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Abstract

A new version of tetrad gravity in globally hyperbolic, asymptotically flat
at spatial infinity spacetimes with Cauchy surfaces diffeomorphic to R? is
obtained by using a new parametrization of arbitrary cotetrads to define a set
of configurational variables to be used in the ADM metric action. Seven of
the fourteen first class constraints have the form of the vanishing of canonical
momenta. A comparison is made with other models of tetrad gravity and with
the ADM canonical formalism for metric gravity. The phase space expression
of various 4-tensors is explicitly given.
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I. INTRODUCTION

This is the first of a series of papers on the canonical reduction of a new formulation
of tetrad gravity, motivated by the attempt to arrive at a unified description of the four
interactions [with the matter being either Grassmann-valued Dirac fields or relativistic par-
ticles|] based on Dirac-Bergmann theory of constraints, which is needed for the Hamiltonian
formulation of both gauge theories and general relativity. Therefore, we shall study general
relativity from the canonical point of view generalizing to it all the results already obtained
in the canonical study of gauge theories in a systematic way, since neither a complete re-
duction of gravity with an identification of the physical canonical degrees of freedom of the
gravitational field nor a detailed study of its Hamiltonian group of gauge transformations
(whose infinitesimal generators are the first class constraints) has ever been pushed till the
end in an explicit way.

The research program aiming to express the special relativistic strong, weak and elec-
tromagnetic interactions in terms of Dirac’s observables [1] is in an advanced stage of de-
velopment [2]. This program is based on the Shanmugadhasan canonical transformations
[B]: if a system has 1st class constraints at the Hamiltonian level (so that its dynamics is
restricted to a presymplectic submanifold of phase space), then, at least locally, one can
find a canonical basis with as many new momenta as 1st class constraints (Abelianization
of 1st class constraints), with their conjugate canonical variables as Abelianized gauge vari-
ables and with the remaining pairs of canonical variables as pairs of canonically conjugate
Dirac’s observables (canonical basis of physical variables adapted to the chosen Abelianiza-
tion; they give a trivialization of the BRST construction of observables). Putting equal to
zero the Abelianized gauge variables one defines a local gauge of the model. If a system
with constraints admits one (or more) global Shanmugadhasan canonical transformations,
one obtains one (or more) privileged global gauges in which the physical Dirac observables
are globally defined and globally separated from the gauge degrees of freedom [for systems
with a compact configuration space this is impossible]. These privileged gauges (when they
exist) can be called generalized Coulomb gauges. Second class constraints, when present,
are also taken into account by the Shanmugadhasan canonical transformation [3].

Firstly, inspired by Ref. [4], the canonical reduction to noncovariant generalized Coulomb
gauges, with the determination of the physical Hamiltonian as a function of a canonical basis
of Dirac’s observables, has been achieved for the following isolated systems (for them one
can ask that the 10 conserved generators of the Poincaré algebra are finite so to be able
to use group theory; theories with external fields can only be recovered as limits in some
parameter of a subsystem of the isolated system):

a) Yang-Mills theory with Grassmann-valued fermion fields [5] in the case of a trivial
principal bundle over a fixed-z° R? slice of Minkowski spacetime with suitable Hamiltonian-
oriented boundary conditions; this excludes monopole solutions and, since R® is not com-
pactified, one has only winding number and no instanton number. After a discussion of the
Hamiltonian formulation of Yang-Mills theory, of its group of gauge transformations and
of the Gribov ambiguity, the theory has been studied in suitable weighted Sobolev spaces
where the Gribov ambiguity is absent and the global color charges are well defined. The
global Dirac observables are the transverse quantities A, (Z,2°), E,. (Z,2°) and fermion
fields dressed with Yang-Mills (gluonic) clouds. The nonlocal and nonpolynomial (due to



the presence of classical Wilson lines along flat geodesics) physical Hamiltonian has been
obtained: it is nonlocal but without any kind of singularities, it has the correct Abelian
limit if the structure constants are turned off, and it contains the explicit realization of the
abstract Mitter-Viallet metric.

b) The Abelian and non-Abelian SU(2) Higgs models with fermion fields [6,7], where the
symplectic decoupling is a refinement of the concept of unitary gauge. There is an ambiguity
in the solutions of the Gauss law constraints, which reflects the existence of disjoint sectors
of solutions of the Euler-Lagrange equations of Higgs models. The physical Hamiltonian
and Lagrangian of the Higgs phase have been found; the self-energy turns out to be local
and contains a local four-fermion interaction.

¢) The standard SU(3)xSU(2)xU(1) model of elementary particles [§] with Grassmann-
valued fermion fields. The final reduced Hamiltonian contains nonlocal self-energies for the
electromagnetic and color interactions, but “local ones” for the weak interactions implying
the nonperturbative emergence of 4-fermions interactions.

The next problem is how to covariantize these results. Again the starting point was
given by Dirac [{i] with his reformulation of classical field theory on spacelike hypersurfaces
foliating Minkowski spacetime M* [the foliation is defined by an embedding R x ¥ — M*,
(1,3) +— 2#(1,7), with ¥ an abstract 3-surface diffeomorphic to R3: this is the classical
basis of Tomonaga-Schwinger quantum field theory|. In this way one gets parametrized field
theory with a covariant 341 splitting of flat spacetime and already in a form suited to the
transition to general relativity in its ADM canonical formulation (see also Ref. [9] , where a
theoretical study of this problem is done in curved spacetimes). The price is that one has to
add as new configuration variables the points z#(7, &) of the spacelike hypersurface ¥, [the
only ones carrying Lorentz indices; the scalar parameter 7 labels the leaves of the foliation
and & are curvilinear coordinates on X,] and then to define the fields on 3. so that they
know the hypersurface ¥, of 7-simultaneity [for a Klein-Gordon field ¢(z), this new field is
o(1,7) = ¢(2(7,)): it contains the nonlocal information about the embedding]. Then one
rewrites the Lagrangian of the given isolated system in the form required by the coupling
to an external gravitational field, makes the previous 3+1 splitting of Minkowski spacetime
and interpretes all the fields of the system as the new fields on X, (they are Lorentz scalars,
having only surface indices). Instead of considering the 4-metric as describing a gravitational
field (and therefore as an independent field as it is done in metric gravity, where one adds the
Hilbert action to the action for the matter fields), here one replaces the 4-metric with the the

induced metric gaplz] = zﬁf )n(u)(u)zg) on ¥, [a functional of z(*); here we use the notation

o4 = (1,07); 21(4” ) = 9z /Oc# are flat tetrad fields on Minkowski spacetime with the z{*)’s
tangent to ;] and considers the embedding coordinates z(*)(7, &) as independent fields [this
is not possible in metric gravity, because in curved spacetimes 2/ # 92# /0o are not tetrad
fields since the holonomic coordinates z#(7, &) do not exist]. From this Lagrangian, besides
a Lorentz-scalar form of the constraints of the given system, we get four extra primary
first class constraints H,(7,d) ~ 0 implying the independence of the description from the
choice of the foliation with spacelike hypersufaces. In special relativity, it is convenient to
restrict ourselves to arbitrary spacelike hyperplanes 2#(7, &) = x#(7) + b (7)o". Since they
are described by only 10 variables [an origin 2#(7) and, on it, three orthogonal spacelike unit
vectors generating the fixed constant timelike unit normal to the hyperplane], we remain
only with 10 first class constraints determining the 10 variables conjugate to the hyperplane



[they are a 4-momentum p* and the six independent degrees of freedom hidden in a spin
tensor S#’] in terms of the variables of the system.

If we now consider only the set of configurations of the isolated system with timelike
(p> > 0) 4-momenta, we can restrict the description to the so-called Wigner hyperplanes
orthogonal to p# itself. To get this result, we must boost at rest all the variables with
Lorentz indices by using the standard Wigner boost L*,(p, p,) for timelike Poincaré orbits,
and then add the gauge-fixings by (7) — L*;(ps, 1073) ~ (. Since these gauge-fixings depend on
p#, the final canonical variables, apart p# itself, are of 3 types: i) there is a non-covariant
“external” center-of-mass variable 7#(7) [it is only covariant under the little group of timelike
Poincaré orbits like the Newton-Wigner position operator|; ii) all the 3-vector variables
become Wigner spin 1 3-vectors [boosts in M* induce Wigner rotations on them]; iii) all the
other variables are Lorentz scalars. Only four 1st class constraints are left. One obtains in
this way a new kind of instant form of the dynamics (see Ref. [10]), the “Wigner-covariant
1-time rest-frame instant form” [11] with a universal breaking of Lorentz covariance. It is
the special relativistic generalization of the nonrelativistic separation of the center of mass
from the relative motions [H = % + H,]. The role of the “external” center of mass is
taken by the point #(7) in the Wigner hyperplane and by its normal p#. The four 1st class
constraints can be put in the following form: i) the vanishing of the total (Wigner spin 1)
3-momentum of the system p,; ~ 0 , saying that the Wigner hyperplane Xy ; is the intrinsic
rest frame [instead, pj is left arbitrary, since p# depends upon the orientation of the Wigner
hyperplane with respect to arbitrary reference frames in M4]; ii) :I:\/pé — M,ys =~ 0, saying
that the invariant mass Mj,, of the system replaces the nonrelativistic Hamiltonian H,; for
the relative degrees of freedom, after the addition of the gauge-fixing Ty — 7 ~ 0 [identifying
the time parameter 7, labelling the leaves of the foliation, with the Lorentz scalar time of
the center of mass in the rest frame, Ty = p, - T5/M,ys; Msys generates the evolution in this
time].

Now 3 degrees of freedom of the isolated system [an “internal” center-of-mass 3-variable
Osys defined inside the Wigner hyperplane and conjugate to ps,s| become gauge variables [the
natural gauge fixing is &,,, &~ 0, so that it coincides with the origin (1) = 2 (7,5 = 0)
of the Wigner hyperplane], while the Z(#) is playing the role of a kinematical external center
of mass for the isolated system and may be interpreted as a decoupled observer with his
parametrized clock (point particle clock). All the fields living on the Wigner hyperplane
are now either Lorentz scalar or with their 3-indices transformaing under Wigner rotations
(induced by Lorentz transformations in Minkowski spacetime) as any Wigner spin 1 index.
The determination of &, may be done with the group theoretical methods of Ref. [12]: given
a realization on the phase space of a given system of the ten Poincaré generators one can
build three 3-position variables only in terms of them, which in our case of a system on the
Wigner hyperplane with ps,s ~ 0 are: i) a canonical center of mass (the “internal” center of
mass 0y, ); ii) a noncanonical Mgller center of energy 5§58); iii) a noncanonical Fokker-Pryce
center of inertia G{5F). Due to fyys & 0, we have Gy ~ ) ~ ¢EP). By adding the gauge
fixings 7., ~ 0 one can show that the origin (1) becomes simultaneously the Dixon
center of mass of an extended object and both the Pirani and Tulczyjew centroids (see Ref.
[15,16] for the application of these methods to find the center of mass of a configuration of the
Klein-Gordon field after the preliminary work of Ref. [14]). With similar methods one can
construct three “external” collective positions (all located on the Wigner hyperplane): i) the
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“external” canonical noncovariant center of mass ##); ii) the “external” noncanonical and
noncovariant Mgller center of energy Rg“); iii) the “external” covariant noncanonical Fokker-
Pryce center of inertia Y,*) (when there are the gauge fixings Tsys ~ 0 it also coincides with
the origin z("). It turns out that the Wigner hyperplane is the natural setting for the
study of the Dixon multipoles of extended relativistic systems [13] and for defining the
canonical relative variables with respect to the center of mass. After having put control on
the relativistic definitions of center of mass of an extended system, the lacking kinematics
of relativistic rotations in now under investigation. The Wigner hyperplane with its natural
Euclidean metric structure offers a natural solution to the problem of boost for lattice gauge
theories and realizes explicitly the machian aspect of dynamics that only relative motions
are relevant.

The isolated systems till now analyzed to get their rest-frame Wigner-covariant gener-
alized Coulomb gauges [i.e. the subset of global Shanmugadhasan canonical bases, which,
for each Poincaré stratum, are also adapted to the geometry of the corresponding Poincaré
orbits with their little groups; these special bases can be named Poincaré-Shanmugadhasan
bases for the given Poincaré stratum of the presymplectic constraint manifold (every stra-
tum requires an independent canonical reduction); till now only the main stratum with P2
timelike and W? # 0 has been investigated] are:

a) The system of N scalar particles with Grassmann electric charges plus the elec-
tromagnetic field [IL]. The starting configuration variables are a 3-vector 7j;(7) for
each particle [ (7) = z#(7,7;(7))] and the electromagnetic gauge potentials A (7,d) =
%Au(z(r, @)), which know the embedding of ¥, into M*. One has to choose the sign of
the energy of each particle, because there are not mass-shell constraints (like p? — m? ~ 0)
among the constraints of this formulation, due to the fact that one has only three degrees of
freedom for particle, determining the intersection of a timelike trajectory and of the spacelike
hypersurface Y,. For each choice of the sign of the energy of the N particles, one describes
only one of the branches of the mass spectrum of the manifestly covariant approach based
on the coordinates x!(7), pf'(7), i=1,..,N, and on the constraints p? — m? ~ 0 (in the free
case). In this way, one gets a description of relativistic particles with a given sign of the
energy with consistent couplings to fields and valid independently from the quantum effect
of pair production [in the manifestly covariant approach, containing all possible branches
of the particle mass spectrum, the classical counterpart of pair production is the intersec-
tion of different branches deformed by the presence of fields|. The final Dirac’s observables
are: 1) the transverse radiation field variables; ii) the particle canonical variables 7;(7), &;(7),
dressed with a Coulomb cloud. The physical Hamiltonian contains the mutual instantaneous
Coulomb potentials extracted from field theory and there is a regularization of the Coulomb
self-energies due to the Grassmann character of the electric charges Q; [@? = 0]. In Ref.
[17] there is the study of the Lienard-Wiechert potentials and of Abraham-Lorentz-Dirac
equations in this rest-frame Coulomb gauge and also scalar electrodynamics is reformulated
in it. Also the rest-frame 1-time relativistic statistical mechanics has been developed [11].

b) The system of N scalar particles with Grassmann-valued color charges plus the color
SU(3) Yang-Mills field [18]: it gives the pseudoclassical description of the relativistic scalar-
quark model, deduced from the classical QCD Lagrangian and with the color field present.
The physical invariant mass of the system is given in terms of the Dirac observables. From
the reduced Hamilton equations the second order equations of motion both for the reduced



transverse color field and the particles are extracted. Then, one studies the N=2 (me-
son) case. A special form of the requirement of having only color singlets, suited for a
field-independent quark model, produces a “pseudoclassical asymptotic freedom” and a reg-
ularization of the quark self-energy. With these results one can covariantize the bosonic part
of the standard model given in Ref. [§].

¢) The system of N spinning particles of definite energy [(3,0) or (0,%) representation
of SL(2,C)] with Grassmann electric charges plus the electromagnetic field [19] and that of
a Grassmann-valued Dirac field plus the electromagnetic field (the pseudoclassical basis of
QED) [20]. In both cases there are geometrical complications connected with the spacetime
description of the path of electric currents and not only of their spin structure, suggesting a
reinterpretation of the supersymmetric scalar multiplet as a spin fibration; a new canonical
decomposition of the Klein-Gordon field into collective and relative variables [14,16] will
be helpful to clarify these problems. After their solution and after having obtained the
description of Grassmann-valued chiral fields [this will require the transcription of the front
form of the dynamics in the instant one for the Poincaré strata with P? = 0] the rest-frame
form of the full standard SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1) model can be achieved.

Finally, to eliminate the three 1st class constraints plsystem] ~ 0 by finding their natural
gauge-fixings, when fields are present, one needs to find a rest-frame canonical basis of
center-of-mass and relative variables for fields (in analogy to particles). A basis with a
“center of phase” has already been found for a real Klein-Gordon field both in the covariant
approach [14] and on spacelike hypersurfaces [1G]. In this case also the “internal” center
of mass has been found, but not yet a canonical basis containing it. There is the hope
that all these new pieces of information will allow, after quantization of this new consistent
relativistic mechanics without the classical problems connected with pair production, to
find the asymptotic states of the covariant Tomonaga-Schwinger formulation of quantum
field theory on spacelike hypersurfaces: these states are needed for the theory of quantum
bound states [since Fock states do not constitute a Cauchy problem for the field equations,
because an in (or out) particle can be in the absolute future of another one due to the tensor
product nature of these asymptotic states, bound state equations like the Bethe-Salpeter
one have spurious solutions which are excitations in relative energies, the variables conjugate
to relative times (which are gauge variables [11])]. Moreover, it will be possible to include
bound states among the asymptotic states.

As said in Ref. [17,18], the quantization of these rest-frame models has to overcome two
problems. On the particle side, the complication is the quantization of the square roots
associated with the relativistic kinetic energy terms: in the free case this has been done in
Ref. [21] [see Refs. [22] for the complications induced by the Coulomb potential]. On the
field side (all physical Hamiltonian are nonlocal and, with the exception of the Abelian case,
nonpolynomial, but quadratic in the momenta), the obstacle is the absence (notwithstanding
there is no no-go theorem) of a complete regularization and renormalization procedure of
electrodynamics (to start with) in the Coulomb gauge: see Ref. [23] (and its bibliography)
for the existing results for QED.

However, as shown in Refs. [11,5] [see their bibliography for the relevant references regard-
ing all the quantities introduced in this Section], the rest-frame instant form of dynamics
automatically gives a physical ultraviolet cutoff in the spirit of Dirac and Yukawa: it is

the Mgller radius [2%] p = —=W?2/P? = |S|/VP? (W? = —P25? is the Pauli-Lubanski



Casimir when P? > 0), namely the classical intrinsic radius of the worldtube, around
the covariant noncanonical Fokker-Pryce center of inertia Y*#, inside which the noncovari-
ance of the canonical center of mass ¥* is concentrated. At the quantum level p becomes

the Compton wavelength of the isolated system multiplied its spin eigenvalue y/s(s+ 1) ,

p— p=+/s(s+1)h/M = /s(s + 1)\y; with M = /P2 the invariant mass and A\y; = h/M
its Compton wavelength. Therefore, the criticism to classical relativistic physics, based on
quantum pair production, concerns the testing of distances where, due to the Lorentz signa-
ture of spacetime, one has intrinsic classical covariance problems: it is impossible to localize
the canonical center of mass 7* adapted to the first class constraints of the system (also
named Pryce center of mass and having the same covariance of the Newton-Wigner position
operator) in a frame independent way.

Let us remember [11] that p is also a remnant in flat Minkowski spacetime of the energy
conditions of general relativity: since the Mgller noncanonical, noncovariant center of energy
has its noncovariance localized inside the same worldtube with radius p (it was discovered in
this way) [24], it turns out that for an extended relativistic system with the material radius
smaller than its intrinsic radius p one has: i) its peripheral rotation velocity can exceed the
velocity of light; ii) its classical energy density cannot be positive definite everywhere in
every frame.

Now, the real relevant point is that this ultraviolet cutoff determined by p exists also
in Einstein’s general relativity (which is not power counting renormalizable) in the case of
asymptotically flat spacetimes, taking into account the Poincaré Casimirs of its asymptotic
ADM Poincaré charges (when supertranslations are eliminated with suitable boundary con-
ditions; let us remark that Einstein and Wheeler use closed universes because they don’t
want to introduce boundary conditions, but in this way they loose Poincaré charges and
the possibility to make contact with particle physics and to define spin). The generalization
of the worldtube of radius p to asymptotically flat general relativity with matter could be
connected with the unproved cosmic censorship hypothesis.

Moreover, the extended Heisenberg relations of string theory [25], i.e. Az = Ai 4 ar

D Tes
Aip + % implying the lower bound Az > L.; = (/h/T.s due to the y + 1/y structure,

have a counterpart in the quantization of the Mgller radius [11]: if we ask that, also at the
quantum level, one cannot test the inside of the worldtube, we must ask Az > p which is
the lower bound implied by the modified uncertainty relation Ax = Aip + %. This could

imply that the center-of-mass canonical noncovariant 3-coordinate 7 = /P2 (:? — %i’o) [11]
cannot become a self-adjoint operator. See Hegerfeldt’s theorems (quoted in Refs. [§,11]) and
his interpretation pointing at the impossibility of a good localization of relativistic particles
(experimentally one determines only a worldtube in spacetime emerging from the interaction
region). Since the eigenfunctions of the canonical center-of-mass operator are playing the
role of the wave function of the universe, one could also say that the center-of-mass variable
has not to be quantized, because it lies on the classical macroscopic side of Copenhagen’s
interpretation and, moreover, because, in the spirit of Mach’s principle that only relative
motions can be observed, no one can observe it (it is only used to define a decoupled “point
particle clock”). On the other hand, if one rejects the canonical noncovariant center of mass
in favor of the covariant noncanonical Fokker-Pryce center of inertia Y#, {Y* Y*} # 0, one
could invoke the philosophy of quantum groups to quantize Y* to get some kind of quantum



plane for the center-of-mass description. Let us remark that the quantization of the square
root Hamiltonian done in Ref. [21] is consistent with this problematic.

In conclusion, the best set of canonical coordinates adapted to the constraints and to
the geometry of Poincaré orbits and naturally predisposed to the coupling to canonical
tetrad gravity is emerging for the electromagnetic, weak and strong interactions with matter
described either by fermion fields or by relativistic particles with a definite sign of the
energy. Therefore, one can begin to think how to quantize the standard model in the
Wigner-covariant Coulomb gauge in the rest-frame instant form (the classical background
fo the Tomonaga-Schwinger approach to quantum field theory) with the Moller radius as a
ultraviolet cutoff.

Since our aim is to arrive at a unified description of the four interactions, in this paper
and in the following ones we shall explore the canonical reduction to Dirac’s observables
of tetrad gravity (more natural than metric gravity for the coupling to fermion fields) and
we shall begin to explore the connection of Dirac’s observables with Bergmann’s definition
of observables and the problem of time in general relativity [26-28]. Moreover, in globally
hyperbolic, asymptotically flat at spatial infinity, spacetimes, we shall arrive at a solution of
the deparametrization problem of general relativity (how to recover the rest-frame instant
form when the Newton constant is put equal to zero, G=0), to a solution, till now at order G,
of the superhamiltonian constraint, with the matter represented (to start with) by N massive
scalar particles, allowing to visualize the instantaneous part of the interaction (think to the
Coulomb potential in the electromagnetic Coulomb gauge), and to the identification of the
volume expression of the ADM energy as the reduced Hamiltonian of the universe, containing
all the interactions. Then, the replacement of scalar particles with spinning ones will allow
to test the precessional effects (gravitomagnetism) of general relativity.

We shall restrict ourselves to the simplest class of spacetimes to have some chance to
arrive at the end of the canonical reduction. Refs. [29-81) are used for the background in
differential geometry. A spacetime is a time-oriented pseudo-Riemannian (or Lorentzian) 4-
manifold (M*,*g) with signature € (+ — ——) (¢ = £1) and with a choice of time orientation
i.e. there exists a continuous, nowhere vanishing timelike vector field which is used to
separate the nonspacelike vectors at each point of M* in either future- or past-directed
vectors]. Our spacetimes are assumed to be:

i) Globally hyperbolic 4-manifolds, i.e. topologically they are M* = R x ¥, so to have a
well posed Cauchy problem [with ¥ the abstract model of Cauchy surface] at least till when
no singularity develops in M* [see the singularity theorems]. Therefore, these spacetimes
admit regular foliations with orientable, complete, non-intersecting spacelike 3-manifolds:
the leaves of the foliation are the embeddings i, : ¥ — ¥, C M*, & — 2/(1,d), where
g = {o"}, r=1,2,3, are local coordinates in a chart of the C'*-atlas of the abstract 3-
manifold ¥ and 7 : M* — R, 2* — 7(2"), is a global timelike future-oriented function
labelling the leaves (surfaces of simultaneity). In this way, one obtains 3+1 splittings of M*
and the possibility of a Hamiltonian formulation.

ii) Asymptotically flat at spatial infinity, so to have the possibility to define asymptotic
Poincaré charges [32-37]: they allow the definition of a Mgller radius in general relativ-
ity and are a bridge towards a future soldering with the theory of elementary particles in
Minkowski spacetime defined as irreducible representation of its kinematical, globally im-
plemented Poincaré group according to Wigner. In this paper we will not compactify space



infinity at a point like in the spi approach of Ref. [37].

iii) Since we want to be able to introduce Dirac fermion fields, our spacetimes M* must
admit a spinor (or spin) structure [38]. Since we consider noncompact space- and time-
orientable spacetimes, spinors can be defined if and only if they are “parallelizable” [39].
This means that we have trivial principal frame bundle L(M*) = M* x GL(4,R) with
GL(4,R) as structure group and trivial orthonormal frame bundle F'(M*) = M* x SO(3,1);
the fibers of F(M*) are the disjoint union of four components and F,(M*) = M* x L] [with
projection 7 : F,(M?*) — M*| corresponds to the proper subgroup LL C SO(3,1) of the
Lorentz group. Therefore, global frames (tetrads) and coframes (cotetrads) exist. A spin
structure for F,(M?) is, in this case, the trivial spin principal SL(2,C)-bundle S(M*) =
M* x SL(2,C) [with projection 7, : S(M*) — M*] and a map A : S(M*) — F,(M*) such
that m(A(p)) = ms(p) € M* for all p € S(M*) and A\(pA) = A(p)A(A) for all p € S(M?),
A e SL(2,C), with A : SL(2,C) — LL the universal covering homomorphism. Then,
Dirac fields are defined as cross sections of a bundle associated with S(M?) [31]. Since
M* = Rx Y is time- and space-oriented, the hypersurfaces X, of simultaneity are necessarily
space-oriented and are parallelizable (as every 3-manifold [B9]): therefore, global triads and
cotriads exist. F(X;) = X, x SO(3) is the trivial orthonormal frame SO(3)-bundle and,
since one has 7 (SO(3)) = m(LL) = Z, for the first homotopy group, one can define SU(2)
spinors on . [M041].

iv) The noncompact parallelizable simultaneity 3-manifolds (the Cauchy surfaces) X, are
assumed to be topologically trivial, geodesically complete [so that the Hopf-Rinow theorem
[30] assures metric completeness of the Riemannian 3-manifold (X,,3¢)] and, finally, diffeo-
morphic to R3. These 3-manifolds have the same manifold structure as Euclidean spaces
[B0]: a) the geodesic exponential map Exp, : 7,5, — %, is a diffeomorphism (Hadamard
theorem); b) the sectional curvature is less or equal zero everywhere; c) they have no “conju-
gate locus” [i.e. there are no pairs of conjugate Jacobi points (intersection points of distinct
geodesics through them) on any geodesic] and no “cut locus” [i.e. mno closed geodesics
through any point]. In these manifolds two points determine a line, so that the “static”
tidal forces in X, due to the 3-curvature tensor are repulsive; instead in M* the tidal forces
due to the 4-curvature tensor are attractive, since they describe gravitation, which is always
attractive, and this implies that the sectional 4-curvature of timelike tangent planes must
be negative (this is the source of the singularity theorems) [30]. In 3-manifolds not of this
class one has to give a physical (topological) interpretation of “static” quantities like the
two quoted loci. In particular, these 3-manifolds have global charts inherited by R* through
the diffeomorphism. Given a Cauchy surface 3. of this type and a set of Cauchy data for
the gravitational field (and for matter, if present), the Hamiltonian evolution we are going
to describe will be valid from 7, till 7, + A7, where the interval A7 is determined by the
appearance of either conjugate points on ¥, A, or 4-dimensional singularities in M* on its
slice X7, 1 Ar.

v) Like in Yang-Mills case [5], the 3-spin-connection on the orthogonal frame SO(3)-
bundle (and therefore triads and cotriads) will have to be restricted to suited weighted
Sobolev spaces to avoid Gribov ambiguities. In turn, this implies the absence of isometries
of the noncompact Riemannian 3-manifold (3,,3g) [see for instance the review paper in
Ref. [42]]. All the problems of the boundary conditions on lapse and shift functions and on
cotriads will be studied in connection with the Poincaré charges in a future paper.



Diffeomorphisms on ¥, (Dif f 3,.) will be interpreted in the passive way, following Ref.
[26], in accord with the Hamiltonian point of view that infinitesimal diffeomorphisms are
generated by taking the Poisson bracket with the 1st class supermomentum constraints [pas-
sive diffeomorphisms are also named ‘pseudodiffeomorphisms’] . The Lagrangian approach
based on the Hilbert action, connects general covariance with the invariance of the action
under spacetime diffeomorphisms (Dif f M?) extended to 4-tensors. Therefore, the moduli
space (or superspace or space of 4-geometries) is the space Riem M*/Dif f M* [43], where
Riem M* is the space of Lorentzian 4-metrics; as shown in Refs. [44,45], superspace, in gen-
eral, is not a manifold [it is a stratified manifold with singularities [46]] due to the existence
(in Sobolev spaces) of 4-metrics and 4-geometries with isometries. See Ref. [47] for the study
of great diffeomorphisms, which are connected with the existence of disjoint components of
the diffeomorphism group [in Ref. [B] there is the analogous discussion of the connection of
winding number with the great gauge transformations|. Instead, in the ADM Hamiltonian
formulation of metric gravity [B2] space diffeomorphisms are replaced by Dif f ¥, [or better
by their induced action on 3-tensors generated by the supermomentum constraints|, while
time diffeomorphisms are distorted to the transformations generated by the superhamilto-
nian 1st class constraint 482749 and by the momenta conjugate to the lapse and shift
functions. In the Lichnerowicz-York conformal approach to canonical reduction [50,51] [see
Refs. [42,6253] for reviews|, one defines, in the case of closed 3-manifolds, the conformal
superspace as the space of conformal 3-geometries [namely the space of conformal 3-metrics
modulo Dif f ¥, or, equivalently, as Riem Y, (the space of Riemannian 3-metrics) mod-
ulo Dif f¥, and conformal transformations g — ¢*3g (¢ > 0)], because in this approach
gravitational dynamics is regarded as the time evolution of conformal 3-geometry [the mo-
mentum conjugate to the conformal factor ¢ is replaced by York time [51,54], i.e. the trace
of the extrinsic curvature of ¥;|. However, the gauge transformations generated by the
superhamiltonian constraint are poorly understood. Moreover, the Hamiltonian group of
gauge transformations of the ADM theory has 8 (and not 4) generators, because, besides
the superhamiltonian and supermomentum constraints, there are the four primary first class
constraints giving the vanishing of the canonical momenta conjugate to the lapse and shift
functions [ whose gauge nature is connected with the gauge nature (conventionality) of si-
multaneity [55] and of the standards of time and length]. A discussion of these problems and
of general covariance versus Dirac’s observables will be given in Ref. [58] [as also recently
noted in Ref. [57] the problem of observables is still open in canonical gravity].

Our approach to tetrad gravity [see Refs. [68-BY] for the existing versions of the theory]
utilizes the ADM action of metric gravity with the 4-metric expressed in terms of arbitrary
cotetrads, which are parametrized in a particular way in terms of Lorentz-boost parameters
and cotetrads adapted to ¥, [which, in turn, depend on cotriads on 3, and on lapse and
shift functions].

At the Hamiltonian level, the Hamiltonian gauge group contains: i) a R3 x SO(3) sub-
group replacing the usual Lorentz subgroup due to our parametrization which Abelianizes
Lorentz boosts; ii) Dif f ¥, in the sense of the pseudodiffeomorphisms generated by the su-
permomentum constraints; iii) the gauge transformations generated by a superhamiltonian
1st class constraint; iv) the gauge transformations generated by the momenta conjugate to
the lapse and shift functions. In the second paper [56] we shall extract Dirac’s observables
starting from the symplectic action of infinitesimal diffeomorphisms in Dif f >, ignoring
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the problems on the structure in large of the component of Dif f 3, connected to the iden-
tity when a differential structure is posed on it. Although such global properties can be
studied in Yang-Mills theory (since the group of gauge transformations is a Hilbert-Lie
group), as shown in Ref. [§], and can be applied to the SO(3) gauge transformations of
cotriads (in our approach the Lorentz boosts are automatically Abelianized), one has that
SO(3) gauge transformations and Dif f ¥, do not commute. Therefore, in tetrad gravity
the group of SO(3) gauge transformations is an invariant subgroup of a larger group, the
group of automorphisms of the SO(3) frame bundle, containing also Dif f ¥, and again the
global situation in the large is of difficult control [Dif f ¥, is an inductive limit of Hilbert-Lie
groups [70], but the global properties of its group manifold are not well understood].

In this first paper, after a review of the formalisms needed in this and in the future papers,
we shall introduce our parametrization of the cotetrads, we shall give the Lagrangian and
Hamiltonian formulations of tetrad gravity and we shall study the algebra of the resulting
fourteen first class constraints.

Section II is devoted to a review of 4-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian and 3-dimensional
Riemannian manifolds asymptotically flat at spatial infinity, of the tetrad formalism and of
the Lagrangians used for general relativity.

In Section I1I, 3;-adapted tetrads and triads are introduced and the new parametrization
of cotetrads is defined.

In Section IV such parametrized cotetrads are inserted in the ADM metric action and
the Hamiltonian formulation is performed with the identification of fourteen first class con-
straints. The comparison with other formulations of tetrad gravity is done.

In Section V there is a comparison with ADM canonical metric gravity and a comment
on the Hamiltonian formulation of the harmonic gauge.

In the Conclusions the next step, namely the identification of the Dirac observables with
respect to the gauge transfomations generated by thirteen constraints (only the superhami-
tonian constraint is not treated), is delineated.

In Appendix A relevant 4-tensors are described in Y .-adapted holonomic coordinates
and in Appendix B their Hamiltonian expression is given.
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II. NOTATIONS.

In this Section we shall introduce the notations needed to define the ADM tetrads and
triads of the next Section.

Let M* be a torsion-free, globally hyperbolic, asymptotically flat pseudo-Riemannian
(or Lorentzian) 4-manifold, whose nondegenerate 4-metric tensor *g,,(z) has Lorentzian
signature e(+,—, —, —) with € = £1 according to particle physics and general relativity
conventions respectively; the inverse 4-metric is “g"*(z) with g (x)*g,, (x) = 6#. We shall
denote with Greek letters p,v,.. (u = 0,1,2,3), the world indices and with Greek letters
inside round brackets («), (3), .., flat Minkowski indices [with flat 4-metric tensor “na) ) =
e(+,—,—,—) in Cartesian coordinates|; analogously, a,b, .., and (a), (b), .., [a=1,2,3], will
denote world and flat 3-space indices.

We shall follow the conventions of Refs. [71,53] for ¢ = —1 and those of Ref. [2] for
€ = +1 [i.e. the conventions of standard textbooks; see also Ref. [3§] for many results (this
book is consistent with Ref. [71], even if its index conventions are different)].

The coordinates of a chart of the atlas of M* will be denoted {z#}. M* is assumed
to be orientable; its volume element in any right-handed coordinate basis is —nv/1gd*z [n
is a sign connected with the choice of the orientation and ‘g = |det?g,,| ; with n = €
we get the choice of Ref. [71] for ¢ = —1 and of Ref. [72] for ¢ = +1]. In the coordi-
nate bases e, = 9, and da* for vector fields [TM*] and one-forms [or covectors; T*M?|
respectively, the unique metric-compatible Levi-Civita affine connection has the symmetric
Christoffel symbols T 5 = ‘T, = 39" (0a *9sv + 93 gar — O, *gap) as connection coef-
ficients [*I', = 9,4/1g] and the associated covariant derivative is denoted *V, [or with a
semicolon “”]: 4V, =4V, 4VH = 9,1VH 44T 4V with the metric compatibility condi-
tion being *V,*g"" = 0. The Christoffel symbols are not tensors. If, instead of the chart of
M* with coordinates {2"}, we choose another chart of M*, overlapping with the previous
one, with coordinates {z'#* = z'#(x)} [2'*(z) smooth functions], in the overlap of the two
charts we have the following transformation properties under general smooth coordinate
transformations or diffeomorphisms of M* [Dif f M*, the gauge group of Einstein-Hilbert
Lagrangian| of *g,s(z) and of 4FZB(1') respectively

’ ’ ax” 833”
4ga5(95 (z)) = O WA‘QW(I),
1y o't 0z 0xd oz Ozt
4F 12 — 41w . 1
a,@(x (ZE)) orv ax/a 825'/5 76(1') + 825'/0{825'/'6 orv ( )
For a tensor density of weight W, 4T+~ = (4g)"W/24TH-, | we have 4TH+, , =
(1g) WR[(Ag)WIRAT e ] = (Yg) WA = 9, AT AT ATV g
4F§a47—“"'6... — et W4F§p A, [0,(tg) ™2 + W ()2 4Ffjp = 0]. The covariant

divergence of a vector density of weight -1 is equal to its ordinary divergence: *V,47T# =
O tTH 44T, TV — Tk 4TV = 0,*T". For the Lie derivatives we have: i) Lyag, *gu =
Vi + Vi & 10) Ly, /75 = 3VG10" Ly, “g = Ou(V/GV*) and 16772 Lyag, g v/% =

—Ag7 2 Lyag, tgP? = —\}Ugﬁvaaa\/@; iii) Lyag, T = —wd,VO*TH + VO, *TH —
0aV* 4T and Loy, (VI9f) = 0u.(1gfV").
The Riemann curvature tensor is [this is the definition of Ref. [7L] for e = —1; for e = 41

it coincides with minus the definition of Ref. [72]]
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4 dpa 4 dpa 4 4 4
R gy = 15,710, =710, Fgu +05 1 — 9, 1,

4Rauﬁv = 49&“{ 4R7uﬁv =
1
= 5(8,18,, 19,6 + 0,05 gow — 0,0, *gap — 0a0s “gu) +
+ 4gp0(4rgu 4FZB - 4FZ§ 4FZV) = _4Ra,uz/ﬁ = _4Rua6u = 4Rﬁuam (2>

while the Ricci tensor and the curvature scalar are defined as

4Rw = 4Rvu = 4Rﬁuﬁv =
_ 4 4 4 476 4 a8 _
=0, FZV =0, FZ# + FZV Fﬁp B FZﬁ FVP -
1
- ) 80T T,
4R — 4gul/4ij — 4R;u/w/ _

= 4gwj 49065[8&81/ 4guﬁ - 8ual/ 49065 + 4900 (4FZV 4FZ[3 - 4FZB 4FZV)] =

v 1 v v
— g (AT TS AT AT ) 4 Fgap[@&gﬂ e, _AgredTy ) (3)

The first and second Bianchi identities have the following expression [*G, is the Einstein
tensor and *V, *G* = 0 are the Bianchi identities]

4Rauﬁv + 4Raﬁuu + 4Rauuﬁ =0,
(4V7 4R)auﬁv + (4V5 4R)auw + (4V,, 4R)amﬁ =0,

= (4v7 4R(Ti66i)>w, + (4va 4R)awp{ _ (4vy 4R(Ti66i))u’y = O,

= WV, 'G" =0, ‘G ="R, — %”@W ‘R, *‘G=-'R. (4)
There are 20 independent components of the Riemann tensor in four dimensions due to its
symmetry properties.

The Weyl or conformal tensor (which vanish if and only if M* is conformally flat) is de-
fined as the completely trace-free part of the Riemann tensor [in empty spacetime Einstein’s
equations imply *Cl,.5, = *Royupy, Where = means evaluated on the solution of the equations
of motion]

1
4Cauﬁu = 4Ro¢uﬁu + 5(4Raﬁ 4g/u/ - 4Ruﬁ 4gau + 4R/u/ 49&6 - 4Rau 4guﬁ) +
1

+ 6(49043 49;w - 49&1/ 49#6) 'R (5)

Let our globally hyperbolic spacetime M* be foliated with spacelike Cauchy hypersurfaces
¥, obtained with the embeddings i, : ¥ — X, C M*, & — z* = 2¢(1,5), of a 3-manifold ¥
in M* [r: M* — R is a global, timelike, future-oriented function labelling the leaves of the
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foliation; a# are local coordinates in a chart of M*; & = {07}, r1=1,2,3, are local coordinates
in a chart of ¥, which is diffeomorphic to R?; we shall use the notation o = (¢ = 7;5),
A = 7,r, and 2#(0) = 2#(r,0)]. Let n*(o) and [*(0) = N(o)n*(o) be the controvariant
timelike normal and unit normal [*g,, (2(0))l* (o)l (o) = €] to ¥, at the point z(0) € ;.
The positive function N(o) > 0 is the lapse function: N(o)dr measures the proper time
interval at z(o) € ¥, between ¥, and X, 4 . The shift functions N T’(U) are defined so that
N"(o)dr describes the horizontal shift on ¥, such that, if z#(7 + d7,0 + dd) € ¥, 4-, then
(1 +dr, G 4 dJ) = 2#(7,0) + N(1,5)drl*(1,5) + [do” + N (7,0)dr] 7 82“(7’0’ ; therefore, we
have 628 @) — N(o)i*(o)+N"(c )822i for the so called evolution Vector For the covariant
unit normal to X, we have {,,(0) = *g,,(2(0))l"(0) = N(0)0uT|1=2(o)

Instead of local coordinates x* for M*, we use local coordinates cdon Rx ¥ ~ M
[z = 2#(0) with inverse 0 = o4(z)], ie. a ET—adapted holonomic coordinate basis for

vector fields 94 = ;% € T(R x ) — b’j‘(a)ﬁu = 82“ 0 € TM*, and for differential
one-forms dz# € T*M* — do* = b} (0)da* = 972(2) yn E T*(R x X). Let us note that in
the flat Minkowski spacetime the transformatlon coefﬁments b/!(0) and (o) become the

flat orthonormal cotetrads z;}(c) = &’—\x +(o) and tetrads 24 (o) = 6ZM(U of Ref. [11]. The

ok
induced 4-metric and inverse 4-metric become in the new basis

9(x) = g (z)da" @ dz” = *gap(2(0))do? ® do®,

= ¢(N? - ?’grsNT’NS)OMT@,,T — e?’grsNS(ﬁuT@,,a’" + 0,70,0") — e?’gmﬁuarﬁuas =
= el,l, — €°9,5(0,0" + N"9,7)(d,0° + N*9,7),

= 4.gAB = {4977' - G(N - grsNrNs) Grr = Esgrst; 497“8 - _6397“8} -
= ellalp = grs(6% + N"03)(65 + N*03)],

4g;w — b'z‘lgABb% —
N7 N"N*
= %&z“&z“ — EN—Q(&Z“&ZV +0,;270,2") — e(}g™ — RE 10,21 0,2" =
= €[ 1M — 3¢"50,2"0,2"),
TT € Tr ENT TS NTNS
= {7 =3z =~z = ey Nz )=
— E[ZAZB o Sgrs(;AéB]
T € (s
= 1"y = N'gh = N(l; —N"),
o = LWy = NoaT = N& = (N;0). (6)
Here, we introduced the 3-metric of ¥,: 3¢g,, = —eg,, with signature (+-++). If 44"
is the inverse of the spatial part of the 4-metric [ g, = "], the inverse of the 3-metric
is 3g" = —ey™ [3g™3g,s = 7). 3g,5(7,F) are the components of the “first fundamental
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form” of the Riemann 3-manifold (X,,%g) and we have

ds?* =g datdr” = e(N? =3¢, N'N*)(dr)* — 2¢3g,s N*drdo" — €?g,sdo"do® = e[Nz(alT)2 —
3g,s(do” + N"dr)(do® + NsdT)}

gzz gzy
4.
ji 99]

If we define g = *g = | det (*g,,) | and v =3g = | det (*g,s) |, we also have

4
g g
N = 3. = = - = 497’7 - €3grs 4gTr4gTsa
V39 Vv \/

4 17

N' €3grs 4gTS = _[{Zﬁa Nr = 397"st = —¢€ 4grsNS = _6497—7"- (7)

for the line element in M*. We must have € 1g,, > 0, e*g;; < 0, > 0, edet*g;; > 0.

Let us remark [see Ref. [24]] that in the study of space and time measurements the
equation ds? = 0 [use of light signals for the synchronization of clocks] and the definition
dT = \/€*g,odx® of proper time [v/€*g,, determines the ratio between the rates of a standard
clock at rest and a coordinate clock at the same point] imply the use in M* of a 3-metric
3%8 =4g,s — % = —e(3gys %) with the covariant shift functions N, = 3¢, N* =
—€1gor, which are connected with the conventionality of simultaneity [Bh] and with the
direction dependence of the velocity of light [c(77) = v/€%g,0/(1 + N,.n") in direction 7i].

See Refs. [73,71,27] for the 3+1 decomposition of 4-tensors on M*. The horizontal
projector 3hz =0, —€l,l” on X defines the 3-tensor fields on X, starting from the 4-tensor
fields on M4,

In the standard (not Hamiltonian) description of the 341 decomposition we utilize a
¥,-adapted nonholonomic noncoordinate basis [A = (I;7)]

Vi(o) = ;{87(0) = cl"(0) = N~} (o)[b7(0) — N"(o)b(0)];

b.(0) = V(o) + N"(0)by (o)},
b ()3(0) = 6y b(0)fg(o) = 03,
'915(2(0)) = V5(0) g (2(0))b3(0) =
o = {4gll(g) =€ 4917“( ) = 0; grs( ) = 497“8( ) = _6397“8}7
4§AB — {4gll — €;4§lr — 0;4grs — 477”5 — 3 rs}
1

(0, — N",); 0,},
04 = btdat = {0' = Ndr;0" = do” + N"dr},

= ()b (0) =0, 1"(o)b(0) = =N"(a)/N(0),
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A gupA _ o _gr TITN _ (.. ()
7 =10"b, = (1" + N"I") = (¢, 0),
Li =Ly = (1;1) = (1;0). (8)
We have ®hy, = g, —€lyl, = —€3g,(b],+ N"b;,) (b5 + N°b7,) = —e3gmlA)LlA)fj and for a 4-vector
Wym = WA = VI VB we have VE = 3VTbE = SpEAVY SV = b 3Vk,

The nonholonomic basis in Y -adapted coordinates is

= la; by = &% + N"0%}
= el bt = o).

One can show the following results concerning the Lie derivative along the unit normal:
i) Libf = =Ly 1" = NTHONIF + 0.N°b) = IV, — brlt; i) Lyb, = —n~'ON"D5.

The 3-dimensional covariant derivative [denoted 3V or with the subscript “|”] of a 3-
dimensional tensor *T*t-#r, , of rank (p,q) is the 3-dimensional tensor of rank (p,q+1)
3Vp 3Tu1.~upul__uq — 3T”1"“”u1..uq|p — 3h£ﬁ .. '3hg§ 3h511 .. j’)hﬁs 3hcpr 4VJ 3Ta1..apﬁl'ﬂq. For (1’0)
and (0,1) tensors we have: *V,3VH = 3Vk = 3V7 0kbs | V3V =3V = 0,°V7" +
T, 2V and 3V, 2w, = 3wy, = Sws 2);(;;, Vs w, = 3wys = &i 3w, — i’Fﬁ;’wu resPeActi\iely.

The 3-dimensional Christoffel symbols are Iy, = 0[PV, 0000 = bibl b =
%39“”(85 3Gur + 0, 2gps — 0y 2grs) and the metric compatibility [Levi-Civita connection on
the Riemann 3-manifold (X-,%g)] is *V,%g = *guip = 0 Pou = —€®hyu = 2g,50305, so
that 3515 = {3qu = 0;3g, = 0;3G,s = —€3g,s}]. It is then possible to define parallel

transport on .. The 3-dimensional curvature Riemann tensor is

3R“auﬁ 3va — 3‘/04‘6',/ _ 3va|’/‘6’
= 3RTSUU = au 3F£v - 811 3F2u + 3F2w 3F;Uv - 3F:)w 3F:}u (9)

For 3-manifolds, the Riemann tensor has only 6 independent components since the Weyl
tensor vanishes: this gives the relation *Raus, = 3(CRus%9ar + *Rav*9us — *Rap g —
SR 3gap) — %(39(15 39 — 9w 29p,) * R, which expresses the Riemann tensor in terms of the
Ricci tensor. A 3-manifold M? is conformally flat if and only if its Weyl-Schouten tensor

3C)\,ul/ = 3vu 3R)\,u - 3vu 3R)\1/ - i(gg)\u 81/ 3R - 39)\1/ a,u 3R>
vanishes [29]. Equivalently one uses the Cotton-York tensor

3ij — %,}/1/3 3€aﬁu3va 3R6V + 3€aﬁy3va 3Rﬁu’

which satisfies *g* *H,,, = *V*3H,, = 0 [T1].

The components of the “second fundamental form” of (3,3

g) is the extrinsic curvature
3K/u/ = 3Kuu = _%‘Cl 3g;w;
one has 4V, I = e3atl, — 3K, with the acceleration 3a* = 3a”b" of the observers travelling
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along the congruence of timelike curves with tangent vector [* given by %a, = 0,In N. On
Y. we have

3Krs - 3Ksr - %(Nr\s + Ns|r - 3257]_7“5).

Moreover, one has:

D) b, = e3a,lil, — BK, 0005 + e(CK,* — N7'9,N®) + 3Tu bibs;

ii) b7, = —3a’l,l, + 63{%7‘13;31“ — (K, — N‘lﬁsNT)ZSfﬁl,,A— ST, b5 b
iii) *ap, = *ay), = *a,0,05 = [0,0,n N — *T.d,n Nby,b3;

iv) *at,, = 3ak, +3a" 2ay;

v) " 3K;u = —(* 3K>;u + 2K

vi) L;3g" = ["3a” + 1" 3ak + 23 K.

The information contained in the 20 independent components *R*,.5 of the curvature
Riemann tensor of M* is given by the following three projections [see Ref. [74] for the
geometry of embeddings; one has *R" ., = 3R" 4]

S 3R hL PRy R s = R un b OSDADY, = PRF o + Ko P K, — P K" Ko,
GAUSS EQUATION,
€l hg *hL PRy R s = R b0, = P Kowis — Ky,
CODAZZI — MAINARDI EQUATION,
"Ryugns 1710 = *Runubls = e(L1° K, + ° K, P K + ay, + a, ),
RICCI EQUATION,

with  L°K =1°K.0 — 2°K,* Ko, + 2620 Ko 1. (10)
In the nonholonomic basis we have:

4Rur8t = 3Rur8t + 3Kr5 3Ktu - 3Krt 3Ksu>

4R — 3R+3KTS3K7*5 _ (3}()27

41[:{[71315 = 3Krt\s - 3Kr8\t7

4Rulrl — 3au|r _ 3au 3ar + £l 3Kru _ 3Kr8 3Ksu’
4Rulr8 — _ 3 ut 4Rérs’

4 pl _ 3 4
R rls = Gru Rulsl'

Then, we can express ‘R, = e'Ryl,l, + €4er<l“i)z + ZVIA)L) + 4];’,13?);?),5/, 4R and the Ein-
stein tensor ‘G, = "R, — 19w *R = Gul,l, + 64C_¥lr(lui)£ + ZVBL) + 4G_YTSZA)LZA),§ in the
nonholonomic basis, with the result:

4R” — Sij 3K;w _ 3K2 + (3CLM _ 3Kl”);u,

4er = 6(3Kr8 — 57? 3K)‘5,

4R7’s = _(*Cl 3Krs - 3Rrs - 3K3Krs + 23Kru 3Kus + 3a'7“|s + 3a7’ 3a8)7
‘R=—-€ePBR+3K,;3K"™ —3K?) — 2¢(3a* — 3Kl“);u,

4(;” — %(3R+3K2 - 3KT83KTS>7

4Glr = 6(3Kr8 - 55 3K)\57
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4Grs = _\%El[ﬁ(gKrs_ggrs 3K)] +3Rrs_ % 397"3 3R+2<3K3Krs_3Kru 3Kus)+%3grs(3K2_
3Kuv 3Kuv> + N|r|s - 3grs—]\ﬂuw-

The Bianchi identities *G**.,, = 0 imply the following four contracted Bianchi identities
[according to which only two of the six equations *G,s =0 are independent]:

%87— 46” . %87* 46” . 3K 46” 4 87" 4Gl7’ 4 (2 3CLT 4 3F§T>4Glr . 3Krs 4@7’5 = 07

%a'r 4@/‘_1]\([568 4G_{lr+3ar 4Gll_(23Krs+5§ 3K—|— 85;_]9/7")46{[5_‘_08 4G_{rs+(3a8+3rzs)4@rs =0.

The vanishing of *Gy;, Gy, corresponds to the four secondary constraints (restrictions
of Cauchy data) of the ADM Hamiltonian formalism (see Section V). The four contracted
Bianchi identities, ‘G*.,, = 0, imply [38] that, if the restrictions of Cauchy data are satisfied
initially and the spatial equations ‘G,; =0 are satisfied everywhere, then the secondary
constraints are satisfied also at later times [see Ref. [42,88] for the initial value problem]. The
four contracted Bianchi identities plus the four secondary constraints imply that only two
combinations of the Einstein equations contain the accelerations (second time derivatives)
of the two (non tensorial) independent degrees of freedom of the gravitational field and that
these equations can be put in normal form [this was one of the motivations behind the
discovery of the Shanmugadhasan canonical transformations [3]].

The “intrinsic geometry” of ¥, is defined by the Riemannian metric 3g,, [it allows to
evaluate the length of space curves], the Levi-Civita affine connection, i.e. the Christoffel
symbols 3%, [for the parallel transport of 3-dimensional tensors on %] and the curvature
Riemann tensor 3R", [for the evaluation of the holonomy and for the geodesic deviation
equation]. The “extrinsic geometry” of ¥, is defined by the lapse N and shift N fields
[which describe the “evolution” of ¥, in M*] and by the “extrinsic curvature” 3K, [it
is needed to evaluate how much a 3-dimensional vector goes outside X, under spacetime
parallel transport and to rebuild the spacetime curvature from the 3-dimensional one].

Besides the local dual coordinate bases ‘e, = 9, and da* for TM* and T*M* re-

spectively, we can introduce special ‘noncoordinate’ bases 4E(a) = 4Efa)(:ﬂ)0u and its
dual 4é(a) = 4EA'/SQ)(1’)CZ£L’“ ['é‘lE‘(a) 4é(ﬁ) = 4E£a) 4Eélﬁ) = 5((53 = 477((1)(5) = 4Eéfx) 4gwj 4E€/ﬁ);
(a) = (0),(1),(2),(3) are numerical indices|] with the “vierbeins or tetrads or (local)
frames” 4Eé‘a) (x), which are, for each point x# € M*, the matrix elements of matrices
{4Eé‘a)} € GL(4, R); the set of one-forms 0@ (with 4E/(f‘)(x) being the dual “cotetrads”)
is also called “canonical” or “soldering” one-form or “coframe”. Since a “frame” *E at the
point #* € M* is a linear isomorphism [B1] ‘E : R* — T,M*, 0, + *E(0s) = *E(a), a
frame determines a basis *E of T, M* [the coframes %0 determine a basis *0(®) of T M*]
and we can define a principal fiber bundle with structure group GL(4,R), 7 : L(M*) — M*
called the “frame bundle” of M* [its fibers are the sets of all the frames over the points
x# € M*; it is an affine bundle, i.e. there is no (global when it exists) cross section play-
ing the role of the identity cross section of vector bundles]; if A € GL(4, R), then the free
right action of GL(4,R) on L(M?) is denoted Rx(*E) = *F o A, *Ea) — *Eg (AH ).
When M* is “parallelizable” [i.e. M?* admits four vector fields which are independent in
each point, so that the tangent bundle T'(M?) is trivial, T(M*) = M* x R*; this is not
possible (no hair theorem) for any compact manifold except a torus|, as we shall assume,
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then L(M?*) = M* x GL(4, R) is a trivial principal bundle [i.e. it admits a global cross
section o : M* — L(M*), a# + 4E(2)]. See Ref. [81] for the differential structure
on L(M*). With the assumed pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M*, 4g), we can use its met-
ric *g,, to define the “orthonormal frame bundle” of M*, F(M*) = M* x SO(3,1), with
structure group SO(3,1), of the orthonormal frames (or noncoordinate basis or orthonormal
tetrads) ‘E() = *Ef, 9, of TM*. The orthonormal tetrads and their duals, the orthonor-

mal cotetrads *E() [*0(*) = *E{®) dx" are the orthonormal coframes], satisfy the duality and
orthonormality conditions

4 () 4 N () 4dp(a)dpv  _ sv
B Ely =0, B Ew =10

4Eéla) 49“11 4EE/6) = 47](‘1)(5)7 4E}(LO‘) 491“/ 4E£5) — 47](‘1)(5)_ (11)

Under a rotation A € SO(3,1) [A'nAT = "] we have ‘B[, — “Ej (A1),
B A5 *EP). Therefore, while the indices o, 8... transform under general coor-
dinate transformations [the diffeomorphisms of Dif f M?], the indices (), (3)... transform
under Lorentz rotations. The 4-metric can be expressed in terms of orthonormal cotetrads

or local coframes in the noncoordinate basis

4 4 a) 4 4 4 v 4 4 (« 4
G = E;S) () (8) E}Sﬁ)’ g = Eéla) 77( )(B) E(B)?
19 = 4g,w dr? @ dx¥ = 477(a)(5) ON YA (12)

For each vector 4V* and covector “w, we have the decompositions 4V# = 41/ (@) 1By
[4v(a) _ 4E£a) 4‘/#]’ 4wu _ 4E£a) 4w(a) [4w(a) — 4Eéia) 4wu].
In a noncoordinate (nonholonomic) basis we have

[ Blay "B = o)™ "Eg),
4 4 4 v 4 4 v

cayp” =B (Bl 0, Els) — *E(30, "Et,). (13)

Physically, in a coordinate system (chart) ax# of M* a tetrad may be considered as

a collection of accelerated observers described by a congruence of timelike curves with 4-

velocity 4Eéf)); in each point p € M* consider a coordinate transformation to local inertial

coordinates at p, i.e. #* — X{*(z): then we have, in p, 4Eé‘a) (p) = % and *E® (p) =
P

(@)
(()XgTﬂ(p)) and locally we have a freely falling observer.

All the connection one-forms w on the orthonormal frame bundle F(M*) = M*xSO(3,1)
have a torsion 2-form [it is 7 = D@, where 6 is the canonical or soldering one-form (the
coframes or cotetrads) and D®) is the F(M*) exterior covariant derivative], except the
Levi-Civita connection wr. Therefore, since in general relativity we consider only Levi-
Civita connections associated with pseudo-Riemannian 4-manifolds (M*,4g), in F(M*) we
consider only wr-horizontal subspaces Hr [TF(M*) = V¢ + Hr as a direct sum, with Vp
the vertical subspace isomorphic to the Lie algebra o(3,1) of SO(3,1)]. Given a global cross
section 0 : M* — F(M*) = M*xSO(3,1), the associated gauge potentials on M*, 4w = o*w,
are the connection coefficients “w(™) = ¢*w in the noncoordinate basis *E(4) [the second line
defines them through the covariant derivative in the noncoordinate basis]
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4, (M) _ 4p(v)4 4w 4A4(T) 4 1(7)4 I 4w
Wy = BB (00 gy + "By TN = "B ER VL B,

Wig,, "Eg ="Vag,, "Eg — w(( )>((g)> 1By = 0. (14)

The components of the Riemann tensors in the noncoordinate bases are R g0,y =
1 ) - B W) + GRS - PR 9 . T
connection (gauge potential) one-form 4w ™)@ 5 = 4wg$)((ﬁos) 490 [it is called improperly “spin
connection”, while its components are called Ricci rotation coefficients] and the curvature
(field strength) 2-form Q@@ 5 = 14QDN@) 5 549D A19O) satisfy the Cartan’s structure
equations

10 4 1y o A 4g1) = A7),
Q@ 5 1 A0 A 1D o = 1D (15)

whose exterior derivatives 0 = d*T@ + 4@ 5 AATE) = 4QT)(@) 5 A49B) | QDI )
toM@) o AAQMIO) 5 — 4QIN@) A 4D 5y = 0 are the two Blanchi identities.

With the Levi-Civita connection [which, as said, has zero torsion 2-form i) =
—T( By 0P A = 0, namely T 5, = 4w((5))((v)) — 4w((7))((ﬁ)) — e =01, in
a noncoordlnate basis the spin connection takes the form

4 (« 4 (@) 4 4 (a
W) = %)() 0 = 1w, Ty da’,

4 4 (8) 4 4 4 4 4, (9)
Wa)(v)(8) = ( )(8) Eﬁ) Eéfy) vu E(ﬁ) = MN)(6) Wy)(p):

(@) 4(a) (M _4p (a)4 41/_4 (@)1 4w drv 4
i) = (v)(ﬁ) By = Vi Ey ="E7[0,"Ely + T}, Efy),

= Th,= 3 LE® (‘Ep, tED ((f; — 0, Ely) +

+4E£><4Eé‘;>4Eé> s — 00 "Bl (16)

Y

and the metric compatibility *V,%g,,, = 0 becomes the following condition

4 4 4 (5 4 4 (0) 4 4 4 4
W) = Maye) ‘W) = N w3 07 = wwme 07 = —*uE)m (17)

or *ww)(1)B) = = WE) @) "W e are called Riccl rotation coefficients, only 24 of which
are independent]

Given a vector V# = 4V 4Eéfl) and a covector ‘w,, = w(o) *E(*), we define the covariant
derivative of the components *V(®) and 4w(a) as 1V, Wr = 1yr,, = 1V, 4V(")]4Eé‘a) =
W@ AEL and 'V, Y, = Yo, = 'V, @] B = Ywin), TEL, so that

W =0, VOLEL + V@ 4E(“) ,

V@), = 9, 1 41,0 1),

4%“” -9, 4w(a) 4Eff‘) + 4w(a) 4E/Sa3’
4 _ 94 4 4, ()

= Wy = 0y Wa) = W@ Wy (18)

Therefore, for the “internal tensors” 4T(a)"'(5)m, the spin connection 4w((g) is a gauge

potential associated with a gauge group SO(3,1). For internal vectors 4V at p € M* the
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cotetrads 4E£f‘ realize a soldering of this internal vector space at p with the tangent space
T,M*: V@ E )4V, For tensors with mixed world and internal indices, like tetrads

and cotetrads we could define a generalized covariant derivative acting on both types of
indices 1V, 4E“ = 0, Bl + T8 EL — 1Bl Wi then 'V, 1V = 1V, V@ 10

(@) “i(a): () T
@4y, ‘Bl =1V, Ve 4E“ implies *V,, ‘B, =0 [or 'V, Bl = ‘Ef;* V(a] which
is nothing else that the deﬁmtlon (16) of the spin connectlon 4w£(g).
We have

4 <> 4 \4
= (wiaye — W(E)( ) E, (19)

40 (c 4 4 (a) 4
Y gy )0) = B ( w(é)(m)‘ E

(€) () 4 (e 4 (a 4 (
+ “’( )(ﬁ) Wine = Yinm Yo — (9ie — we

_4r(x)4 4p 4rv 4o

=B TR e "By TEC) TEG,
4 « 4 4 9) 40 (a 4 4 o) 4 o
Q¥ 9y = E(” E() QO )< )(v)(é) =Rl B B =

— 94y 4 4 () 4, (v) 4 () 4 (7)
= 9"l — 0, 'w u(ﬁ)+ Wity Wld) — Wty Wils):

4 4 4 4
Q)3 = "N L™ @) = =" Q@) = =" Q@)

R g = ER) *ES 10,
4Rw _ 4sz) 4E(6) 490{“(7)(6
4R 4E(/fy) 4E(6 )4 pl/4Q Y (20)

d*0'® 4+ 4w 5 AP =0,

d'w @ () + WD) A () =101 ), (21)

with the Bianchi identities Qg A 49 = 0, d*Q 5 4+ 1w @ ) A 1QD) (5 — 1Q) ) A
4(4}(7)(5) =0.

Let us remark that Egs.(14) and ([Ei) imply ‘T, = *AL + Ywf with 0 =

‘Ef, ‘B YW aﬁ and *Af, = *E() 0, E{*); the Lev1—C1v1ta connection (i.e. the Christoffel

symbols) turn out to be decomposed in a ﬂat connection 4AZV (it produces zero Riemann
tensor as was already known to Einstein [75]) and in a tensor, like in the Yang-Mills case
.

Let us finish this Section with a review of some action principles used for general rela-
tivity. In metric gravity, one uses the generally covariant Hilbert action depending on the
4-metric and its first and second derivatives [G is Newton gravitational constant; U C M*
is a subset of spacetime; we use units with 2° = ct]

c’ 4 . [1 4 4
SH—IGWG/Ud:B\/:] R_/deﬁH. (22)
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The variation of Sy is [*°%, = d*%L,]

0Sy = 0Sg + Xy =

C3
_ A JrgiGmsty,, + %
167TG/U vy/1g G + 8

) 32 A rg (Yga] —gtoy P R
"= 167TG ) .
3

C
= PP /3v 63K
871G Jou " ’
1
3T, = 24"V 615, +4V,0 Y g5, — TV 501 g,). (23)

2

where 37, is the metric induced on OU and [, is the outer unit covariant normal to dU.
The trace of the extrinsic curvature 3K, of OU is 3K = —I*,,. The surface term Xy
takes care of the second derivatives of the 4-metric and to get Einstein equations ‘G, =
‘R — 39w *R=0 one must take constant certain normal derivatives of the 4-metric on
the boundary of U [£; (*g,,, — 1) = 0] to have §Sy = 0 [74].

The term §Sg in Eq.(23) means the variation of the action Sg, which is the (not generally
covariant) Einstein action depending only on the 4-metric and its first derivatives [0Sg = 0
gives *G,, =0 if 1g,, is held fixed on OU]

_ 4 _ ¢ 4 4 uvd 472 4T\ 4 _
Sp= [ doLp = [ dlz\figtg (T2, L), 03, 1Y) =
¢’ 4 4 v AP 4 a4
=Sy — 167TG/Ud zO\[\/*g("g" Ty, — g™ TP )],
OLE
-0 §igh = — /d4 4G Lo, 24
Sp = 167rG a4guv p&ap4gw) 9 167TG g (24)

We shall not consider the first-order Palatini action; see for instance Ref. [77], where
there is also a review of the variational principles of the connection-dependent formulations
of general relativity.

In Ref. [7G] (see also Ref. [d]), it is shown that the DeWitt-ADM action [_‘:78 32] for a 3+1
decomp081t10n of M* can be obtained from Sy in the followmg way [V1g'R = —e/TgPR +

KWK — (3K)?) — 2¢0\(vVTg(BK1* + a%)), with a* the 4-acceleration (l“au = 0); the
4—v01ume Uis 1y, 7] x 5]

Su = Sapm + Xapum,

c? A
- 4,3 3 Spouv (3 2
Sapar 6167TG/de\/g[R+ K K" — CK)2,
03 4 3 « Bia
EADM: o G/d 20a[\/*g("KI* + 171%5)] =

_ SWG /d3 VA K (r,8)|7 +

+ / dr / PPV, (VAN) — KN (7,5)].
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5 apn = — / drd’o /7[2'CusN + Gy 6N, —"G"*5% g, (r,3) +

C
‘167G
+0Saparlic,,—o — € / dr / P9[N0 2™ — N6 3g™ (7, &),

03

167G Jou
31:I;w _ \/’_)/(3ij . 3g;w 3K> —

d30_ 31:[/11/537#”’
167G
3

dSapmlig,,—o = —
b by STIe, (25)

so that 65 apy = 0 gives 4GW—0 if one holds fixed the intrinsic 3-metric 2 Yuw on the
boundary [3 1" is the ADM momentum with world indices, whose form in a 3+1 splitting
is given in Section V]. This action is not generally covariant, but it is quasi-invariant under
the 8 types of gauge transformations generated by the ADM first class constraints, as it
will be shown in the third paper of the series. As shown in Refs. [R0},83,76,81] in this way
one obtains a well defined gravitational energy. However, in so doing one still neglects
some boundary terms. Following Ref. [81], let us assume that, given a subset U C M* of
spacetime, OU consists of two slices, ¥, (the initial one) and ¥, (the final one) with outer
normals —[*(7;,5) and [#(7y,5) respectively, and of a surface S, near space infinity with
outer unit (spacelike) normal n*(7, ) tangent to the slices [so that the normal I*(7,d) to
every slice is asymptotically tangent to Sy]. The 3-surface S, is foliated by a family of
2-surfaces S%OO coming from its intersection with the slices X, [therefore, asymptotically
I#(7,) is normal to the corresponding S? . |. The vector b = 2 = NI* + N"b! is not in
general tangent to S. It is assumed that there are no inner boundaries (see Ref. [81] for
their treatment), so that the slices 3, do not intersect and are complete. This does not rule
out the existence of horizons, but it implies that, if horizons form, one continues to evolve
the spacetime inside the horizon as well as outside. Then, in Ref. [81] it is shown that one
gets 2K the trace of the 2-dimensional extrinsic curvature of the 2-surface S?_ = S N Y
to get this result one assumes that the lapse function N(7,5) on 3, tends asymptotically to
a function N, (7) and that the term on 0S vanishes due to the boundary conditions]

C3
S by = d32—/ BY) N K =
ADM 6871'@[ ZTf S, ] ﬁ

C3

_ 2 2
T dTNas( )/ngd » /7 2K. (26)

Instead, in tetrad gravity [68-03,650Y], in which *g,, is no more the independent
variable, the new independent 16 variables are a set of cotetrads 4Efﬁ) so that g, =
LB Yy *EP). Tetrad gravity has not only the invariance under Dif f M* but also
under local Lorentz transformations on T'M* [acting on the flat indices («)]. An action
principle with these local invariances is obtained by replacing the 4-metric in the Hilbert
action Sy with its expression in terms of the cotetrads. The action acquires the form

Syt = 16 = / 'z BB El, ', (27)

where 1E = det (*E() = /Tg and 1Q,,(® is the spin 4-field strength . One has
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4, Apd~ 4 4, (a)(B) 54
5SHT—16 G/d EGWE”)n Sl +
+ e / Az 0,['E (\EPS(*g™ VA EY,) — 0@ B (V4B ). (28)
Again 0Syr = 0 produces Einstein equations if complicated derivatives of the

tetrads vanish at the boundary. In Ref. [B3], by using *E* Eloy "Bl "Qu =
24E4E€ ) B [ty fw, — 1w, w, P 129 (4E4Eé‘ ) LB fw, (D) the analogue of Sg, i.e.
the (not locally Lorentz invariant, therefore not expressible only in terms of the 4-metric)
Charap action, is defined as

3

Sc = 87CTG d*z*E 4Eé‘ ) By (fwy w, — w, w,) @B (29)
Its variation 0S¢ vanishes if 54Eé‘a) vanish at the boundary and the Einstein equations
hold. However its Hamiltonian formulation gives too complicated first class constraints to
be solved.

In Einstein metric gravity the gravitational field, described by the 4-metric *g,, depends
on 2, and not 10, physical degrees of freedom in each point; this is not explicitly evident if
one starts with the Hilbert action, which is invariant under Dif f M*, a group with only four
generators. Instead in ADM canonical gravity (see Section V) there are in each point 20
canonical variables and 8 first class constraints, implying the determination of 8 canonical
variables and the arbitrariness of the 8 conjugate ones. At the Lagrangian level, only 6 of the
ten Einstein equations are independent due to the contracted Bianchi identities, so that four
components of the metric tensor “g,, (the lapse and shift functions) are arbitrary not being
determined by the equation of motion. Moreover, the four combinations *Gy =0, 4G), =0,
of the Einstein equations do not depend on the second time derivatives or accelerations
(they are restrictions on the Cauchy data and become the secondary first class constraints
of the ADM canonical theory): the general theory [3] implies that four generalized velocities
(and therefore other four components of the metric) inherit the arbitrariness of the lapse and
shift functions. Only two combinations of the Einstein equations depend on the accelerations
(second time derivatives) of the two (non tensorial) independent degrees of freedom of the
gravitational field and are genuine equations of motion. Therefore, the ten components of
every 4-metric *g,,,, compatible with the Cauchy data, depend on 8 arbitrary functions not
determined by the Einstein equations.

Tetrad gravity with action Sy7, in which the elementary natural Lagrangian object is the
soldering or canonical one-form (or orthogonal coframe) 6@ = 4Efﬁ) dx*, is gauge invariant
simultaneously under diffeomorphisms [Diff M?*] and Lorentz transformations [SO(3,1)].
Instead in phase space (see Section IV) only two of the 16 components of the cotetrad
4Efﬁ) (x) are physical degrees of freedom in each point, since the 32 canonical variables
present in each point are restricted by 14 first class constraints, so that the 16 components of
a cotetrad compatible with the Cauchy data depend on 14 arbitrary functions not determined
by the equation of motion.

The gauge transformations of tetrad gravity with action Sy are [z# — x'#(x), A(x) €
SO(3,1) for each z# € M*]

oz

7 A(@)
ox'w

B (2) = 1B (] (2) = () "EP (w),
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P ox® 0zP
ul2) > Y00 (& (1) = o S gaslo),

b ozx'" dzr Oxd Pz Oz'm
4p ar'u — 4w -
Faﬁ(x) = Faﬁ(x ($)) - oxV ax ox '8 F76($) + ox aal’lﬁ oxY )

, , oxr'* 9xY 9x° Oxd
4 4 4
Rt () — "R op(z (2) = 01’/” 9 D7 P R s(x),

e @) = ol >($ (2)) = (@A) o) (@) AT g)(2) “wip) (2) +

i
+ (ATHP () 'E ( ) 9, A9 () (AW 5 (),
Q) (506 () = Q@ ()99 8) (2 (5”)) =
= AW (@) (AP g (@) (A ) (2) (AT 5 (2) *QW () 0y ) ().
(30)

With the Lie derivative one can characterize the action of infinitesimal diffeomorphisms

!

xH(z) =t + & (x) = " + d,a", = ot (x ) — &Mz )

54E€a)( ):4EEM)( (x)) - 4E(”a)( )—504E€‘ (z) + & (x)0, 4E(Ma)( ) =
ngE( y(x) =B () = 0,6"(x) B, (v),

0, Bl (@) = "Ely (2) = "Efy, (2) = [0,6"(x) — 847 (2)0,) Efoy (x) = [L-gra," Bty (2)D ),

0B (2) =B, (2 () — B (x) = 0,' B + ()0, B}V (x) =

ax” e « v e
= o B (@) = "B () = —0,8" (+) By (),

0," B\ () = B,/ (2) = "B (2) = ~[0,£" (2) + 8, (x)9,)' B () =
= [Logo," B (x)da"].,

59u0(2) = 010 (& (2)) = 1G0(2) = 8,100 () + E°(2)0, g0 (2) =
= O (&) — g,0(@) = 1050, (2) + 370, ()] gao()
51 9u0(2) = 010 () — "0y () = —[020,67(z) + 20, E%(x) + 8260€(2)0, ) g (2) =
= [19,6(2) + V()] = [£_09, Gapda® © d?),. (31)

With the spin connection coefficients wi(gg) = 4w((f:))(ﬁ) *E(, and the field strengths

40, (8), we get the transformation properties of the gauge potentials and field strengths
of a SO(3,1) connection on the orthonormal frame bundle F(M*)

a e ’ 8LUV _ _ @
"0y (2) = 1w, (@ (@) = o IA) W (AT (@) + By M)A @)] ),

o " ’ al’p 8$ _
4pr( )(5) (x) — 4Q/W( )(5) (.7} (x)) 8.73 m 8.73 VA (x) 4on(’Y)(cS) (SL’) (A 1)(6)(5)(56)' (32>
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Instead in Refs. [66-67)] it was implicitly used the metric ADM action Sap[*g,,] with
the metric expressed in terms of cotetrads in the Schwinger time gauge [b(] as independent
Lagrangian variables S ADMT[‘*E&“]. This is the action we shall study in this paper after
having expressed arbitrary cotetrads in terms of 3.-adapted ones in the next Section.

Like Sapas is not manifestly invariant under Diff M*?, also Sapyr is not manifestly
invariant under the transformations of Eqgs.(B0). However both theories are quasi-invariant
under the gauge transformations generated by their first class constraints. This aspect of
the theory, till now poorly explored due to the prevalence of the idea of general covariance,
is the fundamental one in the presymplectic approach on which our discussion is based. A
completely open point is the physical relevance of the special canonical Shanmugadhasan
coordinate systems adapted to the constraints in generally covariant theories, since only in
these coordinate systems there is a manifest (even if not tensorial) identification of which
are the degrees of freedom, underlying general covariance, which are left undetermined by
Einstein equations. The physical meaning of the so called gauge variables (conjugate to
the Abelianized first class constraints) and of the resulting Dirac’s observables is an open
problem in theories with general covariance (it points at the existence of privileged structures
natural from the presymplectic point of view, at least for noncompact spacetimes) on which
we shall return in the next paper (no such problem exists with ‘internal’ gauge invariances
like in Yang-Mills theory).

In what follows we shall use the notation k = —<

167G *

26



II1. ¥ -ADAPTED TETRADS AND TRIADS.

On X, with local coordinate system {o”} and Riemannian metric ®g,, of signature (+-++)

we can introduce orthonormal frames (triads) ®e(q) = 36@) aiﬂ a=1,2,3, and coframes (cotri-

ads) 30 = 3¢[@do™ satisfying

%€l 2 s *€lyy = Oa)(t) Be(@) 3grs3() — 5(@)0),
Yl 0 ey =797 e by el = "gra: (33)

and consider the orthonormal frame bundle F'(X,) over ¥, with structure group SO(3). See
Ref. [B2] for geometrical properties of triads.

The 3-dimensional spin connection 1-form 3 w da is

3w£‘(12) _ 301((3))(1,) 3e£c) _ 3ega) 3V, 36?&;) _
— 3@ Belyn = 3¢9, Begy +°T2, Bely ],
3 3, () 7 r_ 3 1
Wa)t) = Oa)(e) " Wr(pyd0" = =W (), Wrla) = @O Wrt)©):
Wri@)) = @B Wrie) = [RP0r0)@m = Pwrdwo
Pe), *e] = Cwlp — *wiw) ee, (34)

where €(,))(¢) 18 the standard Euclidean antisymmetric tensor and (ﬁ(c))(a)(b) = €(a)(b)(c) 18
the adjoint representation of SO(3) generators.

Given vectors and covectors *V" = 3V 3¢f 3V, = 3V, 3el®) we have [remember that
r 3 (b
°V,° €la) = 36(b) 3W§(31)]

R e R )

(a)’
= 3V(a)|s = 83 3V(a) -+ 3(4)3& 3V(b) = 85 3V( + 5 E(C)( )(d) ws(d)?’v(b),
3vs 3‘/;: 3‘/7‘\3 = 3‘/(a)\s3e(a)7

T

= Vs = 05 Vi — Vi w0y = 85 Via) — V0P €y’ ws(ay- (35)

s(a)

For the field strength and the curvature tensors we have

30 (a 3 3 (a) 3 3 (a)
D o) = o) W) — €@ CWiem) T
3 (n) 3 (a) 3 (n) 3 (a) 3 (n) 3 (n) \3 (a) __
+ Wy Wiem ~ Yom Cm ~ (Y@ ~ W) Wae =

)
— 3e£a) 3Rr tw3e?b) 361&0) 36 )

3QT8(CL) ) = 36(0) 3€(d) 3Q(a)



1
3 3 3 3 3
Qrsa) = FE@ B Qrsy(e) = Or *Ws(a) — Os *wr(a) — E@®)(e) "Wr(p) *Ws(e):

3 pr 3. r 3
R’ stw = €a))(c) “€(a) O(b)(n) el 3oy
3 3 u (n) 3
R = €@)(b)(c) €(a) 5(1) )(n) er ) Qus(c)a
3 3. r s 3
R = €)p)(e) “€a) “€(p) ° Drso)- (36)

The first Bianchi identity (&) 3R’ + 3R’ + 3R'ys = 0 implies the cyclic identity
3QTS(G) 36‘?&) =0.
Under local SO(3) rotations R [R™! = R'| we have

il > [Rw, R" = RO, BT,

3Qr5(a) (b — [R?)QT’S RT](G)(b)- (37)
Since the flat metric () has signature (4+-+4), we have 3y(a) — 5 a)(b) Vipy = *V(a) and
one can simplify the notations by using only lower (a) indices [*e? = 3¢(,),]. For 1nstance

we have

Ty, =T = %%pﬁ%s+&%@rF

N —

+ 361()(1)( (8 €y — (9 €(b) ) 36(1,)5(& 36(1))1} — 0v 3e(b)7,))] =
1
3

wWr(e)) = 5 (Ce(a)r0s *elay + *e(a)sOr *elty),

1 3 u (3 3 3
= S€@O)@ o) ey "Ws(e) T ew)s 5

1
Wi = =" = 5|l (0 *ews — 0 Pewyr) +

+ 3€?b) (85 3€(a)r — 0, €(a)s) + 361(La) 36&) E(oyr (a” 36(0)“ T Mu 36(0)”)} -

1 3 3 _u 3 3 _u 3ru (3 35 3 3 s
— 5[ e(a)u(?r €r) — 6(b)u8r €(a) + Frs( Cla)yu "€y — E(b)u e(a))}

1 U
Yra) = Se@oe | el (0 *eou — 0 eor) +
1
+ 5 ey el “etarr (O *ea — Oueqa ﬂ
1
3Qrs(a):§((b(c[8 e(b8 (e — 0,3 € 8 (e
3 el

(0,05 Pe ey — 0D, Pe(eys) +

/"\/-\

367(‘1) 3 ” s — 0,8 e(d)r )(8 e(dyu — u3e(d)v)+
—2e(ay0 )[36’1(%) el (s *e@yu — uge(d)v)m —

- §[5<a )(b1) €(c1)(e2)(b2) T O(a)(ba) €cr)(ea) (1) T Oa)(en) E(ba)(B2)(c2) T Oa)(ea) E(ba) (Ba)(er)] X

+ + +
’\l\DI}—t

36(ubll) ’ Q(Lb22) [(87“ 3€(Cl)u1 - 8ul €(e1) )(8 €(c2)us — aUQ 36(02)8) =+

1 VU
+ 5 (%62 *e@s (0 *etenyur = O *eeryr)(Or, 36<d>u2 = Ouy *e(ayen) +
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+ e(cl) e(d)r(as 3e(cg)u2 - auz 36(02)8)(8’01 36(d)ul - aul 36(d)v1)) +

U1 3U2 3

1
+ - 4 36( 1) 6(cQ) €(d1)r 36(d2)8(8vl 36(d1)ul - aul 36(d1)v1)(81)2 36(d2)u2 - auz 36(d2)02)}’

3 3

Qrs@)®) = €@@)) ~$rs(e)s
3 _ 3 3 3
Rysuw = €(@)(d)(c) CE(a)r €E(b)s qu(c)7

1
3 3 u |3 3
Res = @ *eloy | er *Quste) + ews *Qurco))
3 o 3 r 3 .s 3
R = €@)p)(0) “€(a) “€b) “rs(e)- (38)

In the family of ¥ -adapted frames and coframes on M 4 we can select special tetrads
and cotetrads ?E)E(a) and ?‘2)9(") also adapted to a given set of triads and cotriads on X,

. . . 1 .
4 w4 oo I N T .4 I
) ) = {(2) (0) — M=t = N(bﬁ — N"bY); (Z})E(a) = e(a Vi,
4 (@) _ g4 (o) _ _ Ny 4 foa) 3 (a)ps
e — {(Z) v ely = bu =N W (E)EM = & bu}=
4 - 4 4 n
o 9w & E) = "), (39)

where bY and b, are defined in Egs.(@l). The components of these tetrads and cotetrads in

= (0)
the holonomic bases are ( [5%,88]; {x)F, = 0 is the Schwinger time gauge condition [50])

T

A x A
4 _ 4 pu A 4 A
@@ = 0wl = oFe =
T 1 T
4 _ 4 _
ofo=5%  ©fw=0
T N7 T
4 _ 4 __3,r
oEo="% ®fw =W
< (@) “ o < (o)
oEs =5 ;(L vy, = Ea =14,
< (0) < (a)
?Z) T =N, ?E)ET _Nrgeg’a):N(a)>
< (o) < (a) “
?E) roo 07 ?E)Er - 367(“ )7
(2B 98 (5 E(y) = "o (40)
. o (@) .
_With the cotetrads () E{* (2(0)) we can build the vector V' = I"(2(0)) {g) E{* (2(0)) =
(1;0): it is the same unit timelike future-pointing Minkowski 4-vector in the tangent plane
o (a) o ()
of each point z(0) = 2#(7,5) € £, C M* for every 7 and &; we have V' %5V =e
Let *E,(2) and *E{*)(z) be arbitrary tetrads and cotetrads on M*. Let us define
the point-dependent Mlnkowsk1 4-vector V(@ (z ( ) = I"(z(0))*E{(2(0)) (assumed to
be future—pomtlng) which satisfies V() (2(0)) *nays) VP (2(0)) = €, so that V@ (z(0)) =
(VO (2(o \/1 + 3, V@2(2(0)); VI (2(0)) éfcp( )(c)) : therefore, the point-dependent

Mmkowskl 4-vector V(¥ (z(c)) depends only on the three functions ™ (o) [one has ¢ (o) =
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—ep(y (o) since *1,s = —€d,5; having the Euclidean signature (++4+) for both € = £1, we

shall define the Kronecker delta as 6()0) = 5((;)) = d()(j))- If we introduce the point-dependent
Lorentz transformation

o (a) o

7 y @) (2(0 2(o
L(O‘)(g)(V(z(a)), V) — 5((2‘)) + 26V(Q)(Z(O’))V(ﬁ) o E(V ( ( )) TXV(Z)((‘/Z(?;())( )) + V(ﬁ)) _

v, ) (2(0)), (41)

which is the standard Wigner boost for timelike Poincaré orbits [see Ref. [83]], one has by
construction

V(2(0)) = 1(x(0)) "B (2(0)) = L o (V ((0): V) T (42)

Therefore, we shall define an arbitrary cotretad 4Efﬁ)(z(a)) on M* starting from the

special ¥,- and cotriad-adapted cotetrad ?Z)Evfﬁ)(z(a)) by means of the formula

B (2(0)) = L) (V(2(0); V) &) B (2(0). (43)

I

Let us remark that with this definition we are putting equal to zero, by convention, the
angles of an arbitrary 3-rotation of b7,(2(c)) [i.e. of the choice of the three axes tangent to

¥, inside 4E)E(a)( (0)).
Since <p Vo) = V@ (z(0)) = I"(2(0)) *E{”)(2(0)) are the three parameters of the Wigner

boost [p(® =33, 5 = /1 + 3, 2, 6(“ =@/ /1 + Yy ¢92], the previous equation

can be rewritten in the following form [remembering that ¢@ = —ep(y)]
< 4 (0) ) V1+ X2 —€P () I
D)= e |G ($y, ) @) @)
4 (a — 3,(b) s
E@® %) o € e® b

(0) 1"’\/“‘2@) ()2

x (@)
If we go to holonomic bases, *E{(2(0)) = ‘B (2(0))V4(0) and (B, (2(0)) =

s )E(a( 2(0)) by (o), one has

< 1 () ) 1+ X0 e? —€Q®)

A (a)
4 (a) (a) 5@ _ AL ) X
EA (p (b) € 1+\/1+2(c) CP(C)Q

(45)
L )Ef) (NG = 3c0) N7 3¢0))

so that we get that the cotetrad in holonomic basis can be expressed in terms of N, N(®) =
36ga)NS = N(a), go(“) and 3651@) [3grs = Z(a) 3€(a)r 36(a)5]
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4E£0)(z(a)):\/1+2g0(0 +Z<P a)N'9(a),

15O (2(5)) = 0@ ()N (o (@ _ P (0)p) (o) ®) (g
B (o) = # (@) + T — TN ),

a @ (0)pw)(0)
4E(a)(z(o.)): 5( )—6 ' (b) 36(b)(0,)’
%[ Y142 4,0(0)2(0)]

= 4945 = "ES) oy *EY = b B iy i BY =

_. < (N2 —3grsN’"NS) _3gstNt

_SgrtNt _3grs ) (46)

with the last line in accord with Egs.(6); we have used LTinL = %5, valid for every
Lorentz transformation We find LYV, V) = "gLT(V,V)'n = L(V,V)| @ @ and
By = Bl by By = oy Bl

( B ) V1+ X2 — ) < I~ )

4 i (b) _ 3,8 )
Ela ) ) EH\/HZ@ (02 b el
/ (0)2 —® < A
*Efy) o 7 e oE = 1/N;=N"/N)
4EA = GQP(G) 5((2)) — € gp(a)gp 1 < A 3 )
(@) 1 /145,62 | \ (9w = (0 %)

4E(To)(z(a)) = \/1 + % (p(C)z(J)N(U)’

Elofete) = = I ) N~ o) el o).

(a N(o)’
N (o) b P (@) (o)
"y (2(0) = —epw(0) S + [0 = %€y (@),
@ Ne) "G @ 1+ 14T e 20)
4 AB __ 4pA 4, ()(B)4 B __ 4 1A 4 4 1B __
= g =B " OOER) = 5 B "iae (v B =
1 N*
= € mr' _N2 T NS 5 47
(% o ) o
with the last line in accord with Egs. ().
< (o) <A
From fyE4 (2(0) = (L) (V((0)): V) EP(2(0)) and iy Ep(z(0) =

‘B (L_l)(ﬁ)(a)(V(z(a));‘o/) it turns out [B3] that the flat indices (a) of the adapted
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tetrads 4 E“ and of the triads 3 e(y and cotriads 3¢l on ¥, transform as Wigner spin

1 1nd1(:es under point-dependent SO(3) Wigner rotations R® ) (V (2(0)); A(z(0))) asso-
ciated with Lorentz transformations A(O‘)(ﬁ)(z) in the tangent plane to M* in the same

point [R5 (A(2(0)); V(2(0))) = [L(V;V(2(0))) A (2(0)) L(A(2(0))V (2(0)); V)W ) =
]_ O . 4 I/

(O R 4 (V(2(0)); Az(0))) )] Instead the index (o) of the adapted tetrads (s Ef,) is a

local Lorentz scalar in each point. Therefore, the adapted tetrads in the holonomic basis

should be denoted as ?Z)Eg), with (0) and A = (7,r) Lorentz scalar indices and with (a)
Wigner spin 1 indices; we shall go on with the indices (0), (a) without the overbar for the
sake of simplicity. In this way the tangent planes to ¥, in M* are described in a Wigner
covariant way, reminiscent of the flat rest-frame covariant instant form of dynamics intro-
duced in Minkowski spacetime in Ref. [11]. Similar conclusions are reached independently
in Ref. [84] in the framework of nonlinear Poincaré gauge theory [the vector fields e, and
the 1-forms 6% of that paper correspond to X ; and 64 in Eq.(§) respectively].

Therefore, an arbitrary tetrad field, namely a (in general nongeodesic) congruence of
observers’ timelike worldlines with 4-velocity field u?(r,5) = 4E(fé) (1,7), can be obtained
with a pointwise Wigner boost from the special surface forming timelike congruence whose

4-velocity field is the normal to X, I4(7,5) = € (E)E(O)(T 7) [it is associated with the 3+1

splitting of M* with leaves X,; see Appendix A].
We can invert Eqs.(47) to get N, N7 = 3¢l N®, (@ and e[,  in terms of the tetrads

4E (a
(o)
B 1
- JEELE - TRl
YEL) Bl — X "Bl "B

N = —
[fE)? — X [4E]
4

P = - T

\/[4ET] E(c [ET))?
6(a Z B(a + NT 4E(b))

4ET 4ET
Biays) = Sa)o Sl . 48
(a)(b) = O(a)(b) 4ET By + VLB — Sl BT (48)

If e~ = det (*¢[,)), then from the orthonormality condition we get *e(q), = e(*efy) *e{,) —

36’Eb) 3efc)) [with (a), (b), (¢) and r,s,t cyclic] and it allows to express the cotriads in terms

of the tetrads 4E(f‘x). Therefore, given the tetrads 4E(f;) [or equivalently the cotetrads 4E£1a)]
on M*, an equivalent set of variables with the local Lorentz covariance replaced with local
Wigner covariance are the lapse N, the shifts N = N = 3e(a)rN ", the Wigner-boost

parameters <p(“) = —€p(q) and either the triads 36@) or the cotriads 3e(a)r.
In Appendix A there is the expression in terms of the variables N, N(a go(a and e,
[and /or ®e{,)] of the connection coefficients I, of the spin connection *wa(a)(s), of the
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field strength *Q4p(a) (s, of the Riemann tensor *R*pcp and of the Weyl tensor *C4pcp
in the ¥,-adapted holonomic coordinate basis, where the 4-metric is “g45. These formulas
give the bridge to the reconstruction of the spacetime M* starting from the ADM tetrad
description and show explicitly the dependence of 4-tensors on the undetermined lapse and
shift functions.
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IV. THE LAGRANGIAN AND THE HAMILTONIAN IN THE NEW VARIABLES.

Let us consider the ADM action (25) Sapas; its independent variables in metric gravity

have now the following expression in terms of N, N = N = 36@)]\7,,, 0@ = —€P(a),
Sl =3eq), [y = det (Pgrs) = (Pe)® = (det (e(a)r))’]

N, N, =2ef) Ny = e(ay Niw),

2grs ="l Sy "¢’ = ety Peys, (49)

so that the line element of M* becomes

d82 = 6(N2 — N(G)N(a))(dT)2 — 2€N(a) 3€(a)rd7'd0'r — 636(a)r 36(a)sdard0'5 = €[N2(d7')2
(3e(a)rdar + N(a)dT)(36(a)sts + N(a)dT)} .

The extrinsic curvature takes the form [N(a)|r = 36‘(2)]\78‘7, = 8TN(Q) — €(a)(b)(c) gu)r(b)N(C) from
Eq.(35)]
~os 1
3 v3
rs brbs uv 2N( r|s+ s|r a grs)
1
= 57 (Ce@rdy + @) (Nwpw = 0- *eayu);
S 1 w w
3Kr(a):3Kr536(a):2N(5 (b(s +3€ )3 €(b)r )(N(b _a €(c )
]' T
3K = N 36(a)(N(a)|r — 87 3€(a)r), (50)

so that the ADM action in the new variables is
gADMT = /delADMT =

= —ek/de3J{N3€ €(a)(b)(c) 3€Ta) 36?17) 391“8(0) +
3e 1 3 3 3 3
+ ﬁ( Gy )@®©@ € (N — 07 “e@r) "€l (Nis — Or "e(e) 5)} (51)

where we introduced the flat (with lower indices) inverse Wheeler-DeWitt supermetric
(G D @@ = da@dera + d@@ oo — 20@mde@- (52)
The flat supermetric is

*Co@m)e@ = Gl = *Go@b)ae) = Gole)()a)t) =
_5(a 05 +5a 5 c_éa(b(s(c

1
500w @) + ey O(w)(0)]- (53)

3 - _
9 Go(a)(b Go(e (N ~ 9

The new action does not depend on the 3 boost variables ¢ [like the Higgs model
Lagrangian in the unitary gauge does not depend on some of the Higgs fields [6,7]], contains
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lapse N and modified shifts N, as Lagrange multipliers, and is a functional independent
from the second time derivatives of the fields. The canonical momenta and the Poisson
brackets are

1 9) = g et =0

)= e o

7l (7, 5) = —5;]5;?1”(\” 5 =0

ey (7,0) = 535?[)]\(? 7~ d;\je CE N @@ e *elsy (Neys — Or *e(o)s)] (1, 7) =
= 2¢k[Pe(* K™ — e(c e(c 3K> 0s)(T,0),

{N(r,0), 7~rN(7', 5’,)} = 53(5,5 ),
{N)(7,8), 7l (1,5
{¢()(7.5), 7~T(b)(775 )
e (7,0),* Ty (1,0)} = 00 5;6° (7,7 ),

{36(11 (Ta )a 3ﬁ-(sb) (7_? o )} = _36Tb) (7_? 6:) € a) T
3 3

{Pe(7,), ) (1, 5)} = "e(1,5) el (7, 7) 6%(7,), (54)

where the Dirac delta distribution is a density of weight -1 [it behaves as y/v(T, )], be-

cause we have the & -reparametrization invariant result [ d%c'0%(¢,&)f(7) = f(&)]. The
momentum 37?( ) is a density of weight -1.

&)~ 0, (7, ) ~ 0, 7%, (r,5) ~ 0, there

Besides the seven primary constraints Wf)(
(the generators of the inner rotatlons)

are the following three primary constraints

5 - | 5 .
M) (7,6) = €@ e (T, 6) 7o) (7, ) = Se@eie) "My (7,5) =0,

= * Moty (7,7) = €aie) “Mio (7,7) =
= %e(a)(1,7) 37?6,)(7', &) — ey (7, 5) 37?2;1)(7', 7) ~0. (55)
By using Eqgs.(53) and (b4) we get the following inversion

36@) ( N(b)\r - 87' 36(17)7’) + 3€€b)(N(a)\r - 87— 3€(a)r) =

eN 3 3 3~r
= 3psg Co@®©O@ € T(a, (56)

so that, even if this equation cannot be solved for 0, 36(,1),, [due to the degeneracy associated
with the first class constraints|, we can get the phase space expression of the extrinsic
curvature without using the Hamilton equations
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3 o € 3 3 3 3 3~u
Krs = 7052 *Gotamo@ el ey *elon T,
3 € 37 € 3 3~r
K- = ———3e(y, 377, o7
2k /7 e3¢ C@r T o

Since at the Lagrangian level the primary constraints are identically zero, we have

1 1., ~
3or 3 r 3 38 3 r 13 38 3 38 3 3 r —
Ta) = "€y €0 "oy = 5 Cl C@s "oy T €wys ")) = 5" My "€y =

3 r 3 ~

1
3~ 3 — 3 ~ r 3 _
ﬂ-(a) 87— e(a)r = 5[ e(a)s ﬂ-(b) + e(b)s ﬂ-(a)] €(b) 87— €(a)7« =
N
— 3~r 3 3 3~s 3 3ar
=" N = 55 " Co@®)e@) "€ T(e) "er Ta); (58)

and the canonical Hamiltonian is
[j[(c) = /d?’o'['ﬁ'NaTN + ﬁéz)aTN(a) + 7hi-(i)a'rgo(a) + 377'((1)0736(@)7«](7, 0_:) - [A/ADMT =

= |, @oleN (ke ey el "€l *Drste) =

1
8k 3e
— Noy "Rl (7,6) + /82 d*S,[Nio) *7{o))(7, 5). (59)

3 3 3~r 3 3~s
Goa)(b)(©)(d) “Clayr “T(p) “€(c)s T (1)) —

In this paper we shall ignore the surface term.
The Dirac Hamiltonian is

Hpy = Hyy + / FPolAn T + Aoy Ty + Moy Ty + H(a) > M(a)(7, 5). (60)

The 7-constancy of the ten primary constraints generates four secondary constraints
[from 0, 7V (7,7) &~ 0 and from 0, 7y (7, 7) ~ 0]
(a)
H(r, &) = e[k @) el €l *Qrate) —

1 3 3 3~r 3 358 =
S5 Gombro *ean Ty e *ity | (7,5) =

1
o 3.3p _ _+ 3 3
= e[k: e’R i 3e Go(a)®)(c)() “€(a)r

Hwy(7,0) = [0, *7lay — €@o)e) “wrie) “To)|(T,G) = *7{yy, (1.0) = 0,
:>f:[(c) :/dga[]\f?:{—]\f(a) ﬂ(a)](T,ﬁ) ~ 0. (61)
It can be checked that the superhamiltonian constraint 7:{(7', &) = 0 coincides with the
ADM metric superhamiltonian one H(7, &) ~ 0 given in Eqs.(irY) of Section V, where also

the ADM metric supermomentum constraints will be expressed in terms of the tetrad gravity
constraints.
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It is convenient to replace the constraints H(a)(T, 7) ~ 0 [they are of the type of SO(3)
Yang-Mills Gauss laws, because they are the covariant divergence of a vector density] with
the 3 constraints generating space pseudodiffeomorphisms on the cotriads and their conju-
gate momenta

*0,(r,5) = [3%)7» Hia) + *wria) 3M(a>](7, 7) =
= [ 8 e(as_a( e(aT ~(sa)>](7—753>%07

7:{(“) (T7 53) = _3€Ta) (T7 53) [3ér + 3wr’(b) 3M(b)] (T, O_") ~ 07

= }AI(,D) + /d3 )\Nﬂ- + )\(a + )\ 71-(a —|—,U(a) M(a)](T’ 6:)’
[j[(,c) - /d30' NH + N(a) e(a) 3@7“](7_7 6:)7
(62)

where we replaced [11a) — Ny *efy) *wr()(7, &) with the new Dirac multipliers /i) (7, 7).
All the constraints are first class because the only non-identically vanishing Poisson
brackets are

{*Ma(7,7),* My (7,5 )} = €@y * M) (1,)8%(7, ),

(M (1,5),20,(,5)} = *My)(7,5) %7
{20.(1,d),%0,(1,7)} = ’0,(r,& )ai +30,(r, )8 T]53(6 7),
(H(r,5),%0,(r.7)} = Hir. ) D00

{H(7,6), H(7,5)} = [P}, (1,5) Ha) (7, 5) +
+ 2l (1, 6) Hia (7,7 )]% -
= {Pelu) *eln) [Os + *wagr) *Mp)]](7, 6) +
06%(3,7)

do" (63)

+ [ef) *elay ['0s + Yo "Myl (7, 7)}
The Poisson brackets of the cotriads and of their conjugate momenta with the constraints
are ['R = €a)p)(e) *€{a) "€ *Drs(o)]

/

Per(r,3), *Mu) (1,6 )} = €@ e (1,3)8°(3, ),

A / 83 a)r a_) /
Peqn(r8),%0,(r, &)} = L0 TP 535 5 Lse ) (7.6)

Jdo* oo
= ~ - € 1 . o
{Pewn(7.0). (7.6} = = |52 *Cotmmora ewr *eos Ty (7.6)0°(3, 7).

-

(70, (1,3), " My (1,6)} = €@y Tl (1, 5)0%(3,7 ),
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{3~7‘ ( —») 3@ ( _.J>} _ 31 ( )8(53(—» —»/) 67" 0 [3~u ( _’,>53(_’ _»/)]
Tt O A W(Q)TU Oo's 5 0o'u CNE 0,0 )|,
N , 1
370 (1,8), H(T, 8 )} = €|2k3e CR™ — = 3¢"3R) 3 ey +
(a) 5 (@)

1 . »
+ 5e Gott)e) ) “ele)s gy =

1 3 r 3 3 3~u 3 3~v o 3/ - v,
N 8k 3e €(a) Go(b)(c)(d)(e) Ebyu M) E(dw 71'(6)} (7" 0')5 (0- i ) +

~ w u TV r uv 8(5 (_‘ _’,)
+ 2k %e(r, ) FT WCeley "9 =€l g )} (7,0)80—7“’ +
, 02035, 5)
3. u 3 rv 3 r 3 wv - ,

+ 2k 3e(r, 0)[ €a) 9 — €9 )}(T,O’)W’ (64)

where we used

{*e(r.0)°R(7,), %, (1.0 )} = —2k[Pe(CR™ —

9" R)ea)s| (7, 6)0%(5, & )+

= w u rv r uv 1\ 063 Er',&/
+2k3e(r, 7) {31“ (et 3g7 —Ser, 3g )} (1, )%_‘_
/N 926%(3,5
+2k%e(r, )[36? 129" = el 39””} (1,0 )aaiu(aav)‘
The Hamilton equations associated with the Dirac Hamiltonian (62) are [see Egs.(88)
for 3R]
0-N(r,G) = {N(7,3), H )} = An(7,5),
0-Nia)(7,5) = {Niw)(7,7), Hipy} = Aoy (7, 5),
0-0(a) (7, 5) = {0(a)(7,8), Hipy } = NG, (7, 5),
Or Py (1,6) = ey (1,6), Hip)} =
€ Ny 3~ >
—@[g o(a)(b)(e)(d) C®)r €()s W(d)}(ﬁ 7) +
5 Oy 4
+ {Na») €0 pgs T €a>sa—(N<b> %)](T, 7) +
+ @) i) (7 ) P (7, 6)
87’ 37r(ra)(7_a 6:) = {3ﬁ€a) (7-7 5)) H(D)} -
TS 1 rs TS rs u
= 2]{56[3€N(SR 539 SR)%e(a)s + 2e(NI"ls —3g7s NI ‘u)i’»e(a)s} (r,) —
N(T> 0_:) 1 3 34r 3~
Y [g o(a)(b)(e)(d) "T(n) €(e)s T(d) —
2 3, r 3 3~u 3 v
~ 5, Cla) Go®)o@(e) e Tie) " E(aw 7o) (. 3) +
9 s ~r ~u 0 r
505 [No *ely Tl (7. 5) = Ry (1.9) 5 [Ny *efy ] (7.6) +
+ €@ fiw) (T 0) 7Ty (1,5),
Y
Or Sefy (7,5) = —[Pefy) Sefny0r Peqys] (7,5)
o €Ny s .
= 15 Cowmo *ely *eos "y (7.6)



d3e 0
3 s 3 u 3 _r (b)s 3 r =
— ey [N() €(e) "€ 80 + aUS(N ) e(c))} (1,0) +

+ €@ L) (T, F) Pely (T, 5),
0. %e(r,3) = { e e(aﬁ €(a) T}( *)é

= [N €(a)s 7r( )}(7', 7)+

+ (36 [N(b) 36?{7 6?[1)85 36((1 ) ‘l' z ) 6((1)887’(N(b) 36?@)})(’7‘, 0_:) (65)
From the Hamilton equations and Eqs.(88), (b7), we get

a'r 397“8(7—) 6) = [Nr\s + Ns|r - 2N3KT8:| (7', 0-)7
€ v ~y
-2 K s, )= 17 Go@mea o (= 3 |00 (Nim) €y ey eys *ecen i) +

- 1
+ e(c)u ﬂ-zld) {QkN(?)Ruv o 5 3guv 3R) + E(N\u|v . 3gqu|l|l)}36(d)v .
N 1 3 3 3 3 3~u 3 3
~ s L5 e e *eon *Gotarornte) ey ey
3~

3 3 3 3 3~u 3 v
— “e(ayr "e®)s0(e)(@) “Go(e) ()(g)(h) “Eleyu T (f) “E(gyo T (n) T

3 3 3 3~v 3 3~u 3 3 3~u 3 3~v
+ ey “eb)s ("emy “T(m) "€ "oy T " Goe)e)(f)9) “Eleyn “T(a) "€y “T(p)) +

3 3 3 3 3 3
+ Pty "Go)e)()(9) “€(e)s + €m)s “Goa)(e)()(9) “Ele)r)
3 3~u 3 3~v o
(fu"T(g) "€l mﬂ)(n 7),
o1
0-*K(r,3) = (IN°R+ 4N} +

N 3 3r \2 3 3 3~r 3 3~s
T isey |Cer *iy)? = 5 *Cotmmena) *etar Ty *e(s *Fa| —
€ 3ar 3 u =
T Ihe @ [Ny *eliy @ *etarr + *etaude (N *eliny)| ) (7, ),
0: 3w (1,0)= o (0r°ewys — Os “eyr)°G efy +
W@ (T:0) = 5o (0 "ews = Os “ewr ) Go@ymm) "€

) —

3 3 s 3
_@([ €fa) *Gotytmm) = €l *Gotwwomm |
N , N

- 5 3 33 3~
_07“(% €)s E(m)t 7Tfn)) _85(@ Eyr Emyt Wf"))} +

3 3 3
— €a) €@b) Go(o)(1) m)(n) 6(l)r} E(m)t

3 3 v 3
+ el *ely e *Gole)tym)m)
- N - N .
_01)(% 36(1)u 3e(m)t 37rfn)) - &L(% 36(l)v 36(m)t 37Tfn))D -
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— (D0 e(e — O ) | ey Pelay + Peliy "el) e
[Ny *€ny ety O *ee + (Newy *efuy)] +

+2ety ety (Nom) efony 0w e + e (N ey ) | +

+ ey (O (Nwy *luy D *evys + ey (New) efay)) =

— 04(Nw) 36?w>8u S+ eudn(Naw) *el,)) ) —

— ey (8 (Ntw) *€f) 0 *e(a)s + *€(ayu0s(New) *€(y)) —

— 0y(Nw)® e(w)f?u eayr + e(@udr (Nw) 36("w>))) +

+ el el *eor (Oo(Niw) *efuy&r *eccnu + *ee0u(Niw) efu)) =

= Ou(Nw) *elydr *eern + (@ (N *el))) +
([(a ew)s — Os *ewyr ) Eayimymn) — (Or e(a)s—8s3€(a>r)€<b><m>(n>}3€fn>+
+ (D Petep — Ou ) [Pelyy Pecerreiaympm el +

+ el Per€m)mym) “€lny F €l "€l E(e)m)m) 3€(n>r])ﬂ(m>+

+ el emmm — el e@mm | [0 (fim) *emys) — O

3 u 3 v ~ 3 ~ 3
+ ety Sl Be(reie)mmy | O (iim) *eny) — Ouliiim) *euy)]- (66)
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They are needed in Appendix B, where there is the Hamiltonian version of the quantities
given in Appendix A. )
Let us consider the canonical transformation 7 (7, &) dN (7, &) + 7y (1, 7) dNa (1, ) +

frf)(r 5) dp)(7,5) + 37, (7,6) Pe,(,6) = &4, (1,6)d'EY(1,5), where ‘&,
{AEC (7, 3), Tl (1,0} = 555((1 53(ﬂ &)] would be the canonical momenta if the ADM

) _4 (‘1) b“ in the holonomic

¥ ,-adapted basis, as essentially is done in Refs. [68,67]. If ¥ 1+ E , we have

action would be considered as a functional of the cotetrads 4E (o

= (b)
d~7 (b) P@)P  qa~r

i) = —€Pw) T + [0, — - ,

(a) Pla) (o) + [0(a) 147 |7y
~ 3 eN A= (®) Aard=r 3 4~
szl) = ( ,7 (p(a) — N(a)> 7T(0) - 5(0,) N ﬂ-(b) — e(a)r 7T(0) —

L 0w, 0 o, Par?e?
(b)

3ar Ad~r (b) (P(Q)SD d~r
Ty = —€P) Ty T ) € — ,

(@ =~ T+ O — €77 7=) T
iy =" — oG,

(N
~ (b) P@)P 7~
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tions) *Mia)(s)

o = —7 €l — €7 = 7T(b)jLVN@L) Clay T+
3. [ (b ) (@) _ 50 p0) Ne) -8
+ Pely[=N 01 — ()" — 09 )1_'_,}/]7T(b)
1, 1
_ e [5@®) ) 4 25O pa)3g | Bze
147 (a)[ ¥ _ '] (c) (b)
d~r [5(17) + Sp(a)go(b) ]3~T’ o 3 r [5( ) . SO(b)QO( )]~@' +
o) = ) T 5 17y "0 T @ o le T o
3 r N 3 ias® 1 (s @ <@ @y V@) =8
+ €0 e N T — €0(a) "€ [INO () + (5(6)90()_5(c)90())1+ﬁ]ﬁ(c)_
Pla) 1, 5(c L @s® 3 3as 67
1+7[ +780 (d] ) “€(b)s “T(a)- (67)

Our canonical transformation (67) allows to consider the metric ADM Lagrangian as
function of the cotetrads 4E(") = YE{ ¥} and to find the conjugate momenta ‘7. Eqs. (67

show that the four primary constraints, which contain the informations 7V ~ 0 and 7 7r(a ~ 0,
are 47?@) ~ 0. The six primary constraints (the generators of the local Lorentz transforma-

= AL M) Ty — N8y ) “T(ay] = 0 of this formulation have the following
relation with 77 ~ 0 and SMu ~ 0

477 3 ~ 3 ~ @ =N
M@y = —¢ M(a)(b>+(%0(a> Zp>—%0(> Z”>)+€(%0(a>N<b>—%0(b>N<a>)7T -

(,0()90(@) ~]\7
5e+ Nl ~ 0,
1+ﬁ)(“” 15 Nl
1

@) y
71 +7)
) + 2@ Ne)d@o — Naypw il =0,

4y 5P 30 ~ i
Mayo) = —€VR () — 7 Mywy ) — €7@ @) — Npym™ +

Pla) )
(1)

317 417 417 417
Mayw) = —€ M) + —1 = @ Mo — o) Moo +

417 Y 4 7 47 VA~T
+ [2@) "Mpy0) — 2) “Mayo)] = [(@) " Elyy — o) "B Ty —
— €[(6(@)(©)(d)(e) — S(a)(©)Ob)(e)) (Oe)@) + LC)W_@ )4E(Tc) +
1+7
%0(>4E
1+7
5 P)PO) \4 Ty
s =€ (5[1 i e— M, o) +—— Ma -
& = €@ 7(1+7)) O© T 15 Mawre
P@)Pb) \dr d~7
_6(5ab_f)E T +
@0~ 5011 5)) PO o
L@P®) \apr L) - 4 VAT
+ [e(Sayp) — =W yapr 2O (5 BT — S CER)] YR, ~ 0. (68
O =575y o~ 155000 B —dew " Eu)l T (68)

Let us add a comment on the literature on tetrad gravity. The use of tetrads (or vierbeins

D) (Stayay ey — S(e)(a) P (a)) Ty = 0,
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or local frames) started with Ref. [58], where vierbeins and spin connections are used as
independent variables in a Palatini form of the Lagrangian. They were used by Dirac [5]
for the coupling of gravity to fermion fields (see also Ref. [66]) and here ¥ -adapted tetrads
were introduced. In Ref. [60] the reduction of this theory at the Lagrangian level was done
by introducing the so-called ‘time-gauge’ *E(? = 0 [or 4E = 0], which distinguishes the
time coordinate x° = const. planes; in this paper there is also the coupling to scalar fields,
while in Ref. [61] the coupling to Dirac-Maiorana fields is studied. In Ref. [63] there is a
non—metric Lagrangian formulation, see Eq.(249), employing as basic variables the cotetrads
4E , which is different from our metric Lagrangian and has different primary constraints;
its Hamlltoman formulation is completely developed. See also Ref. [64] for a study of the
tetrad frame constraint algebra. In the fourth of Refs. [62] cotetrads 4E/(f) together with the
spin connection 4wa‘2%) are used as independent variables in a first order Palatini action [see
also the Nelson-Regge papers in Refs. [62] for a different approach, the so-called covariant
canonical formalism|, while in Ref. [b5] a first order Lagrangian reformulation is done for
Eq.(29) [in both these papers there is a 3+1 decomposition of the tetrads different from our
and, like in Ref. [63], use is done of the Schwinger time gauge to get free of three boost-like
parameters].

Instead in most of Refs. [b2,67%,68] one uses the space components E(*) of cotetrads
YE(, together with the conjugate momenta ‘77, inside the ADM Hamiltonian, in which
one puts g, = 1B 4,5 1B and 11" = 1p@®) [*EL,) *7ls) + 1, ()] Lapse and
shift functions are treated as Hamiltonian multipliers and there is no worked out Lagrangian
formulation. In Ref. [69] it is shown how to go from the space components *E(*) to cotriads
%e(a)r by using the “time gauge” on a surface z° = const.; here it is introduced for the first
time the concept of parameters of Lorentz boosts [if they are put equal to zero, one recovers
Schwinger’s time gauge|, which was our starting point to arrive at the identification of the
Wigner boost parameters o). Finally in Ref. [85] there is a 341 decomposition of tetrads
and cotetrads in which some boost-like parameters have been fixed (it is a Schwinger time
gauge) so that one can arrive at a Lagrangian (different from ours) depending only on lapse,
shift and cotriads.

In Ref. [69] there is another canonical transformation from cotriads and their conjugate
momenta to a new canonical basis containing densitized triads and their conjugate momenta

(36(11)7’ ’ 3ﬁ€a)) ( 3h’(a = e 36?{1)

23K(a)7,, = 2[ e(a 3KST‘ + 4 M(a (b)?”] =
= L e Pewn Pt + —*Miwm ewn]) (69)
5[ Gowoen “ewr “eon "y + 32" Miae *eor]);

which is used to make the transition to the complex Ashtekar variables [37]
(371Za)7 3A(a)r =9 3K(a)T + i3u)7(a) ), (70)

where A, is a zero density whose real part (in this notation) can be considered the
gauge potential of the Sen connection and plays an important role in the simplification of
the functional form of the constraints present in this approach; the conjugate variable is a
density 1 SU(2) soldering form.
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V. COMPARISON WITH ADM CANONICAL METRIC GRAVITY.

In this Section we give a brief review of the Hamiltonian formulation of ADM metric
gravity [see Refs. [T&TL.27.7T.79]] to express its constraints in terms of those of Section IV.
Let us rewrite Eq.(25) in terms of the independent variables N, N, = 3¢,,N*% 3¢,, as
Sapm = [dT Lapu (1) = [drd?0Lapu(7,0) = —€k [n, dr [ dPo{\/FN PR+ *K,* K" —
(3K)2]}(T, O—:) Since 50(W3R) — ﬁ(gRrs _ %397"5 3R)50 397“8 4 ﬁ(ggrséo 3g7’s|u _ 50 39rulr>|u’
we get
0oSapns = [ drd*o (LGoN + L0, Ny + L10, g
_l_aT [Ekﬁ(gKrs _ 3grs 3K)5O 397’5} _ ar [QEkﬁ(gKrs _ 3grs 3K)5O Ns}

+8r [Ek\/,—y(]\/‘[?)guvéo 3guv|r _ 3gu7’50 39m}|v] 4 N|u 397“850 3gus _ N\T’ 3guv50 3guv} )’
so that the Euler-Lagrange equations are

_ a»CADM _a a»CADM _a 8£ADM _

L
NN T 00.N " 99,N
= —ek 'R - K. "K™ + CK)?] = =2k *Gu =0,
I — OLapm 9 OLapm 9 OLapm _

NoON, T 99N, 7 09N,
= 2ek[\Y(CK™ = ¢" *K)] | = 2k G =0,

0 1
L;S:—Ek[—[ﬁ(gKm—ggrng)] _Nﬁ(SRrs_§3grs3R)_l_

or
1
419N ﬁ(3Kru 3Kus _ 3K 3Krs) + §Nﬁ[(3K)2 _ 3Kuv 3Kuv)3grs +
VAN, = NTP)| = —ekN /716G 20, (71)

and correspond to the Einstein equations in the form Gy =0, 4Gy, =0, *G,.s = 0, respectively.
As shown after Eq.(ilU) there are four contracted Bianchi identities implying that only two
of the equations Lj° =0 are independent.

The canonical momenta (densities of weight -1) are

~ . 0Sapm

1 e
(.9 = SaNmr.e ~

. 5

(7, 3) Sapm___

= 00.N,(1,5)

= . 05apm .
3Hrs — — 3K7“8 3, rs 3K
(7.9) = S gy = K WVACKT =g K))(r,5),

3K, = —— Jrs 3f[], 3 = 3 0rs 37 = —QEkﬁgK, (72)

and satisfy the Poisson brackets

{N(r.),1%(r, )} = 8°(¢.7)

{NT(T> 5)) Hf\?(Ta 6:,)} = 5ﬁ53(67 5

Lons(r,d), 1% (1,5} = %(5?52’ +0702)0%(7, 7). (73)
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Let us introduce a new tensor, the Wheeler- DeWitt supermetric

3G7’stw (77 0_:) = [3grt 3gsw + 3grw 3gst - 397“8 3gtw] (77 5)) (74)
whose inverse is defined by the equations
1 1 1
§3G7’5tw §3Gtwuv — _(5u5v + 5v5u)
3Gtwuv(7_ 0.) [3gtu 39wv + 3gtv 3gwu ) 3gtw 3guv] (7_’ 6), (75)

so that we get

T (r,6) = Seby7 G (7, 8) (T, 7).
€
NG
PR3 K e (K7, 5) =

_ k‘_2[’}/_1(3ﬂm Bﬂm _ %(31—[)2](7_’ 6_») _ (2]{:)—1[7—1 BGTSM) Sﬂrs 3ﬂuv] (7_’ 0—:)’

3K,o(T, &) 3Csun (T, @) 211 (7, &),

87' 397‘8(7—7 53) = [Nr|s + Ns|r - 3Grsuv 3Hm}]( _’)- (76>

kf

Since 31:[”07 397’5 :3ﬂrs [Nr\s+Ns|r eN 3Grsuv3ﬂuv] :_2Nr3ﬁrs‘s_ ks\]/\% 3Grsuv 3ﬂrs3ﬁuv+
(2N, 31:[”)‘3, we obtain the canonical Hamﬂtonlan [since N, 311 is a vector density of weight
-1, we have 3V (N, 3II"*) = 9,(N, *11"%)]

Hapy = /S o [N, N + ﬁﬁé)TNT + 31070, g,4) (7, 7) — Lapy =

. 3 3 3 317rs3TTUY 317rs -
—/dO’[EN(kﬁ R — 2]{?\/_ Grsuv H H ) 2N7“ I ‘5](7_?0-)_'_

+2/ &5, [N, *TI" | (7, &), (77)

In the following discussion we shall omit the surface term.
The Dirac Hamiltonian is [the (7, &)’s are arbitrary Dirac multipliers]

Hpyapy = Hieyapm + /dSU An IV + A ﬂ?v] (1,0). (78)

The 7-constancy of the primary constraints [0,1I(r,5) = {IIN(r, &), Hpyapm} =~ 0,
871:[%(7', 7) = {1:[%(7', 7), Hipyapam } = 0] generates four secondary constraints [all 4 are den-
sities of weight -1] which correspond to the Einstein equations Gy (7, 3) =0, *Gp,.(1,5) =0
[see after Eqs.(10)]

H(7.5) = elkyT°R ~ o f?’va‘”’H’”H“”]( ,0) =
= VAR o (T = SO, ) =
N = eb{ VAR = CK K™ — CK))]}H7, ) = 0,
TH(1,0) = =217 |4(7, ) = —2[0,*T1" + °T%, *TI*|(7, &) =
= =2ek{0,[VY(CK™ =g K] 4 T A C K™ =P KON, 7) = 0, (79)

44



so that we have

Haow = [ o[NF+ N )(r,5) = 0, (50)

with H(7,5) ~ 0 called the superhamiltonian constraint and *H"(7,&) ~ 0 called the
supermomentum constraints. See Ref. [BG] for their interpretation as the generators of the
change of the canonical data 3g¢,s, 3II"*, under the normal and tangent deformations of the
spacelike hypersurface ¥, which generate ¥, 4, [one thinks to X, as determined by a cloud
of observers, one per space point; the idea of bifurcation and reencounter of the observers is
expressed by saying that the data on X, (where the bifurcation took place) are propagated
to some final ¥, 4, (where the reencounter arises) along different intermediate paths, each
path being a monoparametric family of surfaces that fills the sandwich in between the two
surfaces; embeddability of ¥, in M* becomes the synonymous with path independence; see
also Ref. [82] for the connection with the theorema egregium of Gauss).

In ‘H(7,) ~ 0 one can say that the term —ek,/7(*K,, *K"* — *K?) is the kinetic energy
and €k,/y 3R the potential energy: in any Ricci flat spacetime (i.e. one satisfying Ein-
stein’s empty-space equations) the extrinsic and intrinsic scalar curvatures of any spacelike
hypersurface X, are both equal to zero (also the converse is true [87]).

All the constraints are first class, because the only non-identically zero Poisson brackets
correspond to the so called universal Dirac algebra [1):

(H(1,8),*Hy (1,6 )} =

Yo 0083 F) s 08%(0,0)
_3 ~\ 00°(0,0) 3 L 05%(5,5)
B HT(T’ U) Oos + HS(T’ U) Oo” >
~ ~ , - 53 ra—
((r,2), (.8} = e, ) 0T

{H(7,6), H(7,6 )} = [*g"*(7,5)*Ha(7, &) +
983(3, &)

+ 3grs(77 5/>3ﬂ8 (Tv O_:l>] Oo" ’

(81)

with 37:&» = 30,4 3H" as the combination of the supermomentum constraints satisfying the
algebra of 3-diffeomorphisms. In Ref. [8@] it is shown that Eqgs.(BI) are sufficient conditions
for the embeddability of ¥, into M?. In the second paper in Ref. [ it is shown that the
last two lines of the Dirac algebra are the equivalent in phase space of the Bianchi identities
gr, = 0.

The Hamilton-Dirac equations are

aTN(Ta 5) = {N(7'> 5)aH(D)ADM} = )\N(T, 5),

0.N.(7,5) < {N,(7,3), Hipyapu} = AN (7,3),
2¢e N

G

1

35
Hrs__
( 2

a'r 397’5(7—7 6:) = {397“8(7-7 53)) H(D)ADM} = [Nr|s + Ns|r - 397“8 31:‘[)](7-7 0_:) =
= [Nys + Ngjp — 2N ° K, ) (1, 7),
5 -\ © s - rs 1 rs —
0, °1"*(1,6) = {*1"*(7, ), Hpyapm } = [N ky/7(*R"™ — 539 *R))(1,5) —
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N

kv 2
B ﬂ 3 rs (1 1:[2
2 k7 2
+ Lg (7, 8) + elkyF(NI =397 NI )](7, 5),
with Eﬁ 3T — 6[(3ﬁrsNu>|u _ NT\u 3zus _ Ns\u 377‘_1”"}7
4
0: 3 Kpo(r,5) = (NP Ry + P K * Koy — 29K, *K" ] —
— Nigp + N" P Koy + N, Koy + NP K, ) (7,6),
0, 7(7, ) = (29[-NPK + N*,])(7,5),
(NPg™?Ros + CE)? = N + N2 1, ) (7, 6), (82)

1 ~ ~
_ 26[ ( 3H 3Hrs 3Hru 3Hus)(7_7 5») _

. 31:[m} 31:[1”))](7', 5») +

®
w
=
2
2
o

with
'Cﬁ 3Hrs — _ﬂ3vu(%3ﬂrs) + 3Hur 3VuNs + 3Hus 3VUNT.

We have also used
o7 R)(7,5) = J Eo{(y°R)(T, 5) I (7, 61)}0 2 grs (7, 1) =
fd30153gm(7',51){[—\/7(3}3” _ 13 rs3R)]( 0—:) (O’ 0.1) + [\/*3F (3 rl3 sm
397"5 3glm)](7_’ 0_:1)85359(577151) + [ﬁ(3grl 3gsm 3 7"33 lm)](T 0.1)88(:(800:11)}.

The above equation for 9, 3g,,(7, &) shows that the generator of space diffeomorphisms
[ d®oN,.(7,3)*H"(1,&) produces a variation, tangent to %;, Sangent Grs = Lggs =
Nyjs + Ny in accord with the infinitesimal pseudodiffeomorphisms in Dif f¥,. Instead,
the superhamiltonian generator [ d*oN(r,&)H(r,&) does not reproduce the infinitesimal
diffeomorphisms in Diff M* normal to X, (see also Ref. [48]). In Ref. [BY] there is a
study of the assumptions hidden in the ADM formulation (essentially the embedding of the
model ¥ hypersurface in M* is fixed and not variable), whose relaxation allows to turn
an arbitrary normal deformation to X, (as an element of Diff M*) into the deformation
—2N(1,7)3K,s(T,7) generated by the superhamiltonian constraint.

Let us remark that the canonical transformation [*g45 and *g#? are given in Egs.(§)]

IV dN + ﬂ"ﬁ dN, + 310" d¥g,s = “TI4B d*gap defines the followmg momenta conjugated to
4

gAB
A7yTT N
I = —H
2N
- N"
= SN - I
2( N N)’
_ NTN* - _
4y7rs N 3177s
I = II II
( 2N )

/

AR S 1 S
{4gAB(T7 U)v 4HCD(T7 o )} = 5(5265 + 525%)53(0, o )7
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26 4~

ﬁN _ T
_ 4g7'7‘ _ _
I = 2e=—"1I"" — 2¢'TI"",
tgTT
Trd
3177s g g 4yy7T 477rs
I = e2—2 4" — €41, 83
(4g'r7') ( )
which would emerge if the ADM action would be considered function of *g4p instead of N,

N, and 3g,,.

The standard ADM momenta 311", defined in Eq. (72), may now be expressed in terms
of the cotriads and their conjugate momenta of the canonical formulation of tetrad gravity
given in Section IV:

~ 1
3Hrs — 6]{3\/’_)/(3Krs _ 3grs 3K> — Z[36@) 37':‘_&) 4 36?[1) 37}(2)]’

= - 1
=P =112 g, = =26k /7K = SPe(a) * .

[\

~ / 1 /
{3g,4(1,5) = 3e(a)r(7‘, 7) 3e(a)s(7, 7)™ (r, ¢ )} = 5(5;‘5;’ + 5;‘5}3)53(6, J),
_ ~ L1 ,
P (r,5), %11 (r, &)} = (5.7 x
g™ ety ety + 707 el el + 9™ el ety + 0™ el ey (7. 5)

3 Mayv) (T, 5) = 0.

(84)
The fact that in tetrad gravity the last Poisson brackets is only weakly zero has been noted
in Ref. [67].

Let us now consider the expression of the ADM supermomentum constraints in tetrad
gty Since e ST = Beou ety Ry + iy Tl = 1P + el eon ) =
ik ks e(a)( €(ayu 7T )+ SMuya))] = 1[2° Ty — 3e(a) May@)], we have

3HT8 — 8 31‘[7“8 3F;’u 3Hu8 —
= 0, T + [e(at)(c) *elay "ws(e) — s el e T =
1 37 ~ 3 s ~r
= 7O Lefe) "oy + el *Fiw)] —
— €@y e)®) “ef) “ws(e) T 05 *efyy] - 2770 — Pelyy *Mayw)]) =
1 3 r 3~ 3 3~ 35 3 r
= 717 05 "y = 2€@we) "Wstt) "To) = o) 0s “ela) +
+05(Pele) *lay) + @@ v *ela) “wite) + 05 *ey I ela) *Mayw) } =
_ 3_r 3,5 3.1 3 r 34s
= 1{2 oo + Dl ela) "oy = el T -
—[e@®e) *ela) *wse) + 05 e efa) *Moa)}- (85)
Since 7,y = 3¢l Pewn Ty + Pewu Tl — 3P Mae Pef), we get O e(a ey —
3‘3@) 37}(2)] = 85[%(36’8@) 367}7) - 36Ta) 3€fb))(3e(b)u 37~TEZ) + 36(a)u 37~Tub)) - 3€fa) () M(a)( )] =



—0s[el Pely 3M(a)), the ADM metric supermomentum constraints (79) are satisfied in
the following form

SHT = —2°T1" { —23¢] Hiay + 0s el el *Mayvy] +
[(9 €le) ~ € ®)(@) 3ws(b> Yefg)els "My } =
=—{236(a €la) 2O + Pefay *watr) — €fy) *watw] ey * My +
+ €@b)e) "€ Os[ ey * M) } = 0. (86)

Let us add a comment on the structure of gauge-fixings for metric gravity; the same
results hold for tetrad gravity. As said in Refs. [89,5], in a system with only primary and
secondary first class constraints (like electromagnetism, Yang-Mills theory and both metric
and tetrad gravity) the Dirac Hamiltonian Hp contains only the arbitrary Dirac multipliers
associated with the primary first class constraints. The secondary first class constraints are
already contained in the canonical Hamiltonian with well defined coefficients [the temporal
components Ag,, of the gauge potential in Yang-Mills theory; the lapse and shift functions
in metric and tetrad gravity; in both cases, through the first half of the Hamilton equations,
the Dirac multipliers turn out to be equal to the 7-derivatives of these quantities, which,
therefore, inherit an induced arbitrariness|. See the second paper in Ref. [§] for a discussion of
this point and for a refusal of Dirac’s conjecture [I] according to which also the secondary first
class constraints must have arbitrary Dirac multipliers (in such a case one does not recover
the original Lagrangian by inverse Legendre transformation and one obtains a different
7off-shell” theory). In these cases one must adopt the following gauge-fixing strategy: i)
add gauge- fixing constraints x, ~ 0 to the secondary constraints; ii) their time constancy,

O:Xa={Xa, Hp} = g, =~ 0, implies the appearance of gauge-fixing constraints g, ~ 0 for the
primary constraints; iii) the time constancy of the constraints g, ~ 0, 9,9, = {ga, Hp} ~ 0,
determines the Dirac multipliers in front of the primary constraints.

As shown in the second paper of Ref. [5] for the electromagnetic case, this method works
also with covariant gauge-fixings: the electromagnetic Lorentz gauge 0*A,(z) ~ 0 may be
rewritten in phase space as a gauge-fixing constraint depending upon the Dirac multiplier; its
time constancy gives a multiplier-dependent gauge-fixing for A,(x) and the time constancy
of this new constraint gives the elliptic equation for the multiplier with the residual gauge
freedom connected with the kernel of the elliptic operator.

In metric gravity, the covariant gauge-fixings analogous to the Lorentz gauge are
those determining the harmonic coordinates (harmonic or DeDonder gauge): x? =
\/1@ (v2g*gP) =~ 0 in the X,-adapted holonomic coordinate basis. More explicitly, they

are:

i) for B =7 NO.v — 70, N — N?9,(2) =~ 0;
i) for B =s: NN*0,y + v(NO.N°* — N*0,N) + N20,[Nv(3g™ — LXZ5)] ~ 0.

N2

From Eqs.(82) we get ;N =y, 0,N, =AY and 0,y = 373970, 3g,s = 1939 (Nys + Nyyp) —
5eN 31—1]
kA
Therefore, in phase space the harmonic coordinate gauge-fixings take the form 5
Y2(N, N,, Nr‘s, Grs, 317s AN, AN ) ~ (0 and have to be associated with the secondary super-
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hamiltonian and supermomentum constraints. The conditions d,x” ={x”, Hp} = ¢* ~
give the gauge-fixings for the primary constraints IIV =~ 0, I ~ 0. The conditions

0.g% ={g®, Hp} =~ 0 are partial differential equations for the Dirac multipliers Ay, ANV

implying a residual gauge freedom like it happens for the electromagnetic Lorentz gauge.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS.

Motivated by the attempt to get a unified description and a canonical reduction of the
four interactions in the framework of Dirac-Bergmann theory of constraint (the presymplectic
approach), we begin an investigation of general relativity along these lines. A complete
analysis of this theory along these lines is still lacking, probably due to the fact that it
does not respect the requirement of manifest general covariance. Instead, the presymplectic
approach is the natural one to get an explicit control on the degrees of freedom of theories
described by singular Lagrangians at the Hamiltonian level. After the completion of the
canonical reduction along these lines, one will come back to the interpretational problems
connected with general covariance, which are deeply different from those of ordinary gauge
theories like Yang-Mills one.

In this first paper we have reviewed the kinematical framework for tetrad gravity (natural
for the coupling to fermion fields) on globally hyperbolic, asymptotically flat at spatial
infinity spacetimes whose 3+1 decomposition may be obtained with simultaneity spacelike
hypersurfaces ¥, diffeomorphic to R? (they are the Cauchy surfaces).

Then, we have given a new parametrization of arbitrary cotetrads in terms of lapse
and shift functions, of cotriads on X, and of three boost parameters. Such parametrized
cotetrads are put in the ADM action for metric gravity to obtain the new Lagrangian for
tetrad gravity. In the Hamiltonian formulation, we obtain 14 first class constraints, ten
primary and four secondary ones, whose algebra is studied.

A comparison with other formulations of tetrad gravity and with the Hamiltonian ADM
metric gravity has been done.

In the next paper [56], we shall study the Hamiltonian group of gauge transformations
induced by the first class constraints. Then, the multitemporal equations associated with
the constraints generating space rotations and space diffeomorphisms on the cotriads will
be studied and solved. The Dirac observables with respect to thirteen of the fourteen con-
straints will be found in 3-orthogonal coordinates on ¥, and the associated Shanmugadhasan
canonical transformation will be done. The only left constraint to be studied will be the

superhamiltonian one. Some interpretational problems (Dirac observables versus general
covariance) [90,26] will be faced.
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APPENDIX A: 4-TENSORS IN THE X, -ADAPTED HOLONOMIC
COORDINATES.

The connection coefficients ‘TS = $*¢%2(84*9cp + 0c*9ap — Op*gac) = *TE, in

the Y,-adapted coordinate basis associated with ‘g p and *g4? of Eqs.(46) and (47) are

independent from the boost parameters ¢, and have the following expression [use is made
of Nv\r = N(a)|r 36((1)1)]

Ty = %[&N +N"O,N — N'N**K,.| =

1 NyNp)
— N[&N + %€ N0 N + % 0 (0= ey, = Nepio)|,

1
AT AT 3 s1 __
=" = 5 0.N — 2K, N*| =

1 N u SV u SV S
= yON + 55 H(818Y + 0107) ey Peu(0r Peye — Nopo)
1
4FT — 41"7‘ — __3Krs —
rs N
2N2 (5“5” 5?5;))(8 6 N(a ‘u) 6(a)v
g NuNY
T =0, N* = =0 LN+ (Pg™ — Nz JNON + N N —
uv NuNU T
—2N(g™ — 2N2 VK, N" =
= el (0, N ]ijf”’ 0;N) + Nigyd, el +
Na N u v u
+ N(5(a)(b) - (]im ® )3 36(b (9 N + 6( )N(b) (36(a) N(a))||v —
NN\ 3 0 . u
= Gty = —53z ) Celodm@ + elydem) el N — 0- "ee) N,
g NUuNY
T =1 = N¥, — ~ N - N(g™ — Nz VK, =
N
= e}, Nar (a)arN_
¢la)(N@lr = =7 OrN)
1 u U s Na Nb
= 52l (580 + ey ") G — =) (Nt = 0 *eos)
Nu
Ad1u A1 31w 3
IR N N A (=
rSs ST TS N
=T+ 5 N2 A (§mar 4 50 el Bem 9y Pewy — Noppo)- (A1)

In these equations we use the 3-dimensional Christoffel symbols *T'%,, whose associated spin
connection is *w,(q)) of Egs.(BY).

The spacetime spln connection *w a5 = M)y *wa™ ()

4wA(O‘)(5) _ 4Eg’) (04 4E(J% +4r8 4E(C)] _
= [A(p()(0)) *0a A 00y (@) + 0aA (P (0) A (0 (0))] (), (A2)
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is expressed in terms of the boost parameter independent spin connection [the Christoffel
symbols are invariant under the local Lorentz rotation]

4&A(a)(ﬁ) ( E [aA () E(ﬁ) 4F§C?Z)E(ﬁ)]' (A3)

Analogously we have ‘Qa5 5 = [A(pw)(0)) O A ") (0))]@ ) for the associated
field strengths.

For the spacetime spin connection & a(a)(5) = i) '@a (g), also using Egs.(50), (BY)
we have [see also Refs. [60]]

o

4 ° 4 3. r
Wro)(a) = — Wr(a)o) = —€lOrN + > K, el Ny el

40 4
Wr(a)(b) = — ufr(b)(a) -
= —€ 6 |:8 6(b N(C) 36?0)83 36@,) _'_ 36?{))88(]\[( ) 36?0))}
— [N 36@) K ey + Nio el “wri@e)] =

3 3 r €13 r 3 3 r 3
= —€ wr(a)(b) €(C)N(C) — 5( €(a)87— 6((,)7« — €(b)87— 6((1)7“) -+

+ §N< ) %€l (Perds ey — Pewds el ) -
= 5 Cetars Pefyy = Pews el 0 (Nio *efy).
ro)a) = ~"ro) = —€ Krs Pefy) =
=~ B + ety e N — 0 el
or@e) =~ = —Cwrae) = %Pesa (Or Peys — Os *eqeyr) +
+ 2l (0 ey — 0 Peqays) + ey *ey “erar (0 el — B Pern)- (A4)

< C =D o °
The field stregth QAB )B) = ?E)E(a) ?Z)E(ﬁ) ‘Repap = Oa 4wB(a)(g) — Op 4wA(a)(g) +

W A(a) () 45)5;()@ — 4By )4“’;(6) is obtained starting from the spin connection 4@ 4(a)(s) =

vv

) ) 4wf4(5 We have [see Egs.(38) for Q501

4 3.u 3,v 4 3
Qrs(a)(b) = e(a) e(b) Ryprs = _6{ Qrs(a)(b) +
+ (3Kru 3st - 3Ksu 3Krv)361(£a) 361()17)} )

o

1
4 3 v (4 u 4
Qrs(o)(a) = N e(a)( Rryps — N Ruvrs) =

- 6(3[(7’148 - 3Ksu|r) 36?[1)’

40 _ 3 u 3 v 4 _ 3
Qo) = ety *efty Ruwrr = —€(0; "oy +

—_

+ 5 (€@ €@ () — E@B@EE ) *

Sel {8 €(d)s (N(g) PelyOue@ys + 2e(@uds(Nig) e(g)))}?’wr(e)(f)7L
+ N *elpyPws, *wrl @) +

[\]
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3 3. s 3 u 3 u 3_s
2K (Pelay el — ey Pl ) OuN +

3 3 3 3 3 u 3_s 3 v
‘l’( st Kru - Kuv Krs) e(a) 6(b)N(c) ec))a

0 1
4977’(0)(@ = N 361( )(4R7u7—r - N°® 4Rsu7—r> = —6{87— 3Krs —
= SK (N el — Ko (N *efs)ir = Nooy *ey) *Kougr + Nige|*efy- - (A5)
: 4 g 79y =0y 4, ApE 4
The Riemann tensor *Rapcp = (2)Ec (Z)ED QuB)() = "9ae "R¥pecp = —"Rappc =
—*Rpacp = *Repap = 3(080p*gac + 0a0cgsp — 0adp*ygsc — 0pOc*gap) +

Yopr(*TE,TE, — T4, *TEL) has the following expression in the new basis

4Rrsuv = _6[3Rrsuv + 3Kru 3st - 3Krv 3Ksu] =

o

3 3 4
="y "Cb)s  Quv(a)p) =
= —€ [3e(a)r 3€(b)s 3qu(a 3Kru K, — 3Krv 3Ksu}7
4 _3 3, 40 3, 4¢ _
RT’I‘UU = €a)u €)W er(a N €(a)r qu(o)(a) + N(a) Eb)r qu(a)(b) -
= G[N(?)Kuﬂv - 3er|u) - N(a)( €(b)r 3qu(a)(b) + (3Krv 3Kus - 3Kru 3st)36fa))} =

€
= _5 {a'r(av 3gru - au 397“1)) - 87’ (au(ge(a)vN(a)) - av(3€(a)uN(a))>} +
+ 6[(N2 - N(Q)N(fl))(élrzv 4F77“—u o 4F:u 4F77“—v) - 3gmn(411:r; 4F?u o 4FZLL 4F?v) o
= Pe(@m N (‘TT, Try + T *T7, = *T7, Ty = 'T7,'T7,),

4 3 e 3, 4 3
Reprs =N €(a)r Q'rs(o)(a) + N(a) €(b)r Q'rs(a)(b) = _E(N [87' K —

3 3 u 3 3 u 3 u 3
- Ksu(N(a) 6(a))|r_ Kru(N(a) e(a))|s_N(a) e(a) Kru\s_‘_N\r\s} +

1
3 3 3 3w
+ Ny [*eyr 0 *0uaye) + §(€<a><b><c> CDES) ~ E@O@ ) et €

. {8 3e(d — (N 6(98 e(dyw + e() Ow(N(g) 367(‘9)))]3%(6)( )+

+ Ny e(c (b)r[%w,?’ws](a + sz(é“?’e(a —(5“’3 “ )8 N +

+ (Ko Ko = Ko Ko Pelly N Pl ) =

3 | = 02290 + 0- (0:Ce(ap Nia) + 0, (Cea)sNiw)) = 0:05(N? = Niy Niw)| +

+ €[ (N? = Nigy N ("T7, T7, = *T7, T7,) = 2 g (T 1T, — AT 4T0,) —

— e (ayn Nio (‘T T 4+ 1T 4T, = *T7, T = 4T 417 )| (A6)

While the expression of * R, ,, in the holonomic basis coincides with the Gauss equation
(17) in the nonholonomic basis, the expressions of ‘R, ruw and *R,,., are the analogue in
the holonomic basis of the Codazzi-Mainardi and Ricci equations respectively for * Ry, and
4R.15 in the nonholonomic basis. Moreover, we have [é refers to the use of vacuum Einstein
equations]

4 4 4 CD4
Rap="Rpa="9"""Rcapp =

53



s o — Sy (o + Reaon) = C = 220 R 20

"Ry = —€ely) ey (Oym) — N(jz]]j(b))A‘Rmr =0,

'Ry = "Rur 636%32\[(&) "Rruro — €€¢() *elyy (Bayv) N(‘Xf];](b) )4 R 20,

"Rps =Ry = <5 "Borr = %(‘*Rm +* Regur) —
— ey "l o) — %) Rures =0,

‘R="¢""*Ryp = % ‘R, — 27636%(),5](“) R — €€ "€l Q) — L(X,]gv(b) )Ry =

= ]\2;2 o) o) Tirrrs +431(;<;$36&> el G — %)A‘Rm +
+ el o) (Oaye) — %)36& Selay 00y e ])\,N(d )4 Ry =0,

1
*Capop = *“Rapep + 5(4RAC *9pp — *Rpc*gap + *Rup *gac — *Rap “gpc) +
1 o
+ 6 (*9ac*98p — *94p *g98c) *“R="Rapcp,

€
4 4
Crsuv = Rrsuv + =

2 (3grv 4Rsu + 3gsu 4Rrv - 3gru 4Rsv - 3gsv 4Rru) +

| =

+ _(3gru 3981} - 3grv 3gsu) 4R -

13m3n

NN
_ 4 (a)V(b)
- Rrsuv - 9 e(a) e(b) (5(a)(b) I —

N2

Grv 4Rmsnu + gsu Rmrnv - 3gru 4Rmsm) - 3951} 4Rmrnu} +

Ny Ny
N2

) X

3

—

m 3,_n

Coru’gso = >gro *gsu)* ey *eloy Oy —

NN 4
eéd) (5(0)(d) - T) Rmumt +

+
(S A=

) X

w
D
&

3

‘ -

(39 Ts7—u + 3gsu 4R7—r7—u - 3gru 4R7—37—v - 3gsv 4R7—r7—u) -

[\]
K

1 m n
—(3gru Gsv — 3grv 3gsu)3€(a) 36(a) 4R7’m'rn -

- —367)]\[( ) [ grv( RTsmu + 4R7ums> + 3gsu(4R7—rmv + 4R7—vmr) -

- 3gru(4R'rsmv + 4R7’vms) - 3gsv(4R7’rmu + 4R7’umr)} +
Ny Ny
N2

w 3_n

+ —36?1)]\](0) (3gru 3981} - 3grv 3gsu)3€ a) € b) (5(a)(b) - )4R'rwmn =
4C'rruv = 4R7’ruv + 5[397“11 4R7’v - 397’1} 4R'ru + N(a)(3€(a)v 4Rru - 3e(a)u 4Rrv)] +

o4



1

+ EN(a) (36(a)u 3grv - 36((1)1) 3gru)4R =

1 NN
_ 4 3,m 3,n (a)2¥(b) 3. 4
= "Repuw — 2( €a) @) (5(66)(1)) T)( Iru ervn - Grv RTmun) -
Na) 36(b)N(b) 3 4 4 3 4 4
- N2 [ e(a)v( R'rrmu + RTumr) - 6(a)u( R'rrmv + R'rvmr)}) +
2 3 3. \3,m 3w 3.n NN 4
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+ EN(a)( €a)yu Grv — €(a)v gru) e(b) €(c) (5( b)(c) — N2 )

NayNee) \4

361(1(}1) 36% (5(d )e) — N2 ) rmnwt_ RTTUU)

YCrrrs = *Ryprs + = 5 [Ny Ce@s “Rey + ey "Rey) = 2grs "Ror +

+ (N? = Ny Noy) *Rrs] —
~ NN

1
5[0 (V* = Ny Niw) + Ny Niw ey “ers ] 'R =
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)4R7'r'rs + 5 (%(36(0)8 4RT7”7’m + 36((1)7“ 4R757m) +
N Ne) 3 3 3,m 3.n 3
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NNy
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~ NNy
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NN
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=
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)4Rmrns -

so that every quantity can be expressed in terms of * Ry, *Rrruv, * Rrrrs.

For the electric *Exp = *Carp- and magnetic *Hap = ieprpr *Ca”F components
of the Weyl tensor (by assuming that the normals to ¥, are the privileged timelike 4-
vectors) we have ‘E.. = ‘E,, = ‘H,. = ‘H,. =0, ‘E,, = *Crrsy =*Ry7s; and *H,, =
lE uU4C éle uU4R
2 ST rTTU L 2 ST TTU  *
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In the coordinates 04 = {7,5} the “geodesic equation” is '12%‘2(8) + T4, d“js(s) d";s(s) =

0, while the “geodesic deviation equation” is a? = %4VB(% W Az?)
—*RAscp A€ do® do®  The vesults of this Appendix allow the identification of the de-

ds ds
pendence of 4-geodesics and of 4-geodesic deviations on the gauge parameters of the theory

(o (s) = (7(s): (s))]:

% N 4F:T(dzl(ss) 1242417 dzl(ss) da;is) AP da;s(s) da;is) _o,
2 _u r r s
d 282(8) A ZT(0l70'l(ss))2 Lo d70'l(ss) dads(s) N 4F?Sdad£s) dadis) _o,
a = —%([4RTmmd§—:% — 3€ZQ)N(G)(—4RTrm% + 4ermcg—:)%}A$T +
~Reram + Rene) 0 4 Ry 7Y ),
a" = (] e([;i,]j(a)‘l mrn dgg % + el Pelny (0w — N(ji]];f(b)) X
dr do™ do"
( 4Rﬂ«md— *Rymen Is )K}Af +
+[36uj>vjzv(“’( B T4 R )T
et el (St N %V (”’)(41%7”8(2—7)2 -
R Boe) T 4R T 0T ), (A9)

More in general, to describe an arbitrary (not necessarily geodetic) congruence of timelike
curves (congruence of observers; it is surface forming in absence of vorticity) with tangent
field u? = *Ej, [¢(a), N, Ny, *e(,] (see Eq.(#7); by varying the 3 functions ¢(,)(7, &) we can
describe any congruence) one uses [see for instance Ref. [01], where there is a reformulation of
Newman-Penrose formalism replacing the congruence of lightlike curves with one of timelike
ones; for the “threading” viewpoint (3+1 decomposition with respect to an arbitrary timelike
congruence) see also Refs. [02,03]]

. 1
Waup = eustip + oap + 59(4%3 — €uAUR) — WaB,

ut = uPVgu?,  acceleration,

0 ="'V u?t, (volume)rateof expansion scalar,

. 1
0AB = Opa = —€lalp) + 4V(Au3) — g@(‘lgAB — euqug),

1
rate of shear tensor (with magnitude o* = §O'ABO’AB),

wap = —wpa = €apopwu’ = —UAlp] — 4V[AuB], twist or vorticity tensor,

1
wh = —eABCPypoup,  wvorticity vector. (A10)

2
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Associated quantities are: i) the representative length [ along the worldlines of u?,
describing the volume expansion (contraction) behaviour of the congruence completely, by

the equation §u?*V 4l = $0O; ii) the Hubble parameter H: H = Ju?*V 4l = 36, 111) the

dimensionless (cosmologlcal) decelaration parameter: g = A&Yﬂ%i ;VBI) = 3uA V4 @

If the congruence is geodesic, the geodesic deviation equation yields equations for the
rate of change of ©, o4p and wyp along each geodesic in the congruence [see Ref. [B§] for
both timelike and null congruences; the equation for © is the Raychauduri equation].

Let 04(s) = {7(s); 3(s)} be a timelike geodesic I' with timelike tangent vector u?(s) =

%, ut(s)ua(s) = €, uB(s)*Vu?(s) = 0 [the affine parameter s is the proper time]. Let
us consider a tetrad field 4E{}1)(T, 3)[P(ay, N, Ny, *¢[yy], whose restriction to the geodesic T
has 4E{(‘)) ((s)) = u?(s) [many tetrad fields satisfy this requirement: they differ in the space
axes 4Eé)(a(s))]: the tetrad 4E(f;)(a(s)) describes an accelerated observer with worldline T'.
By going to Riemann normal coordinates for M* [they are not uniquely determined: see

Appendix A of Ref. [BH] for a review; in them we have at the point o*(s) [71:

Y948 = *nag, Oc'gap = 0, 'The = 0, dcOp *gap = —5(*Racsp + *Rapsc) = =5 *Jancp
(*J is the Jacobi curvature tensor,carrying the same information of the Riemann tensor),
Op ‘Tae = —+(*Rpep + *Rcup), *Rapep = 00c *gap — 00p *gac)

such that the timelike geodesic I' becomes a timelike straightline, we get the description of
a “comoving inertial frame” for an observer in free fall at rest: by a suitable choice of the
gauge parameters @), N, N, ..., along I' we can associate a fixed reference nonrotating
tetrad (local Lorentz frame of the observer) ‘(lm) E(f;) with this inertial observer so that ‘(lm) Eé)
is his 4-velocity and the 4-acceleration vanishes [the space axes f‘m)Eé) are defined modulo
a rigid rotation]. For s = s,, in the point 02 = 04(s,) = {7, = 7(5,); 7 = 7(5,)}, let the
tetrad *E{, (0(s)) coincide with {, Efy: "B (0,) = () Ef,)- For s > s, the evolution
of the tetrad 4E(a (0(s)) may be parametrized as a Lorentz transformation with respect to

(m)E(a) 4E(}1)(J(s)) = (m)E(ﬁ)A( ) (). Tt is assumed that the measures made with the
clocks and rods of the accelerated observer are identical with those done by a unaccelerated
momentarily comoving inertial observer with his clocks and rods; in Minkowski spacetime
this is called the “locality hypothesis” in Ref. [94] and it applies also in general relativity,
because, due to the equivalence principle, an observer in a gravitational field is equivalent
to an accelerated observer in Minkowski spacetime.

Let a?(s) = d“;(s), a?(s)us(s) = 0, be the 4-acceleration of the accelerated ob-
server. Among the tetrads 4E(f‘x)(a(s)) with 4Eé)(a(s)) = u?(s), the “nonrotating” one
(FW)E(Q)( o(s)) is the solution of the equations defining the “Fermi-Walker transport”
(gyroscope-type transport) of a vector along the Worldhne ' of the observer [see Ref. [71];

in this case the infinitesimal Lorentz transformation A® ) (s) = 5(a) + w® 4 (s) generates

only the appropriate Lorentz transformation in the timelike 2-hyperplane spanned by u4(s)
and a”(s); under Fermi-Walker transport 4Eé) remains equal to u? and the triad 4Eé) is
the correct relativistic generalization of Newtonian nonrotating frames|

o

5s ?FW)Eéz)(J(S)) = UB(S) Vi ?FW)E(A)(U( ) = Q(FW (s )?FW)E(i)(J(S))u
Q(‘FBW)(S) = a?(s)uP(s) — a®(s)ul(s), [Q(FW =0 if wpu® =wpd® =0], (All)

where % is the “absolute derivative” of the vector field restricted to the timelike worldline
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[ (its vanishing defines “parallel transport along I'”). One speaks of “Fermi transport” of
a vector F'4 along T, if the vector is orthogonal to the 4-velocity u# and it suffers Fermi-
Walker transport, which reduces to 2F4(c(s)) = u?(s)ag(s)FP(o(s)) with ZF4uy = 0.
Therefore ?FW)Eé) is said a “Fermi triad” and ?FW)E(;) a “Fermi frame”: this is the most
natural generalization of an inertial reference frame along the path of an accelerated observer.
In general, a Fermi frame cannot be extended to the whole spacetime manifold due to
limitations imposed by curvature (tidal effects). The coordinated effort of many observers
over an extended period of time can lead to a unique picture of natural phenomena (e.g. in
astronomy) if these observers occupy a finite region of spacetime over which an extended
nonrotating system can be defined [94]; in practice, however, the Newtonian framework is
used for the sake of simplicity and relativistic effects are treated as small perturbations in a
post-Newtonian approximation scheme.

For any other tetrad field one has £ 1E¢, (0(s)) = —Q45(s) *EJ, (0 (s)) with Q45 (s) =
Q) + gk (s) with the spatial rotation part Q(f, (s) = e*PPuc(s)wp(s), whua = 0,
producing a rotation in the spacelike 2-hyperplane perpendicular to u4 and w? [Q{‘S%)u B =
Q(‘S%)wB — 0]. If at s = s, one has u?(s1) = (1;0), w(s1) = (0;&), then %[4E(a) —
(ri Bl (0(8))|s=s) = € w1 Ef, (0 (s1)).

Given the tetrad 4Eé) (0(s)) along the worldline I', the associated Frenet-Serret equations

are [DO]

S (o(5)) = w(5) "B (o(5)),

% B (0(s) = K(s) "E{)(0(s) + 7i(s) "Ef (0(s)),
% B (0(5)) = —71(5) B2 (0(5)) + ma(s) VB ((5)),
5%4% (0(5)) = —7a(5) BB (0(5)). (A12)

where k(s), 71(s), T2(s) are the curvature and the first and second torsion of I' respectively
[4Eé), 4Eé), 4E£) are said the normal and the first and second binormal respectively].

In Ref. [f1] [chapter 6 and section 13.6] there is the construction of the “proper reference
frame” of an accelerated observer, which uses “Fermi normal coordinates” 7r, & [they are
special Riemann normal coordinates which are normal in all the points of the 4-geodesic I].
This proper reference frame is both accelerated and rotating relative to the local Lorentz
frames along I" (as it can be shown with accelerometer measurements and from the rotation
of inertial-guidance gyroscopes due to Coriolis and inertial forces). This proper reference
frame can be extended around the worldline I" till distances | << %, & (the acceleration
lengths for linear acceleration and rotation respectively [94]) due to inertial and tidal effects
[the hypothesis of locality requires that the intrinsic length and time scales of the phenom-
ena under observation be negligibly small relative to the corresponding acceleration scales
associated with the observer].

The parameter 77 is the proper time as measured by the accelerated observer’s clock; the
coordinates on the slice ¥, with normal I are the proper lengths (used as affine parame-
ters) along 3-geodesics emanating from I' (they are orthogonal to (% and determine locally
¥.). The line element is [71,95]
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ds® = e[[l + 'Ry 1005 (d7r)? + 5 * R0 ot drpdo, — (6,5 — %4Rrsmna?a§§)dagdaﬂ +
O(|ar[*).
The observer carries with himself an orthonormal tetrad *E(, with *Ef) = I3|r = u”
(the 4-velocity of the observer), which changes from point to point of I': % 4E(f‘x)(a(s)) =
—045(s) 4Ea)(a(s)) [for w4 = 0 the observer would Fermi-Walker transport his tetrad
(it would become a Fermi frame), while for a® = w? = 0 he would be freely falling
(geodesic motion with local Lorentz frames along all I') with parallel transport of his tetrad:
’lLB 4VB 4Eé) = 0]

An accelerated observer looking ztl‘i a f?l’reTer falling particle as it passes through the origin

of his proper reference frame [v" = 9% e(,) is the 3-velocity of the particle; at the origin
one chooses 3E(“é) = (1;0), E’i = (0;%¢{,))], sees the following 3-acceleration of the
particle:

gif—:)a; 36@) =—a" —2(J x V)" +2(a-v)"

where a?(0;@) is the observer’s own 4-acceleration, & is the angular velocity with which
his spatial triad 36’(11) is rotating. The three terms are the inertial acceleration, the Coriolis
acceleration and a relativistic correction to the inertial acceleration respectively.

In particular the 341 sphttmg (slicing) with the spacehke hypersurfaces >, has the as-

) of Eq.(40) with § E(o =14 = £(1;—=N"): the unit
normal vector field [4 to ET can be interpreted as the 4- Ve1001ty field of observers instan-
taneously at rest in the slices X, called “Eulerian observers”, because their motion follows
the slices with 4-acceleration *a” tangent to X,. For this special surface forming (wap =0)
nongeodesic congruence we have [we use the 84]

sociated Y ,-adapted tetrads

a

Walp = €3apgly — *Kap,

4 =3ay =3ab " 3a, = 0.In N,
0 =1V, 4 = K,
1 .
oap = [’ K, — gsgm SK|b b5, (A13)

Let us remark that by a suitable choice of gauge it is possible to consider a local foliation
whose leaves 3: are orthogonal to a surface-forming timelike (or even spacelike) geodesic
congruence [in general, this is possible only for a finite interval A7, because coordinate
singularities appear for increasing 7 due to the focusing property of 4-geodesics|. This case
corresponds to a local system of “Gaussian normal coordinates” [71] 7, & such that:

i) the shift functions vanish: N” = 0 and *g:, = 0 [the surfaces X; are (locally) surfaces of

simultaneity for the observers moving along the geodesics of the congruencel;
ii) the coordinate time 7 measures proper time along the geodesics: d7 = Ndr, ds® =

€| (d7)? = 3g.sde” 5 .

These coordinates are also called “synchronous” coordinates; in cosmology, they are also
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said “comoving”, because the cosmological fluid (whose fluid lines are the geodesics of the
congruence) is always at rest relative to Xs.
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APPENDIX B: HAMILTONIAN EXPRESSION OF 4-TENSORS.

By using Eq.(57%) and (65) to eliminate the 7-derivatives, we get the Hamiltonian version
of the quantities defined in Appendix B [the symbol “=" identifies the components of the
4-tensors whose phase space expression requires the first half of the Hamilton equations (65)
for N, N, 3e(a)r; remember that Ay =0, N, )\é\z) = 0;N(g)]. In this form we make explicit
the dependence of 4-tensors on the arbitrary lapse and shift functions conjugate to the four
first class constraints 7 (7, ) ~ 0, %@) (1,7) = 0, but not yet the dependence on the further
ten arbitrary functions conjugate to the remaining ten first class constraints, which have not
yet been used in the expression of the 4-tensors. Let us remark that the 4-tensors of metric
gravity do not depend on the three boost parameters (7, &) [conjugate to 7?22) (1,0) ~ 0]
and on the three angles conjugated to 3M(a (1,5) =~ 0.

We have [see Egs.(B8) for the expressions of *T'%,, w;(4), *Qrs(q), in terms of cotriads]

1 €
apr 3 r 3 3. 3-u
I, = N[)\N + Na) “€(q)0r N — 1o Go(@)®)(0)(d) NayNw) “€c)u Wd)}?

T T 1 6 ~Uu
T, =17, = N [&N — 4k3€3Go(a)(b)(c)(d) ey Nw) *eepu °T d)},

1 €
AT AT 3 3 3 3 3~u
Do =T = —5 i5e Co@®)@@ "Cayr "e®)s " eu )
N
dru O N (a)
I’ = {)\ N )\N} +
NaoNp s o 3.
+ N(o@y) — %)3% S0V + el Nty (el Nea)o —
eN 3 NeyNey s w3, 3-0
~ e Coweraw N G = —5rm=)"e "o i =

3 u GN 3 3or
— N ’e [ 4k3 *Go@®) @ ey Tla) +

—+ 36&)(]\7(0 8 e v T 6(b 8 (N(c 360 )) —+
+ 6(a>(b)(c>ﬂ<c>}a

N
T =1y, = el [Ny — ( 0N -
eN N(a)N(b) 3 3 3 3~s
~ e ——— (b)) Nz )e(a Gov)(e)(@)(e) "€y “Ed)s T (e)s
N, €
41w _ 41w 31w (e) 3u3 3 3 3~v
Iy ="T="T+ N 4k 3e Go(a c)(d) e(a)r €®b)s Ecv T(a)> (Bl)
40
Wr(o)(a) = — Wr(a)(o) =
1

o 3. r 3 3 3~u

= —€"¢(,y0r N — 1ise Go(@))(e)(@ N©) "€y "T(as
° 40 o) 3 3 r ~
Wr(a)b) = — Wrp)a) = — €["Wr(a)d) "€ N(e) T €@ b)) fhie)]:




+ %€ (0 ety — O eys) + ey "€y el (00 el — Ou eon)])- (B2)

3 3
T @it G Gannm
3 3 3 3 3 3~u 3 3~v
+ Ceor Pege — P o) et T Pelap il |,
e, )(4RTUTS - N* 4Ruvrs) =

a

3 3 3 3~v
o®)(e)(@d)(e) Ed)s E(c)u E(d 7T(e))lr}7

Q

N
1 3 u 3 3 3 3 3xv
= 17 el [ (5" Gomoaie) *er *en e *t)is —
1
(_

—_

Ile

3
—¢(0: *wrwm + (@B C@E0 ~ @B EEE)

35 eN 3 3 3~v
() {4]{;3 Go(d)(l)(m)(n) €)s “C(myo " T(p) T

+ Noy® 5)8u e(a)s + “e@uds(N) 361&)) + €(ay(m)(m) f(m) *€(n)s —

3 u 3 3 3 u 3
— Nig) el 0u*eays — *eauds(Nig) *ely)) Pwrieyp) +

(9
+ N %€,y Pws, *wil @) +

€ 3 3 3 3~u 3 u 3 u
+ g Co@@@W) e e T(r) (0@ ey ~ dea) "¢(a))OulV +

1 3 3
+ =5 0@ dm)@ — S @Om®) Go@(e) (1)) “Gotmy@)m)m)
(4k3e)

3 3 3~w 3 3~v
emyrNie) "e(fyw “T(g) “€(m)o W(n))’
° 1
4 3 u (4 s 4 o
QTT‘(O)([I) = N e(a)( R'ru'rr - N Rsu‘rr) =
%—66 [8 Ks"‘NHr_

€ ~w
- s *Goterarern *elan e 1l (Cecar (N *efyis + e (N *efiy)ir) =
3 3 3 3~w
- 4kN Selty (CGotexaorn *e(ers e *ee w(f))‘r]. (B3)

In the last two equations the quantities 0, * Wr(a)(p) and Oy 3K, are a shorthand for their
expression which is given in Eqgs.(66). Let us remark that since 0, 3K, depends on 0, 37 Tl

the quantities 4er(o)(a) [and, therefore, *R,,,,] are dynamical, because they require the use

of the second half of the Hamilton equations (63) [i.e. of the Einstein equations G, = 0]
for their explicit phase space determination. Then, we get

1
4 3 3 4 3 3 3
Rrsuv = "€(ayr "€b)s ~$luv(a)v) = —6[ Rysuw + RUEBE Go@®)()(d) “Gole)(£)(9)(h)

o

: 36((1)7“ 36(6)8(36(b)u 3€(f)v - 3e(b)v Se(f)u) 3e(c)t 37~de) 36(g)w Th) |
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4 _3 3 40 _ A3 40 3 40
Revuw = "€ayu ey~ Lrr@)) = N "e@ayr " Quvo)@) T N “e@yr ~ Quv(a) )

4RT7”T8 = Nge(a)r 4975(0)((1) + N(a) 36(b)7’ 4gz'rs(a)(b)- (B4)
By using Eqs.(A7) and (A§), we can get the phase space expression of R 5 =0, ‘R =,

YCasep =*Rapcp. Let us remember that the acceleration of the integral curves with tangent
vector [*(7,d) [the normal to 3, in 2#(7,d)] is 3a,(7, &) = 0, In N(7, 7).
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