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Abstract

This paper is devoted to the analysis of the covariant canonical
formalism of F (R) gravity in Einstein frame. We also find canoni-
cal transformation between covariant canonical formulation of F (R)
gravity in Jordan frame and Einstein frames and we also determine
corresponding generating function.

1 Introduction and Summary

Fundamental objects in relativistic theory are fields whose dynamics
is derived from the action principle. The action is manifestly covariant
object that is defined as the space-time integral of Lagrangian density.
This manifest covariance is lost in the Hamiltonian formalism since
its crucial point is an existence of one preferred coordinate which is
the time coordinate. There is an alternative Hamiltonian formalism,
known as covariant Hamiltonian theory or the Weyl-De Donder theory
[2, 3] that maintains manifest covariance. In the covariant Hamilto-
nian theory, the momenta are defined as derivatives with respect to all
partial derivatives of coordinates so that there is no preferred direction
and hence manifest covariance is preserved. This is very attractive idea
that could be especially useful in manifest covariant theories as for ex-
ample theory of gravity. In fact, the first covariant Hamiltonian theory
of General Relativity was published by Hořava long time ago [6]. Re-
cently, this work was further discussed examining its thermodynamic
consequences in [5].

1Email addresses: J. Klusoň: klu@physics.muni.cz, B. Matouš: bmatous@mail.muni.cz
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The obvious next step is to apply this approach to some general-
ized theories of gravity. The simplest one is the F (R) gravity where
the scalar curvature in the Lagrangian is replaced by a general func-
tion F (R) of scalar curvature 2. The covariant Hamiltonian for F (R)
gravity in Jordan frame was found in [9].

It is well known that F (R) gravity can also be formulated in Ein-
stein frame, for detailed discussion, see for example [4] and also [15, 16]
and for the discussion of equivalence of these two frames, see also
[17, 18, 19, 20]. The transformations between these two frames is
based on the Weyl transformation of metric and corresponding Rie-
mann and Ricci tensor. In more details, with appropriate chosen Weyl
factor we can arrive to Einstein frame formulation of F (R) gravity.
F (R) Lagrangian in Einstein frame is very similar to General Relativ-
ity Lagrangian minimally coupled to a scalar field. In 3+1 formalism,
Hamiltonians for both frames were formulated and there was found
that they are related by canonical transformation [12]. This leads to
a question whether this is also true in the covariant Hamiltonian for-
malism. This question is answered with the presented paper. In more
details, we firstly derive the covariant Hamiltonian for F (R) gravity
in Einstein frame. We find that covariant Hamiltonian for F (R) grav-
ity in Einstein frame has the same form as was found in [6] together
with new additional scalar field contribution. On the other hand the
covariant Hamiltonian formulation of F (R) gravity in Jordan frame
was performed in [9] and our goal is to show that these two formula-
tions are related by canonical transformations. To do this we should
firstly examine how canonical transformations are defined in covariant
Hamiltonian formalism, following [10, 11]. Then we study relation-
ship between covariant Hamiltonians for F (R) gravity in Jordan and
Einstein frames and we find generating function resulting in proof of
canonical transformation between those two Hamiltonians. This is re-
ally new and non-trivial result that shows that these two Hamiltonians
are related by canonical transformations in the similar way how two
Hamiltonians are related in 3+1 canonical formalism [12]. On the other
hand there is crucial difference between these two canonical transfor-
mations which is in the preservation of the Poisson brackets. In fact,
it is not completely clear how to define Poisson brackets in covariant
canonical formalism due to the fact that the conjugate momenta have
additional vector index. Then it is natural to define Poisson bracket

2For review of this theory see [4, 7, 8].
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as in [10] where the Poisson bracket is defined in the same way as
canonical Poisson bracket so that it is now labeled by vector index.
It was shown in [10] that such Poisson brackets are not generally pre-
served under canonical transformations and we show that exactly this
situation occurs in case of canonical transitions between Einstein and
Jordan frame covariant Hamiltonians for F (R)-gravity. On the other
hand we show that the form of Lagrangian brackets is preserved un-
der canonical transformation. We mean that this is very interesting
result that demonstrates nice application of the covariant canonical
formalism for the study of F (R)-gravity.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In the next section
(2) we formulate covariant Hamiltonian for F (R) gravity in Einstein
frame. The section (3) is devoted to the canonical transformation
between these two frames. At first the transformation’s existence is
proven using fundamental Lagrange brackets, then the explicit form
of the generating function of this transformation is found, and at the
end the Poisson brackets are also noted, they role is however a minor
one since in the covariant Hamiltonian theory they do not serve as
canonical invariant. The fourth section (4) deals with the surface term
of the Lagrangian 3.

2 F (R)-gravity in Einstein Frame and

Its Covariant Hamiltonian

We begin this section with the introduction of the Lagrangian for F (R)
gravity. F (R) gravity is the simplest generalization of the Einstein-
Hilbert action when we replace the linear dependence of the Lagrangian
density on the scalar curvature R by more general function F (R) 4.
Explicitly, the Lagrangian density of F (R) theory of gravity has the
form

L =

√−g

16π
F (R) . (1)

The presence of the function F (R) implies that it is not straightforward
procedure to find corresponding Hamiltonian. In order to overcome

3This paper uses the East Coast convention with metric signature (−,+,+,+) and
Latin indices running over 0...3 interval while the Greek ones over 1...3. The fundamental
constants c,G, ~, kB are treated as equal to one.

4For review and extended list of references, see for example [4].
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this issue it is convenient to introduce two scalar fields A and B and
replace the Lagrangian density (1) by the following one

L =

√−g

16π
[F (B) +A (R−B)] . (2)

In fact, equations of motion for A and B that follow from (2) have the
form

R−B = 0 , F ′(B)−A = 0 , F ′(B) ≡ dF

dB
. (3)

Then inserting the first equation in (3) into (2), we easily see the
Lagrangian density (2) reduces into (1) that shows equivalence of these
two actions. For our purposes, it is useful to use the second equation
in (3) to solve A as function of B and hence the Lagrangian density in
Jordan frame has the form

LJ =

√−g

16π

[
F (B) + F ′(B) (R−B)

]
. (4)

As it is well known, we can formulate F (R)-gravity in the Einstein
frame too, see for example [4]. Note that the Einstein frame is defined
by requirement that the Lagrangian density is linear in the scalar cur-
vature R. In the rest of this paper, the coordinates with a tilde are
coordinates in Einstein frame while those without punctuation belong
to Jordan frame. In order to find the transformation from Jordan
frame to Einstein one we should perform Weyl transformation of the
metric that is defined as

g̃ij = F ′gij . (5)

As the next step we introduce connection with tilde

Γ̃i
jk =

1

2
g̃il(∂j g̃lk + ∂kg̃lj − ∂lg̃jk) . (6)

Then using (5) we find how it is related to Γi
ij and to F (B)

Γ̃i
jk = Γi

jk +
1

2
δij∂k(lnF

′) +
1

2
δik∂j(lnF

′)− 1

2
gjkg

km∂m(lnF ′) . (7)

With the help of this relation between connections, we can easily find
relation between corresponding scalar curvatures and we get

R̃ = g̃abR̃ab =
1

F ′
R− 3

F ′
� lnF ′ − 3

2F ′
∂i lnF

′gij∂j lnF
′ . (8)
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For writing the Lagrangian in Einstein frame, we need to express R in
terms of R̃, g̃ij and corresponding derivatives. To do this, we use the
following rules

� lnF ′ = F ′
�̃ lnF ′ − F ′

(
∂̃ lnF ′

)2
,
(
∂ lnF ′

)2
= F ′

(
∂̃ lnF ′

)2
.

(9)
Then we can easily express R as

R = F ′

[
R̃+ 3�̃ lnF ′ − 3

2

(
∂̃ lnF ′

)2]
. (10)

Using this expression together with the fact that
√

−g̃ = F ′2
√−g we

obtain that the Lagrangian density for F (R) gravity takes the form

L =

√
−g̃

16π

[
F − F ′B

F ′2
+ R̃+ 3�̃ lnF ′ − 3

2

(
∂̃ lnF ′

)2]
, (11)

or equivalently

L =

√
−g̃

16π

[
F − F ′B

F ′2
+ R̃− 3

2

(
∂̃ lnF ′

)2]
+

3

16π
∂i

(√
−g̃∂̃i lnF ′

)
.

(12)
In order to get canonical form of the Lagrangian density, we introduce

a new scalar variable φ̃ =
√

3

2
lnF ′ and a potential V (B) = F ′B−F

F ′2 so

that the Lagrangian density takes Einstein-Hilbert form

LE =

√
−g̃

16π

[
R̃− g̃ij∂iφ̃∂j φ̃− V (φ̃)

]
+

√
6

16π
∂i

(√
−g̃g̃ij∂j φ̃

)
. (13)

This is the final form of Lagrangian density for F (R) gravity in Einstein
frame. To proceed to the covariant canonical formalism, it is necessary
to separate Lagrangian into two parts [6]: the bulk term that contains
only the first derivatives and the surface term which can be expressed
as a total derivative. To construct Hamiltonian, solely the bulk term
is needed, the surface Hamiltonian will be discussed in section (4).
Explicitly, we get

LE = LE
bulk + LE

sur ,

Lbulk =

√
−g̃

16π

[
g̃abΓ̃c

bdΓ̃
d
ac − g̃acΓ̃b

bdΓ̃
d
ac − g̃ij∂iφ̃∂j φ̃− V (φ̃)

]
,

Lsur = ∂i

[√
−g̃

16π

(
g̃abΓ̃i

ab − g̃aiΓ̃b
ab +

√
6g̃ij∂jφ̃

)]
.

(14)

5



We see that the bulk part reminds the bulk Lagrangian of General
Relativity [5] together with added φ̃-related terms.

First step to transform the Lagrangian into covariant Hamiltonian
is to find corresponding momenta. From (14) we find that the momen-
tum conjugated to g̃ is equal to

M̃prs =
∂Lbulk

∂∂pg̃rs
=

√
−g̃

16π

[
Γ̃p
ab

(
g̃ar g̃bs − 1

2
g̃abg̃rs

)
+

1

2
Γ̃a
ak

(
g̃rsg̃kp − g̃psg̃kr − g̃prg̃ks

)]
.

(15)
However it was shown in [6, 5, 9] that the covariant canonical formalism
of general relativity is better formulated when we introduce coordinate

f̃ab that is related to g̃ by following relation

f̃ab =
√

−g̃g̃ab , (16)

where, following [9], we define f̃ab as inverse to f̃ab 5

f̃abf̃
bc = δca . (17)

Note that from (16) we also get useful result

f̃ ≡ det f̃ab = g̃ . (18)

The momentum Ñ c
ab conjugated to f̃ab can be obtained directly when

f̃ab is substituted into Lagrangian or by using formulae [9]

Ñ c
ab = −M̃ cmn 1√

−f̃

B̃mn ab, B̃mn ab =
1

2
(g̃mag̃bn + g̃mbg̃an − g̃mng̃ab) .

(19)

Using explicit form for M̃abc given in (15) we obtain the well known
result

Ñ c
ab =

1

16π

[
−Γ̃c

ab +
1

2

(
Γ̃k
akδ

c
b + Γ̃k

kbδ
c
a

)]
. (20)

From (14) we also find momentum conjugate to φ̃

p̃a =
∂Lbulk

∂∂aφ̃
= − 1

8π
f̃ab∂bφ̃ . (21)

5This definition is different from the one used in [5], where the new coordinate was
defined so fabfcb = −fδa

c
.
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The Hamiltonian is then computed using Legendre transformation as

HE = ∂cf̃
abÑ c

ab + ∂aφ̃p̃
a − Lbulk =

=
1

16π

[
f̃ab
(
Γ̃c
dbΓ̃

d
ca − Γ̃c

abΓ̃
d
dc

)
+

√
−f̃V − f̃ab∂aφ̃∂bφ̃

]
.

(22)

Finally we should express this Hamiltonian in terms of canonical vari-
ables which can be done using the relations

Γ̃i
jk = 16π

[
−Ñ i

jk +
1

3

(
Ñu

juδ
i
k + Ñu

kuδ
i
j

)]
, ∂aφ̃ = −8πf̃abp̃

b . (23)

Then the final form of covariant Hamiltonian for Einstein frame of
F (R) gravity, is expressed as

HE = 16πf̃ab

(
Ñ c

bdÑ
d
ac −

1

3
Ñ c

acÑ
d
bd

)
+

√
−f̃

16π
V − 4πf̃abp̃

ap̃b . (24)

3 Relationship with Jordan Frame Hamil-

tonian

Now we proceed to the main part of this paper which is the relation-
ship between covariant Hamiltonians in Einstein and Jordan frames
respectively. Our work is motivated by an interesting paper [12] where
the Hamiltonian for F (R) gravity in 3 + 1 formalism was analysed
and it was shown there that they are related by canonical transfor-
mations. Then it is very interesting question whether such canonical
transformation exists in the case of the covariant canonical formalism
too.

3.1 Lagrange Brackets

If there is a canonical transformation between the two frames, the fun-
damental Lagrange brackets shall be preserved [10]. Contrary to the
conventional Hamiltonian theory, it is not good to use Poisson brackets
for this purpose, because fundamental Poisson brackets are preserved
only [10] when the transformed momenta do not depend on original
coordinates or on original momenta. This condition is quite strong
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and, as it will be presented in this section, does not hold for our sys-
tem. The Poisson brackets will be noted shortly in section 3.3. So the
calculation of Lagrange brackets of Jordan frame variables in Einstein
frame can reveal us the existence of a canonical transformation. In
order to calculate the Lagrange brackets we need relations between
Jordan frame variables and Einstein frame ones. We are already able
to express the transformation rules for coordinates

f̃ab = F ′fab , φ̃ =

√
3

2
lnF ′ . (25)

In order to find transformation of momenta Ñ c
ab, we need to take (20)

and (7) and compare it with the the Jordan frame momenta [9]

N c
ab =

F ′

16π

[
−Γc

ab +
1

2

(
Γk
akδ

c
b + Γk

bkδ
c
a

)
+

1

2

(
δcb∂a lnF

′ + δca∂b lnF
′ + f gcfab∂g lnF

′
)]

,

(26)
resulting in transformation relation

Ñ c
ab =

1

F ′
N c

ab , (27)

that also implies following important relation

f̃abÑ c
ab = fabN c

ab . (28)

From the relation (27), we see that the transformed momentum de-
pends on original momentum as well as original coordinate, so the
condition for canonical invariance of Poisson brackets is not met. As
the next step, we proceed to the transformation of momentum p̃a.
First of all, we use the second relation in (23) where we insert (25) so
that we find relation between ∂aB and p̃a. Further, we use the relation
between ∂aB and pa that was derived in [9]

∂gB =
16π

3F ′′
fgc

(
f ikN c

ik −
F ′

F ′′
pc
)

. (29)

If we combine these relations together we find desired relation

p̃a =

√
2

3

(
F ′

F ′′
pa − f bcNa

bc

)
. (30)
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Having found the transformation relations, the brackets follow simply
as
{
fab, f cd

}j

=
∂f̃ ik

∂fab

∂Ñ
j
ik

∂f cd
− ∂Ñ

j
ik

∂fab

∂f̃ ik

∂f cd
+

∂φ̃

∂fab

∂p̃j

∂f cd
− ∂p̃j

∂fab

∂φ̃

∂f cd
= 0 ,

{
fab, B

}j

=
∂f̃ ik

∂fab

∂Ñ
j
ik

∂B
− ∂Ñ

j
ik

∂fab

∂f̃ ik

∂B
+

∂φ̃

∂fab

∂p̃j

∂B
− ∂p̃j

∂fab

∂φ̃

∂B
= 0 ,

{B, B}j = 0 by definition ,

{
fab, N c

de

}j

=
∂f̃ ik

∂fab

∂Ñ
j
ik

∂N c
de

− ∂Ñ
j
ik

∂fab

∂f̃ ik

∂N c
de

+
∂φ̃

∂fab

∂p̃j

∂N c
de

− ∂p̃j

∂fab

∂φ̃

∂N c
de

= δjcδ
de
ab ,

{
fab, pc

}j

=
∂f̃ ik

∂fab

∂Ñ
j
ik

∂pc
− ∂Ñ

j
ik

∂fab

∂f̃ ik

∂pc
+

∂φ̃

∂fab

∂p̃j

∂pc
− ∂p̃j

∂fab

∂φ̃

∂pc
= 0 ,

{B, N c
de}j =

∂f̃ ik

∂B

∂Ñ
j
ik

∂N c
de

− ∂Ñ
j
ik

∂B

∂f̃ ik

∂N c
de

+
∂φ̃

∂B

∂p̃j

∂N c
de

− ∂p̃j

∂B

∂φ̃

∂N c
de

= 0 ,

{B, pc}j = ∂f̃ ik

∂B

∂Ñ
j
ik

∂pc
− ∂Ñ

j
ik

∂B

∂f̃ ik

∂pc
+

∂φ̃

∂B

∂p̃j

∂pc
− ∂p̃j

∂B

∂φ̃

∂pc
= δjc ,

{
N c

ab, N
d
ef

}j

=
∂f̃ ik

∂N c
ab

∂Ñ
j
ik

∂Nd
ef

− ∂Ñ
j
ik

∂N c
ab

∂f̃ ik

∂Nd
ef

+
∂φ̃

∂N c
ab

∂p̃j

∂Nd
ef

− ∂p̃j

∂N c
ab

∂φ̃

∂Nd
ef

= 0 ,

{
N c

ab, p
d
}j

=
∂f̃ ik

∂N c
ab

∂Ñ
j
ik

∂pd
− ∂Ñ

j
ik

∂N c
ab

∂f̃ ik

∂pd
+

∂φ̃

∂N c
ab

∂p̃j

∂pd
− ∂p̃j

∂N c
ab

∂φ̃

∂pd
= 0 ,

{
pa, pb

}j

=
∂f̃ ik

∂pa
∂Ñ

j
ik

∂pb
− ∂Ñ

j
ik

∂pa
∂f̃ ik

∂pb
+

∂φ̃

∂pa
∂p̃j

∂pb
− ∂p̃j

∂pa
∂φ̃

∂pb
= 0 ,

(31)

where we have used abbreviation δabcd = 1

2

(
δac δ

b
d + δbcδ

a
d

)
. From the

equations above, it is easily visible that the fundamental Lagrange
brackets are preserved, so there is a canonical transformation between
Jordan and Einstein frames.

3.2 Generating Function of Canonical Trans-

formation

Having proven existence of canonical transformation, its generating
function is looked for. But first, let us review basic facts about canon-
ical transformations in covariant formalism, following [10, 11].

Let us consider covariant formulation of F (R) gravity in Jordan
frame with the canonical variables fab, N c

ab, B, pcB . On the other hand
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in case of covariant formulation of Einstein-frame F (R)-gravity the
canonical variables are f̃ab, Ñ c

ab, φ̃, p̃
a. We demand that they give the

same description of the physical systems so that we have a requirement

δ

∫
d4x(N c

ab∂cf
ab + pc∂cB −HJ) = δ

∫
d4x(Ñ c

ab∂cf̃
ab + p̃c∂cφ̃−HE) .(32)

This result implies that the integrals can differ only by divergence of
a vector function whose variation vanishes on the boundary ∂R of the
integration region R

δ

∫

R

d4x∂aG
a
1(f,B, f̃ , φ̃) = δ

∮

∂R

Ga
1(f,B, f̃ , φ̃)dSa = 0 . (33)

Using Ga
1
, we can write

N c
ab∂cf

ab+pc∂cB−HJ = Ñ c
ab∂cf̃

ab+ p̃c∂cφ̃−HE+∂aG
a
1(f,B, f̃ , φ̃, x) .

(34)
The divergence of Ga

1
can be expressed using coordinates as

∂aG
a
1 =

∂Ga
1

∂f bc
∂af

bc+
∂Ga

1

∂f̃ bc
∂af̃

bc+
∂Ga

1

∂B
∂aB+

∂Ga
1

∂φ̃
∂aφ̃+

∂Ga
1

∂xa
|expl . (35)

Putting this into (34) and comparing terms proportional to ∂cf
ab and

∂cf̃
ab and ∂aB and ∂aφ̃ we obtain

N c
ab =

∂Gc
1

∂fab
, pc =

∂Gc
1

∂B
,

Ñ c
ab = − ∂Gc

1

∂f̃ab
, p̃c = −∂Ga

1

∂φ̃
,

HJ = HE − ∂Ga
1

∂xa
|expl . (36)

On the other hand we can consider different type of generating function

Ga
1 = Ga

2(f,B, Ñ , p̃)− f̃ ikÑa
ik − φ̃p̃a , (37)

so that its total divergence is equal to

∂c(G
c
2 − f̃abÑ c

ab − φ̃p̃c) =

∂Gc
2

∂fab
∂cf

ab +
∂Gc

2

∂B
∂cB +

∂Gc
2

∂Ñd
ab

∂cÑ
d
ab +

∂Gc
2

∂p̃a
∂cp̃

a +
∂Gc

2

∂xc
|exp −

−Ñ c
ab∂cf̃

ab − f̃ab∂cÑ
c
ab − p̃c∂cφ̃− φ̃∂cp̃

c .

(38)
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Substituting the second type of generating function this into (34) and
then comparing the related terms yields a set of different equations

HJ = HE − ∂Gc
2

∂xc
|expl ,

∂Gc
2

∂p̃a
= δcaφ̃ ,

∂Gc
2

∂Ñd
ab

= f̃abδcd , N c
ab =

∂Gc
2

fab
, pc =

∂Gc
2

∂B
.

(39)

After this brief discussion of the canonical formalism, we proceed to the
analysis of the question how Einstein and Jordan frame formulations
of F (R) gravity are related by canonical transformations. Recall that
the Covariant Hamiltonian in Jordan frame has the form [9]

HJ =
16π

F ′
fab

(
N c

bdN
d
ac −

1

3
N c

acN
d
bd

)

− 8π

3F ′
fab

(
F ′

F ′′
pa −Na

cdf
cd

)(
F ′

F ′′
pb −N b

eff
ef

)

−
√
−f

16π

(
F − F ′B

)
. (40)

Using the transformations (25), (27), (30), we can express the Einstein
frame Hamiltonian in Jordan frame coordinates

HE∗ =
16π

F ′
fab

(
N c

bdN
d
ac −

1

3
N c

acN
d
bd

)

− 8π

3F ′
fab

(
F ′

F ′′
pa −Na

cdf
cd

)(
F ′

F ′′
pb −N b

eff
ef

)

−
√
−f

16π

(
F − F ′B

)
, (41)

which agrees with (40). The fact that these two Hamiltonians are
equal means that the generating function of canonical transformation
is independent on coordinates. In fact, transformations (25), (27) and
(30) suggest that the generating function has the form of

Gc
2 = F ′Ñ c

abf
ab +

√
3

2
lnF ′p̃c . (42)

In order to verify that the suggested form of Gc
2

is really the generating
function of canonical transformations let us calculate the following
derivative

∂Gc
2

∂B
= F ′′Ñ c

abf
ab +

√
3

2

F ′′

F ′
p̃c =

F ′′

F ′
N c

abf
ab +

F ′′

F ′

(
F ′

F ′′
pc −N c

abf
ab

)
= pc(43)

11



that agrees with the the fourth equation in (39). Further, the deriva-
tive Gc

2
with respect to fab gives

N c
ab =

∂Gc
2

∂fab
= F ′Ñ c

ab (44)

that gives the relation (27). Finally, the derivative of Gc
2

with respect

to p̃a and Ñd
ab lead to

∂Gc
2

∂p̃a
=

√
3

2
lnF ′δca = δcaφ̃ ,

∂Gc
2

∂Ñd
ab

= F ′δcdf
ab = f̃abδcd

(45)

that lead to relations in (25).
In summary, we have shown that (42) is generating function of

canonical transformation between Jordan and Einstein frame. This
shows that these two frames are related by canonical transformations
even in the case of covariant canonical formulations of these two the-
ories which is new and non-trivial result.

3.3 Remark About Poisson Brackets

In Covariant Hamiltonian theory, the fundamental Poisson brackets
are not always preserved under canonical transformation [10]. Their
purpose of canonical invariant is fulfilled with Lagrange brackets. This
section summarizes Poisson brackets just for the reference. We will
calculate Poisson brackets of Einstein frame variables in Jordan frame.
Since no Einstein frame coordinate depends on any of Jordan frame
momenta (25), the Poisson brackets of coordinates are zero. For the

12



mixed brackets, one obtains

[
f̃ab , Ñ c

de

]
j
=

∂f̃ab

∂f ik

∂Ñ c
de

∂N
j
ik

+
∂f̃ab

∂B

∂Ñ c
de

∂pj
− ∂Ñ c

de

∂f ik

∂f̃ab

∂N
j
ik

− ∂Ñ c
de

∂B

∂f̃ab

∂pj
= δcjδ

ab
cd ,

[
f̃ab , p̃c

]
j
=

∂f̃ab

∂f ik

∂p̃c

∂N
j
ik

+
∂f̃ab

∂B

∂p̃c

∂pj
− ∂p̃c

∂f ik

∂f̃ab

∂N
j
ik

− ∂p̃c

∂B

∂f̃ab

∂pj
= 0 ,

[
φ̃ , Ñ c

de

]
j
=

∂φ̃

∂f ik

∂Ñ c
de

∂N
j
ik

+
∂φ̃

∂B

∂Ñ c
de

∂pj
− ∂Ñ c

de

∂f ik

∂φ̃

∂N
j
ik

− ∂Ñ c
de

∂B

∂φ̃

∂pj
= 0 ,

[
φ̃ , p̃c

]
j
=

∂φ̃

∂f ik

∂p̃c

∂N
j
ik

+
∂φ̃

∂B

∂p̃c

∂pj
− ∂p̃c

∂f ik

∂φ̃

∂N
j
ik

− ∂p̃c

∂B

∂φ̃

∂pj
= δcj .

(46)

As we can see all mixed brackets yield the expected results. The brack-
ets of momenta are those who break canonical invariance of Poisson
brackets

[
Ñ

f
ab , Ñ

c
de

]
j
=

∂Ñ
f
ab

∂f ik

∂Ñ c
de

∂N
j
ik

+
∂Ñ

f
ab

∂B

∂Ñ c
de

∂pj
− ∂Ñ c

de

∂f ik

∂Ñ
f
ab

∂N
j
ik

− ∂Ñ c
de

∂B

∂Ñ
f
ab

∂pj
= 0 ,

[
Ñd

ab , p̃
c
]
j
=

∂Ñd
ab

∂f ik

∂p̃c

∂N
j
ik

+
∂Ñd

ab

∂B

∂p̃c

∂pj
− ∂p̃c

∂f ik

∂Ñd
ab

∂N
j
ik

− ∂p̃c

∂B

∂Ñd
ab

∂pj
=

=

√
2

3

1

F ′

(
δdjN

c
ab − δcjN

d
ab

)
,

[p̃a , p̃c]j =
∂p̃a

∂f ik

∂p̃c

∂N
j
ik

+
∂p̃a

∂B

∂p̃c

∂pj
− ∂p̃c

∂f ik

∂p̃a

∂N
j
ik

− ∂p̃c

∂B

∂p̃a

∂pj
=

=
2

3
δcj

(
f ikNa

ik +
F ′(F ′′2 − F ′F ′′′)

F ′′3
pa
)
− 2

3
δaj

(
f ikN c

ik +
F ′(F ′′2 − F ′F ′′′)

F ′′3
pc
)

.

(47)

Contrary to the conventional Hamiltonian theory, the canonical trans-
formation does not preserve fundamental Poisson brackets for mo-
menta.

4 Surface Lagrangian and Thermodynamic

Properties

It is also important to mention the so-called surface part of the La-
grangian. This is the part which can be expressed as a derivative, or
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alternatively said as a divergence of some vector potential, and usually
is neglected since it does not contribute to the equations of motion.
However, this is not true just for any surface and more importantly,
this part of Lagrangian contains information about thermodynamic
properties of the boundary region, typically a horizon. Previously, we
have found the surface Lagrangian as (14)

Lsur = ∂i

[√
−g̃

16π

(
g̃abΓ̃i

ab − g̃aiΓ̃b
ab +

√
6∂̃iφ̃

)]
. (48)

It is natural to express this surface term using canonical coordinates
when we use the relations (23) and we get

Lsur = −∂i

(
f̃abÑ i

ab +

√
3

2
p̃i

)
. (49)

If we used coordinate transformation and put it back into the Jordan
Frame, we would obtain

Lsur = −∂i

(
F ′

F ′′
pi
)

, (50)

which is the same result, as was derived for Jordan Frame formulation.
Thus, the thermodynamic properties can be assumed to be the same
as in Jordan case [13], which is the expected result.

In General Relativity, there is a relation between the two La-
grangians (bulk and surface) [14]

Lsur = −∂c

(
gab

∂Lbulk

∂∂cgab

)
, (51)

which is better for our purposes to be written in f −N formalism [5]

Lsur = −∂c

(
fabN c

ab

)
, (52)

as visible from surface Lagrangian of Jordan (50) as well as Einstein
(49) frame, this relation does not hold for F (R) gravity theory. One
could argue that (52) is a kind of first approximation of more general
formula, however its form is non-trivial and so it remains an open
question.
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A Equations of Motion

This appendix summarizes the equations of motion. They are obtained
from the Hamiltonian in a similar manner as it is done in the conven-
tional Hamiltonian theory. The only difference rises from the unequal
number of dimensions of coordinates and their conjugated momenta.
The momenta always have dimension one higher. The equations of
motion do not reveal all possible derivatives of momenta but only such
which contracts the additional index [10]. This leaves a bit of freedom
for the momentum expression where two different momenta can express
the same system. The presented calculation of equations of motion is
very straight forward with the exception of equation for momentum
Ñ c

ab, because its conjugated coordinate is included in the Hamiltonian
(24) in three different forms — f̃ab, f̃ab, f̃ . To make that calculation
easier, the following equations are handy

δf̃ik

δf̃ab
= −1

2
f̃akf̃bi −

1

2
f̃aif̃bk , df̃ = f̃ f̃ik df̃ ik . (53)

Then the equations of motion for Einstein frame covariant Hamiltonian
follow as

∂cf̃
ab =

δHE

δÑ c
ab

= 16π

(
f̃kaÑ b

kc + f̃kbÑa
kc −

1

3
f̃kaÑm

kmδbc −
1

3
f̃kbÑm

kmδac

)
,

∂cÑ
c
ab = −δHE

δf̃ab
= 16π

(
1

3
Ñk

akÑ
m
mb − Ñk

amÑm
kb

)
− 1

32π

√
−f̃ f̃abV − 4πf̃aif̃bkp̃

ip̃k ,

∂aφ̃ =
δHE

δp̃a
= −8πf̃aip̃

i ,

∂cp̃
c = −δHE

δφ̃
= − 1

16π

√
−f̃V ′ .

(54)
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