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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 FEinstein 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, B] 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 Hotava long time ago [6]. Re-
cently, this work was further discussed examining its thermodynamic
consequences in [5].
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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 4. 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, IT]. 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 [I12]. 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, §].



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 [I0] 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
@) we formulate covariant Hamiltonian for F'(R) gravity in Einstein
frame. The section (B 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 B,

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)
Explicitly, the Lagrangian density of F'(R) theory of gravity has the
form

_ V=g
£=Y2F(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 ¢, G, h, kp are treated as equal to one.

4For review and extended list of references, see for example [4].



this issue it is convenient to introduce two scalar fields A and B and
replace the Lagrangian density (II) by the following one

3

L= [F(B)+ A(R—B)] . (2)

16w
In fact, equations of motion for A and B that follow from (2]) have the
form

_dF

R-B=0, F(B)-A=0, F(B)="%. (3)

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

Jo i [F(B)+ F'(B)(R-B)] . (4)
167

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

9ii = F'gij - (5)
As the next step we introduce connection with tilde
fék = %?l(ajﬁlk + Okg1; — A1Gjk) - (6)
Then using (B) we find how it is related to Fﬁj and to F(B)
i i L Ny N1 km /
=i+ §5j8k(lnF )+ §5k8j(lnF ) — 39ik9 Om(In F") . (7)

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

~ ~ 1
R=3%Ry = —R— S omF - 2

I fa ZF/&-IHF/gU@j nF . (8



For writing the Lagrangian in Einstein frame, we need to express R in
terms of R, g;; and corresponding derivatives. To do this, we use the
following rules

O F = FOmWF — F <5lnF’>2 (Ol F')? = F’ (51nF’)2 .
9)

Then we can easily express R as
~ ~ 2
R=F [R+3DlnF’—g<8lnF’> ] . (10)

Using this expression together with the fact that /—g = F"2\/—g we
obtain that the Lagrangian density for F'(R) gravity takes the form

VG [F-FB ~ .~ . 3/ 2
,c_m[ 5 —|—R+3DlnF—§<alnF> . (1)

or equivalently

= VI[P 5 3 (awr)| + 2o (VAo mr)

16r | F?
(12)

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

a new scalar variable ¢ = \/g In F’ and a potential V(B) = £ ?,;F S0

that the Lagrangian density takes Einstein-Hilbert form

P = 3701906 - V(3)| + v, (V=35"8;0) . (13)

167 167
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 ().
Explicitly, we get

E E E
L = Lk + Lour »

V _g ~abTc Td ~acTb T°d ~ija 19 1 .
Lyui = 16—7T [9 Talae — 9" Tpqlae — g ]82‘@8%}5 - V(¢)] )

V _a ~abT i ~ai T~ ~ija 1
ﬁsur = 82 [16—71' (g bFab — g PZb + \/égja]¢)] .

(14)



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

First step to transform the Lagrangian into covariant Hamiltonian
is to find corresponding momenta. From (I4]) we find that the momen-
tum conjugated to g is equal to

—~ OLvyulk -9 |~ U 1_ 1~ o - -
e = St~ Y0\ (gt ) + g (77 - 77 - ) .

2
(15)
However it was shown in [6} 5, 9] that the covariant canonical formalism
of general relativity is better formulated when we introduce coordinate

fab that is related to g by following relation
1™ =/~3g" . (16)
where, following [9], we define f, as inverse to f“bﬁ
fanf" =05 . (17)
Note that from (I6]) we also get useful result
f=detf =75, (18)

The momentum N o conjugated to f“b can be obtained directly when
f is substituted into Lagrangian or by using formulae [9]

~ ~ 1 = ~ 1 .. SO -~
gb = —M"" —~an ab» an ab = 5 (gma.gbn + 9mbGan — gmn.gab) .
V—f
(19)
Using explicit form for M€ given in (I5]) we obtain the well known
result ) )
ab = Tom [—wa +3 (ngég + Fﬁzﬁﬁ)] : (20)
From (4] we also find momentum conjugate to gz~5
OLpuik L pn 7t
Pt = =~ =——f"0p9. 21
0.3 & (21)

°This definition is different from the one used in [5], where the new coordinate was
defined so f%f. = —f39.



The Hamiltonian is then computed using Legendre transformation as
HE = 0. fONE, + 0ap® — Lowtr =
1 [~, /~ ~ ~ o~ = o
= Tom [fab < Lo — ngrzllc> +\V -V = fab5a¢5b¢} :
(22)

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

_ S ~ r
;’k:1671' |:_N]Z'k+§ (N;Luéllﬁ_‘_ngué;)] ) aa¢:_87rfabﬁb- (23)

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

. 1~ - \/—f N
HE =167 f*° <Nbchgc - gNchl?d> + 16—7TV —Anfap Pt . (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 FEinstein and Jordan frames
respectively. Our work is motivated by an interesting paper [12] where
the Hamiltonian for F(R) gravity in 3 4+ 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



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 B.3l 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

fob = p'fab b= \/glnF’ . (25)

In order to find transformation of momenta N;b, we need to take (20])
and (7)) and compare it with the the Jordan frame momenta [9]

F’ 1 1
6= 1o [_rgb 5 (T80 + Thdt ) + 5 (50 F + 550, F' + [0y m F') |
(26)
resulting in transformation relation
~ 1

ab = Z7 Nab (27)

that also implies following important relation
FONG, = f*NG, . (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 p®.
First of all, we use the second relation in (23)) where we insert (25) so
that we find relation between d, B and p®. Further, we use the relation
between 9,B and p® that was derived in [9]

167 e P
08 = gt (NG~ ) (20)

If we combine these relations together we find desired relation

~a 2 F/ a C a
P = \/; <ﬁp —f Nbc> : (30)



Having found the transformation relations, the brackets follow simply
as

{ fcd}j _Of*ONy ONjof* 96 op)  op 96 _
’ o afab afcd afab afcd afab 3fcd 3fab afcd T
{7, BY = Of* N}, ONjOf* | 96 op)  0p) 99 _
’ ~ 0fe 9B ofw 9B  9fw 9B  dfwoB T’
{B, B} =0 by definition ,
Wb o)) OFKONI  ONK oft  a¢ opi  Op 0 . a
{f’Nde}: bINe  frab AN 5 ANT — Prab Ane — 9e0ab »
af® NS~ 0fa ONS. ' 9f®d INS  Of® NG,
{fab pc}j _OfkoNi  ONj Of" 06 opf  op 06 _
’ 8fab apc 8fab apc 8fab 8pc 8fab apc ’
(B, Ny = O ONL ONG of* | 06 op) o) 09 _
el 9B ONS, 9B ONS, ' OBONS, 9B ONS5
(B, pry = OFONG  ONjOF* 06 0p7  Op 06 _
’ 0B 0p° OB Opc  O0BOpc 0OBOopc ¢’
. 41/ OfkoNi  ONI ofik 9 opF  Opi 99
{ abs Nef} = 0’

~ ONS,ONZ,  ONGONZ, ~ ONG, 0N, ONg, ONY,
[ d}j _Of*oN;,  ONj ot 96 opi  op) 9p _
ab ONS, dp?  ONS, 9pd " ONEG, Opd  ONS, op?
o pb}j _Of* Ny ONjOF* | 09 opi  opl 06 _
’ Op® Opb op® Opb  Op*opb  Ope Opb ’

(31)

where we have used abbreviation % = %(5?53 +6%64). 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, [IT].

Let us consider covariant formulation of F(R) gravity in Jordan

frame with the canonical variables f, N¢,, B,p%. On the other hand



in case of covariant forgmlatlon of Einstein-frame F(R)-gravity the
canonical variables are fo% N o> @, 0% We demand that they give the
same description of the physical systems so that we have a requirement

5 / A2 (NGO + 0B — HT) = § / a2 (NG ™ + 50 — HE)

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

5 /R 0'50,G3(f, B, f.) =6 ¢ GI(f,B,f.d)dSa=0.  (33)

OR

Using G, we can write
Nep0ef P +p°0.B—H’ = NGde f* + 50— HE +0uG1(f, B, [, 6, ).

The divergence of Gf can be expressed using coordinates as

. 0Ge G . o, OGS dGY dGY
0uG1 = 55 oo Onl"+ G OuBA b G e (39)

0B
Putting this into B34) and comparing terms proportional to 9. fo% and
O, f“b and 0, B and J,¢ we obtain

0
aa be +
f 0

e _ 9G1 e 9G1
= gfb P T 9B
NG, = ——86}1 . P= —8G~1 )
dfab 0¢
0GY
HJ — HE 8 - |e:cpl (36)

On the other hand we can consider different type of generating function
G = G3(f, B,N,p) — [* N, — ¢p* , (37)
so that its total divergence is equal to
ac(Gg _ fach ¢§~c) _

0G5 » an , 905 9GS L 0G5, 0, 0GS
sl + 50 aB+aNaaN 5 0P + S e -

—NGOf® — f0.NG, — p°0ch — $OP° .

(38)

10
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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

0G$
HJ = ,HE - OC ’ewpl 5
8G§ __sc 7] aGC rab c __ aGg c __ 8G§
aﬁa_éaﬂsv 8N _f 5d7 ab — fab 9 b = OB .

ab
(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]

167 , 1.
H = f b<Nbngc_ 3N Nbd>

F’ F’
5 (B v ()

Vi

167
Using the transformations (25)), [27)), ([B0]), we can express the Einstein
frame Hamiltonian in Jordan frame coordinates

1671' 1
<Nbngc - gNchzfd>

F' d F’ b b f
a a rc e
3F,fab <ﬁp _chf ) <ﬁp _Neff >

- % (F-F'B), (41)

which agrees with ([@0]). The fact that these two Hamiltonians are
equal means that the generating function of canonical transformation
is independent on coordinates. In fact, transformations (25), ([217) and
([B0) suggest that the generating function has the form of

(F—-F'B) . (40)

HE*

G5 = F'NS, f* + \/g In F'p° . (42)

In order to verify that the suggested form of G is really the generating
function of canonical transformations let us calculate the following
derivative

0G$ 3F” F"

~ Fl/
832 = F”N;fbf““r B F’p = bfab <F,,P - gbfab> = p°(43)

11



that agrees with the the fourth equation in (39]). Further, the deriva-
tive G§ with respect to f% gives
c _ 9Gy
ab — afab

= F'NS, (44)

that gives the relation (27). Finally, the derivative of G§ with respect

to p® and N gb lead to
OGS \/5 , ~
=4/ =InF'6¢ = 6¢
a5 50 0y =050 ,

0G5 c ra Zab sc
8JV§ = F'551% = f*°55
ab

(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

[ b je] = 0f" ONg,  0f" ONg, _ ONg Of*  ONg of*
VUl 0fR NI T OB op  OfF oNI OB OpI

B afab op° afab op° op° afab op° afab B

Tab  ~c| et i —
[f ’p.j_af““aNg;L OB dp?  Of* 9N} OB OpI 0

__ gscgab
= 070¢d

|:(g Nc 1 _ ag 8]\756 8_58]\756 _ 8]\756 85 B aﬁg@a—g -0

Ul T ofFoNy, OB oyl Ofk gNj, OB op
G.7| = 2 O OBOF O 06 00,
Pl 0fFoNg, T oBap  O0fFoNi, 0Bop U

(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

|:j\v7f N :| _ aﬁtfbaﬁc?e 8]\7;;8]\756 aﬁc?eaﬁt{b_aﬁge aﬁjb =0

i OffoNni OB 9pi  Ofk NI OB 9pI
[~ J zﬂ _ ONg, 0p° | ONg 0p° _ 0p° ONg,  Op°ONg, _
i Of*oNj OB dp)  Of*oNj OB Opl

= 2L (g - s

B, 5, = op* op®  op*op°  Op° Op*  Op°Op®
Py

:géc <f2k 'gif_i_F/(F/Q—F/F”/)pa)_géq <f2k -Ck—i-F,(F/Q_F/FW)pC)
37 ! 37 ! '

~ Of*oNj, ~ 0BOpl  Of*oNj OB Op
F//3 F//3

(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

13



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 (I4])

=G [ o
ﬁsur = 87, [16—7{' (gabrfzb - gmrgb + \/68Z¢>] . (48)
It is natural to express this surface term using canonical coordinates
when we use the relations (23] and we get

£sur — _ai <]7abj\72b + \/gﬁ) . (49)

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

F .
£sur = _82' <ﬁp2> ) (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 [I3], which is the expected result.

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

(51)

B OLyuik
Esur = _ac <gab aacﬂgb) )

which is better for our purposes to be written in f — N formalism [5]
Lour = =0 (fONG) . (52)

as visible from surface Lagrangian of Jordan (B0) as well as Einstein
#9) 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
Ne¢ o, because its conjugated coordlnate is included in the Hamiltonian
24) in three different forms — fab. £, f. To make that calculation
easier, the following equations are handy

S = fudufubu AF= TPt @

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