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Abstract

We analyze Born-Infeld inspired gravity in Palatini formulation in
the framework of covariant canonical formalism. We determine covari-
ant Hamiltonian and corresponding equations of motion.
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1 Introduction and Summary

Usually the gravitational equations of motion are derived from FKEinstein-
Hilbert action where the metric is treated as dynamical variable. We ob-
tain these equations by variation of the action with respect to metric even if
strictly speaking this variation is not well defined due to the presence of the
second derivative of the metric in Ricci scalar. More preciselly, the variation
of Einstein-Hilbert action is correctly defined when we include an appropriate
boundary term to the action which depends on the choice of the boundary
surface. Even if these boundary terms do not affect equations of motion
they are very important for thermodynamics aspects of gravity [I], 2]. Then
there is natural to ask a question whether it is possible to formulate gravity
action with well defined variation principle. One such an intriguing proposal
was formulated almost 100 years ago by Eddington [3] which was recently
reconsidered in [4]. In this approach the Lagrangian for gravitational field is
given by expression /det R,, where R, is Ricci tensor that can be defined
using the connection I';, only which means that I'¢, is dynamical variable
whose equations of motion are derived by variation of the action with re-
spect to them. Interestingly the resulting equations are Einstein equations
with non-zero cosmological constant.

However the major issue with Eddington gravity is that it does not con-
tain coupling to matter. Then in order to include matter it was proposed
that this theory should be extended with metric so that the resulting action
has Born-Infeld like structure [5]. First attempt to implement Born-Infeld
like structure for gravity was performed in [6] where the fundamental degrees
of freedom were components of metric. However since in this case action for
Born-Infeld gravity contains higher order derivatives of metric it was quickly
recognized that this theory suffers from Ostrogradski instability associated
to higher order equations of motion. In order to avoid problems with ghost
we should consider connection as an independent variable [7]. Due to the
fact that now Ricci tensor contains first order derivatives of connections the
ghost problem is imediatelly solved. These ideas were further elaborated for
example in [4, [§] and these theories are now known as Born-Infeld like in-
spired theories of gravity , for review and extensive list of references, see [9].
Due to the fact that these Born-Infled like inspired theories of gravity on the
one side are free from ghost and on the other side they significantly differ
from standard general relativity when scalar curvature is of order of the mass
scale of new physics, these theories have been studying in many papers up



to present time.

One of the most interesting question related to Bl gravity is its canonical
analysis. This is difficult task since in 3 + 1 formalism manifest covariance
of the theory is lost [19]. Moreover, in case of BI gravity where the metric is
dynamical degrees of freedom we have to deal with the fact that in 3+ 1 for-
malism there are terms in the action with second derivative of metric. Then
in order to have an action with first order derivatives only we should intro-
duce new degrees of freedom. In case of Palatini formalism corresponding
formulation is also very complicated and has not been performed yet again
due to the lost of manifest covariance of theory. For that reason it would be
desarable to have treatment that on hand leads to canonical formulation and
on the other hand preserves manifest covariance of theory. This approach
was formulated long time ago and it is known as Weyl-De Donder formalism
[10, 11]. The key point of this formulation is that now canonical Hamiltonian
density depends on conjugate momenta p$,; which are variables conjugate to
Oa¢™. In other words we tread all partial derivatives on the equal footing
which clearly preserves diffeomorphism invariance. This approach is known
as multisymplectic field theory, see for example [12, [13] [14], for review, see
[15].

In [16] we used this formalism for BI gravity where metric components
are dynamical degrees of freedom and we showed that in this case the theory
possesses additional degrees of freedom which confirms the result found in
[6]. In this paper we would like to apply covariant canonical formalism to
the case of Palatini formulation of Born-Infeld gravity. We find that in this
case the transformation from Lagrangian to Hamiltonian formulation is more
straightforward. Then we determine canonical equations of motion and an-
alyze their properties firstly in case of absence of matter and then when the
matter content is non-zero. We study their solutions and we show that they
are equivalent to solutions of Lagrangian equations of motion. We mean that
this is nice consistency check of covariant canonical formalism. We also show
that equations of motion of BI gravity significantly differ from equations of
motion of general relativity in the regime where the curvature is of order of
the scale that defines BI gravity.

Despite of the fact that covariant canonical formalism provides elegant
description of the system there is still problem with practical application of
this formalism. In case of general relativity covariant canonical formalism has
nice relation to thermodynamics quantities due to the presence of boundary
term in the action [I7, [18]. In case of Born-Infeld gravity the situation is
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different since due to the fact that the variational principle is well defined
corresponding boundary term is missing. In fact, as far as we know the
thermodymics character od Born-Infeld gravity is not well understood and
maybe covariant canonical formulation of Born-Infeld gravity could be useful
for its development.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In the next section (2]) we
review basic properties of Born-Infeld inspired gravity in Palatini formalism
and determine equations of motion. In section () we find corresponding co-
variant Hamiltonian. Then we determine canonical equations of motion and
discuss their properties firstly in the case of absence of matter and then when
the matter is present. We show in both cases that the resulting equations of
motion are equivalent to Lagrangian ones.

2 Review of BI gravity in Palatini formalism

Let us consider Born-Infeld (BI) inspired gravity action where the metric and
connection are independent

S = MM, / 'z —det A — \/=g] + Sur , (1)

where )
Aa = Ya —Ra Ra 3 2
b 9b+2M]231( b+ Rba) (2)
where
Ry =00 — o,y + T T — T T a,bye...,=0,1,2,3,  (3)

and where Sy, is matter part of action. Note that the most general form of
BI gravity contains connection with torsion however we restrict ourselves to
the case of torsion-free connection which means that connection is symmetric

Zb = lcm : (4)

Further, Mpg; is the mass scale which determines when higher order correc-
tions are important. We should also stress that the last term proportional to
A is necessary in order to remove potential cosmological constant in order to

2For detailed discussion the most general cases see for example review [9].



make Minkowski space-time as solution of BI gravity. In fact, cosmological
constant can be determined by expansion of the square root form of the ac-
tion in higher orders of R. Then term proportional to \/—¢g corresponds to
the 2A where the cosmological constant A is equal to

A=(\-1)M; . (5)

Finally g, is four dimensional metric where however I'¢, and g, are inde-
pendent in Palatini formalism.

It is instructive to determine equations of motion that follow from ().
Since g4 and I, are independent, the variation of the action has the form

. 1

65 = 5 gMgI/d‘lx[\/M(A—l)“b(égaﬁ 72 OBa) =
BI

0Sm

— M/ —det gg™6gap) +
6gab

6gab )
(6)

using the fact that variation of determinant of an arbitrary matrix X is equal
to

1
SvV—det X = 5\/ —det XX 56X, , (7)

and where we also presume that the matter part of action depends on g, only

so that g‘g—c’” = 0. Now from the requirement that the equations of motion
ab

follow from the stationary of the action we obtain following equations of

motion for metric

/ —1\a a vV —4 a
—detA(A l)b—>\ —detggb—WTb:O,
D BI

2 0Su

T — 2 .
V=9 0Gab

(8)

In case of the variation with respect to connection we should be more careful.
First of all note that we have

mn-ab~ Tantmb

1
Ry = OnLlh + Tl = Tl = 5O + 000 . (9)



Performing variation of this expression with respect to I'?, and after some
manipulation we obtain following equations of motion

—0,D* + DI} 65, + DT — DT}, —D"T5,, +8,[D™6] =0,

rsTm

(10)
where we introduced symmetric tensor density
D =/ —det A(A71) . (11)

Note that the equation (I0) can be rewritten with the help of covariant
derivatives into the form

~V,,.D* + Vv, D" =0,
(12)

where the covariant derivative of tensor density D of weight —1 is equal to
VD = 9,D* + D*I}  +T% D" —D¥I? . (13)
Further, performing contraction between a and m ([2)) we get
VD™ =0. (14)
Inserting this result into (I2)) we finally obtain
V,,D?=0. (15)

Since A is non-singular matrix the equation above can be rewritten into the
form

ViA® =0 . (16)

This equation implies that connection is Levi-Civita connection of the aux-
iliary metric where A,, can be fully determined by g¢,, and T,, as follows
from (). Further, since connection has been solved by algebraic equations
no additional physical degrees of freedom can be related to it. This is very
attractive property of Born-Infeld gravity.

In the next section we find covariant canonical form of BI gravity and we
show that its structure allows us to find very easily corresponding Hamilto-
nian.



3 Covariant Canonical Formalism of BI gravity

Let us again write action for BI gravity

S = MIfMéI/d‘lg; <\/— det (gab + M%R(ab)) — )\\/—detg) +Sy (17)
BI

from which we define corresponding covariant conjugate momenta. Note
that they are defined as variation of the action with respect to all partial
derivatives of given field. For example, in case of the action for scalar field

L, = —29"/=90.000p we get

a a‘CSD _ /.~ .ab
pgo - a(@ﬂgp) - g9 abgp . (18>

This procedure can be easily generalized to more complicated tensor fields.
In case of BI gravity action we have two dynamical fields g, and I', and
hence corresponding conjugate covariant momenta are equal to

abc — 05 =0
5809(11) ’
Habd — ) — 1M2m<Aab5d . E(Adaéb_'_Adbéa))
©0(0ale,) 207 c 2 N e
(19)
To proceed further we use the fact that
1 ——
Habdc(FZmFlr)rt; + Flc)mFZtLi> = iM;z? — det AAab [Fgmrzz - F;%F:Lnn]
(20)
and also
1
(T VA §M§ V—det AAP[CR T, — Lo Tl
3
1% M2, 9265 = §M§M§H V—det AA®g,, .
(21)

Then we can write

1 M3
11,041, = 2Mp My v/~ det A + [§(H“bdc(TZmF ba + Tomaa = Taplma) — 331 11, gas03)]
(22)



and hence covariant Hamiltonian density is equal to

H =10, — L= MM} V/—det A +

1 2M?2
S I (T + Dol = T lina) — =3P gund) + My M Ay/— det g
(23)
which cannot be final form of Hamiltonian density since it depends on A
that contains partial derivative of connection. In fact, we can express det A
as function of canonical variables with the help of following manipulation
1
Iebe = §M5\/— det A(A%6¢ — A%) = §M5\/— det AA™ (24)
that allows us to express det A as function of canonical variables
4
_ abc
detA_(BMg) det 1%, . (25)
Using this result we obtain final form of covariant canonical Hamiltonian
4M3,
= ——/—det [T#¢
H oML e .+
1 abd c m c m myc MBI abd 2 2 /
(26)

Finally we consider matter contribution. For simplicity we represent matter
as collection of N scalar fields ¢4, A =1,..., N with the action

Su =5 [ doVTale o n Kan £ V() (@D

where K 5 = Kpa can generally depend on ¢ 4. From matter action (27)) we
obtain momenta conjugate to d,¢* to be equal to

ph = —v/—99" 0" KP4 (28)
so that contribution of matter to the Hamiltonian is equal to

1
Hy = pj@aqu — Ly =—v/— gab3a¢Aab¢BKAB + 5\/ —gV(¢) =

=3 \/—pAgaﬁpBKAB+ V=gV .



It is an attractive property of BI gravity in the covariant canonical formalism
that the Hamiltonian density is function of conjugate momenta. This is
different form the covariant formulation of Palatini form of Einstein-Hilbert
action when the momentum conjugate to connection is related to canonical
variables through the primary constraint in the theory. However we will show
that similar form of the relation arises in BI gravity as a solution of equations
of motion which will be studied below.

The standard procedure how to determine equations of motion in the
covariant canonical formalism is to consider canonical form of the action

Soon = / d*o (117, 0.10%, 4+ M0, oy + % 0a ™ —H — Har + Aape M), (30)

where we included primary constraints M®¢ ~ 0 and where Ay, are corre-
sponding Lagrange multipliers. In order to obtain equations of motion we
perform variation of this action with respect to all canonical variables

68 = / d*x (611 ,0,T%, — 0,11 6T, +

_I'(SMabcacgab - ac]\4abcégab + 5p?48a¢A - 8apaA5¢A -

SHo . O M e OH
_ abe _ - mebe, — ——oT%, —
s Mabe T o PR
SHar OHwm OHn o a b b
oM Spl — 5™ — SXape M — N gpeb M) |
Sgu " gty AT a0 7 e <

(31)

where we ignored boundary terms. Variations with respect to gq, and M@
together with A, imply following equations of motion

ac.gab — Aabe = 0 ) Mabc =0,
Humarr ~ M?F 1
—0. M — ?g b“ + =, — MM AN/~ det gg™ = 0.

(32)

The first equation in ([32)) can be solved for A,. while using the condition
Ma = 0 the last equation in (B2]) implies an algebraic relation

oH M?2
M + BI
6gab 3

1
e — §AM§M§I —det gg™ =0 (33)
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that could be interpreted as secondary constraints in the standard terminol-
ogy of systems with constraints.

Finally the variation of the action with respect to I'Y, and 11?7, leads to
the following equations of motion

L%, — S5, DY+ T T2 — 2080 g, 50— rs,)
- 29]\@1 — det TTo% T1,,05 = 0 |
115 + %(Ham;;rbmn + I Tt 4
IR T — ST, T, ) =0,
(34)
where we introduced matrix f[ab as inverse matrix to H“bcc
1% g = 08 . (35)

Now we proceed to the analysis of corresponding equations of motion
when we start with the case of absence of matter.

3.1 Absence of Matter

Let us start with the situation when there is no matter so (33) reduces into
an equation

1 abc A 2 ab
Let us solve this equation with an ansatz
% = V/=g(K g5+ L(9*8g + 9"53) (37)

where K and L are unknown constants which will be determined by require-
ment of the consistency of equations of motion. First of all from (B6]) we get
relation between K and L in the form

3

2K + L = 1M;. (38)



Inserting (B7) into the equation (B4]) we obtain following result

V=9K (049" + ¢""T% , + T%,9™) +

1 K
++/ —det ggab(iKadgmngmn + (L - 7) Zd) +
1 1 1
+V=9(L0eg™ = 509" gmng™ + 5 (L — 5 K )9 T, )05 +

1 1 1
+v=g(Ld.g" — Lgﬁcgm”gmngb" +5(L = 5K)g™T,.)d3 =0
(39)

Interestingly the equation (39) can be solved by compatibility condition be-
tween metric and connection

adgab 4 gamrb p 4 F;zndgmb =0 (40)

m

when the first bracket on (39) is trivially solved. Further, multiplying the
equation (40) with g,, we obtain

049" G, = =211, (41)

or equivalently
0aGmng™" = 2I"T"

md

(42)

where we used the fact that 03¢,mn g™ + GnmOag™™" = 0. Inserting this result
into the expression on the second line in (B9) we obtain

1 K
§K8dgmngmn + (L - E>de =0

(43)
that can be solved for L as %
L=——. 44
. (14)
Finally we consider an expression in last two brackets in (39)
ac 1 mn _ac 1 1 mnia

Inserting ([44) and also 0ygmng™" = 21", into equation above we obtain

L(9eg™ + Teg™ + 9™ T,) = 0 (46)
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that is obeyed as a consequence of equation (40). In other words we have
shown that the equations of motion for I' in the vacuum are equivalent to
the compatibility condition of metric. Note also that using (44]) and (38]) we
obtain

M2 1
e, = Tp\/—g(gab&é - 5(9“53 + ¢"65)) - (47)

Finally we return to the equations of motion for 1%, given on the second
line in (34)). Inserting (B6) into it and using the fact that I1,, =

we obtain that it can be written in the form

LLQ b
3AMZ /—g7@

1 2M? 1
0uT'%y = 5 (o7 + T = Z5L 0005 = TAT50) = 5AMBgad5 = 0
(48)
Now contraction between d and c¢ indices gives
1 8M? 4M?
oL, — S8, vy - Mg, gy - by, o
(49)

On the other hand contraction of ¢ and b indices in (48)) leads to

2M?2 M?2
BL e — T ) — — Bl g, = 0. (50)

1
80F£?n - _(Fn o+ 1 ab bn' ma 3

9 bm* na nm>* ab

If we combine ({9) together with (50) we obtain

8mFZ7I; - 8aF?m + FZ})FZZlm - Fgm ng + Mé](l - A)gab =
= Rap + Mp;(1 = N gap =0
(51)
which are exactly Einstein equations of motion in absence of matter and with

a presence of cosmological constant A = M%,;(1 — A\). To see this note that

gravitational equations of motion that follow from Einstein-Hilbert action
S =M [ d'z/=g(R + 2\) have the form

1
Rab - §gabR - Agab =0. (52>

Contracting this equation with g% we get

—R=A4A (53)
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which inserting back to (52)) gives
Ry + Agapy =0 (54)

which agrees with (&1)).

We have shown that covariant canonical formulation of BI gravity nicely
reproduces equations of of motion of Palatini gravity in the absence of matter.
In the next section we generalize this analysis to the case of non-zero matter
contribution.

3.2 Including matter

The situation is more complicated when the matter is included. Let us start
with the second equation in (34)). Performing the same manipulation as we
did in the end of previous section we obtain

Ry + M3 gap — 3M2 \/ det TTebe [T, = 0 (55)

On the other hand note that I1%¢, obeys the equation (33) that we rewrite
into the form

s, = z\;;[ (~5 + MMV =00™) =
2 2
_ 3M (M2M%1Tab +Ag™) = %\/__ggab ’ (56)
where ab 1 ab ab ab 2 0w
Q :M;?M%JT +X g, T :_\/——_g S0 (57)
Using (B6) we can rewrite (B3] into the form
Ry + M3 1gay — /=g MV —det Qe = 0 (58)
where Qab is inverse matrix to Q%
Qup Q2 = 8¢ . (59)
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It is instructive to analyze this equation in the limit when 7% < M%IH In

case when MZM2 < 1 we can write
O = A (G GuT™) Ot =~ Tur Tos = GucgT™
AM2ME, A A2M2ME,
(60)
In this approximation (58)) reduces into
2 1 dc 1
Rab—l—MBI(l—)\)— 2M2gch —I—WTQI) O
P
(61)

which are equivalent to standard Einstein equations in the presence of matter
and with the cosmological constant A = (1 — \) M3,

1
T =0. (62)

1
ab T a aA
Rap 2Rgb ab +M2

Again, from this equation we can express R as

T a
R:W—LLA T = Tupg® (63)

and inserting back to (62) we obtain (6I) which demonstrates an equivalence
of the BI gravity with ordinary gravity in the limit of large M%;. Note also
that there is significant deviation from Einstein theory in case when M3,
is finite which makes BI inspired gravity very interesting generalization of
standard general relativity.

Let us proceed with the analysis of covariant canonical form of gravity
with remaining equations of motion. Let us introduce an auxiliary metric §2°
through the relation

¢ = \/—det g (64)
so that
M2
— det §g® = 5 —L /=gt (65)

3In fact, it is easy to see that BI gravity reduces to the Einstein-Hilbert form of the
action in the limit M%; — oo or equivalently in the limit when the curvature is small with
respect to M3;.
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that allows us to find g as function of g and 7. Explicitly, from previous
equation we obtain

4
det G = (gMj) det g2 det Q% (66)

so that )
o MV
2v=g
Since (64) has formally the same form as the relation between 11, in the
absence of matter we can again propose an ansatz

Qab (67)

1%y = K\/=g(§"°05 + L(§3"°3 + §"°07)) - (68)
Then the first equation in (B84]) again implies compatibility condition between
an auxiliary metric §* and I'{, and also the relation L = —£. This result

together with (B8) shows that covariant canonical formalism of BI gravity
nicely reproduces Lagrangian equations of motion. On the other hand it is
important to stress that when we include matter this theory significantly
deviates from standard general relativity.

Acknowledgment:

This work is supported by the grant “Dualitites and higher order deriva-
tives” (GA23-06498S) from the Czech Science Foundation (GACR).

References

[1] S. Chakraborty and T. Padmanabhan, “Boundary term in the grav-
itational action is the heat content of the null surfaces,” Phys.
Rev. D 101 (2020) no.6, 064023 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.064023
larXiv:1909.00096! [gr-qcl|.

[2] T. Padmanabhan, “General Relativity from a Thermodynamic Perspec-
tive,” Gen. Rel. Grav. 46 (2014), 1673 doi:10.1007/s10714-014-1673-7
larXiv:1312.3253 [gr-qc]].

[3] A. Eddington, "The Mathematical Theory of Relativity," Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, UK, 2 ed., 1924.

14


http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.00096
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.3253

[4] M. Banados and P. G. Ferreira, “Eddington’s theory of gravity and its
progeny,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 (2010), 011101 [erratum: Phys. Rev.
Lett. 113 (2014) no.11, 119901] doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.011101
larXiv:1006.1769 [astro-ph.CO]].

[5] M. Born and L. Infeld, “Foundations of the new field theory,” Proc. Roy.
Soc. Lond. A 144 (1934) no.852, 425-451 doi:10.1098 /rspa.1934.0059

[6] S. Deser and G. W. Gibbons, “Born-Infeld-FEinstein actions?,” Class.
Quant. Grav. 15 (1998), L35-L39 doi:10.1088/0264-9381/15/5/001
[arXiv:hep-th /9803049 [hep-th|.

[7] D. N. Vollick, “Palatini approach to Born-Infeld-Einstein theory and
a geometric description of electrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004),
064030 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.69.064030 |arXiv:gr-qc/0309101 [gr-qcl|.

[8] D. N. Vollick, “Born-Infeld-Einstein theory with matter,” Phys.
Rev. D 72 (2005), 084026 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.72.084026
|arXiv:gr-qc /0506091 [gr-qc]].

[9] J. Beltran Jimenez, L. Heisenberg, G. J. Olmo and D. Rubiera-Garcia,
“Born—Infeld inspired modifications of gravity,” Phys. Rept. 727 (2018),
1-129 d0i:10.1016/j.physrep.2017.11.001 |arXiv:1704.03351 [gr-qc]|.

[10] Th. De Donder, "Théorie Invariantive Du Calcul des Variations”,
(Gaulthier-Villars and Cie., Paris, 1930)

[11] H. Weyl, "Geodesic Fields in the Calculus of Variation for Multiple In-
tegrals”" Annals of Mathematics, 36 , p.607

[12] J. Struckmeier and A. Redelbach, “Covariant Hamiltonian field theory,”
Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 17 (2008), 435-491 doi:10.1142/50218301308009458
larXiv:0811.0508 [math-ph]|]|.

[13] 1. V. Kanatchikov, “Canonical structure of classical field theory in
the polymomentum phase space,” Rept. Math. Phys. 41 (1998), 49-90
d0i:10.1016/S0034-4877(98)80182-1 |arXiv:hep-th /9709229 |[hep-th]]|.

[14] M. Forger, C. Paufler and H. Roemer, “The Poisson bracket for Poisson
forms in multisymplectic field theory,” Rev. Math. Phys. 15 (2003), 705-
744 doi:10.1142/50129055X03001734 |arXiv:math-ph/0202043 [math-

ph]].

15


http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.1769
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9803049
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0309101
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0506091
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.03351
http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.0508
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9709229
http://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0202043

[15] H. Kastrup, “Canonical Theories of Dynamical Systems in Physics,”
Phys. Rept. 101 (1983), 1 doi:10.1016/0370-1573(83)90037-6

[16] J. Kluson, “Born-Infeld Inspired Gravity in Covariant Canonical For-
malism,” |arXiv:2410.22921 [hep-th]].

[17] K. Parattu, B. R. Majhi and T. Padmanabhan, "“Structure of the
gravitational action and its relation with horizon thermodynamics and
emergent gravity paradigm,” Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) no.12, 124011
d0i:10.1103 /PhysRevD.87.124011 [arXiv:1303.1535 [gr-qc|.

[18] T.Padmanabhan, "Gravitation: Foundations and Frontiers,” Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 2010.

[19] E. Gourgoulhon, “3+1 formalism and bases of numerical relativity,”
|arXiv:gr-qc/0703035 [gr-qc]].

16


http://arxiv.org/abs/2410.22921
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.1535
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0703035

	Introduction and Summary
	Review of BI gravity in Palatini formalism
	Covariant Canonical Formalism of BI gravity
	Absence of Matter
	Including matter


