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1. Introduction and Summary

The fundamental concept of modern field theories is their formulation with the help of
action and corresponding Lagrangian density. This formulation is manifestly covariant
which reflects basic concept of general relativity. Dynamics of these fields is then governed
by Lagrange equations of motion which are again manifestly covariant. In other words, in
the Lagrangian formulation all space-time coordinates are treated on equal footing.

The situation is different when we switch to the Hamiltonian formalism when one
direction known as time direction is selected and Hamiltonian equations of motion basically
determine evolution of the system along this direction. Clearly such a splitting of space-
time into space and time breaks manifest covariance of the theory. On the other hand
there exists covariant Hamiltonian formulation of field theory known as Weyl-De Donder
theory [ll, f]. Let us demonstrate its principle on the simple example of the Lagrangian for
scalar field ¢ that clearly depend on derivative d,¢. In conventional canonical formalism
we consider time derivative as special one and define conjugate momentum as derivative
of Lagrangian density with respect to 0;¢. In case of Weyl-DeDonder theory we treat all
partial derivatives on the equal footing which clearly preserves diffeomorphism invariance.
Then covariant canonical Hamiltonian density depends on conjugate momenta p9, which
are variables conjugate to d,¢™. This approach is also known as multisymplectic field
theory, see for example [, [I, ], for review, see [f]] and for recent interesting application of
this formalism in string theory, see [{, §-.

Intuitively it is clear that such a covariant Hamiltonian approach could be very con-
venient for all covariant theories and especially it would be very appropriate in case of
general relativity. In fact, covariant Hamiltonian formulation of gravity was presented by
P. Horava in his paper [[J|. It was shown there that the analysis simplifies considerably
when instead of conventional canonical variable g, we use f® = \/—gg®. In fact, an
importance of this variable in the holographic formulation of gravity was stressed recently
by T. Padmanabhan in his works, for very clear and detailed discussion of properties of
gravity formulated in f% variables we recommend his paper [1].



It is natural to ask the question whether covariant Hamiltonian analysis can be per-
formed with more general theories of gravity, as for example F'(R)—gravity, for review and
extensive list of references see [[[f, [, [[4]. These theories can be considered as simplest
modification of general relativity that have a potential to explain some aspects of inflation
or dark energy. On the other hand considering F'(R)—gravity as generalization of general
relativity, it is natural to study whether it is possible to find its covariant Hamiltonian
formulation. In fact, this is the goal of this paper. As the first step we introduce auxiliary
fields in order to be able to deal with F'(R)—gravity and then we carefully split Lagrangian
density for F'(R)—gravity into bulk and boundary part. We find that there is an addi-
tional contribution to the bulk part with respect to ordinary gravity that is proportional
to the partial derivative of the auxiliary field. Then we can straightforwardly proceed
to the covariant Hamiltonian formulation when we firstly determine momenta conjugate
to gqp. We find that they are rather complicated which has been previously stressed in
(7). Then, following discussion presented in that paper, we proceed to the canonical vari-
able fo% = \/—_gg“b that are related to g,, through point transformations. We determine

(g

momenta N, conjugate to f% and P conjugate to auxiliary field B. Finally we invert

a
relations between conjugate momenta N, and Christoffel symbols and also between p%
and derivative of B and obtain corresponding Hamiltonian. We also determine canonical
equations of motion.

Let us outline our results. We find covariant Hamiltonian for F'(R)—gravity which
is the first step in the application of this formalism to more general form of gravity. We
also determine corresponding equations of motion. It would be certainly nice to extend
this result along directions that are related to Padmanabhan’s work. It would be also nice
to apply covariant Hamiltonian analysis in case of more general theories of gravity, as for
example curvature-squared gravity [[7]. Finally, it would be interesting to find covariant
Hamiltonian formalism for F'(R)—gravity formulated in Jordan frame and compare it with
the result derived in this paper and perform similar analysis as in [@, g, . We hope to
return to these problems in future.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section (JJ) we introduce Lagrangian
for F(R)—gravity and split it into bulk and boundary parts. Then in section () we
present canonical formalism in gg, and M variables. Finally in section ([f) we proceed to
the Hamiltonian analysis in f“b,Ngb variables and determine corresponding Hamiltonian
density and canonical equations of motion.

2. Introduction of F(R)-Gravity

In this section we introduce an action for F(R)—gravity. This theory is generalization of
Einstein-Hilbert action when term linear in curvature R is replaced by arbitrary function
F(R). Explicitly, the action for F'(R)—gravity has the form

S — /d%ﬁF L= 16%\/_—91?(3) , (2.1)



where we set gravitational constant and speed of light to be equal one and where F' is an
arbitrary function of Ricci scalar R that is defined as !
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(2.2)
In order to find Hamiltonian formulation of this theory it is convenient to introduce two
scalar fields A and B and write the Lagrangian density in the form

L= VIF(B) + AR~ B, (2.3)

where the equations of motion for A implies R = B while equation of motion for B implies
F'(B) — A = 0. Inserting the first result into (B.J) we obtain original action. Instead it is
useful to use second equation to express A = F'(B) and write the Lagrangian density (P.)
in the form

L= %\/—_g[F(B) + F'(B)(R - B)] . (2.4)

In order to check consistency of this action let us solve equations of motion for B that
follow from (R.4))

F'(B) + F"(B)(R — B) — F'(B) = F"(B)(R — B) = 0 (2.5)

which again implies R = B on condition F”(B) # 0. Inserting this result into (2.4) we
obtain original Lagrangian density (R.I). In fact, for F(B) = 0 we find that F'(B) = K
where K = const and hence F/(B) = KB + C where C' is another constant. Inserting this
result into (R.4) we obtain Einstein-Hilbert action with cosmological constant proportional
to C after appropriate rescaling. In what follows we will presume condition F”(B) # 0
that leads to F'(R)—gravity.

Following [[[1] we write Ricci scalar as

R= Q™R (2.6)

where

mn 1 m. n mn mn min
Qr 125(9 l5k -9 52)7 Qr l:_Qk - (2.7)

As the next step we split Lagrangian density (2.4) into bulk and boundary part [f, [[]], for
recent careful discussion, see also [@]2 This procedure is trivial in case of terms quadratic
in Christoffel symbols in Riemann tensor however we should be more careful with terms
that contain partial derivatives of Christoffel tensor since for example

V=gF'(B)Q"" 0Tk = O [V—gF'(B)Q""'Tk)] —
—Om[V=9Qy"™|F'(B)T}; — V=9Qy"" F"(B)9,, BT}, . (2.8)

"'We work with the metric g, with signature (—1,1,1,1) where a,b,c,...=0,...,3.

2Tt is important to stress that the variation of the bulk term alone leads to the equations of motion while
the surface term, when integrated over a horizon, is related to the entropy of the horizon, as was shown for
example in [@]



The second term on the second line gives bulk contribution corresponding to the kinetic
term for auxiliary field B. Further, the first term gives also bulk contribution as follows
from the fact that

0:(V=9Q4"") = —V/=gLemQa" + Tea Q=g (2.9)

which is consequence of the condition V.(,/—gQ.?) = 0. Collecting these terms together
we obtain that surface term has explicit form

167LE,, = 20.[V=gF'(B)Q, Ty =
= 2F"(B)0.BQ, T, — 4F'(B)y/—gQ T4, Tte + 2F'(B)v/=9Q,""0.I'y,
(2.10)

and hence we find that decomposition of the Lagrangian density of F'(R)—gravity into
surface and bulk terms has the form

167LF =167LE . +167LE

quadr surf >

16nLE . =2F (B)QLre 1™ — 2F"(B)9.BQTY, , + /—g|F(B) — F'(B)B] ,

quadr

1677£5qu = 260[\/ _QF,(B)Qadeng] :
(2.11)

The Lagrangian density (R.11]) is our starting point for the covariant Hamiltonian formu-
lation of F'(R)—gravity which will be analysed in the next section.

3. Covariant Hamiltonian Formalism with (g,;, M%) as canonical variables

In this section we proceed to the covariant Hamiltonian formalism of F'(R)—gravity when
we consider gp. as basic dynamical variable. Then, according to the basic principle of
covariant field theory, the conjugate momentum M is defined as variation of the bulk part
of the action with respect to 0,gp.. Explicitly, we know that quadratic part of Lagrangian
density for F'(R)—gravity has the form (R.1T), or alternatively, using explicit form of Q¢
we have

quad

—F"(B)v/=90:B[Uj49" — ¢*T}] + V=glF(B) — F'(B)B] .

167LY, 00 = V—gF'(B)[LlyTh,g% — Fﬁkrlgﬁhggh] -

(3.1)
In order to define conjugate momenta M we need following expression
5rlgc _ 15}7( k‘rés + ksy‘) + l(sp( kr(ss + ks(sr) _ 1 k‘p(ér(ss _1_57*53) (3 2)
581?97‘3_4179 cT9 Oc 409 b TG Op 49 b%% c%) - :

Using this result we get

oLt 1
16 = 19— FY(B)\/=g[g"'T %" + ¢“/T% g™
a(aa.gbc) 2



1
—5F(B)V=gTj (9" 9" + ¢"°g") — 5 F'(B)V=99"T g™ + F/( W=glhg’ g™ —

1
—§F//( ) /_8fB[gfb ac fc ab]+F//( ) /—afBgfa be
(3.3)
and momentum conjugate to B as
c oL 5uadr 7 c  bd cbd
16mpp = 90.B) —F'(B)V=g[l549™ — 9“T4q] - (34)
To proceed further let us introduce V* = —g,. M that, using (B-J) has the form
167V = /=gF'(B)T'%,¢"" — F'(B)y/—gT};9’" — 3F"(B)/—g0d;Bg'" .
(3.5)
From V* we can express 07 B as
167gfq b F'(B)
0fB=—————— | gpe M** %) . 3.6

Then we can insert this result into definition of M ¢ and find relation between M*¢ and
I'y.. However resulting expression is rather complicated and corresponding Hamiltonian as
well. For that reason we rather focus on set of variables that were used in [[[3].

4. Hamiltonian Analysis in New Variables (f®, N¢,)
We define new metric variable as
= V=gg™ . (4.1)

Even if we call it as a new one we should stress that it was used in classical literature long
time ago [f], [[]] and it was also used by P. Horava for covariant Hamiltonian formulation
of gravity [[[J]. An importance of these variables was also stressed many times in works by
Padmanabhan, see for example [[1]. From definition of f® given in (1)) we find that

f=det f% =detg (4.2)

and also we have following relation between variation of ¢? and f%

5 b
39" = Sfm = B 5 fm™ 4.3
V=T 2\/_ \/_f )
where ) ) )
By = 5 (00 + 0 03) = 5. fonn = 5 (070 + 03,05 — 9" Gonn) - (4.4)

Note that in our convention fg is inverse to f% and it has explicit form fy = \/%_g Gab-



Now let us consider f% as canonical variable and introduce corresponding conjugate
momenta N as variation of the action with respect to 0 .f%. Since boundary term does
not contribute to this definition we have

. 8Lquadr 8Lquadr 8(8dgmn)

(8cfab) B 8(8dgmn) 8(8cfab) ‘

Ncab
(4.5)

Now f® and g, are related by point transformations so that f® = f%(g,,,) or inverse

Imn = gmn(fab)- Then

0Gmn ab
5 fab Oaf (4.6)

s0 that 9ygmn = Oagmn (f*, 0.f). Then clearly we have

8dgmn =

5(adgmn) _ 5gmn c
(5(acf“b) 5fab d

(4.7)
Returning to N¢,, we obtain
oLt 1 1
Ney = 7 (g B 1) = — M By ap 4.8
ab a(acgmn)( m \/__f ab n) \/__f mn,a ( )
where we used 5 ]
9mn kl
5fab - _\/—_fgka abgl’n (49)
and also we defined B,  as
1
an,ab = gkasll)gln = §(gma9nb + GmbGna — gmngab) . (410)

Since
1
167TMabc — _F/(B) /__g[gbdrgkgkc + gcdrgkgkb]

1 1
—§F/( )\/_Fk (gfb ac+gfcgab) 5Fv/(‘B)\/_—ggbcrghggh_’_5}7/( )\/_Fk fa bc_

1 CLC C . a a C
S FU(B)V=g0; Bl g™ + o'°g"™) + F'(B)Y =40y Bg'"g"
(4.11)
we obtain from (f.§) following conjugate momenta N,
1
16mNS, = —F'(B)TS, + F’( )(TFL08 4 TF.09) +
1
+5F"(B)(0. B0} + 0, BY;) + §F”<B>8ng9°’fab
(4.12)
and
16mp = —F"(B) [Ty f™ — fT4,) . (4.13)



It is crucial that for F(B) = B, F'(B) =1, F"(B) = 0 we get that NS, has the same form
as in case of pure gravity and that pj = 0. Further, if we take the trace fON o We obtain

167 f** NS, = —F'(B)TS, f* + F'(B)T'}, f* + 3F"(B)9, Bf%° . (4.14)

In case when F'(B) = 1 we get trivial identity while for F”(B) # 0 we can use previous
equation and also definition of canonical momenta p$; given in (fL1J) to express 9,B as

F'(B
167 f NS, = 16 ()@+MWm@mW

WF”(B)
(4.15)
so that 16 F(B)
T
9,B=——f.. | fP°NE — &) . 4.16
g 3F//(B)fg <f ab F//(B)pB> ( )
Inserting this result into ({.13) we obtain
1
167N, = —F'(B)Tg, + §F/(B)(F§k5lf +T5,.05) +
167T mn C mn C mn C
+7(fadf Nfc)l”m(sb + fbdf Nr[iméa + f Nmnfab) -
167T F/(B) d d c
(4.17)
that allows us to write
1
1%N&:—I%BW%+§FGﬂ@&%+F&&% (4.18)
where
1
ab = Nap — g(fadfm"N$n5§ + foaf ™" Nibhn0s + f™" N fab) +
1 F/(B) d cc d ¢c c
+6F”(B) (faapB0, + foapBds + PB fab) -
(4.19)

As the next step we have to find inverse relation between I'¢, and N¢,. Following [[L1] we
presume that it has the form

gy = aNg, + b(NG;07 + Ni85) (4.20)
where a,b are unknown coefficients which we determine after inserting this ansatz into
(1) Explicitly we get

167

F'(B)
1 C C
+§[(aNgd + b(ANE + NEO)G; + (aNE, + b(Np, + 4N )55)] -

&y = —(aNg, + b(NZ5; + Ni,09))

(4.21)



Comparing left and right side of this expression we obtain following equations

167 (a + 5b)
“=TEm T
that has solution
po O
3
Using these values of a and b we obtain inverse relation
167 167

C C

b = T FI(B) ab+3TH(

N&,06 + Nis¢)

Now the Hamiltonian density has the form

F= acfab ab +pBa B - £quadr = (Fgcfab - F(cldfdb - Flc)icfda) b + pBa B - E

1
= —F'(B)[T I, f9 — T4, T8, £ +

16
o FU(B)Op BT, — T fo%) — — /=FIF(B) ~ F'(B)B]
using

8cfab = ac\/__ggab + \/__gacgab = lelcfab - ngfdb - Fgcfda )

where we used the fact that V.,/—g = 0 implies
dev/=9 = T4/=3 -
In the same way the condition V.g% = 0 implies
0eg™ = —(Cigg™ + Tlyg™) .

Then inserting (f.24) into ([.25) we obtain Hamiltonian density in the form

dor 167
167 ab ( ) 1 ’
3F”( )prgc(f Ngy — mp B) — ﬁ\/ —f[F(B) — F'(B)B] .

(4.22)

(4.23)

(4.24)

quadr —

(4.25)

(4.26)

(4.27)

(4.28)

(4.29)

Finally in order to complete Hamiltonian analysis we have to insert explicit form of N¢,
given in (fE19) to ([£29). In fact, after some tedious calculations we find that the Hamilto-

nian density of F(R) gravity has the form

167 CLlm .
HF Jod [defdg Nmkfngng] +
10T Le Ly el gy Lpreney - L TR R(B) - F(B)B
6 = lprP T bl P T ] sl T 760 ‘

(4.30)



This is the final form of the covariant Hamiltonian density for F(R)—gravity. In order to
find corresponding equations of motion we begin with the canonical form of the action

§= / A (N0 F + pod,B — HE) (4.31)
so that its variation has the form

68 = / dix <5N§b80 %+ N6 .6 f + 6p30.B + p30.0B —

IHE 1) SHE IHE
O g - e = P - s — o
ONE, J fab 0B
(4.32)
that implies following equations of motion
5HF 167 167
ab __ — bg agatb | bg ntn SC agarm sb|
0uf" = Sy = T S Nje + FUNG] = g [P N,
32T, 1 .
B gt |V T gt + AT
. SHE 8 w1 16w
OcNgy, = T T [Nkath + NkbNad] 3 Npa Ny +
87TF’ 1 o SN
3 |:F,,p FN f :| fxa |:F,,py+ fy :| fyb""
167 F' 1 .
t— - Napfoy [ﬁpy + = Nownf } + —fabv FIE( F/(B)B] ,
SHE 8 F’ 1
cB = a m
0B = e =~ 3 g [F”p + N/ }
. SHE 167 F”
Ocpp = 5B~ 7 [defdg 3 e fRIN, ]
8 1 a 1 a mn 1 b rs ATD
?F// |:ﬁp + FNmnf :| fab [ﬁp + —/f Nrs:| +
1671' F" a 1 1
a A TS| __ _ F// B B .
S | Eat + e | fo | gt VL] - i TEE)
(4.33)
Further, the boundary term for F'(R)—gravity has the form
F/
ﬁsurf —0c |:F,/pB:| (434)

which shows an importance of the field B and corresponding conjugate momenta p%. On
the other hand if we presume that the solution of the equation of motion for B is B = const
we find that p% is equal —LZIND fmn Inserting this result into (234) we find that it is

equal to



which is the same as in case of pure gravity. Certainly it would be nice to study consequence

of this result for thermodynamics aspects of F'(R)—gravity.
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