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Abstract

A fter a study of the H am iltonian group of gauge transform ations, whose
In niesim al generators are the 14 rst class constraints of a new formula—
tion of canonical tetrad gravity on globally hyperbolic, asym ptotically at
at spatial n nity, spacetin es w ith sin ultaneiy spacelike hypersurfaces
di eom orphic to R 3, the m ultitem poral equations associated w ith the con—
straints generating space rotations and space di eom oxphian s on the cotriads
are given. T heir solutions give the dependence of the cotriads on and of
their m om enta on the six param eters associated w ith such transform ations.
T he choice of 3-coordinates on , ham ely the gauge xing to the space dif-
feom orphisn s constraints, is equivalent to the choice of how to param etrize
the dependence of the cotriad on the last three degrees of freedom : nam ely
to the choice of a param etrization of the superspace of 3-geom etries. The
Shanm ugadhasan canonical transform ation, corresponding to the choice of
3-orthogonal coordinates on and adapted to 13 of the 14 st class con—
straints, is found and the superham iltonian constraint is rew ritten in this
canonical basis. Som e Interpretational problem s connected w ith D irac’s ob—
servables are discussed : in particular the gauge interpretation oftetrad gravity
based on constraint theory in plies that a \Ham iltonian gravitational eld"
is an equivalence class of pseudo-R ¥Em annian spacetim es m odulo the H am i~
tonian group of gauge transform ations: it inclides a confom al 3-gecm etry
and allthe di erent 4-geom etries (standard de nition ofa gravitational eld)
connected by the gauge transform ations generated by the constraints, in par-
ticular by the superham itonian constraint.


http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9807074v2

N ovem ber 10, 2019

T hiswork hasbeen partially supported by the netw ork \C onstrained D ynam —
ical System s" ofthe E U .Programm e \Hum an C apialand M obility".

Typeset usihg REV TgX



I. NTRODUCTION

In the paper [] Quoted as I in the ©llow ng] a new fom ulation of tetrad gravity was
given and the 14 st class constraints of itsH am iltonian description were found. In that pa—
per there was a long Introduction about the research program whose ain isto nd a uni ed
description and a canonical reduction ofthe four Interactionsbased on D iracB ergm ann the-
ory of constraints. Since the canonical reduction isbased on the Shanm ugadhasan canonical
transfomm ation, n which the original rst class constraints are replaced by a subset of the
new momenta Whose conjugate variables are Abelianized gauge varables, In the termm inol
ogy ofgauge theories), tsuse in generally covariant theories has not yet been studied, being
associated w ith a breaking ofm anifest general covariance. T his second paper w ill explore
this approach, because it is the natural one from the point of view of constraint theory
(nam ely presym plectic geom etry), lke the search of coordinate systam s ssparating the vari-
ables is natural in the theory of partial di erential equations. T here w illbe a presentation
and a (often naire) solution of an ordered sequence of m atheam atical and interpretational
prcblem s, w hich have to be understood step by step to arrive at a nalpicture (in a heuristic
way at the rst stage, when nothing better can be done) and which will require an exact
m athem atical treatm ent in future re nem ents of the theory.

First of all, after a discussion about the param etrization of lapse and shift functions,
©llow ing the treatm ent developed for YangM ills theories in Ref. f]], in Section ITwe shall
study the H am iltonian group ofgauge transform ationswhose in nitesin algenerators are the
14 rst class constraints of tetrad gravity. W e shall concentrate, in particular, on the gauge
transfomm ations generated by the action of the rotation and space pssudodi eom orphism
(passive di eom orphisn s) constraints on ootriads and on the associated stability groups
connected w ith G rbov am biguiy and isom etries.

Then, In Section ITI, we will de ne the mulitem poral equations associated w ith the
constraints generating space rotations and space pseudodi eom oxphian s fthey form a Lie
subalgebra ofthe algebra of gauge transfom ations]. T heir solution allow sto nd the depen—
dence of cotriads and of their conjigate m om enta on the rotation angles and on the three
param eters characterizing space pseudodi eom orphisn s (changes of chart In the coordinate
atlas of the sin ultaneity spacelike hypersurface ). As a consequence a generic cotriad,
w hich has nine Independent degrees of freedom , becom es a function of three angles, of three
pseudodi eom orphin s param eters and of three unspeci ed functions.

In Section IV it is shown that the problem of the choice of the coordinates on the
sin ultaneiy spacelke hypersurface  isequivalent to the choice ofthe form ofthe functional
dependence ofthe cotriad upon these three unspeci ed functions. T he functionaldependence
corresponding to 3-orthogonal and to nom al coordinates around a point on is explicitly
given. Since is assum ed di eom orphic to R 3, the 3-orthogonal coordinates are globally
de ned, whilke the nom al coordinates around a point are only locally de ned. Then we nd
the Shanm ugadhasan canonical transfom ation A belianizing the constraints generating space
rotations and space pseudodi eom orphian s fpther seven rst class constraints are Abelian
from the beginning] in 3-orthogonal coordinates. T his allow s to get a param etrization ofthe
superspace of 3-geom etries In these coordinates.

In Section V a further canonical transform ation on the superspace sector, plus its con—
Jugate m om enta, allow s to put the 3-m etric on In a M isner formm : the 3-m etric in 3-



orthogonal coordinates is param etrized by its confomm al factor ( ;~) plis two other vari-
ablksr, ( ;~),a= 1;2;whose conjugate m pm enta are denoted  ( ;~), 2 ( ;~). Shce now
13 ofthe 14 rst class constraints have been transform ed In new m om enta, we can w rite the
last superham itonian constraint n is nalform in the 3-orthogonalgauge. T he constraint
(nam ely the reduced Lichnerow icz equation) is no m ore an algebraic relation am ong the
surviving canonical variables (the three param eters labelling 3-geom etries and their conju—
gate m om enta: they are the D irac observables w ith respect to the gauge transform ations
generated by 13 constraints, superham iltonian one exclided), but an integro-di erential one
for the confom al factor of the 3-m etric, because the m om enta conjigate to the cotrdads
are related to the new m om enta conjugate to 3-geom etries by an integral relation. The
last gauge variabl of tetrad gravity is not a con gurational quantity, but the m om entum

( ;~) conjugate to the conform al factor. This m om entum describes a \nonlocal' infor-
m ation on the extrinsic curvature of the spacelike hypersurfaces and replaces the York
intemal extrinsic tine °K ( ;~) [n the 3-orthogonalgauge®K is detemm ined by an integral

over w ith a nontrivial kemel].

In Section V Ithere are som e conclusions and a discussion ofthe interpretationalproblem s
deriving from thetwo con icting point ofview sbased on gauge nvariant determ inistic D irac
cbservables and on generally covariant (out not gauge Invarant) observables.

In Appendix A there are som e notions on coordinate system s. In Appendix B there are
som e notions conceming isom etries and confom al transform ations. In A ppendix C there is
a review ofthe Lichnerow icz-Y ork conform alapproach. In AppendicesD and E there is the
expression of certain 3—and 4-tensors in the nal 3-orthogonal canonicalbasis of Section V .



II.GAUGE TRANSFORMATION ALGEBRA AND GROUP AND THE
STABILITY SUBGROUPS.

As sald in I, we shall consider only globally hyperbolic, asym ptotically at at spatial
in nity spacetinesM ? with sinultaneity spacelike hypersurfaces (the C auchy surfaces)
di eom orphic to R 3. The con guration variables of our approach to tetrad gravity are: i)
lapse and shift functions N ( ;~), Ny, ( ;~) kthe usual shift finctions are N* = 3e’fa)N @ i
i) boost param eters ’ ) ( ;~); iii) cotriads’eq,). ( ;~) on . Their conjigate m om enta are

M), A ;~),~;)( i~),>~%, ( i~). The fourteen rst class constraints and the D irac

Ham itonian are [ = according to the chosen signature convention for M . @ )]
N ( I~) 0;
W (i~ 0;
o
(a)( 4 ) 0;
3 1 3 3 3 r
M @) ( ,~)—§ e Moo i*)= aoo ol i¥) ~g(i~) 0;
() =00 iR Pems (i) BPeny: (i~) G, (iv)]=
= Cear(i~H e (i) Plom (i~PM g (i~) 0
H(;~)= Ke @ o © 3e]ia) 3escb)3 rs(c)
1 5 3 3 3 3
PR Gombmo@ Carxr ~p Cos ~@ll i~) 0;
7
3 A A N NN ~ ~ 3
Hpy= d NH NgHgt v~ + oot et oMaelliv)=
7
A ~ o 3 N
= d3 NH + Nr3 r+ N "’N + I\(T;')NIE;) + (a)"’(a) + (a)3M(a)]( ;N): (l)
Here, @) = (1);2); @) isa at index, while * = £ ; g A = ( ;r)] are -adapted

coordinates orM 4. As shown in Section III of I, in each point of quantities lke an

Euclidean vector Vi, ( ;~) transform asW igner spin 1 3-vectors under Lorentz transform a—
tionsin TM * at that point. The constraints > ~, ( ;~) are the generators of the extension of
soace pseudodi eom orphisn s (passive di eom orphian s) in D if £ to cotrads on they

replace the prim ary constraints H ) ( j~) = £f&°~%, qyme >lew ~59( i~) 0 (SO B)

G auss law s), see I], whik M @ ( 7~) is the generator of space rotations.

Since one of the m ost in portant m otivations of our approach to tetrad gravity is to
arrive at a uni ed description of the four interactions [}, we need to nd a solution to
the deparam etrization problem of general relativity f]. This m eans that in the lim it of
vanishing New ton constant, G ! 0, tetrad gravity plis any kind ofm atter should go in the
description of the given m atter In M inkow ski spacetin e w ith a 3+ 1 decom position bassd on
its foliation w ith spacelike hypersurfaces, and, in particular, it should be possble to recover
the rest—fram e W igner-covariant instant form description of such a m atter §3]. This was
them aln reason for the restriction to the above class of spacetin es.

In the next paper §]we shall study the asym ptotic behaviour or +j! 1 ofthe elds
oftetrad graviy so that an asym ptotic, at spatial in nity, Poncare algebra of charges exists



w ithout problem s of supertranslations []{[L]] and the asym ptotic part of spacetin e agrees
asmudch as possibl wih M inkow ski spacetin e four de nitions at this prelin nary stage
w ill be coordinate dependent, because the H am ittonian form ulation of general relativity is
not yet so developed to be abl to translate In it coordinate ndependent statem ents about
asym ptotically at spacetin es [L3{R711.

For the tim e present, however, we m ust anticipate som e of the resuls of that paper re—
garding the allowed class of lapse and shift functions: these finctionsm ust be param etrized
In a form allowing their identi cation at spatial In niy, In a class of asym ptotically
M inkow skian coordinate system s, w ith the at lapse and shift fuinctionswhich can bede ned
in the description of isolated system s in M Inkow ski spacetin e on spacelike hyperplanes.

In Ref. [§] scalar charged particles and elctrom agnetic elds in M inkow ski space—
tin e were descrbed In param etrized form on an arbitrary foliation of i 3+ 1 splitting)
w ith spacelike hypersurfaces still denoted , whose points z’ ( ;~) [( ) are at Carte-
sian indices] are extra con guration variables with conjigate momenta (,( ;~): this
is possible, becauss, contrary to curved spacetimes, in M Inkow ski spacetin e the tran—
sition coe cients bzi b = zzi ' from arbitrary to  -adapted coordinates are at tetrads
de ning a holonom ic basis of vector elds. Indeed, In each point of the gradients

"(;~) = @7 ( ;~)=R ® (in M inkow ki spacetine we use the notation A = ( ;r) to
conform with Ref. {)) orm a at tetrad, ie. * ()0) = z{ ‘B z{) wih 4gAB being the
inverse ofthe induced 4-metric®gus = 2z ' * ()()z ' on ,with the evolution vector given

by z0) = N gyl ) + N 5 ep 22 ),wheée 10 ( ;~) isthenomalto i z')( ;~)and

N gy ;~)=p4g 3 rsig g o= fg=

N piemor ( i~) =G (5 ~INGjemy ( 7)) = ‘9w

arethe atlapseand shift ﬁmctjons de ned through them etric ke in general relativity here
P rdg= Iwih?® = g™ ofsignature (-—-) to confom with the notationsofRef. f{1];
how ever, they are not ndependent variablesbut fiinctionalsofz! ’ ( ;~) in M inkow skispace—
tin e. T he independence ofthe description from the choice of the foliation ism anifest due to
thepresence of four rst class constraintswhose structure is independent from the system un-—
derinvestigation: H () ( j~)= () ( i~) })( i*)Tyeen ( i~) Z() (i) Tygen ( i~)  Of
where Tsyst,em (;~), Tsy];tem ( ;~), are the com ponents of the energy-m om entum tensor of
the system in the holonom ic coordinate system on corresponding to the energy— and
m om entum -density of the isolated system . These four constraints satisfy an Abelian Pois-

son algebra being solved n our momenta: fH (| ( ;~);H () ( ;~0)g = 0. Ifwewant to
reduce this description to one restricted to at hypermplanes in M inkow ski spacetin e, we
have to add the gauge- xings z' ' ( ;~) () k}()( ) T 0. Here x!’ () denotes

a point on the hyperplane chosen as an origin; the br( )( )'s form an orthonom al
triad at x!’ () and the -idependent nom al to the fam ily of spacelike hyperplanes is

10 =00 = O 00 (g )8’ (). Each hyperpkne is descrbed by 10 con gu-—
ration variablks, x! ’ ( ), plus the 6 independent degrees of freedom contained in the triad
b’ (), and by the 10 conjigate momenta: ¢ ) and 6 variables hidden in a spin tensor

S‘ ') B1. W ith these 20 canonicalvaﬁab]esitjspossfb]etobuﬂd 10 Poincare generators
pl) = pl), 300 = xUpl) x{p) 4 500,
S S S

T he original D irac H am iltonian contains a piece given by d3 O (;~)H(,( ;~)wih
() ( ;~) are atbitrary D irac multpliers. By using? (') = pO10) 20 3g=sz! 1 5~)



with 3g*™ [nverse of °g.] of s:'gnauu:e +++), we can write (,( ;~)HU)( ;~) =
def

[( ()l())(l( )H()) ( ()Z (391525 )H())]( i~)= N (t1y ( ;"')(l)H())( i~)
N ¢mor ( 7~)8g®zs(\H () ( ;~) with the (monholbnomic form of the) constraints
A H ) (5~) 0, tg™zs(H ) ( ;~) 0, satisfying the universal D irac algebra [see
the last three lines ofEgs.{])]. In thisway we have de ned new at lapse and shift functions
N emg ()= () ()1 (5~);
N ¢mor ( i~)= ()7 ( j~): @)
which have the sam e content of the arbitrary D iracmulipliers (,( ;~),namely they mul-

tiply primary 1st class constraints satisfying the D irac algebra. In M inkow ski spacetin e
they are quite distinct from the previous lapse and shift functions N ;1) s N gy¢1ayrr de—
ned starting from them etric. In general relativity W here the ooordmates z ( ;~) arenot
con gurational variables of the theory) the lapse and shift functions de ned starting from
the 4-m etric are also the coe cient (in the canonical part of the H am iltonian) of sscondary
rst class constraints satisfying the D irac algebra s shown in I, this is evident both for
ADM canonicalm etric gravity, see Egs.(76) and (78) of I, and for canonical tetrad gravity,
see Egs.(58), (B9) and (61) of I]. Therefore, it is not clear how to arrive at the soldering
of tetrad gravity w ith m atter and of the param etrized M Inkow ski form ulation for the sam e
m atter. However, when the param etrized M inkow ski form ulation is restricted to spacelike
hyperplanes, the two de nitions of lapse and shift finctions coincide fand have the sam e
lineargrow In ~ as the asym ptotic ones of tetrad graviy , in suitabl asym ptotic M inkow ski
coordinates, according to existing literature on asym ptotic Poincare charges at spatialin n-—
ity B11and we get a consistent sodering w ith canonical tetrad gravity if its 3+ 1 splittings
are restricted to have leaves approaching at spacelike hyperplanes at spatial in nity In
a direction-independent way.
Indeed, after the restriction to spacelke hyperplanes this piece of D irac H am iltonian is

reduced to ~ ( H(, () %”” "( H(,(,( ), because the tin e constancy of the gauge-
xingsz' ' (;~) ®K'() B’ ()F 0mples (,( i~)="(,( )+ "(),( )G Fwih
~O(y = K, 00y = ~O0y )=%Prﬂ%é)br() b's () [_means a=d 1.
Smoeatthjsstagewehavez()( i~) l;i)( )r sothatz"( i~) Ny ( ;) +
N &) ( =g () Y(y+B ()= O () OO (), (), it isonly now

that we get the oojncjdenoe of the two de nitions of at lapse and shift functions, ie
N Lt N ¢1atyr N gy¢eanr N myr- The description on arbitrary fam ilies of spacelike
hyperplanes is independent from the choice ofthe fam ﬂy, due to the 10 rst class constraints

H( ) () — d3 H () ( ~) =
p!’ fotalm om entum of thesystem insidethehyperplane]‘’ 0,

OO () - () @ HO( ) () @ m () =
sHe) intrinsicangularm om entum of thesystem insidethehyperplane] = s/’¢’
e 1) B ' ( )1 ) boostpartof system %sangularm am entum ] * om0
B ()8’ () spin partof system®sangularm om entum F$ 0.

O n spacelike hyperplanes we have

N¢my (5~) = ()1 (5~)
T Ny ( i~) = Ngjguy ( 7~) =



~o O 1970 0R
N ¢gmge( 5~) = ((( i~)z

T N ¢y ( 7~) = Ngjgane ( 5~) =

= N()()k}()() k}()()N()()()Q()()S: 3)

In Ref. ] and In the book In Ref. @] (s=2e also Ref. E]), D irac introduced asym p—
totic M inkow ski rectangular coordinates Z((1)>( i~) = xil))( ) + }q(l))r( )T M*at soa—
tial n nity here £ g are the coordinates n an atlas of , not matching the spa—
@

tial coordinates 2(1)( ;~)]. For each value of , the coordinates %))( ) labels a point,
near spatial in niy chosen as origin. On it there is a at tetrad bil))A( ) = (J;l)) =
) () () () ) wa o) . o
Pey = oooPg (R0, OB 5 ()i, (), with I, ~independent, satisfying
bil)m f o >b21))s = % ap Prevery and assumed to be tangent to the boundary S*, of

T his suggests that, In a suitablk class of coordinate system s asym ptotic to M inkow ski
coordinates (for the sake of sim plifying the notation the indices r are replaced w ith r) and
w ith the general coordinate transform ations suitably restricted at spatial In niy so that it
isnot possble to go outside this class, the Japse and shift functions of tetrad gravity should
be param etrized as

N (;~)=Ngg(;~)+n( ;~); n(;~) 551 0;
N(a)( ;N):N(as)(a)( ;N)'I'n(a)( e
= 3er(a,( i) N@gyr ( 7~)+ (7)) Ng ( 7~) ! 551 0;

N@as(i~)= T ( )](rl)) l:l))N()( y ( )}q(l))s( ) °=

= 7 () 1~ ()%
- 2 s ’
_ () ~ () ~ () s _
N(as)r( ;N)_ }:fl )r( ) ()( ) hl )r( ) ()()( )hl )S( ) -
N 1.
- r() 5 rs() . (4)

T hisvery strong assum ption (which w illbe studied in m ore detailin Ref. [§]) in plies that
we are sekecting asym ptotically at spatial In niy only coordinate system s in w hich the lapse
and shift functions have behaviours sim ilar to those of M inkow ski spacelike hyperplanes;
but this is ocoherent w ith D irac’s choice of asym ptotic rectangular coordinates m odulo 3—
di eom orphism s not changing the nature of the coordinates] and w ith the assum ptions used
to de ne the asym ptotic P oincare charges. In a fiture paper (] it w illbe shown that in this
way we can solve the deparam etrization problem of general relativity. Tt is also needed to
elin lnate consistently supertranslations and coordinate transform ations not becom ing the
dentity at spatial In nity they are not associated w ith the gravitational elds of isolated

system s BJ]]. W ith these assum ptionswe have from Egs.(6) ofI:*g ( ;~)= £Ngg+nF
N (@s) @) + l’l(a)][N (@s) (@) + rl(a)]g( i~) = fN(as) + n]2 N @s)rt nrfefa) 3es(a) N (as)s+ ns]g( i~)
and 4g (5~)= 3[e(a)r (N} @s)@ T n(a))]( i) = N(as)r+ n.]( ;~) and the ﬁD]JOWJl’lg form

of the line elem ent



2 r 3_s
ds” = N (as) + n]2 N (@as)r + nrfe(a) e(a) N (@as)s + I'ls] (d )2

2 Nggr+nd d” 3e(a)r 3e(a)sd d ®: o)

Byusing A ()= ()i"z()9, a2 ()= "ga(),n( ;~),ny( ;~)asnew con gu—
ration variables [replacing N ( ;~) and N ( ;~)] i the Lagrangian of T only produces the
replacem ent ofthe rst class constraints ~" ( ;~) 0, {l)( ;~) 0O,with thenew rstclass

constraints ~* ( ;~) 0, %, (;~) 0,4 () 0+ ()= -~£*() 0, comesponding
to the vanishing of the canonical m om enta conjugate to the new con guration variables
ve assum e the Poisson brackets £, ( );~ ()g= », s ( );i*P ()g= § & y sl
The only change In the D irac H am iltonian s & [v~+ 5010~ T 2 ()P )+
ap ( )PB( )+Rd3 [n~"+ T~ 10 i~) (the problem of its di erentiability and of the
needed surface temm s B] w illbe discussed in Ref. @)).

A m inin alset of (angle ndependent to avoid supertransktions [QJ; this is also in accord
w ith what is needed to de ne color charges in YangM ills theory B]) boundary conditions
on the canonical variables of tetrad gravity, which willbe jisti ed in the next paper {], is
[r= 371

“emr (i) et @rt W ( i~);

3

w ()
3 (as) @)r 1
Wae( iv)=————+ 0 (" );

r

3 3 3
grs( i) = :fe(a)r e(a)s]( i~) ! rt1 orst Thes( ~);

1h i
*hee ((j~) == 3 +3 +0@?);

rs( ’ ) r @)r W(as)(a)s( ) W(as)(a)r( )(a)s (r )r

g~ = e, e 10 i) L P4 ChT ()

lh i
31.rs ey — — T 3..sS 3..r s 2.
h™=( j~) = ;@ Wias@ ()T Wege ()G +0E7);

3~](Ta)( ;~) ! r! 1 3plza)( ’.N)’.
3.AF
Pl | ;~>=p(a%a’()+o i
i

3~rs ;~)=} el Pty + 0, N (i) g TR ()5

31xrs ( )
3prs = (a;) +0@?);
31xrs 1h r 3.8 s 3 ;
K ( ):71 @ Pase T @ Pesa ()i

n(;~)!z10(@ );
N (5~)=tend(i~) o1 Sne( i)+ 0 @™ ));

n(;~)'x11 0@ )

M) 1 0 R);

~y i)t s 0@?);
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N o soecial requirem ents are needed at this stage for the asym ptotic behaviour of the
con guration variables ’ ) ( ;~).

Let usm om entarily forget the asym ptotic variables ", ( ), Tas ( ) and their conjigate
momenta ~* () 0, $B () 0. In the 32-din ensional finctional phase space T C
spanned by the 16 variables n( ;~), ng ( ;~), "o ( i~), 3e(a)r( ;~) of the Lagrangian
con guration space C and by their 16 conjugate m om enta, we have 14 rst class con—
straints ~* ( j~) 0, S, (i~) 0, ~, () 0,°M g (~)  O,H(;~) 0and
either 3~,( ;~) 0 orHA(a)( i~) 0. Seven pairs of conjigate canonical variables,
0 (5~ (i~ )ine (5~)i, (5~)i" @ ( i~)i~g, ( i~)g, are already decoupled from the
18-dim ensional subspace spanned by fleu). ( j~)7~, ( ;j~)g. The varablkes in ¢ =
fn( ;~)ing ( ;~);" @ ( ;~)garegauge variables, but due to the decoupling there isno need
to introduce gauge- xIng constraints to elin inate them explicitly, at least at this stage.

T herefore, et us concentrate on the reduced 9-dim ensional con guration function space
Ce= flee( i~)gC=G+C, T C=T Cy+ T C.J]and on the 18-din ensional function

phase space T Co = flep) ( j~)7~G, ( i~)g, on which we have 7 rst class constraints

Mo ((5~) 0,°7.(;~) 0,H (;~) 0, whosePoisson brackets, de ning an algebra g,
are given in Egs.(62) of I

0 0

EM o (i) 5 i7)9= womeo Me( i~) Ei~);
0o @ 3(;~)

EM ) ()7 e (5~)g= M ) ( i)
0 h o, @ @t 0
e AL L e O e O AR L
0 @ %)

£ ()7 "o (g = H () ——
0 h @
£ () (~)g= P, (i H 6 (i) +

14

e e
3.r 0y -~ 0 ’ .
t e (i~)H g (i) D
3 3 3 3 .

— r S ~ .
- Ca e(a)ﬁ st s Ml (i~)+

h i @ 3(~ ,NO)

3. r 3_s ~ 3 3 L0 ’ .
T T€h € ﬁ st s Mgl (5~) T (7)

Let us callG the (com ponent connected to the identity of the) gauge group obtained
from successions of gauge transform ations generated by these rst class constraints. Since
M’ ( ;~) the generators of the inner gauge SO (3)—rotations]and®~.( ;~) kthe generators
ofspace pseudodi eom orphiam s (passive di eom oxphisn s) mD if£f  Jformm a Lie subalgebra
gz 0fg (the algebra ofG), et Gr be the gauge group w ithout the superham iltonian constraint
and Gyt is invarant subgroup containing only SO (3) rotations. The addition to gz ofthe
superham iltonian o ( ;~) Introduces structure functions fthe last of E qs.@)] asin theADM
Ham iltonian form ulation ofm etric gravity, so that g isnot a Lie algebra.

The gauge group Gy may be denti ed with the autom oxphisn group AutL of the
trivial principal SO (3)-bundle L SO (3) of orthogonal cofram es, w hose properties

10



are studied in Ref. B3]. The autom orphism group AutL contains the structure group
SO 3) of L as a subgroup, and, m oreover, AutL is itself a prncipal bundle with
base D if £ (Which acts on the base of . ) and structure group the group of gauge
transform ations Gaul ; seeRef. f]] ora review ofthe notations] of the principalbundle

L :therbPbre, Iocally AutL has the trivialization U Diff ] SO (3) and we have
AutL ' L SO @3)
# # @)
D iff !

Since the geom etric nature of the gauge transfom ations generated by the superham ilto—
nian constraint is som e kind of distortion oftin e di eom orphisn s nduced by the xed time
H am iltonian description, see for nstance Ref. B485], ket us concentrate on the study ofthe
non-Abelian algebra gz and of the associated group of gauge transform ations Gy . Since Gy
containsD iff (orbetter its action on the cotriads), it isnot a H ibert-1 ie group, at least
in standard sense B4[33] (its di erential structure isde ned in an inductive way); therefore,
the standard technology from the theory of Lie groups used for YangM ills theory [see Ref.
@1 and the appendix of Ref. B7]] is not directly available. H owever this technology can be
used forthe invarant subgroup ofgauge SO (3)-rotations. Them ain problem isthat it isnot
clear how to param etrize the group m anifold of D iff : one only know s that its algebra
(the In nitesin aldi eom orphisn s) is isom orphic to the tangent bundlke T @].

M oreover, whilk in a Lie (@nd also in a H ibert1 i) group the basic tool is the group—
theoretical exponentialm ap (associated w ith the oneparam eter subgroups), w hich coincides
w ith the geodesic exponentialm ap when the group m anifold of a com pact sam isimple Lie
group is regarded as a symm etric R iem ann m anifold [B§], in D iff this m ap does not
produce a di eom orphism between a neighbourhood of zero in the algebra and a neighbour-
hood of the ddentity in D if f B4B3]. Therefore, to study the R iem annian 3-m aniold

we have to use the geodesic exponentialm ap as the m ain tool B3fAQ], even if it is not
clear its relationship w ith the di erential structure of D if £ . The \geodesic exponential
map" at p 2 M * sends each vector ‘V, = ‘v, @ 2 TM * at p to the point of unit param -
eter distance along the unigque geodesic through p w ith tangent vector 4Vp atp; naanall
neighbourhood U ofp the exponentialmap hasan verse: g2 U M %) g= Exp‘V,
for some “V, 2 T,M . Then, *V, are the \nom al coordinates" x, ofgand U isa \nom al
neighbourhood" (see Appendix A fora review of special coordinate system s). Let us ram ark
that in thisway one de nes an nertial cbserver in free 21l at g n general relativity.

In Yang-M ills theory w ith trivial principalbundlesP M ;G)=M G [], the abstract
ob et behind the con guration space isthe connection 1-form ! onP M ;G)=M G [G isa
com pact, sem isin ple, connected, sin ply connected Lie group w ith com pact, sem isin ple real
Lie algebra gJ; Instead YangM ills con guration space contains the gauge potentials over the
baseM, A% = !, ie.thepultbackstoM ofthe connection 1-om through globalcross
sections :M ! P .Thegroup G ofgauge transform ations (its com ponent connected to the
dentity) acting on the gauge potentialson M is interpreted in a passive sense as a change of
globalcross section at xed connection !, "A®' =01 A®U+U AU (Gf 4 = U with
U :M ! G): this formula describbes the gauge orbit associated w ith the given ! . In this
case, the group m anifold ofG Wwhich isthe space ofthe cross sections ofthe principalbundle
P M ,G)]lmay be considered the principalbundleP M ;G)= M G isslfparam etrized w ith
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a special connection-dependent fam ity of globalcross sections, after having chosen canonical
coordnates of rst kind on a reference ber (a copy ofthe group m anifold ofG ) and having
parallel with respect to the given connection) transported them to the other bers. In this
way we avoid the overparam etrization ofG by m eans of the iIn nite-din ensional space ofall
possbl localand globalcross sections from M to P (this would be the standard description
0fG). The in niesim algauge transform ations the Lie algebra g; 0ofG: it is a vector bundle
whose standard ber is the Lie algebra g] n phase space are generated by the rst class
constraints giving the Gauss laws , 0. By Legendre pulback to con guration space,
we nd * A“;{ = a4+ A= a4+ ul@+ [a%U)= AW+ D® =

A(!)+fA(!); . 29 ifU =

In our form ulation of tetrad graviy the relevant con guration varables are globally de—

ned cotriads ®e(,), ( ;~) on the hypersurface R 3, which is a paralkelizable R iem annian
3manild ( ;g = 3e(a)r 3e(a)s) assum ed asym ptotically at (therefore noncom pact) at
spatial .n nity and geodesically complte [so that, due to the HopfR now theorem [9],
every two pointsof  m ay be connected by a m inin izing geodesic segm ent and there exists
apomntp?2 from which is geodesically com plete, that is the geodesic exponentialm ap
is de ned on the entire tangent space T,  J; w ith these hypotheses we have T R3
and the cofram e orthogonal principala ne SO (3)-bundle is also trivial L SO (3)
lits points are the abstract coframes® ) & eu):d * in global coordinates)]. In the phase
soace of tetrad gravity the rotations of the structure group SO (3) are generated by the st
class constraints *M” @ ( 7~) 0. Therefore, In this case the abstract cb Fct behind the con—

guration space is the so (3)valued soldering 1-form ° = K@ 3 @) K @ are the generators
ofthe Lie algebra so (3)]. T his show s that to identify the global cotriads *e,), ( ;~) we have
to choose an atlas of coordinate chartson  , so that in each chart® 7 R ® 3ey,, ( ;~)d *.
Sihce is assum ed di eom orphic to R 3, global coordinate system s exist.

T he general coordinate transform anns or space pseudodi eom orphism s ofD if £ are

denoted as~ 7 (~) = " (~) = ~ (~); for n nitesim al pssudodi eom orphism's, T (~) =

~ (~) is an In nitesinal quantjty and the Inverse in niesim al pseudodi eom orphian is
~e)y=~"  ~¢))=~" ~()). The cotriads Jeq), ( ;~) and the 3metric3g, ( ;j~) =
Jemyr ( 7~)ews ( j~) transom as [see alo Egs.(30) and (31) of ;V (7 (~)) is the operator

whose action on functionsisV (" ¢ )Ef )= £ ~))]

0 0 @ S
3e(a)r( i) i) 3e(a)r( r ~))= W3e(a)s( i~
@ S("') 0 ~ @ S("’) A~ 0
) Cewe( iv)=———e (T E)) = V(e ens (i~);
G G
0o e
3 rs 1204 ) 3 1200 o = 0 0 uv ’ ’
Tes ( 7~) T "9 ( ())@r@sg()
e (i~) =2 (i~ ) el iv) = olemr (iv)+ S )8 e (i) =
@ S
= ﬁ%(a)s( i~) Cemr( M) = @76 lews(i~);
Cemr (i) = e ) Cemrt)= BT E)+ V)@ Pens( i) =
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Z
= L ng ean( i) L= Fepr(i~); & 171> ( iM)gi

0 0
3grs( i) = 3grs( i~ ) 3grs( i) = o3grs( ;~)+/u(~)@u3grs( i~) =
@"@ev u v
= ﬂﬂ%fw( i) Pas ()= eV e+ e ) Paue ()i
o3grs( i~) = 3%25( i) 3grs( i~) = .
u N va " u v’w l3
= G T )+ QT )+ DT )G Tgu () =
z
= L ag G (i~)dY d ko= £g.( )i & 1 PE) ()
)
Instead the action of nite and in nitesin algauge rotationsofangles () (~)and ) )
is respectively
e (i) T Ry (@ ) ewr (i)
0@ (i) = Fep:( i~)i & 1 1) Mg ( im)g=

@O 6 ) e (i) (10)

To dentify the algebra gz of Gg, ket us study its sym plectic action on T C., ie. the
in nitesin al canonical transfom ations generated by the st class constraints M” @ i~y
3~_( ;~).Letusde ne the vector elds

Xagli~)= f:;BM(a)( i~)g;
Y. (5~)= £577.( ~)g: (11)

D ue to Egs.(63) of I they close the algebra

0 0
Ko ( i7)iXep(i~)]= 6i~) mpoX ol i~)i

0 @ 3 "’,""O 0
Ka(i~)i%(;~)]= %X @ i~
0 @ 3 ’V,"”O 0 @ 3 ~;~0
e (i~)i%(i~)]= %YI( i~) %YS( i) 12)

These six vector elds describe the sym plectic action of rotation and space pssudod—
i1 eom orphian gauge transfom ations on the subspace of phase space containing ootriads
eq)r ( ;~) and their conjigate m om enta*~7, ( ;~). The non comm utativity of rotations
and space pseudodi eom orphisn s m eans that the action of a space pssudodi eom orphian
on a rotated cotriad produces a cotriad which di er by a rotation with modi ed angls
from the action of the space pseudodi eom orphian on the original cotriad: if ~ ! ~° (~) is
a space-di eom orphisn and °R )¢ ( ¢ ¢)) is a rotation m atrix param etrized w ith angles

© ), then

@S
Q

3

3 )T ’ -NO (~ = 3 en ) e
e(a)r( ’ ) e(a)r( ’ ( ))_ e(a)s( ’ )r
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Rao( @6) e i) T Rap (o6 63y, (i~ )=

@ ° h3 3 .
T @ Raom( ot))egs( i~) =
3 3.0 0
= R(a)@) ( (©) (N)) er)r (~ (~));
0 0
) @ EN= k) 13)
ie. the rotation matrices, namely the angls () (~), behave as scalar elds under
space pseudodi eom orphism s. Under in nitesin al rotations R g ( ¢ &) = @ +
0 ENme = @wo+ @oe ©F) and space pseudodi eom orphism s ~ () =

~+ ~()E© arethe SO (3) generators in the adpint representation; o ), ~ (~) are
in nitesim al varations], we have
Z

& &, 2) o )M ( 57)iX o ( ;Nl)fe(a)r( i) =
Z

= &2 @C)X (i) en:(i~);
s @ @)
©F)= (~>ﬁ;
) (C)(’“): (c)("' ~ )= (c)(’“) (c)(’“) ) o (c)(’“): (c)(~):
(14)

T he group m anifold of the group Gg of gauge transfom ations [isom orphic to AutL ]
is Jocally param etrized by ~ (~) and by three angles ) (~) Which are also functions of ;
we shall m om entarily ignore this dependence], which are scalar elds under pssudodi eo—
m orphian s, and contains an invariant subgroup Gror khe group of gauge transform ations
of L. ; it is a splitting nom al Lie subgroup of AutL B3] 1, whose group m anibld (I
the passive Interpretation) is the space of the cross sections of the trivial principal bundle

SO () L over , lke in SO (3) YangM ills theory [J], if is \topologically
trivial" (its hom otopy groups ¢ ( ) allvanish); therefore, it m ay be param etrized as said
above. A s a ne function space of connections on this principal SO (3)-bundle we shall take
the space of pin connection 1-Hm s°! (,,, whose pulback to by m eans of cross sections

: ! SO (3) are the spin connections®! .o, ( ;~)d = 3!, builk wih the co-
triads 3e(a)r ( ;~) [hey and not the spin connections are the Independent variables of tetrad
gravity] such that °ges = *eq): *eq)s-

D ue to our hypotheses on (carallelizable, asym ptotically at, topologically trivial,
geodesically com plete), the H opfR Inow theorem im plies the existence of (@t least) one point
P2 which can be chosen as reference point and can be connected to every other point
g2 w ith am Inim izing geodesic segm ent 4; m oreover, the theoram says that the geodesic
exponentialmap Exp, isde ned on allT, . If  is further restricted to have sectional
curvature °K o () 0 foreach p 2 and each tangent plane T, ,theHadamard
theorem [39] says that for each p 2 the geodesic exponentialm ap E xp, : T, ! is
a di eom oxphian : therefore, there is a unique geodesic pining any pair of points p;gq 2
and is di eom orphic to R * as we have assum ed.

In absence of rotations, the group Gy is reduced to the group D iff of space—
di eom orphian s. In the active point of view , di eom orphian s are an ooth m appings W ith
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an ooth inverse) ! :underD if £ apointp 2 is sent (In m any ways) In every
point of . In the passive point ofview , the action ofthe elem ents of D if £ , called pseu—
dodi eom oxphisn s, on a neighbourhood of a point p 2 is equivalent to all the possble
coordinatizations of the subsets of the neighbourhood of p [e. to all possbl changes of
coordinate charts containing p].

A ooordinate system (or chart) U; ) in isa hom eom orphism Which isalso a di eo—
mormhisn) ofan open st U onto an open st U) ofR3: if :U ! U) and
p2U,then @)= (*()),wherethe functions * are called the coordinate fiinctions of
An atlason is a collection of charts in such that: i) each point p 2 is contained in
the dom ain of som e chart; ii) any two charts overlap an oothly. Let A = £U ; )gbethe
unigque \com plkte" atlhason , ie. an atlasby de nition containing each coordate system
U; )in that overlaps am oothly w ith every coordinate system in A .

G Iven a di eom orphism : ! (ie. a anooth m apping with an ooth inverse)
and any chart U; ) inA,then ( U); = 1) is another chart n A with @U) =

(U)) R’and, fp2 U andakop2 @U), @ = ( )= @) e ~ T
~ (~)= " ()]. Therefore, each di eom orphian : ! m ay be viewed as a m apping

A :A ! A. Ifwe consider a point p 2 and the sst A, = £UF; P)g of all charts in
A oontaining p, then for each di eom oxphian : ! wewillhave , :A, ! A,.
T his suggests that a local param etrization of D if f around a point p 2 (ie. local
di eom orphism sde ned on the open sets containing p) m ay be doneby choosing an arbitrary
chart UF; F) asthe Jocalidentity ofdi eom orphism s [7 (~) = ~]and associating w ith every
nontrivial di eom orphism ! T ~ ()= "()lthechart U° = @P); P =
P 1). Since R° adm its globalcharts , then the group m anifold ofD iff  may

be tentatively param etrized (in a nonredundant way) w ith the space of an ooth global cross
sections (global coordinate system s) in a bration ! ach global cross section
ofthis bration isa copy (' of with the given coordinate system : this is analogous
to the param etrization of the gauge group of Y ang-M ills theory w ith a fam ily of global cross
sections of the trivial principalbundle P M ;G ) = M G [see next Section for G=S0 (3)].
The in nitesim al pssudodi eom orphian s fthe algebra T of D iff B41; is generators
In is sym plectic action on T C. are the vector elds Y, ( ;~)] would correctly correspond
to the cross sections of the bration T ! . W ih m ore general the previous
description would hold only locally.

By rem embering Eq.{d), the Hllow ing picture em erges:
i) Choose a global coordinate system  on R3 (for nstance 3-orthogonal coordinates) .
i) In the description ofD if £ as ! this corresponds to the choice ofa global
cross section n , chosen as conventional origin of the pssudodi eom orphian s
param etrized as~ T 7 (~).
iii) Thisprocedure identi es a cross section ~ ofthe principalbundlke AutL ! Diff ,
whose action on L. ~ willbe the SO (3) gauge rotations In the chosen coordinate system
on .
) Thiswillinduce a -dependent trivialization of L. to (' SO @), nwhich has
as coordinate system and the dentity cross section ' of ) SO (3) corresponds to the
origin of rotations in the coordinate system (rem em ber that the angls are scalar elds
under pseudodi eom orxphism s in D if £ ).
v) As we will see In the next Section, it is possbl to de ne new vector elds Y.( ;~)
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which commute w ith the rotations (K ) ( ;~)¥x ( ;~O)] = 0) and still satisfy the last lne
of Egs.fld). Tn this way the algebra gz of the group Gy is replaced (at least locally) by
a new algebra g; , which de nes a group G; , which is a (local) trivialization of AutL
Tt is at this Jevel that the rotations in Ggor m ay be param etrized w ith a special fam ik of
cross sections of the trivial orthogonal coframe bundke ¢’ SO (3) L ,as for SO (3)
Y angM ills theory, as said In ).
W e do not know whether these steps can be in plam ented rigorously in a global way for
R 3; if this is possble, then the quasiShanm ugadhasan canonical transfom ation of

Section IV can be de ned globally for global coordinate system s on

Both to study the shhgularity structure ofD & itt superspace @1{{d3] ortheR im annian
3-m anifolds (the space of 3-m etrics 3g modulo D iff ), for instance the cone over
cone singularities of Ref. 4], and the analogous phenom enon (called in this case G rbov
am biguity) for the group Gror 0f SO (3) gauge transfom ations, we have to analyze the
stability subgroups ofthe group Gy ofgauge transform ations for special cotriads e, ( ;~),
the basic variables in tetrad graviy. In m etric gravity, w here the m etric is the basic variable
and pssudodi eocm orphism s are the only gauge transform ations, it is known that if the 3-
m etric 3g over a noncom pact 3-m anifold like satis es boundary conditions com patible
w ith being a fiinction in a Sobolkv space W 27 with s> 3=2, then there exist specialm etrics
adm itting \isom etries" [see Appendix B ].The group Iso( ;°g) ofisom etries ofa 3-m etric of
aRiem ann 3-maniold ( ;3g) is the subgroup ofD if f which leaves the functional form
of the 3-m etric 3g,s ( ;~) Iwvariant [its Lie algebra is spanned by the K illing vector elds]:
the pseudodi eom oxphian ~ 7 ~O(~) = " ()InDiff is an isom etry in Iso( ;3g) [see
Egs.(30) of I] if

@ " @ V7,

3rs ;~0~ :30 ;~0~ T — v\l 71~ 15
Gro (i 60) = G (i~ €)= oo "G (i) 15)

T he finction space of 3-m etrics tums out to be a strati ed m anidld fJ] w ith shgular-
ities. Each stratum contains allm etrics °g w ith the sam e subgroup Iso( ;3g) D iff
[isom orphic but not equivalent subgroups ofD if £ produce di erent strata of 3-m etrics];
each point In a stratum w ih n K illing vectors is the vertex of a cone, which is a stratum
w ith n-1 K illing vectors (the cone over cone structure of singularities @]) .

From
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 u v
s (57 0)) = P (v ) = P, (i N (v () = e Gu (i) =
e (i) ems (=) and’ey ), (i~ ()= R ( (i~ )N Pepu ( j~) Btthe

Jevel of cotriads a pssudodi ecm orphism -dependent rotation is allowed], it ollow s that also
the fiinctional ©m of the associated cotriads is invariant under Iso( ;3g)

0 0 0 0 @ S
e (i~ ) ="eq, (v ) =R ( (i~ (~>>>F3e(b>s( i) (16)
M oreover, g ( i~ () = 3g ( i~ ¢)) mples > B( ;~ () = 3 % (;~¢)) and
3R (3~ () = 3R%,( j~ ), =0 that Iso( ;3g) is alo the stability group for the
associated Christo el symbols and R i&m ann tensor
BU (M= (M) =
@ OU@ m @ n @2 v @ 04
= e G B e
@ ve T @ %@ @ v
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R (7~ ) = RU (5~ ) =
@ telemen,
= RVpmn ( 5~): 17
@ v@ Or@ Os@ [ Im ( ) ( )

Let us rem ark that in the YangM ills case (see Ref. []] and the end of this Section) the
eld strengths have generically a larger stability group (the gauge copies problm ) than the
gauge potentials (the gauge sym m etry problam ). Here, one expects that R iem ann tensors
(the eld strengths) should have a stability group Sk (  ;3g) generically Jarger of the one
of the Christo el symbols (the connection) S ( ;3g), which In tum should be larger of
the isom etry group of themetric: Sg ( ;3g) S ( ;°g) Iso( ;°g). However, these
stability groups do not seem to have been explored in the literature.
Since the m ost general transfomm ation in Gy for cotriads 3e(a)r ( ;~), spin connections
R®31 o ( ;~)and eld strengthsR @3 o ( j~)isesend ! ! ;mEgs.(32) of Ito
conform w ith the notations of Ref. B]]

0 @ s
el (i 6N = R (o (i) “es (5

N 0 @ uh N
K@ R (v )= e R NE® 20 (Ci~PR (o (5~ 4+
i
+ R (0 i*N&ER( o ~)) =
uh i

== K21, (i) + R (i~ NB R (o (7)) =
0
|

= KO, G ENF R (o B PR (g (i~ )

A 0 @ U@ v A
E@3 R (i~ )= WW3R e iR a i) R (g (5~) =

_ @ B @ i §(a)3
0 0
3@ ]1:@ ) hA 3 3 .
+ R i*NR® Lo ()R (o 5~)) =

uv @) ( ;N) +

=K®3 (i~ e+ _

3 1 0 0 h/\(a) 3 0 0 3 0 0 1
+ R 7((i~6))) R s (i~ )i RO (i~ () = (18)
where B ) = B el i) = @olt woo lrel i~) and’R( o) a3 3
rotation m atrices, the behaviour of spin connections and eld strengths under isom etries
can be studied.

Let us now brie vy review the G rbov ambiguity for the soin connections and the eld
strengths follow ing Ref. B]. A Il spin connections are nvariant under gauge transfom ations
belonging to the center Z; of SO 3): °R 2 23 ) !, = "7l.4).

As shown In Ref. E], there can be special spin connections 3! r@ ( 7~), which adm it a
stability subgroup Gf{o - (\gauge symm etries") 0ofGro 1, eaving them xed

RO 026 ) DR (5 N=0) 1B (i~)=>10( i~): (19)

r@)
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From Eq.{l§), i ©llows that under an isometry in Iso ( ;3g) we have 3!2(3) (3~ ) =
31w (3~ (), nam ely the rotations >R ( ( ;~ (~))) are gauge symm etries.

W hen there are gauge sym m etries, the goin connection is \reducibl": tsholonom y group
' isa subgroup ofSO 3) [ ' SO (3)]and G Which isalways equalto the centralizer of
the holonomy group i SO (3), Zso 3y ( ')l satis esGior = Zso @ ( ') Zs.

M oreover, there can be special eld strengths ® .., which adm it a stability subgroup
Gror OfGror laving them xed

R (572G, ) K®° o) ( i7)7R( ( i~)1=0
) 7 R (i) =7 e (i) (20)
WehaveGryr Gaor = Zso ( ') 23 and there isthe probkm of \gauge copies" : there

exist di erent spin connections®! ., ( ;~) giving riseto thesame eld strength® o) ( ;~).

A spin connection is \irreducible", when its holonomy group ' is a \not closed" irre-
ducble m atrix subgroup of SO (3). In this case we have Gy or  Gpor = Zso @ ( ') = Z3
and there are gauge copies, but not gauge sym m etries.

Finally, a soin connection °! ., ( ;~) is \fully imreducble" if ' = SO (3): in this case
there are neither gauge sym m etries nor gauge copies G or = Gaor = Z3]and the holonomy
bundkeP ' (o) ofevery pointp 2 SO (3) concidesw ith SO (3) iself, so thatevery two
points in SO (3) can be pined by a ! -horizontalcurve. O nly In this case the covarant
divergence is an elliptic operatorw ithout zerom odes (this requires the use of specialweighted
Sobolv spaces for the spin connections to exclude the irreducible and reducible ones) and
its G reen function can be globally de ned (absence of G rbov am biguities).

In conclusion, the ollow Ing diagram

1

| 3 13
. r@) - rs(@)
*ear m 1)
3 3 3 .
! Ors ! L]_is ! Ruvrsl

together w ith Egs.{1§), {L§), in plies that, to avoid any kind of pathology associated w ith
stability subgroups of gauge transfom ations, one has to work w ith cotriads belonging to a
fiunction space such that: i) there isno subgroup ofisom etries in the action ofD iff  on the
cotriads (no cone over cone structure of sihgularities In the lower branch ofthe diagram ); i)
allthe soIn connections associated w ith the cotriads are fully irreducible o type ofG rbov
am biguity in the upper brandh of the diagram ). Both these requirem ents point tow ards the
use of specialweighted Scbolv spaces like in Yang-M ills theory J}] (see Appendix C and its
bibliography) .

Tt would be usefiil to m ake a system atic study of the relationships between the stability
groups Sk ( ;°9) S ( ;°9) Iso( ;°g) and the stability groups Gpor  Gapor and
to show rigorously that the presence of isom etries G rbov ambiguity) in the lower (upper)
branch of the diagram im plies the existence of G rbov ambiguity (isom etries) In the upper
(lower) branch.

In Ref. [§] there willbe a com plete discussion on the de nition of proper gauge trans-
form ations [Egs.{§) plus boundary conditions on the param eters of gauge transfom ations
(in plying their angle-independent approach to the identity at spatialin nity) w illbe needed]
, problem oconnected w ith the di erentiability of the D irac H am iltonian, w ith supertransh-
tions, and w ith the asym ptotic behaviour of the constraints and of their gauge param eters.
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T here w illbe also the de nition ofthe asym ptotic P oincare charges, which are the analogue
of the non-Abelian charges (generators of the mm proper Ylobal or rigid’ gauge transform a—
tions) of YangM ills theory; see Refs. [A3[44] for interpretational problem s. Tnstead, see Ref.
@] for a treatm ent of large di eom orphian s, the analogous of the Jarge gauge transform a—
tions (due to w inding number) of Yang-M ills theory [], not connected to the identity.
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ITT.M ULTITEM PORALEQUATIONSAND THEIR SOLUTION .

In this Section we study the m ultitem poral equations associated w ith the gauge trans-
form ations in Gz , to nd a local param etrization of the cotriads 3e(a)r ( ;~) In tem s of the
parameters . ( ;~)and ) ( ;~) ofGg . W e shallassum e to have chosen a globalcoordinate
system  on R* to confom w ith the discussion of the previous Section.

Let us start w ith the nvariant subalgebra gror fthe algebra 0fGr r ] of rotations, whose
generators are the vector eldsX ) ( ;~) ofEgs.[I]). Since the group m anifold ofGror isa
trivial principalbundle ¢’ SO (3) L over ,endowed with the coordinate system

, with structure group SO (3) [o be replaced by SU (2) when one studies the action of G 7
on farm jon  elds], we can use the results of Ref. Q] for the case 0£ SO (3) YangM ills theory.

Let ) be canonical coordinates of rst kind on the group m anifbld of SO @). Ifr®
are the generators of 0(3), E®;r?1= 4 or® [stead K@ are the generators in the
adpint representation, ® @) g = @ool and I (S) = expso @) 6 @r®) isa one-
param eter subgroup of SO (3) w ith tangent vector ,r® at the dentity I 2 SO (3), then
theelement (1) = expso 3 ( r®) 2 N1 SO (3) N isa neighbourhood of the iden—
tity such that expso g) is @ di eom omohism from a neighbourhood of 0 2 so(3) to N ;] is

given coordinates £ )g. IfY, and 7, are dualbases (jY(a) "o = @) of el hvarant
vector elds and left mvarant (orM aurer< artan) 1-form son SO (3), we have the standard
M aurer< artan structure e(zuatjons [Y’(a) ;Y&)) ] = @b (C)Y(C) Y(a) 1 = r(a) 2 so (3) ] and dN(a) =

% @) ©) ) NCb)A N(C) [N(a):lt = r(a) 2 SO(3) ,the dualLJe a]gebra;TSO (3) SO(3),T SO (3)

so@3) ]. Then, from Lie theoram s, In arbitrary coordinates on the group m anifold we have
Ta) = Bowl)g—r "@=Rau()d g,A()=B"'(),A0 =B =1 and the

)
GA @) () CA @y ()

M aurer€ artan equations becom e —; o e o @@ @A o (A ¢ () and

_ @B @) () @B @y () _
YoBawow () YoBaom()=Buwn()—F — Bwell—F _ —~Bawl() wono-

(u)
By de nition these coordinates are said canonical of rst kind and satisfy A gy () ) =
@ lcompare with Eq.@4) of Appendix A, so that we get A ( ) = * 1)=R wih
R ayw = BEaew © = @woo ©- The canonical 1-om on SO (3) is bso ) =
"ar® = A ()d nr® E al ()dsomal ), a() 2 SO @); dso 3 is the exterior
derivative on SO (3)]. Due to the M aurer€artan structure equations the l-forms 7,
are not integrable on SO (3); however in the neighbourhood N SO (3) we can Inte—

grate them along the preferred de ning line = (s) de ning the clgnonical coordinates of
rst kind to get the phases , ( (8) = N 0 A e () . I

d = ds2 el e 5 @( -j- @ = d%o@] i the directional derivative along

have d @ 6)= "l ))andd g ( ) = 0) d*> = 0. The analytic atlas
N for the group m anifold of SO (3) is built by starting from the neighbourhood N ; of the
dentity w ith canonical coordinates of rst kind by left m ultiplication by elem ents o£ SO (3):
N = [a2s0 3 fa Ng.

As shown In Ref. [] rrR3 SO (@), I a tubular neighbourhood of the identity cross
section ; of the trivial principalbundle R SO (3) [n which each Dber is a copy of the
SO (3) group m anifold] we can de ne generalized canonical coordinates of rst kind on each

ber o to buid a coordiatization of R® SO (3). W e now extend this construction from

on we
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the at Rismannian manibld R?3; ) to a Riemannian manitld ( ;3g) satisfying our
hypotheses, especially the H adam ard theorem , so that the 3-m anifold , di eom orphic to
R 3, adm is global charts.

Let us consider the ber SO (3) over a point p 2 , chosen as origin ~ = 0 of the
glbalchart on , wih canonical coordinates of rmstkind ) = ) ( O). Fora given
sin connection 3!, on ) SO (3) let us consider the ?! -horizontal lift of the star of
geodesics ofthe R i&m ann 3-m anibld ( ;g = *eq)r “€w)s) @m anating from p2  through
each point of the ber SO (3). If the spin connection *! ,, is fully irreducble, SO (3)
is In this way foliated by a connection-dependent fam ily of global cross sections de ned by
the 3! -horizontal lifts of the star of geodesics they are not * ! -horizontal cross sections, as it
was erroneously w ritten in Ref. ], since such cross sections do not exist when the holonom y
groups In each point of SO (3) are not trivial]. T he canonical coordinates of rst kind on
the reference SO (3) berm ay then be parallel (w ith respect to 3! @) transported to allthe
other bersalong these *! -dependent globalcross sections. Ifp= ©; @)= ( 0; « ( 0))
is a point in SO (3) over p 2 ;I ! SO (3) is the 3! -dependent
cross section through p and if 3! ﬁ;) (;~)d*= >, then the coordinates of the point
Intersected by ) on the SO (3) ber over the point p0 of w ith coordinates ( ;~) are

()
R
~ erRA © 3 ®) ( =)
= M r(c) .
©) (/0P op? ev ©) @) ’ 22)
w here ((ki))(a) (~;0; ) isthe W u-Yang nonintegrable phase w ith the path ordering evaluated

along the geodesic 0 from ptopo. The in nitesim al form is

P

@ (a)( ;N)

@ ( 7d~) @( M+ ———3-0d "
h e N i
(D vot BNyl 047 ; (23)
inplying that the dentity cross section 1 of (7 SO Q@) [ o = @ ( O = 0]isthe

origh for all SO 3) bers: ) ( j~)J, = 0. As shown In Ref. B], on ; we alo have
@ @ ( 7~)J, = 0. The main property of this construction is that these coordinates are
such that a vertical in nitesinal ncrement d ,Jj- ( ;-) of than along the de ning path
(oneparam eter subgroup) ( ;) (s) In the ber SO (3) over g 2 w ith coordinates ( ;~)
is num erically equal to the horizontal In nitesin al ncrement @, () ( ;~)d © In going from
~to~+ d~ In

d @i (~H=d g i~)=8& o (;~)d”: 24)

W ith this coordinatization of ¢’ SO (3), in the chosen globalcoordinate system  for
in which the identity cross section  is chosen as the origin of the angls, as in Ref. []
we have the Pllow ing realization for the vector eldsX ) ( ;~) ofEqgs.[d])

~ ~

X @ ( i) = B ( (e)( i~ )) ) = Aga (@l i~ NX g (5~); @2D)
o ( i~) @ (7~)
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where the functional derivative is the directional finctional derivative along the path
(~ () I ) SO @) origihating at the identity cross section ; (the origh ofallSO (3)
bers) In the SO (3) ber over the point p 2 w ith coordinates ( ;~), coresponding in
the above construction to the path (s) de ning the canonical coordinates of rst kind
in the reference SO (3) ber. Ikt satis es the com m utator In Eq.) due to the generalized

M aurer< artan equations or SOQB) RAR=B 1]
@Buwwo (@), @B w@ ( @),
Bwa (@ iv) — 9. () Bup( @ i)——————3 (=
@ @ @ @
= Bwal @l i) aaon;i
@A o) ( (e))j @A ) ) ( (e))j _
——J= () T J= (=
@ @ @ ©
awwRrwo (@ 7*NAhe (@ ~); (26)
holding pointwise on each berof () SO (3) over ( ;~) in a suiable tubular neighbour-
hood of the identity cross section.
By de ning a generalized canonical 1-fom for Gror, * = R® "o ( j~) =
Ha( @ i~))d g ( ;~), where Ty ( ;~) = A(a)( @ )& o (i~)="@e( ;~)d" =

Agp( @ ;~))d g ( ;~) are the generalized M aurer€ artan 1-fom s on the Lie algebra
OroT OfGROT and where we de ned th.emat]dCESH @) ( @) ( ,'"’)) = R\(b)A ©) @) ( @) ( ,'"’)),
the previous equations can be rew ritten in the form ofa zero curvature condition

@H o) ( @) . QH ¢ ( ) .

J=(m —J= (7T E_I(a)( (e)( r"“));ch)( (e)( ;~))]= 0: @7)
@ ©) @ @)

Eg.(64) of T and Egs.{) and §) give the Hllow ing m ultitem poral equations for the
dependence of the cotriad e, ( ;~) on the 3 gauge angles ) ( ;~)
0. Pe@r (i)

0
X g ( ;"')39(a)r( i~ = B(c)ao)( @ i) ——————=
(c)( i~)

= £ . ) AM L P 3 e} 3 (e ey
- e(a)r( ’ )r (b)( ’ )g_ @) ) (@) e(c)r( ’ ) ( I4 )r

~3 .
e(a)r( i) 0

- . 3 . 3o . —
) o = @e@B oo @ i) eqr( ;~) i~) =
o (i) .
hA() . 3 3 0
C
RYA g ( @ i~) eqr( ;~) ;~)=
h N @) @)

= Hopl (i) Cewsl im) 265 @8)

These equations are a functional multitem poral generalization of the m atrix equation
dﬂtU tt) = hU () , U ;) = 1, generating the concspt of tin eordering. They are
integrable (ie. their solution is path independent) due to Egs.@7) and their solution is

e (i) ="Rap (@ i) ep:( i~); (29)
where [l is an arbitrary path origihating at the identity cross section of ¢’ SO (3); due
to the path independence it can be replaced w ith the de ningpath  ( ( ,-)(8) = ~ ( ;~;s)]
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R

3 H ¢ ( @)D
R o = P @ o (c) (e) (c) =
@o (e i) e .
R
= P e o H (@)D (o =
(@) ®
= Pe e ) (a)(b); (30)
is a point dependent rotation m atrix PR, ()= °R é) o () since R@y= g@ji,
In Eq.(0) we introduced the generalized phase obtained by functional integration along
thede ningpath n ¢ SO (3) of the generalized M aurer<€ artan 1-om s
z
I .. _ ( j~is) £~ @) ~ . _
(@ i~is)) = : R @J (e T
z © ( i~is)
=0 Hg( @)D @ =
Z @)  i~is) @)
= ) RYA @ ( @)D @ @)

0

Asshown inRef. B, wehave dv " ( o ( ;~is) =R® ) ( o ( i~:9);iQ o ( i~:s),
where d. is the restriction of the \ ber or vertical" dertvative dy on ¢’ SO 3) the
BRST operator] to the de ning path, satisfying d? = 0 due to the generalized M aurer-
C artan equations.

In Eq.@), 3e(a)r( ;~) are the ocotriads evaluated at ) ( ;~) = 0 (ie. on the iden-
tity cross section). Being Cauchy data of Egs.§), they are independent from the angles

w (j~), satisfy Pegy ( j~)7M ¢ ( i~)g= 0and depend only on 6 independent finctions
the ) ( ;~) are the 3 rotational degrees of freedom hidden in the 9 variabks’®e ), ( ;~)]1.

W e have not found 3 spoeci ¢ conditions on cotriads Im plying their independency from

the angls ).
Since from Eq.(34) of Iwe get orthe spin connection D ((;))(b)r( ;~) isthe SO (3) covardiant
derivative In the ad pint representation]
Tl (i)
0 0 -r(@)
X g ( ;~)3!r(a)( i~)= Bow (@ ;N))a—lo =
@ i)

3 3 0
= £l i~)iMy(i~)g=,
h 3 * 3 0
@olrt @weo troliv) i) =
1
() 3 . 3, .9 _ M) . 3, .. 0.
ol R (i Do TEi~)=D (i) T i)
(32)

which is the sam e resul as for the gauge potential of the SO (3) YangM ills theory, we can
use the results of Ref. Q] to w rite the solution oqu.@)

(T)
3!r(a)( i) = RAgm (@ i~)E& g ;~)+3!r(a)( i~ e (i)
w ith
™)
@715 (i~ o)
@) r~r (e) . (T)
”‘@ I (= @m@eBao( @i g Civi 9 i~N: (33
®)
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Ir13!r(a)( i~)d = T ( ;~)+3'(T)( i~ @ ( ;~))d*, the rsttem isa pure gauge

‘r@)
SoIn connection (the BRST ghost), while the second one is the source ofthe eld strength:
) ) T) 3, @) o
3 e = @r3's(a> @53!r(a) (a>do>(c>3!rao)3!s(c)- M oreover, the Hodge decom position

theorem [ the functional spaces where the spin connections are fiully irreducible] im plies
that 31 ) ( ;~)=3211)(;~; ¢ ( i~)) satis es’r 731 ) = 0.

S have X L0311 R) Ly o 300 Ly 3O v
nce we nave aj)( i) ’r(a)( i~ = @) () b) 'r(c)( i~) T ),wege

~3, () .
Yo i)

o () = Hgp( el ;~))1a>(c)3!r(?(c))( i~) 3 in);

310 @) Ly = e () 3,0) L.
) 'r(a)( 14 ) P e (a)a)) 'r(:b)( 14 )’

3,231 00 () o (34)

r ‘r@)
3 (?)
‘r(@)

. ? ? ? ?
and is the source of the el strength 3 4 = @.°!°) @31 %) @ )

s(@a) ‘r(@) rb) sl
invariant under the rotation gauge transfom ations. C learly, 3! r(?(a)) isbuilt w ith the reduced
cotriads Je,); -

Let us ramark that for °!7  ( ;~)d " = 7o ( j~) we get’ 4 ( ;j~) = 0 and then
*Risuy = 0: In this case the Rim annian manibld ( ;°g.s = ‘e "€w)s) becomes the
Euclidean manibld R?;°gE,) wih °gf, the at 3-metric in curvilinear coordinates. Now
Eq.@9) inpliesthat’g, = Jeq): ") and then °gf, ( j~) = el = ), i ) are

v g2en

C artesian coordinates [so that * I° = Sw s = €40 %ens = 4} (see after Egs.(21)

of I); then, for an arbitrary *gwe have * J = 4 %+ ° Y with ® ¥ = %¢, eps i p

rs r. rs

T he transverse soin connection ( ;~) isihdependent from thegaugeangls ) ( ;~)

the source of the R dam ann tensor], inplies that &, ( ;j~) = @é;i 3eF(a)u ( X)) = (a)u% )
Therefore, a at cotriad on R ® has the form

3_F 3 e~" )
e(a)r( ;~)= R(a)(b)( (e)( ;N)) b)u @ T : (35)
Egs.(64) of I give the m ultitem poral equations for the m om enta
0.3 p 0 ~3~](:a)( i~)
Xl iv) " i~)=Bop( g iv)——F5-=
(c)( ;N)
- 3.5 ey 3y,
- @) ) © ~(c)( i) T i) (36)
whose solution is [3~r(a) ( ;~) depends only on 6 independent functions]
P (i) =Ry (e (57)) 7~ (™) 37)

W ith the de nition of SO (3) covariant deriative given in Eq.B2), the constraints
HA(a) ( ;~) OofEgs.(6l) and (62) of I, m ay be w ritten as
h i
Hoo ()= e, (7)o + 21 Mgy ()=

()

— e )3T .~ .
=D (a)do)r( 4 ) a))( 4 ) OI (38)
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(T)r

so that we have F~(a)

( ;~)isa edwih zero SO (3) covarant divergence]

Z

3 3 (T)r 3 0 ()r 0 A 0
NJ(fa)( ;N): ~(a) ( ;N) d @) ©) (~;~; )H (b)( ;N);
A (1) 3 (TM)r
D aywr(i7) g (i~) O (39)

In thisequation, we introduced the G reen function ofthe SO (3) covariant divergence, de ned
by

() (Hr , 0

3 0
D (a)a))r( ;N) ®) € (NIN ’ )= @) (© (N r ): (40)

In Ref. [, this G reen function was evaluated for = R3, the at Euclidean space, by
using the G reen function e~ ~0) of the at ordinary divergence § = @?] in Cartesian
coordinates

et ~)=Qck ~)=

@ e+ M=t ~); 41)

where 1 (~ ~O) is the tangent to the at geodesic (straight line segm ent) pining the point
of coordinates ~ and ~O, o that n (~ ~0) @ is the directional derivative along the at
geodesic.

W ith our special fam ily of Riem annian 3-m anifolds ( ;3g), we would use Eq.@]) in
the special globalnom alchart in which the star of geodesics originating from the reference
point p becom es a star of straight lines. In non nom al coordinates, the G reen function
ek ~O) will be replaced with the gradient of the Synge world function [§] or DeW it
geodesic intervalbitensor B1] pw ;~) biving the arc kngth of the geodesic from ~ to ~]

adapted from the Lorentzian M * to the R iem annian , le. d° 0(~;~O) = % ow i~) =
PP
13._.r

357 pw i~) = 2@ oy (~;~') giving in each point ~ the tangent to the geodesic op

pining the points p and pO of coordinates ~ and ~' in the direction from p0 to p. Therfre,

the G reen function is R.d" | ;~O) = 3 (~;~0); a ;~O) @, is the directional derivative
193 193

along the geodesic L0 atp of coordinates ~ ]

P

) 0 0 sg @3 s(c i~ .
we i )=d i) P et et @2)
w ith the path ordering done along the geodesic 0. Thispath ordering W u-Y ang noninte-
grable phase orgeodesic W ilson line) isde ned on all SO (3) only ifthe soin connection
is fully irreduchble; it is Just the parallel transporter of Eq.@3) .

Since °grs = *eq)r “er)s and *g™® = e’} are independent from the angles ) ( ;~),

0 0 .
we have £2e, ( ;~)7M ) ( i~)9= @ € i~) ¢ ~), s that Prthe triadswe get

o (i) ="Raym (@ (i) (i~): 43)

Eas.R9) show the dependence of the cotriad on the 3 angles ) ( ;j~), which therefore
must be expressble only in tem s of the cotriad itself and satisfy £ o) ( ;~); ¢ ( ;~0)g=
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0. They are the rotational gauge varables, canonically conjigate to Abelianized rotation
constraints ~a ( i~) 0. From Egs.[25), shce the functional derivatives com m ute, we see
that we have Bf&9]

M (i) =My (iR (@ (i~)) 0;

~ ~ 0
fra (i)ivg (i~)g= 0;
~ 0 0 0
f @l r"“)r"“(b)( i~)9= Agp( @ i*)NXg(i~) o i~)=
wo i) (44)

The finctional equation determ ning ) ( ;~) In tem s of’ey,, ( ;~) is

0

3.0 e} 3 . ) =
@ i) = (i) iM (i~ )R g ( @ i~)=
3 0 3 r 0 0
= owo wrl i)t (i)~ (iR g ( o i~))=
0. 3 0 @ (™)
ww B oo (e iv)) e iv)— I
ewr ( 7i~)

0 @ (7~) 3 0

3 — . . .
) we Cwrl i) S5 = Bawol e iv) tiv);
e(v)r( IN)
3 0 h @) (;~) i 3 0
pwe Cwrl i) Aol @ i = @ Civ)i

Be(v)r ( 1204 )

~

3 L0 @) ( ©) ( ;N))_ 3,..0.
O e Swr( 7)) 5 @o i~ )i
e(v)r( i)

~

w e 1
3e(v)r( I.NO) 3
;a)( @ (i)

0
3603)]: (5~)

3 0
i~

3 r L0
) ®) ) () @ €u (i)

0

1 4 ,
= c®Mew ey (i) 7 i) 45)

This equation is not integrable like the corresponding one in the YangM ills case [].
Having chosen a global coordinate system  on as the conventional origin of pssudodif-

feom orphism s, the discussion in Section IT allow s to de ne the trivialization ()’ SO (3)
ofthe coframebundke L. . If:

i) {7 isthe dentity cross section of (! SO (3), corresponding to the cofram e 3 W =
el d "I L [ ¥ are the coordihate finctions of J;

i) ) is an arbitrary global cross section of () SO (3), corresponding to a cofram e
> @ =ew:d I L ,in atubolar neighbourhood of the dentity cross section where the
generalized canonical coordinates of rst kind on the bersof ¢’ SO (3) (discussed at
the beginning of this Section) are de ned;

iif) ) (s) isthe fam ily ofglobalcross sectionsof () SO (3) connecting . = () (s= 0)
and ) = O (s= 1) o that on each berthe point on ;' is connected w ith the point
on ) by the de ning path * of canonical coordinates of rst kind;

then the fom al solution of the previous equation is

26



~ Z 36(5)1( ~)

1 A
@l eliv)=—2- K)o "€ D “epri (46)

del,y ()
where the path integral is m ade along the path of cofram es connecting * [, with * (), jist
described. As In Ref. E] , to get the an%]es @ ( ;~) from A(a) (@ (;~)), we essentially
have to Invert the equation ()=~ o< Amp()d g wiha = & 1=R
Let us now study the m ultitem poral equations associated w ith pssudodi eom orphisn s

to nd the dependence of *e,), ( ;~) on the param eters *( ;~). D isregarding m om entarily
rotations, ket us ook for a realization of vector elds Y, ( ;~) satisfying the last lne of
Egs.{13). Ifweput

@s( ;~)
Yo ( ~) = ; @7)
Q@ S( ;™)
we nd
0 @ U ( ;~) @ V( ;~)
()X ()= ; 5 o 1=
e (5T ()] oy R v(,~)1
_ @M (M)8 ) @ ()8 ki) _
Qr Q@ s u( ) Q s Q- U~
_ @R P i) LR P e _
Q@ T @ s u( ;~O) @ 0g Q@ Op u( ,.N)
h u o o 2 u o Oi
= e u)3(~;~) +@#)3(~;~)70+
@ S @ r @ r@ S u( ;~)
hg @U(;~), o @U(;~), i
+ ~ i g i) Y =
Q@ Op Q@ 0g ( ) @ TR s ( ) u( ;~)
_ eleihe ) L 80 _
Q@ s Q u( ) Q r Q@ s U~
@ 3t~ o @ 3~
= o () Y ()i 48
5 (i~) T (i~) (48)

in acocord w ith the last oqus.) . Therefore, the ol of the M aurer< artan m atrix B for
rotations is taken by m inus the Jacobian m atrix of the pssudodi eom oxphism ~ T 7 (~).
To take Into acoount the noncomm utativity of rotations and pssudodi eom orphisn s fthe
second line of Egs.{[3)], we need the de nition

~ @s( i~) @ (a)( i~) ~
Yo (5~)= £127.( ;~)g= : 49)
g @t s( ;) @ - o (i)

C karly the last lne of Egs.{ld) is satis ed, whil regarding the second line we have
consistently

X o (12 3= B (e ( 3oy & i~) ~
T PETENTT i) e @ i~)

1=
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e 3¢~ ~

= Bpal @ i~) 5 o+
oe (@ S D
@ c( i~) o @B a( e). ~
+ 917 5. )Mj: (py———— =
@r- ¢ o o (i)
@ 3¢~ :
= —— Xa e 50
2 @ (i) 50)
From Egs.f9) and £9) we get
€0, b @ (™) .
T @ ) Ys (i)t Agyp (@ ( ;~))(2)7$X @ (i~) =
e °(), b . L ge
= g S EP g T () EFM o (0)g
qet ... -

= f5~.( ;)9

) ET( )i ~)g= D3 eie);

£~ ( ;~)i~( 5~)g= 0; (1)

where ~;( ;~) is the momentum conjugate to the 3 gauge variables *( ;~), which will
be functions only of the cotrdads. On the space of cotriads the Abelianized form of the
pseudodi eom orphism constraints is

- Q@ (), b A 5 +
~(5~)= e x Fo~( s i)+ Tas( @ i7)ik o ( 7)) M g ( 5~) =
e s, b e

@r F() S @ s @

and both *( ;~) and ~;( ;~) have zero Poisson bracket with ) ( ;~), ~a (™)

T herefore, the 6 gauge variables " ( ;~)and ) ( ;~) and their conjugatem om enta form
6 canonicalpairsofa new canonicalbasisadapted to the rotation and pssudodi eom orphisn s
constraints and replacing 6 of the 9 conjugate pairs *eq): ( ;~),°~f, ( i~).

From Egs.(64) of Tand from Egs.{49) and @9), we get

0 Q U( ;~) @ o) ~
Ys( i~ 3 ayr\ 7~ ) = 0 ot
( ) "€@yr ( ) ) @ S

3 3
Raowo (@ i) ep:( i~

0
(c)( i)

~ k@
o
a]

@ U ( ;~) Zeprel i~)

_ 3 )
= Raopl @(iv))

e ™ S )
@ o ;~O)~3R(a)00)( @ ( ;’“))3
0 0 Cpr( ;~)=
@ = (c)( ;N) ©
@ U (i~) Cepr( i~)
= 3R a e ;~ ) 0 0
@o (e i~) @ S
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@Ry (@ i~))

33 e ) =
@s (r )eaj)r(r)

0
= flepr( ;)7 s( i~)g=

@3e(a)r( ;N) 0 /
3 3 ’
= e it em Cim o =
3
@ SYST ;’“)3 0

= Ragp( @ i~)r———2;~)

@ S
@R @y p (@ 5~))5

ep:( i~) P i)+
= pe (i) 2 5~)

@ 3¢~
+ °R @o (e ;~))3e(b)r( iN)T; (63)

5o that the pseudodi eom orphisn multitem poral equations for e, ( ;~) are

@ " (i~) Cewr(iv)_
@ U )

03
Y's( ;N) e(a)r( ;~)=

0

@3ear( i~) 0 @3("’;"‘)
= (@)—s T~) 3e(a)s( ;N)T: 54)
Analogously, from Egs.(64) of Iand Egs.{d]) and (87) we have
0 @ U ( ;~) @ o i~) -
Y ( ;~)3~ra (;~)= 0 0. T 0 0
@ e ™ U ) @ @ (i)
h3 - i
Raywm (@ i~))~(i~) =
h l 3 0
0 r 0 T@ T ;~)
= Ruap (@i~ i~) T
r3 3 u @ 3(~;~0)
t SRap (@ i~) vy (i~ r——— (55)

@
and we get the pseudodi eom orphisnm m ultitem poral equation for 3 ~ia) (;~)

05 @ U(;~) P~ (i)
Yo ~) 7~ (~) = 5 7 =
“ @ S)
3 r 0. @ 3(~;~0) r3 u @ 3(~;~0)

= T (i)

Q 0s s N(a)( i~) Q Ou—: (56)

Let us rem ark that the Jacobian m atrix satis es an equation ke (4)

0

0 @"( ;~ @V ( ;~ @ " (;~
7 5 (i) _ <0 ) 0 (i) _
@r @ S V( ,.N) @r
_ @U@ ) @) R P )
@Os Q T @Os @Or
_ @ (Me ) @Zu(;~)3(~_~o):
Q s Q @ @ s ’
@ @U(~) 5 o @U(;~)@3¢;~)
= — L 3 M 57
s ) i) T 5w (57)
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0
. . ) ECT O~ ECT 0 : . :
so that the identity ¢ @(os ) (u( (_No))) = & (@ LD 3., Inplies the follow ng solu—

tions of the multitem poral equations again V (C( ;~)) is the operator with the action
is

V(i NEC~)= £(3( ;~));and Egs[@B) is used]
@ °( ;~) - @ 5( ;~)n .
3e(a)r( ;~):?3é(a)s( 7 ;~)):TV( ( ;~))3é(a)s( i~
3é .
(a)r(or )= 0;
S( )
3 3 @ S( ;~)3 ~
€ar( i) ="Rap ( @ ;’“)T €ps (77 (i~))=
@ s( ;~) 0 - ~
= ?31%@@( o (7 CiNPens (7 (i~);
Q@Y ( ;~)@ V( ;~
*Ges (j~) = ( ) ( )Bé(a)u( S ey () (58)

@r @ s

Here the cotriads *€,), ( ;~) depend only on 3 degrees of freedom and are D irac cbserv—
ablesw ith respect to both Abelianized rotations and pssudodi eom orphism s. A gain, lke In
the case of rotations, we have not found 3 speci ¢ conditions on the cotriads in plying this

nal reduction. This is due to the fact that, even if one has a trivial cofram e bundle, one

does not know the group m anifold of D iff and that there is no canonical dentity for
pseudodi eom orphisn s and therefore also for rotations inside the gauge group Gy .

Egs.{q) are the counterpart in tetrad gravity of the solutions of the 3 elliptic equations

for the gravitom agnetic vector potential W * of the confom al approach (see the end of
Appendix C).

If@@rsmj;( ;N)jsthe Inverse Jacobian m atrix and j@@#)jthe determm inant of the Jaco—
bian m atrix, the follow ing identities
. @ (), @ " (i)
sT T@gu Fm @gs
@ Q@ " (M), e s, @ (), @Zw(;~).
) Qv @u jV:N( ) @ u }:N( ~) @ v }:N( ;N)W’
@ (), e ), @ = (), @i~
) V(0 gu TemT @u T (rigs F="(r gv 7
0 @ (M,
Ta (i) @u T
@ e (), s oL L@V @ 2 ¢~
=@s @u }:N(;~) i)+ s @u ( ) @0v ’ (59)
and fuse isdoneof IndetM = TrM ' M )]
@ @ (~), .@ (;~).e=(), @ % ().
@r-J Q@ =] Q J@u }:('N)W’



s 7e T e e T s
#
0o @ ( ;~) @ (;~).@ 3¢;~)
Ys( 5~)7 = 7 5 ; 60
( )] a J i 77 (60)

allow to get

i) =R (@ (7))~ (5~) =

@ (i~).@ (). 3

= Ram( @ i~)3 a T s =i o ()=
@ (~).@ *(). . ns
= Rap (0 2T I g7 3V O 7 (2 (61)

where 3 Qr(a) ( ;~) areD irac cbservables w ith respect to both A belianized rotations and pssu—
dodi eom orphism s. In a sin ilarway we get

, @ (), ~
€ (i) =Ry (@ g e D (7 iN; (62)
w ith *¢%, ( ;~) theD irac cbservables for triads dualto’eg). ( ;~). T he line elem ent becom es
2 _ P Q" (hy e ~&°0) ?
ds” = N @)+ n N @or + nr]ﬁ €a (M)7€) ( )? N @s)s + ns] @
r @ B 3 ~1\3 ~ @ v r s
2 Nggrt n,d d i Eapu (7)7 &)y ( )Fd d ": (63)

To get *( ;~) In tem s of the cotrads we have to solve the equations fuse is done of
0
Eq.Bl), 62) ofIand of £ *( ;~)7M @ ( ;j~)g= 0]

E3i~ )= £ ( 5~)in( ir)g=
u(N)- r 3~ 0
= Qs }—~( ,No)f ( ;~)I u( r~ )g_
_ene), B @y (i) @lemu(i~)  T( )
Q@ s }=~( ~) Q@ Ou Q@ Oy 3e(a)v( ,.NO)
o @ () 1
3eau( I~) o7
@ @ v 3@(a)v( i~)
+
h 0 3 03 03 l 0
2 0 @, €. @, epy @, eppu) ((jv)——— +
@) ©) @) ) ) 3e®)v( ;N)
0 @
+ ) e, e T(~)=0: (64)

W e do not know how to solve these equations along som e privileged path in the group
m anifold of D if £ after having chosen a global coordinate system as a oconventional
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origin of pseudodi eom orphian s fthis identi es a conventional dentity cross section () in

the proposed description ofD if £ w ith the bration ! forthe case R3],
due to the poor understanding of the geom etry and di erential structure of this group m an—
ifold. P resum ably, sihoe the bers of are also copiesof , on each one ofthem one
can try to de ne an analogue of canonical coordinates of rst kind by using the geodesic
exponentialm ap:

i) choose a reference ber ,in overapolntp= ( j0) chosen asorigin in the base
(and then connected to allthe points In base w ith geodesics; for R° this iswellde ned;

the global cross sections corresponding to global coordinate system s should be horizontal
lifts of this geodesic star w ith respect to som e notion of connection on the bration);
i) ifg, isthe point in at the intersection of  ,, w ith the conventional dentity cross
sction () and g thepoint where ,, intersects a nearby globalcross section R [ is
another global coordinate system on ], we can consider the geodesic o4 on  o;
ifl) use the geodesic exponentialm ap along the geodesic o, to de ne \pseudodi eom or-
phisn ocoordinates ™ ( P)" descrbing the transition from the global coordinate system  to
’ over the base pointp= ( 0);

i) paralleltransport these coordnateson the ber ,totheother bersalong the geodesics
ofthe cross sections ¢ .

If this coordinatization of the group m anifold ofD if f for R> can be jasti ed,
then one could try to solve the previous equations.

Instead, we are abl to give a form al expression for the operator\? (' (~)) [for the sake
of simplicity we do not consider the -dependence], whose action on functions f (~) is
V(ENEE)= £7¢)). W ehave

A (R“M@ r(u’Dus)L
V{TE)=P e~ & ¢ r; (65)

w here the path ordering is along the geodesic in pining the points w ith coordinates

~ and ~ = ~ (). For in nitesin al pseudodi eom orphism s ~ 7 Ny = )=~ 4+~ ()
with verse~' = ~7 ~()="  ~T)], we have
A b e, ie ., . @
Vet o~ 1 ) @s T ~Ceng 1+ (N)@ s
NG
tEC)T £6)+ ) @ s fe+ ~0)): (66)

Fom ally wehave [if = T (~) is Interpreted as the directional finctional derivative along
]

N 0 @ S(~
VEeNEE)= 2e~) @

e .
g sV CENEE)]=

£ (%) @r
o @ (), @E (T ¢)) o @E (7)),
3(~;~) Qr }=~(~) Q@ s = 3(~;~) Qr }=~(~):
£CF)
= s 67
P (67)
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By using Egs.(65) of I, we get
By g B g
@®r e it )it U im2)g

3 3 (M)s
@a®I ts@ ( i~)iM g ( i2)g ¢g Ci~i )i

& (1)

B (Mr 3~

(a)a))r( ;N) fa))(c) (N;Nl; ); u( ;~2)g=

3 3~ (!)s
= @waeflse( i)7 W02 g Civi ) (68)

Then Egs.(65) of I, 83) and #() im ply the Hllow ing transom ation properties under rota—
tions and space pssudodi eom orphian s of the G reen function of the SO (3) covariant diver-
gence (Which we do not know how to verify explicitly due to the path-ordering contained In
i)

h i
(Wr ..y, 3 g T (s .,
f @) ©) (~I~ll )] M(g)( ,~2)g_ @ ; @) E) (NINZI )(e)(g)(f) (£) ©) (~21~1I ) +
MNr . 3 . (s .
+ @) ) (~I~2) !s(e) ( INZ) (g) b) (NZINlI )
(Mr 3 (!)s
@) @) (~;~2; ) !S(f)( ;~2) (£) b) (~2;~1; );
MNr 3~
f op Civii )i . u( i2)g=

3 ("r 3 3~ (!)s
d 3 e v ) oo sa(i)i" Tu (i) gy it )

(©9)

Collecting all previous resuls, we obtain the ollow Ing form for the D irac H am iltonian

z h
‘ 3 ~ 3 3~
Hpjapm = d nH NE) €@r rt
i
N nn ~ va A 3 on
tart et ot Te Mae (iv)F
A AB
+ 2 ()~ ( )+ as ()~ ()=
2 b @ .
= & nH 3t + o~

N@) e(a)@ r s

n n oL oL
T et et CoBoe( @)t

@ 1
3 @) ~ A AB
+ Ny "€y @x ) i)+t a ()~ )+ asg ()7 ()=

Z 3 h AN 3 @ s ~
— r ~
= d’ nH n ) e(a)—@ - st .

1
n n n ~ ~ ~ om
tart whet @tet Tete (i)t
A AB

+ 2 ()~ ()+ as ()7 () (70)

where ~, are new D irac m ultpliers.
T he phase space action, which usually is Incorrectly w ritten w ithout the prin ary con—
straints, is
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Z h

— 3 r 3 N
S = d d’? ~(a)@ e(a)r nH + I‘l(a)H @)
L9 5 3 l
n n n .
n”~ @~ @ @ "~ @ @ M@ (i~)
A AB
A ()~ () as ()~ ()=
Z h

3 r 3 N 3 r 3~
d (f N(a)@ e(a)r nH + n(a) e(a) r

n n n ~ ~

~

n @ @) @ @)

ZA( )P () ap ()PP ()=

1
3 .
") M@ (5~)

S
3_r @ o
@) e(a) @ r S

A
d d% ﬁ"'](:a)@ 3e(a)r nH + ng

n n o

~

n (a)N?a) (a)~(La) N(a)"'(a)]( i)
A ()2 C)  as ()PP () (71)

In conclusion the 18-din ensional phase space spanned by e, and °~7, has a glbal

since R°] canonical basis, in which 12 variablks are ), ~,, 0, %, ~. 0.
The rem aining 6 variablks, hidden in the reduced quantities *&,,, 3ﬁr(a), are 3 pairs of
conjigate D irac’s observables w ith respect to the gauge transform ations In Gy , nam ely they
are Invariant under A belianized rotations and space pseudodi eom orphisn s and, therefore,
weakly invariant under the original rotations and space di eom oxphisn s] connected w ith
the identity and obtainabl as a succession of n nitesin al gauge transform ations. H ow ever,
since space pseudodi eom orphisn s connect di erent charts in the atlas of and since
*( ;~)= T meansto choose as origin of space pssudodi eom orphisn s an arbitrary chart,
the functional form of the D irac’s cbservables w ill depend on the chart chosen as origin.
Thiswill re ect itself in the freedom ofhow to param etrize the reduced cotriad 3é(a)r ( ;~)
in term s of only 3 independent functions: in each chart Y’ they willbe denoted Q © ( ;~)
and, if t+ dc’ isa new chart connected to Y by an In nitesim al space pseudodi eom orphism
of param eters ~ ( ;~), then we willhave Q" 9 ( ;~) = %Q DT
T he real nvariants under pseudodi eom orphisn s of a R iam annian 3-m anidld (  ;3g)
[for which no explicit basis is known], can be expressed In every chart Y’ as function-
als of the 3 independent functions Q ? ( ;~). Therefore, these 3 functions give a local
(hart-dependent) coordnatization ofthe space of 3-geom etries (superspace orm odulispace)
Riem =D iff  [B3[71.
By using Egs.(§) and (61)) in the Ham iltonian expressions of the 4-tensors of A ppendix
B of I, we can get the most in portant 4-tensors on the pssudo-R iem annian 4-m anifold
4;%g) expressed In tem s of ~,, ~* 0, “ag, ~*B 0, n, ~° 0, Ny, ~5 0,
@r @ 0, %, ~; 0, and of the (non canonically conjugate) D irac’s cbservables w ith
respect to the action of Gy , ie. €., 33r(a) . Ifwe could extract from °&,,, 32;) , the D irac
cbservables w ith respect to the gauge transfom ations generated by the superham iltonian
constraint H' ( ;~) 0, then we could express all 4-tensors In tem s of these nalD irac
observables (the independent C auchy data of tetrad gravity), of the gauge variablesn, n ),
@ - and of the gauge variable associated w ith o ( ;~) O (see Section V), when allthe
constraints are satis ed. T herefore, we would get not only a chart-dependent expression of
the 4-m etrics *g 2 Riem M 4, but also of the 4-geom etrdes in Riem M ‘=D if£M *.
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In the next Section we shall study the sim plest charts of the atlas of , namely the
3-orthogonalones. See Appendix A form ore nfom ation about soecial coordinate charts.
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IV.THE QUASISHANMUGADHASAN CANONICALTRANSFORMATION IN
SORTHOGONAL COORDINATES.

The quastShanmugadhasan canonical transfom ation [p4] Nquasi" because we are
not Including the superham iltonian oconstraint HA( i~) 0] Abelianizing the rota—
tion and pseudodi eom orphisn constraints M, ( ;~) 0,37, ( ;~) 0, will send
the canonical basis *eq: ( j~), >~ ( j~), of TC. in a new basis whose conjigate

pairs are ) ( ;~)i~g, (™) 0, *(i~)i~(;~) 0) for the gauge sector and
Q,( ;~);""( ;~) forthe sector of D irac cbservables.

Therefore, we must param etrize the D irac observables *&.,, ( ;~) in tem s of three
functions Q. ( ;~),€n: ( ;~) = *€u):Rs( 7~)], and then nd how the D irac cbservables

3Ar

~@ (i) are expressble in tem s of Q. ( ;~), ~*( ;~), % ( i~), %, ( ;~) khey cannot de-
pend on () ( ;~), . ( ;~), because they are D irac cbservabls]. Sice from Egs.[58) we
get

PGes (5~) =@ ( i~V ems ( i~) ="emr ( i~)ens( i~) =
@ ( ;)@Y ;~) N N
= o e Ru (7 CirNTenu Ry (7 i~N1=
@5 (;~)@ Y ( ;~), -
= uv & w ’ r~ ’ ]2
a - g Gl (D] (72)

the new m etric °¢,, ( ;~) must depend only on the finctions Q, ( ;~). This show s that the
param etrization of&,,, ( ;~) willdepend on the chosen system of coordinates, which w illbe
declared the origin ~ ( ;~) = ~ ofpssudodi eom orphisn s from the given chart. T herefore,
each D irac cbservable 3-m etric *4g,, is an elem ent of D & it superspace [A]]] forR iem annian
3-m anifolds: it de nes a 3-geom etry on

T he sim plest global system of coordinates on R 3, where to Jeam how to construct
the quasiShanm ugadhasan canonical transform ation, is the 3-orthogonalone , .n which 34,
is diagonal. In it we have the param etrization

e (%)= @eQr( j~) ) &, ( j~)=—2
@ @ @ Qr( ;~)
) s ( i7) = Q2 ( i~);
) ds?= N g + n¥

X e (M 1 e=()
N @ + nr]u €v gic) @¢ N aes + Ns] @ Y

2 N(as)r-l- nr]d d N

02 (N)%d I (73)

with Q. ( ;~) = 1+ h( ;~) > 0 to avold sihgularities. The 3 functions Q? ( ;~) give a
Jocal param etrization of superspace; the presence of singularities in superspace depends on
the boundary conditions forQ . ( ;~), ie. on the possible existence of stability subgroups
(isom etries) of the group G of gauge transformm ations, which we assum e to be absent if a
suitable weighted Sobolev space is chosen for cotriads.
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Let us rem ark that if we change the param etrization of *&,,, giving i as a di er-
ent finction of 3 Q ., this am ounts to a canonical transform ation Q,; ~* 7 Qr;Nr wih
@rQr = €. D ]togetherw ith a rede nition ofthe origin of space pseudodi eom orphism
fthe new global chart is the new origin de ned as NO( i~) =~ with~’ that finctional of ~
dictated by the pssudodi eom orphisn connecting the two global charts; however, ~ ° can be
renam ed ~ being a canonical variable of our basis]. In the quasiShanm ugadhasan canoni-
cal transformm ation we w ill study in this Section, this willbe re ected in the change of the
expression giving 3~fa) In tem s of the new varables. T he choice of the param etrization of

¢, is equivalent to the coordinate conditions of Refs. [FJA].
See Egs.A ) of Appendix A for a param etrization of the cotriads Bé(a)r corresoonding
to nom al coordinates around the point £ ;~ = 0g2
Since the rotation constraints M ) =  @p© Cor Vo = 3 @O M pe may be
written as*M @y = ‘€@~ Cprovh = @oe Mo = woo “@B oo @) due
to Eqs.@), wem ay extract the dependence of3~’(fa) ( ;~) from ~;a) ( ;~)
T = € ems ) =

3 r 3 3 s 3 3 s 3 r 3 3 s 3 3 s _
€ Cps @t Cas ~p T 5 €r Cois T Cas ) =

w
G(DH

3 3 s 3 3 s
) Cos Y@ T Cas

3 def

r ~ .
€ @B~ @B ae( @) =7

h i
) 2 @) o @B ~aBwo ( ©)

o
o
o}

NIRPNIRPNIRN -

w
S(D“

_ _ 3 3 s 3 3.s _ I N A T
Zao = 20 = Cas “ntT Cos "o = Zawl @i i~iQri Tl (74)

To extract the dependence of >~7, ( ;~) on ~ ( ;~), ket us recallEgs.(62) of I, [39) and

€2
A ) 3 r _
H(a)( ;~)_D(a)(b)r( ;N) N@)( ;~)_
h i

3 3~ 3 3
= ey (i) Tt Tl Mg ()=
hp s Q@ i

3 ~ 3 ~
= e (Mgt Boole) e o) Y (i) (75)
and Egs.(39)
z
T) ) A
L G =00 ) o Gy B H ) () (76)
Then we have
h i o,
~ r
Zaow @oe~@Bael @) (i~)= 2Ze(b>r “@ (M) =

1
3 3 (@T)r 3 (M A _
2%~ g (iv) Zege(iv) &1 g it H g () =

=S@e (i)
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‘ 3 h3 *) 3 *) i
- )r - )r
d 1 Tepr( iY) gy Gt )t e (iv) o Civs VH o (i) +

1
3 3_@r 3 3 @i,
T TCpir Y Caxr ~g (i)
g 3 h3 *) 3 ) iA
- )r - )r
d” 1 Tepe (iY) G it ) Te@e (i) g it VH @ (im)s
(77)
w ith
by 3 _@)r, 3 3 @
r r
Sawo ( i)= Spa ( i~)= "ar ~p T €pr ~g (iv): (78)
By equating the temm s symm etric and antisymmetric in @) , @), we get
Zao ( i¥)= Sap (i)
’ 3 h3 ") 3 ") L
- )r - )X
d 1 e(b)r( ;N) @) © (N;Nl; )+ e(a)r( ;N) ©) © (N;Nl; )H (c)( ;Nl);
3 3_(@) 3 3_@) .
r r ~
Car ~p) or “@ 10i")= @owolgBaw( @) (i~v)+
h i
3 3 (H)r 3 (Mr P~
o d 1 Tepe (i) gy it ) e (i) g it VH o ()i (79)
. . 3.r o ~
so that we obtain the follow ing dependence of “~(, on ~, and ~,
3.7 en ) = 15« . . ~ . .
~(a)( r"’)_; e@)( i~) S(a)(b)( i~) (a)(b)(C)N(d)( IN)B(d)(C)( (e)( i~))
3 h3 (Hr 3 (Hr .
d” 1 Tepr (iY) Lo Gt )t e () g Civii )
h@ s @ i
3w ~ 3 d) ~
e(c)( i~1) @ w~S+ (B(d)(f)( ©) !w(f) Qv )N(d) (5~) (80)
1 1
Therefore, all the dependence of *~7, on ~* is hidden in Sgg - To
nd i, kt us inpose the canonicity of the transomation ‘eq;°~f,, 7

@i~ ri~iQri ~F by taking Ito acoount that £ ) ( i~)i%, ( i~)9 = @e - i),
£5( )i~ ( ;~°>go= Qo ( ~)i™" ( ;~°>g=0 f3;~") and that Fepye ( i) o ( i~)g=
f3e(a)r( ;~);s( 1204 )g: f3e(a)r( i~)i0s (5~ )g: 0

0

s 3 oy _ 3 e\ 3.8 . _
r @) ®) (~;~ )_ Zfe(a)r( IN)I N(b)( r~ )g_
h

= & 1 f39(a)r( ;’“);“’?c)( i~1)9f (o ( ;~1)i3~?b)( i~)gt

~ 0
+ Fegyr (i~)iv (i~)gf B ( )0~ (i~)g+
1

0
+ Feqyr (5~)i™ (i~)gfQy (51~ ((i~)g =

Z ~3 3.8 D 3 3.8 L0

_ d3 h Ca)r (;~) ©) (i) + €ayr( 7~) ) (i~)
= 1 - -

(©) ( ;Nl) ~(c) ( ;Nl) u ( I.Nl) ~ ( ;~l)

3 eiy 38 .Y 4
e(a)r( I~) aj)( ’ )l.

(81)
Qu( i~1) o ;"'1)
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fve could replace ) ( j~) with ) ( ;7 ( ;~)), shce the angls are scalar elds under
pseudodi eom orphim s].

Since 3e(a)r( i~) = 3R (a)(b)( (e)( ;"‘))g—i (b)uQu( 7 ;~)), by using EqS) and
Hao( @)= K@a @@ (@) weget

M)= 30 en )hH ( ( ’~))3R( ( .~))i
(c)( ,""1) r1 (@) ) ’ e) ’ @) o)
X Q@ Y( ) -
) @7; euQu (77 i~))=
= ¢i*) mm@P e @ i*)Ram (@ i~)
X Q@ Y( ) -
———— @uQu ()
a Q
3 . hq v( . Ko
€ayr () X @ V( ;~)RQy( 7)),
ﬁ= Ram (@ i) oot Ty r, a u' SR C
v N @ 7~y
+ 20 (T ( P ;
@ r
3 v
e(a)r( ;~) 3 X @ ( ;N) u 3~
——————— = Ran( @ i*) —— vy CCi~)i): 82)
0w (1) @ beli=)) o o i~ )it
Then, Egs.8Q) give
3.8 0
~o Ci~) 1
©) 0 0 0
— = 2%, (i) Hm©Ben (@ i~) > E)
~(C)( ;Nl) 2 .
By Loy e o3 Lo e o7
ept( i) mye & i~1i It Teme( iv) g & ivai )
3w n 3 @ ot
€ (i) Bow (@) v @ v (5~) 7
3.8 0
~o (i) 1 o B 0 | 0
© !
2 = 23, (i) e i) (;;g() i~ )t
~a(3™) 2
u rl
0 ! 0 . N @ u( .Nl)
+ 3eme (i) e & i ) e ( ;~1>@7w’;
1
3 D L0
“w (i) 15 () Spm (i~) 63)
14 .
M) 20 V()
so that Egs.{8]]) becom e
s 3~,~0 —
r @0 i~) =
1 X QV( ;™) -
> @@ Ram) (e i) e T Qv ()
v h
0 0 w
& (i~ mm@ Ei )+ G i) @ Cir) Rge (e (i)
€ o i~} 0
% Tomw i~i )
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1; W @ (iv)s .
5 R(a)(n)( (e)( IN)) n)v ? e(k)( IN)
v
@Qv( ;~)3 s . 0 0. .
Qv e(h)( IN)TQD)(h)(k) ¢~ 1~ )+
0
+Qu( (e (i~)
@n QV( ;~) 0 i
3w . 4 o e e
Q- eao(')i@w Toyome i~ )+
0
1; . X e v(;~) 3 s _o Sme (i)
+ 5 R(a)(n)( (e)( IN)) T4 O)w e(h)( IN) - - ’
. @ VT )
w here we introduced the notation
0 3 oy (e o 3 00 (Mt 0
Tome i~i )="epel i~) }flh)(k)(N ivi )tTeme (i) g G )=
X 0 ("r 0 (")r 0 -
= Qr( ;N) ®r [n) k) ~ I~ )+ th)r (b)(k)(N I~ ) =
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= Qr( ;~)E , ¢ 5~)
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r
h NO
dSE@ 31 ()
P e - 1 s(c) 4
©)r 0 n) &)
R.O i
d SE@ 3 (i)
+ P e - 1 s (c) 4 :
h)r 0% ©) &)

By multiplying this equation by °R (;) @ (el

sending @) 7 @),weget
X @ V( ;~) . 0. Seym ( i~)
— 3e(h)( i) - (h)(b)N
v @ VT

©4)

85)

;N)) = 3R’I(‘g)(a)( (e)( ;N)) and th~erl by

0

2R g (@ i~) i~ +

3 3 X Q@ V( ;~)
t R @)oo Roa (e i~) e
Oh 0 N
Qv (77 ( ;N)ﬁes(h)( i~) pma i~ )+
3w ) P . G e
+ e(k)( i) -w(d).( i~) Ag o ( @ ,N))T)
0 1
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X @V ;~)CQ( ;7 (™)), s 0
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X%(h)&)(N i)
o awQ (TP, ()
@ b Q V( ;~) 0 i
Q- € ( ;~)@7WT00)01)(1<) i~ )
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From Egs.0) and (1) and from Eq.(532) of the second paper in Ref. f], we have

Rierye ©)m@ Ree) = PR "RYP° Rl = R Ruya@ = @aie) Ra@ and,
then, @)@ R @ O = R®°RR®]g)q. Then, by multiplying the previous
equation by e ( j~) we cbtain blso ushg Eq.G3)]
0
X @ (;~) S@w ( i~)
— O s ——
,oer T () . .
= 2% ( i*V Ry (i) KR ( o ;~)R® -
X Q@ V(;~) ~ 0
———— Qv () Tt
v @
X @ V(;~) h i
N S A U @ 3 . ~
. @r e(k)(r) R R((e)(r))(m)(d)(m)va(l(l))
T)
ow i @i+
X QO ( ;7 (;~)) 0
+ @v a To@x i~ )+
v
X N @b Q@v(;~) 0 i
+ @vQv (77 ( ;~))@—r el ( ;’“)TWIT(b)(g)(k) i~i )i

v

@87)

and by m ultiplication by @@rLfN)jL:N( ..,we have fhere isno sum over u]

0 0
Sgw (i~) Sgwm ( i~)
- - - @)u - - -
Lo ~2C 70N YT
3 @ r(~). 3
= 2 e(g)r( ;N)@iu}=~( ~) R(b)(a)( (e)( i~))
i
A A ~ 0
R®R (o ( ;~)R® muQu (77 ~)) P+
h i m ) (@)
A ~ (
FORRC () wnQu (VLG Cimg e )+
@77~ 5, 0
L @’w — e i) Toge & i~ )+
X 5 QR (), @ b, QR V( ;~) 0 i
+ @vQv (77 ( ;’“))@711};( Fig S ( ;’“)TWIT(JO)(C_;)(}Q Ci~i ) =
X @ (),
= 2%eq: ;N)i@ 3o~ ,.~)3R woe (e i)
hV/\ 3 A l 3 0
R@°R (g ( ;~)R? R R A W A VTSI T b s
z X J
+ & @) © o i) @u

v

3w ( enn )T NO.N .
e(k) Il) (b)(g)(k)( ro1r )

A ~ (T)
RO°R (0 (i~ N oy @wQv (7N s Cimi @ (i) +
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QO ( 7~ ( ;ant

+ v - +
C @ v
X - e I0), er, @ i~) o '
+ @tQe (77 ( ;“1))17\,};( o E o (i) ——— T gw & i~17 )
@ eI Q7

t

88)
This isthe nalequation orS ;) In tem sof “". Since we have ho sum over u,v]

Low ™" (7Nl v 3 .

@)u @V u CC~)iCi~)=
[ (7~ (o0 0 ©

3.0
v (NIN).

@@ @u uijg—( ;~)j, 89)
the nalsolution orS ) ) is

Sawm ( i~)=

@ , x h e (),
= J@—( i~) 3 2 e ( ;~)?}=~( AR (i)

v i

KR (o i*NBTnr@ Qv 77 Ci~)) ov™ (7 (i~ +

2 X B i~1)3
+ 4 1 v ;1))%

v J (i)
el (i) Ty @ i~ )
KPR (i DIm@ awQv (7 (N 00 Cimi e (i) +
€O (i (un?
v W +
@7

X - @ 1),
+ @ Qe i) ——3_~ ..,

c @

@ w @ “( ;™)

Pef, ( ) T Civ ) (90)

@1 @7

T herefore the ootriad and ism om entum have the follow ng expression In tem s of the
new canonical variables

@ °(;~) ~
e (%) ="Rap (@ N wsQs (i)
1 & @
3.r o) — = o) L ) 2
wiM)= 5o Jg i)
x h x @ (), 3
2 @sQs ( P)v};( ~H Roe (e iv)
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E9°R( @ i*NBTn)m Qv 77 (i) ov ™ (7 (i~N+

.Q .
X v o~ ( i~1)3
+ & @v i ;“1))]@_@?7

v ]@—( i~)3
X o DR, (7 ()
— T i~ ) v +
CQu (g e 1 © @ .
1
KR (@ (i lmr@ enQo 7 (D L0 Cimi oo () +
X - @ (),
+ Qe 7 ;1)) -

+

="( )

@ v
@ PX e @ () e )
f Y Q. ( ;™) Q x{, )@ &) \"r 1y

) N
—— @0 @l i")Bao( @(i~))*+
Qr( ;N)

w
X ©

w Qw( ;Nl)

h .
@s~~+B 3@ .. ,Jl . -
@ W s (d)(f)( (e)) “w (£) ('I (e)) ) ( ’ l) -

1

3 . .
+ d 1 Thyae i~ )

X Q@ °(7). v, o~
2°R gy (@ (™)) @sQs ( ;N)?};( o v G0t
2 B i)
t &
j@_( i~)J v

X v ww 00 (7)) |

Toy@w Ci~ii )
w Quw (™) @7

X - @ (),
@ Qe (7N ———3_~ .,
t @
( ;~) i
T Civi )

v 0T )

+

T w Qu(im) @7

) N
—— @0 @l i")Bao( @(i~))*+
Qr( ;N)

w
X (©

w Qw( ;Nl)
ha = LB 3, @ . -t ) 01
@ v s w6 (@) e G @) g (i) (91)
1

3
A 1 Th@e Givii )

and from Eqgs.(57) and (83) of Iwe get
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:X QrQsQu 3

K 1s Gomme@@ @r ©s (C)u3~1?d)’.
v 4kQ 10,03
3, _ 3~ X 3.r .
T 00,0, | W0.0,0, , @9 e
lh r 3_s s 3.r 1§
7= k010,05(K™ QUK )= S 4 B8 92)
4 Qr Qs

D ue to the presence of the G reen function it isnot possible to rew rite the nalexpression
. . . AL
of *~%, in the om ofEq.(6]]) and to nd explicitly the functions *~, ( ;~).
However, the finctions® Y., R cuvs > r@)r° rs@ and by using Egs.(57) of L, °K . nd
also the metric ADM momentum >~ of Eq.(82) of I and the W ey}Schouten 3C .y, and
C otton-Y ork °H ., tensors de ned after Eq.(9) of Il m ay now be expressed in tem s of

@)r
~wr Tr~zrQz, ~F,and then Egs.(38), (39), (40), 43), 46), 47), A1), ®4), A5), A6) of

I, allow to reconstruct the finctions “gns, “E ¢, 4 R AU G0t () °C

n

4

AB

in tem s of the canonicalbasis ~ , ~* 0, "ag, ~ 0,n, ~

~l(va) 0, @r~@ o0, %, ~; 0, Q,, 7F. In the new basis only the superham iltonian
constraint of Eq.(61) of I is keft. Instead the nverse canonical transfom ation cannot be

com puted explicitly tillwhen one does not understand how to solve Egs.(64) .

Oy ngy, Nl?a) 0, @
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V.A NEW CANONICALBASISAND THE SUPERHAM ILTONIAN
CONSTRAINT.

Let us study the reduced phase space spanned by the canonical coordinates 5, ~* 0,

~ _AB

AB 7 Oyn,~" O/ng,~% 0,7 @ ~?a) 0 (for the spacetin e description), and
Q., 7 (for the superspace of 3-geom etries) obtained by adding the gauge- xing constraints
@ (i~) 0, “( ;~) * and by going to D irac brackets. This m eans to restrict the
C auchy data of cotriads on by elin nating the gauge degrees of freedom of rotations and
soace pseudodi eom oxphisn s and by restricting ourselves to 3-orthogonal coordinates on

By rem embering Egs.@4) and {51), the D irac brackets are strongly equal to

0

fA ( ;~) ;ZB( ;fgg =fA(;~);B(;~g+

~ 0
+ & A~ @ (im)gE~, (i)B (iv)g
0

A ( 5~)i~g ( im)9f @) (5~)B (5~)g+

+ A ( ~); F( sm)gE~ ( i~)iB ( i~)g

1

FA ( j~)i~ ( j~)gf T( i~)iB ( i~)g

fA ( ;~);B ( ;~0)g+

Z h .
+ &1 fA(~); @ iM)IEM g (5B (i~)g

o i
A (7)Mo ( 5~)IE @ (5B (5~)g
_ S,
Py (@ im))t @ r T
h

£ ( ~); *( i)gE s (5~)iB ( i~)g
0 1

A (;~)7 75 ( i~)gf T( ~)iB (i~)g +
@), @ @ ( 7™)
~ A a e ;N - 1 <

ar -l oa (e i™) O
£A (5~); " ( )IEM g ( i~1)iB ( i~)g
1

FA ( 3~)PM o ( ~)gf T( 5~)iB ( i~)g 93)

h

Since the variables ) ( ;~), “( ;~), are not known as explicit functions of the cotriads,
these D irac brackets can be used only i plicitly. As it willbe shown in Ref. [§], we must
have o ( ;~) ! 0™ Y)and "(;~)! *+0(@ )Prr! 1 topresrveEgs.{§).
W e have seen in Section ITT that the di erential geom etric description for rotations al-
ready showed that the restriction to the identity cross section ,( ;~) = 0 mmplied also
@ @ (;~)=0;wealohave A (  ( 7~))J=0 = 0. W hen we add the gauge- xings
@ ( 7~) 0, thederivatives ofallordersof , ( ;~) weakly vanish at ) ( ;~)= 0.SIn—

A

ilarly, it can be shown that, if we have the pssudodi eom oxphisn ~ ( ;~) = ~ +7( ;~)
o that or “( ;~) ! ~ we have™( ;~) ! ~( ;~), then the quantjtjeée(a)r( i~),
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C: ems ( i~)r e ( i~),° s@ ( i~), becom e functions only of Q. ( ;~) or~ ( ;~) ! ~
and 4 ( ;~) ! 0 only ifwe have the follow ing behaviour of the param eters * ( ;~)

@R *( ;~) Q@ “( ;~) Q% T ( ;~)
. — 0 . — r; ._ — 0;

T s - ) @ s =T 5T Tgegu Fe-
Q% T( ;~) @ Q@ *( ;~)
- A =0 — 1 u — 0,.

@ u@ v L ) [@ u @ v - (iN)]}ZN
@ T(;~) @% @ *(7)
- 9 =0 I i . =0: 94
@ s@ g vo-- ) e v e s - R S (94)

T hese conditions should be satis ed by the param eters of pssudodi eom orphian s nearly the
dentity, ie. near the chart chosen as reference chart (the 3-orthogonal one in this case).
W ith the gauge- xings *( ;~) ~ allthese properties are satis ed.

By using the D irac Ham iltonian {70) [H pjay = B hH T~ + P+ R AT

@ @

~w~mlCi)+ A ()P () + s ()PB () with ¥ = ng, e, 5 = n.'g""c< ], the tine
constancy ofthegauge xingsgives@ )= ~o Oand@ [* Tl=n"= ng, 3e5(a)§—z 0,

so that we get the three new constraintsng, ( j~) 0 inplying the vanishing of the part
of the shift vector associated w ith proper gauge transfom ations Bnd N ) = N 44 @)r S
Eq.@)]. Then wehave @ niy = %, 0.Now ng( ;~) O ianjesrf(P;~) 0 and, from
Egs.{73),ds* = (Ngg + nF WNZ,.=00)@d P 2 Nggd dF L,Q2@ ™)?. Ifwe
would add the extra gauge- xngsN ), 0, thiswould be the de nition of \synchronous"
coordinates in M *, whose problem is the tendency to develop coordinate singularities in
short tim es F453] lsee Ref. [54] forthe problem s ofthe xation of N and N * in ADM m etric
graviy (coordinate conditions to rebuild spacetin ) and for the origin of the coordinates
used in num erical gravity (see Ref. (Y] for a recent review of i)]; these problem s will
be studied in Ref. [{]. Since, as already said, a change of coordinate chart with a space
pseudodi eom orphisn in plies the rede nition of the functions ~ ( ;~), we should explre
system atically the e ect of other gauge- xings of the type ~ ( ;~) = £ ( ;~) for arbirary
vector finctions £ o that @ (* f%)=ng %, & @ £ 0, which inples ny,
3e(a>r(é—:@ f% orn, ’°g"V@,f* @ f*], which describes the \residual gauge freedom " of going
from a 3-orthogonalgauge \in M *" to another one.

The D irac Ham iltonian reduces to H pjapum & & pHEx + L~ 4+ ‘(”a)~‘(”a)]( ~) A+
A ()P ( )+ ap ( )PB (), whereHy is the reduced superham iltonian constraint. Ifwe
add the gauge- xings”’ ) ( ;~) 0, theirtin e constancy in plies ta) ( ;~) Oandthe nal
D rac Ham ftonian i5H ppow s = & BHR + o~ 10 )+ % ()% () + % ()22 ().

At the level of D irac brackets the constraints H ,, 0 (or®~, 0)and M, 0 Bnd
also the derived ADM constraints 3 "5 0 asshown in Section V of I] hold strongly, so
that the reduced quantities *€,, and 331) v hich now describe only three pairs of conjigate
variables in each point of ]must ocbey

3 3Nt 3 3Nt . 3NT 3 3nr .
Car “p  Cor Y@ 0s G~  eoe fro Yo 0
38 3 3 3NnS .
or N(a)@r a;s s Céu):r N(a)) 0;
327° | 3ap 327
or @ + 0
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ATS ALS AXLS

Therefore, the ADM momentum 3~ is strongly transverse, 3~ 3~ ,and, according

ALS ATS ATS
to the result €4) of Appendix C, can be written as>~, = >~ + *~;_. with both the
ATS

tem s transverse and the rst one traceless. Since now > ~. contains only 3 independent

ATLS

degrees of freedom fthe *~*( ;~)], we see that>~,. should describe the spinwo wave

ALS

part of the ADM momentum , while *>~, . should describbe the m ean extrinsic curvature
ALS AUV

through its trace. However, Eq.(83) of Idoesnot inply £2~ ( ;~)7~ ( ;~)g = 0 atthe
Jevel of these D irac brackets, since *~*S ( ;~) does not comm ute w ith the supem om entum

ALS AUV

constraints pnewould get £~ ( ;~)7?~ ( ;~)g = 0 ifthese would be the D irac brackets

only with respect to the second class pairs ~, 0, @ 0 , In accord w ith Section V of

1.
Som e algebraic calculations for “( ;~) ! T give
e T “8air = @:Qri
r
3 3 _ @) .,
a1 "€y = 9.
3 ; - — 0 3 RN
e= detfe(a)rj: T é= N = QlQ 2Q 37
3grs = Be(a)r Be(a)s ) 3grs = 0 i;
3grs — 3e]ia) 3es(a) -y 3g,rs= rs=Qi;
h X N2 i
ds* 7 d& = (N @ + 0)? el @y
u QU

X
2 Nggped d ¥ Q2@ ™?;

u

3 r 3™ _ r@VQu r@uQV rQu@sQu _
uvry uv = u + v uw o sT o,
Qu Qv Qs
Q
= w o (g €0t (6I0.t (B0
S
e Q
el Nha = ano or SR "= wpe o (c)uQ_r@u]nQr: (95)

The expressions ©r > . u), *Rrsuvs "Rrss "R, willbe given in Appendix D after a nal
canonical transform ation.
M oreover, from Eq.(@]) we have

3AL

T (i) T PR (e = & KRG i~ RI7C M)
Koo~ R1= 5 526+ TE ki~ R

_ DX w @Qs( ;™)
20:( 7)) ,esQw (5m) @7
Q@ i

s g Toex i~ )i
1

@s i~y D1 To@x i~y )+

+
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r e ) = . . L A3, K@
wToen Civi )= 0 (i~)d, ti~) P, en o
X w 3 £ (c)
. r d w @R .
+ . @uQu (7 )&PPl i~1) ©) P pp, © 0 &) -
(96)
5o that we have
k.7 K _ 9.0 X + 0,32 .
rs rs — 4kQ 0,0 ru @)s su (a)r rs (a)u u @’
I 2% 3 yu
X Q
A A AU
3K 7 3K — 3qrs3KrS= - . =u 32 ;
@ @)
4k 010,03
r S 1
3~r57 3£rs_ }h @) 349 . @) 3ar i 321:5_ S ATS N ATS
g 0 @) 0 @) t TT T rit!
r S
A 1 X
3~_ 3. 3~rs 3~_ 38 _ 3Nt
= s 7 = 2 k0Q:10:203°K = 5 Qr @r ~@)
r
N 1X h r r
3~ _ 3 3 3 ~rs 3~ _ 3N 32 .
@e = Carxr €ms T @e = Qr @r "t or ~@ * ©7)

T he determm nation ofthe gravitom agneticpotentialW * ( ;~), seeAppendix C,by solving the
elliptic equations associated w ith the supermm om entum constraints In the conform alapproach
to m etric gravity, hasbeen replaced here by the detemm ination ofthe kemelK | _ (~ ;~O; D]

@)s
connecting the old m om enta 33;) ( ;~) to the new canonicalones ™" ( ;~).
The reduced superham iltonian constraint becom es fn the last line Eq(}) is used; k =
=16 G wih G the Newton constant]

h
A ) — 3 3. r 3_.s 3
H(i~)= ke qpe €u €y s
i
. Commo@ Car g as ~w (iv)
8k 3e o c @)r o) C)S @) ’
A h X @)r ©)s 32

T Hr ( ;~)= kQ10203 @)m© rs(©

r;s Q05

1 X 3AT spe
s @Ot @r bs  @s or Qr Qs V@ (iv)=

8kQ lQ ZQ 3 r;s

Z
X QrQS 3 3 u r
= ——— (~) d 1 d T i)Ky, i ]
s SkQ10203 ' ? e i B

S 3 . ~ 3
rs @B T @r ©s @)s ®)r K(a)v i~z RITVC )+

X @)r b)s 34

+ k010203 @ e 0.0, s (i~)=
! ) hzx ( 2 (X 3 )
= ——— (i~ Q. Q, ™" i~)+
8leQ2Q3 ( u ) u ) (

X
+ 2 Qr( 7~)Qs( ;~)~r( i~) @ rs 1) @)s

r;s
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Z

& 1T, Ciri RTV( M)+
X Z

+ 0 M)Qs( i) & L) Ty it R

r;s

s . . ~V -
rs (@) ®b) + @)r @©)s (a)s ©)r T(a)v (~l~21 :D] ( r~2) +

h X @r os3a .
+ k010203 @yp e r;sTQs3 seoR1l (;~) 0;
i () HR (5~)g £ (0 H ()9
@ he (™), ; A0 A i
@5 @ * HE T Ci)H C~)gHR (5~)

@ he (), A N
@ @r o8 i) H (g~)gHR (5~) 0 O (98)

T he constraint is no m ore an algebraic relation am ong the nalvariables, but rather an
Integrodi erential equation for one of tham .

Let usnow oconsider a new canonical transform ation from thebasisQ, ( ;~), " ( ;~) to
anew basisq, ( ;~), v ( ;~) de ned in the follow ing way

G (5~)=IQ,( ;~);
a (i) =0u ( 5~)70( 5~);

0

£ ( 5~)i v ( i~)g= v JEi~);
Qu( j~)=&t7); U= e LT () (99)

It is convenient to m ake one m ore canonical transformm ation, like for the detemm mnation
of the center ofm ass of a particle system [§], to the ©llow ing new set

1X 1 X
i~ =7 i~)=~%  InQu.(;~);
al ) 3 a, ( ) 3 Qu( )
pox p_X
r,(;~)= 3 awh ( 5~)= 3 awlnQy ( ;~); a= 1;2;
x " X °
(;~)= wl 5~)= DuNu]( i~
1 X 1 X
a( r~)=p_§ au u( l~)=p_§ auDu~u]( i~ a= 1;2;

1 X o
CL( ,~):q( I~)+p_— aura( ;N)r Qu( ;N):@J(,);
1 p_X —u q
u ( ;N):g (~)+ au al i~); (5~)= "™ 41 ;~);
3T x ° 3 r .
~a i) d” 1K gs i~ Rl
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P h1  p_x i
i) 3 + 3 ps b ( i™)7
b

Kl Gi~s Wal= o) @ i~ + Thtivy Walk

P h P
r . LI _ 1 ?1_§ c crfc (5~) X ?1_5 c( cw es)rc (1)
T(a)s( r1lrs HI]%]_ Ee (k)We
wés
@q( ;Nl) + l X @rc( ;~l) q( ~) r T (~ . )+
e v 19—5 =g w e o)+ b @ k) iYL
1 c 1
Q@ i
q( »~) ¢ I e o .
+ k)= s€ olo@e Civi )i
1
eq( ~) rT (~-~- )=
o+ o @)k Tl
P R,
P e ( ~) ayss )
=e§ c crlc rdr P e -1 2 w (c) +
PPy PR @) &)
P -
X 1 w 3 VB (©)
P= cufe ( ~) qu r d 2 P (c)( ~2)R
3 (e} ~ ® A~ ~ .
’ u @u® dPPl( i“1) P I ©®) "
P P
1 1
3L _ P= c( crt cs)Ic P= o cule 34U .
Kys= &e 3 m @st su @r rs @u € °? ~ar
=
358 2gq X ?1_5 ¢ cule 34U .
K = E{e @u€ Y@
u
P P
3:\'1?5 } qh P_3 a arfa r 3AS + ?l_g asTa s 34T l.
- 3° € @ @€ @ “@ 7
P
1X 1 r
3~ _ 3g3¢ _ at p= arfa r 32 .
= 2 ke™°K e 3 @ ~a)i
2 r
(100)
where ., are num erical constants satisfying [{]
X X X 1
au = 0; au bu = ab’ au av —  uv g: (101)
u u a
In tem s of these variables we have
0 , P 1
5 e?_§ a alla PO 0
34 — o298 s a2Ta %_ 2q 3 adiag .
grs_ e % 0 e 3 a 22 PO X =€ grs ’
0 e?% a a3Ta

N=rg=CE = det X3S 1

X 2 -
ag = N(as)+n]2 1 g5 e aN(ZaS)u d vy
S S ,
2 Ngged d° &1 73 . g Uyig;
u
1
= 2134
a= ;
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3X 3
L= —— ar]n&:

2 4 (102)

r ATS

Themomenta <, and>~ and them ean extrinsic curvature °K are linear finctions ofthe
new momenta and r, but wih a coordinatedependent Integral kemel. T he varables

ALS

and r, replace °K and K% pr ®~and ™., ]ofthe conform alapproach respectively (see
Appendix C) after the solution of the supermm om entum oonstraints (ie. after the detem i
nation of the gravitom agnetic potential) In the 3-orthogonal gauge. It would be in portant

ATLS

to nd the expression of and r, in tem s of3§,s and °K ., br3~ 1.
In temm s of the variables g; 1, we have the ollow Ing results

P
1
3 = Ir — at = arXYa
Car = @r€ = @& * ° o
1
q . P= arfa
! ra! 0 (a)re ! q! 0 @zrr !Pq! 0 (a)re 3 @ ’
1
3 — r dr __ r q P= arXYa
€= wel= we o o
1
| r a9 r . | r = arTa
ra! 0 (a)e gl 0 @7 - g! o0 (a)e @ ’
2
3 _ 20r __ 2g+ p= arTa
grs = € = € 3 @ P
2
q . = arTa
! ra! 0 rs€ ' gq! 0 rsr ' qE; 0 rs€ 3 @ I
3grs = TSg 2qr _ S 2q 192—5 o arfa
P
2
rs_ 29 rs, rs_ P3 arfa
o e Dgro 77 VYgro e 3 e 7
3 N F 3
&= N= e ¥ = e 4 ! q! 0 l,'
3~°r X r 2@ d9s) r r
uv uv s€ T@sq, + u@vql + v@uqs/ =
s
— X r ?2_—P (au as)rah l X *
- uv se 3 @ @sq+ P= m@srb +
s 3,
h 1 X i h 1 X i
r r
+ u @vq+ P= au@vra + v @uq+ Fg av@ura
a a

! ra! 0 uv ;@sq+ i@vq-l_ v\];@uq' q! OO;

1 X r ?ZTP (au as)ra X X h r r i
! q!l of § uv se 3 B bu@srb+ u r;u,l(;-ivj:};\+ v av@ura 7
S b a
X 344 X
uv = @V qJ = 3@vq;
u u
3 = dr du _
YT @oe or ©ue @ =
P h :
?1_* a( ar au )Ta l X *
@B E Or @ue > Qg+ 19—§ or@u b
b

10 @oe or 0u@d! q100;
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l X ?1—— F (ar au )Ta X
P g 019_§ @ ® © ©r ©ue * ° pr@u (103)

u b
See Appendix D for the expression of other 3-tensors and Appendix E for the corre—

soonding expression of 4-tensors.
Since the proper gauge transform ations go to the identity at spatial n niy, Eqgs.@9),
{00), °4), (09) and @) in pl the lw ing boundary conditions

3 3‘ﬁ(as)(a)r( ) 2
é(a)r( i~) = (a)rQr( i) b e (a)r+f+o(r );
Q ()
Qr(i¥) ! ern 1+ =540 (0%); Wegwe ()= @il o ()i
1X 5
al ;N)!r!lg Q(as)u( )+ 0 (@”);
p_u
3X )
ra( ;N)!r! 1 T auQ (as)u( )+O (r );
3AF
N p ()
P (i) Loy —22 "4 0 @ %);
Tas ()
TR e %+O(r3);
1X ~u 3
(;"')!r!lp au (as)( )+ O (r”);
u
1 X ~u 3
al ;N)!r!lp? au (as)()+o(r )7
3n
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By using Appendix D, we nd that °K g ( j~) and® " gu) ( j~) goasO ) orr ! 1 .
T he superham ittonian constraint takes the follow ing nalreduced fom
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r;s

In the intemm ediate lines the integral equation is w ritten in com pact form . The last line is
equalto ké°R g;r,].

The conform alfactorg( ;~) ofthe 3-m etric hasbeen interpreted as an \Intrinsic intemal
tin e" [t is not a scalar and is proportjon%lto M isner’s tine [5J] or asym ptotically at
spacetines (see Appendix C): = iln ~:g= 3 ],tobe contrasted with York’s
\extrinsic intemaltine" T = £ k'K = -#=>" [see Ref. [f6] for a review of the known
results w ith Y ork’s extrinsic intemaltin e, Ref. 5] ©or Y ork cosn ic tin e versus proper tin e
and Refs. B§[59] orm ore general review s about the probkm oftin e in general relativity].

Let us also ram ark that if we would have added only the gauge- xiIng ) ( ;~) 0
[so that the associated D irac brackets would coincide with the ADM Poisson brackets for
m etric graviy as already said], the four variables ~ ( ;~), g( ;~) Wih conjigate m om enta
~; ( ;~) 0O, ( ;~)]lwould correspond to the variables used in Ref.@8] to label the points
of the spacetine M * (assum ed com pact), ©llow ing the suggestion of Ref. [64], if g( ;~) is
Interpreted asa tin e variabl. H ow ever, the exam pl ofthe foliation ofM inkow skigpacetim e

w ith rectangular coordinates by m eans of spacelike hyperplanes, show s that both intemal
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intrinsic g( ;~)]and extrinsic K ( ;~)]tin es cannot be used as tin e labels to identify the
Jeaves: i) ’K = 0 on every laf; ii) g = 0 on every laf. Therefore, we shall not accept
g( ;~) asa tine variable ©rM *: the problem of tin e in the Ham iltonian form ulation will
be discussed in Ref. ] (see also Section VI).A related problem is the validity of the \filll
sandw ich concture" [pQ6]]] biven two nearby 3-m etrics on Cauchy surfaces | and ,,
there isa unique spacetin eM *, satisfying E instein’s equations, w ith these 3-m etrics on those
Cauchy surfaces] and of the \thin sandw ich confcture" fgiven ’gand @ *gon , there is
a unique spacetine M * w ith these initial data satisfying E instein’s equations]: see Ref. [67]
for the non validiy ofthe \full" case and for the restricted validiy (and its connection w ith
constraint theory) of the \thin" case.

See Appendix C for some notions on mean extrinsic curvature slices, for the TT-
decom position, for m ore comm ents about intemal Intrinsic and extrinsic times and for a
review of the Lichnerow icz-Y ork conform al approach to the reduction ofm etric gravity. In
this approach the superham iltonian constraint (nam ely the ellptic Lichnerow icz equation)
is solved 1 the varibke ( ;~) = €% "), namely in the conform al factor q( ;~) rather
than In its conjugatemomentum ( ;~). In the confom al approach one uses Y ork’s vari-
ables [63], because m ost of the work on the Cauchy problem for E nstein’s equations in
m etric gravity [see the review s [64/54] w ith their rich bibliography and Ref. [6J], where it is
shown (see the end of Appendix C and Eq.@) for the notations) that if one extracts the
transverse traceless part ® VI3 of®~I%, onem ay de ne a localcanonicalbasis w ith variables
T,Pr,> ., "5 1is done by using spacelike hypersurfaces of constant m ean extrinsic
curvature in the com pact case [see Refs. [64)64/671] and w ith the m axin al slicing condition
T(;~)= 0 (it may be extended to non constant T ) In the asym ptotically free case [see
also Ref. @] for recent work in the com pact case with non constant T and Ref. @] for
solutions of E instedn’s equations in presence of m atter which do not adm it constant m ean
extrinsic curvature slices]. Let us rem ark that In M inkow ski spacetin e K ( ;~) = 0 are
the hyperplanes, whik °K ( ;~) = const: are the m ass hyperboloids, corresponding to the
instant and point form of the dynam ics according to D irac [7Q] respectively [see Refs. [71]
for other types of oliations].

Instead in Ref. Bq] in the case of com pact spacetin es the superham iltonian constraint is
Interpreted asa \tin edependent H am ittonian" for general relativity in the intrinsic intemal
tineqg .

W e shall see in Ref. [§], that in asym ptotically at (at spatial n nity) spacetim es the
canonically reduced superham ittonian constraint HAR (;~) 0 in 3-orthogonal coordinates
becom es an integrodi erential equation, the reduced Lichnerow icz equation, for the con—
form al factor ( ;~) = &%) [gnce i now contains the solition of the superm om en—
tum oonstraints] as a functional of the canonical variables r, ( ;~), a( ;~), and of the
last gauge variabl: themomentum ( ;~) conjugate to the confom al factor. The evolu-
tion In (the tin e param eter labelling the laves of the foliation associated w ith the
3+ 1 splitting of M *) will be shown to be generated by the ADM energy. The solution

= T2 & Fiailofthe reduced Lichnerow icz equation determ ines an equivalence class
of confom al 3-geom etries param etrized by the gauge vardiable ( ;~) [confom al gauge or-
bit]; the natural representative of an equivalence class is ocbtained with the gauge- xing
(i~) 0Pge= ¥ BiP3fadp; 1.

The functions r; ( ;~), a= 1;2, are a param etrization of the space of 3-geom etries and
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of the physical degrees of freedom of the gravitational eld: it tums out that a point (@
3-geom etry) in this space, ie. a °¢%29 [it is sin ultaneously the York [63] reduced m etric and
the M isner’s one @] iIn 3-orthogonal coordinates; see the end of Section V IJ, is a class of
conform ally related 3-m etrics [conform algauge orbit]. T his reduced space is the quotient of
superspace over the group W eyl , ifby varying the solution = &2 & i lgans
allthe W eyl rescalings.

W hen we add the gauge- xing ( ;~) 0 to the superham iltonian constraint and go
to D irac brackets elin inating the conjigate varabls q( ;~), ( ;~), the functions r( ;~)
and , ( ;~) becom e the physical canonical variables for the gravitational eld; this doesnot
happens w ith the gauge- xing °K ( ;~) 0 (ocrconst:). The ADM energy, which depends
only on ry, ., In thisgauge, is the Ham iltonian generating the -evolution of the physical
(non ocovariant) gravitational eld this corresponds to the two dynam ical equations con—
tained in the 10 E instein equations in this gauge]. h Ref. [§] there w illbe a m ore com plkte
discussion of these points.

Since there are statem ents [see P3]and Ref. B3] ora recent review w ith a rich bibliogra-
phy] on the existence and unicity of solutions ofthe 5 equations of ADM m etric graviy (the
Lichnerow icz equation od superham iltonian constraint, the 3 supem om entum constraints
and the gauge xig (n axin al slicing condition) K ( ;~) = 0) and since our approach to
tetrad graviy contains m etric graviy, it is reasonable that this dem onstration can be ex-—
tended to the reduced Lichnerow icz equation [pbtained by putting into it a solution of the
superm om entum constraints possible only In tetrad graviy since it uses the G reen fiinction
@)]wjth the gauge xing °K ( ;~)= 0 replaced with ( ;~)= O.

Let us ram ark that M inkow ski spacetine in Cartesian coordinates is a solution of

E Instein equations, which In the 3-orthogonal gauge corresponds to g = = r =
a=0[=1]andn=N(as)r=OlN(as)= [ﬁqu= =E=OECI-)
in plies 32;) proportional to ,; the condition = R3 implies °K,s = 0 and then
a = 0]. Therefore, it is consistent with Einstein equations to add by hand the two
pairs of second class constraints r ( ;~)R 0, a,\( ™) O,tEche D irac H am iltonian
wih arbitrary multipliers, H pjapu g = & hHr + o~" 4+ L (am+ o )1 i~) +
A()P( )+ ag ( )PB (). The time constangy of these second class constraints de—
tem ines the multpliers R r, ( ;~)= o (i~) + & n()fn(G)Hx ()9 0,
@ a(i~)=  2(;~)+ & in(;~f .(;~)Hr(j~)g 0l By going to new D irac

brackets, we ram ain w ith the only conjigate pair g( ;~), ( ;~), constrained by the rst
class constraint HAR ( 7~)d= .=o0 0. In this way we get the description of a fam ily of
gauge equivalent spacetines M * w ithout gravitational eld (see Ref. {]), which could be

called a \voild spacetin e", w ith 3-orthogonal coordinates for . They tum out to be \3-
confom ally at" because 3¢, = € ... Now, the last oqus.) With r,= .= 0]lisan

integralequation to get 1 tem sof*~ pr ¢ ]and g= ¢In’g.

Ifwe add the extra gauge- xing ( ;~) 0, we get the 3-Euclidean metric ., on ,
since the superham iltonian constrainthasq( ;~) 0asa solution in absence ofm atter. T he
tin e constancy of ( ;~) 0O impliesn( ;~) 0. Indeed, for the reduction to M Inkow ski
spacetin e, besides the solution g( ;~) 0 of the superham iltonian constraint anishing
of the =0 called intemal intrinsic m any— ngered) tin e [77]], we also need the gauge- xings
N @g ( 7~) r Nasyr ( 7~) 0. M any m ambers of the equivalence class of void space—
tin es represent at M inkow ski spacetin es in the m ost arbitrary coordinates com patible
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w ith Einstein theory w ith the associated inertial e ects as In New tonian gravity In nonin—
ertial G alilkan fram es; however, m any m em bers of the equivalence class have nonvanishing
4-curvature [ gauge e ect generated by the superham iltonian constraint]. Void spacetin es
can be characterized by adding to the ADM action the C otton-Y ork 3-conform altensorw ih
Lagrange m ultiplier [see Appendix D and Eq. 3)], but this w illbe studied elsew here.

See the fiture papers §,83] orthe use of this reduced sym plectic structure for a solution
of the deparam etrization problem in general relativity in presence ofm atter.
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VI.CONCLUSIONSAND INTERPRETATIONAL PROBLEM S:DIRAC'S
OBSERVABLES VERSUS GENERAL COVARIANCE AND BERGM ANN'S
SPACETIME COORDINATES.

In this second paper dealing w ith a new form ulation of tetrad gravity on globally hyper-
bolic, asym ptotically at at spatial In nity, soacetin es with Cauchy 3-surfaces di eo—
m orphicto R? (so that they adm it globalcoordinate system s), we analyzed the H am iltonian
group of gauge transfom ations whose generators are the 14 rst class constraints of the
model. A ffer introducing a new param etrization of the lapse and shift functions, suited
for spacetin es asym ptotically at at spatial In niy, we studied in detail the subgroup of
gauge transform ations associated w ith rotations and pssudodi eom orphism s ofthe cotriads,
nam ely the autom orphism group of the cofram e SO (3) principal bundlke. W e pointed out
the necessity of using weighted Sobolev spaces to avoid the presence of stability subgroups
of gauge transform ations generating the cone over cone structure of singularities on the con-—
straint m anifold and creating an obstruction to the canonical reduction G rbov am biguity
of the spin connection and isom etries of the 3-m etric]. This description will be valid, in a
variational sense, ora nie nterval4d , after which conjigate points for the 3-geom etry
of and/or 4-dim ensional sihgularities w ill develop due to E instein equations.

Then we de ned and solved the m ultitem poralequations for cotriads and their con jugate
m om enta on associated w ith rotationsand spatialpseudodi eom orphism s. T his required
a proposal for the param etrization of the group m anifold of these gauge transfom ations.
A Iso the corresponding six rst class constraints have been solved and Abelianized. The

nal outoom e was the explicit dependence of cotriads and their m om enta on the three
rotation angles and on the three pseudodi eom oxphisn s param eters. T he D irac observables
w ith respect to these gauge transfom ations are reduced cotriads depending only on three
arbitrary functions fthe reduced m om enta also depend on the m om enta con jugate to these
functions]. W e have shown that the choice of the coordinate system on is equivalent
to the choice of how to param etrize the reduced cotriads in temm s of the three arbitrary
fiunctions, and this also gives a param etrization of the superspace of 3-geom etries.

By choosing a param etrization corresoonding to global 3-orthogonal coordinate system s
on R3, we were able to perform a global quasiShanm ugadhasan canonical transfor-
m ation to a canonical basis n which 13 rst class constraints are Abelianized. Next we
de ned the D irac brackets corresponding to the 3-orthogonalgauge (choice of 3-orthogonal
coordinates and of the origih of anglks), we m ade a further canonical transform ation to
m ore transparent canonical variables and reexpressed all 3—and 4-tensors in this nalba-
sis. Besides lJapse and shift functions, the nal con guration variables for the superspace
of 3-geom etries are the conform al factor of the 3-metric = ¥ and two functions r, (the
genuine degrees of freedom of the gravitational eld) param etrizing the diagonal elem ents
of the 3-m etric. M oreover, there are the twomom enta 5 of the gravitational eld and the
m om entum con ugate to the conform al factor g. The m omentum , containing a nonlo—
cal inform ation on the extrinsic curvature of , and not *’K  which depends non locally
upon ) is the last gauge variabl of tetrad gravity. The only left rst class constraint is
the reduced superham iltonian one, which becom es an integrodi erential equation for the
conform al factor [in m etric graviy i would corresoond to the Lichnerow icz equation after
having put into i the solution of the supem om entum constraints]. A com parison ism ade
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w ith the conform al approach of Lichnerow icz and York.

In fiiture papers [B0] there w illbe the study of the superham iltonian constraint, of the
asym ptotic Poincare charges, ofthe ADM energy as the physical Ham itonian (and of the
related problem of tim e), of the deparam etrization of tetrad gravity in pressnce ofm atter
(scalar particlkes) . In thisway, we w ill see that the 3-orthogonal gauge is the equivalent of
the Coulom b gauge in classical electrodynam ics (ke the ham onic gauge is the equivalent of
the Lorentz gauge) : this will allow to show explicitly the action-at-a-distance (N ew ton-lke
and gravitom agnetic) potentials am ong particles hidden in tetrad graviy (ke the Coulomb
potentialishidden in the electrom agnetic gauge potential) . Spinning particlesw illbe needed
to study precessional e ects from gravitom agnetian . A 1so a reform ulation of the canonical
reduction done In this paper in local nom al coordinates on willbe needed as a st
step tow ards the study of nom al coordinates in M 4, necessary to de ne local nonrotating
Inertial cbservers.

O ur approach breaks the general covariance of general relativity com pletely by going to
the special 3-orthogonalgauge. But this is done in a way naturally associated w ith presym —
plectic theories (ie. theores wih rst class constraints lke all form ulations of general
relativity and the standard m odel of elem entary particles w ith or w thout supersym m etry) :
the globalShanm ugadhasan canonical transfom ations (when they exist; for instance they do
not exist when the con guration space is com pact) correspond to privilkeged D arboux charts
for presym plectic m anifolds. T herefore, the gauges identi ed by these canonical transfor-
m ations should have a special (till now unexplored) rok also also In generally covariant
theories, In which traditionally one looks for cbservables Invariant under di eom oxphian s
(out no com plkte basis is known for them in general relativiy) and not for (ot generally
covariant) D irac cbservables. W hile In electrom agnetism and in YangM ills theories the
physical nterpretation of D irac cbservables is clear, in generally covariant theories there is
a ot of nterpretational problem s and am biguities.

Therefore, ket us nish with som e considerations on interpretational problem s, whose
relevance has been clearly pointed out in Ref. [731.

F irst ofall, ket us Interpret m etric and tetrad gravity according to D iracB ergm ann theory
of constraints (the presym plectic approach). G iven a m athem atical noncom pact, topologi-
cally trivial, m aniold M ¢ with amaximalC?! -atlasA, tsdi eom orphism s n D if £M * are
Interpreted in passive sense (pssudodi eom orphin s): chosen a reference atlas (contained In
A) of M 4, each pseudodi eom orphism identi es another possble atlas contained in A . At
this level we m ake no assum ption about the behaviour of pssudodi eom orphisn s at spatial
in nity. Then we add an arbitrary C! metric structureon M 4, we assum e that M #;%g) is
globally hyperbolic and asym ptotically at at spatial n niy and we arrive at a fam ily of
Lorentzian spacetines M *;%g) overM *. On M *;%g) one usually de nes the standards of
length and tin e, by using som e m aterial bodies, w ith the help of m athem atical structures
like the Ine elem ent ds?, tin elike geodesics (tra fctories of test particles) and null geodesics
(tra £ctories of photons), w ithout any reference to E instein’s equations; only the equivalence
principle (statem ent about test particles In an extemal given gravitational eld) isused to
em phasize the relevance of geodesics. Let D'if£M ? be the extension of D iffM * to the
space of tensors over M ?. Since the H ibert action ofm etric gravity is invariant under the
com bined action of D iffM * and D'iffM ¢, one says that the relevant cbfct in gravity
is the set of all 4-geom etrdes over M 4 [M *#;%g) modulo D iffM ?] and that the relevant
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quantities (generally covariant cbservables) associated w ith it are the invarants under dif-
feom orphian s like the curvature scalars. From the point of view of dynam ics, one has to
select those 4-geom etries whose representatives M ;%g) satisfy E instein’s equations, which
are nvariant In form under di eom orphisn s (general covariance) . O ne can say that a \grav-
irational eld" is a 4-geom etry, nam ely an equivalence class of 4-m etricsm odulo D if £M *,
and that an \E Instein gravitational eld" (or Einsteih 4-geom etry or equivalence class of
E instein spacetin es) is a gravitational eld which satis es E Instein’s equations.

H owever, the fact that the ten E instein equations are not a hyperbolic system ofdi eren—
tial equations and cannot be put in nom al form fhis is evident ifone startsw ith the ADM
action, because the ADM Lagrangian is singular] is only considered in connection w ith the
Iniial data problem . Instead, the ADM action (needed as the starting point to de ne the
canonical form alism since it hasa wellposaed varationalproblem ) contains the extra input of
a 3+ 1 splitting ofM *: thisallow sthe identi cation ofthe surface tem containing the second
tin e derivatives of the 4-m etric to be discarded from the H ibert action. A s a consequence
the ADM action is quasiinvariant under the pulback of the Ham iltonian group of gauge
transform ations generated by the st class constraints (@s every singular Lagrangian) and
this group isnot D if fM * plus its extension D'iffM *, as it willbe shown in Ref. [§]. Th
particular, the ADM action is not nvariant under di eom orxphian s In D iff M 4 skew with
respect to the Pliation of M * associated to the chosen 3+ 1 splitting the ADM theory is
Independent from the choice of the 3+ 1 solitting].

R egarding the 10 E instein equations, the B ianchi identities in ply that four equations are
linearly dependent on the other six ones and their gradients. M oreover, the four com binations
of E lnstein’s equations pro gctable to phase space Where they becom e the secondary rst
class superham itonian and supermm om entum constraints of canonical m etric gravity) are
Independent from the accelrations and are only restrictions on the Cauchy data. As a
consequence, the E instein equations have solutions, in which the ten com ponents ‘g ofthe
4-m etric depend on only two dynam ical (out not tensorial) degrees of freedom  (de ning the
physical gravitational eld) and on eight undetem ined degrees of freedom [n ore exactly
the four com ponents of the 4-m etric corresponding to the lapse and shift functions and
on the four functions depending on the gradients of the 4-m etric (generalized velocities)
corresponding, through the rst half of Ham ilton equations, to the four arbirary D irac
mulipliers In front ofthe prim ary constraints (vanishing ofthe m om enta conjigate to lapse
and shift functions) in the D irac H am iltonian].

T his transition from the ten com ponents ‘g ofthe tensor *g in som e atlasofM * to the

2 (detem inistic)+ 8 (undetermm ined) degrees of freedom breaks general covariance, because
these quantities are neither tensors nor invariants under di eom oxphisn s (their functional
om is atlas dependent in a way dictated by the 3+ 1 splittings of M ¢ needed fr de ning
the canonical form alisn ). This is m anifest in the canonical approach (We discuss m etric
gravity, but nothing changes In tetrad gravity exospt that there are six m ore undetermm ined
degrees of freedom ) :
i) choosean atlasforM *,a 3+ 1 splittingM **! ofM * (with leaves  ofthe foliation assum ed
di eom orphic to R *), go to coordinates adapted to the 3+ 1 splitting ftlas orM **! with
ocoordihate charts ( ) = ( ;~), connected to the M*? atlas by the transition functions
b, ( ;~) of Section IT of I ] and replace D iffM* with D if£M **! (the di eom orphisn s
respecting the 3+ 1 splitting);
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i) the ten com ponents *gys of the 4-m etric in the adapted coordinates are non covariantly
replaced with N , N %, ?g,5, whose conjugate m om enta are ~y , ~¥ , 3 ~*5;

i) there are ourprimary [~y 0, ~Y 0]and Pursecondary H° 0,H* 0] rstclass
constraints;

) therefore, the twenty canonical variables have to be replaced (W ith a Shanm ugadhasan
canonical transfom ation) with two pairs of genuine physical degrees of freedom (O irac’s
cbservables), w ith eight gauge variables and w ith eight abelianized st class constraints;
v) this ssparation isdictated by the H am iltonian group G ofgauge transform ationsw hich has
eight generators and is not connected with D'if £ M ** ! [except for spatial di eom orphism s
D iff ], whith has only four generators and whose nvariants are not D irac cbservables
fthe so called tim e-di eom oxphisn s are replaced by the 5 gauge transfom ations generated
by ~y , ~¥ , and the superham iltonian constraint];

vi) asalready said at the end of Section V of I, the eight gauge variables should be xed by
giving only four gauge xings for the secondary constraints (the sam e num ber of conditions
needed to x a di eom orphism s), because theirtin e constancy detem inesthe four secondary
gauge xings for the prim ary constraints fand, then, their tim e constancy detem nes the
D iracmulipliers (four velocity functions not determm ined by E instein equations) in front of
the prin ary constraints in the D irac H am iltonian].

Since no one has solved the m etric gravity secondary constraints till now, it is not clear
what is undetem ined inside ®g,s (see Appendix C for what is known from the confom al
approach) and, therefore, which is the physical m eaning W ih respect to the arbitrary
determm ination ofthe standardsoflength and tim €) ofthe rst fourgauge- xings. Instead, the
secondary four gauge— xings determ ine the lapse and shift fiinctions, nam ely they detemm ine
how the leaves are packed in the foliation fthe gauge nature of the shift functions, ie.
of *g,;, is connected w ith the conventionality of sinultaneity [74]]. Let us rem ark that the
Invariants under di eom orphisn s are not D irac cbservables, because they depend on the
eight gauge variables not determ ined by E instein’s equations, at least before using the nal
Ham ilton equations generated by the ADM energy. T herefore, all the curvature scalars are
gauge quantities, as can be ssen explicitly In Appendix B of T and in Appendix E .

In this paper we have clari ed the situation In the case of tetrad gravity, and, as a con-—
sequence, also for m etric gravity sinhce we started from the ADM action. The original 32
canonical variables N , N ), " @)/ *€@yr ~n r ~ayr ~(La), *~7,, e disregard the asym ptotic
part of the lapse and shift functions for this discussion) have been replaced, n the case of
3-orthogonal coordinates ~ on and therefore in the associated coordinates ( ;~) of an
atlas of M 31, by the D irac’s observables r,, . the gravitational eld], by 14 rst class
constraints [13 have been abelianized] and by 14 gauge variables: N , N oy, " @)y @)r
fthe m om entum conjigate to the conform al factor g of the 3-m etric; g is determ ined by the
superham iltonian constraint]. Now we have to add 10 prim ary gauge— xings:

i) 6 gauge- xings, determ Ining ’ ;) and ), forthe prim ary constraints ~(La) 0,°M O
Wwhich do not generate secondary constraints]: they x the ordentation of the tetrads in
every point fthe gauge xingson the’ )’s are equivalent to choose the local cbserver either
at rest or Lorentz boosted; the gauge xingson the ()’s are equivalent to the xation of
the standard of non rotation of the local cbserver];

i) 3 gauge- xings for the param eters * of the spatial pseudodi eom orphism s generated by
the secondary constraints 3~ 0: they correspond to the choice of an atlas of coordi-
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nates on [chosen as conventional origin of psesudodi eom orphian s and In uencing the
param etrization of the angles (] and, therefore, by adding the param eter  labelling the
Jeaves of the Pliation, ofan atlason M 31 ;
i) a gauge- xing for ,which, beihgam om entum , carrdes an lnform ation about the extrinsic
curvature of embedded nM * [it replaces the Y ork extrinsic tim e °’K ofthe Lichnerow icz—
York confom al approch] for the superham iltonian constraint. W hilke the gauge- xings on
* Whose tim e constancy produces the gauge- xings for the shift fuinctions and, therefore,
a choice of sin ultaneity convention in M ] can be interpreted as a xation of 3 standards
of length by m eans of the choice of a coordinate systeam on  , the gauge- xing on  has
nothing to do w ith a standard oftin e the evolution is param etrized by the param eter of
the induced coordinate system ( ;~) on M ?; see also Ref. []], but it is a statem ent about
the extrinsic curvature of a embedded in M * [the Poisson algebra of the superham ik
tonian and supem em entum oonstraints re ects the embeddability properties of ; the
superham iltonian constraint generates the defom ations nom alto , which Yeplace’ the
-di eom orphian s] and is one ofthe sources of the gauge dependence ofthe curvature scalars
ofM * [the other sources are the gradients of the lapse and shift fiinctions]. The natural
Interpretation of the gauge transform ations generated by the superham iltonian constraint
is to change the 3+ 1 splitting of M * by varying the gauge variable ( ;~) [e. som ething
in the extrinsic curvature of the leaves of the associated foliation], so to m ake the the—
ory independent from the choice of the original 3+ 1 splittihng of M ¢, as it happens w ith
param etrized M Inkow ski theories. However, since the tin e constancy of the gauge- xing
on detem Ines the gauge- xing for the lapse function Which says how the are packed
in M *], there is a connection w ith the choice of the standard of local proper tin e. Let us
rem ark that only the gauge- xing ( ;~) 0 fnplying’K ( ;~) 0 only In absence of
m atter and of gravitational eld] leaves the D irac dbservables r,, ., canonical; with other
gauge- xings the canonical degrees of freedom of the gravitational eld have to be rede ned.

T herefore, according to constraint theory, given an atlas on a 3+ 1 splitting M "1 of
M 4, the phase space content of the 8 nondynam ical E instein equations is equivalent to the
determm ination of the D irac observables (ie. a gravitational eld not yet solution of the 2
dynam ical E instein equations, ie. ofthe nalH am ilton equationsw ith the ADM energy as
Ham iltonian), whose functional form in tem s of the original variables depends on choice of
the atlason M **! and on a certain part of the extrinsic curvature of

Let usde ne a \H am iltonian gravitational eld" as the quotient of the set of Lorentzian
spacetines M **1;%g) with a 3+ 1 splitting w ith respect to the H am iltonian gauge group G
with 14 (8 in m etric gravity) generators: while space di eom orphisn sin D if £M " ! coincide
with those in D iff ,the \ -di eom orphism s" in D if M **! are replaced by the 5 gauge
freedom s associated with ,N and N .

A representative of a \H am iltonian gravitational eld" is an elem ent of a gauge orbit
spanned by the gauge variables’ ), @)r “r N ,N ). Let us consider the reduced gauge
ortbit ° obtained from by going to the quotient w ith respect to ’ 5y, @), . The solution

= T2 of the reduced Lichnerow icz equation is -dependent, so that the gauge orbit
contains one conformm al 3-geom etries (see the end of Appendix C), or a fam iy of conform al
3-m etrics if the -dependence of the solution  does not span all the W eyl rescalings. In
addition ' contains the lapse and shift functions. Now, each 3-metric in the confom al
gauge orbit has a di erent 3-R iem ann tensor and di erent 3-curvature scalars. Since the
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4-curvature scalars of M * depend on the 3-curvature scalars and on N , N ,,, and their gra—
dients, generically the elem ents ofthe gauge orbit ’ are, from the point ofview ofM * based
on the H ibert action, associated w ith di erent 4-m etrics belongihg to di erent 4-geom etries
(the standard \gravitational elds"). T herefore, according to the gauge interpretation based
on constraint theory, a \H am iltonian gravitational eld" isan equivalence class of 4-m etrics
m odulo the pulback ofthe Ham iltonian group of gauge transform ations, which contains all
the 4-geom etries connected by them and a well de ned conformm al 3-geom etry. This is a
consequence of the di erent Invariance properties ofthe ADM and H ibert actions.

Let us de ne an \E nstein Ham iltonian gravitational eld" as a Ham iltonian gravita-—
tional eld which satis es the nal Ham ilton equations wih the ADM energy as Ham i
tonian (equivalent to the two dynam ical equations hidden in the Einstein equations). An
open problem is whether an Einstein Ham iltonian gravitational eld is a singk E nstein
gravitational eld ofthe standard approach or an equivalence class ofE instein gravitational

elds, whose elem ents are connected by the gauge transfom ations generated by the su-
perham iltonian constraint and by the m om enta conjugate to the lapse and shift fiinctions.
T he dependence of 4-tensors and of 4-curvature scalars i) on the lapse and shift functions
(and their gradients); i) on both explicitly and im plicitly through the solution of the
Lichnerow icz equation; shown In Appendices A and B of T and In Appendix E in the 3-
orthogonal gauge (W ith the corresponding 3-tensors given In Appendix D) seam s to select
the second option, but we do not have a conclusive proofof it. T he sin plest relevant scalars
ofD if fM *, where to check which is the right option by direct calculation, are Bergm ann’s
individuating elds (see Jater on) and/or the bilinears ‘R ‘R , ‘R R )

In generally covariant theories the interpretational di erence w ith respect to the D irac
cbservables of Y ang-M ills theordes, is that one has to m ake a com plkte gauge- xing to give a
m eaning to \space and tin €" (in the above sense) before being able to identify the fiinctional
form of the D irac observables for the gravitational eld (and this functional form changes
underD iffM * even ifE nstein’s equations are nvariant in fom ).

This desp di erence between the interpretations based on constraint theory and on gen-—
eral covariance regoectively is re ected in the two viewpoints about what is cbservable in
general relativity (and, as a consequence, In all generally covariant theories) as one can
clearly see .n Ref. [[§] and i its bibliography:

i) The \non-localpoint of view " ofD irac RJ], according to which detemm inisn in plies that
only gauge-invarant quantities O irac’s cbservabls; they do not exist globally for com pact
spacetin es) can bem easured. T he \hok argum ent" of E instein [74] (sse Refs. [[9[73] oor its
m odem treatm ent) supports this view point: points of spacetin e are not a priori distinguish—
abl (their individuality is washed out by general covariance, ie. by the invariance under
spacetin e di eom orphian s), so that, for instance, “R ( ;~) B scalar under di eom orphisn s,
but not a D irac cbservabl] is not an ocbservable quantity. Even if‘R ( ;~)= 0 ;n ansence
of m atter, the other curvature scalars are non vanishing after having used E instein equa-
tions. M ore in general, the 4-m etric tensor *g  is a non observable gauge variable. A s said
in Ref. [73] a spacetin e m anibld with a m etric corresponds to a gravitational eld, but a
graviational eld corresoondsto an equivalence class of spacetin es. The m etrical structure
fom s part of the set of dynam ical variables, which m ust be determ ined before the points of
Soacetin e have any physical properties. T herefore, one cannot assum e In general relativity
what isvalid in special relativity, nam ely that the individuation of the points of M Inkow ski
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Soacetin e is established by a fram ew ork of rigid rods and clocks.

In Appendix E this is clearly shown In the 3-orthogonal gauge: there is the explicit
dependence ofthe 4+tensorson M *;*g) on the residual gauge variables (to be xed to have
a reconstruction ofM * and, therefore, a coordiate system on ) N = N o, + n, N, =
3ér(a)N @s)rr rand on the confom al factor g of the 3-m etric, which has to be detem ined by
the superham iltonian constraint (@nd this w il ntroduce an extra dependence on the last
gauge variable, is conjigate m om entum  ; this is the only gauge freedom of the 3-tensors
on ( ;3g) given in Appendix D ). nstead in the Appendices A and B of Ithere is shown the
generalgauge dependence of 4-tensors on allthe gauge variables before choosing a coordinate
system .

F ixing the gauge freedom s In general relativity m eans to detemm ine the finctional form
of the 4-m etric tensor g : this is a de nition of the angle and distance properties of
the m aterial bodies, which form the reference system (rods and clocks). The standard
procedures of de ning m easures of kngth and tine BI]] are gauge dependent, because
the line elem ent ds? is gauge dependent and detemm ined only affer a com plete gauge— xing
bnly now the curvature scalars of M * becom e m easurable, like the electrom agnetic vector
potential n the Coulomb gauge]. The m easuring apparatuses should also be describbed by
the gauge invariant D irac observables associated w ith the given gauge (ham ely identi ed by
the Shanm ugadhasan canonical transformm ation associated w ith that gauge) aswe shall try
to show in Refs. [§,80], after the introduction of m atter.

il) The Yocalpoint of view /, according to which the spacetin em aniold M * isthem ani-
fold ofphysically determ ined ®vents’ (ke in special relativity), nam ely spacetin e pointsare
physically distinguishable, because any m easurem ent is perform ed in the fram e of a given
reference systam . T he gauge freedom of generally covariant theories re ects the freedom of
choosing coordinate system s, ie. reference system s. T herefore, the evolution isnot uniquely
determm ined (since the reference system s are freely chosen) and, for nstance, ‘R ( ;~) isan
cbservable quantity, like the 4-metric tensor ‘g . See Ref. [71] for a refisal of D irac’s
observables In general relativity based on the localpoint of view .

In Ref. [79] the non-localpoint of view is accepted and there is a proposal orusing som e
soecial kind of m atter to de ne a \m aterial reference system " (not to be confiised with a
coordinate system ) to localize points in M 4, so to recover the local point of view in som e
approxin ate way [the m ain approxin ations are: 1) to neglect, In E Instein equations, the
energy-m om entum tensor of the m atter ©H1m ing the m aterial reference system (it's sin ilar
to what happens for test particlks); 2) to neglect, In the system of dynam ical equations, the
entire set of equations determ ining the m otion of the m atter of the reference systam (this
Introduces som e ndeterm Inism in the evolution of the entire system )], shoe In the analysis
of classical experin ents both approaches tend to lead to the sam e conclusions. See also Refs.
B9[59] or a com plete treatm ent of m aterial clocks and reference uids, which is the m ost
general sstting tillnow for facing these problam s.

Since in Refs. [§BJ] we shall present a di erent solution for the time problm (in a
schem e In which tin e is identi ed before quantization), we delay the discussion of these
problam s to these papers. In them the determ inistic evolution of general relativity, in the
m athem aticalparam eter labelling the kraves  ofthe Pliation (to be locally correlated to
som e physicaltin e), isgenerated by the ADM energy and there isa decoupled \point particle
clodk" measuring . Let us ram ark that the refuse of ntemal either Intrinsic or extrinsic

63



tin es In plies that the superham iltonian constraint has to be Interpreted as a generator of
gauge transformm ations [so that the momentum , conjigate to the confom al factor g of
the 3-m etric, is a gauge variabl] and not as a generator of tim e evolution, contrary to the
comm only accepted w iew point for com pact spacetin es (see K uchar in Ref. [79)) .

Instead, we acoept the proposalofBergm ann [/9] of dentifying the points ofa spacetin e

™ *;*g), solution of the E instein’s equations, in a way invarant under spacetin e di eo—
m orphisn s extended to 4-tensors (so that the ruk is separately valid for each 4-geom etry
contained In the equivalence class of D irac’s observables de ning a gravitational eld), by
using four invariants bilinear in the W eyltensors fas shown in Ref. B(] there are 14 alge-
braically independent curvature scalars or M ¢, which are reduced to ur when E instein
equations w thout m atter are used], called \individuating elds". By usihg A ppendicesA , B
ofIand E, one can see that these individuating elds are not D irac observables: however, in
every com plete gauge (choice ofthe coordinate system s on and on M 3*1) they describe a
special gauge-dependent coordinate system orM 4, in which the gravitational eld degrees
of freedom In that gauge can be used (@t keast In som e nite region) to characterize distinct
points of M *#, as also rem arked by Stachel [73]1 in connection w ith E instein’s hole argum ent
but w ithout taking into account constraint theory].

F inally, ket us rem enber that Bergm ann [/4] m ade the ©llow Ing critique of general co—
variance: it would be desirable to restrict the group of coordinate transfom ations (gpacetin e
di eom orphian s) In such a way that it could contain an invariant subgroup describbing the
coordinate transfom ations that change the fram e of reference of an outside cbserver (these
transformm ations could be called Lorentz transfom ations; see also the comments in Ref.
B11 on the asym ptotic behaviour of coordinate transfom ations); the rem aining coordinate
transform ations would be like the gauge transfom ations of electrom agnetisn . This iswhat
we began to do In Section IT with the rede nition of lapse and shift functions and which
w ill be com pletely accom plished in the next papers [§30] on Poincare charges and on the
deparam etrization oftetrad gravity in presence ofm atter. In thisway \preferred’ coordinate
system s w ill em erge, which, as said by Bergm ann, are not \ at": whilk the mnertial coordi-
nates are detemm ined experin entally by the cbservation of tra gctories of force-free bodies,
these Intrinsic coordinates can be determm ined only by much m ore elaborate experim ents,
since they depend, at least, on the iInhom ogeneities of the am bient gravitational elds.

See also Ref. B]] for other critics to general covariance: very offen to get physical results
one uses preferred coordinates not m erely for calculational convenience, but also for under-
standing. In Ref. B]] this facthasbeen form alized asthe \principle of restricted covariance".
In our case the choice ofthe gauge- xings hasbeen dictated by the Shanm ugadhasan canon-—
ical transfom ations, which produce generalized C oulomb gauges, n which one can put in
nom al form the Ham ilton equations for the canonical variables of the gravitational eld

nd, therefore, they also produce a nom al form ofthe two associated com binations of the
E instein equations which depend on the accelerations].

T his discussion points tow ards the necessity of nding suitable weighted Socbolkv spaces
such that: i) there are no isom etries of the m etric (G rbov am biguities of the spin con—
nection); i) there are no supertranslations; iii) Poincare charges at spatial n nity are well
de ned; i) there is a well de ned Ham iltonian group G of gauge transfomm ations which
preserves properties i), i) and iii). T is hoped that its pulback G, acting on tensors on
M 31, will contain asym ptotic P oincare transfom ations as an invariant subgroup (in plying
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the existence of Bergm ann’s \preferred" coordinate system s).
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APPENDIX A :SPECIAL SYSTEM SOF COORDINATES.

T he gauge freedom of general relativity, due to is invariance under general coordinate
transformm ationsordi eom orphian s, re ectsthe arbitrariness in the choice ofhow to describe
soace and tim e since coordinates have no Intrinsic m eaning. T he choice ofa Jocal coordinate
system is equivalent to the de nition of an cbserver w ith his ideal clocks and rods and the
principle of general covariance states that the law s of physics are lndependent from this
choice. However In trying to solve Einstein partial di erential equations or to nd local
canonical adapted bases w ith the Shanm ugadhasan canonical transfomm ation one has to
look for those coordinate system s (if any) which ssparate the equations. T herefore, the
choice of adapted bases and probably also som e fiiture de nition of elem entary particle in
general relativity (so that the standard W igner de nition w ill reem erge In the lin it of at
M Inkow ski spacetin ) require a breaking of general covariance. At least locally one has to
choose \physical coordinate system s adapted to the physical system s under investigation",
study there the equations of m otion and then use general covariance In a passive way as
m athem atical coordinate transformm ations, which possbly can transform localized conospts
In spacetin e delocalized ones.

W hile the weak (or G alikl) form of the equivalence principle (In plying the equality of
Inertial and gravitationalm asses) is comm on to Newton and E instein gravity fthe laws of
m otion of free particles In a local, freely f2lling, nonrotating fram e are identical to New —
ton’s law s of m otion expressed in a gravity-free G alilkan fram e: they w ill produce straight
worldlines in a Jocal Lorentz fram e (ie. in a freely Alling nonrotating fram e) as in special
relativity, in absence of electric charge, or an allangularm om entum , for gravitationalbind—
Ing energies much less of rest m asses and i a su clently am all neighbourhood such that
the e ects of the geodesic deviation equation are negliglble)], the E instein m edium -strong
and strong form s assert the existence of Iocal Lorentz fram es for all the nongravitational
and all the law s of physics respectively. In particular, the strong form in plies that there
are no gravitational e ects In a local freely 2lling nonrotating frame in a su ciently an all
spacetin e neighbourhood [61/831.

\Ideal" rods and clocks are de ned as being oneg which m easure proper ength 4 s =
‘g 4 4 (@4 <spacclike) orpropertined = “g 4 4 (4 tinelke); onemust
then detem ne the accuracy to which a given rod or clock is ideal under given circum —
stances by using law s of physics to analyze its behaviour [6]]] (see the Conclusions for the
Interpretational problem s).

See Refs. B4[61l] ora review of relevant coordinate system s Ref. B4luses = +11.

W e shall add only som e Inform ations about geodesic coordinates, ham onic coordinates
and holonom ic versus nonholonom ic coordinates. See the previous references for coordinates
1) geodesic along a speci ed curve which include Fem iW aker and Fem i transport of
tetrads (gyroscopes) and Ferm inom alooordinates]; 2) sam igeodesic which include G aussian
nom al (or synchronous) coordinates]].

A) COORDINATES x; GEODESIC (orLOCALLY INERTIAL) AT A POINT p2 M 4
chosen as origin x; } = 0. They are such that 4 (x; = 0) = 0, so that at p the geodesic

q

equation js(f—zle = 0.
Aa) LOCAL LORENTZIAN (or M NKOW SKIAN or WERTIAL or COMOVING)
FRAMES.An cbserver falling freely in M ¢ m akesm easurem ents in his Jocal Lorentz fram e,
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de ned by

4 4

g =0="*,; @% d-0=0;) x, = 0)= O: @1)

The cbserver is at rest in his ocalLorentz fram e, ie. hisworldline is £x? arbitrary; x5 =

' . . dx, . 4 . . 4 :
. = - - (4 o . — .10 o —
Og : his veloczty S u, a llf=0 ry Uy llf=o r u‘l’ulllf=ol®) uq 00 U.111I=0 0.

T herefore the observer is freely 2lling since he m oves along a geodesic C;‘r wu = 0; n the
local Lorentz fram e the geodesic is an extrem al of proper tine, d = 4 ) )dxl( )dxl( )
and has no accelkration, a; = diul = 0]. Local Lorentz fram es rem ains geodesicatp2 M *
under linear transfom ations of coordinates, because the Christo el symbols behave lke
tensors under such transform ations.

Ab) REMANN COORDINATES x, GEODESIC AT p2 M 4, where x, 3 = 0. Their
distinctive feature is that geodesics passing through p 2 M * satisfy the sam e equations or
straight lines passing through p as in Euclidean geom etry w ith C artesian coordinates: if
is an a ne param eter along anyone of these geodesics ( = 0 In p), the geodesics through
p have the fom x, () = , Where = dxg—()j) is the tangent to the geodesic at p (it
is constant along the geodesic). Riemann coordinate systems atp 2 M * are related by
linear hom ogeneous transform ations, w hich preserve the form of the geodesics. They exists
in a neighbourhood V. ofp 2 M 4, in which the geodesics em anating from i do not cross
each other BY] inside V, so that p can be jined to each point of V by m eans of them ( is
geodesically com plete) . T he singularity theoram s tend to say that every pssudo-R iem annian
M * cannotbe geodesically com plete; instead R iem annian 3-m aniblds ke (only spacelike
geodesics) m ay be geodesically com plete.

N ecessary and su cient criteria de ning R iam annian coordinatesatp2 M ° are:

() The geodesics through p2 M 4 have the form X, ()= ,wih = const:.

( ) The Christo elsymbo]ssa‘tjsiy4 (x,) = 0 (ie. Riem ann ocoordinates are geodesic
at p), so that the equation for the geodesics through p is dzzzz( '= 0.
() If'g are analytic fiinctions in a neighbourhood of p, the Hllow g sym m etrized

4

derivative of the Christo elsymbolsvanish atp: @ ,Q , . @ .,y & = 0)= 0,and one
has [sin ilar expansions hold for every tensor]:
4 4 14 1 4 .
g &)= "g () 3 R 0)x,x, gl@ R F- 0XX, X, +
1 4 , 16, 4
+ gl[ 6@ @ “R Jo—0t 5 R 0) *R O) K, x,%, %, + : @A2)

Abl) RIEMANN NORMAL (or sinply NORMAL) COORDINATES. It is a special
system ofR iem ann coordinates orwhich onehas*g ()= * (,(,; ih it one has

4 . . 1, 1, )
g= Het (g )j= f1 SROO%x S8R dueexxx,

1 [il4R O*R )+ i4R 0) ‘R ©0) +
4173 15
6
+ 5@ @ ‘R Jo- 0 KX, X, X, + 15 @A3s)
o that, if*R (0) = 0, then ‘g= [+ "R 0) ‘R 0)x,%,%, X, + ]. A nom al

coordinate system atp2 M ? isde ned to within a Jinear Lorentz transfom ation.
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N om al coordinates exploit to the fiill the locally M inkow skian properties of pssudo—
Riem annian 4-m anifolds: an cbserver who assigns coordinates in the neighbourhood of a
given event p 2 M * by theodolite m easurem ents at p and interval m easurem ents from p
as if spacetin e were at, will assign nom al coordinates; ie. the observer at p Where an
Inertial observer in using a fram e (tetrad) 4E1( ) = 4E1( )@=@x1 ] 1s spacetin e nearp w ith
geodesics radiating out from p, w ith each geodesic W ith a suitable choice ofa neparam eter)
determm ined by its tangent vector at p.

Cartan [B4[87] showed that, given Rimmann nomal coordinatesy atp 2 M * [ 3 =

0], one can choose adapted orthonomn al fram es and cofram es ‘E ((N)) = ‘E ((N)) (v)@=Qy ,
$ 00 = 4 0 0) (y)dy , obtained from E ()3 = ,@=@y ,* ¥ j= Ody ,bypamkr
Eltransport along the geodesic arcs originating at p. Then one has the follow Ing properties
‘g O gy = Oy
PO Uy +yy N @dy )
N = N = N : @A 4)

Since nom al coordinates are the m ost natural from a di erential geom etric point of
view , ket us look for a param etrization, in this system of coordinates, of the D irac cbserv—
ables 3é(a)r ( ;~)on In tem s of 3 real functions QAr ( ;~), whose conjigate m om enta w ill

be denoted ~ ( ;~). Eqs.@) give the Cartan de niion of orthonom al tetrads adapted
to nom al coordinates for Lorentzian 4-m anifolds. This suggest that for R iem annian 3-
m anibds ke , the reduced cotriads *€,, ( ;~) m ay be param etrized as ollow s

X AN
3é(a)r( i~) = ?a)[rs+ un osvn o Qn ()]
n
) Bé(a)r( ;N) t= (@)r r; (A5)
' P A
W]ﬂ]Nsurv( ;N): n sun wnQn ( 5~) = Nusrv( i~) = Nsuvr( ;N):ersu( ;N)-Then
one gets
3grs( ;N):3é(a)r)(( ;~)3é(a)s( i~)= st %
+ ¢ v[ run svn @+ ~2C§n( ;N))QAH( i~) run svm " mé\n( ;N)QAm( ;~)];

A 6)

to be com pared with Eq.@ ).

A special case of nom al coordinates, y = , With a special orientation of the tetrads
by m eans of SO (3,1) rotations) is realized, even when torsion is present, w ith the \radial
gauge" [BY] (see Ref. B9[90] for a review ). To get it, one in poses the gauge conditions

=0 ) 1Y 0= 0;
4E()()= () ) 4E()(O)= ();
4 _ 4 4 ()4, () 4 4 ()
=B B +E @ B
) ' ="E e ‘8 ) Y= o0: A7)

()

68



The rst condition m eans that the tetrads are paralkl transported from the origin =0
along the straight lnes (s) = sv , 0 s and v = const:; whilke the second one m eans
that these lnes are autoparalk], so that in absence of torsion they are geodesics. These
equations detem ine univocally both the coordinate system and the tetrad eld ‘E )
In a neighbourhood of the origih fthe point with coordinates = 0], so that the gauge
conditions are Jocally attainable and com plete. T here is a residual globalgauge freedom due
to the arbitrariness of the choice of the origin and to the possbility of m aking a Lorentz
transform ation of the tetrad In the ordigin.

T he radial gauge conditions can be regarded, In a sense, as an operational prescription
w hich pem is one to locate the m easuring Instrum ents in a neighbourhood of the cbserver,
who liesat theorigin = 0. In fact, a sin pke way to explore this neighbourhood is to send
from the origin m any \space-probes" carrying clocks, gyrosoopes and m easuring nstrum ents.
A space-probe w ill be Jaunched w ith 4-velcity v' ' with respect to the given tetrad ‘E  ,
and, if isthe propertinem easured by the clock, = v arethe nom alocoordinates (in
the absence of torsion). O f course, In M Inkow ski spacetin e only the interdor of the future
cone can be explored in thisway.

B)HARMONIC COORD INATES x5 . G iven an arbitrary system ofcoordinatesy , ktus
consider the wave equation m M #, 427 )= ‘r ‘r ' ()= Pi——g@ ‘g'g @) )= 0.

The ham onic coordinates are de ned as x5 = ' ) wih ’ (y) fur ndependent solu-

tions of the wave equation, so that the ham onic coordinate condition can be w ritten as

Pl4=@ ‘g'’g )= 0. SeeRef. BY] fr a discussion of these coordinates, which have to be
g

used for the study of the Caudchy problm for E nstein equations m axin al C auchy devel-
opm ents, Caudchy stability,...]. If ham onic coordinates hold on an initial data slice, they
give a \reduced" form of the E instein equations that is hyperbolic and preserves both the
oconstraints and the ham onic condition in the evolution.

C) NONHOLONOM IC COORD INATES. G iven anyone of the previous coordinate sys—
tem s, one can de ne \coordinate hypersurfaces" x = const: and \coordinate lines" on
which only one ofthe x isnot xed.M oreover, since one has local coordinate bases @=@x
and dx ©rTM * and T M ? respectively, it tums out that the tangent vectors to the x

coordiate Ine are 1 y = | @=@x Weput the ndex Inside round brackets to em phasize
that it num bers the tangent vectors] w ith controvariant components 1, = |, = @x =@x
and that theirduals are ¢’ = ()dx with covariant components )= ()= @x =@x .
Therefore, ‘) area system of4 gradient vectors: ('=@ x ,@ (> @ ()= 0.

A system of coordhates is said \holonom ic" if the basic covariant vectors are a eld
of gradient vectors. W hen this does not happen, the coordinate system is said \nonholo—
nom ic" (it can only be de ned in a region of M * which can be shrunk to a point): i this
case one has bcaldualnoncoordinate bases ‘E () = ‘E | |, ®)@=@x and ‘") = ‘E () (x)dx

with'g B0 = )
() ()-

g 4]f( , = . The basic covariant vectors * ") of a nonholonom ic coordinate system
are a nonintegrable eld of tangents to 4 coordinate lines, which de ne coordinates x ¢’
bx( )6 4" since *E () are not gradients]. Tn Ref. P] it is shown how to construct a local
nonholonom ic coordinate system x‘ from localholonom ic onesy de ned in a neighbour-
hood of a point p 2 M * [chosen as origin: y $ = 0], with associated orthonomn al fram es
and coframes‘E () = ‘E | (¥)€=@y ,* ' = ‘E () ¢)dy . In the neighbourhood ofp, where

N onholonom ic noncoordinate bases may be chosen orthogonal
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the cofram e m atrix “E ¢’ is reqular, the new coordinates are x!) = “‘E () (y)y , so that
y =B, &kE)Hx'’.
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APPENDIX B:ISOMETRIESAND CONFORMAL TRANSFORMATIONS.

See Section IT of I for the notations and Refs. P3[83].

A di eom orphian 2 DiffM * is an \isometry" of a pseudo-R iem annian m anifold
M %%g) it & )= ‘g & wihx = (x) [t iscalled isom etry since it preserves the
length ofa vector; canbe Interpreted (in the active sense) asa rigidm otion]. T he isom etries
of a given 4-m anifold form a group. The in nitesin al isom etries x x) = x + x) =
X + X =x + X x [ isan In nitesin alparam eter] are generated by a vector eld X
called a \K illing vector eld", satisfying the equation Ly ‘gl =X @ ‘g + @ X “g +
@X *g = 0,whichbecomes r X ) + r X ) =@X +@X 2¢ X =0
K illing equation] w ith the Levi€ vita connection. T he K illing vector elds ofa 4-m anifold
soan the Lie algebra of the isom etry group.

A di eomomphisn of M %;%g) such that g kK x)) = & ®4g (x) isa \confom alisom -
etry" of the 4-m anifold, nam ely a particular conform al transform ation [it changes the scale
but not the shape; the angles are preserved]. In general, confom al transfom ations &(0 (x)
such that 4gO ® (x)) = & 4y  (x)] are not di eom orphian s; the confom al transfom a—
tions ©m a group, ConfM *, and the confom al isom etries are confom al transfom ations
inDiIffM *\ ConfM * , the only conform al transfom ations under which E instein m etric
graviy is invarant. The confom al transform ation preserve the tin e~ light- (or nullh) and
goacelke character of the ob cts. O ne has the follow ing e ects of confom al transfom a—
tions

g T Y k)= ¥ ®);
T Y KxN=?! 4+ @ ®+ @ & ‘g &g ®KE &);
'R @7 'R &x&N='R & ‘g ®B ® ‘g ®B &+
+ %% ®[IB ® ‘B & |
R @7T R &x&)="R & ‘g ®B & 2B &®);
R T Rxx)=e?RK 6B ®I

0

‘c w71 C xk&N=‘C &) ®1)
where’B = @ ‘g @ +°'%9 @e * @ )+: ‘ge e ,'B =B .

Instead for 3-m aniPlds one has Pr, is the covariant derivative associated with the
3-m etric 3grs]: 3grs 7 3@1:5 = 43grsr 3 Es 7 3/\25 =3 Es +2 1 (E3r s T 2313 r
3. 33T, ), 3R 7 3= 43R g 5 Cq®3r , °r ,)

G iven two 4-m etrics ‘g and ‘g on the sam e 4-m anild M *, they are called \confom ally
related" if'g &)= & ® ‘g (x);the equivalence class ofthe confom ally related 4-m etrics
on a 4maniold M * is called a \confom al structure”. The transom ation ‘g 7 & ‘g is
called a \W eyl rescaling” and the set of W eyl rescalingson M * isa group W eylM *.

Ifevery point x 2 M ? ofthe pseudoR iam annian m anifold M *;%g) lies in a coordinate
chart where g =& * ,then M *;%g) is said to be \conform ally at"; the vanishing of
the W eyltensor “C is the necessary and su cient condition for conform al atness.

An In nitesin al conform alisom etry is generated by a 5o called \conform alkK illing vector

eld" X , which satis esthe conform alK illing equation X @ *g +@ X ‘g +@ X ‘g =
%4g X %G @*% + 2@ X ]. The dilatation vector ed D = x @ isa confom al vector
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eld ofM inkow ski sgpacetine. ShceX n ,with n tangent to a geodesic , is constant only
fornullgeodesics h n = 0], conform alK illing vector elds give rise to constants ofm otion
for light rays.
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APPENDIX C:THE LICHNEROW ICZYORK CONFORMAL APPROACH TO
THE CANONICALREDUCTION OF METRIC GRAVITY.

To give an idea of the Lichnerow icz-Y ork confom al approach to canonical reduction
P3]631 lsee Refs. 6454831 for review s], we need som e prelin inary concepts. See Section V
of I ora review of ADM canonicalm etric gravity.

A) Since the hypersurfaces T = % k’K = const: of constant m ean extrinsic curvature
CM C slices] play an in portant role for the reduction of Ham iltonian constraints in the
conform alapproach FK ( ;~) oconst: 0 isthe gauge- xing for the superham iltonian con—
straint, w hich is interpreted as an elljptic equation for the confom al factor of the 3-m etric],
for num erical solutions of E Instein equations and in the proof of the positive gravitational
energy confcture, ket us give som e results about these hypersurfaces [4,04] [see Ref. [69]
for solutions of the E instein’s equations w ith m atter, which do not adm i constant m ean
extrinsic curvature hypersurfaces].

In Refs. P§54[63] i is shown that *K de nes the chosen rate of volum e expansion
of an initial slice relative to local proper tine. In fact, an elem ent of proper volum e

P-g [ = 3g] on a spacelike hypersurface undergoes In the next unit interval of
proper tine, asmeasured nomalto , a ftactjgnal jncreas% of proper volum e given by
K =1, = °g K =3°9 Li’g ==Ly =Lin° )= (‘g;]),where s

the \expansion or dilatation" of 1 [so that *K is equalto the \convergence of the nom als
1":n M *%)]. For the volum e to be extrem al this quantity must vanish at every point
of fthis is satis ed In a Frdedm ann closed universe and in a Taub closed universe at
that value of the natural tin ecoordinate t at which the universe sw itches from expansion
to recontraction, so that the sign of >k could be used to distinguish the expansion and
contraction epochs; see also Refs. [74]]. M oreover, i can be shown [63] that the rate of
change of °’K in tim elike directions tends to be positive as a consequence of the equations
ofm otion [or a freely lling cbserver (a = 0) onehasL,;’K 0, ie. ’K increases with
respect to the Jocalstandard ofpropertin e; °K  is essentially the volum e H ubble param eter],
and that °’K de nesa de nite class of Hliations. SeeRef. [f7] or York cosm ictine T versus
proper tin e.

Tnstead, M isner’s choice (7] of the intemal intrinsic tine =  <In* ~ fthe logarithm
of the volum €] is acceptable for open always expanding universes; for closed universes,
stops its orward ow at a mom ent of m axinum expansion and begins to run backward.
The other problem wih isthat it is \not a scalar" and thus has utility only In the pres-
ence of a de nie choice of 3-din ensional coordinates. M oreover, contains the confom al
factor of the 3-m etric, which is the natural variable in which to solve the superham itonian
constraint. Sinhce L; = 3K , both these variables de ne the sam e fam ily of hypersurfaces
in hom ogeneous m odels. The use of °K as tin e (and of the associated Hliations ) does not
depend on any assum ptions of hom ogeneity, nor does it restrict in any way the anisotropy
of the universe. F inally, w ith the choice of °’K as \tim e", its conjugate variable the natural
Ham iltonian to be ntroduced as an \energy" after having solved the constraints i this
approach] is the scale iéctorp ~, so that the \energy" becom es equal to the volum e of the
universe. See Refs. [7]] for the connection of °’K w ith the \m any— ngered tim e approach".

A num ber of theoram s regarding the m ean extrinsic curvature exist, based on the lin—
earization w ith reppect to ofthemap T .

P
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a) Compact Slices- See the results in Ref. Pg]

b) Nonoom pact Slices. M ore di cult to study because of a Jack of su cient know ledge
ofthe Invertibility ofthe corresoonding Laplace operator. T here is one In portant particular
case:  di eom ophictoR ° with “g asym ptoticto theM inkow skid-m etric at spatialin nity.
Theorem [P§[97]: Every Lorentzian manibld ™ *;%g) in a neighbourhood of M inkow ski
spacetine R*;? ) admisa \maxinal" (e. with T = Tr’k = 0) spacelike subm aniold.
Tt has been congctured that all spacetin es satisfying the strong energy condition, and that
can be continuously deform ed Into M inkow ski spacetin e, adm it a m axin alhypersurface. It
is known that there exists a m axin al subm anifold of M inkow ski spacetin e passing through
a bounded regularly spacelike 2-din ensional boundary [see Ref. 4] or references]. One
know s also that \m axin al slicing" exists in m any cases when is \noncom pact" but
\not" di eom orphic to R 3, forexam ple, in the Schwarzschild, R eissnerN ordstrom and K err
Spacetin es as well as general vacuum  static and stationary spacetin es [64[091.

Onemay useT = Tr K = const:6 0 slices when is \noncom pact"; here the slices
are analogous to the \m ass hyperboloids" of M inkow ski gpacetin e and are asym ptotically
null P3PYJ]. Ih M inkow ki spacetine R*;* ) the m ost interesting spacelike slices 53] are
the (future and past) \m ass hyperboloids" asym ptotic to the (future and past) null cones]
with Tr3K = const: and the standard x° = const: hyperplanes with Tr’K = 0.

In Ref. [64] i is reported that when, in the asym ptotically at case, one uses weighted
Sobolv spaces, which prevent the existence of stability subgroups of gauge transform ations

(and therefore the G ribov am biguity) for the spin connection, then there are no \conform al
K illing vectors" for the Rimm ann manidld ( ;3g) khe equation Y@, °g.s + @, “3gus +
Qs “’gn = %3grs [Y3g""Qy 3Gun + 2@, “]hasno solution U“Q,]. In these weighted Sobolv
spaces one can also show [p4/L00] that the Laplace-Beltram ioperator4 s4 isan isom orphism :
this in plies that ( ;°g) has no isom etries [ie. K illing vectors “@Q, satisfying U“@, >gs +
@ "3gus+ @5 “3gn, = 0], because no such vector can tend to zero to in nity.

B) Let usnow consider two kinds of decom positions of sym m etric 3-tensors T = T =
3T de ned on a Riam annian 3-manild (  ;3g.), whose validity in the noncom pact case
requires the use of weighted Sobolv spaces. A closed m anifold m eans a com pact m anifold
w ithout boundary. One can show that In closed m anifolds every vector eld on is
the sum of a K illing vector eld for g and the divergence of a symm etric 3-tensor eld Rll
vector eldscan be w ritten globally on as such divergences ifand only if*g hasno K illing

eld].

1) TRANSVERSE DECOMPOSITION [[0]]. Follow ing Ref. PJ], i is de ned as

Trs= Ttrs‘FTfs;
Tfs= (KX)rs 3ers+3rer= (Kx)sr;

3rsT§s: TrstZBrsTrs 3IS(KX)rS=0,'

)
ro®X)® C4xX)="4X"+r"Cr X%+ R°X°= " T"™: c1)

Here the ongiudinalpart T;° = K X )* is the \K illing orm " of X * [K X )y = Ly Gs
and K X )5 = 0 is the K illing equation for detem ining the in nitesim al isom etries of the
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3-m etric °g,s]. W hile °4 is the ordinary Laplacian for the 3-m etric, °4 ¢ is a linear second—
order vector operator, the K Laplacian.

The tracefree part of T[S, ie. TF®  $°g™ T, e = g T°=T 2°r X%, T = g, T*)],
is no longer transverse, because, in general, °r Ty = °r ., (T 23r X )6 0.

If we m ake the transverse decom position of this trace-free part of T*°, we get T *°
%3grsT = (T'*s %3gIST )+ (K S)™ forsome S*. Now, (I*° %3grST )¢ is transverse, but
not trace-firee: >g (T*°  $°g™T).= 2°r ;S°6 0 in general.

2) TRANSVERSE-TRACELESSDECOMPOSITION [BJ] seeRef. [[0]] orm orem ath-
em atical properties on the solution ofthe elljptic equation forY *, which is connected to the
linearization of the C otton-York tensor]. &t is de ned as

rs rs rs rs .
T Tor + T+ T705

Tr

1
Trs — §3grsT; T = 3grsTrs;

3 rs _ 3 rs __ .
grsTTT - rsTTT - OI

TES (LY )rs BrrYs+3rsYr §3grsBquu:

2
K Y)S §3gr53r WYY
3grsT1],:S = 0;

1
3rs(LY)rs (34LY)1::34Yr+§3rr(3rsYs)+3RrsYs:

1
3rs(Trs §3grsT): (C2)

Now, (LY)™ is the \conform al K illing form " of Y *, because, if °g,s = 23qg. is
the \conform alm etric" (independent of arbitrary overall scale changes: if g 7 g
then 3¢, 7 3g.), then Ly g = =2 (LY ), (this describes the action of in nitesin al
coordinate transfom ations on the conform al metric) and Ly *g, = 0 is the confom al
K illing equation, determ ining the conform alK illing vectors (if any) of >g,s.

The T T decom position gives a unique resul. It tums out that Tr— TT —and L-tensors
are mutually orthogonal. This is the content of Y ork’s splitting theorem [64].

Tt can be shown [0§] that one has

Trri = (Ttrs)TT = Tri )es
T)= KV)™©=0;
(Tlrs)TT = 0;
Ty = MM )™= @Y)™  ©X)*=

2 1
TLJIfs [(K X )rs 53g,rs 3r ux u]: TES Tfs + §3grsTl;
TP = TP )+ T+ )=

75



=Ti3+ LU X)F°+ §3g“Tl=
rs rs rs ., 13 rs
=T + Ty Tl+§ng1i
Tlrs = (Tlrs)TT + (Tlrs)L + (Tlrs)Tr =
= LZ)®+ §3grsTl; for some Z7%;

T =T+ Ty; T,= 2°r X %;

Trr = (Trpdet Trpi= T2)es

1
T = @)t @Fh= @+ T 77T €3)

For closed one has the theorem [P3]: Let Y * be a ham onic finction of 34 ; with
now here vanishing nom on a closed m anifold M ; then, there always exists a m anifold M~
confom ally related toM forwhich Y * is a ham onic fiinction of %4 ¢ .

Every transverse symm etric tensor T on ( ;°g,) can be split uniquely and orthog—
onally into a sum of a \transverse tensor w ith vaniching trace" and a \transverse tensor
w ith nonvanishing trace". From (T °)rr = T75 and TS° = T;5 + @M )™ + %3g“fsTt w ith
M*=Y" X% weget

rs __ rs rs
Tt - TTT + TTr;t’

Trit

1
Trs _ (LM )rs+ §3grsTt;

1 1 1
3r STTszs;t: 3r S(LM )rs+ §3rth: 3r S(Ttrs §3grsTt) + 531‘ th: O;

1
*GesTroe = “Ges [LM )™ + 539I5Tt1= T,: € 4)

Tt follow sthat the gradient ofthe trace ofa transverse tensor isalw ays globally orthogonal
to confom alK illing vectors, when is closed.

Therefore, T;° contains a TT part, T;;, plus another tensor T;7, which can be ex—
pressed as a functional only of Ty due to the equations *r ¢ LM )™ =  2°r *T,. Since the
superm om entum constraints for m etric gravity, ie. 3 of the E instein equations, In ply that
K™="K® = K55 + K%, with K3, = (LM )™+ i°g™°K, one can say that K [
contains the \wave" part purely gravitational spintwo T T -tensor], whik °K = Tr3K isa
kinem atical function de ning an essentially arbitrary \gauge" degree of freedom .

C) In the conform al approach it can be shown that the superham iltonian constraint
becom es the \scake or Lichnerow icz equation" [p4], which is a quasilinear elliptic equation
or (;~)= [ ( ;~M? =3"%= [ Py ( ;~)}® (see Iateron). In Ref. [p4] it is shown
that and a 3-vector X © (the vector part of the T T -decom position) can be nterpreted
physically as generalizations ofthe single potential fiinction that satis es P oisson’s equation
In Newtonian graviy: onehasforr= 3 j! 1 thefollowingresults = 1+ E=16 r+ ::and
XT= 25PS(F I+ * %)+ u,whereE and P* are the asym ptotic Pohcare transhtion

32 3
charges n odulo the supertranslations connected to asym ptotic gauge transfom ations].
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T he confom al approach can be m ulated either in tem s of °gy,, °K s or In tem s of
the ADM canonical variables 3g,s, >~ (see Section V of I). The ADM supem om entum
constraints for the tensor density °~** are proportional to the Einstein equations ‘G, =

K ° 5K )g=0: 0 3”3?: = lf_(sKrs 397K )y = ]P_4Gf=0. One has
3= 2 kP TK with %K = 39K s = TriK .

The idea is to m ake a suitable ssparation between physical and unphysical degrees of
freedom to identify four candidates for the variables in which either the E instein equations
‘Gy=0, ‘G= 0, or the ADM constraints, have to be solved [in the ADM approach a
Separation ism ade based on a T T -decom position referred to a  at badckground spacetin e;
this is suited forweak elds and linearized theory].

First of all, one m akes a \confom al transform ation" on the 3-metric, g = 30,
Pgs = “*3g°;°R = 43R 8 °34 wih 34 the Laplacian for the 3-m etric >g,]
wih  an aritrary de nite positive function (positivity is crucial for the study of the
existence and unigqueness of solutions of the Lichnerow icz equation [f4]); essentially, one
uses = 12 = 3eI%, oo that 3g,s = 3¢, where g, is the \conform al m etric" w ith
det3s,s = 1 Bt each point it gives only the ratio between any two \lcal" distances; the
absolute distances are  xed by the scale factor 1.

Secondly, one de nes the tracefree part °A*® (also called the \distortion tensor"),
3grS3Ars = 0, of 3R ¥5. 3g s = 3p7Ts 4 %3grs3K or 3~rs = kp—(SArs %3grS3K ) =
3~rs 4 %3gIS3~, ’gs° 7 = 0. Now the supem omentum constraints becom e either

ATy 2r*K =0or®"P®s+ 2°r*?~ 0. Then, in the sinplest version of the ap-

rs
proach [(4[59], one m akes the \conform al rescaling" A™ =  103ar f~rs = 103~

rs
3pars _ 3 3p s 103 3ars 3,.r3 — 43 r3 3~rs _ 10 3 3~
so that Ay, = °r °A™ = r¢3ATS, 3rr3K = r*3K Pr = r2Ta

3rr3~: 43rr3~].

rs
The next step isto m ake a T T -decom position of *A*® P~, 1: °A*™ = A5 + A with
rs rs rs
3A£s= LW )™ and 3I‘S3A£s= (34 LW )t = 3rSBArs= 2 63, r3g FNA — 3~A;TT + 3~A;L
rs rs rs

with >~ = @W )™ and ’r >~ = C4.W )" = °r.°7, : *°r*°". The

3
equation ‘G ;= 0 becom es the scale or Lichnerow icz equation

w

2
834 R+ CA + A CArrast+ "Aras) | 5<3K )y °=0; C5)

fthe sam e happens for the superham iltonian constraint], which is in general coupled w ith
the equations “G 1, = 0

2
BrSBAis: (34 LW )r: 3rs3Ars:5 63rr3K: (C6)

The four E Instein equations RDM constraints] have to be solved in the \conform al
or scale factor"] and in the longitudinal part *A s f‘N;S;L] of 3A TS FN;S ], ie. In the vector
W © W "] [see the previous subsection B)], which is nam ed the \gravitom agnetic vector po—
tential"; these four functions becom e finctionals of °g,; and of the parts A% and *K of

rs

Kis [ ppr and>~of >~1. W hike °K [ "], them ean extrinsic curvature, is interpreted as
the intemal extrinsic tin e conjigated to them om entum  , 3 com ponents of g, have to be
interpreted as conjigate to the vector W *; A3 fthe free part of the conform ally rescald
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\distorsion tensor"] and the rem aining tw o degrees of freedom hidden in 3g,, are the genuine
(graviational wave) physical degrees of freedom In this reduction. For constant or vanish—
ing m axin al slicing) °K , the superm om entum constraints decouple from the Lichnerow icz
equation. SeeRef. B3] ora review on the existence and unicity ofthe solutions ofEgs. € 9),
€ §) when K = Oorconst:and Refs. [p4[64[67] for the classi cation of the known solutions
of this equation. The Yam abe theoram is a fundam ental tool in this classi cation @].

In presence ofm atter in a closed universe, the confom al current *§° ofm ass-energy has
to be orthogonal to the conform alK illing vectors of the confom al 3-m etric (if any). This
is the \condition of con nability" for the gravitom agnetic vector potential W * B3fL04] [t

IJ%S like In electrostatic, where, In a closed space, the Poisson equation 4 = 4 In plies
S =0 (ie. the vanishing of the total source charge) [B311.
T he previous decom position suggests to use the variablesT = § kK = #=>",P ; =
p_,3 rs = “Gp= T o, 7ES = 3~ %3 s3~ which satisfy the Poisson brackets
0 3
fT ( 3~)iPr ( s~g= i~
0 1 1
£ ()P (i~ )g= (s 19 53 WL ) P i);
I, ~Uuv 0 l v ~ T, r. ~Uuv
207 iv)g= 5(3 BI~Ts 3 EESAE) () i) c7)

In Ref. [69] i is shown that there exists a canonicalbasis P .5, >~ 1Thidden in the vari-
ables® .5, >~ but it has never been ound explicitly] and that one can de ne the reduced
phase space (the conformm al superspace) S, n which one has gone to the quotient w ith re—
soect to the space di eom orphisn s and to the conform al rescalings. It isalso shown that one
can de ne a \York m ap" from this reduced phase space to the subset of the standard phase
superspace (quotient of the ADM phase space w ith resgpect to the space di eom oxphian s
plus the gauge transform ations generated by the superham iltonian constraint; it isthe phase
soace of the superspace, the con guration space obtained from the 3-m etrics going to the
quotient w ith respect to the space— and tin e- di eom orphian s) de ned by the condition
K = const:.

The \conform al superspace”" S m ay be de ned as the space of conform al 3-geom etries
on \closed" m anifolds and can be identi ed in a natural way with the space of confor-
m al 3-m etrics m odulo space di eom oxphisn s, or, equivalently, w ith the space of R iam an—
nian 3-m etrics m odulo space di eom orphisn s and conform al transform ations of the fom
%9 T *°gs, > 0. Thstead, the \ordinary superspace" S is the space of Lorentzian 4—
m etricsm odulo spacetin e di eom oxphian s. In thisway a bridge is built towards the phase
superspace, which ism athem atically connected w ith the M oncrief splitting theorem [10§]64]
valid for closed [see however Ref. [p4] for what is known in the asym ptotically at case
by using weighted Sobolkv spaces].
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APPENDIX D:3-TENSORS IN THE FINAL CANONICAL BA SIS.

By usihg the de nitions given in I, Egs.{[03) in ply the follow ing expressions forthe eld

strengths and curvature tensors of (  ©g) We also give their limitsorr, ! Oand g !
3N _ X
rs@) — (@) b)) ©u
u
P 1 X X
?1—— a (as au)¥a
b)s€ 3 = (@uq+ = bs@urb) ( cs cu)@rrc+
b C
1 X i
+@u@rq-l— P= bs@u@rrb
3 b
Pl—— F (ar au )rah l l X X
pre 3 * P= (@uq'I' P= br@urb) ( cr cu)@src+
3 3, c
1 X +
+ @u @sq+ p_§ br@u@srb +
b
1x b
+ 5 (@) b) (@) @) ) o« e + @)@ (e b @) ) @ ) b
uv
s F (ar+ ) 1 X 1 X
e s 2 Qugt p= br@urb @,g+ p= es@uTe
3. 3 .
X h i
'm0 @o© eu ©s€ula  :Cueg +
u
1h 1
+ @) b (© @ e @ @© ©«E + @)@ @) © b @) e @ b @Uq@vq ! q! 0 0;
P
| l X Pl_g a (as au)Ta
gt o P= @ ©u ©s€
3 u
X h 1 X i
bs @r@urb + p —@urb ( cs cu)@rrc
b 3 c
plTP ( yra X h 1 X .
ore 3 @ e @@, + P=0Qun, (o a)@sre
b 3 c
1x h
+ = @) ) ()@ E) @) ) © @ e + @)@ () () b @) e @@ b
6
EP.V
?1—— (art as aut av)ra X .
e s =@ br@urb s@y e
b C
3.4 2 gt o= (crt culre)
Rrsv = (v su rs uv)€ 3©
X 1 X 1 X
@nq+ P= ar@nra @nq+ P= bu@nrb +
n 3 a 3 b
P h X
2 (ot Plf crrc) l
te < 3 rv @s@uq+ P= ar@s@ura +
3 a
1 1 X X
+Pp= Qg+ p= ar@uls (pr )@y
3 3. .

79

0]



1 X

1 X i h 1 X
@uq+ = as@ura @sq+ P= br@srb rs @V@Uq+ P= @V@ura+
3 a 3 b ar
1 1 X X
+P= @uq+ P= ar@ura ( br bu)@Vrb
3 a b
1 X 1 X +
@uq+ P= av@ura @vq+ P= br@vrb +
3. 3,
P h 1 X 1
+eZ ares o oox «u & Q.at+ P= @@ + = Qg+
3 . 3
1 X X
+ P= au@rra ( bu br)@vrb
3 . b
1 X 1 X i
@rq+ P= ar@rra @vq+ P= bu@vrb
3 . 3,
h 1 X
uv @s@rq+ P= au@s@rra +
3 a
1 1 X X
+ P= @rq+ P= au@rra ( bu br)@srb
3 3. .
1 X 1 X i
@rq+ p_g as@rra @sq+ P= bu@srb
a b

X
4 2
! ra! 0 (rv su rs uv)eq (@nq) +
n
+e%d

v Bs@ua @saud]
+ su [@v@rq @vq@rq]

rs Bv@ua  @ya@ual+
uw Bs@a  @sa@:q] ! q! o0 0;

l 27P (cr cu)Ic X X
! q! 05 ( rv su rs uv)ep_3 ° * ar m@nra@nrb+
n ab
1 27 X h
t+tP=e 3 S ar rv @s@ura +
3 a
1 X 1 i
+Pp= ( br bu)@ura@srb P= bs@sra@urb
3 b 3 b
h 1 X 1 X i
rs @v@u r, + P= ( br barbu)@ura@vrb P= bv@vra@urb +
3 b 3 b
I S h
+ P=e 3 S au su @v@rra +
3 a
1 X 1 X i
+ P= ( bu br)@rra@vrb P= bv@vra@rrb
3 b 3 b
h 1 X 1 X i
uv @s@rra + P= ( bu br)@rra@srb = bs@sra@rrb ’
3 b 3 b

~ 1 X
3Ruv = @u@vq+ p_g (aut av)@u@vra +

a

80



1h 1 X 2 X
+ - @uq+ P= av@ura @vq P= bu@vrb +
2 3, 3,
1 X 2 X i
+ @vq+ P= u@vra @uq P= ov Lo
3, 3,
1 X h 1 X X
—P= @uq+ P= ar@yra ( n barbu)@vrb +
2 3, 3. .

X X i 1

1
+ @vq+ p_§ ar@vra) ( n bv)@urb uve 3

X

n

2
+e @

1 X
+p__
3

!ra!O

a

a b

1 X 1 X
(@nq+ p_§ au@nra)(2@nq p_§ bu@nrb) +

a
P b
1

P cn Xe) 2
3 c g (]-l—
X X

au b
X h
Culat kg W€ 267@,9° + Blg

n

1 X 2 X

! aq! o P= (au+ av)@u@vra :_3 au bv@vra@urb

uv

2
+e @

ab

X h i

an (br bu)@ura@vrb'l' (bn bv)@vra@urb +

P X 1 X
¢ p_§ au bu@nra@nrb

n ab

P X h 1 X i

o onte au @ira-l- P= (o 2 m)lTabin
a 3 b

1 X 1 X
(@vq+ p_§ au @vra) (Z@Vq p_:—g m@vrb) +

a b
P h X
s cv Ic) 2 1 2
3 ° @Vq+ f 5 au@vra +
a

X X

2 1
+ p_?) (@vq+ p_§ au@vra) ( u bv)@vrb

a b
X i

1 X 1
(@vq+ p_§ av@vra) (@vq+ p_§ bu@vrb +

u

ra ! 0

a b

2@ By o) Qg+ p= @i +
3 a
1 X 2 X i
+ (@uq+ P= au@ura) (@uq P= bu@urb)
3. 3,
X 2 2. X h 2 2i
6 Q) 4de™ Qa @A ! 41005
u u

81

1
au@rzlra+ PE(@nCI+ p_?) @nra) (bu 2 bn)@nrb

i

i
@@ ! 41 00;

14



l X l X 192—— cv Ic
! gl 0 P= P= au m@vra@vrb-l' e N au
3 v 3 a
ab
h ) 2 X 1 X i
@vra + p_?) ( bu bv)@vra@vrb p_g bv@vra@vrb +
bP b
2 X 2 X h 1 X i
+P—— e P—g ¢ eute au @ira‘l' P= m@ura@urb : (Dl)
3 . A 3,

The W eylSchouten tensor °Crgy = °ry°Rys °ro®Ry 2 (@ ®R - 7g@°R) of
the 3-mani®ld ( ;°g) [ee affer EQ.(9) of I and Ref. Pl satis es °C*,, = 0, °Cpoy =
3C uss 2Creu + 3Curs + 3Csur = 0 and has 5 independent com ponents. The related York’s
conom al tensor @@] 3Y rs _ 1=3 ruv (3Rvs % §3R )j.l — % 1=3 ruv 3gsm 3Cmuv [Ji', is a
tensor density of weight 5/3 and involves the third derivatives of the m etric] is sym m etric
PY ¥ = Y '], traceless PY ", = 0] and transverse PY "y = 0]besides being invariant under
3-confom al transform ations; therefore, it has only 2 independent com ponents [Y *° = Y7
acoording to York’s decom position of Appendix C ] and provides what York calls the pure
FoIn-two representation of the 3-geom etry intrinsic to . Its explicitly symm etric form is
the C otton-Y ork tensor given by Y *s = % Gy s 4 3y sty = % 18 (ravigseq sw3gre) IR =
1 1=3 (ruv3gsm 4 suv3gm 3¢ o A 3-manibd isconform ally at ifand only ifetther the

4
W eylSchouten or the C otton-Y ork tensor vanishes [61/63/031. W e have

1
3C rsu — 3.'[‘ u 3Rrs 3.'[‘ s3Rru Zl (3grs@u 3R 3g]:u@s 3R) 7

N N N l N N
7 3Crsu = 3Rrsjl 3Rrujs ZleZqI ( rs@u 3R ru@s 3R );
3 1 l=3X 3 3 3
Ymn 5 (mur gns+ nur gins) Rrsjlry
rsu
o 1.5 X o
7 3Ymn: Ee% v ¥ ezqs(mur ns T nur ms)BRrsjlz
rsu
1 X
= EeZq ezqs(mur nst nur ms)
rsu X X
Q@0 (¢ + & d) Gt ®)ClEt % %)
t X X t
@q@uls @+ % a) Calul @+ o )
t t
1 X X
E@u Rr@s 2q G) + @6 Cx )]
t t

1X
> @ RaQs @ )+ Q@@ )1t

1 X X
+ E@u @ + @) Brals 2o G) + @90, Qg )1+

t t

1 X X
+—-Q,q, By 2q, G) + @90, Cx )1+

2 t t
1 X X

+ E@sql RuaQr @q, 4) + @.q.Q, 2o a)]+
t t

82



1 X
+§@u(qf+qs) Rrah@s @ o)+ Q@@ &)1+

n

1 X
+-0a [Rual@ a)+ Gl @ %)t

2 n

1 X
+5@Sql Ruah@r @ o)+ Q@ @ )1+

2 51( h X 2 2
+ &% 20,9 RhaQ, @ ) e @g+ @,ql,@ 29))]+
n t
X

+@, B,qQ, (@ q)]+ e’ PRua @’ + @, g8, @ 2%))

t

@, @2q + @,q@, G 2q))]

i

20,9 B o @, @ q) e’ @lq+ 0,ql, @ 2%))] +
2 hX 2 ) X
+ o, e® e “1e,q, Q@@+ o %)
v t

1 X X
> [, %05 Cg, G) + @q,@, @ )]

t t

1X
> RBeahGs @ &)+ CnQ o )] +
x X
+ @ Rral, @ q) e’ @q+ Qal, @ 29))]
n t .
X 1
Qa R @, G q) e’ @lq+ 0ql, @ 2%3))) +
2 hX 2 ’ X
+ g e® e e,q Qe ot o %)
v t

1 X X
> Roa-Qr Cg, )+ C.q@, Ca )]

t t
%Xn Rral @ g)+ Gl @ o)l +
+X @C.q R @, (& i q) e’ @q+ @q6, @ 29)]
n t .
C:a RrasCs (& i a) e’ @lq+ @, & 2ql))])l
t
1X
!raIOE (mur nst nur ms)

rsu

@,Q.Q.g+ 2@,q0, Qg+ Q.q.Q,g+ Q.q@,@,q) 4Q,qR, qR.g+
X
s QRIg @1+ 20,gR7a @71 2¢™@, @,q)°

n

X X
ru @,q@,Cg Q.9 su €g@Cg Q.o g = 0;

v v

+

X
| 1 29 equ

- gl 03Z€ +
2

(mur ns nur ms)

rsu

83



1 X 1X
P= ( ar+ as)@u@r@sra 5 ( .au:+ as)( br+ bs)@ura@r@srb

a ab
11X
5 au (et pe)@era@u@en + (1 + )@@y ]
ab
2X
5 as br@u [@rra@srb]
ab
1X X
% an @y [( 1 pr) Qe @y + ( ps)@sTa @]+
ab I
2 X
+ —19: ( ar+ s)( bu cu + bs cr)@ura@rrb@src+
3 3
1 X X h
+ P= n ( ar T as)@ura [( cn cr)(z-ir--fb@src+ ( cn cs)(;-is]:‘b@r]:c]+
6 3 . n
+ au (@rra [( cn cu)@urb@src+ ( cn cs)@srb@ufc]-l_
+ @sra [( fe:e cu)@urb@rrc+ ( cn cr)@rrb@urc]) +
l PZ——P erTe X X X
+ P= rs€ 3 ¢ 2 ar@ura br cr@nrb@nrc
3 3 n a e
?2——P T p— 2
S )3( a dntd ar[ 3@nra + ( br 2 m@nra@nrb)]-l'
+ 3 ar br@u [@n ra@n rb] +
92——119 T X P — 2
te "3 @ MER G (36 +
X | O 5 X
+ ( cr 2 Cn)@nrb@nrc) ar@u ( 3@nra + ( br 2 m)@nra@nrb)]
¢ X X b
2 ar@ura [ br cr@nrb@nrc
p 2 ¢
= an L4 b — 2 X
e 3 ¢ br( 3@nrb+ (cr 2 cn)@nrb@nrc)] +
c
P X X P
+} rue?% e euXe e 192—5 d dv La au@vra
a \4 b
h 2 X
( bv + bs)@V@Srb p_§ bs cv@vrb@src
c
1 X X i
Ep_?) n [( [e:e cv)@vrb@src+ ( cn cs)@srb@vrc] +
n c
X 2, P X P -
p—g d dn—d bs( 3@[21rb+

1 X
+ p_— ( au @sra [ bs cs@n rb@n e e
n be b
X X X
+ (s 2 Q)@nlir)] @
c b ¢C
e "5 awf (0 3@2n + (¢ 2 @)enl,r)Dgt

C

br cr@n rb@n J:‘c

84



2 r. % P
§ eeue =

+ - we e 3 a avia au @vra
a v b
h X
(p + br)@v@rrb p_§ br cv@vrb@src
c
1 X X 1
Ep_g bn [( cn cv)@vrb@rrc+ ( cn cr)@rrb@vrc] +
n c
1 X X 2F p_
+ p— (au@rr [ br @@ e e "3 @4 pe (3@ +
3 n bc b
X X X
+ ( cr 2 cn)@nrb@nrc)] au@rra [ bs cs@nrb@nrc
c b C
= F T, b — 2 X
e 3 4 ( 3@rn, + (s 2 @)ln@ir)) D 2)

C

Since the condition ry = 0 corresgponds to conform ally at 3-m anifolds , the C otton-Y ork
conform al tensor vanishes in the Iimit r, ! O.
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APPENDIX E:4-TENSORS IN THE FINAL CANONICAL BASIS.

From the results of Appendix B of Iand Eq.{L0Q) ﬁ)r“mfa) , we get the ollow ing expres—
sions for the reconstruction of 4-tensorson M * hereN = N ;) + n and N ) = 3éfa)Nr =
¢, N @) + n;] are the total lapse and shift finctions]:
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