however, is not an issue so long as the quantities are spatial since our spatial indices can
be freely lowered and raised.

2.2 Lagrangian and Hamiltonian Mechanics

The action is a scalar quantity that is fundamental to the mechanics of a physical system and
will almost always be the starting point when analyzing a system. The action of a classical
particle is defined by the integral of the Lagrangian with respect to time

S =

∫ t2

t1

dtL(qi(t), q̇i(t)) (2.7)

where qi is the configuration variable or generalized coordinates, q̇i is its associated velocity
and the Lagrangian L is the difference between the kinetic and potential energy of a system.
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Hamilton’s principle states that the trajectory actually taken by the particle is the path that
extremizes (minimizes or maximizes depending on the system) the action. Equivalently we can
say the variation between the extremized action and the actual action is zero or

δS = 0 , (2.8)

which leads us to

∂L

∂qi
− d

dt

∂L

∂q̇i
= 0. (2.9)

This is known as the Euler-Lagrange equation. One does not necessarily need to understand the
derivation, which we will do later, as much as one should realize that the solution to the Euler-
Lagrange equation gives the equation of motion of a particle from its respective Lagrangian.

A trivial example can show the power of the Lagrangian formulation. Using the general
definition of kinetic and potential energy we can construct a general Lagrangian

L =
1

2
mq̇2i − V (qi) (2.10)

where m is the mass of the particle and V is the potential energy which is a function of the
generalized coordinates qi. Applying the Euler-Lagrange equation to the following Lagrangian
gives us

−∂V

∂qi
− d

dt
mq̇i = 0

−∂V

∂qi
−mq̈i = 0

−∂V

∂qi
= mq̈i (2.11)

or in the more familiar form

F⃗ = ma⃗ (2.12)

As one can see the Lagrangian formulation reproduces Newton’s second law which charac-
terizes the dynamics of the system. While Lagrangian mechanics is very effective in finding the
equations of motion for a particle, Hamiltonian mechanics has proven to be even more versatile
to handle more sophisticated situations as we will elaborate on in the next section.

2.2.1 Legendre Transform, Canonical Momenta

Hamiltonian mechanics makes use of two canonical variables qi and pi. Where qi is, once again,
the configuration variable and pi its conjugate momentum defined by

pi :=
∂L

∂q̇i
. (2.13)

Performing the Legendre transform on the Lagrangian gives us the canonical Hamiltonian

H =

N∑
i=1

piq̇i − L(qi, pi), (2.14)

and Hamilton’s equations are

q̇i =
∂H

∂pi
ṗi = −∂H

∂qi
. (2.15)
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These equations describe a flow or orbit in phase space, a two-dimensional space where one
dimension is the configuration variable, or generalized coordinates, qi and the other dimension
is it’s conjugate momenta pi. The solutions to these coupled first-order differential equations
are equivalent to solutions obtained with the Euler-Lagrange equations.

While Hamiltonian mechanics is equivalent to Lagrangian mechanics, the advantages of
Hamiltonian mechanics begin with the fact that two coupled first-order ODEs are much easier
to solve than a second-order ODE especially as problems become increasingly complex. More
importantly, Hamiltonian mechanics transfers naturally from classical mechanics to quantum
mechanics via the canonical quantization scheme.

2.2.2 Poisson bracket

An important operation in Hamiltonian mechanics is the Poisson Bracket. The Poisson bracket
between two functions f(qi(t), pi(t)) and g(qi(t), pi(t)) is defined as

{f, g} =
N∑
i=1

(
∂f

∂qi

∂g

∂pi
− ∂f

∂pi

∂g

∂qi

)
, (2.16)

which gives rise to the fundamental Poisson brackets

{qi, qj} = 0, (2.17)

{pi, pj} = 0, (2.18)

{qi, pj} = δij . (2.19)

The Poisson brackets between the Hamiltonian and the canonical coordinates reproduce Hamil-
ton’s equations of motion

q̇i = {qiH} =
∂H

∂pi
(2.20)

ṗi = {piH} = −∂H

∂qi
(2.21)

In general for any Quantity Q, the Poisson bracket between the Hamiltonian H and Q gives the
time evolution of Q

{Q,H} =
∂Q

∂t
. (2.22)

2.3 Constrained Hamiltonian Systems

For a comprehensive account of Constrained Hamiltonian Systems, refer to [31, 32, 33] Some
physical systems have redundant variables and require constraints to eliminate non-physical
degrees of freedom. This is best illustrated by an example, a simple pendulum. A pendulum has
one physical degree of freedom, its angular position. This is captured well in polar coordinates by
the θ coordinate variable while the r coordinate variable is fixed. If we wanted to use Cartesian
coordinates on the other hand we would have to specify the position of the pendulum with x
and y, giving us two degrees of freedom. In order to eliminate a degree of freedom we need to
introduce a constraint equation namely x2 + y2 = l2, where l is the length of the pendulum.
With constraints, we can construct the total Hamiltonian as follows

HT = Hc +

M∑
i=1

λiϕi (2.23)
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where Hc is the usual canonical Hamiltonian obtained via the Legendre transform, λi is a
Lagrange multiplier, ϕi is a constraint, and M is the number of constraints. The constraints
are written so that ϕi(qi, pi) = 0. For example, the constraint for the simple pendulum would
be written as

ϕ(qi, pi) = x2 + y2 − l2 = 0 . (2.24)

From the perspective of a constrained Hamiltonian system, proper treatments of the constraints
are required. With the constraint of the simple pendulum, even though we set this constraint
equal to zero, it is only zero in the “weak” sense. What it means is that the constraint is only
valid on the reduced phase space it defines, not the entire phase space. Because of this, the
constraint may still produce a nonvanishing Poisson bracket. For example,

{ϕ(qi, pi), px} = {x2 + y2 − l2, px}
= 2x{x, px}
= 2x ̸= 0. (2.25)

If we had imposed the constraint equation strongly prior to evaluating the above Poisson bracket,
it would become pointless to evaluate it later on because the Poisson bracket of zero with
anything is automatically zero. But as we saw it is not the case. It is for this reason that we
introduce a new notion of zero for constraints, called weakly zero, indicated by the symbol ≈.
So now the same constraint for the simple pendulum is to be expressed as the following

ϕ(qi, pi) = x2 + y2 − l2 ≈ 0. (2.26)

From a practical sense, the constraints can only be taken to be strongly zero after all the Poisson
brackets have been evaluated.

Let’s work out the equations of motion for a simple pendulum in Cartesian coordinates as
an example. We start with the Lagrangian

L =
1

2
m(ẋ2 + ẏ2)−mgy. (2.27)

Next, we define the canonical momenta

px =
∂L

∂ẋ
= mẋ, py =

∂L

∂ẏ
= mẏ, (2.28)

and construct our total Hamiltonian

HT = pxẋ+ pyẏ − L+ λϕ

=
p2x
m

+
p2y
m

−

(
1

2
m
( p2x
m2

+
p2y
m2

)
−mgy

)
+ λ(x2 + y2 − l2)

=
p2x
2m

+
p2y
2m

+mgy + λ(x2 + y2 − l2). (2.29)

Now we can use Hamilton’s equations to obtain the equations of motion

ẋ = {x,HT } =
∂HT

∂px
=

px
m

ṗx = {px, HT } = −∂HT

∂x
= −2λx

ẏ = {y,HT } =
∂HT

∂py
=

py
m

ṗy = {py, HT } = −∂HT

∂y
= −mg − 2λy. (2.30)
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Differentiating the left two equations with respect to time and substituting them into the right
two equations gives us the equations of motion for x and y

ẍ = −2λx

m
,

ÿ = −g − 2λy

m
. (2.31)

These equations in combination with the constraint equation, l2 = x2+y2, give us three equations
and three unknowns, x, y, λ and completely describe the dynamics of the system. To verify that
these solutions are indeed correct we will convert them to the usual polar coordinates.

Starting with the fact that

x = l sin θ,

y = −l cos θ. (2.32)

and differentiating twice with respect to time we get

ẍ = l(− sin θθ̇ + cos θθ̈),

ÿ = l(cos θθ̇ + sin θθ̈). (2.33)

Setting the previous equal to Eq. 2.31 we get

ẍ = −2λx

m
= −2λl sin θ

m
= l(− sin θθ̇ + cos θθ̈),

ÿ = −g − 2λy

m
= −g +

2λl cos θ

m
= l(cos θθ̇ + sin θθ̈). (2.34)

Solving the first of the previous equations for λ yields

λ =
m

2

(
θ̇ − θ̈

cos θ

sin θ

)
, (2.35)

which can be substituted into the second equation of Eq. (2.34) to give us

−g + l

(
θ̇ − θ̈

cos θ

sin θ

)
cos θ = l(cos θθ̇ + sin θθ̈),

−g

l
+ cos θθ̇ − cos2 θ

sin θ
θ̈ = cos θθ̇ + sin θθ̈,

−g

l
− cos2 θ

sin θ
θ̈ = sin θθ̈,

−g

l
sin θ − cos2 θθ̈ = sin2 θθ̈,

−g

l
sin θ = (cos2 θ + sin2 θ)θ̈,

−g

l
sin θ = θ̈. (2.36)

The last equation is in fact the equation of motion for a pendulum in polar coordinates!
The example of the simple pendulum showed that depending on the choice of variables,

a physical system may carry redundant degrees of freedom. Because of that, not all physical
variables are associated with physical degrees of freedom. Some are simply arbitrary parameters
whose values are irrelevant to the underlying physics. Oftentimes, when building a model,
variables are chosen without a very clear understanding of the system, therefore the most efficient
variables may not be immediately obvious. In field theories, it is also conventional to choose
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variables in a way that produces a manifestly Lorentz invariant/covariant action, which, even
though handy, does not utilize all of the underlying symmetries. Regardless, in most cases in
physics, we are dealing with a system with redundancies indicated by a number of constraints.
In order to obtain the true dynamics of the system, special care needs to be taken. The general
procedure of handling a constrained system was first developed by Paul Dirac, who laid the
foundation of Constrained Hamiltonian Systems [31].

According to the Dirac procedure, one first obtains constraints from the definition of the
canonical momenta, these constraints are referred to as the primary constraints. Then, the
primary constraints are to be preserved under time evolution. The specific conditions are called
the consistency conditions of the constraints. If new constraints are found from such condi-
tions, they are called secondary constraints. This procedure of checking the consistency of the
constraints needs to be repeated until no more secondary constraints can be found. The next
step in the Dirac procedure is to compute the Poisson brackets between each pair of constraints.
If a set of constraints only produces zero Poisson brackets among themselves, they are called
the first-class constraints. On the other hand, those with nonzero Poisson brackets are called
second-class constraints, which always come in pairs.

It’s important to note that in many systems we don’t already know the constraint equations
going into the problem and have to discover them along the way. We will examine two simple
examples in the following subsections to showcase the general procedure.

2.3.1 non-relativistic free particle

As another example of a constrained Hamiltonian system, let us take a look at a non-relativistic
free particle. For simplicity, we will only consider the one-dimensional case here but higher
dimensional case can be generalized straightforwardly. First, we recall the familiar Lagrangian
from classical mechanics

L =
m

2

(dx
dt

)2
. (2.37)

A proper canonical analysis requires some special treatment with the form of the Lagrangian.
Specifically, we will introduce a free parameter λ that labels the worldline of our free particle.
In terms of this parameter, we define the time derivative of the coordinates

ṫ =
dt

dλ
, (2.38)

ẋ =
dx

dλ
. (2.39)

With this, the ordinary coordinate time derivative in the original Lagrangian can be rewritten
as

dx

dt
=

dλ

dt

dx

dλ
=

ẋ

ṫ
, (2.40)

and the non-relativistic free-particle Lagrangian becomes

L =
m

2

(dλ
dt

)2(dx
dλ

)2
. (2.41)

This will subsequently turn the action into

S =

∫
dtL =

∫
dt

m

2

(dλ
dt

)2(dx
dλ

)2
=

∫
dλ

m

2

(dλ
dt

)(dx
dλ

)2
=

∫
dλ

m

2

ẋ2

ṫ
. (2.42)
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We can now obtain the canonical momenta, namely

pt =
∂L

∂ṫ
= −m

2

( ẋ
ṫ

)2
, (2.43)

px =
∂L

∂ẋ
= m

ẋ

ṫ
(2.44)

and write the canonical Hamiltonian

Hcan = pxẋ+ ptṫ− L

=
(
m
ẋ

ṫ

)
ẋ− m

2

( ẋ
ṫ

)2
ṫ− m

2

ẋ2

ṫ
= 0 (2.45)

The canonical Hamiltonian vanishes, but we know a free particle evolves in time, so where are
the dynamics? The dynamics are driven by the constraints which we can find upon inspection
of the momenta

ϕ(x, t, px, pt) = p2t +
p2x
2m

= 0 (2.46)

With the constraint, we can construct the total Hamiltonian

H = N

(
p2t +

p2x
2m

)
(2.47)

where N is a Lagrange multiplier known as the lapse. With the total Hamiltonian, we can find
our equations of motion

ẋ = {x,H} = N
px
m

ṗx = {px, H} = 0

ṫ = {t,H} = N ṗt = {pt, H} = 0. (2.48)

Lagrange multipliers are non-physical and and do not actually change the physics of the system,
but rather change how we have to interpret the equations of motion. Notice if we choose the
lapse to be equal to 1 we will have reproduced the “usual” equations of motion of a free particle.
The lapse is actually a special Lagrange multiplier that determines time evolution and will be
explored in more detail when we introduce the ADM formalism of general relativity in a later
section.

2.3.2 Relativistic Free Particle

Our next example is a relativistic free particle2. The special relativistic action is

S = −m

∫
dτ = −m

∫ √
ηµν

dxµ

dλ

dxν

dλ
dλ, (2.49)

where we are using geometrized units (c = 1) and the “most minus” metric convention (+ - -
-). From the action, we can see the Lagrangian takes the following form

LSR = −m

√
ηµν

dxµ

dλ

dxν

dλ
,

= −m
√
ηµν ẋµẋν ,

= −m
√

(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2. (2.50)

2Readers unfamiliar with the notion of metric in this context should feel free to skip this example and can come
back to it after the concept is introduced in later sections.
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The coordinates conjugate canonical momenta are as follows

p0 =
∂L

∂ẋ0
=

−m

2

2ẋ0√
(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2

=
−mẋ0√

(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2
=

−mẋ0√
(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2

, (2.51)

pi =
∂L

∂ẋi
=

−m

2

−2ẋi√
(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2

=
mẋi√

(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2
=

−mẋi√
(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2

. (2.52)

We now perform the Legendre transform on the Lagrangian to obtain the canonical Hamiltonian

Hc = p0ẋ
0 + piẋ

i − LR,

=
−mẋ0ẋ

0√
(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2

+
−mẋiẋ

i√
(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2

+m
√
(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2,

=
−m√

(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2
((ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2) +m

√
(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2,

= −m
√
(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2 +m

√
(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2,

= 0. (2.53)

The vanishing Hamiltonian indicates a totally constrained system in which the dynamics are
generated completely by constraints. From the canonical momenta, we can find

p20 =
m2(ẋ0)

2

(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2
, (2.54)

p2i =
m2(ẋi)

2

(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2
, (2.55)

and

p20 − p2i = m2 (ẋ0)
2 − (ẋi)

2

(ẋ0)2 − (ẋi)2
= m2, (2.56)

which can be rewritten in the form of a constraint

ϕ = p20 − p2i −m2 = 0. (2.57)

This leads to our total Hamiltonian being

HT = λ(p20 − p2i −m2) (2.58)

Rewriting the constraint equation with the components of the four-momentum pµ = (E, p⃗ ) gives
us

E2 − p⃗ 2 −m2 = 0, (2.59)

which after reinserting the c’s and a little rearranging produces the all too familiar energy-
momentum relation

E =
√
p⃗ 2c 2 +m2c 4 . (2.60)

As one can see this famous equation is actually a constraint equation and generates the dynamics
of a relativistic free particle. Finally, calculating the Poisson brackets gives us the equations of
motion

ẋ0 = {x0, HT } = 2λp0 ṗ0 = {p0, HT } = 0

ẋi = {xi, HT } = −2λpi ṗi = {pi, HT } = 0 (2.61)

where λ is an arbitrary Lagrange multiplier.
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2.4 Hamiltonian Formalism of Field Theories

In field theories, all of the configuration variables are dependent on positions. Where before we
had, for example, the momentum of a particle as a function of time pi(t), we now have something
like the electric field as a function of time and position Ei(t, x, y, z). We will use a minimalist
notation and simply right our fields as Ei(x) where

Ei(x) := Ei(x0, x1, x2, x3) . (2.62)

It is useful to define it this way since many times we will have to compare the same field at
different locations. For example, we may have to compare the electric fields Ei(x) and Ei(y)
where y simply represents a different location in space-time than x. It should be noted in the
later sections we will even drop the (x) from each field since there are so many!

Fields being functions of position means that the Lagrangian is dependent on the region of
space we are interested in. In order to find the Lagrangian we have to integrate the Lagrangian
density L over a volume

L =

∫
V
d3xL (2.63)

where d3x is an infinitesimal volume element for any choice of coordinates (e.g., dxdydz for
Cartesian coordinates). Thus the action is given by an integral over time as well as space

S =

∫
dtL =

∫
d4xL . (2.64)

Similar to the Lagrangian the Hamiltonian is the Hamiltonian density H integrated over a
volume

H =

∫
V
d3xH =

∫
V
d3x

(
Πi(x)Φ̇i(x)− L

)
, (2.65)

where Φi is our field, or configuration variable, and Πi(x) is the canonically conjugate momentum
density, hence the Greek letter for p (pi), which is given by

Πi(x) =
δL

δΦ̇i(x)
. (2.66)

Notice that here the delta symbols indicate we are taking a functional derivative which is defined
in the following subsection.

2.4.1 Functional Variation and Derivative

In a field theory, physical fields are usually functionals of the configuration variables and their
derivatives, or equivalently, functionals of the configuration variables and their conjugate mo-
menta. For example, the Lagrangian density L(Φ(xµ), ∂µΦ(xµ)) is generally a functional of
some configuration variable Φ(xµ) and its derivative ∂µΦ(x

µ), whereas the Hamiltonian den-
sity H(Φ(xµ),Π(xµ)) is generally a functional of the configuration variables Φ(xµ) and their
canonically conjugate momenta Π(xµ). When comparing two fields, we have to bear in mind
that they are defined locally at different points in space. This brings the need for a generalized
notion of taking differentiations, which is called functional derivative, also known as variational
derivative.

Suppose that we have an arbitrary field Φ(t,x) evaluated locally at a point x at an instant
t. The same field can be evaluated at a different point y at the same instant t, namely, Φ(t,y).
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When comparing the same field Φ(xµ) evaluated at different points x and y at the same instant
of time t, a functional differentiation can be constructed as

δΦ(t,x)

δΦ(t,y)
= δ3(x− y). (2.67)

Here, δ3(x−y) is a 3-dimensional Dirac delta function between the points x and y. The action
of δ generates an infinitesimal variation on the field Φ(xµ), therefore we will call it the variational
operator, which acts just like the symbol d in a coordinate differential dx. For example,

δ(x2 + y2) = 2xδx+ 2yδy. (2.68)

Because of this common behavior, the functional derivative also follows a chain rule similar to
an ordinary derivative, for example

δ

δΦ(y)
(Φ(x))2 = 2Φ(x)

δΦ(x)

δΦ(y)
= 2Φ(x)δ3(x− y). (2.69)

Notice that we have adopted a somewhat sloppy notation here, namely Φ(t,x) := Φ(x), where
the x inside the parenthesis is not to be confused with the coordinate component x of the vector
x = (x, y, z), but rather it is a shorthand notation for xµ = (t, x, y, z). This treatment will make
the technical analysis less cluttered therefore we will adopt the same notation from this point
on. While we finish out this section with bold text for the position vector in the Dirac deltas, in
the following sections we omit the use of bold text as it becomes obvious it is always the spatial
position vector in a 3-dimensional Dirac delta.

The functional derivative and variational operator are commonly used in field theories. In
particular, they facilitate the idea of the Least-action Principle in obtaining the equations of
motion. Recall that the trajectory actually taken by a particle is when the variation of the
action is zero, i.e.

δS = 0. (2.70)

If we take the variation of a general action we get

δS =

∫ t2

t1

dt δL(qi, q̇i),

=

∫ t2

t1

dt

(
∂L

∂qi
δqi +

∂L

∂q̇i
δq̇i

)
,

=

∫ t2

t1

dt

(
∂L

∂qi
δqi −

d

dt

∂L

∂q̇i
δqi

)
,

=

∫ t2

t1

dt

(
∂L

∂qi
− d

dt

∂L

∂q̇i

)
δqi, (2.71)

where in the second to third line we integrate by parts on the second term, which takes the time
derivative on everything to the left of q and flips the overall sign. As one can see from above,
the variation of the action is equal to zero for all variations of qi when the following equation is
satisfied

∂L

∂qi
− d

dt

∂L

∂q̇i
= 0 (2.72)

which is the Euler-Lagrange equation!

15



2.4.2 Poisson Brackets in Field Theories

We will wrap up this section with a generalized form of the Poisson brackets in field theories.
Recall that in mechanics, the Poisson brackets are defined in terms of ordinary differentiation.
Because we are dealing with functionals in a field theory, the Poisson brackets are defined in
terms of functional differentiation instead. To make this definition more relevant to what we
are about to discuss in the later sections, let us consider two general fields F and G, which are
both functionals of some phase space variables Φa(x) and Πa(x). The Poisson bracket between
F and G is defined as

{F [Φa(x),Π
a(x)], G[Φb(y),Π

b(y)]}

=

∫
d3z

(
δF [Φa(x),Π

a(x)]

δΦc(z)

δG[Φb(y),Π
b(y)]

δΠc(z)
− δF [Φa(x),Π

a(x)]

δΠc(z)

δG[Φb(y),Π
b(y)]

δΦc(z)

)
(2.73)

:=

∫
d3z

(
δF (x)

δΦc(z)

δG(y)

δΠc(z)
− δF (x)

δΠc(z)

δG(y)

δΦc(z)

)
. (2.74)

Now due to the functional dependence of the fields, evaluating Poisson brackets in field theory
can become a tedious process. We would like to introduce a trick to simplify the process to a
certain degree when some basic Poisson brackets have already been obtained.

We will claim the Poisson bracket defined in Eq. (2.74) is equivalent to the following

{F [Φa(x),Π
a(x)], G[Φb(y),Π

b(y)]}

=

∫
d3u d3v

(
δF (x)

δΦc(u)
{Φc(u),Π

d(v)} δG(y)

δΠd(v)
+

δF (x)

δΠd(u)
{Πd(u),Φc(v)}

δG(y)

δΦc(v)

)
. (2.75)

Again, all the functional dependence with variables x, y, u, v are referring to different points in
space. As a simple consistency check, let’s consider that the pair Φa(x) and Πb(y) satisfy the
canonical Poisson brackets relation, i.e.,

{Φc(u),Π
d(v)} = δdc δ

3(u− v). (2.76)

Eq. (2.75) now becomes∫
d3u d3v

(
δF (x)

δΦc(u)

(
δdc δ

3(u− v)
) δG(y)

δΠd(v)
+

δF (x)

δΠd(u)

(
− δdc δ

3(v − u)
) δG(y)

δΦc(v)

)
(2.77)

=

∫
d3u

(
δF (x)

δΦc(u)

δG(y)

δΠc(u)
− δF (x)

δΠc(u)

δG(y)

δΦc(u)

)
, (2.78)

which goes back to the original definition in (2.74), just with a different integration variable u
instead of z. We will see how this seemingly trivial trick plays out in the following sections.

We will not be looking into any specific example of a constrained Hamiltonian system in the
case of a field theory within this section. Rather, we will dedicate the next two sections to a
detailed presentation of two well-known field theories.

3 Maxwell Theory

We will begin our journey of understanding the workings of gauge theories with Maxwell’s
theory of electromagnetism. As the first gauge theory that describes a realistic, physical system,
Maxwell’s theory has a simple and clear structure that not only captures nearly all the key
elements of a gauge theory but also provides a deep physical intuition. In this section, we will
use Maxwell’s theory as a prototype example to introduce some of the basic ingredients of a
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gauge theory. We will also go over some technical details that will be useful for later parts of
this paper.

Electromagnetism was originally formulated as a theory of interactions of charged particles.
The concept of fields was introduced as a way to describe physical alterations in space in the
presence of a source. Specifically, the presence of a static electric charge produces an electric
field around it, and a moving electric charge produces a magnetic field in its neighborhood. The
two seemingly distinct phenomena of electricity and magnetism were unified as electromagnetic
interaction by James Clerk Maxwell in the mid-19th century, which revealed a deeper intercon-
nection between electricity and magnetism. Namely, a time-varying electric field generates a
magnetic field, and if the magnetic field also happens to vary, it will generate an electric field,
which in turn will generate a magnetic field. This leads to a sustainable generation of electric
and magnetic fields that propagate through space, as electromagnetic waves.

The intimate connection between electric and magnetic fields inspired people to incorporate
them into the same quantity, the electromagnetic field strength tensor, or simply the field-
strength tensor Fµν . This covariant form also allows us to define a manifestly Lorentz invariant
action for the Maxwell theory

SEM =

∫
d4xLEM , (3.1)

where the Lagrangian density takes the following form

LEM = −1

4
FµνF

µν . (3.2)

Here field strength tensor is defined as Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ. It is a functional of the gauge

potential Aµ = (A0, A⃗), where A0 = V is also commonly referred to as the scalar potential and A⃗
the vector potential. We refer those in need of more foundational knowledge of electromagnetism
to Griffiths text [34] and a similar canonical analysis can be found in [21, 35].

3.1 Canonical analysis of Maxwell Theory

The first step in a canonical analysis is to explicitly separate out the Lagrangian density into
terms involving time-derivative namely F0a, and terms that only involve spatial derivatives
namely Fab. This is a necessary step to bring the Lagrangian to a desired form appropriate for
obtaining the Hamiltonian via the Legendre transform. We have

LEM = −1

4
FµνF

µν

= −1

4
(2F0aF

0a + FabF
ab)

=
1

2
F0aF0a −

1

4
FabFab

=
1

2
(∂0Aa − ∂aA0)

2 − 1

4
(∂aAb − ∂bAa)

2. (3.3)

This explicit form allows us to obtain the canonical momenta. Right off the bat, we have a
somewhat trivial result

Π0 =
δL

δȦ0(x)
≈ 0. (3.4)

This condition on the phase space variables provides us with a primary constraint, which we
will discuss in detail later. Further, we have

Πa(x) =
δL

δȦa(x)
, (3.5)
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where

δL = δ

∫
d3y (

1

2
(∂0Aa − ∂aA0)

2 − 1

4
(∂aAb − ∂bAa)

2)

⊃
∫

d3y δ
(1
2
(∂0Aa − ∂aA0)

2
)

⊃
∫

d3y (∂0Aa − ∂aA0)δȦa =

∫
d3y F0a δȦa. (3.6)

The reason for using superset instead of the equal sign in the above steps is because it highlights
the only relevant terms that would eventually contribute to the canonical momentum defined
in Eq. (3.5). It follows that

Πa(x) =

∫
d3y F0b(y)

δȦb(y)

δȦa(x)

=

∫
d3y F0b(y) δabδ

3(y − x)

= F0a(x) = Ȧa − ∂aA0 (3.7)

Note that we would conventionally define F 0a as the electric field vector Ea, so there is a subtle
sign difference between Πa and Ea, namely

Ea = −Πa. (3.8)

In terms of the canonical momentum, we can rewrite the Lagrangian density as

LEM =
1

2
ΠaΠa −

1

4
FabFab. (3.9)

Πa together with Aa now define the basic set of phase space variables of the Hamiltonian system,
thereby producing canonical Poisson brackets

{Aa(x), Ab(y)} = {Πa(x),Πb(y)} = 0, (3.10)

{A0(x),Π
0(y)} = δ3(x− y), (3.11)

{Aa(x),Πb(y)} = δabδ
3(x− y). (3.12)

Next, we perform the Legendre transform on the Lagrangian to obtain the canonical Hamil-
tonian

Hc =

∫
d3x (ΠaȦa − LEM )

=

∫
d3x
(
ΠaȦa − (

1

2
(Πa)2 − 1

4
(Fab)

2)
)

=

∫
d3x
(
Πa(Πa + ∂aA0)−

1

2
(Πa)2 +

1

4
(Fab)

2
)

=

∫
d3x
(1
2
(Πa)2 +

1

4
(Fab)

2)−A0∂aΠ
a
)
. (3.13)

In the above steps, between the second and the third lines, we used Eq. (1.7), performed
integration by parts on the term Πa∂aA0, and dropped the surface term between the third and
the last lines. In the final result of the Maxwell Hamiltonian, the first two terms correspond to
the kinetic energy of the electric and magnetic fields, as expected.

An important point to make here is the role of A0: Due to the total anti-symmetry of the
field tensor, Ȧ0 never appears in the Lagrangian and thus does not behave as a dynamical field
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like the other three components of the gauge potential. It is essentially a redundancy introduced
in the theory from writing the Lagrangian in a manifestly Lorentz invariant form. Fields like
this are generally treated as Lagrange multipliers in the theory. In the Hamiltonian, what a
Lagrange multiplier multiplies would generally be a constraint, which also acts as a generator of
gauge transformations. This brings us to the last term in the Maxwell Hamiltonian, in which A0

acts as a Lagrange multiplier and ∂aΠ
a is interpreted as a generator of gauge transformations

on the gauge potentials. We will elaborate on this later.
We shall now focus on obtaining Hamilton’s equations by taking the Poisson bracket of a

field with the canonical Hamiltonian Hc. First, we have

Ȧa(x) = {Aa(x), Hc}

=

∫
d3z {Aa(x),Πb(z)}

δH(y)

δΠb(z)
, (3.14)

where

δHc = δ

∫
d3y

(1
2
(Πa(y))2 +

1

4
(Fab(y))

2)−A0(y)∂aΠ
a(y)

)
⊃
∫

d3y
(
Πc(y)δΠ

c(y) + ∂cA0(y)δΠ
c(y)

)
. (3.15)

Thus

δH(y)

δΠb(z)
=

∫
d3y

(
Πc(y) + ∂cA0(y)

)δΠc(y)

δΠb(z)

=

∫
d3y

(
Πc(y) + ∂cA0(y)

)
δcb δ

3(y − z)

= Πb(z) + ∂bA0(z). (3.16)

Inserting the above expression back, we have

Ȧa(x) =

∫
d3z {Aa(x),Πb(z)}(Πb(z) + ∂bA0(z)),

=

∫
d3z δab δ

3(x− z)(Πb(z) + ∂bA0(z))

= Πa(x) + ∂aA0(x). (3.17)

The same result has been obtained previously in (3.7). This is a nice consistency check for our
Hamiltonian.

Next, we work on the time evolution of the canonical momenta (or equivalently the electric
field vector)

Π̇a(x) = {Πa(x), Hc}

=

∫
d3z {Πa(x), Ab(z)}

δH(y)

δAb(z)

=

∫
d3z (−δabδ

3(x− z))
δH(y)

δAb(z)
= − δH(y)

δAa(x)
, (3.18)
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where

δHEM = δ

∫
d3y

(1
2
(Πa(y))2 +

1

4
(Fab(y))

2)−A0(y)∂aΠ
a(y)

)
⊃
∫

d3y
(1
2
Fab δ(∂aAb − ∂bAa)

)
=

∫
d3y

1

2

(
− ∂aFab δAb + ∂bFabδAa

)
=

∫
d3y ∂bFabδAa. (3.19)

Inserting the above relation back, we have

Π̇a(x) = −
∫

d3y ∂bFcb(y)
δAc(y)

δAa(x)

= −∂bFab(x). (3.20)

We can relate the spatial field tensor Fab with the magnetic field vector via

Ba =
1

2
ϵabcFbc, (3.21)

which is equivalent to

Fab = ϵabcB
c, (3.22)

This along with the relations that Ea = −Πa, allow us to recognize Eq. (3.20) in the more
familiar form

∇×B =
∂E

∂t
(3.23)

which we recognize as Ampere’s law in free space (current density J⃗ = 0) from Maxwell’s
equations.

Similarly, we can obtain the time evolution of Fab

Ḟab(x) = {Fab(x), HEM}

=

∫
d3z

δFab(x)

δAc(z)
{Ac(z), HEM}

=

∫
d3z

δFab(x)

δAc(z)

(
Πc(z) + ∂cA0(z)

)
, (3.24)

where

δFab(x)

δAc(z)
=

δ(∂aAb(x)− ∂bAa(x))

δAc(z)

=
∂

∂xa

(δAb(x)

δAc(z)

)
− ∂

∂xb

(δAa(x)

δAc(z)

)
= δbc

∂

∂xa
δ3(x− z)− δac

∂

∂xb
δ3(x− z), (3.25)

and substituted back, we have

Ḟab(x) =

∫
d3z

(
δbc

∂

∂xa
δ3(x− z)− δac

∂

∂xb
δ3(x− z)

)(
Πc(z) + ∂cA0(z)

)
=

∂

∂xa

∫
d3z δ3(x− z)

(
Πb(z) + ∂bA0(z)

)
− (a ↔ b)

= ∂aΠb(x)− ∂a∂bA0(x)− (∂bΠa(x)− ∂b∂aA0(x))

= ∂aΠb(x)− ∂bΠa(x). (3.26)
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Again, upon applying the relations Bc = 1
2ϵ

abcFab and Ea = −Πa, we have

Ḃc = −1

2
ϵabc(∂aEb − ∂bEa)

= −ϵabc∂aEb, (3.27)

or equivalently

∇×E = −∂B

∂t
, (3.28)

which we recognize as Faraday’s law from Maxwell’s equations.

3.2 Gauge Transformations

In electromagnetism, we learned that the physical fields are the electric and magnetic fields,
whose dynamics are dictated by the Maxwell equations. On the other hand, one can introduce
a vector potential A⃗ that helps us define the magnetic field vector via

B⃗ = ∇× A⃗. (3.29)

This vector potential is only defined up to the gradient of an arbitrary scalar field λ, because
the magnetic field vector is invariant under the transformation

A⃗ → A⃗+∇λ. (3.30)

This can be checked easily below

B′
i = ϵijk∂jA

′
k

= ϵijk∂j(Ak + ∂kλ)

= ϵijk∂jAk + ϵijk∂j∂kλ

= Bi, (3.31)

where the second term in the third line vanishes automatically due to the totally antisymmetric
epsilon tensor.

Similarly, we can introduce a scalar potential V that helps define the electric field vector

E⃗ = −∇V − ∂A⃗

∂t
. (3.32)

This scalar field is only defined up to the time derivative of an arbitrary scalar field because the
electric field vector is invariant under the transformation

V → V − ∂λ

∂t
, (3.33)

along with the transformation on A⃗. Again, this can be shown below

E′
i = −∂iV

′ − ∂A′
i

∂t

= −∂i(V − ∂λ

∂t
)− ∂

∂t
(Ai + ∂iλ)

= −∂iV + ∂i
∂λ

∂t
− ∂

∂t
Ai −

∂

∂t
∂iλ

= −∂iV − ∂Ai

∂t
= Ei. (3.34)

21



These properties of the scalar and vector potentials can be put together into a covariant form
by introducing the four-vector potential Aµ = (V,Ai) := (A0, Ai), which is defined up to a
four-derivative of an arbitrary scalar field λ

Aµ → Aµ + ∂µλ. (3.35)

For any arbitrary choice of λ, the underlying physics is equivalently described by the same
physical variables as the electric and magnetic fields. This type of transformation that involves
adding or subtracting derivatives of an arbitrary scalar function while keeping the physical
variables unchanged is called a gauge transformation. The Maxwell theory is therefore called
gauge invariant, or that it carries a gauge symmetry.

According to the Dirac conjecture [31], all first-class constraints in a Hamiltonian system
act as generators of gauge transformations, which relate equivalent descriptions of the same
physical state. This conjecture proved to be true for many physical systems, including the
Maxwell theory discussed in this section and the Yang-Mills theory to be discussed in the next
section. From the canonical analysis in the previous subsection, we have already identified
the primary constraint as Π0 ≈ 0, which needs to be added to the canonical Hamiltonian to
construct the total Hamiltonian

HT = Hc +

∫
d3xµ(x)Π0(x), (3.36)

=

∫
d3x

(1
2
(Πa)2 +

1

4
(Fab)

2)−A0∂aΠ
a + µ(x)Π0(x)

)
, (3.37)

where µ is an arbitrary scalar function called a “smearing” such that the added term is well-
behaved in practical calculations. The total Hamiltonian allows us to evaluate the consistency
condition for the primary constraint

{Π0, HT } = {Π0,

∫
d3x (−A0∂aΠ

a)}, (3.38)

= ∂aΠ
a ≈ 0. (3.39)

This consistency condition on the primary constraint defines a secondary constraint that happens
to be the familiar Gauss law. The Dirac procedure requires us to further check the consistency
of the secondary constraint to possibly discover more secondary constraints. In this case, the
Gauss law constraint does not lead to more secondary constraints so the hunt for constraints is
complete.

The next step is to examine the Poisson brackets between all constraints to separate out
the first-class and second-class constraints. Specifically, those constraints that produce weakly
vanishing Poisson brackets are categorized as first-class, whereas those with non-vanishing Pois-
son brackets are second-class constraints. Since there are only two constraints in the Maxwell
theory, all we have to check is {Π0, ∂aΠa}, which is clearly zero. Therefore we can conclude that
both the primary constraint Π0 ≈ 0 and the secondary constraint ∂aΠ

a ≈ 0 are of first class.
We will focus on the Gauss law constraint below.

To have a well-defined canonical analysis in a field theory, we introduce a smeared constraint
of the Gauss law and claim that it generates gauge transformations in Maxwell’s theory

G(λ) =

∫
d3xλ(x) ∂aΠ

a(x), (3.40)

where λ(x) is an arbitrary function of space-time that is smooth, and differentiable, and it is
usually referred to as the gauge parameter. To show that G(λ) does indeed behave as a gauge
generator, we will act G(λ) on the gauge potential Aa, electric field vector Ea, and magnetic
field vector Ba to show their dependence or invariance under gauge transformations.
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3.3 Gauge dependence of the Gauge Potential

For an arbitrary function F (Aa,Π
a) of the phase variables Aa(x) and Πa(x), its gauge transfor-

mation is defined as

δλF (Aa,Π
a) ≡ {G(λ), F (Aa,Π

a)} (3.41)

=

∫
d3z d3w

δG(λ, y)

δΠc(z)
{Πc(z), Ab(w)}

δF (Aa(x),Π
a(x))

δAb(w)
, (3.42)

where

δG(λ, y) = δ

∫
d3y λ(y) ∂dΠ

d(y)

=

∫
d3y λ(y) ∂dδΠ

d(y)

= −
∫

d3y ∂dλ(y) δΠ
d(y), (3.43)

and thus

δG(λ, y)

δΠc(z)
= −

∫
d3y ∂dλ(y)

δΠd(y)

δΠc(z)

= −
∫

d3y ∂dλ(y) δcd δ
3(y − z)

= −∂cλ(z). (3.44)

Now we apply the above on the gauge potential Aa(x), namely

δλAa(x) ≡ {G(λ), Aa(x)}

=

∫
d3z

δG(λ, y)

δΠb(z)
{Πb(z), Aa(x)}

=

∫
d3z

(
− ∂bλ(z)

)(
− δabδ

3(x− z)
)

= ∂aλ(x). (3.45)

This is what we expect from the gauge transformation on the vector potential in Maxwell’s
theory.

3.4 Gauge invariance of the Electric Field and Magnetic Field

The electric field vector and magnetic field vector are the central elements in Maxwell’s theory.
Being the physical observable in the theory, they are invariant under gauge transformations.
Here we apply the gauge transformations on the electric field vector and magnetic field vector
separately to verify their invariance. Specifically, they should lead to vanishing Poisson brackets
with the gauge generator G(λ).

Recall that the electric field vector only differs from the canonical momenta by a minus sign,
i.e., Ea = −Πa. Therefore

δλE
a(x) ≡ {G(λ),−Πa(x)}

=

∫
d3z

δG(λ, y)

δΠb(z)
{Πb(z),−Πa(x)} = 0. (3.46)

Therefore we have verified the gauge invariance of the electric field.

23



Next, we move on to the case of the magnetic field vector Ba, which can be expressed in
terms of the gauge potential Ba = 1

2ϵ
abcFbc. To determine whether the magnetic field is gauge

invariant we have to perform the following Poisson bracket

{G(λ(y)), Ba(x)} =

∫
d3z d3w

δG(λ(y))

δΠb(z)
{Πb(z), Ac(w)}

δBa(x)

δAc(w)
(3.47)

First, we will address the smeared constraint term.

δG(λ(y))

δΠb(z)
=

δ

δΠb(z)

∫
d3y λ(y)∂dΠ

d(y) (3.48)

Integrating by parts allows us to act the derivative on λ and then variational derivative on Πc.

δG(λ(y))

δΠb(z)
= − δ

δΠb(z)

∫
d3y ∂dλ(y)Π

d(y)

= −
∫

d3y ∂dλ(y)
δΠd(y)

δΠb(z)

= −
∫

d3y ∂dλ(y)δ
dbδ3(y − z)

= −∂bλ(z) (3.49)

Second, we have the Poisson brackets between the canonical variables which is identically

{Πb(z), Ac(w)} = −δbcδ
3(z − w) (3.50)

Last we expand the term containing the magnetic field

δBa(x)

δAc(w)
=

δ

δAc(w)

1

2
ϵade(∂dAe(x)− ∂eAd(x))

=
1

2
ϵade

(
∂d

δAe(x)

δAc(w)
− ∂e

δAd(x)

δAc(w)

)
=

1

2
ϵade

(
δce∂dδ

3(x− w)− δcd∂eδ
3(x− w)

)
(3.51)

substituting the following results into the full Poisson bracket gives us

{G(λ(y)), Bi(x)} =

∫
d3z d3w ∂bλ(z)δbcδ

3(z − w)
1

2
ϵade

(
δce∂dδ

3(x− w)− δcd∂eδ
3(x− w)

)
=

1

2
ϵade

∫
d3w ∂cλ(w)

(
δce∂dδ

3(x− w)− δcd∂eδ
3(x− w)

)
=

1

2
ϵade

∫
d3w ∂cλ(w)

(
δce∂dδ

3(x− w)− δcd∂eδ
3(x− w)

)
=

1

2
ϵade

∫
d3w

(
∂eλ(w)∂dδ

3(x− w)− ∂dλ(w)∂eδ
3(x− w)

)
(3.52)

now we perform integration by parts and act the partial derivative, previously acting on the
Dirac delta function, on λ which allows us to factor out the Dirac delta

{G(λ(y)), Bi(x)} = −1

2
ϵade

∫
d3w (∂d∂eλ(w)− ∂e∂dλ(w)) δ

3(x− w)

= −1

2
ϵade (∂d∂eλ(x)− ∂e∂dλ(x)) (3.53)
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and since derivatives commute we have proven the magnetic field is gauge invariant in Maxwell
Theory

{G(λ(y)), Ba(x)} = 0 (3.54)

With the proofs of gauge invariance of the electric and magnetic fields from the perspective of
a constrained Hamiltonian system, we have concluded this section on the Maxwell theory. The
gauge field Aa(x) in the Maxwell theory is also called a differential 1-form. Because of its simple
form, we can always switch the order in products freely, for example, A1A2 = A2A1. From a
group theory standpoint, the gauge fields have a generator of the Lie algebra as simply the unity
matrix. This type of gauge theory is called an abelian gauge theory with an underlying U(1)
gauge symmetry. However, this simple fashion is not always the case, as we will see in the next
section with the Yang-Mills theory, which is also referred to as the non-abelian gauge theory
with an SU(N) gauge symmetry. For example, the electroweak theory has an SU(2) gauge
symmetry, and the generators of the Lie algebra are the three 2 × 2 Pauli matrices. Similarly,
quantum chromodynamics (QCD) has an SU(3) gauge symmetry whose Lie generators are the
eight 3× 3 Gellmann matrices. In those cases, the gauge fields are Lie-algebra-valued 1-forms,
with additional structures. We will explore all the nitty-gritty of the Yang-Mills theory in the
next section.

4 Yang-Mills Theory

In the previous section, we saw that Maxwell’s theory can be formulated as a gauge theory in
terms of abelian, or equivalently, U(1) gauge fields Aµ(x). The theory is invariant under the
gauge transformations defined by such gauge fields. The construction of a gauge theory can be
generalized to non-abelian or SU(N) gauge fields where individual components of these fields
don’t commute with each other. This type of gauge theory is called a non-abelian gauge theory,
also commonly referred to as the Yang-Mills theory. The electroweak theory and quantum
chromodynamics (QCD) of particle physics are both examples of a Yang-Mills theory.

In this section, we will focus on the following aspects of the Yang-Mills theory: In subsection
4.1, we will introduce some basic elements of the Yang-Mills theory to help define the action.
In subsection 4.2 we will perform the canonical analysis of the theory to obtain the total Hamil-
tonian. In subsection 4.3 we discuss the gauge generator and transformations. For a similar
introduction to Yang-Mills theory and more insight on holonomy refer to [20, 21, 35].

4.1 Basics of Yang-Mills theory

The central element of the Yang-Mills theory is a generalized, Lie-algebra-valued gauge potential

Aµ = Ai
µT

i, i = 1, 2, · · · , N2 − 1 (4.1)

where T i are the generators of the Lie algebra that satisfy the following commutation relation

[T i, T j ] = if ijkT k. (4.2)

The number of independent generators depends on the dimension N of the gauge group. For
SU(N), the number of generators equals N2−1. For example, SU(2) gauge group has 22−1 = 3
independent generators which are directly related to the three Pauli matrices:

T i =
1

2
σi, i = 1, 2, 3. (4.3)
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Due to the non-abelian nature of the gauge potential, we have to generalize the notion of
partial derivative to a covariant derivative

Dµ = I∂µ − igAµ, (4.4)

where I is the identity matrix (since Aµ is a matrix). The covariant derivative transforms in
the adjoint representation of the Lie algebra. For example, when acting on a gauge potential,
it follows

DµAν = ∂µAν − ig[Aµ, Aν ]. (4.5)

Applying Eq. (4.2), we have

DµA
i
ν = ∂µA

i
ν + gf ijkAj

µA
k
ν . (4.6)

The covariant derivative (which has a similar counterpart in general relativity) also helps us
introduce the non-abelian field strength tensor through the following equation

[Dµ, Dν ] = −igFµν = −igF i
µνT

i, (4.7)

from which we can obtain the component F i
µν as

F i
µν = ∂µA

i
ν − ∂νA

i
µ + gf ijkAj

µA
k
ν (4.8)

Now we can define the Yang-Mills action similar to that of the Maxwell theory

SYM = −1

2

∫
d4xTr(FµνF

µν), (4.9)

where the trace operation is required to produce a scalar quantity. Upon applying the following
trace identity of the Lie generators T i

Tr(T iT j) =
1

2
δij , (4.10)

the action becomes

SYM = −1

4

∫
d4xF i

µνF
µν i, (4.11)

The equations of motion of the Yang-Mills theory (called the Yang-Mills equations) can be
obtained similarly following the Least-action Principle, which gives

ϵµνρσDνFρσ = 0. (4.12)

This is known as the non-abelian Bianchi identity. Contrary to Maxwell’s equations, the Yang-
Mills equations do not associate directly with the physical observables of the theory. This is
due to the fact that the Yang-Mills field strength tensor is not a gauge invariant quantity. We
will get into this aspect in subsection 4.3.

4.2 Canonical analysis of the Yang-Mills action

As usual, we now express the Lagrangian density in the 3 + 1 form explicitly

LYM = −1

4
F i
µνF

µν i

= −1

4
(F i

0aF
0a i + F i

a0F
a0 i + F i

abF
ab i)

=
1

2
(F i

0a)
2 − 1

4
(F i

ab)
2. (4.13)
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For the purpose of obtaining the canonical momenta, only the first term of the above expression
is relevant. Specifically, the variation of the Lagrangian density produces

δLYM ⊃ F i
0a δF

i
0a

⊃ F i
0a δȦ

i
a. (4.14)

Thus we have the canonical momenta

Πai =
δLYM

δȦi
a

= F i
0a := Eai. (4.15)

A careful look at Eai shows

Eai = Ȧi
a − ∂aA0 + gf ijkAj

0A
k
a. (4.16)

Similar to the Maxwell case, we have the following set of basic Poisson brackets

{Ai
µ(x), A

j
ν(y)} = 0, (4.17)

{Eµi(x), Eνj(y)} = 0, (4.18)

{Ai
0(x), E

0j(y)} = δijδ3(x− y), (4.19)

{Aj
a(x), E

bj(y)} = δbaδijδ
3(x− y). (4.20)

Now the canonical Hamiltonian of Yang-Mills theory follows immediately

Hc =

∫
d3x
(
EaiȦi

a − (
1

2
(Eai)2 − 1

4
(F i

ab)
2)
)

=

∫
d3x
(
Eai(Eai + ∂aA

i
0 − gf ijkAj

0A
k
a)−

1

2
(Eai)2 +

1

4
(F i

ab)
2
)

=

∫
d3x
(1
2
(Eai)2 +

1

4
(F i

ab)
2 −Ai

0∂aE
ai − gf ijkAj

0A
k
aE

ai
)

=

∫
d3x
(1
2
(Eai)2 +

1

4
(F i

ab)
2 −Ai

0(∂aE
ai + gf jikAk

aE
aj)
)

=

∫
d3x
(1
2
(Eai)2 +

1

4
(F i

ab)
2 −Ai

0(∂aE
ai + gfkijAj

aE
ak)
)

=

∫
d3x
(1
2
(Eai)2 +

1

4
(F i

ab)
2 −Ai

0(DaE
a)i)
)
. (4.21)

In the above steps, Eq. (4.16) is used in the first line to the second line, and integration by parts
is performed from the second to the third line. It is worth noting the similarity between the
Yang-Mills and Maxwell Hamiltonians, with the difference being the last term with the covariant
derivative instead of the partial derivative. The role of A0 is again a Lagrange multiplier, which
suggests that what it multiplies should be treated as a constraint.

Now we will follow the standard Dirac procedure for the constraint analysis. First, we have
the primary constraint immediately following the canonical momentum in (4.15), namely,

(ϕ0)i = (E0)i = −(F 00)i ≈ 0. (4.22)

This allows us to construct the total Hamiltonian

HT = Hc +

∫
d3xµi(x)(E0)i(x) (4.23)

=

∫
d3x
(1
2
(Eai)2 +

1

4
(F i

ab)
2 −Ai

0(DaE
a)i + µi(E0)i

)
(4.24)
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Next, we impose the consistency condition on the primary constraint to obtain a potential
secondary constraint:

{(E0)i, HT } =

∫
d3x{(E0)i,−Aj

0(DaE
a)j)} (4.25)

= (DaE
a)i, (4.26)

which we recognize as the non-abelian Gauss constraint

(ϕ1)i = (DaE
a)i ≈ 0 (4.27)

The next step is to impose the consistency condition on the newly obtained secondary con-
straint, namely the Gauss constraint, to seek potentially additional secondary constraint, namely

{(ϕ1)i, HT } = gf ijk(A0)
j(DaE

a)k

= gf ijk(A0)
j(ϕ1)k ≈ 0. (4.28)

Interestingly, this Poisson bracket is proportional to the Gauss constraint so this consistency
condition is satisfied automatically, therefore it does not lead to additional secondary constraints.

Now that we have hunted down all the constraints. The Dirac procedure requires that we
evaluate their Poisson brackets to identify whether they are of first or second class. Let’s show
the results first:

{(ϕ0)i(x), (ϕ0)j(y)} = 0, (4.29)

{(ϕ0)i(x), (ϕ1)j(y)} = 0, (4.30)

{(ϕ1)i(x), (ϕ1)j(y)} = −gf ijkδ3(x− y)(ϕ1)k ≈ 0. (4.31)

In the above, the first two Poisson brackets follow directly from the fundamental Poisson brack-
ets. The third one is proportional to the Gauss constraint thus it is weakly zero. These results
suggest that all the constraints in Yang-Mills theory are first-class.

A curious reader may have noticed that we have left out the proofs of some fairly nontrivial
results, specifically Eqs.(4.28) and (4.31). These are not by accident. We left them out inten-
tionally because proving them requires some special treatment of the constraints. Specifically,
the presence of a derivative in the Gauss constraint means that Dirac delta functions will come
about when it is evaluated in Poisson brackets. Being a distribution instead of an ordinary
function with well-defined derivatives, the Dirac delta function does not have a well-defined
behavior on its own in Poisson brackets. This makes Eq. (4.28) and (4.31) generally hard to
compute in a straightforward way.

A distribution is much better handled when it is accompanied by a test function inside an
integral. This treatment is commonly known as “smearing”, which is a standard technique to
tame the behavior of distributions, specifically, Dirac delta functions in Poisson brackets (See,
for example, references [21] and [20] for additional explanations.) For this reason, we again
introduce a smeared integral for the Gauss constraint:

G(λ) =

∫
d3xλi(DaE

a)i (4.32)

where λi = λi(x) is an algebra-valued arbitrary parameter that plays the role of the test func-
tion. In terms of the smeared constraint G(λ), the Poisson brackets in (4.28) and (4.31) are
equivalent to {G(λ), HT } and {G(λ), G(µ)} respectively. These Poisson brackets are much more
manageable now. Unfortunately, they are still quite technical to prove. We will hold off on their
proofs until the end of the next subsection when some other useful relations are obtained.
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4.3 Gauge Transformation of A and E

Similar to Maxwell’s theory, the smeared Gauss constraint G(λ) also serves as the generator
of gauge transformations. In order to find the actions of the gauge generator we perform the
following Poisson brackets. For simplicity, in the following parts, we will take the SU(2) Lie
generator T i = 1

2σ
i, where σi are the Pauli matrices and the structure constant f ijk becomes

the totally antisymmetric tensor ϵijk.
We will start with the gauge transformation on the gauge potential, i.e.,

{G(λ), Ai
a(x)} =

∫
d3y

δG(λ)

δEj
b (y)

{Ej
b (y), A

i
a(x)} (4.33)

where

δG(λ)

δEj
b (y)

=
δ

δEj
b (y)

∫
d3z λk(z)DcE

k
c (z)

=
δ

δEj
b (y)

∫
d3z λk(z)(∂cE

k
c (z) + gϵkmnAm

c (z)En
c (z))

=
δ

δEj
b (y)

∫
d3z (−∂cλ

k(z)Ek
c (z) + gϵkmnAm

c (z)En
c (z)λ

k(z))

=

∫
d3z

(
−∂cλ

k(z)
δEk

c (z)

δEj
b (y)

+ gϵkmnAm
c (z)λk(z)

δEn
c (z)

δEj
b (y)

)

=

∫
d3z (−∂cλ

k(z)δkj δ
b
cδ

3(z − y) + gϵkmnAm
c (z)λk(z)δnj δ

b
cδ

3(z − y))

= −∂bλ
j(y) + gϵkmjAm

b (y)λk(y)

= −∂bλ
j(y)− gϵjmkAm

b (y)λk(y)

= −Dbλ
j(y) (4.34)

substituting the previous result back into the Poisson bracket

{G(λ), Ai
a(x)} =

∫
d3y

(
−Dbλ

j(y)
)
{Ej

b (y), A
i
a(x)}

=

∫
d3y

(
−Dbλ

j(y)
) (

−δijδabδ
3(y − x)

)
(4.35)

and finally we arrive at our result

{G(λ), Ai
a(x)} = Daλ

i(x) (4.36)

The gauge transformation for the gauge potential A in a Yang-Mills field theory is the covariant
derivative of the gauge parameter λ i.e.

Ai
a
′ → Ai

a +Daλ
i. (4.37)

Notice this is of a similar fashion to that in Maxwell’s theory where the gauge transformation
of A is simply the gradient of λ.

Next, we obtain the gauge Transformation of the canonical momenta,i.e.,

{G(λ), Ei
a(x)} =

∫
d3y

δG(λ)

δAj
b(y)

{Aj
b(y), E

i
a(x)} (4.38)
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where

δG(λ)

δAj
b(y)

=
δ

δAj
b(y)

∫
d3z λk(z)DcE

k
c (z)

=
δ

δAj
b(y)

∫
d3z λk(z)(∂cE

k
c (z) + gϵkmnAm

c (z)En
c (z)) (4.39)

Since the first term is independent of A it will vanish under the functional derivative and we
are left with

δG(λ)

δAj
b(y)

=

∫
d3z gϵkmnλk(z)

δAm
c (z)

δAj
b(y)

En
c (z)

=

∫
d3z gϵkmnλk(z)δmj δbcδ

3(z − y)En
c (z)

= gϵkjnλk(y)En
b (y)

= −gϵjknλk(y)En
b (y) (4.40)

substituting the previous result back into the Poisson bracket

{G(λ), Ei
a(x)} =

∫
d3y

(
−gϵjknλk(y)En

b (y)
)
{Aj

b(y), E
i
a(x)}

=

∫
d3y

(
−gϵjknλk(y)En

b (y)
)
δabδ

ijδ3(y − x)

= −gϵiknλk(x)En
a (x), (4.41)

and finally renaming some summed-over indices we arrive at our final result

{G(λ), Ei
a(x)} = −gϵijkλj(x)Ek

a(x). (4.42)

We have shown that the electric field analog E in Yang-Mills theory has the gauge transformation

Ei
a
′ → Ei

a − gϵijkλjEk
a , (4.43)

which means it is no longer a gauge invariant quantity and therefore not a candidate for a
physical observable in Yang-Mills theory. As we shall see in a later section, the field strength
tensor F i

ab also fails to pass the same test, as we will show in the next subsection.

4.4 Gauge Dependent Field Strength Tensor

In Yang-Mills theory the spatial field tensor F i
ab(x) is not invariant under gauge transformations.

To prove this we will calculate the following Poisson bracket:

{G(λ), F i
ab(x)} =

∫
d3y

δG(λ)

δEc
j (y)

{Ec
j (y), F

i
ab(x)} (4.44)

We will first calculate the Poisson bracket between the electric field and the field tensor.

{Ec
j (y), F

i
ab(x)} =

∫
d3z

(
δEc

j (y)

δAl
d(z)

δF i
ab(x)

δEd
l (z)

−
δEc

j (y)

δEd
l (z)

δF i
ab(x)

δAl
d(z)

)
(4.45)
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The first term is identically zero and if we expand F i
ab(x) we are left with

= −
∫

d3z
δEc

j (y)

δEd
l (z)

δ

δAl
d(z)

(∂aA
i
b(x)− ∂bA

i
a(x) + gϵijkAj

a(x)A
k
b (x))

= −
∫

d3zδcdδ
l
jδ

3(y − z)
δ

δAl
d(z)

(∂aA
i
b(x)− ∂bA

i
a(x) + gϵijkAj

a(x)A
k
b (x))

= − δ

δAj
c(y)

(∂aA
i
b(x)− ∂bA

i
a(x) + gϵilkAl

a(x)A
k
b (x))

= ∂b
δAi

a(x)

δAj
c(y)

− ∂a
δAi

b(x)

δAj
c(y)

− gϵilk

(
δAl

a(x)

δAj
c(y)

Ak
b (x) +Al

a(x)
δAk

b (x)

δAj
c(y)

)
= δij(δ

c
a ∂b δ

3(x− y)− δcb ∂a δ
3(x− y))− gϵilk

(
δljδ

c
aA

k
b (x) +Al

a(x)δ
k
j δ

c
b

)
δ3(x− y)

= δij(δ
c
a ∂b δ

3(x− y)− δcb ∂a δ
3(x− y))− g(ϵijkδcaA

k
b (x) + ϵiljδcbA

l
a(x))δ

3(x− y)

= δij(δ
c
a ∂b δ

3(x− y)− δcb ∂a δ
3(x− y))− gϵijk(δcaA

k
b (x)− δcbA

k
a(x))δ

3(x− y)

= 2δijδ
c
[a ∂b] δ

3(x− y)− 2gϵijkδc[aA
k
b](x)δ

3(x− y) (4.46)

where in the third to second to last line we have renamed the dummy indices from l to k on the
second epsilon tensor term and changed the order of the last two indices to flip the sign which
allows us to use a single epsilon tensor.

Putting the previous result on hold we will now calculate the functional derivative of G(λ)
with respect to E

δG(λ)

δEc
j (y)

=
δ

δEc
j (y)

∫
d3wλi(w)

(
∂aE

i
a(w) + gϵilkAl

a(w)E
k
a(w)

)
=

δ

δEc
j (y)

∫
d3w (−Ei

a(w)∂aλ
i(w) + gϵilkAl

a(w)E
k
a(w)λ

i(w))

=

∫
d3w

(
−δEi

a(w)δ

δEc
j (y)

∂aλ
i(w) + gϵilkAl

a(w)
δEk

a(w)

δEc
j (y)

λi(w)

)

=

∫
d3w δijδacδ

3(w − y)(−∂aλ
i(w)) + gϵilkAl

aδ
jkδacδ

3(w − y)λi(w)

= −∂cλ
j(y) + gϵiljAl

c(y)λ
i(y)

= −∂cλ
j(y)− gϵjliAl

c(y)λ
i(y)

= −∂cλ
j(y)− gϵjklAk

c (y)λ
l(y) = −Dcλ

j(y) (4.47)

where in the last step the summed over indices have been renamed for simplicity later.
Now we can substitute the following results in back into Eq. (4.44)

{G(λ), F i
ab(x)} =

∫
d3y (−Dcλ

j(y))
(
2δijδ

c
[a ∂b] δ

3(x− y)− 2gϵijkδc[aA
k
b](x)δ

3(x− y)
)
. (4.48)
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We will perform this calculation by splitting it into two terms. First, we have∫
d3y (−Dcλ

j(y))
(
2δijδ

c
[a ∂b] δ

3(x− y)
)

=−
∫

d3y
(
∂cλ

j(y) + gϵjklAk
c (y)λ

l(y)
)
δij
(
δca ∂b δ

3(x− y)− δcb ∂a δ
3(x− y)

)
=−

∫
d3y ∂cλ

i(y)δca∂bδ
3(y − x)− ∂cλ

i(y)δcb∂aδ
3(y − x)

+ gϵiklλl(y)
(
Ak

c (y)δ
c
a∂bδ

3(y − x)−Ak
c (y)δ

c
b∂aδ

3(y − x)
)

=−
∫

d3y ∂aλ
i(y)∂bδ

3(y − x)− ∂bλ
i(y)∂aδ

3(y − x)

+ gϵiklλl(y)
(
Ak

a(y)∂bδ
3(y − x)−Ak

b (y)∂aδ
3(y − x)

)
(4.49)

Now we integrate by parts and act the partial derivative, previously on the Dirac delta function,
on everything to the left of the partial derivative in each term. This also allows us to group
together terms that have the same derivative acting on them as follows

=

∫
d3y

[
∂a

(
∂bλ

i(y) + gϵiklλl(y)Ak
b (y)

)
− ∂b

(
∂aλ

i(y) + gϵiklλl(y)Ak
a(y)

)]
δ3(y − x)

= gϵikl
[
∂a(λ

l(x)Ak
b (x))− ∂b(λ

l(x)Ak
a(x))

]
= gϵikl

[
∂aλ

l(x)Ak
b (x) + λl(x)∂aA

k
b (x)− ∂bλ

l(y)Ak
a(x)− λl(x)∂bA

k
a(x)

]
. (4.50)

We will stop here and now work on the second term of Eq. (4.48) as follows∫
d3y (−Dcλ

j(y))
(
−2gϵijkδc[aA

k
b](x)δ

3(x− y)
)

=

∫
d3y Dcλ

j(y)2gϵijnδc[aA
n
b](x)δ

3(x− y)

= Dcλ
j(x)2gϵijnδc[aA

n
b](x)

= Dcλ
j2gϵijnδc[aA

n
b]

=
(
∂cλ

j + gϵjklAk
cλ

l
)
gϵijn(δcaA

n
b − δcbA

n
a)

= gϵijn(∂cλ
jδcaA

n
b − ∂cλ

jδcbA
n
a) + g2ϵijnϵjkl(Ak

cλ
lδcaA

n
b −Ak

cλ
lδcbA

n
a)

= gϵijn(∂aλ
jAn

b − ∂bλ
jAn

a) + g2ϵijnϵjklλl(Ak
aA

n
b −Ak

bA
n
a) (4.51)

where in the second line we have renamed the summed over index k to n to prevent later
confusion and in the fourth line we have suppressed the function input (x) since all functions in
the remainder of the calculation are functions of x.

Now we have solved both terms in Eq. (4.48) and can add them together i.e. Eq. (4.50) +
Eq. (4.51) to get

{G(λ), F i
ab(x)} = gϵikl

[
∂aλ

lAk
b + λl∂aA

k
b − ∂bλ

lAk
a − λl∂bA

k
a

]
+ gϵijn(∂aλ

jAn
b − ∂bλ

jAn
a) + g2ϵijnϵjklλl(Ak

aA
n
b −Ak

bA
n
a)

= −gϵilk
[
∂aλ

lAk
b + λl∂aA

k
b − ∂bλ

lAk
a − λl∂bA

k
a

]
+ gϵijn(∂aλ

jAn
b − ∂bλ

jAn
a) + g2ϵijnϵjklλl(Ak

aA
n
b −Ak

bA
n
a)

= −gϵilk
[
λl∂aA

k
b − λl∂bA

k
a

]
+ g2ϵijnϵjklλl(Ak

aA
n
b −Ak

bA
n
a)

= gϵiklλl
[
∂aA

k
b − ∂bA

k
a

]
+ g2ϵijnϵjklλl(Ak

aA
n
b −Ak

bA
n
a), (4.52)
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where in the second line we flipped the last two indices on gikl, and in the second to the third
line we cancel the first and third term of the first part, with the first two partial derivative terms
of the second part (since l, k, j, n are all summed over). Next, we contract the two Levi-Civita
symbols and simplify them as follows

= gϵiklλl
[
∂aA

k
b − ∂bA

k
a

]
+ g2(δknδli − δkiδln)λl(Ak

aA
n
b −Ak

bA
n
a)

= gϵiklλl(x)
[
∂aA

k
b − ∂bA

k
a

]
+ g2λl(Ak

aA
n
b δ

knδli −Ak
aA

n
b δ

kiδln −Ak
bA

n
aδ

knδli +Ak
bA

n
aδ

kiδln)

= gϵiklλl
[
∂aA

k
b − ∂bA

k
a

]
+ g2(An

aA
n
b λ

i −Ai
aA

n
b λ

n −An
bA

n
aλ

i +Ai
bA

n
aλ

n)

= gϵiklλl
[
∂aA

k
b − ∂bA

k
a

]
+ g2(−Ai

aA
n
b λ

n +Ai
bA

n
aλ

n)

= gϵiklλl
[
∂aA

k
b − ∂bA

k
a

]
+ g2λl(Ai

bA
l
a −Ai

aA
l
b)

= gϵiklλl
[
∂aA

k
b − ∂bA

k
a

]
+ g2λl(δimδln − δlmδin)A

m
a An

b

= gϵiklλl
[
∂aA

k
b − ∂bA

k
a

]
+ g2λlϵmnkϵiklAm

a An
b

= gϵiklλl
[
∂aA

k
b − ∂bA

k
a + gϵkmnAm

a An
b

]
= gϵiklλlF k

ab

= −gϵilkλlF k
ab, (4.53)

where in the fifth line we rename the dummy index n to l in the g2 term to match the first part
of the equation. After renaming our indices we have arrived at the final result

{G(λ), F i
ab(x)} = −gϵijkλj(x)F k

ab(x). (4.54)

This shows that the spatial part of the field tensor has the following gauge transformation

F i
ab

′ → F i
ab − gϵijkλjF k

ab. (4.55)

Notice this is of a similar form to the gauge transformation of the electric field as the electric
field is the remaining component of the field tensor. This means any magnetic field analog in
Yang-Mills field theory is also no longer a gauge invariant quantity and cannot be a physical
observable. The pressing question to ask then, is what would be the physical observables in a
Yang-Mills theory? We will answer this question at the very end of this section but for now, we
will take a slight detour and address an earlier issue first.

4.5 Closure of the Gauge Generators

As pointed out at the end of subsection 4.2, we intentionally skipped the proofs of Eqs.(4.28)
and (4.31). The exact reason is that both proofs essentially involve the Poisson brackets between
two Gauss constraints, which involves the covariant derivatives of the canonical momenta. A
brute-force tackle would become a laborious process. Now, with the important results obtained
in the previous sections, specifically the gauge transformation of Ai

a, E
i
a, and F i

ab, we can finally
come back to those much-anticipated proofs.

We will start with the Poisson bracket between two gauge generators:

{G(λ), G(µ)} =

∫
d3x
(
{G(λ), Eia(x)} δG(µ)

δEia(x)
+ {G(λ), Ai

a(x)}
δG(µ)

δAi
a(x)

)
.

=

∫
d3x
(
(−gϵijkλj(x)Eak(x))(−Daµ

i(x)) + (Daλ
i(x))(−gϵilmµl(x)Eam(x))

(4.56)

33



where we have taken advantage of the fact that we have already obtained all of the expressions
in the first line and substituted them in. Since everything is a function of x we will suppress
the function input (x) and simplify

{G(λ), G(µ)} =

∫
d3x
(
(−gϵijkλjEak)(−Daµ

i) + (Daλ
i)(−gϵilmµlEam)

)
=

∫
d3x
(
gϵijkλjEak(∂aµ

i + gϵilmAl
aµ

m) + (∂aλ
i + gϵijkAj

aλ
k)gϵimlµlEam

)
=

∫
d3x
(
gϵijkλj∂aµ

iEak + gϵimlµl∂aλ
iEam + g2ϵijkϵilmλjµmEakAl

a

+ g2ϵijkϵimlλkµlEamAj
a

)
=

∫
d3x g

(
ϵijkλj∂aµ

iEak + ϵimlµl∂aλ
iEam + g(δjlδmk − δjkδml)λjµmEakAl

a

+ g(δjkδml − δjlδmk)λkµlEamAj
a

)
=

∫
d3x g

(
ϵijkλj∂a(µ

iλj)Eak + g(λjµkEakAj
a − λjµjEakAk

a)

+ g(λkµkEajAj
a − λkµjEakAj

a)
)

=

∫
d3x g

(
ϵijkλj∂a(µ

iλj)Eak + g(λjµk − λkµj)EakAj
a

)
=

∫
d3x g

(
− ϵijkλj∂a(µ

kλj)Eai + gλmµn(δmjδnk − δmkδnj)EakAj
a

)
=

∫
d3x g

(
ϵijkλjµk∂aE

ai + gλmµnϵimnϵijkEakAj
a

)
=

∫
d3x g

(
(ϵijkλjµk)∂aE

ai + (ϵimnλmµn)gϵijkAj
aE

ak
)

=

∫
d3x g(ϵijkλjµk)DaE

ai, (4.57)

where in the fourth line we expand the contracted epsilon tensors as Kronecker deltas, in the
fifth line we have “undone” the chain rule to combine the first two terms into one, and in the
eighth line we integrate by parts on the first term to act the derivative on Eia and in the second
term have turned the Kronecker deltas into Levi-Civita symbol. Finally, in the last line, if
we recognize that the Levi-Civita symbol contracted with two other quantities is equivalent to
the commutator between the two quantities with respect to the free index i, we can write the
previous line as

{G(λ), G(µ)} = g

∫
d3x [λ, µ]iDaE

ai

= G(g[λ, µ]). (4.58)

This result is equivalent to the claim in Eq. (4.31), for the SU(2) case. It shows that the gauge
generators form a closed algebra. The physical implication of this closure is that the effect of two
consecutive infinitesimal gauge transformations is equivalent to one gauge transformation with
a gauge parameter in the specific form of a commutator of the individual gauge parameters.
Eq.(4.58), together with Eqs.(4.29) and (4.30), prove that all the constraints of Yang-Mills
theory are of first class, as claimed in subsection 4.2.

With Eq. (4.58), the proof of the consistency condition in Eq. (4.28) also follows straight-
forwardly. Let’s take a closer look here. Eq. (4.28) is now equivalent to the following Poisson
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bracket

{G(λ), HT }

=

∫
d3x {G(λ),

1

2
(Eai)2 +

1

4
(F i

ab)
2 −Ai

0(DaE
a)i + µi(E0)i}, (4.59)

=

∫
d3x

(
{G(λ),

1

2
(Eai)2}+ {G(λ),

1

4
(F i

ab)
2} − {G(λ), Ai

0(DaE
a)i}+ {G(λ), µi(E0)i}

)
.

There are four Poisson brackets in the last line above, where the first and the second both vanish
due to the gauge transformations on E and A found in subsection 4.3. Then the fourth Poisson
bracket vanishes trivially from the fundamental Poisson brackets. So the only surviving Poisson
bracket from above is the third term, which we immediately recognize simply as a Poisson
bracket between two gauge generators, i.e.,

{G(λ), HT } = −
∫

d3x {G(λ), Ai
0(DaE

a)i}

= −{G(λ), G(A0)}
= −G([λ,A0]) ≈ 0. (4.60)

With this, we have proved that the Gauss constraint is preserved by the total Hamiltonian so
that there does not exist any additional secondary constraint in Yang-Mills theory.

4.6 Holonomy

In Yang-Mills theory the vector potential Ai
a and its conjugate momenta Ei

a are both subject to
change under gauge transformations. This means these quantities are nonphysical and cannot
be considered observables. As it turns out in Yang-Mills field theories there is a gauge invariant
quantity namely, the trace of a holonomy. Conceptually holonomy can be described as the
resulting difference of parallel transporting the vector potential, Ai

a, around a closed loop. More
generally, a holonomy is the transportation of a connection (a notion that will be introduced in
the next section) around a closed loop.

Figure 1: Holonomy hγ is the difference between the vector potential A, before A(t0), and after A(t),
transporting around the closed loop. γ

Mathematically holonomy is defined as (see, for example, appendix of [30] and chapter 5 of
[21])

hγ =
∞∑
n

1

n!

∮ t

0
P
(

˙γa1Aa1(t1)...
˙γanAan(tn)

)
dt1...dtn, (4.61)
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where P is the path-ordered product function and γ is a closed path parameterized by t. We
will now show that the trace of holonomy is gauge invariant by performing the following Poisson
bracket

{G(λ),Trhγ} = Tr

∫
d3y {G(λ), Ab(y)}

δhγ
δAb(y)

+ Tr

∫
d3y {G(λ), Eb(y)}

δhγ
δEb(y)

, (4.62)

and since hγ is independent of E the second term will vanish and we are left with

{G(λ),Trhγ} = Tr

∫
d3y {G(λ), Ab(y)}

δhγ
δAb(y)

. (4.63)

When we choose g = 1 we get

{G(λ), Ab(t)} = ∂bλ+
i

2
[λ,Ab] , (4.64)

and to calculate the functional derivative term we need to address each term in the sum of the
holonomy. First, consider the n = 1 term of holonomy which is simply

hγ n=1 =

∮ t

0
γ̇aAa(t, x) dt. (4.65)

Using the previous three equations we have

{G(λ),Trhγ}n=1 = Tr

∫
d3y

(
∂bλ+

i

2
[λ,Ab]

)
δ

δAb(t, y)

∮ t

0
γ̇aAa(t, x) dt

= Tr

∫
d3y

(
∂bλ+

i

2
[λ,Ab]

)∮ t

0
γ̇a

δAa(t, x)

δAb(t, y)
dt

= Tr

∫
d3y

(
∂bλ+

i

2
[λ,Ab]

)∮ t

0
γ̇aδbaδ

3(x− y) dt

= Tr

∫
d3y

(
∂bλ(y) +

i

2
[λ(y), Ab(y)]

)
δ3(x− y)

∮ t

0
γ̇bdt

= Tr

∮ t

0

(
∂bλ(x)γ̇

b +
i

2
[λ(x), Ab(x)] γ̇

b

)
dt, (4.66)

where the Dirac delta function is not a function of the parameter t so it can be removed from
the integral with respect to t. Since the trace of any commutator between two matrices is zero
i.e.

Tr [A,B] = 0 (4.67)

the second term vanishes and we are left with (suppressing the function inputs (x)and(t))

{G(λ),Trhγ}n=1 = Tr

∮ t

0
∂bλγ̇

b dt

= Tr

∮ t

0

∂λ

∂γb
∂γb

∂t
dt

= Tr

∮ λ(t)

λ0

dλ (4.68)

and because we are integrating around a closed loop the previous expression is equal to zero,
thus

{G(λ),Trhγ}n=1 = 0. (4.69)
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Now we will tackle the n = 2 term in holonomy which is

hγ n=2 =
1

2!

∮ t

0
P
(

˙γa1Aa1(t1)
˙γa2Aa2(t2)

)
dt1dt2 (4.70)

and using similar substitutions to the n = 1 term we can say

{G(λ),Trhγ}n=2

= Tr

∫
d3y

(
∂bλ+

i

2
[λ,Ab]

)
δ

δAb(t, y)

1

2!

∮ t

0
P (γ̇a1Aa1(t1, x)γ̇

a2Aa2(t2, x)) dt1dt2

= Tr

∫
d3y

(
∂bλ+

i

2
[λ,Ab]

)
1

2!

∮ t

0
P
(
γ̇a1

δAa1(t1, x)

δAb(t1, y)
γ̇a2Aa2(t2, x)

+ γ̇a1Aa1(t1, x)γ̇
a2 δAa2(t2, x)

δAb(t2, y)

)
dt1dt2

= Tr

∫
d3y

(
∂bλ+

i

2
[λ,Ab]

)
1

2!

∮ t

0
P
(
γ̇a1δba1δ

3(x− y)γ̇a2Aa2(t2, x)

+ γ̇a1Aa1(t1, x)γ̇
a2δba2δ

3(x− y)
)
dt1dt2

= Tr

∫
d3y

(
∂bλ(y) +

i

2
[λ(y), Ab(y)]

)
δ3(x− y)

1

2!

∮ t

0
P
(
γ̇bγ̇a2Aa2(t2, x) + γ̇a1Aa1(t1, x)γ̇

b
)
dt1dt2

=
1

2!
Tr

∮ t

0

(
∂bλ(x) +

i

2
[λ(x), Ab(x)]

)
P
(
γ̇bγ̇a2Aa2(t2, x) + γ̇a1Aa1(t1, x)γ̇

b
)
dt1dt2 (4.71)

where we have applied the product rule with respect to the functional derivative. Similar to the
n = 1 term, the commutator vanishes under the trace and we are left with (suppressing (x) but
not (tn))

{G(λ),Trhγ}n=2

=
1

2!
Tr

∮ t

0
∂bλP

(
γ̇b(t1)γ̇

a2(t2)Aa2(t2) + γ̇a1(t1)Aa1(t1)γ̇
b(t2)

)
dt1dt2

=
1

2!
Tr

∮ t

0
P
(
∂bλγ̇

b(t1)γ̇
a2(t2)Aa2(t2) + ∂bλγ̇

a1(t1)Aa1(t1)γ̇
b(t2)

)
dt1dt2

=
1

2!
Tr

∮ t1

0

∂λ

∂γb
∂γb

∂t1
dt1

∮ t2

0
γ̇a2(t2)Aa2(t2)dt2 +

1

2!
Tr

∮ t2

0

∂λ

∂γb
∂γb

∂t2
dt2

∮ t1

0
γ̇a2(t1)Aa1(t1)dt1

=
1

2!
Tr

∮ λ(t)

λ0

dλ

∮ t2

0
γ̇a2(t2)Aa2(t2)dt2 +

1

2!
Tr

∮ λ(t)

λ0

dλ

∮ t1

0
γ̇a2(t1)Aa1(t1)dt1. (4.72)

Once again because we are integrating around a closed loop the integrals containing dλ are equal
to zero thus

{G(λ),Trhγ}n=2 = 0. (4.73)

As one may already see this pattern continues for every value of n. Therefore we can generalize
the previous result and say that the Poisson bracket between the trace of a holonomy and the
generator of gauge transformations is zero (remember holonomy is an infinite sum of terms, the
first two of which we have just calculated) i.e.

{G(λ),Trhγ} = 0. (4.74)

The trace of a holonomy being a gauge invariant quantity makes it a proper candidate for phys-
ical observables in Yang-Mills theory. The closed loops that are integrated around are actually
closely related to the loops in loop quantum gravity and the basis for the loop representation.
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We will conclude this section with a remark on the similar characteristics of the Yang-Mills
theory and Einstein’s theory of General Relativity. There are similar notions of a curvature
tensor and a covariant derivative, which naturally motivated the attempts of a unified framework
where gravity can also be formulated as a gauge theory in the Yang-Mills fashion. In this sense,
the theory of general relativity can be thought of as a generalization of a Yang-Mills theory
where the “gauge transformations” are the coordinate transformations. Efforts inspired by this
idea can be traced back to as early as the 1950s by Dirac [4] and even Einstein himself. But we
were only close to achieving that goal several decades later.

In the next two sections, we will be going through the attempts at reformulating GR
as a Yang-Mills-type gauge theory in its early years, especially the Palatini formulation and
Ashtekar’s self-dual formulation of GR.

5 Palatini Formulation of General Relativity

The Palatini formulation of General Relativity laid the foundation for the Hamiltonian for-
malism of GR, which is a crucial step in obtaining a quantum theory of gravity via canonical
quantization. In this formulation, the fundamental field of the theory is a frame field called the
tetrad in place of the familiar metric tensor from the original GR. This change of variables would
lead to a drastic change in the phase space structure in the subsequent Hamiltonian theory.

In the metric case, its conjugate momentum turns out to be related to the extrinsic curvature
[7]. From the ADM formalism we will introduce later on, it can be shown that the phase
space variables are the spatial metric intrinsic to the hypersurface and the extrinsic curvature
describing how the 3D spatial hypersurface is embedded in the 4D manifold. In this sense, both
phase space variables directly carry geometric interpretations about the space-time manifold.

In the tetrad case, we may be inclined to consider the tetrad as the configuration variable
since it is directly related to the space-time metric, but as it turned out, it is more appropriate
to interpret a connection as the configuration variable, which is called the spin-connection. The
tetrad field, on the other hand, is interpreted as the canonically conjugate momentum. In this
sense, the connection plays a similar role to the vector potentials in Maxwell and Yang-Mills
theories, and the tetrad plays the role of the “electric field” counterpart from those theories.

So now we have a dual interpretation of the theory of general relativity in terms of the
phase space variables. The canonically conjugate pair (qab,Kab) gives the theory a complete
geometric interpretation, which was referred to as geometrodynamics [16]. On the other hand,
the canonically conjugate pair (A⃗, E⃗) describes the theory entirely as a gauge theory in the sense
of Yang-Mills theories, which was referred to as connectiondynamics. The dual interpretations
make the theory of general relativity both attractive and perplexing. They are like two sides of
the same coin. Classically, they are essentially equivalent. The geometrodynamics may be more
familiar and comfortable to use from a practical standpoint, but the connectiondynamics is just
as powerful in producing the key results of GR. The difference only arises when we attempt to
develop a quantum theory of gravity.

The Einstein-Hilbert action expressed in terms of the tetrad and spin connection would only
be of the first-order derivative of these fields. For this reason, the Palatini formulation is also
referred to as the first-order formulation, as opposed to the second-order formulation of the
action in terms of the metric.

Since we are introducing some new players in the arena, we will begin this section by intro-
ducing some important aspects of conventional GR and exploring some new concepts mentioned
above. Lastly, we should mention subsection (5.8) closely follows the work of [15, 16], the latter
of which contains additional details.
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5.1 Aspects of General Relativity

This subsection will contain a brief discussion on the key elements of general relativity that are
essential to understanding the formulations of GR in the following sections. The briefness of
this subsection is due in part to the large amount of quality literature that is already available
on general relativity such as Carrol [30] and Wald [36]. Additionally, although GR is elegantly
formalized in the language of differential geometry, we are showing how it can be formalized less
conventionally as a Yang-Mills-type gauge theory and do not wish to fully dive into its original
treatment.

5.1.1 The Metric

The central element of general relativity (GR) is the metric tensor gµν , and is defined by the
dot product of basis vectors

gµν = eµ · eν . (5.1)

The metric is essentially a map between a geometry and our coordinates where each of its di-
agonal components contains a ratio between proper distance and coordinate distance and its
off-diagonal components contain information about the orthogonality between different coordi-
nate dimensions (we will focus on understanding the diagonal elements since most metrics in
GR have vanishing off-diagonal components). This idea is most intuitively shown via a line
element which takes the general form

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν , (5.2)

where ds is an infinitesimal distance and dxµ is a coordinate differential. This equation may
appear unfamiliar but anyone who has completed a geometry course has already used this
equation in its simplest form known as the Pythagorean theorem. Recall the distance between
two points on a two-dimensional plane ∆s (or the length of the hypotenuse of a right triangle)
in Cartesian coordinates is given by

∆s2 = ∆x2 +∆y2 (5.3)

and if we take the infinitesimal limit

ds2 = dx2 + dy2, (5.4)

we have a line element that describes an infinitesimal distance in 2 dimensions. From this line
element we can use Eq. (5.2) to identify the components of the metric, namely gxx = gyy = 1
and gxy = gyx = 0, or as represented as a matrix,

gab =

[
1 0
0 1

]
. (5.5)

This is the metric of Euclidean space or flat geometry in 2 dimensions (note we are using
Latin indices as a general index since Greek indices are reserved for 4-dimensional space-time
coordinates). With constant components of value 1 the metric is telling us that our ex and ey
basis vectors have a magnitude of one at all locations on our coordinate grid.

Another trivial example is the metric of flat geometry in polar coordinates whose line element
takes the following form

ds2 = dr2 + r2dθ2. (5.6)
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If we pick r to be a constant value i.e. dr = 0 we get

ds2 = r2dθ2

ds = rdθ

s = r

∫
dθ (5.7)

which is the familiar formula for arc length. Generalizing this concept we can say that any
distance s along one dimension x can be calculated with the following equation

s =

∫
√
gxx dx, (5.8)

where x is a coordinate and is not summed over in gxx despite the repeated indices. As one can
intuitively see the square root of the metric is directly proportional to the distance determined
by a set of coordinates.

Looking back at the polar line element we can see the metric takes the form

gab =

[
1 0
0 r2

]
. (5.9)

As one can see, as opposed to the prior metric in Cartesian coordinates, this metric is a function
of coordinate position i.e. gab = gab(x

c). This is equivalent to saying that the basis vectors
change with respect to coordinate positions. In this case the angular basis vectors eθ have a
magnitude proportional to r. Another important fact is that despite the differences between the
Cartesian and Polar metrics they both describe the exact same geometry, i.e., the flat space,
and if we were to perform coordinate transformation we would find that the two metrics are
equivalent.

5.1.2 Space-time Metric

The spatial metric is easy to understand, space-time metric on the other hand is far less intuitive
as it is four-dimensional and exhibits a hyperbolic geometry. The line element for 4-dimensional
space-time is given as follows

ds2 = −dt2 + dx2 + dy2 + dz2, (5.10)

where the factor of −1 on the first term generates the hyperbolic properties of spacetime (note
we have adopted the natural units so that the speed of light c = 1). As one can see from the
line element the metric takes the form

ηµν :=


−1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 , (5.11)

and is known as the Minkowski metric. This metric is responsible for creating all the physics of
special relativity and can alternatively be represented in spherical coordinates as

gµν =


−1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 r2 0
0 0 0 r2 sin θ2

 . (5.12)
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Once again both of these metrics describe the same geometry, flat space-time (despite having
hyperbolic properties it is conventionally called flat), but differ simply by a coordinate trans-
formation.

Now we will look at an example of a curved geometry known as Schwarzschild geometry,
which is characterized by the following line element

ds2 = −
(
1− 2GM

r

)
dt2 +

(
1− 2GM

r

)−1
dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2, (5.13)

where G is Newton’s gravitational constant and, M is mass. This line element, or more precisely,
the Schwarzschild metric describes the geometry of curved spacetime around a spherically sym-
metric black hole of mass M . A noteworthy feature is that at r = 2GM the grr term diverges,
which means that an asymptotic observer would have to see something travel an infinite distance
before it reaches r = 2GM . This turns out to be just a coordinate singularity and if we choose
a different set of coordinates that describe the same geometry such as Eddington-Finkelstein
coordinates, there is no longer a divergence, and an object can simply pass through r = 2GM
without anything unusual happening. On the other hand, at r = 0 there is a real space-time
singularity as gtt diverges. This singularity cannot be removed through a change of coordinates
and turns out to be an intrinsic feature of the Schwarzschild geometry.

5.1.3 Connection

The notion of a derivative becomes more complicated when dealing with curved geometries. At
each point on a curved manifold, there is a locally defined tangent space where we can perform
the usual vector analysis. However, when we are comparing vectors at different points, such
as when we take a derivative, we have to account for the basis vectors that are changing with
respect to location according to the metric. This requires us to introduce the covariant derivative
which when acting on a vector is given by

∇µV
ν = ∂µV

ν + Γν
µλV

λ, (5.14)

where Γν
µλ are known as the Christoffel symbols and are the connection coefficients of the Levi-

Civita connection. These connection coefficients allow us to connect neighboring points on
our manifold and properly calculate derivatives. On a more conceptual level, while the metric
handles the magnitude of the basis vectors, the connection can be thought of as the quantity
that determines the orientation of our basis vectors. For example, if we imagine going from a
Cartesian to a polar basis, the connection would be responsible for orienting the basis vectors
in the familiar circular shape that a polar coordinate grid takes. The Christoffel symbols can
be calculated by the following equation

Γσ
µν = −1

2
gσα(∂µgνα + ∂νgµα − ∂αgµν), (5.15)

the derivation of which will be discussed in a later subsection as we analyze two different types
of connections.

Connections allow us to perform an operation known as parallel transportation which is
when we transport a vector so that its orientation remains as parallel to itself as possible. For
example, if we use the connection of flat space from the line element

ds2 = dr2 + r2dθ2 (5.16)

and parallel transport a vector around a circle in this flat space, the vector will always be
pointing in the same direction. On the other hand, if we use the connection from the following
line element

ds2 = dr2 + dθ2 (5.17)
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and parallel transport a vector around a circle, the vector will always point tangent to the
circle. An important point here is that in both cases, the transported vector has the exact same
orientation before and after parallel transportation. This turns out to not always be the case,
in fact, the degree to which the orientation of a vector changes helps us define the notion of
curvature.

5.1.4 Curvature

Curvature is present in a geometry when the process of parallel transportation fails to preserve
the original orientation of a vector. A little experiment that exemplifies this can be done by
putting your arm straight out in front of you with your thumb up. If you move your arm 90
degrees so that your arm is now straight out to the side, then move it another 90 degrees so your
arm is straight up above you, and finally bring your arm straight down in front of you where
you started, you will notice your thumb is now pointing to the side. The change of orientation
of your thumb indicates that your hand has been transported along a curved surface namely,
the surface of a sphere with a radius of one arm’s length. This experiment can be brought to a
larger scale where instead we are traversing the surface of the earth, which locally appears flat,
and are transporting a pole that is kept tangent to the surface. The fact that the surface of the
Earth is locally flat gets at the notion of intrinsic curvature. Intrinsic curvature is curvature we
cannot see, as beings bound to the surface of the earth we are stuck moving along the θ and ϕ
dimensions while the curvature of the surface is embedded in the r dimension. This notion can
be quantified by the Riemann curvature tensor Rλ

µνρ, which is defined as follows

Rλ
ρµνV

ρ = (∇µ∇ν −∇ν∇µ)V
λ. (5.18)

As one can see the magnitude of curvature depends on the degree to which the covariant deriva-
tives fail to commute, and can be seen as representing an infinitesimal parallel transportation
around a closed path. Since the Riemann curvature tensor has an upper index, we can contract
it with the third index to get what is known as the Ricci curvature tensor, defined as

Rµν = Rλ
µλν . (5.19)

Additionally, contracting the Ricci tensor with the inverse metric gives what is known as the
Ricci curvature scalar,

R = Rµνg
µν . (5.20)

The following two quantities appear on the left-hand side of the Einstein field equation of GR,

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν = 8πGTµν , (5.21)

where Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor and quantifies the matter-energy content of the re-
spective system. The Einstein equation encapsulates the overarching idea of GR that matter and
energy, represented by the right side of the equation, create space-time curvature, represented
by the left side.

5.2 Tetrad

The theory of General Relativity was originally formulated in terms of the metric tensor from
the perspective of ordinary coordinate basis. For example, in 4-dimensional space-time, these
coordinates can be (t, x, y, z), which form a set of orthonormal basis vectors eµ = ∂µ. A vector
can be then expressed in terms of its components and basis vectors

V = V µ∂µ. (5.22)
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Figure 2: Local orthonormal frames or tetrad frames along a world line. Note the time like ê0 basis
vectors are always tangent to the world line and the spatial basis vectors are always orthogonal the
ê0 basis vector as well as to each other.

Similarly, a covector (or differential 1-form) can be expressed in terms of its components and a
dual basis eµ = dxµ:

W = Wµdx
µ. (5.23)

The metric tensor via a line element ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν is an example of differential 2-forms.

Alternatively, we can model space-time from the perspective of a local traveler by introduc-
ing a set of four orthonormal basis vectors called tetrad êI ≡ {ê0, ê1, ê2, ê3} at each point of the
traveler’s world-line

êI = eµI ∂µ, (5.24)

where the uppercase Latin index labels the locally flat tetrad axes. We will refer to these local
Lorentz indices simply as internal indices. On the other hand, the Greek letters are again
reserved for the space-time coordinates, which we will refer to as external indices.

Similarly, we have the cotetrad basis

êI = eIµdx
µ. (5.25)

Contrary to the general curvilinear coordinate basis mentioned above, the tetrad basis is always
locally flat with a Lorentzian signature, namely, it will adopt a Minkowski metric when defining
a line element locally

ds2 = ηIJ ê
I êJ . (5.26)

Geometrically, the time-like basis vector ê0 is tangent to the world-lines of the traveler at
each point by construction, whereas the other 3-dimensional space-like orthonormal basis vectors
can be thought of as a local laboratory frame the travelers carry with them at each point, as
shown in Fig.2.

Here we want to emphasize that the tetrad frame is only valid in the local region around
each point along the geodesics of the traveler. It is not a global frame valid everywhere like
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the frame from the coordinate basis. This is a key difference between the tetrad frame and the
coordinate frame! Further elaboration on the tetrad can be found in [30, 35].

By setting the space-time intervals in the coordinate basis and orthonormal tetrad basis
equal to each other, we get

gµνdx
µdxν = ηIJe

IeJ (5.27)

= ηIJ(e
I
µ dx

µ)(eJν dx
ν) (5.28)

= (ηIJe
I
µe

J
ν )dx

µdxν . (5.29)

This allows us to transform between the coordinate basis and a local orthonormal basis

gµν = eIµe
J
ν ηIJ , (5.30)

and vice versa

gµνe
µ
I e

ν
J = ηIJ . (5.31)

The components of a tetrad eµI and cotetrad eIµ can contract with each other by a pair of internal
indices or external indices to produce a Kronecker delta between the internal or external indices

eµI e
I
ν = δµν , eµI e

J
µ = δJI . (5.32)

Tetrads also allow us to write the coordinate vectors in terms of the orthonormal vectors,
and orthonormal one-forms in terms of coordinate one forms.

V µ = eµI V
I (5.33)

WI = eµIWµ (5.34)

and the inverse using cotetrads,

Wµ = eIµWI (5.35)

V I = eIµV
µ. (5.36)

In a practical sense, we can treat the tetrad field eµI and cotetrad field eIµ as a sort of “mixed
Kronecker delta” between internal and external indices. Again, these operations are only valid
locally.

Let’s check out an example to get a better sense of working with the tetrad. We will
choose the familiar Minkowski line element. In terms of spherical space-time coordinates xµ =
{ct, r, θ, ϕ}, we have

ds2 = −c2dt2 + dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2. (5.37)

In terms of the cotetrads, we also have

ds2 = ηIJ ê
I êJ = −(ê0)2 + (ê1)2 + (ê2)2 + (ê3)2. (5.38)

We can then easily identify that

ê0 = cdt, ê1 = dr, ê2 = rdθ, ê3 = r sin θdϕ, (5.39)

which leads to the following nonzero cotetrad components

e0t = 1, e1r = 1, e2θ = r, e3ϕ = r sin θ. (5.40)
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We can express the cotetrad components as a 4× 4 matrix

eIµ =


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 r 0
0 0 0 r sin θ

 , (5.41)

which allows us to obtain the tetrad components upon inversion

eµI =


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1

r 0
0 0 0 1

r sin θ

 . (5.42)

If we now compare the (co)tetrad components to the Minkowski metric and its inverse

gµν =


−1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 r2 0
0 0 0 r2 sin2 θ

 (5.43)

and

gµν =


−1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1

r2
0

0 0 0 1
r2 sin2 θ

 , (5.44)

we can see that the tetrad components are essentially the “square roots” of the metric tensor
components in a loose sense.

Note that we have essentially created a local inertial frame at each point of a manifold,
we thus have the freedom to perform Lorentz transformations at every point in space. These
locally based Lorentz transformations are therefore called Local Lorentz transformations (LLT),
as compared to the ordinary General Coordinate transformations in the coordinate basis (GCT).

5.3 Spin Connection

Another key ingredient in the tetrad formulation of GR is a Lorentz connection called the
spin connection. To explain the motivation behind the spin connection, let’s recall the metric
formulation of GR. In order to preserve the parallel transportation of a vector, we need to
introduce the notion of an affine connection, which subsequently leads to introducing a covariant
derivative as the partial derivative plus additional terms involving the connection coefficients
for each external index. Recall the covariant derivative on a vector component is

DµV
ν = ∂µV

ν + Γν
µλV

λ (5.45)

The additional term would counteract the inhomogeneous term from transforming ∂µV
ν such

that DµV
ν as a whole transforms as a tensor covariantly.

Now we come back to the tetrad formulation. Since we have introduced a locally flat internal
space at every point of the manifold, quantities in these spaces will generally carry a mixture
of internal and external indices. In this sense, we have tensors with mixed indices T ρσ...KL...

µν...IJ...

that need to transform properly under general coordinate transformations and local Lorentz
transformations. For this reason, we introduce a dedicated internal connection called the spin
connection ωIJ

µ , which has one external index and two internal indices. The spin connection
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together with the metric connection allows us to handle differentiations of tensors with both
internal and external indices covariantly with a generalized derivative operatorDµ. For example,
when acting on a rank-(1,1) mixed tensor XνI , we have

DµXνI = ∂µXνI + Γα
µνXαI + ωJ

µIXνJ . (5.46)

As one can see, this generalized derivative contains a partial derivative and two “correction”
terms. The metric connection accounts for corrections needed externally and the spin connection
accounts for corrections needed internally such that the whole tensor transforms covariantly.

In GR we demand the covariant derivative on the metric tensor to vanish. This is referred
to as the metric compatibility condition

Dµgαβ = 0. (5.47)

This has an important consequence on the form of the metric connection, specifically, the metric
connection components must be symmetric with its two lower indices, i.e.,

Γα
βγ = Γα

γβ. (5.48)

Because we can generally express the metric connection as a sum of its symmetric and antisym-
metric parts

Γα
βγ = (Γα

βγ)
S + (Γα

βγ)
A, (5.49)

where the latter is defined as the torsion tensor. The condition that the metric connection is
symmetric automatically means that the space-time is torsion-free.

Similarly, we can demand the metric compatibility be satisfied for the internal metric ηIJ of
the orthonormal basis, namely

DµηIJ = ∂µηIJ + ω K
µI ηKJ + ω K

µJ ηIK

= ωµIJ + ωµJI = 0, (5.50)

or equivalently

ωµIJ = −ωµJI . (5.51)

This suggests that the metric compatibility condition essentially demands that the spin connec-
tion be antisymmetric with its two internal indices.

To sum up, the metric and tetrad compatibility conditions make it so that the metric con-
nection is symmetric in its lower two indices and the spin connection is anti-symmetric in its
two internal indices

Γα
βγ = Γα

γβ , ωαIJ = −ωαJI . (5.52)

The metric connection Γα
βγ under the torsion-free condition is a unique connection also known

as the Christoffel connection or Levi-Civita connection from conventional GR, whose coefficients
are called the Christoffel symbol.

Under these conditions the generalized derivative Dµ is no longer general, so ∇µ will be used
to represent the torsion-free generalized derivative so that

∇µXνI = ∂µXνI + Γα
µνXαI + ωJ

µIXνJ , (5.53)

where

Γσ
µν = −1

2
gσα(∂µgνα + ∂νgµα − ∂αgµν), (5.54)

ωI
µJ = −eνJ(∂µeνI + Γα

µνeαI). (5.55)

46



The former equation again results from the metric compatibility condition ∇µgµν = 0, whereas
the latter is equivalent to a vanishing covariant derivative of the tetrad

∇µe
I
ν = ∂µe

I
ν + Γα

µνe
I
α + ω I

µ Je
J
ν = 0, (5.56)

which is referred to as the tetrad compatibility condition.
With the generalized derivative operator previously introduced, we can define the external

and internal curvature tensors

2D[µDν]Xσ := Fµνσ
αXα, (5.57)

2D[µDν]XI := FµνI
JXJ . (5.58)

The corresponding torsion-free curvature tensors are thus defined by

2∇[µ∇ν]Xσ := Rµνσ
αXα, (5.59)

2∇[µ∇ν]XI := RµνI
JXJ . (5.60)

The curvature tensor Rα
µνσ with four Greek indices is exactly our familiar space-time Riemann

curvature tensor. On the other hand, RJ
µνI with a pair of Greek and Latin indices is the curvature

tensor expanded in the orthonormal basis and is only valid locally.
It can be shown that the two curvature tensors are related to each other by the following

relation

R J
µνI = R β

µνα eαI e
J
β . (5.61)

5.4 The Palatini Action

With our newly introduced tools, that being the tetrad and spin connection, we can formulate
GR without directly using the metric tensor. To do this we claim the following Palatini action
[37] is equivalent to the conventional Einstein-Hilbert action of GR:

Sp =

∫
M

√
−g eρKeσLF

KL
ρσ d4x (5.62)

=
1

2

∫
M

√
−g (eρKeσL − eσKeρL)F

KL
ρσ d4x

=
1

2

∫
M

√
−g (δραδ

σ
β − δσαδ

ρ
β)e

α
KeβLF

KL
ρσ d4x. (5.63)

Now using the identity

(δραδ
σ
β − δσαδ

ρ
β) = −1

2
ϵ̃µνρσ ϵ̃µναβ (5.64)

where the extra minus sign is due to the Minkowski signature of the metric and the density
weights of the contravariant and covariant Levi-Civita symbols cancel. Applying this substitu-
tion to the action we have

Sp = −1

4

∫
M

√
−g (ϵ̃µνρσ ϵ̃µναβ)e

α
KeβLF

KL
ρσ d4x

= −1

4

∫
M

√
−g (ϵ̃µνρσ ϵ̃µνKL)F

KL
ρσ d4x

= −1

4

∫
M

√
−g (ϵ̃µνρσ ϵ̃IJKLe

I
µe

J
ν )F

KL
ρσ d4x. (5.65)
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Now we absorb the
√
−g into the covariant Levi-Civita symbol to turn it into the Levi-Civita

tensor

ϵIJKL =
√
−g ϵ̃IJKL, (5.66)

which gives us

Sp = −1

4

∫
M

ϵ̃µνρσϵIJKLe
K
µ eLνF

KL
ρσ d4x. (5.67)

With this expanded form of the Palatini action an interesting result will follow when we identify
the internal curvature tensor F KL

ρσ of the internal connection ω IJ
a as the (torsion free) Riemann

curvature tensor R KL
ρσ with two of its spacetime indices converted into internal indices i.e.,

F L
cdK := ∂cw

L
dK − ∂dw

L
cK + [wc, wd]

L
K ≡ R L

cdK . (5.68)

It then follows that

Sp = −1

4

∫
M

ϵ̃µνρσϵIJKLe
I
µe

J
νR

KL
ρσ d4x

= −1

4

∫
M

ϵ̃µνρσϵIJKLe
I
µe

J
ν e

K
α eLβR

αβ
ρσ d4x

= −1

4

∫
M

ϵ̃µνρσϵµναβR
αβ

ρσ d4x

= −1

4

∫
M

√
−g ϵ̃µνρσ ϵ̃µναβR

αβ
ρσ d4x

= −1

4

∫
M

√
−g (−2)(δραδ

σ
β − δσαδ

ρ
β)R

αβ
ρσ d4x

=
1

2

∫
M

√
−g (R αβ

αβ −R αβ
βα ) d4x, (5.69)

and since the Riemann curvature tensor is anti-symmetric under exchange of its first two indices
i.e. R ρσ

µν = −R ρσ
νµ we can write

Sp =

∫
M

√
−g R αβ

αβ d4x

=

∫
M

√
−g R d4x, (5.70)

where R is the Ricci scalar. One familiar with the Lagrangian formulation of general relativity
will recognize this as the Einstein-Hilbert action! This result shows that the Einstein-Hilbert
action of general relativity and the newly introduced Palatini action are equivalent under the
torsion-free condition.

SP = SEH (5.71)

It should also be noted we introduced a factor of
1

2
into the Palatini action

SP =
1

2

∫
M

√
−g eµI e

ν
JF

IJ
µν d4x. (5.72)

Now we have an action in terms of tetrads and spin connection (contained in the curvature
tensor) we are ready to perform its 3 + 1 decomposition and construct the Hamiltonian. To
better understand the 3+1 decomposition we must first introduce the original 3+1 decomposition
of GR known as the ADM formalism.
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5.5 The ADM Formalism

The ADM formalism is a Hamiltonian formulation of general relativity, with a pair of canon-
ically conjugate variables namely, the spatial metric and its conjugate momentum. Geometri-
cally, instead of a pre-selected space-time background with a fixed global coordinate axis (i.e.,
background-dependent geometry), the space-time manifold is foliated into three-dimensional
spatial hypersurfaces evolving through time, and dynamical variables are only defined locally
respecting the geometry of the hypersurface [7, 8]. This 3 + 1 decomposition allows for a dy-
namical view of general relativity and can be conceptualized by Fig. 3.

Figure 3: Visual representation of the ADM formalism

Time evolution is introduced in terms of a dynamical time-like vector field tµ, which is
always tangent to the the particle world-line. It can be decomposed into its normal and tangent
components relative to the spatial hypersurface Σt as follows

tµ = Nnµ +Nµ = Nnµ +NaEµ
a , (5.73)

where nµ is a unit vector field normal to Σt and Eµ
a is a unit vector field tangent to Σt which

obey the following orthogonality conditions

nµnµ = −1 nµEµa = 0 . (5.74)

N is called the lapse function which measures the rate at which the proper time τ evolves with
respect to the coordinate time t in the direction normal to the spatial hypersurface. On the other
hand, Na is called the shift vector which measures the rate at which local spatial coordinates
ya evolve in the direction tangent to the spatial hypersurface. The timeline vector and tangent
vector fields are defined as

tµ :=

(
∂xµ

∂t

)
ya

Eµ
a :=

(
∂xµ

∂ya

)
t

(5.75)

where xµ are 4-dimensional space-time coordinates and ya are 3-dimensional spatial coordinates
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on Σ. Using the previous results we can rewrite the coordinate differential

dxµ =
∂xµ

∂y0
dy0 +

∂xµ

∂ya
dya

=
∂xµ

∂t
dt+

∂xµ

∂ya
dya

= tµdt+ Eµ
a dy

a

= (Nnµ +NaEµ
a )dt+ Eµ

a dy
a

= (Ndt)nµ + (Nadt+ dya)Eµ
a . (5.76)

As one can see we have decomposed the coordinate differential in terms of the basis normal and
tangent vector fields. Similarly, we have

dxµ = (Ndt)nµ + (Nadt+ dya)Eµa (5.77)

where Eµa =
∂xµ

∂ya . This lets us rewrite the line element as follows.

ds2 = dxµdxµ

=
(
(Ndt)nµ + (Nadt+ dya)Eµ

a

)(
(Ndt)nµ + (N bdt+ dyb)Eµb

)
= N2dt2(nµnµ) +Ndt(N cdt+ dyc)(nµEµc + nµEµ

c ) + (Nadt+ dya)(N bdt+ dyb)Eµ
a Eµb

= −N2dt2 + (Nadt+ dya)(N bdt+ dyb)Eµ
a Eµb (5.78)

where in the third to fourth line, the first term gains a minus sign and the second term vanishes
under the orthogonality conditions. Additionally, since Eµ

a Eµb is just the spatial part of the
metric qab as proven below

Eµ
a Eµb =

∂xµ

∂ya
∂xµ
∂ya

= gµν
∂xµ

∂ya
∂xν

∂ya
= gµνδ

µ
a δ

ν
b = gab := qab (5.79)

the line element becomes

ds2 = −N2dt2 + qab(N
adt+ dya)(N bdt+ dyb)

= −N2dt2 + qabdy
adyb + qabN

aN bdt2 + 2qabN
bdtdya

= −N2dt2 + qabdy
adyb +NaNadt

2 + 2Nadtdy
a

ds2 = (−N2 +NaNa)dt
2 + qabdy

adyb + 2Nadtdy
a. (5.80)

From the line element, it can be seen that

gtt = −N2 +NaNa

gta = gat = Na

gab = qab. (5.81)

As one can see we have completely decomposed the metric into the lapse function N , the shift
vector Na, and the spatial part of the metric qab,

gµν =


−N2 +NaNa N1 N2 N3

N1 q11 q12 q13
N2 q21 q22 q23
N3 q31 q32 q33

 . (5.82)

In principle, we can construct a Hamiltonian in terms of these ADM variables and find equations
of motion for the spatial metric and its canonical momentum. However, to achieve this we will
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have to introduce new concepts and mathematical tools which will be done in the following
subsections.

Upon introducing the variables in this formalism we can write the metric as the spatial part
minus the normal part,

gµν = qµν − nµnν . (5.83)

Notice our index notation is beginning to fail us as we know the indices on the spatial metric
should only run from 1 to 3 and should be written as qab. However, in order to keep the indices
consistent on our equations whenever there is a purely spatial quantity, such as qab, and it is
denoted with Greek indices (µ, ν, etc.) we will assume when the indices equal zero the quantity
vanishes i.e. q00 = q0a = 0. This will be the case for all quantities we define as purely spatial
such as the shift vector i.e.

Nµ =


0
N1

N2

N3

 . (5.84)

Furthermore, we will always explicitly define a purely spatial quantity with its own unique
variable.

Solving the first equation for the spatial metric and raising an index with the metric gives
us the projection operator which is defined as follows,

qµν = δµν + nµnν . (5.85)

This operator projects a vector field onto the spatial hypersurface, in other words, it takes the
inner product between the vector field it acts on, and the tangent vector field. For example, if
the vector field is normal to the hypersurface, namely V ν = cnν , then

qµνV
ν = V νδµν + V νnµnν = V µ − cnµ = 0, (5.86)

and if the vector is tangent to Σ, namely V µnµ = 0, then

qµνV
ν = V νδµν + V νnµnν = V ν + 0 = V ν . (5.87)

This operator will be heavily used throughout the text and will help finish defining the ADM
formalism but before we can do that we must introduce the notion of a diffeomorphism.

5.6 Diffeomorphism and Lie Derivative

We will dedicate this subsection to a brief introduction to the concepts of diffeomorphism and
Lie derivative. The content here follows the Appendix B of reference [30] very closely. Interested
readers should go there for more thorough discussions.

In General Relativity, we are used to describing the geometry of a manifold via a specific set
of coordinates. For example, if we want to describe a point on a sphere, it is very convenient
to choose the spherical coordinates (r, θ, ϕ) that respect the symmetry of the sphere. These
coordinates give us a concrete, direct sense of relating different points in the manifold via
translations, rotation, and so forth. The choice of spherical coordinates is convenient, but not
unique. There is no problem with representing points on a sphere using Cartesian coordinates
(x, y, z). This would correspond to a different coordinate map which can be related to the
spherical coordinates through the following coordinate transformation:

x = r sin θ cosϕ,

y = r sin θ sinϕ,

z = r cos θ.
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In this example, we keep the manifold fixed and introduce a different coordinate map to describe
the same points. For this reason, it is sometimes referred to as “passive coordinate transforma-
tions”.

The passive coordinate transformations are convenient for a manifold with certain global
symmetry, like a sphere, a circle, and so on. But when we consider a general manifold without
such global symmetry, the notion of specific coordinate maps becomes somewhat less important,
and it is more intuitive to think about the points in a manifold directly. If we move a point
in the manifold and evaluate the coordinates of that point at a different location, it has the
same effect as changing its coordinates. The only difference is that this operation is seen from
a more active perspective through the “eyes” of the points, as opposed to an external observer.
This “active coordinate transformation” is called diffeomorphism. Formally, it is defined as a
map from a manifold to itself, which means moving the points around in a manifold to a new
configuration.

Let’s make our discussion more concrete by considering a map ϕ between two manifolds
M → N , coordinatized by xµ and yα respectively. Notice that the map deals only with the
points in the manifolds whereas the coordinatization of a manifold does not get carried over to
the other manifold. For example, a vector V µ(p) evaluated at a point p in the original manifold
M can only be understood in terms of M ′s own “language”. If we want to talk about this vector
in the target manifold N in any mathematically rigorous manner, some proper “translation”
is required so that the vector can be understood using N ′s “language”, this “translation” is
formally called a pushforward. Similarly, a function f(ϕ(p)) evaluated at point ϕ(p) in the
target manifold N can only be understood in terms of N ′s own “language”. If we want to
talk about this function in M , some proper “translation” is required again, and that specific
“translation” is called a pullback. More generally, the pushforwards and pullbacks are necessary
when we want to relate tensor quantities evaluated in different manifolds related to each other
by a map. Specifically, a pushforward of a map ϕ, denoted by ϕ∗, sends a contravariant tensor
Tµ1µ2...µN from an existing manifold M to a target manifold N . The simplest example of this
operation is with a vector field V µ, for which we have

ϕ∗ V
µ =

∂yµ

∂xα
V α. (5.88)

On the other hand, a pullback of a map ϕ, denoted by ϕ∗, sends a covariant tensor Tµ1µ2...µN ,
from the tangent space of an existing manifold to the tangent space of a target manifold. An
example of this operation is with a differential 1-form ωµ, for which we have

ϕ∗ ωα =
∂yµ

∂xα
ωµ. (5.89)

It is clear that when M and N happen to be the same manifold, equations (5.88) and (5.89)
are exactly what we would get from ordinary coordinate transformations between two sets of
coordinates, yα and xµ, describing the same manifold. This points us back to the notion that
diffeomorphisms are active coordinate transformations. To see how this machinery is constructed
explicitly would require a fairly technical discussion (again, refer to [30] for more details). Here
we simply include the above results because they will be relevant to our discussion in what
follows next.

One thing to note is that these maps are generally defined between manifolds of different
dimensionalities so they are not necessarily invertible. However, in the case of diffeomorphisms,
which are maps from a manifold to itself, they are automatically invertible. We can thus perform
pushforwards and pullbacks on any arbitrarily ranked tensors. This would allow us to compare
tensors at different points in a manifold.

Let’s consider a vector field V µ(x) on a manifold M . A vector field can be thought of as the
collection of all the tangent vectors to a curve xµ(λ) in a manifold. Such a curve is called an
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integral curve, which satisfies

dxµ

dλ
= V µ. (5.90)

With this, we can introduce a family of diffeomorphism parameterized by λ under which a point
can be mapped along the integral curve smoothly and continuously. In this construction, the
vector field dictates in which direction the diffeomorphism is to be performed, so it is referred
to as the generator of the diffeomorphism.

The one-parameter family diffeomorphism allows us to introduce a notion of derivative in
an active view independent of a specific choice of coordinates, which is called the Lie derivative.
In short, the Lie derivative evaluates the change in a given tensor quantity as it moves along
the flow (i.e., the integral curve) of some other vector field. For simplicity, let’s consider a (2,2)
tensor Tµν

ρσ(p) evaluated at a point p in a manifold M . We can map this point to a different
point in the same manifold by a diffeomorphism ϕ(p) along an integral curve generated by a
vector field V µ. Naturally, we would like to know how much the tensor has changed compared
to the original one. But remember that we can only compare tensors directly at the same
point, otherwise, it’s pointless. Therefore, to evaluate the change, one would have to “pull” the
tensor evaluated at the new point ϕ(p) back to point p and compare it with the original tensor
evaluated at p, namely

∆λT
µν

ρσ(p) = ϕ∗
λ[T

µν
ρσ(ϕλ(p))]− Tµν

ρσ(p). (5.91)

We can now define the Lie derivative of tensor Tµν
ρσ along a vector field V µ by taking the limit

of this change with respect to an infinitesimal change of the parameter λ, i.e.,

LV T
µν

ρσ = lim
λ→0

(∆λT
µν

ρσ

λ

)
. (5.92)

We can apply this definition and show that the Lie derivative on a scalar function f would
simply reduce it to the action of the ordinary directional derivative

LV f = lim
λ→0

f(xµ + V µλ)− f(xµ)

λ
(5.93)

= lim
λ→0

(f(xµ) + (V µλ)∂µf + · · ·)− f(xµ)

λ
(5.94)

= V µ∂µf. (5.95)

Similarly, one can obtain the Lie derivative along a vector field V µ on another vector field Uµ.
To simplify the notation, we will define the image of a point p under the map ϕ as q = ϕ(p), it
follows

LV U
µ = lim

λ→0

ϕ∗[Uµ(q)]− Uµ(p)

λ
(5.96)

= lim
λ→0

∂xµ

∂yν U
ν(q)− Uµ(p)

λ
. (5.97)

Let’s first work out the pullback matrix ∂xµ/∂yν . The map from point p to its image q along
the integral curve generated by V µ corresponds to the coordinate transformation

yµ = xµ + V µλ, (5.98)

and its infinitesimal form

dyµ = dxµ + V µdλ, (5.99)
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from which we get

∂xµ

∂yν
=

∂yµ

∂yν
− ∂V µ

∂yν
dλ (5.100)

= δµν − ∂νV
µdλ. (5.101)

Substituting this back into (6.10) gives

LV U
µ = lim

λ→0

(δµν − ∂νV
µdλ)Uν(q)− Uµ(p)

λ
(5.102)

= lim
λ→0

Uµ(q)− Uν∂νV
µdλ− Uµ(p)

λ
(5.103)

= lim
λ→0

Uµ(xµ + V µdλ)− Uν∂νV
µdλ− Uµ(xµ)

λ
(5.104)

= lim
λ→0

Uµ(xµ) + (V νdλ)∂νU
µ − Uν∂νV

µdλ− Uµ(xµ)

λ
(5.105)

= V ν∂νU
µ − Uν∂νV

µ. (5.106)

This result can also be expressed as a commutator between the two vector fields,

LV U
µ ≡ [V,U ]µ. (5.107)

For this reason, the Lie derivative is also commonly referred to as the Lie bracket. We can of
course obtain the Lie derivative on a differential 1-form following a similar process, but we will
skip the details and simply show the result below

LV ωµ = V ν∂νωµ + ∂µV
νων . (5.108)

This expression can be rewritten more abstractly in differential form notation as

LV ω = iV dω + d iV ω, (5.109)

where the symbol iV is the inner product operator and the symbol d is the exterior derivative.
This formula is referred to as the Cartan’s identity. We will come back to it in later sections.

In general, the Lie derivative along a vector field V µ on an arbitrary rank tensor can be
written as

LV T
µ1µ2...

ν1ν2... = V α∇αT
µ1µ2...

ν1ν2... − (∇αV
µ1)Tαµ2...

ν1ν2... − (∇αV
µ2)Tµ1α...

ν1ν2... − ...

+ (∇ν1V
α)Tµ1µ2...

αν2... + (∇ν2V
α)Tµ1µ2...

ν1α... + ... (5.110)

Interestingly, all the partial derivatives are replaced by the (torsion-free) covariant derivatives
because the terms involving the connection coefficients will all automatically cancel out. This
form of Lie derivative shows its covariant behavior manifestly.

The Lie derivative helps us define a derivative in a manifold in a coordinate-independent
manner, which further provides us with a more natural way of dealing with tensors in a manifold.
We will see how this concept applies in the geometric analysis of spatial hypersurfaces in the
following sections.

5.7 Extrinsic Curvature

The newly introduced Lie derivative will help us introduce another important (2,0) tensor called
the extrinsic curvature. As mentioned previously, while the Ricci curvature tensor and scalar
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tell us about the curvature intrinsic to the geometry, extrinsic curvature tells us how the 3-
dimensional foliations are embedded in 4-dimensional spacetime. Formally, the extrinsic curva-
ture of a hypersurface Σ can be defined by the Lie derivative of the spatial metric along the
time-like normal vector nµ of Σ:

Kµν :=
1

2
Lnqµν , (5.111)

where Ln is the Lie Derivative with respect to the normal vector. We can thus understand the
extrinsic curvature as the rate of change of the spatial metric qµν as Σ evolves along the normal
vector field.

A more geometrically intuitively definition of the extrinsic curvature can be given by the
following mathematical form

Kµν := qαµq
β
ν∇αnβ, (5.112)

which implies that the extrinsic curvature measures how much the time-like normal vector nµ

changes as it is parallel transported along the hypersurface Σ, conceptualized by Fig.4.

Figure 4: Visual representation of extrinsic curvature

These two seemingly different definitions can be shown to be equivalent in the following by
applying the explicit form of Lie derivative in (5.110) for a (2,0) tensor:

Lnqµν = nα∇αqµν + qαν∇µn
α + qµα∇νn

α

= nα∇α(gµν + nµnν) + (gαν + nαnν)∇µn
α + (gµα + nµnα)∇νn

α

= nα∇α(nµnν) + gαν∇µn
α + gµα∇νn

α

= nνn
α∇αnµ + nµn

α∇αnν +∇µnν +∇νnµ

= (qαν − δαν )∇αnµ + (qαµ − δαµ)∇αnν +∇µnν +∇νnµ

= qαν∇αnµ −∇νnµ + qαµ∇αnν −∇µnν +∇µnν +∇νnµ

= qαν∇αnµ + qαµ∇αnν , (5.113)
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where in the second line the covariant derivative acting on the metric vanishes due to the metric
compatibility condition and we use the identity nα∇µnα = 0 proven below

nα∇µnα + nα∇µn
α = ∇µ(n

αnα) = ∇µ(−1) = 0

→ nα∇µn
α = nα∇µnα = 0. (5.114)

Here, in the first step we “undo” the chain rule. With the last line of Eq. (5.113), we have
reached a nice intermediate result that looks like Eq. (5.112) already, but it is not the exact
desired form yet. To prove the equivalence of the two definitions, we just need to repeat the
trick of extracting projection operator again following Eq. (5.113):

Lnqµν = qαν∇α(nβδ
β
µ) + qαµ∇α(nβδ

β
ν )

= qαν δ
β
µ∇αnβ + qαµδ

β
ν∇αnβ,

= qαν (q
β
µ − nβnµ)∇αnβ + qαµ(q

β
ν − nβnν)∇αnβ

= qαν q
β
µ∇αnβ − nβnµ∇αnβ + qαµq

β
ν∇αnβ − nβnν∇αnβ

= qαν q
β
µ∇αnβ + qαµq

β
ν∇αnβ

= 2Kµν , (5.115)

where the identity in Eq. (5.114) is again used in the third to last to second to last line.
The first definition of extrinsic curvature shows that it is a purely spatial quantity as we are

using the spatial part of the metric qµν to define it. If we contract extrinsic curvature with the
normal vector itself we can find that

nµKµν = nµqαµq
β
ν∇αnβ

= nµ(δαµ + nµn
α)qβν∇αnβ

= nµqβν (∇µnβ + nµn
α∇αnβ)

= qβµ(n
µ∇µnβ + nµnµn

α∇αnβ)

= qβµ(n
µ∇µnβ − nα∇αnβ)

= 0, (5.116)

again showing it is a purely spatial quantity so long as we are in a coordinate system adapted
to the foliation. In this case, we can say K00 = K0a = 0, and that is why we typically denote
extrinsic curvature with spatial indices as Kab. The Lie derivative definition also illuminates
that extrinsic curvature is roughly the “velocity” of the metric and is closely related to the
canonically conjugate momentum of the spatial part of the metric.

In the ADM formalism, the metric components gtt, gta do not generate their time derivatives
in the action and therefore are non-dynamical. The configuration variable is just the spatial
metric qab and its canonical momenta Πab which is related to extrinsic curvature via the following
equation,

Πab =
√
g
(
Kqab −Kab

)
. (5.117)

If we proceed to develop the Hamiltonian theory in terms of these variables, the Hamiltonian
will take the following form [38]

H =

∫
d3x

[
N
√
q
(
KabKab −K2 − R

)
− 2Na∇b

(
Kqab −Kab

)]
, (5.118)

whereR is the spatial Ricci curvature scalar. From this Hamiltonian, we can derive the equations
of motion for the spatial metric and extrinsic curvature which provide a dynamical view of
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spacetime. Despite the success of this formalism describing classical relativity, all attempts at
quantization in this formalism have failed. We will touch on the details of this subject later
in this section. For now, let’s see another way to unveil the dynamics of GR via the 3+1
decomposition of the Palatini Action.

5.8 3 + 1 decomposition of Palatini Action

The first step in obtaining a 3 + 1 decomposition is to introduce the Triad, which is defined as
a projection operator acting on a tetrad as follows,

Eν
I := qνµe

µ
I . (5.119)

A triad is the same concept as a tetrad except it is purely spatial with respect to its external in-
dices i.e. E0

I = 0. With this spatial analog of the tetrad, we can perform the 3+1 decomposition
in terms of the Palatini variables. Starting from the Palatini action

SP =
1

2

∫
M

√
−g eµI e

ν
JF

IJ
µν d4x, (5.120)

we can rewrite the interesting part as follows

eµI e
ν
JF

IJ
µν = eµI e

ν
Jδ

α
µδ

β
νF

IJ
αβ

= eµI e
ν
J(q

α
µ − nαnµ)(q

β
ν − nβnν)F

IJ
αβ

= eµI e
ν
J(q

α
µq

β
ν − qαµn

βnν − qβνn
αnµ + nαnµn

βnν)F
IJ

αβ

= Eα
I E

β
JF

IJ
αβ − 2eµI e

ν
Jq

α
µn

βnνF
IJ

αβ

= Eα
I E

β
JF

IJ
αβ − 2Eα

I n
βnJF

IJ
αβ (5.121)

where in the second line we use the definition of the projection operator, Eq. (5.85), to expand
the Kronecker deltas and in the third to fourth line the first term becomes a pair of triads, the
middle two terms combine into one and the last term vanishes due to the antisymmetry in the
α and β indices when contracted with F IJ

αβ .
Recalling the definition of the time-like vector field tµ (Eq. (5.73)) we can rewrite the time

like unit vector nβ as follows

nβ =
1

N
(tβ −Nβ) (5.122)

subbing this into the prior expression gives us

eµI e
ν
JF

IJ
µν = Eα

I E
β
JF

IJ
αβ − 2Eα

I

1

N
(tβ −Nβ)nJF

IJ
αβ

= Eα
I E

β
JF

IJ
αβ − 2

N
(Eα

I nJ t
βF IJ

αβ − Eα
I nJN

βF IJ
αβ ). (5.123)

Next, we adopt the following relation:

Lt ω
IJ

α = tβF IJ
βα +Dα(t

βω IJ
β ), (5.124)

which we recognize as a generalized Cartan’s identity to Eq. (5.109). It follows then

Lt ω
IJ

α = −tβF IJ
αβ +Dα(t

βω IJ
β )

tβF IJ
αβ = −Lt ω

IJ
α +Dα(t

βω IJ
β )

:= −ω̇ IJ
α +Dα(t

βω IJ
β ), (5.125)

57



where Lt is the Lie derivative with respect to the time-like vector field (which will be denoted
with a dot to reduce clutter). Subbing the previous result into the interesting part of the action
gives us

eµI e
ν
JF

IJ
µν = Eα

I E
β
JF

IJ
αβ − 2

N
(Eα

I nJ(−ω̇ IJ
α +Dα(t

βω IJ
β ))− Eα

I nJN
βF IJ

αβ )

= Eα
I E

β
JF

IJ
αβ +

2

N
Eα

I nJ ω̇
IJ

α − 2

N
Eα

I nJDα(t
βω IJ

β ) +
2

N
Eα

I nJN
βF IJ

αβ

= Eα
I E

β
JF

IJ
αβ − 2

N
nIE

α
J ω̇

IJ
α +

2

N
nIE

α
JDα(t

βω IJ
β )− 2

N
nIE

α
JN

βF IJ
αβ

= Eα
I E

β
JF

IJ
αβ − 2

N
nIE

α
J ω̇

IJ
α +

2

N
nIE

α
JDα(t

βω IJ
β ) +

2

N
nIN

αEβ
JF

IJ
αβ (5.126)

where in the third line we have swapped the I and J indices between the triads and normal
vector on the last 3 terms and in the final line, we have swapped the α and β indices between
the shift vector and the tetrad of the last term.

Coming back to the full action and substituting in the previous line gives us

SP =
1

2

∫
M

d4x
√
−g
(
Eα

I E
β
JF

IJ
αβ − 2

N
nIE

α
J ω̇

IJ
α +

2

N
nIE

α
JDα(t

βω IJ
β ) +

2

N
nIN

αEβ
JF

IJ
αβ

)
.

(5.127)

Now using the relation,

√
−g = N

√
q, (5.128)

where q is the determinant of the spatial metric. It allows us to eliminate
√
−g and most

presence of the lapse function as follows (this relation is proven in the next section as some later
introduced identities are needed)

SP =
1

2

∫
M

d4x
√
q
(
NEα

I E
β
JF

IJ
αβ − 2nIE

α
J ω̇

IJ
α + 2nIE

α
JDα(t

βω IJ
β ) + 2NαnIE

β
JF

IJ
αβ

)
.

(5.129)

It is appropriate now to define the densitized triad

Ẽα
I :=

√
qEα

I , (5.130)

and another convenient quantity

Ẽα
IJ := Ẽα

[InJ ] =
√
qEα

[InJ ]. (5.131)

Utilizing the anti-symmetry of the internal indices along with our newly defined quantities we
can rewrite the action as follows

SP =
1

2

∫
M

d4x
√
q
(
NEα

I E
β
JF

IJ
αβ − 2n[IE

α
J ]ω̇

IJ
α + 2n[IE

α
J ]Dα(t

βω IJ
β ) + 2Nαn[IE

β
J ]F

IJ
αβ

)
=

1

2

∫
M

d4x
(
−N

4
√
q
Ẽα

IJ Ẽ
βJKF I

αβK − 2Ẽα
JI ω̇

IJ
α + 2Ẽα

JIDα(t
βω IJ

β ) + 2NαẼβ
JIF

IJ
αβ

)
.

(5.132)
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where the first term can be shown to be equivalent between the previous two lines as follows

Ẽα
IJ Ẽ

βJKF I
αβK = (

√
q)2Eα

[InJ ]E
β[JnK]F I

αβK

= q
1

2
(Eα

I nJ − Eα
JnI)

1

2
(EβJnK − EβKnJ)F I

αβK

=
q

4
(Eα

I E
βJnJn

K − Eα
I E

βKnJn
J − Eα

JE
βJnIn

K + Eα
JE

βKnIn
J)F I

αβK

=
q

4
(−Eα

I E
βKnJn

J)F I
αβK

=
q

4
Eα

I E
βKF I

αβK

=
q

4
Eα

I E
β
KF KI

αβ

= −q

4
Eα

I E
β
JF

IJ
αβ . (5.133)

In the above, between the third to the fourth line, all terms except for the second vanish due to
the following boxed identities, and in the fourth line the normal vectors contracted with each
other give an extra factor of −1.

• Triad Identity Proofs

Eα
Jn

J = qαβ e
β
Jn

J Similarly EβJnJ = 0

= (δαβ + nαnβ)e
β
Jn

J

= (δαβ + nαnβ)n
β

= nα − nα

= 0 (5.134)

Eα
JE

βJ = qαµe
µ
Jq

β
ν e

νJ

= qαµq
β
ν g

µν

= qαµq
βµ

= (δαµ + nαnµ)(g
βµ + nβnµ)

= δαµg
βµ + δαµn

βnµ + gβµnαnµ + nαnµn
βnµ

= gβα + nβnα + nαnβ − nαnβ

= gαβ + nαnβ

= qαβ (5.135)

Finally, we can put it altogether and reach the final form of the Palatini action:

SP =

∫
M

d4x
(
Ẽα

IJ ω̇
IJ

α − 2N
√
q
Ẽα

IJ Ẽ
βJKF I

αβK −NαẼβ
IJF

IJ
αβ − Ẽα

IJDα(t
βω IJ

β )
)
,

=

∫
M

d4x
(
Ẽα

IJ ω̇
IJ

α − 2N
∼
Ẽα

IJ Ẽ
βJKF I

αβK −NαẼβ
IJF

IJ
αβ + (t · ω)IJ(DαẼ

α
IJ)
)
, (5.136)

=

∫
M

d4xTr
(
− Ẽαω̇α − 2N

∼
ẼαẼβFαβ +NαẼβFαβ − (t · ω)(DαẼ

α)
)
, (5.137)

where in the second term of (5.136) we absorbed the factor
√
q into the lapse function N and

denoted it as N
∼
, and in the last term we performed integration by parts to expressed it as a
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scalar quantity (t ·ω) times the covariant derivative of the canonical momentum (integration by
parts with a covariant derivative is proven in the next chapter). At this point, we can identify
the configuration variables of the standard Palatini theory of GR as ωIJ

α , Ẽα
IJ , N∼

, Nα, (t · ω)IJ .
Among them, the first two are the canonically conjugate pair of phase space variables, and the
latter three are all Lagrange multipliers thus non-dynamical fields. By varying the action with
respect to these Lagrange multipliers we immediately obtain the following constraints of the
Hamiltonian theory:

S = Tr(ẼαẼβFαβ) ≈ 0, (5.138)

Vα = Tr(ẼβFαβ) ≈ 0, (5.139)

GIJ = DαẼ
α
IJ ≈ 0. (5.140)

It is clear that all of these constraints are of polynomial form in the canonically conjugate
variables ω IJ

α and Ẽα
IJ , and it can be further shown that they form a closed algebra under

Poisson brackets.
If (5.138 - 5.140) were indeed the complete set of constraints, the attempt at a Quantum

theory of gravity via Palatini formulation would have been successful as a classical theory, and
ready to proceed to canonical quantization. However, this was not the case. Upon careful
examination, one notices that there exist additional constraints. More specifically, the form of
canonical momentum Ẽα

IJ is not completely arbitrary, and it satisfies the following constraint:

ϕαβ = ϵIJKLẼα
IJ Ẽ

β
KL ≈ 0. (5.141)

To see this, one just needs to apply the specific form of Ẽα
IJ = Ẽα

[I nJ ], then it follows that

ϕαβ =
1

4
ϵIJKL(Ẽα

I nJ − Ẽα
JnI)(Ẽ

β
KnL − Ẽβ

LnK)

=
1

4
ϵIJKL(Ẽα

I Ẽ
β
KnJnL − Ẽα

I Ẽ
β
LnJnK − Ẽα

J Ẽ
β
KnInL + Ẽα

J Ẽ
β
LnInk) = 0, (5.142)

where each term in the last line vanishes due to the total antisymmetry of the Levi-Civita tensor.
Because this constraint follows directly from the definition of the canonical momenta Ẽα

IJ , it is
categorized as a primary constraint.

Furthermore, the consistency condition of this new constraint via its Poisson brackets with
the total Hamiltonian would lead to yet another constraint:

χαβ = ϵIJKL(DγẼ
α
IJ)[Ẽ

β, Ẽγ ]KL + (α ↔ β) ≈ 0. (5.143)

This constraint comes from the consistency condition of a primary constraint, so it is categorized
as a secondary constraint. Luckily, this time there are no more constraints resulting from the con-
sistency condition on χαβ, we finally have the complete set of constraints (S, Vα, GIJ , ϕ

αβ, χαβ),
and all of them have to be gone through Dirac’s constraint analysis together. A thorough break-
down of this analysis would require a highly technical discussion at length, which exceeds the
scope of this paper. Therefore we will skip it here. More details can be found in references [15]
and [16].

As it turns out, the original three constraints (S, Vα, GIJ) all generate weakly vanishing
Poisson brackets among themselves, whereas the new constraints ϕαβ and χαβ do not produce
weakly vanishing Poisson brackets with (S, Vα, GIJ) or between themselves. This means the
original three constraints are first-class and the new ones form a second-class pair! It is the
presence of this second-class pair that rendered the standard Palatini formulation of GR un-
successful in constructing a quantum theory of gravity. Specifically, contrary to the first-class
constraint, the second-class constraints do not generate gauge transformations on the fields in a
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gauge theory. They represent redundancies in the canonical variables that need to be eliminated
before making the transition to a quantum theory [31]. The standard procedure here is to solve
the second-class constraints and impose their solutions on the original phase space variables. In
the case we are dealing with right here, solving the second-class constraint is most convenient if
we choose a gauge fixing of the internal normal vector nI . This choice comes with a side effect
that requires us to solve the boost part of the constraint (5.140) as well because an uncontracted
Ẽα

IJ appears in that equation, namely, we have to solve the following equation

(DαẼ
α
IJ)n

J ≈ 0, (5.144)

in addition to the remaining second-class constraint χαβ.
Long story short, after eliminating the second-class constraints by solving these equations,

one arrives at a reduced phase space that is characterized by the canonically conjugate pair
(Ẽa

i ,K
i
a) with the indices a = 1, 2, 3, and i = 1, 2, 3. Therefore Ẽa

i is a densitized triad and
Ka

i is a reduced connection variable out of ωIJ
α which now behaves like a three-dimensional

Lie-algebra-valued 1-form. A direct consequence of this change of phase space variables is that
the original set of first-class constraints (5.138 - 5.140) has turned into the following:

S′ = (Ẽb
i Ẽ

a
j − Ẽa

i Ẽ
b
j )K

i
aK

j
b/
√
q −√

qR ≈ 0 (5.145)

V ′
α = Dβ(K

i
aẼ

b
i −Ki

cẼ
c
i δ

b
a) ≈ 0 (5.146)

G′
i = ϵijkK

j
aẼ

ak, (5.147)

where R is the scalar spatial curvature. These constraints are referred to as the scalar, vector,
and Gauss constraints of the 3 + 1 Palatini theory. Surprisingly, they coincide exactly with the
same set of constraints in ADM variables from the tetrad gravity[39, 40] that is equivalent to the
standard Einstein-Hilbert theory of general relativity [8]. Essentially, by solving the second-class
constraints, the Palatini theory, motivated as a connection-dynamics theory, is brought back to
the geometrodynamics theory of GR. So we are facing the same devastating situation: Due to
the presence of R in the scalar constraint, it is no longer a polynomial form in the phase space
variables, and the subsequent quantization procedure will become problematic.

In summary, the standard Palatini formulation of General Relativity had its historical sig-
nificance in bringing GR into a form that resembles a Yang-Mills gauge theory. However, this
standard formulation was fatally flawed: Performing a Dirac constraint analysis reveals the
presence of second-class constraints. Upon solving these constraints the remaining first-class
constraints became non-polynomial and we are essentially forced back to using the geometro-
dynamical variables i.e. the metric and its conjugate momenta. Therefore in its standard form,
the Palatini formulation is equivalent to the metric formulation and did not bring about any
substantial breakthrough in quantum gravity.

In the next chapter, we will explore the Self-dual formulation of General Relativity by Abhay
Ashtekar, which is a modification of the Palatini formulation, with a new type of variable called
the self-dual connection.

6 Ashtekar’s New Variables

As elaborated at the end of the last section, the Palatini formulation provided us with a new
perspective on understanding gravity as a connection-dynamics theory, where the fundamental
variables are gauge connections, similar to that of a Yang-Mills theory. On the other hand,
the metric becomes somewhat of a secondary, derived concept. As illuminating as it was, the
standard Palatini formulation did not end up succeeding in building a well-behaved Hamilto-
nian theory of general relativity. Specifically, after eliminating the second-class constraints, the
remaining first-class constraints became non-polynomial. Since the early 1960s, this problem
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remained a long-standing obstacle to building a quantum theory of gravity in the canonical
approach for well over two decades. The breakthrough occurred in the mid-1980s when Abhay
Ashtekar introduced a similar formulation of GR with a new set of variables, called the self-dual
formulation. In this section, we will focus on showing how this formulation addressed the issues
that existed in the standard Palatini formulation, and led to a much better behaved Hamilto-
nian theory of GR. Many of the calculations present closely follow [15, 16] which contain further
discussion of the results and additional details.

6.1 A Change of Notation

Before going forward, we would like to address a change of notation in this section. For reasons
explained below, all the Greek indices µ, ν, ρ, σ, etc that we used previously for external spacetime
will now be denoted by Latin letters from the beginning of the alphabet a, b, c, d, ... i.e. Aµ → Aa.
With this change, we lose the obvious indication of what external indices run from 0−3 or from
1 − 3, but we gain the advantage that our equations have consistent indices despite having a
mix of 3-d and 4-d quantities. To indicate 4-dimensional, or spacetime, external indices we will
put a raised “(4)” to the left of the variable. For example

Aa =


0
A1

A2

A3

 , (4)Aa =


A0

A1

A2

A3

 . (6.1)

It’s important to note that the raised “(4)” will only be used on quantities that can have indices
running from 1−3 or 0−3 such as the covariant derivative (4)Da or curvature tensor (4)F a

bcd. For
quantities that are explicitly 4-dimensional, such as the tetrad eaI , normal vector na, and metric
gab we will omit the use of the raised “(4)”, to reduce clutter. Another reason for this change
in notation is the fact that in the end we intend for all quantities to become purely spatial
and would therefore end up using Latin indices if we were to continue using Greek alongside
Latin. Furthermore, historically this has been the choice for those responsible for pioneering
this formalism.

Internal indices on the other hand are much simpler where 4-dimensional internal indices
are upper-case Latin letters from the middle of the alphabet I, J,K,L, ... as in the previous
chapters. When the internal indices are 3-dimensional, purely spatial, lower-case Latin letters
from the middle of the alphabet i, j, k, l, ... will be used.

In summary, we have

(4)A
I = {0,1,2,3}
a= {0,1,2,3} (6.2)

A
i= {1,2,3}
a= {1,2,3} (6.3)

where we point out that the raised “(4)” is only to indicate that the external indices are running
from 0− 3.

6.2 Intro to Self Duality

Let AIJ
a be a tensor with anti-symmetric internal indices. Its dual, denoted by the Hodge star

operator, is defined as

∗AIJ
a :=

1

2
ϵIJKLA

KL
a . (6.4)
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If the dual of a tensor satisfies the following relation the tensor is referred to as self-dual

∗AIJ
a = iAIJ

a . (6.5)

Similarly, the tensor is anti-self-dual if the following is true

∗AIJ
a = −iAIJ

a . (6.6)

Any antisymmetric tensor can be separated into its self-dual and anti-self-dual parts denoted
by the raised plus and minus sign respectively as shown below

AIJ
a =

1

2
(+AIJ

a + −AIJ
a ) . (6.7)

Additionally, it can be shown that the self-dual and anti-self-dual parts can be constructed as
follows

+AIJ
a =

1

2
(AIJ

a − i ∗AIJ
a )

−AIJ
a =

1

2
(AIJ

a + i ∗AIJ
a ). (6.8)

We will prove the former relation below

∗+AIJ
a =

1

2
ϵIJKL

+AKL
a (6.9)

=
1

2
ϵIJKL

1

2
(AKL

a − i ∗AKL
a )

=
1

2
ϵIJKL

1

2
(AKL

a − i

2
ϵKL

MNAMN
a )

=
1

2
∗AIJ

a − i

8
ϵIJKLϵ

KL
MNAMN

a

=
1

2
∗AIJ

a − i

8
(−2)(δIMδJN − δINδJM )AMN

a

=
1

2
∗AIJ

a +
i

4
(AIJ

a −AJI
a )

=
1

2
(∗AIJ

a + iAIJ
a )

= i+AIJ
a . (6.10)

The latter relation can be proved similarly (which we will skip here), namely

∗−AIJ
a = −i−AIJ

a . (6.11)

Another important property of self-duality is that when an anti-self-dual tensor is contracted
with a self-dual tensor (and vice versa) the result is automatically zero. To see see, consider two
anti-symmetric tensors SIJ and TIJ , we have

TIJ
+SIJ = (+TIJ + −TIJ)

+SIJ

= (+TIJ + −TIJ)(−i ∗ +SIJ)

= (+TIJ + −TIJ)(−
i

2
ϵIJMN

+SMN )

= −i(
1

2
ϵIJMN

+TIJ +
1

2
ϵIJMN

−TIJ)
+SMN

= −i(
1

2
ϵIJMN

+TIJ +
1

2
ϵIJMN

−TIJ)
+SMN

= −i(i+TMN − i−TMN )+SMN

= (+TMN − −TMN )+SMN . (6.12)
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When looking back at the first line of the above equations, one can see in order for the final
line to be true it must be the case that an anti-self-dual part contracted with a self-dual part is
always zero

−TMN
+SMN = 0. (6.13)

Effectively, when an arbitrary antisymmetric tensor contracts with a self-dual tensor, only the
self-dual part contributes to the contraction, and vice versa. This will be a very useful prop-
erty later on. We will now claim the mixed index curvature tensor is a self-dual tensor if the
connection is self-dual and will prove this as follows.

∗F IJ
ab =

1

2
ϵIJMNF MN

ab

=
1

2
ϵIJMN (2∂[aA

MN
b] +A MK

a A N
bK −A MK

b A N
aK )

= 2i∂[aA
IJ

b] +
1

2
ϵIJMN (2A MK

[a A N
b]K ) (6.14)

where

ϵIJMN (2A MK
a A N

bK ) = ϵIJMN (−i ∗A MK
a )A N

bK

= ϵIJMN (−i
1

2
ϵMK

RSA
RS

a )A N
bK

= − i

2
ϵMIJN ϵMRSKA RS

a A K
b N

=
i

2
(δIRδ

J
Sδ

N
K − δJSδ

I
Rδ

N
K − δIRδ

J
KδNS + δIKδJRδ

N
S

+ δISδ
J
KδNR − δIKδJSδ

N
R )A RS

a A K
b N

=
i

2
(A IJ

a A N
b N −A IJ

a A N
b N −A IN

a A J
b N +A JN

a A I
b N

+A NI
a A J

b N −A NJ
a A I

b N ) (6.15)

Due to the anti-symmetry in the internal indices, the first two terms vanish. Swapping the J
and N indices on the third, fourth and fifth terms as well as swapping the N and I indices on
the fifth term allows us to combine like terms as follows

ϵIJMN (2A MK
a A N

bK ) =
i

2
(2A IN

a A J
bN − 2A NJ

a A I
b N )

= i[Aa, Ab]
IJ . (6.16)

Subbing in the following result leads to

∗F IJ
ab = 2i∂[aA

IJ
b] + i[Aa, Ab]

IJ

= i
(
2∂[aA

IJ
b] + [Aa, Ab]

IJ
)

= iF IJ
ab (6.17)

Similarly, it follows that for an anti-self-dual connection, the corresponding curvature tensor
will also be anti-self-dual.

6.3 Self-dual Formulation

With the mathematics of self-duality in our possession, we can begin constructing the self-dual
action where the starting point is the Palatini action

Sp =

∫
d4x

√
−g eaIe

b
J
(4)F IJ

ab . (6.18)
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Here we enforce that the connection AIJ
a to be only the self-dual part of the original spin-

connection ωIJ
a from the standard Palatini theory

AIJ
a = +ωIJ

a , (6.19)

such that

∗AIJ
a = iAIJ

a , (6.20)

and thus its corresponding curvature tensor is also self-dual

∗F IJ
ab = iF IJ

ab . (6.21)

Next we reexpress
√
−g as the determinant of a tetrad, proven below,

g = det(gab) = det(eIae
J
b ηIJ) = det(eIa) det(e

J
b ) det(ηIJ) = (e)(e)(−1) = −e2

→
√
−g = e (6.22)

• Identities and Definitions From Previous Chapter

qab = gab + nanb (6.23)

qab = δab + nanb (6.24)

ta = Nna +Na (6.25)

Ea
I = qab e

b
I (6.26)

Ẽa
I =

√
qEa

I (6.27)

Lt
(4)AMN

a = tb(4)F MN
ba + (4)Da(t

b (4)AMN
b ) (6.28)

˜
N =

N
√
q

(6.29)

• New Identities and Definitions

nI := eaIna (6.30)

n0 := N (6.31)

ϵIJK := ϵIJKLnL (6.32)

Notice that in this construction, we have an action in terms of complex variables so we have
a complex action to begin with. Next, we will apply the same trick to rewrite the action in the
3 + 1 form with the help of the projection operator qab

S =

∫
d4x (e)eaIe

b
J
(4)F IJ

ab

=

∫
d4x (e)eaIe

b
Jδ

c
aδ

d
b
(4)F IJ

cd

=

∫
d4x (e)eaIe

b
J(q

c
a − ncna)(q

d
b − ndnb)

(4)F IJ
cd

=

∫
d4x (e)eaIe

b
J(q

c
aq

d
b − qcan

dnb − qdbn
cna + ncnan

dnb)
(4)F IJ

cd (6.33)
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Taking a closer look at the third term, one can see it is equivalent to the second term after some
index manipulation as shown below

−eaIe
b
Jq

d
bn

cna
(4)F IJ

cd = −eaIe
b
Jq

c
bn

dna(−(4)F IJ
dc )

= −ebIe
a
Jq

c
an

dnb(−(4)F IJ
dc )

= −ebJe
a
Iq

c
an

dnb(+
(4)F JI

dc )

= −eaIe
b
Jq

c
an

dnb
(4)F IJ

cd (6.34)

This allows us to combine the middle two terms. Additionally, the last term vanishes due to that
the product ncnd commutes but the curvature tensor F IJ

cd is antisymmetric when switching
the c and d indices or more explicitly

ncnan
dnb

(4)F IJ
cd = −ncnan

dnb
(4)F IJ

cd

∴ ncnan
dnb

(4)F IJ
cd = 0. (6.35)

We are thus left with

S =

∫
d4x (e)eaIe

b
J(q

c
aq

d
b − 2qcan

dnb)
(4)F IJ

cd

=

∫
d4x (e)

(
eaIe

b
Jq

c
aq

d
b − 2eaIe

b
Jq

c
an

dnb

)
(4)F IJ

cd

=

∫
d4x (e)

(
Ec

IE
d
J − 2Ec

In
dnJ

)
(4)F IJ

cd , (6.36)

where in the last step, the tetrads are combined with projection operators to create triads, and
the normal vector field nd combines with a tetrad to produce an internal normal vector nJ

(Identities 6.26 and 6.30 respectively). Next we swap the c and d indices on the second term
but also swap I and J indices to keep the sign the same

S =

∫
d4x (e)

(
Ec

IE
d
J − 2Ed

JnIn
c
)
(4)F IJ

cd

=

∫
d4x (e)

(
Ea

IE
b
J − 2Eb

JnIn
a
)
(4)F IJ

ab , (6.37)

and we use the identity proven in the following boxed section (6.3.1) so we can rewrite e as
√
qN

and simplify as follows

S =

∫
d4x

√
qN
(
Ea

IE
b
J − 2Eb

JnIn
a
)
(4)F IJ

ab

=

∫
d4x

N
√
q

(√
qEa

I

√
qEb

J − 2
√
q
√
qEb

JnIn
a
)
(4)F IJ

ab

=

∫
d4x

N
√
q

(
Ẽa

I Ẽ
b
J − 2

√
qẼb

JnIn
a
)
(4)F IJ

ab

=

∫
d4x

(
˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
J
(4)F IJ

ab − 2NẼb
JnIn

a(4)F IJ
ab

)
=

∫
d4x

(
˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
J
(4)F IJ

ab − 2NẼb
JnIn

a(−i ∗ (4)F IJ
ab )

)
=

∫
d4x

(
˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
J
(4)F IJ

ab − 2NẼb
JnIn

a

(
− i

2
ϵIJMN

(4)F MN
ab

))
=

∫
d4x

(
˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
J
(4)F IJ

ab + iNẼb
Jn

anIϵ
IJ

MN
(4)F MN

ab

)
=

∫
d4x

(
˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
J
(4)F IJ

ab + iNẼb
Jn

anI(−ϵJ I
MN )(4)F MN

ab

)
. (6.38)
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Contracting the Levi-Civita tensor with the internal index (identity 6.32) and using identity
6.25 to rewrite na, the previous expression becomes

S =

∫
d4x

(
˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
J
(4)F IJ

ab + iNẼb
J

(ta −Na)

N
(−ϵJMN )(4)F MN

ab

)
=

∫
d4x

(
˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
J
(4)F IJ

ab + iẼb
JN

aϵJMN
(4)F MN

ab − iẼb
Jϵ

J
MN ta(4)F MN

ab

)
(6.39)

6.3.1 Proving e =
√
qN

First, we need to show the determinant of gab and qab respectively can be written with the
Levi-Civita tensors as follows

g = ϵabcdg0ag1bg2cg3d

q = ϵabcq1aq2bq3c (6.40)

To show this we will do a trivial example with a general 2 dimensional matrix Mab. If we let

Mab =

[
M11 M12

M21 M22

]
, ϵab =

[
0 1
−1 0

]
, (6.41)

then

ϵabMa1Mb2 = ϵ11M11M12 + ϵ12M11M22 + ϵ21M21M12 + ϵ22M21M22

= (0)M11M12 + (1)M11M22 + (−1)M21M12 + (0)M21M22

= M11M22 −M21M12

= det(Mab) = M (6.42)

This result generalizes to higher dimensions. To complete this proof we start with the deter-
minant of the metric g expanded with the Levi-Civita tensors, and in the following line we
expand each metric with identity 6.23

g = ϵabcdg0ag1bg2cg3d

= ϵabcd(q0a − n0na)(q1b − n1nb)(q2c − n2nc)(q3d − n3nd) (6.43)

The q0a term vanishes since its indices are only spatial. Then upon expanding the parenthesis,
all the terms involving the product of two normal vectors such as nanb, nanc, etc. will vanish
automatically because of the total antisymmetry of ϵabcd. Thus we are only left with

g = −ϵabcdn0naq1bq2cq3d

= −ϵ0bcdn0n0q1bq2cq3d

= −(n0)
2ϵbcdq1bq2cq3d

= −N2ϵbcdq1bq2cq3d

g = −N2q, (6.44)

where in the second line we set a = 0 because b, c, d are all spatial as imposed by the spatial
metric q1bq2cq3d, therefore a can only be zero. Now ϵ0bcd would behave just like a 3d epsilon
tensor so we identify it simply as ϵbcd. In the next line we use identity 6.31. From this result
we can finally deduce that

e =
√
−g = N

√
q (6.45)
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Again, using the generalized Cartan’s identity (6.28), we can rewrite ta(4)F MN
ab in the last

term of Eq. (6.39) as follows

S =

∫
d4x

(
˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
J
(4)F IJ

ab + iẼb
JN

aϵJMN
(4)F MN

ab − iẼb
Jϵ

J
MN

(
Lt

(4)AMN
b −(4)Db(

(4)AMN
a ta)

))
=

∫
d4x

(
˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
J
(4)F IJ

ab + iẼb
JN

aϵJMN
(4)F MN

ab − iẼb
Jϵ

J
MNLt

(4)AMN
b

+ (−iẼb
Jϵ

J
MN )

(
−(4)Db(

(4)AMN
a ta)

))
(6.46)

Now we integrate by parts (proven in the following boxed section 6.3.2) in the last term and act
the covariant derivative on densitized triad and epsilon tensor giving us the following.

S =

∫
d4x

(
˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
J
(4)F IJ

ab + iẼb
JN

aϵJMN
(4)F MN

ab − iẼb
Jϵ

J
MNLt

(4)AMN
b

+ (4)AMN
a ta (4)Db(−iẼb

Jϵ
J
MN )

)
(6.47)

6.3.2 Proving integration by parts with a covariant derivative

Here we will prove the following integration by parts is valid up to surface terms∫
d4x(−iẼb

Jϵ
J
MN )(−(4)Da(

(4)A MN
a ta)) =

∫
d4x((4)A MN

a ta)Da(−iẼb
Jϵ

K
MN ) , (6.48)

in order to do so we will first define,

Πa
IJ := −iẼb

KϵKIJ , (6.49)

and recall,

DaA
IJ

b = ∂aA
IJ

b +A I
a KA KJ

b +A J
aK A IK

b (6.50)

Now we can show

−Πa
IJDa(A

IJ
b ) = −Πa

IJ

(
∂a(A

IJ
b tb) +A I

a K(A KJ
b tb) +A J

aK (A IK
b tb)

)
= −Πa

IJ∂a(A
IJ

b tb)−Πa
IJA

I
a K(A KJ

b tb)−Πa
IJA

J
aK (A IK

b tb)

= −Πa
IJ∂a(A

IJ
b tb) + Πa

JIA
I

a K(A KJ
b tb)−Πa

IJA
J

a K(A KI
b tb), (6.51)

where in the third line we flipped I and J indices on the second term which changes its sign,
on the last term we flipped J and K indices on the first A, and flipped the I and K indices on
the second A, keeping the sign the same. Notice the last two terms differ only by a naming
of summed over indices, namely I and J , which means they cancel out, leaving us with just
the partial derivative

−Πa
IJDa(A

IJ
b tb) = −Πa

IJ∂a(A
IJ

b tb). (6.52)

Showing the covariant derivative is equivalent to the partial derivative, in this case, shows
that we can preform integration by parts on the covariant derivative just like we normally
would with a partial derivative.

68



Next, we rearrange the order of the terms and highlight −iẼb
Jϵ

J
MN wherever it’s present.

S =

∫
d4x

(
(−iẼb

Jϵ
J
MN )Lt

(4)AMN
b +

˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
J
(4)F IJ

ab

−Na(−iẼb
Jϵ

J
MN )(4)F MN

ab + (4)AMN
a ta (4)Db(−iẼb

Jϵ
J
MN )

)
. (6.53)

We are very close to the point where we can identify the configuration variable and its canon-
ical momenta, but before that we will further simplify the action by taking the 3-dimensional
projections on Σ of our 4-dimensional fields.

6.4 External Pullback

Now we are tasked with performing a 3 + 1 decomposition which requires us to make all of the
external indices spatial i.e. pull them back to the 3-dimensional hypersurface. To begin we first
introduce some identities as follows.

Identities for pullback

First we have two projection operators, which when contracted with each other act as one

qac q
c
b = (δac + nanc)(δ

c
b + ncnb)

= δab + nanb + nanb + nancn
cnb

= δab + 2nanb − nanb

= δab + nanb

qac q
c
b = qab . (6.54)

Next, we have the Lie derivative with respect to time-like vector field ta to vanish when acting
on the projection operator

Ltq
a
b = 0. (6.55)

This is due to the combined effects of acting the projection operator qab , which forces an
object onto a constant-time spatial hypersurface Σt, and then followed by the Lie derivative
along ta, which obviously vanishes.

Starting with the first term in the action, with the Lie derivative, we can show (Suppressing
the −i)

Ẽb
Jϵ

J
MNLt

(4)AMN
b = qbaẽ

a
Jϵ

J
MNLt

(4)AMN
b

= qbcq
c
aẽ

a
Jϵ

J
MNLt

(4)AMN
b

= Ẽc
Jϵ

J
MNLt(q

b
c
(4)AMN

b )

= Ẽc
Jϵ

J
MNLtA

MN
c , (6.56)

where in the last line the projection operator acts on the connection and gives us the projection
of AIJ

a on the spatial hypersurface Σ thus removing the superscript (4). Next, we look at the
second term in the action (suppressing the

˜
N )

Ẽa
I Ẽ

b
J
(4)F IJ

ab = qac q
b
dẽ

c
I ẽ

d
J
(4)F IJ

ab

= qaeq
e
cq

b
fq

f
d ẽ

c
I ẽ

d
J
(4)F IJ

ab

= Ẽe
I Ẽ

f
JF

IJ
ef , (6.57)
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where we again used the projection operator to give us the projection of F IJ
ab on the spatial

hypersurface. We rewrite the third term in the action as follows (again suppressing the i)

NaẼb
Jϵ

J
MN

(4)F MN
ab = qadN

dqbc ẽ
c
Jϵ

J
MN

(4)F MN
ab

= qadN
dqbeq

e
c ẽ

c
Jϵ

J
MN

(4)F MN
ab

= NdẼe
Jϵ

J
MNF MN

de , (6.58)

where similar to the last calculation we use the projection operators on the curvature tensor.
Next we look at the covariant derivative in the final term of the action (suppressing −i)

(4)Db(Ẽ
b
Jϵ

J
MN ) = (4)Db(q

b
c ẽ

c
Jϵ

J
MN )

= (4)Db(q
b
eq

e
c ẽ

c
Jϵ

J
MN )

= (4)Db(q
b
dq

d
c ẽ

c
Jϵ

J
MN )

= qbd
(4)Db(Ẽ

d
Jϵ

J
MN )

= Dd(Ẽ
d
Jϵ

J
MN ), (6.59)

where this time around we use the projection operator on the covariant derivative. Utilizing the
4 previous results, and renaming of summed over indices, we can now write the action as follows

S =

∫
d4x

(
(−iẼa

Jϵ
J
MN )LtA

MN
a +

˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
JF

IJ
ab −Na(−iẼb

Jϵ
J
MN )F MN

ab

+ (4)AMN
a taDb(−iẼb

Jϵ
J
MN )

)
. (6.60)

Noticing the common occurrences of the densitized triad contracted with an epsilon tensor in
three out of four terms above, we will rewrite the second term to continue this pattern as follows

˜
N(−iẼa

M ϵM K
I )(−iẼb

N ϵNKJ)F
IJ

ab (6.61)

which we prove below

˜
N(−iẼa

M ϵM K
I )(−iẼb

N ϵNKJ)F
IJ

ab =
˜
NẼa

M Ẽb
N ϵM K

I ϵNJK1‘F
IJ

ab

=
˜
NẼa

M Ẽb
N (δMNδIJ − δMJ δNI )F IJ

ab

=
˜
NẼa

M Ẽb
N (δMNF II

ab − F NM
ab )

=
˜
NẼa

M Ẽb
N (−F NM

ab )

=
˜
NẼa

M Ẽb
NF MN

ab (6.62)

where in the third line the F II
ab vanishes due to the anitsymmetry in the internal indices.

Subbing the previous result into the action gives us

S =

∫
d4x

(
(−iẼa

Jϵ
J
MN )LtA

MN
a +

˜
N(−iẼa

M ϵM K
I )(−iẼb

N ϵNKJ)F
IJ

ab

−Na(−iẼb
Jϵ

J
MN )F MN

ab
(4)AMN

a taDb(−iẼb
Jϵ

J
MN )

)
. (6.63)

6.4.1 Canonical Momenta

One may begin to notice now that our underlying Lagrangian density of the action is taking the
canonical “pq̇−H” form, which allows us to identify our configuration variable and canonically
conjugate momenta. We define our configuration variable as the connection AMN

a and the
previously “highlighted” term to be the canonical momenta

Π̃a
MN := −iẼa

I ϵ
I
MN . (6.64)

70



After defining the Lie derivative with respect to time-like vector field as the “time derivative”
with a dotted notation, the action becomes

S =

∫
d4x

(
Π̃a

MN ȦMN
a +

˜
NΠ̃aK

M Π̃b
KNF MN

ab −NaΠ̃b
MNF MN

ab + (4)AMN
a taDbΠ̃

b
MN

)
. (6.65)

Since AMN
a is self-dual we can conclude from Eq. (6.13) that the canonical momenta Π̃a

MN must
also be self-dual otherwise all the terms in the Hamiltonian would be zero. Utilizing the fact
the momenta is self-dual we can expand it using Eq. (6.8) as follows

+Π̃a
MN = −iẼa

I ϵ
I
MN

=
1

2
(− iẼa

I ϵ
I
MN − i ∗ (−iẼa

I ϵ
I
MN ))

=
1

2
(− iẼa

I ϵ
I
MN − i

2
ϵ KL
MN (−iẼa

I ϵ
I
KL))

= − i

2
Ẽa

I ϵ
I
MN − 1

4
ϵ KL
MN ϵIKLẼ

a
I (6.66)

where in the second term

ϵ KL
MN ϵIKL = ϵ KL

MN ϵ IJ
KL nJ

= (−2! )(δIMδJN − δINδJM )nJ

= −2(δIMnN − δINnM ). (6.67)

Using the previous result gives us

+Π̃a
MN = − i

2
Ẽa

I ϵ
I
MN − 1

4
(−2)(δIMnN − δINnM )Ẽa

I

=
i

2
Ẽa

I ϵ
I
MN +

1

2
(Ẽa

MnN − Ẽa
NnM )

=
i

2
Ẽa

I ϵ
I
MN + Ẽa

[MnN ]

= − i

2
Ẽa

I ϵ
IJ

MN nJ + Ẽa
[MnN ]

= − i

2
ϵ IJ
MN Ẽa

[InJ ] + Ẽa
[MnN ]

= −i ∗ Ẽa
[MnN ] + Ẽa

[MnN ]

= Ẽa
[MnN ] − i ∗ Ẽa

[MnN ]

+Π̃a
MN = 2Ẽa

[MnN ] (6.68)

where in the last step we again use Eq. (6.8) and now identify Π̃a
MN as the self-dual part of

2Ẽa
[MnN ].
Now that we have identified the canonically conjugate pair of the self-dual theory, the self-

dual connection Aa
MN and its self-dual conjugate momenta Π̃a

MN which we just showed, in the
second to last line, can be expressed as

Π̃a
MN = Ẽa

[MnN ] −
i

2
ϵ IJ
MN Ẽa

[InJ ], (6.69)
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we can define the basic Poisson bracket

{AIJ
b (y), Π̃a

MN (x)} =

∫
d3z

(
δAIJ

b (y)

δAKL
c (z)

δΠ̃a
MN (x)

δΠ̃c
KL(z)

−
δAIJ

b (y)

δΠ̃c
KL(z)

δΠ̃a
MN (x)

δAKL
c (z)

)

=

∫
d3z

δcbδ
I
[KδJL]δ

3(y − z)
δ
(
Ẽa

[MnN ] −
i

2
ϵ IJ
MN Ẽa

[InJ ]

)
(x)

δ2Ẽc
[KnL](z)

− 0


= δcbδ

I
[KδJL]

δ
(
Ẽa

[MnN ] −
i

2
ϵ IJ
MN Ẽa

[InJ ]

)
(x)

δ2Ẽc
[KnL](y)

= δcbδ
I
[KδJL](

1

2
)δac

(
δ
[K
M δ

L]
N − i

2
ϵ ST
MN δ

[K
S δ

L]
T

)
δ3(x− y)

{AIJ
b (y), Π̃a

MN (x)} =
1

2
δab (δ

I
[MδJN ] −

i

2
ϵ IJ
MN )δ3(x− y) (6.70)

where in the second line we expand the canonical momenta in its equivalent forms and simply
put (x) outside of the parentheses since all functions in the parentheses are functions of x. The
extra term is to make the Poisson bracket self-dual with respect to the internal indices.

6.5 “Internal Pullback”

Now that we have the external indices completely spatial i.e. pulled back to the spatial hyper-
surface, the next step is to do a similar procedure for the internal indices which we would like
to call it the “internal pullback”. To simplify this process we will exploit the gauge freedom of
the internal normal vector nI . We choose the gauge so that

nI := δI0 =


1
0
0
0

 (6.71)

and in this gauge since Ẽa
In

I = 0 (identity from the previous section in box 5.8) we can show
that

Ẽa
In

I = 0 = Ẽa
0n

0 + Ẽa
i n

i

= Ẽa
0δ

0
0 + Ẽa

i δ
i
0Ẽ

a
0

0 = Ẽa
0 (6.72)

Where δi0 vanishes identically. This immediately allows us to identify the internal indices of the
triad as purely spatial since in this gauge

Ẽa
I = Ẽa

i . (6.73)

To begin the internal pullback of the connection we will explore the self-duality of the
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connection and identify some important relations. We begin by expanding the connection

AIJ
a = −i ∗AIJ

a

= − i

2
ϵ IJ
MN AMN

a

= − i

2
(ϵ IJ

0N A0N
a + ϵ IJ

mN AmN
a )

= − i

2
(ϵ ij

0n A0n
a + ϵ ij

m0 Am0
a + ϵ IJ

mn Amn
a )

= − i

2
(2ϵ0nijA

0n
a + ϵ IJ

mn Amn
a )

= − i

2
(2ϵnijA

n0
a + ϵ IJ

mn Amn
a )

= −iϵijkA
k0
a − i

2
ϵ IJ
mn Amn

a (6.74)

where in the third and fourth lines we separate the connection into its time and space parts
with respect to the internal indices and take advantage of the fact that

ϵ0IJK = ϵ0ijk := ϵijk , (6.75)

since the epsilon tensor would vanish if i, j, k were to be zero. It should also be noted that the
spatial indices can be raised or lowered freely due to the sign convention of the metric we are
using.

Now if we set J = 0, in the previous expression for AIJ
a , we can see that the electric part or

boost part of the connection, with respect to the internal indices, is equal to the following

AI0
a = Ai0

a = −iϵi0kA
k0
a − i

2
ϵ i0
mn Amn

a = − i

2
ϵ i0
mn Amn

a =
i

2
ϵmni0A

mn
a =

i

2
ϵijkA

jk
a (6.76)

where AI0
a = Ai0

a because the antisymmetry of the internal indices (A00
a vanishes) and the epsilon

in the first term vanishes because we are plugging zero into its spatial index j. Now taking a
look at the magnetic part or rotation part of AIJ

a i.e. I → i, J → j, we have

Aij
a = −iϵijkA

k0
a − i

2
ϵ ij
mn Amn

a = −iϵijkA
k0
a (6.77)

where the second term vanishes because all of the indices in the 4-d epsilon tensor are spatial
(the four indices can only take on values of 1, 2, and 3 therefore there will always be indices
that have the same value causing it to vanish).

Putting these results on hold we will now split the connection into its boost and rotation
parts again but in another way. Similar to how we found the canonical momenta Π̃a

IJ to be the
self-dual part of 2Ẽa

[InJ ] we can say the connection AIJ
a is the self-dual part of 2Aa

[InJ ]. This

allows us to expand the connection using Eq. (6.8) in a similar fashion to how we expanded the
momenta in Eq. (6.69) as follows

AIJ
a := i(A[I

a n
J ] − i

2
ϵ IJ
KL A[K

a nL])

= i(
1

2
(AI

an
J −AJ

an
I)− i

2
ϵ IJ
KL

1

2
(AK

a nL −AL
an

K))

=
i

2
(AI

aδ
J
0 −AJ

aδ
I
0) +

1

4
ϵ IJ
KL (AK

a δL0 −AL
a δ

K
0 )

=
i

2
(AI

aδ
J
0 −AJ

aδ
I
0) +

1

4
(ϵ IJ

K0 AK
a − ϵ IJ

0L AL
a )

=
i

2
(AI

aδ
J
0 −AJ

aδ
I
0) +

1

2
ϵ IJ
K0 AK

a (6.78)
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where in the third line we use our gauge choice (Eq. 6.71) to get the Kronecker deltas. Also, an
artificial factor of i is inserted to simplify reality conditions which we will briefly touch upon at
the very end.

Now, taking a look at the boost part of the connection we have

AI0
a = Ai0

a =
i

2
(Ai

aδ
0
0 −A0

aδ
i
0) +

1

2
ϵ I0
K0 AK

a =
i

2
Ai

a . (6.79)

Looking at the rotation part again we have

Aij
a =

i

2
(Ai

aδ
j
0 −Aj

aδ
i
0) +

1

2
ϵ ij
K0 AK

a =
1

2
ϵijkA

k
a (6.80)

where the Kronecker deltas vanish identically. In summary, between the two times, we split the
connection into its boost and rotation parts we have

Ai0 =
i

2
ϵijkA

jk Aij
a = −iϵijkA

k0
a

Ai0 =
i

2
Ai

a Aij
a =

1

2
ϵijkA

k
a (6.81)

Setting the two results we got for the boost part equal to each other gives us

Ai0
a =

i

2
ϵijkA

jk
a =

i

2
Ai

a

ϵijkA
jk
a := Ai

a (6.82)

which we will consider a definition, or equivalently

Aij
a :=

1

2
ϵijkA

k
a. (6.83)

Then, setting the two results we got for the rotation part equal to each other gives us

Aij
a = −iϵijkA

k0
a =

1

2
ϵijkA

k
a,

Ak0
a :=

i

2
Ak

a. (6.84)

To summarize the previous results we have

• Connection Definitions

Ai
a := ϵijkA

jk
a , (6.85)

Ai0
a :=

i

2
Ai

a, (6.86)

Aij
a :=

1

2
ϵijkA

k
a. (6.87)

These re-definitions will prove to be essential in rewriting the self-dual action in its most efficient
form. In particular, the combination of Eq. (6.86) and Eq. (6.87) implies that the self-dual
connection AIJ

a is characterized completely by an SU(2) connection Ai
a, just like that of a Yang-

Mills theory! This new connection will eventually take the place of the configuration variable
in the self-dual formulation.

Before we finish this subsection, it’s worth pointing out a striking similarity here. The
properties of the self-dual connection AIJ

a almost make it seem like an internal analog of the
field strength tensor Fµν from the electromagnetism. Recall the electric field and magnetic field
vectors in relation to the field strength tensor, namely Ei = F 0i, Bi =

1
2ϵijkF

jk. This makes the
earlier terminology with the “electric part” and “magnetic part” etc. quite appropriate.
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6.6 Self-Dual Action

Utilizing our new definitions we can obtain the final form of the action known as the self-dual
action. Starting from before we defined the canonical momenta Πa

MN we had

SSD =

∫
d4x

(
(−iẼa

Jϵ
J
MN )ȦMN

a +
˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
JF

IJ
ab −Na(−iẼb

Jϵ
J
MN )F MN

ab

+ (4)AMN
a taDb(−iẼb

Jϵ
J
MN )

)
. (6.88)

Using our new definitions we can rewrite the first term as follows

−iẼa
I ϵ

I
MN ȦMN

a = −iẼa
i ϵ

i
MN ȦMN

a

= −iẼa
i ϵ

i
MNJn

J ȦMN
a

= −iẼa
i ϵ

i
MNJδ

J
0 Ȧ

MN
a

= −iẼa
i ϵ

i
mn0Ȧ

mn
a

= −iẼa
i ϵ

i
jkȦ

jk
a

= −iẼa
i Ȧ

i
a (6.89)

where in the first line we use Eq. (6.73), in the second line we use identity (6.32), in the third
we use identity (6.71), and in the last line we use Eq. (6.85). Next, the second term in the
self-dual action can be rewritten as follows

˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
JF

IJ
ab = − i

2 ˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
Jϵ

IJ
MN F MN

ab

= − i

2 ˜
NẼa

i Ẽ
b
jϵ

ij
MN F MN

ab

= − i

2 ˜
NẼa

i Ẽ
b
j (ϵ

ij
0N F 0N

ab + ϵ ij
mN F mN

ab )

= − i

2 ˜
NẼa

i Ẽ
b
j (ϵ

ij
0n F 0n

ab + ϵ ij
m0 F m0

ab )

= − i

2 ˜
NẼa

i Ẽ
b
j (ϵnij0F

n0
ab + ϵmij0F

m0
ab )

= −i
˜
NẼa

i Ẽ
b
jϵmijF

mo
ab (6.90)

where in the second line we use identity (6.73), and in the third and fourth lines we separate the
time and spatial components with respect to the internal indices. Note the F 00

ab term does not
appear since it vanishes due to the anti-symmetry of the internal indices and the F mn

ab terms
do not appear since the 4-d epsilon tensor cannot have all spatial indices. Now we define the
“boost-part curvature tensor” as follows

F i0
ab = ∂aA

i0
b − ∂bA

i0
a +Aik

a A 0
bk −Aik

b A 0
ak

= ∂a(
i

2
Ai

b)− ∂b(
i

2
Ai

a) +
1

2
ϵikjA

j
a(

i

2
Ak

b )−
1

2
ϵikjA

j
b(
i

2
Ak

a)

=
i

2
(∂aA

i
b − ∂bA

i
a +

1

2
ϵikjA

j
aA

k
b −

1

2
ϵikjA

j
bA

k
a)

=
i

2
(∂aA

i
b − ∂bA

i
a +

1

2
ϵikjA

j
aA

k
b +

1

2
ϵikjA

k
bA

j
a)

=
i

2
(∂aA

i
b − ∂bA

i
a + ϵikjA

j
aA

k
b )

:=
i

2
F i
ab (6.91)
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where in the second line we use Eqs. (6.86) and (6.87), and in the last line we define F i
ab. Using

this result we can finish rewriting the second term in the action as

˜
NẼa

I Ẽ
b
JF

IJ
ab = −i

˜
NẼa

i Ẽ
b
jϵmijF

mo
ab

=
1

2 ˜
NẼa

i Ẽ
b
jϵijkF

k
ab (6.92)

Next, the third term in the action can be written as follows

−Na(−iẼb
Iϵ

I
MN )F MN

ab = iNaẼb
Iϵ

I
MNLn

LF MN
ab

= iNaẼb
Iϵ

I
MNLδ

L
0 F

MN
ab

= iNaẼb
Iϵ

I
MN0F

MN
ab

= iNaẼb
i ϵ

i
mnF

mn
ab

= iNaẼb
iF

i
ab (6.93)

where in the first line we use identity (6.32) and in the second line we use the gauge choice of
Eq. (6.71) and Eq. (6.73) to justify that the indices become spatial. Additionally in the last
line ϵi mnF

mn
ab = F i

ab as proven below

ϵi mnF
mn
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j
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ϵimn(−2(δmnδkj − δmjδkn))(A

k
aA

j
b −Ak

bA
j
a)

= ∂aA
i
b − ∂bA

i
a −

1

2
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k
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j
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bA
j
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= ∂aA
i
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i
a + ϵijkA

k
aA

j
b

= F i
ab, (6.94)

where in the second line we used Eq. (6.85) on the partial derivative terms, in the third line
we freely raised and lowered spatial indices, in the fourth line we used Eq. (6.87), and in the
seventh line the first pair of Kronecker deltas vanish because they create repeated indices on
the epsilon tensor.

Finally, the fourth term in the action can be rewritten as follows

(4)AMN
a taDb(−iẼb

Iϵ
I
MN ) = (4)AMN

a taDb(−iẼb
Iϵ

I
MNLn

L)
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I
MNLδ

L
0 )
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Iϵ
I
MN0)

= −i((4)Amn
a ta)Db(Ẽ

b
i ϵ

i
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= −i(ϵi mn
(4)Amn

a ta)DbẼ
b
i

= −i((4)Ai
at

a)DbẼ
b
i

= −iλiDbẼ
b
i (6.95)
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where we use a similar procedure as the third term and use Eq. (6.85) in the third to last line.
Additionally in the final line, we define Ai

at
a := λi and drop the raised four since it is a Lagrange

multiplier and thus a free parameter. With the previous re-definitions, we can write the final
form of the self-dual action as follows

SSD =

∫
d4x

(
−iẼa

i Ȧ
i
a +

1

2 ˜
NẼa

i Ẽ
b
jϵijkF

k
ab + iNaẼb

iF
i
ab − iλiDbẼ

b
i

)
=

1

i

∫
d4x

(
Ẽa

i Ȧ
i
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i

2 ˜
NϵijkẼ

a
i Ẽ

b
jF

k
ab −NaẼb

iF
i
ab + λiDaẼ

a
i

)
. (6.96)

This action turned out to be a special case of the more general action

S =
1

β

∫
d4x

(
Ẽa

i Ȧ
i
a +

i

2 ˜
NϵijkẼ

a
i Ẽ

b
jF

k
ab −NaẼb

iF
i
ab + λiDaẼ

a
i

)
, (6.97)

where β is known as the Barbero-Immirzi parameter. Comparing the two actions, we see that
the self-dual action of Ashtekar corresponds to a specific choice of β = i. This choice would lead
to a much simpler expression for the total Hamiltonian but at the cost of defining a complex
theory of GR instead of the real GR, as we will discuss more in the end. In general, the
Barbero-Immirzi parameter does not necessarily need to take on this value, as shown in later
developments of the framework in the 1990s [25, 27]. We hope to discuss more about that part
of the development in a follow-up work in the future.

6.7 Final Piece of The Puzzle

The last step is to relate the self-dual formulation to the Palatini formulation via the tetrad
and spin connection. From the original setup in Eq. (6.19), the self-dual connection is now the
self-dual part of the 3-dimensional spin connection from the standard Palatini theory, i.e.

Ajk
a = +ωij

a . (6.98)

This lets us express the self-dual connection as follows
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=
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2
ϵijkω
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a +

i

2
(2δin)ω

0n
a

= Γi
a + iω0i

a (6.99)

where in the third line we use Eq. (6.8), and in the fourth and fifth lines we separate the spatial
and boost parts of the spin connection with respect to the internal indices (where the ωmn

a term
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vanishes due to totally antisymmetric spatial indices on the epsilon tensor). Additionally, in the
last line, we define

Γi
a :=

1

2
ϵijkω

ij
a . (6.100)

Recall the definition of the tetrad-compatible spin connection (Eq. (5.55)) from Section 5

ωI
aJ = −ebJ(∂ae

I
b + Γc

abe
I
c), (6.101)

which lets us write

ω0i
a = ω0

ai = −ebi(∂ae
0
b + Γc

abe
0
c), (6.102)

where we freely lower the spatial index i. To further simplify the previous expression we can
show that

e0a = ηI0eIa

= η00e0a

= −e0a

= −eb0gab

= −eb0(qab − nanb)

= −Ea
0 + nan0

= 0− nan
0

= −naδ
0
0

e0a = −na (6.103)

where in the fifth line we use identity (6.23), and in the seventh line the triad vanishes due to
Eq. (6.72). Subbing this result into the spin connection gives us

ω0i
a = ω0

ai = −ebi(∂a(−nb) + Γc
ab(−nc))

= ebi(∂anb + Γc
abnc))

= ebi∇anb. (6.104)

This expression looks rather close to the extrinsic curvature (refer to Eq. (5.112)) of a hyper-
surface. It suggests us to define a quantity Ki

a in the following

Ki
a = Eb

iKab

= (qbee
e
i )(q

c
aq

d
b∇cnd)

= eei q
c
aδ

d
e∇cnd

= eei∇ane, (6.105)

where Kab is the extrinsic curvature of a spatial hypersurface with spatial metric qab and a
normal vector na. The last expression shows that Ki

a is exactly the boost part of the spin
connection

Ki
a = ω0i

a . (6.106)

Using this new quantity in Eq. (6.99) we can now express the self-dual connection as

Ai
a = Γi

a + iKi
a. (6.107)
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This form of the self-dual connection, together with the densitized triad Ẽa
i constitute Ashtekar’s

new variables for General Relativity, where the connection plays the role of the configuration
variable, similar to the gauge potential in electromagnetism, and the densitized triad plays the
role of the canonically conjugate momentum, similar to the role of the “electric field”.

As mentioned before, later developments extended Ashtekar’s framework with a general
Barbero-Immiriz parameter β that is not necessarily complex such that

Ai
a = Γi

a + βKi
a, (6.108)

which reduces back to Ashtekar’s self-dual connection upon setting β = i once again.
With this last piece of the puzzle unraveled, we have finally reached the point of obtaining

the Hamiltonian theory of GR using Ashtekar’s new variables. From the self-dual action Eq.
(6.96), we immediately read off the total Hamiltonian

HT =
1

i

∫
d3x

(
− i

2 ˜
NϵijkẼ

a
i Ẽ

b
jF

k
ab +NaẼb

iF
i
ab − λiDaẼ

a
i

)
, (6.109)

and the fundamental Poisson brackets in terms of the canonically conjugate variables Ai
a and

Ea
i

{Ai
a(x), A

b
j(y)} = 0 (6.110)

{Ẽi
a(x), Ẽ

b
j (y)} = 0 (6.111)

{Ai
a(x), Ẽ

b
j (y)} = iδijδ

b
aδ

3(x− y). (6.112)

Unmistakably, the total Hamiltonian is a linear combination of constraints where
˜
N,Na, λi are

all Lagrange multipliers. In terms of the new variables, the constraints are

S = ϵijkẼ
a
i Ẽ

b
jF

k
ab ≈ 0, (6.113)

Va = Ẽb
iF

i
ab ≈ 0, (6.114)

Gi = DbẼ
b
i ≈ 0. (6.115)

The forms of the total Hamiltonian and the set of constraints are very similar to those in
the Palatini case. But do not be deceived! The implications of these two formulations are
drastically different. First of all, the self-dual formulation has the clear advantage that the
total Hamiltonian, or equivalently, the set of all the constraints, is in simple polynomial form in
terms of the new phase space variables. Besides that, the canonical momenta Ẽa

i in the self-dual
formulation are completely arbitrary and thus do not lead to any additional constraints that
require further Dirac analysis.

The next step is to evaluate the constraint algebra. Here, one needs to perform the usual
trick of introducing smeared constraints below [16]

C(
˜
N) :=

1

2

∫
d3x

˜
NϵijkẼ

a
i Ẽ

b
jF

k
ab, (6.116)

C ′(N⃗) := −i

∫
d3xNaẼb

iF
i
ab, (6.117)

G(v) := −i

∫
d3x vi(DaẼ

a
i ). (6.118)

Let’s talk about the geometric interpretations of these constraints first. Starting from the
most obvious one, the Gauss constraint G(v) generates internal SU(2) rotations as ordinary
gauge transformations similar to that in Yang-Mills theory. Then, the scalar constraint C(

˜
N)

generates “time evolutions” in the direction normal to the spatial hypersurface Σ, for which
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reason it is also commonly referred to as the Hamiltonian constraint. The vector constraint
C ′(N⃗), however, does not have a direct geometric interpretation on its own. In fact, it would
take the linear combination of the vector and the Gauss constraints to define another constraint
that carries a direct geometric interpretation:

C(N⃗) := C ′(N⃗)−G(N i), (6.119)

where N i := NaAi
a. This constraint is called the diffeomorphism constraint. It can be shown

that it generates “time evolutions” that are tangent to the spatial hypersurface Σ, namely a
diffeomorphism generated by the shift vector Na.

Next, by evaluating the Poisson brackets between G(v), C(
˜
N), and C(N⃗), one can show that

they indeed form a closed Poisson algebra [15]

{G(v), G(w)} = G([v, w]), (6.120)

{G(v), C(
˜
N)} = 0, (6.121)

{C(N⃗), G(v)} = C(LN⃗v) (6.122)

{C(N⃗), C(M⃗)} = C([N⃗, M⃗ ]) (6.123)

{C(N⃗), C(
˜
M)} = C(LN⃗ ˜

M) (6.124)

{C(
˜
N), C(

˜
M)} = C ′(K⃗) = C(K⃗) +G(K⃗), (6.125)

where M serves the same role as the lapse or shift and K⃗ = Ẽa
i Ẽ

bi(
˜
N∂a

˜
M −

˜
M∂a

˜
N). Therefore

the constraints are all of first class, as expected.
At this point, it may seem that we have finally arrived at a Hamiltonian theory of general

relativity that resembles a Yang-Mills gauge theory. However, we are not quite done yet. As
mentioned at the beginning of this section, formulating GR in terms of Ashtekar’s new, self-
dual variables, which are complex variables by construction, means that what we have at hand
is a complex theory of GR. The underlying metric tensor constructed by the triads would be
generally complex as well. This of course does not describe the real 4-dimensional space-time.
In order to connect back to the real GR, additional steps have to be taken. This was done by
introducing additional conditions on the new variables known as reality conditions, originally
by Ashtekar [15]. Specifically, we need

(Ẽa
i Ẽ

bi)∗ = Ẽa
i Ẽ

bi, (6.126)

[ϵijkẼ
a
i Dc(Ẽ

c
j Ẽ

bk)]∗ = −ϵijkẼ
a
i Dc(Ẽ

c
j Ẽ

bk), (6.127)

where the first condition simply required the 3-dimensional spatial metric qab to be real, and
the second condition essentially required the extrinsic curvature of the spatial metric to be real
as well [15].

Most of the important results in this section regarding the constraint algebra and reality
conditions are worth exploring in greater detail. However, as pointed out in the beginning,
the focus of this paper is to obtain the Hamiltonian theory of GR in terms of Ashtekar’s new
variables, up to the point of the total Hamiltonian, we are going to skip the detailed discussions
on these interesting aspects for now and we hope to return to them in the future.

6.8 Looking Ahead

In summary, we have developed a step-by-step user guide to understand the self-dual formulation
of GR in terms of the densitized triad and Ashtekar connection. We finally have a well-behaved
Hamiltonian theory of GR that is ready for canonical quantization. Now, in terms of the progress
made in the area of quantum gravity, the early canonical gravity framework is only a small step
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in history, but it was a step in the right direction crucial to the later developments in the field
that eventually led to LQG. It is our belief that ANYONE taking on the journey of pursuing
quantum gravity research should understand this foundational work to its great detail. In a
similar sense, what we have achieved here is also a small step, but a necessary first step to
bridge a long-awaited gap in the literature.

This work is far from being complete. As a matter of fact, it is only the beginning of
potentially a series of works following the same spirit of this one. Firstly, we are hoping to look
into the aspect of constraint algebra of the self-dual formulation to give a more thorough account
of the constraint analysis in a similar level of detail to the Maxwell and Yang-Mills sections.
Secondly, we look to showcase another foundational part in the early LQG development in
detail, namely the Loop Representation. One interesting application of the loop representation
is the construction of quantum operators of area and volume [41, 42]. These lead to a discrete
structure of space-time geometry, whose application in the context of black hole thermodynamics
reproduced the famous Bekenstein-Hawking entropy relation, giving the black hole entropy a
clear geometric interpretation and microscopic explanation [43]. Lastly, we would like to discuss
the exciting works on quantum Hamiltonian constraint in the loop representation, which upon
acting on the quantum wavefunction of the universe gives reformulations of the Wheeler-DeWitt
equations, whose solutions should hypothetically describe the quantum nature of the universe
itself! We look forward to exploring all these exciting developments of LQG in the near future.
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