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Abstract

Aftera study ofthe Ham iltonian group ofgauge transform ations,whose

in�nitesim algenerators are the 14 �rst class constraints ofa new form ula-

tion ofcanonicaltetrad gravity on globally hyperbolic,asym ptotically 
at

at spatialin�nity,spacetim es with sim ultaneity spacelike hypersurfaces ��

di�eom orphic to R
3,the m ultitem poralequations associated with the con-

straintsgenerating spacerotationsand spacedi�eom orphism son thecotriads

are given. Theirsolutionsgive the dependence ofthe cotriads on �� and of

their m om enta on the six param eters associated with such transform ations.

The choice of3-coordinateson ��,nam ely the gauge �xing to the space dif-

feom orphism sconstraints,is equivalent to the choice ofhow to param etrize

the dependence ofthe cotriad on the lastthree degrees offreedom : nam ely

to the choice ofa param etrization ofthe superspace of3-geom etries. The

Shanm ugadhasan canonicaltransform ation, corresponding to the choice of

3-orthogonalcoordinates on �� and adapted to 13 ofthe 14 �rstclass con-

straints, is found and the superham iltonian constraint is rewritten in this

canonicalbasis. Som e interpretationalproblem sconnected with Dirac’s ob-

servablesarediscussed:in particularthegaugeinterpretation oftetrad gravity

based on constraint theory im plies that a \Ham iltonian gravitational�eld"

isan equivalence classofpseudo-Riem annian spacetim esm odulo the Ham il-

tonian group ofgauge transform ations: it includes a conform al3-geom etry

and allthedi�erent4-geom etries(standard de�nition ofa gravitational�eld)

connected by thegaugetransform ationsgenerated by theconstraints,in par-

ticularby the superham iltonian constraint.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In the paper[1][quoted asIin the following]a new form ulation oftetrad gravity was

given and the14�rstclassconstraintsofitsHam iltonian description werefound.In thatpa-

pertherewasa long Introduction abouttheresearch program whoseaim isto �nd a uni�ed

description and acanonicalreduction ofthefourinteractionsbased on Dirac-Bergm ann the-

ory ofconstraints.Sincethecanonicalreduction isbased on theShanm ugadhasan canonical

transform ation,in which the original�rstclassconstraintsare replaced by a subsetofthe

new m om enta (whose conjugatevariablesareAbelianized gaugevariables,in theterm inol-

ogy ofgaugetheories),itsusein generally covarianttheorieshasnotyetbeen studied,being

associated with a breaking ofm anifestgeneralcovariance. Thissecond paperwillexplore

this approach,because it is the naturalone from the point ofview ofconstraint theory

(nam ely presym plecticgeom etry),likethesearch ofcoordinatesystem sseparating thevari-

ablesisnaturalin the theory ofpartialdi�erentialequations.There willbea presentation

and a (often naive) solution ofan ordered sequence ofm athem aticaland interpretational

problem s,which havetobeunderstood step by step toarriveata�nalpicture(in aheuristic

way atthe �rststage,when nothing bettercan be done)and which willrequire an exact

m athem aticaltreatm entin futurere�nem entsofthetheory.

First ofall,after a discussion about the param etrization oflapse and shift functions,

following thetreatm entdeveloped forYang-M illstheoriesin Ref.[2],in Section IIwe shall

studytheHam iltonian group ofgaugetransform ationswhosein�nitesim algeneratorsarethe

14 �rstclassconstraintsoftetrad gravity.W eshallconcentrate,in particular,on thegauge

transform ations generated by the action ofthe rotation and space pseudodi�eom orphism

(passive di�eom orphism s) constraints on cotriads and on the associated stability groups

connected with Gribov am biguity and isom etries.

Then,in Section III,we willde�ne the m ultitem poralequations associated with the

constraints generating space rotations and space pseudodi�eom orphism s [they form a Lie

subalgebraofthealgebraofgaugetransform ations].Theirsolution allowsto�nd thedepen-

dence ofcotriadsand oftheirconjugate m om enta on the rotation anglesand on the three

param eterscharacterizing spacepseudodi�eom orphism s(changesofchartin thecoordinate

atlas ofthe sim ultaneity spacelike hypersurface ��). As a consequence a generic cotriad,

which hasnineindependentdegreesoffreedom ,becom esa function ofthreeangles,ofthree

pseudodi�eom orphim sparam etersand ofthreeunspeci�ed functions.

In Section IV it is shown that the problem of the choice of the coordinates on the

sim ultaneityspacelikehypersurface�� isequivalenttothechoiceoftheform ofthefunctional

dependenceofthecotriaduponthesethreeunspeci�ed functions.Thefunctionaldependence

corresponding to 3-orthogonaland to norm alcoordinatesaround a pointon �� isexplicitly

given. Since �� isassum ed di�eom orphic to R 3,the 3-orthogonalcoordinatesare globally

de�ned,whilethenorm alcoordinatesaround a pointareonly locally de�ned.Then we�nd

theShanm ugadhasancanonicaltransform ationAbelianizingtheconstraintsgeneratingspace

rotationsand space pseudodi�eom orphism s[otherseven �rstclassconstraintsare Abelian

from thebeginning]in 3-orthogonalcoordinates.Thisallowstogetaparam etrization ofthe

superspace of3-geom etriesin thesecoordinates.

In Section V a furthercanonicaltransform ation on the superspace sector,plusitscon-

jugate m om enta,allows to put the 3-m etric on �� in a M isner form : the 3-m etric in 3-
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orthogonalcoordinatesisparam etrized by itsconform alfactor�(�;~�)plustwo othervari-

ablesr�a(�;~�),�a = 1;2;whoseconjugatem pm enta aredenoted ��(�;~�),��a(�;~�).Sincenow

13 ofthe14�rstclassconstraintshavebeen transform ed in new m om enta,wecan writethe

lastsuperham iltonian constraintin its�nalform in the3-orthogonalgauge.Theconstraint

(nam ely the reduced Lichnerowicz equation) is no m ore an algebraic relation am ong the

surviving canonicalvariables(the three param eterslabelling 3-geom etriesand theirconju-

gate m om enta: they are the Dirac observables with respect to the gauge transform ations

generated by 13constraints,superham iltonian oneexcluded),butan integro-di�erentialone

for the conform alfactor ofthe 3-m etric,because the m om enta conjugate to the cotriads

are related to the new m om enta conjugate to 3-geom etries by an integralrelation. The

lastgauge variable oftetrad gravity isnota con�gurationalquantity,butthe m om entum

��(�;~�)conjugate to the conform alfactor. This m om entum describes a \nonlocal" infor-

m ation on the extrinsic curvature ofthe spacelike hypersurfaces�� and replacesthe York

internalextrinsictim e 3K (�;~�)[in the3-orthogonalgauge3K isdeterm ined by an integral

�� over�� with a nontrivialkernel].

In Section VItherearesom econclusionsand adiscussion oftheinterpretationalproblem s

derivingfrom thetwocon
ictingpointofviewsbased on gaugeinvariantdeterm inisticDirac

observablesand on generally covariant(butnotgaugeinvariant)observables.

In Appendix A therearesom enotionson coordinatesystem s.In Appendix B thereare

som enotionsconcerning isom etriesand conform altransform ations.In Appendix C thereis

a review oftheLichnerowicz-York conform alapproach.In AppendicesD and E thereisthe

expression ofcertain 3-and 4-tensorsin the�nal3-orthogonalcanonicalbasisofSection V.
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II.G A U G E T R A N SFO R M AT IO N A LG EB R A A N D G R O U P A N D T H E

STA B ILIT Y SU B G R O U P S.

As said in I,we shallconsider only globally hyperbolic,asym ptotically 
at at spatial

in�nity spacetim esM 4 with sim ultaneity spacelike hypersurfaces�� (the Cauchy surfaces)

di�eom orphic to R 3. The con�guration variablesofourapproach to tetrad gravity are: i)

lapse and shiftfunctionsN (�;~�),N(a)(�;~�)[the usualshiftfunctionsare N
r = 3er

(a)
N (a)];

ii)boostparam eters’(a)(�;~�);iii)cotriads
3e(a)r(�;~�)on ��.Theirconjugatem om enta are

~�N (�;~�),~�
~N
(a)
(�;~�),~�

~’

(a)
(�;~�),3~�r

(a)
(�;~�).Thefourteen �rstclassconstraintsand theDirac

Ham iltonian are[� = � according to thechosen signatureconvention forM 4: �(+ � ��)]

~�N (�;~�)� 0;

~�
~N
(a)(�;~�)� 0;

~�
~’

(a)
(�;~�)� 0;

3 ~M (a)(�;~�)=
1

2
�(a)(b)(c)

3 ~M (b)(c)(�;~�)= �(a)(b)(c)
3
e(b)r(�;~�)

3~�r(c)(�;~�)� 0;

3~� r(�;~�)=
3~�s(a)(�;~�)@r

3
e(a)s(�;~�)� @s[

3
e(a)r(�;~�)

3~�s(a)(�;~�)]=

= � 3
e(a)r(�;~�)̂H (a)(�;~�)�

3
!r(a)(�;~�)

3 ~M (a)(�;~�)� 0;

Ĥ (�;~�)= �[k3e�(a)(b)(c)
3
e
r
(a)

3
e
s
(b)

3
rs(c)�

�
1

8k3e

3
G o(a)(b)(c)(d)

3
e(a)r

3~�r(b)
3
e(c)s

3~�s(d)](�;~�)� 0;

H (D ) =

Z

d
3
�[N Ĥ � N (a)Ĥ (a)+ �N ~�

N + �
~N
(a)~�

~N
(a)+ �

~’

(a)
~�
~’

(a)
+ �(a)

3 ~M (a)](�;~�)=

=

Z

d
3
�[N Ĥ + N

r 3~� r + �N ~�
N + �

~N
(a)~�

~N
(a)+ �

~’

(a)
~�
~’

(a)
+ �̂(a)

3 ~M (a)](�;~�): (1)

Here,(a) = (1);(2);(3) is a 
at index,while �A = f�;�rg [A = (�;r)]are ��-adapted

coordinates for M 4. As shown in Section IIIofI,in each point of�� quantities like an

Euclidean vectorV(a)(�;~�)transform asW ignerspin 1 3-vectorsunderLorentztransform a-

tionsin TM 4 atthatpoint.Theconstraints3~� r(�;~�)arethegeneratorsoftheextension of

spacepseudodi�eom orphism s(passivedi�eom orphism s)in D iff� � to cotriadson �� [they

replacetheprim ary constraints Ĥ (a)(�;~�)= f@r
3~�r

(a)
� �(a)(b)(c)

3!r(b)
3~�r

(c)
g(�;~�)� 0 (SO(3)

Gausslaws),seeI],while 3 ~M (a)(�;~�)isthegeneratorofspacerotations.

Since one ofthe m ost im portant m otivations ofour approach to tetrad gravity is to

arrive ata uni�ed description ofthe four interactions [1,3],we need to �nd a solution to

the deparam etrization problem ofgeneralrelativity [4]. This m eans that in the lim it of

vanishing Newton constant,G ! 0,tetrad gravity plusany kind ofm attershould goin the

description ofthegiven m atterin M inkowskispacetim ewith a 3+1 decom position based on

itsfoliation with spacelikehypersurfaces,and,in particular,itshould bepossibleto recover

the rest-fram e W igner-covariantinstantform description ofsuch a m atter[5,3]. Thiswas

them ain reason fortherestriction to theaboveclassofspacetim es.

In thenextpaper[6]weshallstudy theasym ptoticbehaviourforj~�j! 1 ofthe�elds

oftetrad gravity sothatan asym ptotic,atspatialin�nity,Poincar�ealgebraofchargesexists
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withoutproblem sofsupertranslations[7{11]and the asym ptotic partofspacetim e agrees

as m uch as possible with M inkowskispacetim e [our de�nitions at this prelim inary stage

willbe coordinate dependent,because the Ham iltonian form ulation ofgeneralrelativity is

notyetso developed to beableto translatein itcoordinateindependentstatem entsabout

asym ptotically 
atspacetim es[12{27]].

Forthetim e present,however,we m ustanticipate som e ofthe resultsofthatpaperre-

garding theallowed classoflapseand shiftfunctions:thesefunctionsm ustbeparam etrized

in a form allowing their identi�cation at spatial in�nity, in a class of asym ptotically

M inkowskian coordinatesystem s,with the
atlapseand shiftfunctionswhich can bede�ned

in thedescription ofisolated system sin M inkowskispacetim eon spacelike hyperplanes.

In Ref. [5] scalar charged particles and electrom agnetic �elds in M inkowski space-

tim e were described in param etrized form on an arbitrary foliation ofit (3+1 splitting)

with spacelike hypersurfaces stilldenoted ��,whose points z
(�)(�;~�) [(�) are 
at Carte-

sian indices] are extra con�guration variables with conjugate m om enta �(�)(�;~�): this

is possible, because, contrary to curved spacetim es, in M inkowski spacetim e the tran-

sition coe�cients b
(�)

A = z
(�)

A from arbitrary to ��-adapted coordinates are 
at tetrads

de�ning a holonom ic basis of vector �elds. Indeed, in each point of � � the gradients

z
(�)

A (�;~�) = @z(�)(�;~�)=@�A (in M inkowskispacetim e we use the notation A = (�;�r) to

conform with Ref.[5])form a 
attetrad,i.e. 4�(�)(�) = z
(�)

A
4gA B z

(�)

B with 4gA B being the

inverseoftheinduced 4-m etric4gA B = z
(�)

A
4�(�)(�)z

(�)

B on ��,with theevolution vectorgiven

by z(�)� = N [z](flat)l
(�)+ N �r

[z](flat)z
(�)

�r ,wherel(�)(�;~�)isthenorm alto �� in z
(�)(�;~�)and

N [z](flat)(�;~�)=
p

4g���
3
�r�s 4g� �r

4g� �s=
q

4g=3
,

N [z](flat)�r(�;~�)=
3g�r�s(�;~�)N

�s
[z](flat)

(�;~�)= 4g� �r,

arethe
atlapseand shiftfunctionsde�ned through them etriclikein generalrelativity[here
3
�r�u 4g�u�s = ��r�s with

3
�r�s = � 3g�r�s ofsignature(---)toconform with thenotationsofRef.[5]];

however,they arenotindependentvariablesbutfunctionalsofz(�)(�;~�)in M inkowskispace-

tim e.Theindependenceofthedescription from thechoiceofthefoliation ism anifestdueto

thepresenceoffour�rstclassconstraintswhosestructureisindependentfrom thesystem un-

derinvestigation:H (�)(�;~�)= �(�)(�;~�)� l(�)(�;~�)T
��
system (�;~�)� z�r(�)(�;~�)T

� �r
system (�;~�)� 0,

where T��
system (�;~�),T

� �r
system (�;~�),are the com ponents ofthe energy-m om entum tensor of

the system in the holonom ic coordinate system on �� corresponding to the energy-and

m om entum -density ofthe isolated system . These fourconstraintssatisfy an Abelian Pois-

son algebra being solved in four m om enta: fH (�)(�;~�);H(�)(�;~�
0

)g = 0. Ifwe want to

reduce this description to one restricted to 
at hyperplanes in M inkowskispacetim e,we

have to add the gauge-�xings z(�)(�;~�)� x(�)s (�)� b
(�)

�r (�)��r � 0. Here x(�)s (�) denotes

a point on the hyperplane �� chosen as an origin; the b
(�)

�r (�)’s form an orthonorm al

triad at x(�)s (�) and the �-independent norm alto the fam ily ofspacelike hyperplanes is

l(�) = b(�)� = �(�)(�)(�)(
)b
(�)

�1
(�)b

(�)

�2
(�)b

(
)

�3
(�). Each hyperplane is described by 10 con�gu-

ration variables,x(�)s (�),plusthe 6 independentdegreesoffreedom contained in the triad

b
(�)

�r (�),and by the 10 conjugate m om enta: p(�)s and 6 variables hidden in a spin tensor

S(�)(�)
s [5]. W ith these 20 canonicalvariablesitispossible to build 10 Poincar�e generators

�p(�)s = p(�)s , �J(�)(�)s = x(�)s p(�)s � x(�)s p(�)s + S(�)(�)
s .

The originalDiracHam iltonian containsa piece given by
R
d3��(�)(�;~�)H(�)(�;~�)with

�(�)(�;~�) are arbitrary Dirac m ultipliers. By using 4�(�)(�) = [l(�)l(�)� z
(�)

�r
3g�r�sz

(�)

�s ](�;~�)
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with 3g�r�s [inverse of 3g�r�s] of signature (+++), we can write �(�)(�;~�)H
(�)(�;~�) =

[(�(�)l
(�))(l(�)H

(�)) � (�(�)z
(�)

�r )(3g�r�sz�s(�)H
(�))](�;~�)

def
= N (flat)(�;~�)(l(�)H

(�))(�;~�) �

N (flat)�r(�;~�)(
3g�r�sz�s(�)H

(�))(�;~�) with the (nonholonom ic form of the) constraints

(l(�)H
(�))(�;~�) � 0,(3g�r�sz�s(�)H

(�))(�;~�) � 0,satisfying the universalDirac algebra [see

thelastthreelinesofEqs.(7)].In thisway wehavede�ned new 
atlapseand shiftfunctions

N (flat)(�;~�)= �(�)(�;~�)l
(�)(�;~�);

N (flat)�r(�;~�)= �(�)(�;~�)z
(�)

�r (�;~�): (2)

which havethesam econtentofthearbitrary Diracm ultipliers�(�)(�;~�),nam ely they m ul-

tiply prim ary �rstclass constraints satisfying the Dirac algebra. In M inkowskispacetim e

they are quite distinct from the previous lapse and shiftfunctions N [z](flat),N [z](flat)�r,de-

�ned starting from them etric.In generalrelativity (wherethecoordinatesz�(�;~�)arenot

con�gurationalvariablesofthe theory)the lapse and shiftfunctionsde�ned starting from

the4-m etricarealso thecoe�cient(in thecanonicalpartoftheHam iltonian)ofsecondary

�rst class constraints satisfying the Dirac algebra [as shown in I,this is evident both for

ADM canonicalm etricgravity,seeEqs.(76)and (78)ofI,and forcanonicaltetrad gravity,

see Eqs.(58),(59) and (61) ofI].Therefore,it is not clear how to arrive at the soldering

oftetrad gravity with m atterand oftheparam etrized M inkowskiform ulation forthesam e

m atter. However,when the param etrized M inkowskiform ulation isrestricted to spacelike

hyperplanes,the two de�nitions oflapse and shift functions coincide [and have the sam e

lineargrow in ~� astheasym ptoticonesoftetrad gravity ,in suitableasym ptoticM inkowski

coordinates,according toexisting literatureon asym ptoticPoincar�echargesatspatialin�n-

ity [8,9]]and wegeta consistentsoldering with canonicaltetrad gravity ifits3+1 splittings

arerestricted to haveleaves�� approaching 
atspacelike hyperplanesatspatialin�nity in

a direction-independentway.

Indeed,afterthe restriction to spacelike hyperplanesthispiece ofDirac Ham iltonian is

reduced to ~�(�)(�)~H (�)(�)�
1

2
~�(�)(�)(�)~H (�)(�)(�),because the tim econstancy ofthegauge-

�xingsz(�)(�;~�)� x(�)s (�)� b
(�)

�r (�)��r � 0 im plies�(�)(�;~�)= ~�(�)(�)+ ~�(�)(�)(�)b
(�)

�r ��r with

~�(�)(�) = � _x(�)s (�),~�(�)(�)(�) = �~�(�)(�)(�) = 1

2

P

�r[
_b
(�)

�r b
(�)

�r � b
(�)

�r
_b
(�)

�r ](�) [_m eans d=d�].

Sinceatthisstagewehavez
(�)

�r (�;~�)� b
(�)

�r (�),so thatz(�)� (�;~�)� N[z](flat)(�;~�)l
(�)(�;~�)+

N �r
[z](flat)

(�;~�)b
(�)

�r (�;~�)� _x(�)s (�)+ _b
(�)

�r (�)��r = � ~�(�)(�)� ~�(�)(�)(�)b�r(�)(�)�
�r,itisonly now

that we get the coincidence ofthe two de�nitions of
at lapse and shift functions, i.e.

N [z](flat) � N (flat),N [z](flat)�r � N (flat)�r. The description on arbitrary fam ilies ofspacelike

hyperplanesisindependentfrom thechoiceofthefam ily,duetothe10�rstclassconstraints
~H (�)(�) =

R
d3�H (�)(�;~�) =

p(�)s � [totalm om entum ofthesystem insidethehyperplane](�) � 0,

~H (�)(�)(�) = b
(�)

�r (�)
R
d3� ��rH (�)(�;~�) � b

(�)

�r (�)
R
d3� ��rH (�)(�;~�) =

S(�)(�)
s � [intrinsicangularm om entum ofthesystem insidethehyperplane] = S(�)(�)

s �

(b
(�)

�r (�)l(�) � b
(�)

�r (�)l(�))[boostpartofsystem 0sangularm om entum ]� �r � (b
(�)

�r (�)b
(�)

�s (�) �

b
(�)

�r (�)b
(�)

�s (�))[spinpartofsystem0sangularm om entum ]�r�s � 0.

On spacelike hyperplaneswehave

N (flat)(�;~�) = �(�)(�;~�)l
(�)(�;~�)7!

7! N (flat)(�;~�)= N[z](flat)(�;~�)=
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= � ~�(�)(�)l
(�)� l

(�)~�(�)(�)(�)b
(�)

�s (�)��s;

N (flat)�r(�;~�) = �(�)(�;~�)z
(�)

�r (�;~�)7!

7! N (flat)(�;~�)= N[z](flat)�r(�;~�)=

= � ~�(�)(�)b
(�)

�r (�)� b
(�)

�r (�)~�(�)(�)(�)b
(�)

�s (�)��s: (3)

In Ref.[28]and in the book in Ref.[29](see also Ref.[8]),Dirac introduced asym p-

totic M inkowskirectangular coordinates z
(�)

(1 )
(�;~�) = x

(�)

(1 )
(�)+ b

(�)

(1 )�r
(�)��r in M 4 at spa-

tial in�nity [here f��rg are the coordinates in an atlas of ��, not m atching the spa-

tialcoordinates z
(i)

(1 )
(�;~�)]. For each value of�,the coordinates x

(�)

(1 )
(�) labels a point,

near spatialin�nity chosen as origin. On it there is a 
at tetrad b
(�)

(1 )A
(�) = (l

(�)

(1 )
=

b
(�)

(1 )�
= �(�)(�)(�)(
)b

(�)

(1 )�1
(�)b

(�)

(1 )�2
(�)b

(
)

(1 )�3
(�);b

(�)

(1 )�r
(�)),with l

(�)

(1 )
�-independent,satisfying

b
(�)

(1 )A
4�(�)(�)b

(�)

(1 )B
= 4�A B forevery � and assum ed to betangentto theboundary S2�;1 of

��.

This suggests that,in a suitable class ofcoordinate system s asym ptotic to M inkowski

coordinates(forthesake ofsim plifying the notation the indices �r arereplaced with r)and

with thegeneralcoordinatetransform ationssuitably restricted atspatialin�nity so thatit

isnotpossibleto go outsidethisclass,thelapseand shiftfunctionsoftetrad gravity should

beparam etrized as

N (�;~�)= N(as)(�;~�)+ n(�;~�); n(�;~�) !j~�j! 1 0;

N (a)(�;~�)= N(as)(a)(�;~�)+ n(a)(�;~�)=;

= 3
e
r
(a)(�;~�)[N(as)r(�;~�)+ nr(�;~�)]; n(a)(�;~�) ! j~�j! 1 0;

N (as)(�;~�)= �~�(�)(�)l
(�)

(1 )
� l

(�)

(1 )
~�(�)(�)(�)b

(�)

(1 )s
(�)�s =

= � ~��(�)�
1

2
~��s(�)�

s
;

N (as)r(�;~�)= �b
(�)

(1 )r
(�)~�(�)(�)� b

(�)

(1 )r
(�)~�(�)(�)(�)b

(�)

(1 )s
(�)�s =

= � ~�r(�)�
1

2
~�rs(�)�

s
: (4)

Thisverystrongassum ption (which willbestudied in m oredetailin Ref.[6])im pliesthat

weareselecting asym ptotically atspatialin�nity only coordinatesystem sin which thelapse

and shift functions have behaviours sim ilar to those ofM inkowskispacelike hyperplanes;

butthis is coherent with Dirac’s choice ofasym ptotic rectangularcoordinates [m odulo 3-

di�eom orphism snotchanging thenatureofthecoordinates]and with theassum ptionsused

tode�netheasym ptoticPoincar�echarges.In afuturepaper[30]itwillbeshown thatin this

way we can solve the deparam etrization problem ofgeneralrelativity. Itisalso needed to

elim inate consistently supertranslations and coordinate transform ationsnotbecom ing the

identity atspatialin�nity [they are notassociated with the gravitational�eldsofisolated

system s[31]].W ith theseassum ptionswehavefrom Eqs.(6)ofI:4g��(�;~�)= �f[N(as)+ n]
2�

[N (as)(a)+ n(a)][N (as)(a)+ n(a)]g(�;~�)= �f[N(as)+ n]
2� [N (as)r+ nr]

3er
(a)

3es
(a)
[N (as)s+ ns]g(�;~�)

and 4g�r(�;~�)= ��[3e(a)r(N (as)(a)+ n(a))](�;~�)= ��[N(as)r+ nr](�;~�)and thefollowingform

ofthelineelem ent

8



ds
2 = �

�

[N (as)+ n]2 � [N (as)r + nr]
3
e
r
(a)

3
e
s
(a)[N (as)s + ns]

�

(d�)2 �

� 2�[N(as)r + nr]d�d�
r � �

3
e(a)r

3
e(a)sd�

r
d�

s
: (5)

By using ~�A(�)= f~��(�);~�r(�)g,~�A B (�)= �~�B A (�),n(�;~�),n(a)(�;~�)asnew con�gu-

ration variables[replacing N (�;~�)and N(a)(�;~�)]in the Lagrangian ofIonly producesthe

replacem entofthe�rstclassconstraints~�N (�;~�)� 0,~�
~N
(a)
(�;~�)� 0,with thenew �rstclass

constraints ~�n(�;~�)� 0,~�~n
(a)
(�;~�)� 0,~�A(�)� 0,~�A B (�)= � ~�B A (�)� 0,corresponding

to the vanishing ofthe canonicalm om enta conjugate to the new con�guration variables

[we assum e the Poisson bracketsf~�A(�);~�
B (�)g = �BA ,f

~�A B (�);~�
C D (�)g = �CA �

D
B � �DA �

C
B ].

Theonly changein theDiracHam iltonian is
R
d3�[�N ~�

N + �
~N
(a)
~�
~N
(a)
](�;~�) 7! �A(�)~�

A(�)+

�A B (�)~�
A B (�)+

R
d3�[�n~�

n + �~n
(a)
~�~n
(a)
](�;~�)(the problem ofitsdi�erentiability and ofthe

needed surfaceterm s[32]willbediscussed in Ref.[6]).

A m inim alsetof(angleindependentto avoid supertranslations[9];thisisalso in accord

with whatisneeded to de�ne colorchargesin Yang-M illstheory [2])boundary conditions

on the canonicalvariablesoftetrad gravity,which willbejusti�ed in thenextpaper[6],is

[r= j~�j]

3
e(a)r(�;~�)! r! 1 �(a)r +

3
w(a)r(�;~�);

3
w(a)r(�;~�)=

3w(as)(a)r(�)

r
+ O (r�1 );

3
grs(�;~�)= [3e(a)r

3
e(a)s](�;~�)! r! 1 �rs +

3
hrs(�;~�);

3
hrs(�;~�)=

1

r

h

�(a)r
3
w(as)(a)s(�)+

3
w(as)(a)r(�)�(a)s

i

+ O (r�2 );

3
g
rs(�;~�)= [3er(a)

3
e
s
(a)](�;~�)! r! 1 �

rs + 3
h
rs(�;~�);

3
h
rs(�;~�)=

1

r

h

�
r
(a)

3
w
s
(as)(a)(�)+

3
w
r
(as)(a)(�)�

s
(a)

i

+ O (r�2 );

3~�r(a)(�;~�)! r! 1
3~pr(a)(�;~�);

3~pr(a)(�;~�)=

3~pr
(as)(a)

(�)

r2
+ O (r�3 );

3~� rs(�;~�)=
1

4

h
3
e
r
(a)

3~�s(a)+
3
e
s
(a)

3~�r(a)

i

(�;~�)! r! 1
3~krs(�;~�);

3~krs =

3~krs
(as)

(�)

r2
+ O (r�3 );

3~krs(as)(�)=
1

4

h

�
r
(a)

3~ps(as)(a)+ �
s
(a)

3~pr(as)(a)

i

(�);

n(�;~�)! r! 1 O (r��);

n(a)(�;~�)= [3er(a)nr](�;~�)! r! 1 �
r
(a)nr(�;~�)+ O (r�(1+ �));

nr(�;~�)! r! 1 O (r��);

~�n(�;~�)! r! 1 O (r�3 );

~�~n(a)(�;~�)! r! 1 O (r�3 );
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(6)

No specialrequirem ents are needed at this stage for the asym ptotic behaviour ofthe

con�guration variables’(a)(�;~�).

Letusm om entarily forgetthe asym ptotic variables ~�A(�),~�A B (�)and theirconjugate

m om enta ~�A(�) � 0, ~�A B (�) � 0. In the 32-dim ensionalfunctionalphase space T�C

spanned by the 16 variables n(�;~�), n(a)(�;~�), ’(a)(�;~�),
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 ~�n(�;~�) � 0, ~�~n
(a)
(�;~�) � 0, ~�

~’

(a)
(�;~�) � 0,3 ~M (a)(�;~�) � 0,Ĥ (�;~�) � 0 and

either 3~� r(�;~�) � 0 or Ĥ (a)(�;~�) � 0. Seven pairs of conjugate canonical variables,

fn(�;~�);~�n(�;~�);n(a)(�;~�);~�
~n
(a)
(�;~�);’(a)(�;~�);~�

~’

(a)
(�;~�)g,are already decoupled from the

18-dim ensional subspace spanned by f3e(a)r(�;~�);
3~�r

(a)
(�;~�)g. The variables in Cg =

fn(�;~�);n(a)(�;~�);’(a)(�;~�)garegaugevariables,butduetothedecouplingthereisnoneed

to introducegauge-�xing constraintsto elim inatethem explicitly,atleastatthisstage.

Therefore,letusconcentrateon thereduced 9-dim ensionalcon�guration function space

Ce = f3e(a)r(�;~�)g [C = Cg + Ce,T
�C = T�Cg + T�Ce]and on the 18-dim ensionalfunction

phase space T�Ce = f3e(a)r(�;~�);
3~�r

(a)
(�;~�)g, on which we have 7 �rst class constraints

3 ~M (a)(�;~�)� 0,3~� r(�;~�)� 0,Ĥ (�;~�)� 0,whose Poisson brackets,de�ning an algebra �g,

aregiven in Eqs.(62)ofI

f3 ~M (a)(�;~�);
3 ~M (b)(�;~�

0

)g = �(a)(b)(c)
3 ~M (c)(�;~�)�

3(~�;~�
0

);

f3 ~M (a)(�;~�);
3~� r(�;~�

0

)g = 3 ~M (a)(�;~�
0

)
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�r
;

f3~� r(�;~�);
3~� s(�;~�

0

)g =
h
3~� r(�;~�

0

)
@

@�s
+ 3~� s(�;~�)

@

@�r

i

�
3(~�;~�

0

);

fĤ (�;~�);3~� r(�;~�
0

)g = Ĥ (�;~�
0

)
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�r
;

fĤ (�;~�);Ĥ (�;~�
0

)g =
h
3
e
r
(a)(�;~�)Ĥ (a)(�;~�)+

+ 3
e
r
(a)(�;~�

0

)Ĥ (a)(�;~�
0

)
i@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�r
=

=
�h

3
e
r
(a)

3
e
s
(a)[

3~� s +
3
!s(b)

3 ~M (b)]
i

(�;~�)+

+
h
3
e
r
(a)

3
e
s
(a)[

3~� s +
3
!s(b)

3 ~M (b)]
i

(�;~�
0

)
� @�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�r
: (7)

Let us call �G the (com ponent connected to the identity ofthe) gauge group obtained

from successionsofgauge transform ationsgenerated by these �rstclassconstraints. Since
3 ~M (a)(�;~�)[thegeneratorsoftheinnergaugeSO(3)-rotations]and

3~� r(�;~�)[thegenerators

ofspacepseudodi�eom orphism s(passivedi�eom orphism s)inD iff� �]form aLiesubalgebra

�gR of�g(thealgebraof�G),let �GR bethegaugegroupwithoutthesuperham iltonian constraint

and �GR O T itsinvariantsubgroup containing only SO(3)rotations.Theaddition to �gR ofthe

superham iltonian Ĥ (�;~�)introducesstructurefunctions[thelastofEqs.(7)]asin theADM

Ham iltonian form ulation ofm etricgravity,so that�g isnota Liealgebra.

The gauge group �GR m ay be identi�ed with the autom orphism group AutL� � ofthe

trivialprincipalSO(3)-bundleL�� � �� � SO (3)oforthogonalcofram es,whoseproperties
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are studied in Ref.[33]. The autom orphism group AutL�� contains the structure group

SO(3) of L�� as a subgroup, and, m oreover, AutL�� is itself a principalbundle with

base D iff�� (which actson the base �� ofL��)and structure group the group ofgauge

transform ations[GauL��;seeRef.[2]fora review ofthenotations]oftheprincipalbundle

L��:therefore,locally AutL�� hasthetrivialization [U � D iff��]� SO (3)and wehave

AutL�� ! L�� � �� � SO (3)

# #

D iff�� ! ��

(8)

Sincethegeom etricnatureofthegaugetransform ationsgenerated by thesuperham ilto-

nian constraintissom ekind ofdistortion oftim edi�eom orphism sinduced by the�xed tim e

Ham iltonian description,seeforinstanceRef.[34,35],letusconcentrateon thestudy ofthe

non-Abelian algebra �gR and oftheassociated group ofgaugetransform ations �GR .Since �GR
containsD iff�� (orbetteritsaction on thecotriads),itisnotaHilbert-Liegroup,atleast

in standard sense[36,33](itsdi�erentialstructureisde�ned in an inductiveway);therefore,

thestandard technology from thetheory ofLiegroupsused forYang-M illstheory [seeRef.

[2]and the appendix ofRef.[37]]isnotdirectly available.Howeverthistechnology can be

used fortheinvariantsubgroup ofgaugeSO(3)-rotations.Them ain problem isthatitisnot

clearhow to param etrize the group m anifold ofD iff��: one only knowsthatitsalgebra

(thein�nitesim aldi�eom orphism s)isisom orphicto thetangentbundleT� � [36].

M oreover,while in a Lie (and also in a Hilbert-Lie)group the basic toolisthe group-

theoreticalexponentialm ap (associated with theone-param etersubgroups),which coincides

with the geodesic exponentialm ap when the group m anifold ofa com pactsem isim ple Lie

group is regarded as a sym m etric Riem ann m anifold [38],in D iff�� this m ap does not

producea di�eom orphism between a neighbourhood ofzero in thealgebra and a neighbour-

hood ofthe identity in D iff�� [36,33]. Therefore,to study the Riem annian 3-m anifold

�� we have to use the geodesic exponentialm ap asthe m ain tool[39,40],even ifitisnot

clearitsrelationship with the di�erentialstructure ofD iff� �.The \geodesic exponential

m ap" atp 2 M 4 sendseach vector 4Vp =
4V �

p @� 2 TpM
4 atp to the pointofunitparam -

eterdistance along the unique geodesic through p with tangentvector 4Vp atp;in a sm all

neighbourhood U ofp the exponentialm ap hasan inverse: q 2 U � M 4 ) q = E xp4Vp

forsom e 4Vp 2 TpM
4.Then,4V �

p arethe\norm alcoordinates" x
�

2 ofq and U isa \norm al

neighbourhood"(seeAppendix A forareview ofspecialcoordinatesystem s).Letusrem ark

thatin thisway onede�nesan inertialobserverin freefallatq in generalrelativity.

In Yang-M illstheory with trivialprincipalbundlesP(M ;G)= M � G [2],the abstract

objectbehind thecon�gurationspaceistheconnection 1-form ! onP(M ;G)= M � G [G isa

com pact,sem isim ple,connected,sim ply connected Liegroup with com pact,sem isim plereal

Liealgebrag];instead Yang-M illscon�guration spacecontainsthegaugepotentialsoverthe

baseM ,�A (!) = ��!,i.e.thepull-backsto M oftheconnection 1-form through globalcross

sections� :M ! P.Thegroup G ofgaugetransform ations(itscom ponentconnected tothe

identity)acting on thegaugepotentialson M isinterpreted in apassivesenseasachangeof

globalcrosssection at�xed connection !,�U A (!) = U �1 � A (!)U + U �1 dU (if�U = �� U with

U :M ! G): thisform ula describesthe gauge orbitassociated with the given !. In this

case,thegroup m anifold ofG [which isthespaceofthecrosssectionsoftheprincipalbundle

P(M ,G)]m ay beconsidered theprincipalbundleP(M ;G)= M � G itselfparam etrized with
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aspecialconnection-dependentfam ily ofglobalcrosssections,afterhavingchosen canonical

coordinatesof�rstkind on a reference�ber(a copy ofthegroup m anifold ofG)and having

parallel(with respectto thegiven connection)transported them to theother�bers.In this

way weavoid theoverparam etrization ofG by m eansofthein�nite-dim ensionalspaceofall

possiblelocaland globalcrosssectionsfrom M toP (thiswould bethestandard description

ofG).Thein�nitesim algaugetransform ations[theLiealgebragG ofG:itisavectorbundle

whose standard �ber is the Lie algebra g]in phase space are generated by the �rst class

constraints giving the Gauss laws �a � 0. By Legendre pullback to con�guration space,

we �nd �+ ��A (!) = �A (!) + �o
�A (!) = �A (!) + U �1 (dU + [�A (!);U]) = �A (!) + D̂ (A )� =

�A (!)+ f�A (!);
R
�a�ag ifU = I+ �.

In ourform ulation oftetrad gravity therelevantcon�guration variablesareglobally de-

�ned cotriads3e(a)r(�;~�)on thehypersurface�� � R 3,which isaparallelizableRiem annian

3-m anifold (��;
3grs =

3e(a)r
3e(a)s)assum ed asym ptotically 
at(therefore noncom pact)at

spatialin�nity and geodesically com plete [so that,due to the Hopf-Rinow theorem [39],

every two pointsof�� m ay beconnected by a m inim izing geodesicsegm entand thereexists

apointp2 �� from which �� isgeodesically com plete,thatisthegeodesicexponentialm ap

isde�ned on theentiretangentspaceTp��];with thesehypotheseswehaveT�� � �� � R 3

and thecofram eorthogonalprincipala�neSO(3)-bundleisalso trivialL� � � �� � SO (3)

[itspointsaretheabstractcofram es 3�(a)(=
3e(a)rd�

r in globalcoordinates)].In thephase

spaceoftetrad gravity therotationsofthestructuregroup SO(3)aregenerated by the�rst

classconstraints3 ~M (a)(�;~�)� 0.Therefore,in thiscasetheabstractobjectbehind thecon-

�guration spaceistheso(3)-valued soldering 1-form 3� = R̂ (a)3�(a) [̂R
(a) arethegenerators

oftheLiealgebra so(3)].Thisshowsthatto identify theglobalcotriads3e(a)r(�;~�)wehave

tochoosean atlasofcoordinatechartson ��,sothatin each chart
3� 7! R̂ (a)3e(a)r(�;~�)d�

r.

Since�� isassum ed di�eom orphicto R
3,globalcoordinatesystem sexist.

Thegeneralcoordinatetransform ationsorspacepseudodi�eom orphism sofD iff� � are

denoted as~� 7! ~�
0

(~�)= ~�(~�)= ~� + ~̂�(~�);forin�nitesim alpseudodi�eom orphism s,~̂�(~�)=

�~�(~�) is an in�nitesim alquantity and the inverse in�nitesim alpseudodi�eom orphism is

~�(~�
0

) = ~�
0

� �~�(~�
0

) = ~�
0

� ~̂�(~�
0

). The cotriads 3e(a)r(�;~�) and the 3-m etric3grs(�;~�) =
3e(a)r(�;~�)

3e(a)s(�;~�)transform as[see also Eqs.(30)and (31)ofI;V̂ (~�(~�))istheoperator

whoseaction on functionsis V̂ (~�(~�))f(~�)= f(~�(~�))]

3
e(a)r(�;~�)7!

3
e
0

(a)r(�;~�
0

(~�))=
@�s

@�
0r

3
e(a)s(�;~�);

) 3
e(a)r(�;~�)=

@�s(~�)

@�r
3
e
0

(a)s(�;
~�(~�))=

@�s(~�)

@�r
V̂ (~�(~�))3e

0

(a)s(�;~�);

3
grs(�;~�)7!

3
g
0

rs(�;~�
0

(~�))=
@�u

@�
0r

@�v

@�
0s

3
guv(�;~�);

�
3
e(a)r(�;~�)=

3
e
0

(a)r(�;~�
0

(~�))� 3
e(a)r(�;~�)= �o

3
e(a)r(�;~�)+ �̂

s(~�)@s
3
e(a)r(�;~�)=

=
@�s

@�
0r

3
e(a)s(�;~�)�

3
e(a)r(�;~�)= �@r�̂

s(~�)3e(a)s(�;~�);

�o
3
e(a)r(�;~�)=

3
e
0

(a)r(~�)�
3
e(a)r(~�)= �[@r�̂

s(~�)+ �
s
r�̂

u(~�)@u]
3
e(a)s(�;~�)=
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= [L
� �̂s@s

3
e(a)u(�;~�)d�

u]r = �f3e(a)r(�;~�);

Z

d
3
�1�̂

s(~�1)
3~� s(�;~�1)g;

�
3
grs(�;~�)=

3
g
0

rs(�;~�
0

(~�))� 3
grs(�;~�)= �o

3
grs(�;~�)+ �̂

u(~�)@u
3
grs(�;~�)=

=
@�u

@�
0r

@�v

@�
0s

3
guv(�;~�)�

3
grs(�;~�)= �[�ur@s�̂

v(~�)+ �
v
s@r�̂

u(~�)]3guv(�;~�);

�o
3
grs(�;~�)=

3
g
0

rs(�;~�)�
3
grs(�;~�)=

= �
h

�
u
r@s�̂

v(~�)+ �
v
s@r�̂

u(~�)+ �
u
r�

v
s�̂

w(~�)@w

i
3
guv(�;~�)=

= [L
� �̂w @w

3
guv(�;~�)d�

u 
 d�
v]rs = �f3grs(�;~�);

Z

d
3
�1�̂

s(~�1)
3~� s(�;~�1)g:

(9)

Instead theaction of�niteand in�nitesim algaugerotationsofangles� (c)(~�)and ��(c)(~�)

isrespectively

3
e(a)r(�;~�)7!

3
R (a)(b)(�(c)(~�))

3
e(b)r(�;~�);

�o
3
e(a)r(�;~�)= f3e(a)r(�;~�);

Z

d
3
�1��(c)(~�1)

3 ~M (c)(�;~�1)g =

= �(a)(b)(c)��(b)(~�)
3
e(c)r(�;~�): (10)

To identify the algebra �gR of �GR ,let us study its sym plectic action on T�Ce,i.e. the

in�nitesim alcanonicaltransform ationsgenerated by the �rstclassconstraints 3 ~M (a)(�;~�),
3~� r(�;~�).Letusde�nethevector�elds

X (a)(�;~�)= �f:;3 ~M (a)(�;~�)g;

Yr(�;~�)= �f:;3~� r(�;~�)g: (11)

Dueto Eqs.(63)ofIthey closethealgebra

[X (a)(�;~�);X(b)(�;~�
0

)]= �
3(~�;~�

0

)�(a)(b)(c)X (c)(�;~�);

[X (a)(�;~�);Yr(�;~�
0

)]= �
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�
0r

X (a)(�;~�
0

);

[Yr(�;~�);Ys(�;~�
0

)]= �
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�
0s

Yr(�;~�
0

)�
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�
0r

Ys(�;~�): (12)

These six vector �elds describe the sym plectic action ofrotation and space pseudod-

i�eom orphism gauge transform ations on the subspace ofphase space containing cotriads
3e(a)r(�;~�) and their conjugate m om enta3~�r

(a)
(�;~�). The non com m utativity ofrotations

and space pseudodi�eom orphism sm eansthatthe action ofa space pseudodi�eom orphism

on a rotated cotriad produces a cotriad which di�er by a rotation with m odi�ed angles

from theaction ofthe space pseudodi�eom orphism on the originalcotriad:if~� ! ~�
0

(~�)is

a space-di�eom orphism and 3R (a)(b)(�(c)(~�))isa rotation m atrix param etrized with angles

�(c)(~�),then

3
e(a)r(�;~�)7!

3
e
0

(a)r(�;~�
0

(~�))=
@�s

@�
0r

3
e(a)s(�;~�);
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3
R (a)(b)(�(c)(~�))

3
e(b)r(�;~�)7!

3
R (a)(b)(�

0

(c)(~�
0

(~�)))3e
0

(b)r(�;~�
0

(~�))=

=
@�s

@�
0r

h
3
R (a)(b)(�(c)(~�))

3
e(b)s(�;~�)

i

=

= 3
R (a)(b)(�(c)(~�))

3
e
0

(b)r(~�
0

(~�));

) �
0

(c)(~�
0

(~�))= �(c)(~�); (13)

i.e. the rotation m atrices, nam ely the angles �(c)(~�), behave as scalar �elds under

space pseudodi�eom orphism s. Under in�nitesim alrotations 3R (a)(b)(��(c)(~�)) = �(a)(b) +

��(c)(~�)(R̂
(c))(a)(b) = �(a)(b) + �(a)(b)(c)��(c)(~�) and space pseudodi�eom orphism s ~�

0

(~�) =

~� + �~�(~�) [̂R (c) are the SO(3)generatorsin the adjointrepresentation;��(c)(~�),�~�(~�)are

in�nitesim alvariations],wehave

Z

d
3
�1d

3
�2 ��

s(~�2)��(c)(~�1)[Ys(�;~�2);X (c)(�;~�1)]
3
e(a)r(�;~�)=

=

Z

d
3
�2��(c)(~�2)X (c)(�;~�2)

3
e(a)r(�;~�);

��(c)(~�)= ��
s(~�)

@�(c)(~�)

@�s
;

) �
0

(c)(~�)= �(c)(~� � �~�(~�))= �(c)(~�)� ��(c)(~�) ) �o�(c)(~�)= ���(c)(~�):

(14)

The group m anifold ofthe group �GR ofgauge transform ations[isom orphic to AutL��]

islocally param etrized by ~�(~�)and by three angles�(c)(~�)[which are also functionsof�;

we shallm om entarily ignore this dependence],which are scalar �elds under pseudodi�eo-

m orphism s,and containsan invariantsubgroup �GR O T [the group ofgauge transform ations

ofL��;itisa splitting norm alLie subgroup ofAutL�� [33]],whose group m anifold (in

the passive interpretation)isthe space ofthe crosssectionsofthe trivialprincipalbundle

�� � SO (3) � L�� over ��,like in SO(3) Yang-M ills theory [2],if�� is \topologically

trivial" (itshom otopy groups�k(��)allvanish);therefore,itm ay be param etrized assaid

above.Asa�nefunction spaceofconnectionson thisprincipalSO(3)-bundleweshalltake

thespaceofspin connection 1-form s3!(a),whosepullback to �� by m eansofcrosssections

� :�� ! �� � SO (3)are the spin connections 3!r(a)(�;~�)d�
r = �� 3!(a) builtwith the co-

triads3e(a)r(�;~�)[they and notthespin connectionsaretheindependentvariablesoftetrad

gravity]such that3grs =
3e(a)r

3e(a)s.

Due to our hypotheses on �� (parallelizable,asym ptotically 
at,topologically trivial,

geodesically com plete),theHopf-Rinow theorem im pliestheexistenceof(atleast)onepoint

p 2 �� which can be chosen asreference pointand can be connected to every otherpoint

q2 �� with am inim izinggeodesicsegm ent
pq;m oreover,thetheorem saysthatthegeodesic

exponentialm ap E xpp isde�ned on allTp��. If�� isfurtherrestricted to have sectional

curvature 3K p(�)� 0 foreach p 2 � � and each tangentplane � � T p��,the Hadam ard

theorem [39]saysthatforeach p 2 �� the geodesic exponentialm ap E xpp :Tp�� ! �� is

a di�eom orphism :therefore,there isa unique geodesic joining any pairofpointsp;q2 � �

and �� isdi�eom orphicto R
3 aswehaveassum ed.

In absence of rotations, the group �GR is reduced to the group D iff�� of space-

di�eom orphism s. In the active pointofview,di�eom orphism sare sm ooth m appings(with
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sm ooth inverse)�� ! ��:underD iff�� a pointp 2 �� issent(in m any ways)in every

pointof��.In thepassivepointofview,theaction oftheelem entsofD iff��,called pseu-

dodi�eom orphism s,on a neighbourhood ofa pointp 2 � � isequivalentto allthe possible

coordinatizations ofthe subsets ofthe neighbourhood ofp [i.e. to allpossible changes of

coordinatechartscontaining p].

A coordinatesystem (orchart)(U;�)in �� isa hom eom orphism (which isalso a di�eo-

m orphism ) � ofan open setU � �� onto an open set�(U)ofR 3: if� :U ! �(U)and

p2 U,then �(p)= (�r(p)),wherethefunctions�r arecalled thecoordinatefunctionsof�.

An atlason �� isa collection ofchartsin �� such that:i)each pointp2 �� iscontained in

the dom ain ofsom e chart;ii)any two chartsoverlap sm oothly.LetA = f(U�;��)g be the

unique\com plete" atlason ��,i.e.an atlasby de�nition containing each coordinatesystem

(U�;��)in �� thatoverlapssm oothly with every coordinatesystem in A .

Given a di�eom orphism � :� � ! �� (i.e. a sm ooth m apping with sm ooth inverse)

and any chart (U;�)in A ,then (�(U);�� = � � ��1 )is anotherchartin A with �(U) =

��(�(U))� R 3 and,ifp 2 U and also p 2 �(U),��(p) = (� � ��1 )(p) = �(p)[i.e. ~� 7!

~��(~�)= ~�(~�)]. Therefore,each di�eom orphism � :�� ! �� m ay be viewed asa m apping

�A :A ! A . Ifwe consider a pointp 2 �� and the set A p = f(U
p

�;�
p

�)g ofallchartsin

A containing p,then foreach di�eom orphism � :� � ! �� we willhave �A :A p ! A p.

This suggests that a localparam etrization ofD iff�� around a point p 2 �� (i.e. local

di�eom orphism sde�ned ontheopensetscontainingp)m aybedonebychoosinganarbitrary

chart(U p
o;�

p
o)asthelocalidentity ofdi�eom orphism s[

~�(~�)= ~�]and associating with every

nontrivialdi�eom orphism � :� � ! �� [~� 7! ~�
0

(~�)= ~�(~�)]the chart(U
p

� = �(U p
o);�

p

� =

�po � ��1 ).Since�� � R 3 adm itsglobalcharts�,then thegroup m anifold ofD iff� � m ay

betentatively param etrized (in a nonredundantway)with thespaceofsm ooth globalcross

sections(globalcoordinatesystem s)in a �bration � � � �� ! �� [each globalcrosssection

ofthis�bration isa copy � (�)
� of�� with thegiven coordinatesystem �]:thisisanalogous

totheparam etrization ofthegaugegroup ofYang-M illstheory with a fam ily ofglobalcross

sectionsofthe trivialprincipalbundle P(M ;G)= M � G [see nextSection forG=SO(3)].

The in�nitesim alpseudodi�eom orphism s [the algebra T� � ofD iff�� [36];itsgenerators

in its sym plectic action on T�Ce are the vector �elds Yr(�;~�)]would correctly correspond

to the crosssectionsofthe �bration � � � T�� ! ��. W ith m ore general�� the previous

description would hold only locally.

By rem em bering Eq.(8),thefollowing pictureem erges:

i)Choosea globalcoordinatesystem � on � � � R 3 (forinstance3-orthogonalcoordinates).

ii)In thedescription ofD iff�� as�� � �� ! �� thiscorrespondsto thechoiceofa global

cross section �� in �� � ��,chosen as conventionalorigin ofthe pseudodi�eom orphism s

param etrized as~� 7! ~�(~�).

iii)Thisprocedureidenti�esacrosssection ~�� oftheprincipalbundleAutL�� ! D iff��,

whose action on L�� willbe the SO(3)gaugerotationsin the chosen coordinate system �

on ��.

iv)Thiswillinducea �-dependenttrivialization ofL� � to �
(�)
� � SO (3),in which �� has�

ascoordinatesystem and theidentity crosssection �
(�)

I of�(�)
� � SO (3)correspondsto the

origin ofrotationsin the coordinate system � (rem em ber thatthe anglesare scalar�elds

underpseudodi�eom orphism sin D iff� �).

v) As we willsee in the next Section, it is possible to de�ne new vector �elds ~Yr(�;~�)
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which com m ute with the rotations([X (a)(�;~�);~Yr(�;~�
0

)]= 0)and stillsatisfy the lastline

ofEqs.(12). In this way the algebra �gR ofthe group �GR is replaced (at least locally) by

a new algebra �g
0

R ,which de�nes a group �G
0

R ,which is a (local) trivialization ofAutL��.

Itisatthislevelthatthe rotationsin �GR O T m ay be param etrized with a specialfam ily of

crosssectionsofthe trivialorthogonalcofram e bundle �(�)
� � SO (3)� L��,asforSO(3)

Yang-M illstheory,assaid in iv).

W e do not know whether these steps can be im plem ented rigorously in a globalway for

�� � R 3;ifthis is possible,then the quasi-Shanm ugadhasan canonicaltransform ation of

Section IV can bede�ned globally forglobalcoordinatesystem son � �.

Both tostudy thesingularity structureofDeW ittsuperspace[41{43]fortheRiem annian

3-m anifolds �� (the space of3-m etrics 3g m odulo D iff��),for instance the cone over

cone singularities ofRef.[44],and the analogous phenom enon (called in this case Gribov

am biguity) for the group �GR O T ofSO(3) gauge transform ations,we have to analyze the

stability subgroupsofthegroup �GR ofgaugetransform ationsforspecialcotriads3e(a)r(�;~�),

thebasicvariablesin tetrad gravity.In m etricgravity,wherethem etricisthebasicvariable

and pseudodi�eom orphism s are the only gauge transform ations,itisknown thatifthe 3-

m etric 3g over a noncom pact 3-m anifold like �� satis�es boundary conditions com patible

with being a function in a Sobolev spaceW 2;s with s> 3=2,then thereexistspecialm etrics

adm itting\isom etries"[seeAppendixB].Thegroup Iso(��;
3g)ofisom etriesofa3-m etricof

a Riem ann 3-m anifold (��;
3g)isthesubgroup ofD iff�� which leavesthefunctionalform

ofthe 3-m etric 3grs(�;~�)invariant[itsLie algebra isspanned by the Killing vector�elds]:

the pseudodi�eom orphism ~� 7! ~�
0

(~�)= ~�(~�)in D iff�� isan isom etry in Iso(��;
3g)[see

Eqs.(30)ofI]if

3
grs(�;~�

0

(~�))= 3
g
0

rs(�;~�
0

(~�))=
@�u

@�
0r

@�v

@�
0s

3
guv(�;~�): (15)

Thefunction spaceof3-m etricsturnsoutto bea strati�ed m anifold [42]with singular-

ities.Each stratum containsallm etrics 3g with thesam e subgroup Iso(��;
3g)� D iff��

[isom orphicbutnotequivalentsubgroupsofD iff�� producedi�erentstrata of3-m etrics];

each pointin a stratum with n Killing vectorsisthe vertex ofa cone,which isa stratum

with n-1 Killing vectors(theconeoverconestructureofsingularities[44]).

From
3grs(�;~�

0

(~�)) = 3g
0

rs(�;~�
0

(~�)) = 3e
0

(a)r
(�;~�

0

(~�))3e
0

(a)s
(�;~�

0

(~�)) = @�u

@�
0r

@�v

@�
0s

3guv(�;~�) =
@�u

@�
0r

@�v

@�
0s

3e(a)r(�;~�)
3e(a)s(�;~�)and

3e
0

(a)r
(�;~�

0

(~�))= R(a)(b)(
(�;~�
0

(~�)))@�
u

@�
0r

3e(b)u(�;~�)[atthe

levelofcotriadsa pseudodi�eom orphism -dependentrotation isallowed],itfollowsthatalso

thefunctionalform oftheassociated cotriadsisinvariantunderIso(��;
3g)

3
e(a)r(�;~�

0

(~�))= 3
e
0

(a)r(�;~�
0

(~�))= R(a)(b)(
(�;~�
0

(~�)))
@�s

@�
0r

3
e(b)s(�;~�): (16)

M oreover, 3grs(�;~�
0

(~�)) = 3g
0

rs(�;~�
0

(~�)) im plies 3�
0u
rs(�;~�

0

(~�)) = 3�urs(�;~�
0

(~�)) and
3R

0u
rst(�;~�

0

(~�)) = 3R u
rst(�;~�

0

(~�)),so that Iso(��;
3g) is also the stability group for the

associated Christo�elsym bolsand Riem ann tensor

3�urs(�;~�
0

(~�))= 3�
0u
rs(�;~�

0

(~�))=

=
@�

0u

@�v

@�m

@�
0r

@�n

@�
0s

3�vm n(�;~�)+
@2�v

@�
0r@�

0s

@�
0u

@�v
;
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3
R
u
rst(�;~�

0

(~�))= 3
R

0u
rst(�;~�

0

(~�))=

=
@�

0u

@�v

@�l

@�
0r

@�m

@�
0s

@�n

@�
0t

3
R
v
lm n(�;~�): (17)

Let us rem ark that in the Yang-M ills case (see Ref.[2]and the end ofthis Section) the

�eld strengthshavegenerically a largerstability group (thegaugecopiesproblem )than the

gauge potentials(the gauge sym m etry problem ). Here,one expectsthatRiem ann tensors

(the �eld strengths)should have a stability group SR (��;
3g)generically largerofthe one

ofthe Christo�elsym bols (the connection) S�(��;
3g),which in turn should be larger of

the isom etry group ofthe m etric: SR (��;
3g)� S�(��;

3g)� Iso(��;
3g). However,these

stability groupsdo notseem to havebeen explored in theliterature.

Since the m ost generaltransform ation in �GR for cotriads 3e(a)r(�;~�),spin connections

R̂ (a)3!r(a)(�;~�)and �eld strengthsR̂
(a)3
rs(a)(�;~�)is[wesend �! ��1 in Eqs.(32)ofIto

conform with thenotationsofRef.[2]]

3
e
0R
(a)r(�;~�

0

(~�))= 3
R (a)(b)(�(c)(�;~�))

@�s

@�
0r

3
e(b)s(�;~�);

R̂
(a)3

!
0R
r(a)(�;~�

0

(~�)=
@�u

@�
0r

h
3
R
�1 (�(e)(�;~�))R̂

(a)3
!u(a)(�;~�)

3
R(�(e)(�;~�))+

+ 3
R
�1 (�(e)(�;~�))@u

3
R(�(e)(�;~�))

i

=

=
@�u

@�
0r

h

R̂
(a)3

!u(a)(�;~�)+
3
R
�1 (�(e)(�;~�))D̂

(!)
u

3
R(�(e)(�;~�))

i

=

= R̂
(a)3

!
0

r(a)(�;~�
0

(~�))+ 3
R
�1 (�(e)(�;~�))D̂

(!
0
)

r
3
R(�

0

(e)(�;~�
0

(~�)));

R̂
(a)3


0R
rs(a)(�;~�

0

(~�))=
@�u

@�
0r

@�v

@�
0s

3
R
�1 (�(e)(�;~�))R̂

(a)3
uv(a)(�;~�)
3
R(�(e)(�;~�))=

=
@�u

@�
0r

@�v

@�
0s

�

R̂
(a)3
uv(a)(�;~�)+

+ 3
R
�1 (�(e)(�;~�))

h

R̂
(a)3
uv(a)(�;~�);

3
R(�(e)(�;~�))

i�

=

= R̂
(a)3


0

rs(a)(�;~�
0

(~�))+

+ 3
R
�1 (�

0

(e)(�;~�
0

(~�)))
h

R̂
(a)3


0

rs(a)(�;~�
0

(~�));3R(�
0

(e)(�;~�
0

(~�)))
i

: (18)

where (D̂ (!)
r )(a)(b) = D̂

(!)

(a)(b)r
(�;~�) = �(a)(b)@r + �(a)(c)(b)

3!r(c)(�;~�) and
3R(�(e)) are 3 � 3

rotation m atrices,the behaviour ofspin connections and �eld strengths under isom etries

can bestudied.

Letus now brie
y review the Gribov am biguity forthe spin connections and the �eld

strengthsfollowing Ref.[2].Allspin connectionsareinvariantundergaugetransform ations

belonging to thecenterZ3 ofSO(3):
3R 2 Z3 )

3!R
r(a)

= 3!r(a).

Asshown in Ref.[2],there can be specialspin connections 3!r(a)(�;~�),which adm ita

stability subgroup �G!
R O T (\gaugesym m etries")of �GR O T,leaving them �xed

3
R(�(e)(�;~�))2 �G!

R ) D̂
(!)
r

3
R(�(e)(�;~�))= 0 ) 3

!
R
r(a)(�;~�)=

3
!r(a)(�;~�): (19)
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From Eq.(16),itfollows thatunder an isom etry in Iso(��;
3g)we have 3!

0

r(a)
(�;~�

0

(~�))=
3!r(a)(�;~�

0

(~�)),nam ely therotations3R(
(�;~�
0

(~�)))aregaugesym m etries.

W hen therearegaugesym m etries,thespin connection is\reducible":itsholonom ygroup

�! isa subgroup ofSO(3)[�! � SO (3)]and �G!
R [which isalwaysequalto thecentralizerof

theholonom y group in SO(3),ZSO (3)(�
!)]satis�es �G!

R O T = ZSO (3)(�
!)� Z3.

M oreover,there can be special�eld strengths 3
rs(a) which adm ita stability subgroup
�G

R O T of �GR O T leaving them �xed

3
R(�(e)(�;~�)2 �G


R ) [̂R (a)3
rs(a)(�;~�);
3
R(�(e)(�;~�)]= 0

) 3
R
rs(a)(�;~�)=

3
rs(a)(�;~�): (20)

W ehave �G

R O T �

�G!
R O T = ZSO (3)(�

!)� Z3 and thereistheproblem of\gaugecopies":there

existdi�erentspin connections 3!r(a)(�;~�)givingrisetothesam e�eld strength
3
rs(a)(�;~�).

A spin connection is\irreducible",when itsholonom y group �! isa \notclosed" irre-

ducible m atrix subgroup ofSO(3). In thiscase we have �G

R O T � �G!

R O T = ZSO (3)(�
!)= Z3

and therearegaugecopies,butnotgaugesym m etries.

Finally,a spin connection 3!r(a)(�;~�)is\fully irreducible" if�
! = SO (3):in thiscase

thereareneithergaugesym m etriesnorgaugecopies[�G

R O T =

�G!
R O T = Z3]and theholonom y

bundleP !(p)ofeverypointp2 ��� SO (3)coincideswith��� SO (3)itself,sothateverytwo

pointsin �� � SO (3)can bejoined by a !-horizontalcurve.Only in thiscasethecovariant

divergenceisanellipticoperatorwithoutzerom odes(thisrequirestheuseofspecialweighted

Sobolev spacesforthe spin connectionsto exclude the irreducible and reducible ones)and

itsGreen function can beglobally de�ned (absence ofGribov am biguities).

In conclusion,thefollowing diagram

! 3!r(a) !
3
rs(a)

3e(a)r m

! 3grs ! 3�urs ! 3R u
vrs;

(21)

togetherwith Eqs.(16),(18),im pliesthat,to avoid any kind ofpathology associated with

stability subgroupsofgaugetransform ations,onehasto work with cotriadsbelonging to a

function spacesuch that:i)thereisnosubgroup ofisom etriesintheaction ofD iff�� onthe

cotriads(no coneoverconestructureofsingularitiesin thelowerbranch ofthediagram );ii)

allthespin connectionsassociated with thecotriadsarefully irreducible(no typeofGribov

am biguity in theupperbranch ofthediagram ).Both theserequirem entspointtowardsthe

useofspecialweighted Sobolev spaceslikein Yang-M illstheory [2](seeAppendix C and its

bibliography).

Itwould beusefulto m akea system aticstudy oftherelationshipsbetween thestability

groupsSR (��;
3g)� S�(��;

3g)� Iso(��;
3g)and the stability groups �G


R O T � �G!
R O T and

to show rigorously thatthepresence ofisom etries(Gribov am biguity)in thelower(upper)

branch ofthe diagram im pliesthe existence ofGribov am biguity (isom etries)in the upper

(lower)branch.

In Ref.[6]there willbe a com plete discussion on the de�nition ofpropergauge trans-

form ations[Eqs.(6)plusboundary conditionson the param etersofgaugetransform ations

(im plyingtheirangle-independentapproach totheidentityatspatialin�nity)willbeneeded]

,problem connected with thedi�erentiability oftheDiracHam iltonian,with supertransla-

tions,and with theasym ptoticbehaviouroftheconstraintsand oftheirgaugeparam eters.
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Therewillbealso thede�nition oftheasym ptoticPoincar�echarges,which aretheanalogue

ofthe non-Abelian charges(generatorsofthe im proper‘globalorrigid’gauge transform a-

tions)ofYang-M illstheory;seeRefs.[45,46]forinterpretationalproblem s.Instead,seeRef.

[47]fora treatm entoflargedi�eom orphism s,theanalogousofthelargegaugetransform a-

tions(dueto winding num ber)ofYang-M illstheory [2],notconnected to theidentity.
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III.M U LT IT EM P O R A L EQ U AT IO N S A N D T H EIR SO LU T IO N .

In thisSection we study the m ultitem poralequationsassociated with the gauge trans-

form ationsin �GR ,to �nd a localparam etrization ofthecotriads
3e(a)r(�;~�)in term softhe

param eters�r(�;~�)and �(a)(�;~�)of�GR .W eshallassum etohavechosen aglobalcoordinate

system � on � � � R 3 to conform with thediscussion ofthepreviousSection.

Letusstartwith theinvariantsubalgebra �gR O T [thealgebraof�GR O T]ofrotations,whose

generatorsarethevector�eldsX (a)(�;~�)ofEqs.(11).Sincethegroup m anifold of�GR O T isa

trivialprincipalbundle �(�)
� � SO (3)� L�� over��,endowed with thecoordinatesystem

�,with structuregroup SO(3)[tobereplaced by SU(2)when onestudiestheaction of �GR O T
on ferm ion �elds],wecan usetheresultsofRef.[2]forthecaseofSO(3)Yang-M illstheory.

Let�(a) be canonicalcoordinatesof�rstkind on the group m anifold ofSO(3). Ifr(a)

are the generatorsofso(3),[r(a);r(b)]= �(a)(b)(c)r
(c) [instead R̂ (a) are the generatorsin the

adjoint representation,(R̂ (a))(b)(c) = �(a)(b)(c)],and if
�(s) = expSO (3)(s�(a)r
(a)) is a one-

param etersubgroup ofSO(3)with tangentvector�(a)r
(a) atthe identity I 2 SO (3),then

the elem ent
�(1)= expSO (3)(�(a)r
(a))2 N I � SO (3)[N I isa neighbourhood ofthe iden-

tity such that expSO (3) is a di�eom orphism from a neighbourhood of0 2 so(3) to N I]is

given coordinatesf�(a)g. If ~Y(a) and ~�(a) are dualbases(i~Y(a)
~�(b) = �(a)(b))ofleftinvariant

vector�eldsand leftinvariant(orM aurer-Cartan)1-form son SO(3),wehavethestandard

M aurer-Cartanstructureequations[~Y(a);~Y(b)]= �(a)(b)(c)~Y(c)[~Y(a)jI = r(a) 2 so(3)]andd~�(a) =

� 1

2
�(a)(b)(c)

~�(b)^ ~�(c) [~�(a)jI = r(a) 2 so(3)�,thedualLiealgebra;TSO (3)� so(3),T�SO (3)�

so(3)�]. Then,from Lie theorem s,in arbitrary coordinateson the group m anifold we have
~Y(a) = B (b)(a)(�)

@

@�(b)
, ~�(a) = A (a)(b)(�)d�(b),A(�) = B �1 (�),A(0) = B (0) = 1,and the

M aurer-Cartan equationsbecom e
@A (a)(c)(�)

@�(b)
�

@A (a)(b)(�)

@�(c)
= ��(a)(u)(v)A (u)(b)(�)A (v)(c)(�)and

~Y(b)B (a)(c)(�)� ~Y(c)B (a)(b)(�)= B (u)(b)(�)
@B (a)(c)(�)

@�(u)
� B (u)(c)(�)

@B (a)(b)(�)

@�(u)
= B (a)(u)(�)�(u)(b)(c).

By de�nition these coordinatesare said canonicalof�rstkind and satisfy A (a)(b)(�)�(b) =

�(a) [com pare with Eq.(A4) ofAppendix A],so that we get A(�) = (eR � � 1)=R� with

(R�)(a)(b) = (R̂ (c))(a)(b)�(c) = �(a)(b)(c)�(c). The canonical1-form on SO(3) is ~!SO (3) =

~�(a)r
(a) = A (a)(b)(�)d�(b)r

(a) [= a�1 (�)dSO (3)a(�), a(�) 2 SO (3); dSO (3) is the exterior

derivative on SO(3)]. Due to the M aurer-Cartan structure equations the 1-form s ~�(a)
are not integrable on SO(3); however in the neighbourhood N I � SO (3) we can inte-

grate them along the preferred de�ning line 
�(s) de�ning the canonicalcoordinates of

�rst kind to get the phases 


�

(a)
(�(s)) = 
�

R
� (s)
I

~�(a)j
� = 
�

R�(s)
0 A (a)(b)(��)d��(b). If

d
� = ds
d�(a)(s)

ds

@

@�(a)
j�= �(s) = dSO (3)j
� (s) is the directionalderivative along 
�,on 
� we

have d
� 


�

(a)
(�(s)) = ~�(a)(�(s)) and d
�

~�(a)(�(s)) = 0 ) d2
� = 0. The analytic atlas

N forthe group m anifold ofSO(3)isbuiltby starting from the neighbourhood N I ofthe

identity with canonicalcoordinatesof�rstkind by leftm ultiplication by elem entsofSO(3):

N = [a2SO (3)fa� NIg.

Asshown in Ref.[2]forR 3 � SO (3),in a tubularneighbourhood ofthe identity cross

section �I ofthe trivialprincipalbundle R
3 � SO (3)[in which each �berisa copy ofthe

SO(3)group m anifold]wecan de�negeneralized canonicalcoordinatesof�rstkind on each

�berso to build a coordinatization ofR 3 � SO (3). W e now extend thisconstruction from
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the 
at Riem annian m anifold (R 3;�rs) to a Riem annian m anifold (��;
3g) satisfying our

hypotheses,especially theHadam ard theorem ,so thatthe3-m anifold ��,di�eom orphic to

R 3,adm itsglobalcharts.

Let us consider the �ber SO(3) over a point p 2 � �,chosen as origin ~� = 0 ofthe

globalchart� on � �,with canonicalcoordinatesof�rstkind �(a) = �(a)(�;~0).Fora given

spin connection 3!(a) on �(�)
� � SO (3)let us consider the 3!-horizontallift ofthe star of

geodesicsoftheRiem ann 3-m anifold (��;
3grs =

3e(a)r
3e(a)s)em anatingfrom p2 �� through

each pointofthe �berSO(3). Ifthe spin connection 3!(a) isfully irreducible,�� � SO (3)

isin thisway foliated by a connection-dependentfam ily ofglobalcrosssectionsde�ned by

the3!-horizontalliftsofthestarofgeodesics[they arenot3!-horizontalcrosssections,asit

waserroneously written in Ref.[2],sincesuch crosssectionsdonotexistwhen theholonom y

groupsin each pointof��� SO (3)arenottrivial].Thecanonicalcoordinatesof�rstkind on

thereferenceSO(3)�berm ay then beparallel(with respectto 3!(a))transported to allthe

other�bersalongthese 3!-dependentglobalcrosssections.If~p= (p;�(a))= (�;~0;�(a)(�;~0))

is a point in �� � SO (3) over p 2 ��,if�(~p) :�� ! �� � SO (3) is the 3!-dependent

crosssection through ~p and if3!
(~p)

r(a)
(�;~�)d�r = ��

(~p)
3!(a),then the coordinatesofthepoint

intersected by �(~p) on theSO(3)�beroverthepointp
0

of�� with coordinates(�;~�)are

�(a)(�;~�)= �(b)(�;~0)�
(!

(~p)

(c)
)

(b)(a)
(~�;~0;�)=

= �(b)(�;~0)
�

P

pp

0 e

R
~�

~0
dzrR̂ (c) 3!

(~p)

r(c)
(�;~z)

�

(b)(a)
; (22)

where �
(!)

(b)(a)
(~�;~0;�)isthe W u-Yang nonintegrable phase with the path ordering evaluated

along thegeodesic

pp

0 from p to p
0

.Thein�nitesim alform is

�(a)(�;d~�)� �(a)(�;~0)+
@�(a)(�;~�)

@�r
j~�= 0d�

r �

� �(b)(�;~0)
h

�(b)(a)+ (R̂ (c))(b)(a)
3
!r(c)(�;~0)d�

r
i

; (23)

im plying that the identity cross section �I of�
(�)
� � SO (3) [�(a) = �(a)(�;~0) = 0]is the

origin for allSO(3) �bers: �(a)(�;~�)j�I = 0. As shown in Ref.[2],on �I we also have

@r�(a)(�;~�)j�I = 0. The m ain property ofthis construction is that these coordinates are

such that a verticalin�nitesim alincrem ent d�(a)j�= �(�;~�) ofthem along the de�ning path

(one-param etersubgroup)
�(�;~�)(s)in the �berSO(3)overq 2 � � with coordinates(�;~�)

isnum erically equalto the horizontalin�nitesim alincrem ent@r�(a)(�;~�)d�
r in going from

~� to ~� + d~� in ��

d�(a)j�= �(�;~�)= d�(a)(�;~�)= @r�(a)(�;~�)d�
r
: (24)

W ith thiscoordinatization of�(�)
� � SO (3),in thechosen globalcoordinatesystem � for

�� in which theidentity crosssection �I ischosen astheorigin oftheangles,asin Ref.[2]

wehavethefollowing realization forthevector�eldsX (a)(�;~�)ofEqs.(11)

X (a)(�;~�)= B(b)(a)(�(e)(�;~�))
~�

��(b)(�;~�)
)

~�

��(a)(�;~�)
= A (b)(a)(�(e)(�;~�))X(b)(�;~�); (25)
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where the functional derivative is the directional functional derivative along the path


�(�;~�)(s)in �
(�)
� � SO (3)originating attheidentity crosssection �I (theorigin ofallSO(3)

�bers) in the SO(3)�ber over the pointp 2 � � with coordinates (�;~�),corresponding in

the above construction to the path 
�(s) de�ning the canonicalcoordinates of�rst kind

in the reference SO(3)�ber. Itsatis�esthe com m utatorin Eq.(12)due to the generalized

M aurer-Cartan equationsfor�� � SO (3)[A = B �1 ]

B (u)(a)(�(e)(�;~�))
@B (v)(b)(�(e))

@�(u)
j�= �(�;~�)� B (u)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

@B (v)(a)(�(e))

@�(u)
j�= �(�;~�)=

= B (v)(d)(�(e)(�;~�))�(d)(a)(b);

@A (a)(c)(�(e))

@�(b)
j�= �(�;~�)�

@A (a)(b)(�(e))

@�(c)
j�= �(�;~�)=

= �(a)(u)(v)A (u)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))A(v)(c)(�(e)(�;~�)); (26)

holding pointwiseon each �berof� (�)
� � SO (3)over(�;~�)in a suitabletubularneighbour-

hood oftheidentity crosssection.

By de�ning a generalized canonical 1-form for �GR O T, ~! = R̂ (a)~�(a)(�;~�) =

H (a)(�(e)(�;~�))d�(a)(�;~�),where~�(a)(�;~�) = �̂(a)(�(e)(�;~�);@r�(e)(�;~�)) = ~�(a)r(�;~�)d�
r =

A (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))d�(b)(�;~�) are the generalized M aurer-Cartan 1-form s on the Lie algebra

�gR O T of �GR O T and where we de�ned the m atrices H (a)(�(e)(�;~�))= R̂ (b)A (b)(a)(�(e)(�;~�)),

thepreviousequationscan berewritten in theform ofa zero curvaturecondition

@H (a)(�(e))

@�(b)
j�= �(�;~�)�

@H (b)(�(e))

@�(a)
j�= �(�;~�)+ [H (a)(�(e)(�;~�));H(b)(�(e)(�;~�))]= 0: (27)

Eq.(64) ofIand Eqs.(11) and (25)give the following m ultitem poralequations forthe

dependence ofthecotriad 3e(a)r(�;~�)on the3 gaugeangles�(a)(�;~�)

X (b)(�;~�
0

)3e(a)r(�;~�)= B(c)(b)(�(e)(�;~�
0

)
~�3e(a)r(�;~�)

��(c)(�;~�
0
)
=

= �f3e(a)r(�;~�);
3 ~M (b)(�;~�

0

)g= ��(a)(b)(c)
3
e(c)r(�;~�)�

3(~�;~�
0

);

)
~�3e(a)r(�;~�)

��(b)(�;~�
0
)
= ��(a)(c)(d)A (c)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

3
e(a)r(�;~�)�

3(~�;~�
0

)=

=
h

R̂
(c)
A (c)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

i

(a)(d)

3
e(d)r(�;~�)�

3(~�;~�
0

)=

=
h

H (b)(�(e)(�;~�))
i

(a)(d)

3
e(d)r(�;~�)�

3(~�;~�
0

): (28)

These equations are a functional m ultitem poral generalization of the m atrix equation
d

dt
U(t;to) = hU(t;to) ,U(to;to) = 1,generating the concept oftim e-ordering. They are

integrable(i.e.theirsolution ispath independent)dueto Eqs.(27)and theirsolution is

3
e(a)r(�;~�)=

3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

3�e(b)r(�;~�); (29)

where [lisan arbitrary path originating atthe identity crosssection of�(�)
� � SO (3);due

to thepath independence itcan bereplaced with thede�ning path 
(�(�;~�)(s)= 
̂(�;~�;s)]

22



3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))=

�

P e(l)
R�

(e)
(� ;~�)

0
H (c)(��(e))D ��(c)

�

(a)(b)
=

=
�

P e(
̂ )
R�

(e)(� ;~�)

0
H (c)(��(e))D ��(c)

�

(a)(b)
=

=
�

P e

 
̂(�(e)(�;~�))

�

(a)(b)
; (30)

isa pointdependentrotation m atrix [3R T
(a)(b)

(�)= 3R
�1

(a)(b)
(�)since R̂ (a)y = � R̂ (a)].

In Eq.(30)weintroduced thegeneralized phaseobtained by functionalintegration along

thede�ning path in � (�)
� � SO (3)ofthegeneralized M aurer-Cartan 1-form s


 
̂(�(e)(�;~�;s))= (̂
)

Z 
�(� ;~� ;s)

I

R̂
(a)~�(a)j
�(� ;~�;s) =

= (̂
)

Z
�(e)(�;~�;s)

0

H (a)(��(e))D ��(a) =

= (̂
)

Z �(e)(�;~�;s)

0

R̂
(a)
A (a)(b)(��(e))D ��(b): (31)

Asshown in Ref.[2],we have d
̂ 


̂(�(e)(�;~�;s))= R̂ (a)�̂(a)(�(e)(�;~�;s);@r�(e)(�;~�;s)),

where d
̂ is the restriction ofthe \�ber or vertical" derivative dV on �(�)
� � SO (3) [the

BRST operator]to the de�ning path,satisfying d2
̂ = 0 due to the generalized M aurer-

Cartan equations.

In Eq.(29), 3�e(a)r(�;~�) are the cotriads evaluated at �(a)(�;~�) = 0 (i.e. on the iden-

tity cross section). Being Cauchy data ofEqs.(28),they are independent from the angles

�(a)(�;~�),satisfy f
3�e(a)r(�;~�);

3 ~M (b)(�;~�
0

)g = 0and depend only on 6independentfunctions

[the�(a)(�;~�)arethe3 rotationaldegreesoffreedom hidden in the9 variables3e(a)r(�;~�)].

W e have notfound 3 speci�c conditionson cotriadsim plying theirindependency from

theangles�(a).

Sincefrom Eq.(34)ofIwegetforthespin connection [̂D
(!)

(a)(b)r
(�;~�)istheSO(3)covariant

derivativein theadjointrepresentation]

X (b)(�;~�
0

)3!r(a)(�;~�)= B(c)(b)(�(e)(�;~�
0

))
~�3!r(a)(�;~�)

��(c)(�;~�
0
)
=

= �f3!r(a)(�;~�);
3 ~M (b)(�;~�

0

)g =

=
h

�(a)(b)@r + �(a)(c)(b)
3
!r(c)(�;~�)

i

�
3(~�;~�

0

)=

=
h

�(a)(b)@r � (R̂ (c)3
!r(c)(�;~�))(a)(b)

i

�
3(~�;~�

0

)= D̂
(!)

(a)(b)r
(�;~�)�3(~�;~�

0

);

(32)

which isthe sam e resultasforthegaugepotentialofthe SO(3)Yang-M illstheory,we can

usetheresultsofRef.[2]to writethesolution ofEq.(32)

3
!r(a)(�;~�)= A(a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))@r�(b)(�;~�)+

3
!
(T)

r(a)
(�;~�;�(e)(�;~�));

with

@ 3!
(T)

r(a)
(�;~�;�(e))

@�(b)
j�= �(�;~�)= ��(a)(d)(c)A (d)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

3
!
(T)

r(c)
(�;~�;�(e)(�;~�)): (33)
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In 3!r(a)(�;~�)d�
r = ~�(a)(�;~�)+

3!
(T)

r(a)
(�;~�;�(e)(�;~�))d�

r,the �rstterm isa pure gauge

spin connection (theBRST ghost),while thesecond oneisthesourceofthe�eld strength:
3
rs(a) = @r

3!
(T)

s(a)
� @s

3!
(T)

r(a)
� �(a)(b)(c)

3!
(T)

r(b)
3!

(T)

s(c)
. M oreover, the Hodge decom position

theorem [in the functionalspaceswhere the spin connectionsare fully irreducible]im plies

that3!
(? )

r(a)
(�;~�)= 3!

(T)

r(a)
(�;~�;�(e)(�;~�))satis�es

3r r 3!
(? )

r(a)
= 0.

SincewehaveX (b)(�;~�
0

)3!
(? )

r(a)
(�;~�)= ��(a)(c)(b)

3!
(? )

r(c)
(�;~�)�3(~�;~�

0

),weget

~�3!
(? )

r(a)
(�;~�)

��(b)(�;~�
0
)
= [H (b)(�(e)(�;~�))](a)(c)

3
!
(? )

r(c)
(�;~�)�3(~�;~�

0

);

) 3
!
(? )

r(a)
(�;~�)=

�

P e

 
̂(�(e)(�;~�))

�

(a)(b)

3�!
(? )

r(b)
(�;~�);

3r r 3�!
(? )

r(a)
(�;~�)= 0: (34)

Thetransversespin connection 3�!
(? )

r(a)
(�;~�)isindependentfrom thegaugeangles�(a)(�;~�)

and is the source ofthe �eld strength 3�
rs(a) = @r
3�!

(? )

s(a)
� @s

3�!
(? )

r(a)
� �(a)(b)(c)

3�!
(? )

r(b)
3�!

(? )

s(c)

invariantundertherotation gaugetransform ations.Clearly,3�!
(? )

r(a)
isbuiltwith thereduced

cotriads3�e(a)r.

Let us rem ark that for 3!F
r(a)

(�;~�)d�r = ~�(a)(�;~�) we get
3
rs(a)(�;~�) = 0 and then

3R rsuv = 0: in this case the Riem annian m anifold (��;
3grs = 3e(a)r

3e(a)s) becom es the

Euclidean m anifold (R 3;3gFrs) with
3gFrs the 
at 3-m etric in curvilinear coordinates. Now

Eq.(29)im pliesthat3grs =
3�e(a)r

3�e(a)s andthen
3gFrs(�;~�)=

@~�u

@�r
@~�v

@�s
�uv =

3gFrs(~�),if~�
u(~�)are

Cartesian coordinates[so that 3�F u
rs = @�u

@~�n
@2~�n

@�r@�s
= 3eu

(a)
@r

3e(a)s =
34 u

rs (see afterEqs.(21)

ofI);then,foran arbitrary 3g we have 3�Urs =
34 u

rs +
3��urs with

3��urs =
3eu

(a)
3e(b)s

3!r(a)(b)

the source ofthe Riem ann tensor],im pliesthat 3�eF
(a)r

(�;~�)= @~�u

@�r
3~�e

F

(a)u(�;
~~�)= �(a)u

@~�u (~�)

@�r
.

Therefore,a 
atcotriad on R 3 hastheform

3
e
F
(a)r(�;~�)=

3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))�(b)u

@~�u(~�)

@�r
: (35)

Eqs.(64)ofIgivethem ultitem poralequationsforthem om enta

X (b)(�;~�
0

)3~�r(a)(�;~�)= B(c)(b)(�(e)(�;~�
0

)

~�3~�r
(a)
(�;~�)

��(c)(�;~�
0
)
=

= ��(a)(b)(c)
3~�r(c)(�;~�)�

3(~�;~�
0

); (36)

whosesolution is[3�~�
r

(a)(�;~�)dependsonly on 6 independentfunctions]

3~�r(a)(�;~�)=
3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

3�~�
r

(b)(�;~�): (37)

W ith the de�nition of SO(3) covariant derivative given in Eq.(32), the constraints

Ĥ (a)(�;~�)� 0 ofEqs.(61)and (62)ofI,m ay bewritten as

Ĥ (a)(�;~�)= �3er(a)(�;~�)
h
3~� r +

3
!r(b)

3 ~M (b)

i

(�;~�)=

= D̂
(!)

(a)(b)r
(�;~�)3~�r(b)(�;~�)� 0; (38)
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so thatwehave[3~�
(T)r

(a)
(�;~�)isa �eld with zero SO(3)covariantdivergence]

3~�r(a)(�;~�)=
3~�

(T)r

(a)
(�;~�)�

Z

d
3
�
0

�
(!)r

(a)(b)
(~�;~�

0

;�)Ĥ (b)(�;~�
0

);

D̂
(!)

(a)(b)r
(�;~�)3~�

(T)r

(b)
(�;~�)� 0: (39)

In thisequation,weintroduced theGreen function oftheSO(3)covariantdivergence,de�ned

by

D̂
(!)

(a)(b)r
(�;~�)�

(!)r

(b)(c)
(~�;~�

0

;�)= ��(a)(c)�
3(~�;~�

0

): (40)

In Ref.[2],thisGreen function wasevaluated for�� = R 3,the
atEuclidean space,by

using the Green function ~c(~� � ~�
0

)ofthe 
atordinary divergence [4 = � ~@2�]in Cartesian

coordinates

~c(~� � ~�
0

)= ~@� c(~� � ~�
0

)=
~@�

4
�
3(~� � ~�

0

)=
~� � ~�

0

4�j~� � ~�
0
j3
=

~n(~� � ~�
0

)

4�(~� � ~�
0
)2
;

~@� � ~c(~� � ~�
0

)= ��3(~� � ~�
0

); (41)

where~n(~� � ~�
0

)isthetangentto the
atgeodesic(straightlinesegm ent)joining thepoint

ofcoordinates~� and ~�
0

,so that~n(~� � ~�
0

)�~@� is the directionalderivative along the 
at

geodesic.

W ith our specialfam ily ofRiem annian 3-m anifolds (��;
3g),we would use Eq.(41) in

thespecialglobalnorm alchartin which thestarofgeodesicsoriginating from thereference

point p becom es a star ofstraight lines. In non norm alcoordinates,the Green function

~c(~� � ~�
0

) willbe replaced with the gradient ofthe Synge world function [48]or DeW itt

geodesicintervalbitensor[41]�D W (~�;~�
0

)[givingthearclength ofthegeodesicfrom ~� to~�
0

]

adapted from the Lorentzian M 4 to the Riem annian ��,i.e. d
r


pp

0
(~�;~�

0

)= 1

3
�rD W (~�;~�

0

)=

1

3

3r r
� �D W (~�;~�

0

)= 1

3
@r� �D W (~�;~�

0

)giving in each point~� the tangentto the geodesic 

pp

0

joining thepointsp and p
0

ofcoordinates~� and ~�
0

in thedirection from p
0

to p.Therefore,

theGreen function is[@rd
r


pp

0
(~�;~�

0

)= ��3(~�;~�
0

);dr

pp

0
(~�;~�

0

)@r isthedirectionalderivative

along thegeodesic

pp

0 atp ofcoordinates~�]

�
(!)r

(a)(b)
(~�;~�

0

;�)= d
r


pp

0
(~�;~�

0

)
�

P

pp

0
e

R~�

~�
0d�

s
1
R̂ (c) 3!s(c)(�;~�1)

�

(a)(b)
; (42)

with thepath ordering donealong thegeodesic
pp0.Thispath ordering (W u-Yang noninte-

grablephaseorgeodesicW ilson line)isde�ned on all� �� SO (3)only ifthespin connection

isfully irreducible;itisjusttheparalleltransporterofEq.(22).

Since 3grs =
3e(a)r

3e(a)s and
3grs = 3er

(a)
3es

(a)
areindependentfrom theangles�(a)(�;~�),

wehavef3er
(a)
(�;~�);3 ~M (b)(�;~�

0

)g= �(a)(b)(c)
3er

(c)
(�;~�)�3(~�� ~�

0

),so thatforthetriadsweget

3
e
r
(a)(�;~�)=

3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

3�er(b)(�;~�): (43)

Eqs.(29)show the dependence ofthe cotriad on the 3 angles�(a)(�;~�),which therefore

m ustbe expressible only in term softhe cotriad itselfand satisfy f�(a)(�;~�);�(b)(�;~�
0

)g =
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0. They are the rotationalgauge variables,canonically conjugate to Abelianized rotation

constraints ~�~�
(a)
(�;~�)� 0.From Eqs.(25),since thefunctionalderivativescom m ute,we see

thatwehave[2,49]

~�~�(a)(�;~�)=
3 ~M (b)(�;~�)A(b)(a)(�(e)(�;~�))� 0;

f~�~�(a)(�;~�);~�
~�
(b)(�;~�

0

)g = 0;

f�(a)(�;~�);~�
~�
(b)(�;~�

0

)g = �A (c)(b)(�(e)(�;~�
0

))X (c)(�;~�
0

)�(a)(�;~�)=

= ��(a)(b)�
3(~�;~�

0

): (44)

Thefunctionalequation determ ining �(a)(�;~�)in term sof
3e(a)r(�;~�)is

� �(a)(b)�
3(~�;~�

0

)= f�(a)(�;~�);
3 ~M (c)(�;~�

0

)gA (c)(b)(�(e)(�;~�
0

)=

= �(c)(u)(v)
3
e(u)r(�;~�

0

)f�(a)(�;~�);
3~�r(v)(�;~�

0

)gA (c)(b)(�(e)(�;~�
0

))=

= �(c)(u)(v)A (c)(b)(�(e)(�;~�
0

))3e(u)r(�;~�
0

)
��(a)(�;~�)

�3e(v)r(�;~�
0
)
;

) �(b)(u)(v)
3
e(u)r(�;~�

0

)
��(a)(�;~�)

�3e(v)r(�;~�
0
)
= �B (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))�

3(~�;~�
0

);

�(b)(u)(v)
3
e(u)r(�;~�

0

)
h

A (a)(c)(�(e)(�;~�))
��(a)(�;~�)

�3e(v)r(�;~�
0
)

i

= ��(a)(b)�
3(~�;~�

0

);

�(b)(u)(v)
3
e(u)r(�;~�

0

)
�



̂

(a)
(�(e)(�;~�))

�3e(v)r(�;~�
0
)

= ��(a)(b)�
3(~�;~�

0

);

) �(b)(u)(v)
�



̂

(a)
(�(e)(�;~�))

�3e(v)r(�;~�
0
)

= �
1

3
�(a)(b)

3
e
r
(u)(�;~�

0

)�3(~�;~�
0

);

�


̂

(a)
(�(e)(�;~�))

�3e(b)r(�;~�
0
)

=
1

6
(R̂ (u))(a)(b)

3
e
r
(u)(�;~�)�

3(~�;~�
0

): (45)

This equation is not integrable like the corresponding one in the Yang-M ills case [2].

Having chosen a globalcoordinatesystem � on � � astheconventionalorigin ofpseudodif-

feom orphism s,the discussion in Section IIallowsto de�ne the trivialization � (�)
� � SO (3)

ofthecofram ebundleL��.If:

i)�
(�)

I isthe identity cross section of�(�)
� � SO (3),corresponding to the cofram e 3�I

(a)
=

3eI
(a)r

d�r in L�� [�
r arethecoordinatefunctionsof�];

ii) �(�) is an arbitrary globalcross section of�(�)
� � SO (3),corresponding to a cofram e

3�(a) =
3e(a)rd�

r in L��,in a tubolarneighbourhood oftheidentity crosssection wherethe

generalized canonicalcoordinatesof�rstkind on the �bersof� (�)
� � SO (3)(discussed at

thebeginning ofthisSection)arede�ned;

iii)�(�)(s)isthefam ilyofglobalcrosssectionsof�(�)
� � SO (3)connecting�

(�)

I = �(�)(s= 0)

and �(�) = �(�)(s = 1)so thaton each �berthe pointon �
(�)

I isconnected with the point

on �(�) by thede�ning path 
̂ ofcanonicalcoordinatesof�rstkind;

then theform alsolution ofthepreviousequation is
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̂

(a)
(�(e)(�;~�))=

1

6

̂

Z 3e(a)r(�;~�)

3eI
(a)r

(�;~�)

(R̂ (u))(a)(b)
3
e
r
(u)D

3
e(b)r; (46)

where thepath integralism ade along thepath ofcofram esconnecting 3�I
(a)

with 3�(a) just

described. Asin Ref.[2],to getthe angles �(a)(�;~�)from 


̂

(a)
(�(e)(�;~�)),we essentially

haveto inverttheequation 


̂

(a)
(�(e))= 
̂

R�(e)
0 A (a)(b)(��)d��(b) with A = (eR � � 1)=R�.

Letusnow study the m ultitem poralequationsassociated with pseudodi�eom orphism s

to �nd thedependenceof3e(a)r(�;~�)on theparam eters�
r(�;~�).Disregarding m om entarily

rotations,let us look for a realization ofvector �elds ~Yr(�;~�) satisfying the last line of

Eqs.(12).Ifweput

~Yr(�;~�)= �
@�s(�;~�)

@�r

�

��s(�;~�)
; (47)

we�nd

[~Yr(�;~�);~Ys(�;~�
0

)]= [
@�u(�;~�)

@�r

�

��u(�;~�)
;
@�v(�;~�

0

)

@�
0s

�

��v(�;~�
0
)
]=

=
@�u(�;~�)

@�r

@�3(~�;~�
0

)

@�
0s

�

��u(�;~�
0
)
�
@�u(�;~�

0

)

@�
0s

@�3(~�;~�
0

)

@�r

�

��u(�;~�)
=

= �
@�u(�;~�)

@�r

@�3(~�;~�
0

)

@�s

�

��u(�;~�
0
)
+
@�u(�;~�

0

)

@�
0s

@�3(~�;~�
0

)

@�
0r

�

��u(�;~�)
=

=
h

�
@

@�s

�@�u(�;~�)

@�r
�
3(~�;~�

0

)
�

+
@2�u(�;~�)

@�r@�s
�
3(~�;~�

0

)
i �

��u(�;~�
0
)
+

+
h @

@�
0r

�@�u(�;~�
0

)

@�
0s

�
3(~�;~�

0

)
�

�
@2�u(�;~�

0

)

@�
0r@�

0s
�
3(~�;~�

0

)
i �

��u(�;~�)
=

= �
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�s

@�u(�;~�
0

)

@�
0r

�

��u(�;~�
0
)
+
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�
0r

@�u(�;~�)

@�s

�

��u(�;~�)
=

= �
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�
0s

~Yr(�;~�
0

)�
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�
0r

~Ys(�;~�); (48)

in accord with the lastofEqs.(12).Therefore,the role ofthe M aurer-Cartan m atrix B for

rotations is taken by m inus the Jacobian m atrix ofthe pseudodi�eom orphism ~� 7! ~�(~�).

To take into account the noncom m utativity ofrotations and pseudodi�eom orphism s [the

second lineofEqs.(12)],weneed thede�nition

Yr(�;~�)= �f:;3~� r(�;~�)g= �
@�s(�;~�)

@�r

�

��s(�;~�)
�
@�(a)(�;~�)

@�r

~�

��(a)(�;~�)
: (49)

Clearly the last line ofEqs.(12) is satis�ed,while regarding the second line we have

consistently

[X (a)(�;~�);Yr(�;~�
0

)]= �[B (b)(a)(�(e)(�;~�))
~�

��(b)(�;~�)
;
@�(c)(�;~�

0

)

@�
0r

~�

��(c)(�;~�
0
)
]=
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= �B (b)(a)(�(e)(�;~�))
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�
0r

~�

��(b)(�;~�
0
)
+

+
@�(c)(�;~�)

@�r
�
3(~�;~�

0

)
@B (b)(a)(�(e))

@�(c)
j�= �(�;~�)

~�

��(b)(�;~�)
=

= �
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�
0r

X (a)(�;~�
0

): (50)

From Eqs.(49)and (25)weget

�

��r(�;~�)
= �

@�s(~�)

@�r
j~�=~�(�;~�)

h

Ys(�;~�)+ A(a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))
@�(b)(�;~�)

@�s
X (a)(�;~�)

i

=

=
@�s(~�)

@�r
j~�=~�(�;~�)

h

f:;3~� s(�;~�)g+ ~�(a)s(�;~�)f:;
3 ~M (a)(�;~�)g

i
def
=

def
= f:;~�

~�
r(�;~�)g;

) f�r(�;~�);~�
~�
s(�;~�

0

)g= �
r
s�

3(~�;~�
0

);

f~�
~�
r(�;~�);~�

~�
s(�;~�

0

)g= 0; (51)

where ~�
~�
r(�;~�) is the m om entum conjugate to the 3 gauge variables �r(�;~�),which will

be functions only ofthe cotriads. On the space ofcotriads the Abelianized form ofthe

pseudodi�eom orphism constraintsis

~�
~�
r(�;~�)=

@�s(~�)

@�r
j~�=~�(�;~�)

h
3~� s(�;~�)+ ~̂�(a)s(�(e)(�;~�);@u�(e)(�;~�))

3 ~M (a)(�;~�)
i

=

=
@�s(~�)

@�r
j~�=~�(�;~�)

h
3~� s +

@�(a)

@�s
~�~�(a)

i

(�;~�)� 0; (52)

and both �r(�;~�)and ~�
~�
r(�;~�)havezero Poisson bracketwith �(a)(�;~�),~�

~�
(a)
(�;~�).

Therefore,the6gaugevariables�r(�;~�)and �(a)(�;~�)and theirconjugatem om entaform

6canonicalpairsofanew canonicalbasisadaptedtotherotationandpseudodi�eom orphism s

constraintsand replacing 6 ofthe9 conjugatepairs3e(a)r(�;~�),
3~�r

(a)
(�;~�).

From Eqs.(64)ofIand from Eqs.(49)and (29),weget

Ys(�;~�
0

)3e(a)r(�;~�)= �
�@�u(�;~�

0

)

@�
0s

�

��u(�;~�
0
)
+
@�(c)(�;~�

0

)

@�
0r

~�

��(c)(�;~�
0
)

�

�

�
h
3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

3�e(b)r(�;~�)
i

=

= � 3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

@�u(�;~�
0

)

@�
0s

�3�e(b)r(�;~�)

��u(�;~�
0
)

�

�
@�(c)(�;~�

0

)

@�
0s

~�3R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

��(c)(�;~�
0
)

3�e(b)r(�;~�)=

= � 3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

@�u(�;~�
0

)

@�
0s

�3�e(b)r(�;~�)

��u(�;~�
0
)

�
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�
@ 3R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

@�s
�
3(~�;~�

0

)3�e(b)r(�;~�)=

= �f3e(a)r(�;~�);
3~� s(�;~�

0

)g =

= �
@ 3e(a)r(�;~�)

@�s
�
3(~�;~�

0

)+ 3
e(a)s(�;~�)

@�3(~�;~�
0

)

@�r
=

= � 3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

@ 3�e(b)r(�;~�)

@�s
�
3(~�;~�

0

)�

�
@3R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

@�s
3�e(b)r(�;~�)�

3(~�;~�
0

)+

+ 3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

3�e(b)r(�;~�)
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�r
; (53)

so thatthepseudodi�eom orphism m ultitem poralequationsfor 3�e(a)r(�;~�)are

� ~Ys(�;~�
0

)3�e(a)r(�;~�)=
@�u(�;~�

0

)

@�
0s

�3�e(a)r(�;~�)

��u(�;~�
0
)

=

=
@ 3�e(a)r(�;~�)

@�s
�
3(~�;~�

0

)� 3�e(a)s(�;~�)
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�
0r

: (54)

Analogously,from Eqs.(64)ofIand Eqs.(47)and (37)wehave

Ys(�;~�
0

)3~�r(a)(�;~�)= �
�@�u(�;~�

0

)

@�
0s

�

��u(�;~�
0
)
+
@�(c)(�;~�

0

)
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0r
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��(c)(�;~�
0
)

�

�

�
h
3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))
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r

(b)(�;~�)
i

=

= �
h
3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�

0

))3�~�
r

(b)(�;~�
0

)
i@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�
0s

+

+ �
r
s
3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

3�~�
u

(b)(�;~�)
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�
0u

; (55)

and wegetthepseudodi�eom orphism m ultitem poralequation for 3�~�
r

(a)(�;~�)

� ~Ys(�;~�
0

)3�~�
r

(a)(�;~�)=
@�u(�;~�

0

)

@�
0s

�3�~�
r

(a)(�;~�)

��u(�;~�
0
)

=

= � 3�~�
r

(a)(�;~�
0

)
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�
0s

� �
r
s
3�~�

u

(a)(�;~�)
@�3(~�;~�

0

)

@�
0u

: (56)

Letusrem ark thattheJacobian m atrix satis�esan equation like(54)

� ~Ys(�;~�
0

)
@�u(�;~�)

@�r
=
@�v(�;~�

0

)

@�
0s

�

��v(�;~�
0
)

@�u(�;~�)

@�r
=

=
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0

)

@�
0s
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@�r
= �

@u(�;~�
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)

@�
0s

@�3(~�;~�
0

)

@�
0r

=

= �
@�u(�;~�)

@�s

@�3(~�;~�
0

)

@�
0r

+
@2�u(�;~�)

@�r@�s
�
3(~�;~�

0

)=

=
@

@�s
(
@�u(�;~�)

@�r
)�3(~�;~�

0

)�
@�u(�;~�)

@�s

@�3(~�;~�
0

)
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: (57)
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so that the identity
@�u(�;~�

0
)

@�
0s

�f(�;~�(�;~�))

��u(�;~�
0
)

=
@f(�;~�(�;~�))

@�s
�3(~�;~�

0

), im plies the following solu-

tions of the m ultitem poral equations [again V̂ (~�(�;~�)) is the operator with the action

V̂ (~�(�;~�))f(�;~�)= f(�;~�(�;~�));and Eqs.(13)isused]

3�e(a)r(�;~�)=
@�s(�;~�)

@�r
3
ê(a)s(�;~�(�;~�))=

@�s(�;~�)

@�r
V̂ (~�(�;~�))3ê(a)s(�;~�);

�3ê(a)r(�;~�)

��s(�;~�
0
)

= 0;

3
e(a)r(�;~�)=

3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

@�s(�;~�)

@�r
3
ê(b)s(�;~�(�;~�))=

=
@�s(�;~�)

@�r
3
R (a)(b)(�

0

(e)(�;
~�(�;~�)))3ê(b)s(�;~�(�;~�));

3
grs(�;~�)=

@�u(�;~�)

@�r

@�v(�;~�)

@�s
3
ê(a)u(�;~�(�;~�))

3
ê(a)v(�;~�(�;~�)): (58)

Herethecotriads3ê(a)r(�;~�)depend only on 3 degreesoffreedom and areDiracobserv-

ableswith respectto both Abelianized rotationsand pseudodi�eom orphism s.Again,likein

the case ofrotations,we have notfound 3 speci�c conditionson the cotriadsim plying this

�nalreduction. Thisisdue to the factthat,even ifone hasa trivialcofram e bundle,one

doesnotknow the group m anifold ofD iff�� and thatthere is no canonicalidentity for

pseudodi�eom orphism sand thereforealso forrotationsinsidethegaugegroup �GR .

Eqs.(58)arethecounterpartin tetrad gravity ofthesolutionsofthe3 ellipticequations

for the gravitom agnetic vector potential �W r ofthe conform alapproach (see the end of

Appendix C).

If
@�r(~�)

@�s
j~�=~�(�;~�)istheinverseJacobian m atrix and j

@�(�;~�)

@�
jthedeterm inantoftheJaco-

bian m atrix,thefollowing identities
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@�v
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@�u
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)
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0v

; (59)

and [useisdoneof�lndetM = Tr(M �1 �M )]

@

@�r
j
@�(�;~�)

@�
j= j

@�(�;~�)

@�
j
@�s(~�)

@�u
j~�=~�(�;~�)

@2�u(�;~�)

@�r@�s
;
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; (60)

allow to get

3~�r(a)(�;~�)=
3
R (a)(b)(�(a)(�;~�))

3�~�
r

(b)(�;~�)=

= 3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))j

@�(�;~�)

@�
j
@�r(~�)

@�s
j~�=~�(�;~�)
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~�(�;~�))=

= 3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�:~�))j
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j
@�r(~�)

@�s
j~�=~�(�;~�)V̂ (

~�(�;~�))3~̂�
s

(b)(�:~�); (61)

where 3~̂�
r

(a)(�;~�)areDiracobservableswith respecttoboth Abelianized rotationsand pseu-

dodi�eom orphism s.In a sim ilarway weget

3
e
r
(a)(�;~�)=

3
R (a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))

@�r(~�)

@�s
j~�=~�(�;~�)

3
ê
r
(b)(�;

~�(�;~�)); (62)

with 3êr
(a)
(�;~�)theDiracobservablesfortriadsdualto3e(a)r(�;~�).Thelineelem entbecom es

ds
2 = �

�

[N (as)+ n]2 � [N (as)r + nr]
@�r(~�)

@�u
3
ê
u
(a)(

~�)3êv(a)(
~�)
@�s(~�)

@�v
[N (as)s + ns]

�

(d�)2 �

� 2�[N(as)r + nr]d�d�
r � �

@�u

@�r
3
ê(a)u(~�)

3
ê(a)v(~�)

@�v

@�s
d�

r
d�

s
: (63)

To get�r(�;~�)in term s ofthe cotriads we have to solve the equations [use is done of

Eq.(51),(62)ofIand off�r(�;~�);3 ~M (a)(�;~�
0

)g= 0]

�
r
s�

3(~�;~�
0

)= f�r(�;~�);~�
~�
s(�;~�

0

)g =

=
@�u(~�)

@�s
j~�=~�(�;~�0)f�

r(�;~�);3~� u(�;~�
0

)g =

=
@�u(~�)

@�s
j~�=~�(�;~�0)

h�@ 3e(a)v(�;~�
0

)

@�
0u

�
@ 3e(a)u(�;~�

0

)

@�
0v

� ��r(�;~�)

�3e(a)v(�;~�
0
)
�

� 3
e(a)u(�;~�

0

)
@

@�
0v

��r(�;~�)

�3e(a)v(�;~�
0
)

i

;

+
�h

�(a)(b)@
0

v �
3
e
u
(a)(@

0

u
3
e(b)v � @

0

v
3
e(b)u)

i

(�;~�
0

)
�

�3e(b)v(�;~�
0
)
+

+ �
3(~�;~�

0

)3eu(a)(�;~�)
@

@�u

�

�
r(�;~�)= 0: (64)

W e do notknow how to solve these equationsalong som e privileged path in the group

m anifold ofD iff�� after having chosen a globalcoordinate system � as a conventional
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origin ofpseudodi�eom orphism s[thisidenti�esa conventionalidentity crosssection � (�)
� in

theproposed description ofD iff�� with the�bration � �� �� ! �� forthecase�� � R 3],

dueto thepoorunderstanding ofthegeom etry and di�erentialstructureofthisgroup m an-

ifold.Presum ably,sincethe�bersof� � � �� arealso copiesof��,on each oneofthem one

can try to de�ne an analogue ofcanonicalcoordinates of�rst kind by using the geodesic

exponentialm ap:

i)chooseareference�ber� �;0in �� � �� overa pointp= (�;~0)chosen asorigin in thebase

(and then connected toallthepointsin basewith geodesics;for�� � R 3 thisiswellde�ned;

the globalcross sections corresponding to globalcoordinate system s should be horizontal

liftsofthisgeodesicstarwith respectto som enotion ofconnection on the�bration);

ii)ifqo isthepointin ��� �� attheintersection of��;0with theconventionalidentity cross

section �(�)
� and q1 thepointwhere��;0 intersectsa nearby globalcrosssection �

(�
0
)

� [�
0

is

anotherglobalcoordinatesystem on ��],wecan considerthegeodesic
qoq1 on ��;0;

iii)use the geodesic exponentialm ap along the geodesic 
qoq1 to de�ne \pseudodi�eom or-

phism coordinates~�(�;~0)" describing thetransition from theglobalcoordinatesystem � to

�
0

overthebasepointp= (�;~0);

iv)paralleltransportthesecoordinatesonthe�ber� �;0totheother�bersalongthegeodesics

ofthecrosssections�(�
0
)

� .

Ifthiscoordinatization ofthe group m anifold ofD iff�� for�� � R 3 can be justi�ed,

then onecould try to solvethepreviousequations.

Instead,we are able to give a form alexpression forthe operator V̂ (~�(~�))[forthe sake

of sim plicity we do not consider the �-dependence], whose action on functions f(~�) is

V̂ (~�(~�))f(~�)= f(~�(~�)).W ehave

V̂ (~�(~�))= P
 e
(

R~� (~�)

~�

@�
r
(u)

@us
D us)

@

@�r ; (65)

where the path ordering isalong the geodesic 
 in �� joining the pointswith coordinates

~� and ~�
0

= ~�(~�). Forin�nitesim alpseudodi�eom orphism s~� 7! ~�
0

(~�)= ~�(~�)= ~� + �~�(~�)

[with inverse~�
0

= ~� 7! ~�(~�)= ~� � �~�(~�)],wehave

V̂ (~� + �~�)� 1+
h

��
s(~�)

@�r(~�)

@�s
j~�(~�)��~�(~�(~�))

i @

@�r
� 1+ ��

s(~�)
@

@�s
:

: f(~�)7! f(~�)+ ��
s(~�)

@f(~�)

@�s
� f(~� + �~�(~�)): (66)

Form ally wehave[if�=��r(~�)isinterpreted asthedirectionalfunctionalderivativealong


]

�

��r(~�
0
)
[̂V (~�(~�))f(~�)]= �

3(~�;~�
0

)
@�s(~�)

@�r
j~�=~�(~�)

@

@�s
[̂V (~�(~�))f(~�)]=

= �
3(~�;~�

0

)
@�s(~�)

@�r
j~�=~�(~�)

@f(~�(~�))

@�s
= �

3(~�;~�
0

)
@f(~�)

@�r
j~�=~�(~�)=

=
�f(~�(~�))

��r(~�
0
)
: (67)
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By using Eqs.(65)ofI,weget

D̂
(!)

(a)(b)r
(�;~�) f�

(!)r

(b)(c)
(~�;~�1;�);

3 ~M (g)(�;~�2)g =

= ��(a)(d)(b)f
3
!s(d)(�;~�);

3 ~M (g)(�;~�2)g�
(!)s

(b)(c)
(~�;~�1;�);

D̂
(!)

(a)(b)r
(�;~�) f�

(!)r

(b)(c)
(~�;~�1;�);

3~�u(�;~�2)g=

= ��(a)(d)(f)f
3
!s(d)(�;~�);

3~�u(�;~�2)g�
(!)s

(f)(c)
(~�;~�1;�): (68)

Then Eqs.(65)ofI,(32)and (40)im ply thefollowing transform ation propertiesunderrota-

tionsand spacepseudodi�eom orphism softheGreen function oftheSO(3)covariantdiver-

gence(which wedo notknow how to verify explicitly dueto thepath-ordering contained in

it)

f�
(!)r

(a)(b)
(~�;~�1;�);

3 ~M (g)(�;~�2)g =
@

@�s2

h

�
(!)r

(a)(e)
(~�;~�2;�)�(e)(g)(f)�

(!)s

(f)(b)
(~�2;~�1;�)

i

+

+ �
(!)r

(a)(e)
(~�;~�2)

3
!s(e)(�;~�2)�

(!)s

(g)(b)
(~�2;~�1;�)�

� �
(!)r

(a)(g)
(~�;~�2;�)

3
!s(f)(�;~�2)�

(!)s

(f)(b)
(~�2;~�1;�);

f�
(!)r

(a)(b)
(~�;~�1;�);

3~� u(�;~�2)g=

=

Z

d
3
�3�

(!)r

(a)(e)
(~�;~�3;�)�(e)(d)(f)f

3
!s(d)(�;~�3);

3~� u(�;~�2)g�
(!)s

(f)(b)
(~�3;~�1;�):

(69)

Collecting allpreviousresults,weobtain thefollowing form fortheDiracHam iltonian

Ĥ (D )A D M =

Z

d
3
�
h

nĤ � n(a)
3
e(a)r

3~� r +

+ �n ~�
n + �

~n
(a)~�

~n
(a)+ �

~’

(a)
~�
~’

(a)
+ �̂(a)

3 ~M (a)

i

(�;~�)+

+ �A(�)~�
A(�)+ �A B (�)~�

A B (�)=

=

Z

d
3
�
h

nĤ � n(a)
3
e
r
(a)

@�s

@�r
~�
~�
s + �n~�

n +

+ �
~n
(a)~�

~n
(a)+ �

~’

(a)
~�
~’

(a)
+ (̂�(b)B (b)(a)(�(e))+

+ n(b)
3
e
r
(b)

@�(a)

@�r
)~�~�(a)

i

(�;~�)+ �A(�)~�
A(�)+ �A B (�)~�

A B (�)=

=

Z

d
3
�
h

nĤ � n(a)
3
e
r
(a)

@�s

@�r
~�
~�
s +

+ �n~�
n + �

~n
(a)~�

~n
(a)+ �

~’

(a)
~�
~’

(a)
+ ~�(a)~�

~�
(a)

i

(�;~�)+

+ �A(�)~�
A(�)+ �A B (�)~�

A B (�); (70)

where ~�(a) arenew Diracm ultipliers.

The phase space action,which usually isincorrectly written withoutthe prim ary con-

straints,is
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�S =

Z

d�d
3
�
h
3~�r(a)@�

3
e(a)r � nĤ + n(a)H (a)�

� �n~�
n � �

~n
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~n
(a)� �

~’
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~�
~’

(a)
� �(a)

3 ~M (a)
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(�;~�)�

� �A(�)~�
A(�)� �A B (�)~�

A B (�)=

=

Z

d�d
3
�
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3~�r(a)@�

3
e(a)r � nĤ + n(a)

3
e
r
(a)

3~� r �

� �n~�
n � �

~n
(a)~�

~n
(a)� �

~’

(a)
~�
~’

(a)
� �̂(a)

3 ~M (a)

i

(�;~�)�

� �A(�)~�
A(�)� �A B (�)~�

A B (�)=

=

Z

d�d
3
�[3~�r(a)@�

3
e(a)r � nĤ + n(a)

3
e
r
(a)

@�s

@�r
~�
~�
s �

� �n~�
n � �

~n
(a)~�

~n
(a)� �

~’

(a)
~�
~’

(a)
� ~�(a)~�

~�
(a)](�;~�)�

� �A(�)~�
A(�)� �A B (�)~�

A B (�): (71)

In conclusion the 18-dim ensionalphase space spanned by 3e(a)r and
3~�r

(a)
has a global

[since �� � R 3]canonicalbasis, in which 12 variables are �(a), ~�
~�
(a)

� 0, �r, ~�
~�
r � 0.

The rem aining 6 variables, hidden in the reduced quantities 3ê(a)r,
3~̂�

r

(a), are 3 pairs of

conjugateDirac’sobservableswith respectto thegaugetransform ationsin �GR ,nam ely they

areinvariantunderAbelianized rotationsand spacepseudodi�eom orphism s[and,therefore,

weakly invariant under the originalrotations and space di�eom orphism s]connected with

theidentity and obtainableasa succession ofin�nitesim algaugetransform ations.However,

since space pseudodi�eom orphism s connect di�erent charts in the atlas of� � and since

�r(�;~�)= �r m eansto chooseasorigin ofspacepseudodi�eom orphism san arbitrary chart,

the functionalform ofthe Dirac’s observables willdepend on the chart chosen as origin.

Thiswillre
ectitselfin the freedom ofhow to param etrize the reduced cotriad 3ê(a)r(�;~�)

in term sofonly 3 independentfunctions: in each chart‘c’they willbe denoted Q (c)
r (�;~�)

and,if‘c+dc’isanew chartconnected to‘c’byan in�nitesim alspacepseudodi�eom orphism

ofparam eters~�(�;~�),then wewillhaveQ(c+ dc)r (�;~�)=
@�s(�;~�)

@�r
Q (c)
s (�;~�(�;~�)).

The realinvariants under pseudodi�eom orphism s ofa Riem annian 3-m anifold (� �;
3g)

[for which no explicit basis is known], can be expressed in every chart ‘c’as function-

als of the 3 independent functions Q (c)
r (�;~�). Therefore, these 3 functions give a local

(chart-dependent)coordinatizationofthespaceof3-geom etries(superspaceorm odulispace)

Riem ��=D iff�� [32,42].

By using Eqs.(58)and (61)in theHam iltonian expressionsofthe4-tensorsofAppendix

B ofI,we can get the m ost im portant 4-tensors on the pseudo-Riem annian 4-m anifold

(M 4;4g) expressed in term s of ~�A, ~�
A � 0, ~�A B , ~�

A B � 0,n, ~�n � 0,n(a), ~�
~n
(a)

� 0,

�(a),~�
~�
(a)

� 0,�r,~�
~�
r � 0,and ofthe (non canonically conjugate)Dirac’sobservableswith

respectto theaction of �GR ,i.e.3ê(a)r,
3~̂�

r

(a).Ifwecould extractfrom
3ê(a)r,

3~̂�
r

(a),theDirac

observables with respect to the gauge transform ationsgenerated by the superham iltonian

constraint Ĥ (�;~�) � 0,then we could express all4-tensors in term s ofthese �nalDirac

observables(theindependentCauchy data oftetrad gravity),ofthegaugevariablesn,n(a),

�(a),�
r and ofthegaugevariableassociated with Ĥ (�;~�)� 0 (seeSection V),when allthe

constraintsaresatis�ed.Therefore,wewould getnotonly a chart-dependentexpression of

the4-m etrics4g 2 Riem M 4,butalso ofthe4-geom etriesin Riem M 4=D iffM 4.
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In the next Section we shallstudy the sim plest charts ofthe atlas of��,nam ely the

3-orthogonalones.SeeAppendix A form oreinform ation aboutspecialcoordinatecharts.
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IV .T H E Q U A SI-SH A N M U G A D H A SA N C A N O N IC A L T R A N SFO R M AT IO N IN

3-O RT H O G O N A L C O O R D IN AT ES.

The quasi-Shanm ugadhasan canonical transform ation [50] [\quasi-" because we are

not including the superham iltonian constraint Ĥ (�;~�) � 0] Abelianizing the rota-

tion and pseudodi�eom orphism constraints 3 ~M (a)(�;~�) � 0,3~� r(�;~�) � 0, will send

the canonical basis 3e(a)r(�;~�),
3~�r

(a)
(�;~�), of T�Ce in a new basis whose conjugate

pairs are
�

�(a)(�;~�);~�
~�
(a)
(�;~�) � 0

�

,
�

�r(�;~�);~�
~�
r(�;~�) � 0) for the gauge sector and

�

Q r(�;~�);~�
r(�;~�)

�

forthesectorofDiracobservables.

Therefore, we m ust param etrize the Dirac observables 3ê(a)r(�;~�) in term s of three

functions Q r(�;~�),
3ê(a)r(�;~�) =

3ê(a)r[Q s(�;~�)],and then �nd how the Dirac observables
3~̂�

r

(a)(�;~�)areexpressible in term sofQr(�;~�),
~� r(�;~�),~�

~�
r(�;~�),~�

~�
(a)
(�;~�)[they cannotde-

pend on �(a)(�;~�),�r(�;~�),because they are Dirac observables]. Since from Eqs.(58) we

get

3
grs(�;~�)=

3
e(a)r(�;~�)

3
e(a)s(�;~�)=

3�e(a)r(�;~�)
3�e(a)s(�;~�)=

=
@�u(�;~�)

@�r

@�v(�;~�)

@�s
3
ê(a)u[Q w(�;~�(�;~�))]

3
ê(a)v[Q w(�;~�(�;~�))]=

=
@�u(�;~�)

@�r

@�v(�;~�)

@�s
3
ĝuv[Q w(�;~�(�;~�))]; (72)

thenew m etric 3ĝuv(�;~�)m ustdepend only on thefunctionsQw(�;~�).Thisshowsthatthe

param etrization of3ê(a)r(�;~�)willdepend on thechosen system ofcoordinates,which willbe

declared the origin ~�(�;~�)= ~� ofpseudodi�eom orphism sfrom the given chart. Therefore,

each Diracobservable3-m etric 3ĝuv isan elem entofDeW ittsuperspace[41]forRiem annian

3-m anifolds:itde�nesa 3-geom etry on � �.

Thesim plestglobalsystem ofcoordinateson �� � R 3,whereto learn how to construct

thequasi-Shanm ugadhasan canonicaltransform ation,isthe3-orthogonalone,in which 3ĝuv

isdiagonal.In itwehavetheparam etrization

3
ê(a)r(�;~�)= �(a)rQ r(�;~�) )

3
ê
r
(a)(�;~�)=

�r
(a)

Q r(�;~�)
;

) 3
ĝrs(�;~�)= �rsQ

2

r(�;~�);

) ds
2 = �

�

[N (as)+ n]2 �

� [N (as)r + nr]
X

u

@�r(~�)

@�u

1

Q 2
u(
~�)

@�s(~�)

@�u
[N (as)s + ns]

�

(d�)2 �

� 2�[N(as)r + nr]d�d�
r � �

X

u

@�u

@�r
Q
2

u(
~�)
@�u

@�s
d�

r
d�

s
; (73)

with Q r(�;~�) = 1+ hr(�;~�) > 0 to avoid singularities. The 3 functions Q2r(�;~�) give a

localparam etrization ofsuperspace;thepresence ofsingularitiesin superspace dependson

the boundary conditions forQ r(�;~�),i.e. on the possible existence ofstability subgroups

(isom etries) ofthe group �G ofgauge transform ations,which we assum e to be absent ifa

suitableweighted Sobolev spaceischosen forcotriads.
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Let us rem ark that ifwe change the param etrization of 3ê(a)r, giving it as a di�er-

ent function of3 �Q r,this am ounts to a canonicaltransform ation Q r;~�
r 7! �Q r;

�~�
r

with

�(a)rQ r =
3ê(a)r[�Q s]togetherwith a rede�nition oftheorigin ofspacepseudodi�eom orphism

[thenew globalchartisthe new origin de�ned as ~�
0

(�;~�)= ~� with~�
0

thatfunctionalof~�

dictated by thepseudodi�eom orphism connecting thetwo globalcharts;however,~�
0

can be

renam ed ~� being a canonicalvariable ofourbasis]. In the quasi-Shanm ugadhasan canoni-

caltransform ation we willstudy in thisSection,thiswillbe re
ected in the change ofthe

expression giving 3~�r
(a)

in term softhe new variables. The choice ofthe param etrization of
3ê(a)r isequivalentto thecoordinateconditionsofRefs.[51,4].

See Eqs.(A5)ofAppendix A fora param etrization ofthe cotriads 3ê(a)r corresponding

to norm alcoordinatesaround thepointf�;~� = 0g2 ��.

Since the rotation constraints 3 ~M (a) = �(a)(b)(c)
3e(b)r

3~�r
(c)

= 1

2
�(a)(b)(c)

3 ~M (b)(c) m ay be

written as 3 ~M (a)(b) =
3e(a)r

3~�r
(b)
� 3e(b)r

3~�r
(a)

= �(a)(b)(c)
3 ~M (c) = �(a)(b)(c)~�

~�
(d)
B (d)(c)(�(e))due

to Eqs.(39),wem ay extractthedependence of3~�r
(a)
(�;~�)from ~�~�

(a)
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3~�r(a) =
3
e
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(b)

3
e(b)s

3~�s(a) =
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3~�s(b)

�
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2
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(b)

�
3
e(b)s

3~�s(a)�
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=
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e
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(b)

�
3
e(b)s

3~�s(a)+
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e(a)s
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(d)B (d)(c)(�(e))
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= ;
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1

2

3
e
r
(b)

h

Z(a)(b)� �(a)(b)(c)~�
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(d)B (d)(c)(�(e))

i

Z(a)(b) = Z(b)(a) =
3
e(a)s

3~�s(b)+
3
e(b)s

3~�s(a) = Z(a)(b)[�(e);�
r
;~�

~�
r;Q r;

~� r]: (74)

To extractthedependence of3~�r
(a)
(�;~�)on ~�

~�
r(�;~�),letusrecallEqs.(62)ofI,(39)and

(52)

Ĥ (a)(�;~�)= D̂
(!)

(a)(b)r
(�;~�)3~�r(b)(�;~�)=

= � 3
e
r
(a)(�;~�)

h
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i

(�;~�); (75)

and Eqs.(39)
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(a)
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d
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(!)r

(a)(b)
(~�;~�1;�)Ĥ (b)(�;~�1): (76)

Then wehave
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[we could replace �(a)(�;~�) with �(a)(�;~�(�;~�)), since the angles are scalar �elds under

pseudodi�eom orphim s].
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From Eqs.(30) and (31) and from Eq.(5.32) ofthe second paper in Ref.[2],we have
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Therefore the cotriad and itsm om entum have the following expression in term softhe
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and from Eqs.(57)and (83)ofIweget

43



3
K rs =

X

u

�QrQ sQ u

4kQ 1Q 2Q 3

3
G o(a)(b)(c)(d)�(a)r�(b)s�(c)u

3~�u(d);

3
K = �

�

2kQ 1Q 2Q 3

3~�= �
�

4kQ 1Q 2Q 3

X

r

�(a)rQ r
3~�r(a);

2~� rs = �kQ1Q 2Q 3(
3
K

rs � Q
2

r�
rs 3

K )=
1

4

h�r
(a)

3~�s
(a)

Q r

+
�s
(a)

3~�r
(a)

Q s

i

: (92)

DuetothepresenceoftheGreen function itisnotpossibletorewritethe�nalexpression

of3~�r
(a)

in theform ofEq.(61)and to �nd explicitly thefunctions 3~̂�
r

(a)(�;~�).

However,thefunctions3�urs,
3R rsuv,

3!r(a),
3
rs(a) and ,by using Eqs.(57)ofI,

3K rs [and

also the m etric ADM m om entum 3~� rs ofEq.(82) ofI and the W eyl-Schouten 3Crsu and

Cotton-York 3H rs tensorsde�ned afterEq.(9)ofI]m ay now beexpressed in term sof�(a),

~�~�
(a)
,�r,~�

~�
r,Q r,~�

r,and then Eqs.(38),(39),(40),(43),(46),(47),(A1),(A4),(A5),(A6)of

I,allow to reconstructthefunctions 4gA B ,
4E (�)

� ,4���
,
4R ����,

4!�(�)(�),
4
��(�)(�),

4C����,

in term softhe canonicalbasis ~�A,~�
A � 0,~�A B ,~�

A B � 0,n,~�n � 0,n(a),~�
~n
(a)

� 0,’(a),

~�
~’

(a)
� 0,�(a),~�

~�
(a)

� 0,�r,~�
~�
r � 0,Q r, ~�

r. In the new basis only the superham iltonian

constraint ofEq.(61) ofIis left. Instead the inverse canonicaltransform ation cannot be

com puted explicitly tillwhen onedoesnotunderstand how to solveEqs.(64).
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V .A N EW C A N O N IC A L B A SIS A N D T H E SU P ER H A M ILT O N IA N

C O N ST R A IN T .

Letusstudy thereduced phasespacespanned by thecanonicalcoordinates~�A,~�
A � 0,

~�A B ,~�
A B � 0,n,~�n � 0,n(a),~�

~n
(a)

� 0,’(a),~�
~’

(a)
� 0 (forthe spacetim e description),and

Q r,~�
r (forthesuperspaceof3-geom etries)obtained by adding thegauge-�xing constraints

�(a)(�;~�) � 0,�r(�;~�) � �r and by going to Dirac brackets. This m eans to restrict the

Cauchy data ofcotriadson �� by elim inating thegaugedegreesoffreedom ofrotationsand

space pseudodi�eom orphism s and by restricting ourselves to 3-orthogonalcoordinates on

��.
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: (93)

Since the variables�(a)(�;~�),�
r(�;~�),are notknown asexplicit functionsofthe cotriads,

these Dirac bracketscan be used only im plicitly. Asitwillbe shown in Ref.[6],we m ust

have�(a)(�;~�) ! O (r�(1+ �))and �r(�;~�) ! �r + O (r��)forr ! 1 to preserve Eqs.(6).

W e have seen in Section IIIthatthe di�erentialgeom etric description forrotationsal-

ready showed thatthe restriction to the identity cross section �(a)(�;~�) = 0 im plied also

@r�(a)(�;~�) = 0;we also have A(a)(b)(�(e)(�;~�))j�= 0 = 0. W hen we add the gauge-�xings

�(a)(�;~�)� 0,thederivativesofallordersof�(a)(�;~�)weakly vanish at�(a)(�;~�)= 0.Sim -

ilarly,it can be shown that,ifwe have the pseudodi�eom orphism ~�(�;~�) = ~� + ~̂�(�;~�)

so that for ~�(�;~�) ! ~� we have~̂�(�;~�) ! �~�(�;~�), then the quantities3e(a)r(�;~�),
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3e(a)s(�;~�),

3!r(a)(�;~�),
3
rs(a)(�;~�),becom e functions only ofQr(�;~�) for~�(�;~�) ! ~�

and �(a)(�;~�)! 0 only ifwehavethefollowing behaviouroftheparam eters�r(�;~�)
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Theseconditionsshould besatis�ed by theparam etersofpseudodi�eom orphism snearly the

identity,i.e. near the chart chosen asreference chart (the 3-orthogonalone in this case).

W ith thegauge-�xings�r(�;~�)� ~� allthesepropertiesaresatis�ed.

By using the Dirac Ham iltonian (70)[Ĥ (D )A M =
R
d3�[nĤ � ~nr~�
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so thatwe getthe three new constraintsn(a)(�;~�)� 0 im plying the vanishing ofthe part

ofthe shift vector associated with propergauge transform ations[and N (a) = N (as)(a),see

Eq.(4)].Then we have @�n(a)
�
= �~n

(a)
� 0.Now n(a)(�;~�)� 0 im pliesnr(�;~�)� 0 and,from
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would add theextra gauge-�xingsN (as)r � 0,thiswould bethede�nition of\synchronous"

coordinates in M 4,whose problem is the tendency to develop coordinate singularities in

shorttim es[52,53][seeRef.[54]fortheproblem softhe�xation ofN and N r in ADM m etric

gravity (coordinate conditions to rebuild spacetim e) and forthe origin ofthe coordinates

used in num ericalgravity (see Ref.[55]for a recent review ofit)]; these problem s will

be studied in Ref.[6]. Since,as already said,a change ofcoordinate chart with a space

pseudodi�eom orphism im plies the rede�nition ofthe functions ~�(�;~�),we should explore

system atically the e�ect ofother gauge-�xings ofthe type ~�(�;~�) = ~f(�;~�) for arbitrary

vector functions ~f [so that @�(�
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AtthelevelofDiracbracketstheconstraints Ĥ (a) � 0 (or3~� r � 0)and 3 ~M (a) � 0 [and

also the derived ADM constraints 3~� rs
js � 0 asshown in Section V ofI]hold strongly,so
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3ê(a)r

3~̂�
r

(b)�
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3ê(a)r
3~̂�

s

(a))� 0;

or @s
3 ~̂�

rs

+ 3�̂rsu
3 ~̂�

su

� 0:

46



Therefore,theADM m om entum 3 ~̂�
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isstrongly transverse,3 ~̂�
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t ,and,according

to the result (C4)ofAppendix C,can be written as 3 ~̂�
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The expressions for 3
rs(a),
3R rsuv,

3R rs,
3R,willbe given in Appendix D after a �nal

canonicaltransform ation.
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Thedeterm ination ofthegravitom agneticpotentialW r(�;~�),seeAppendixC,bysolvingthe

ellipticequationsassociated with thesuperm om entum constraintsin theconform alapproach

to m etricgravity,hasbeen replaced hereby thedeterm ination ofthekernelK r
(a)s

(~�;~�
0

;�jQ]

connecting theold m om enta 3~̂�
r

(a)(�;~�)to thenew canonicalones~� r(�;~�).

The reduced superham iltonian constraint becom es [in the last line Eq(7) is used;k =

c3=16�G with G theNewton constant]
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Theconstraintisno m orean algebraicrelation am ong the�nalvariables,butratheran

integrodi�erentialequation foroneofthem .

Letusnow considera new canonicaltransform ation from thebasisQ u(�;~�),~�
u(�;~�)to

a new basisqu(�;~�),�u(�;~�)de�ned in thefollowing way

qu(�;~�)= lnQu(�;~�);

�u(�;~�)= Qu(�;~�)~�
u(�;~�);

fqu(�;~�);�v(�;~�
0

)g= �uv�
3(~�;~�

0

);

Q u(�;~�)= e
qu(�;~�); ~� u(�;~�)= e

�q u(�;~�)�u(�;~�): (99)

Itisconvenientto m ake one m ore canonicaltransform ation,like forthe determ ination

ofthecenterofm assofa particlesystem [5],to thefollowing new set
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where
�au arenum ericalconstantssatisfying [5]
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: (101)

In term softhesevariableswehave
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ê
2 = e

6q
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: (102)

Them om enta 3~̂�
r

(a) and
3 ~̂�

rs

and them ean extrinsiccurvature3K̂ arelinearfunctionsofthe

new m om enta � and r�c,butwith a coordinate-dependent integralkernel. The variables�

and r�a replace
3K̂ and 3K̂ rs

TT [or 3 ~̂� and 3 ~̂�
rs

TT ]oftheconform alapproach respectively (see

Appendix C)afterthe solution ofthe superm om entum constraints(i.e. afterthe determ i-

nation ofthegravitom agnetic potential)in the3-orthogonalgauge.Itwould beim portant

to �nd theexpression of� and r�a in term sof
3ĝrs and

3K̂ rs [or3 ~̂�
rs

].

In term softhevariablesq;r�a,wehavethefollowing results
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See Appendix D for the expression ofother 3-tensors and Appendix E for the corre-

sponding expression of4-tensors.

Since the propergauge transform ationsgo to the identity atspatialin�nity,Eqs.(99),

(100),(96),(95)and (6)im ply thefollowing boundary conditions

3
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By using Appendix D,we�nd that 3R̂ rsuv(�;~�)and
3
̂rs(a)(�;~�)go asO (r

�3 )forr ! 1 .
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In the interm ediate linesthe integralequation iswritten in com pactform .The lastline is

equalto �ke3q 3R̂[q;r�a].

Theconform alfactorq(�;~�)ofthe3-m etrichasbeen interpreted asan \intrinsicinternal

tim e" [it is not a scalar and is proportionalto M isner’s tim e [52]for asym ptotically 
at

spacetim es (see Appendix C):
 = � 1

3
ln
p

̂: q = � 1

2

],to be contrasted with York’s

\extrinsic internaltim e" T = � 4

3
�k3K = 2

3
p



3~� [see Ref.[56]fora review ofthe known

resultswith York’sextrinsicinternaltim e,Ref.[57]forYork cosm ictim eversuspropertim e

and Refs.[58,59]form oregeneralreviewsabouttheproblem oftim ein generalrelativity].

Let us also rem ark that ifwe would have added only the gauge-�xing �(a)(�;~�) � 0

[so thatthe associated Dirac brackets would coincide with the ADM Poisson brackets for

m etric gravity asalready said],the fourvariables~�(�;~�),q(�;~�)[with conjugate m om enta

~�
~�
r(�;~�)� 0,�(�;~�)]would correspond to thevariablesused in Ref.[58]to labelthepoints

ofthe spacetim e M 4 (assum ed com pact),following the suggestion ofRef.[60],ifq(�;~�)is

interpreted asatim evariable.However,theexam pleofthefoliation ofM inkowskispacetim e

with rectangularcoordinatesby m eans ofspacelike hyperplanes,shows thatboth internal
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intrinsic[q(�;~�)]and extrinsic[3K (�;~�)]tim escannotbeused astim elabelsto identify the

leaves: i) 3K = 0 on every leaf;ii) q = 0 on every leaf. Therefore,we shallnot accept

q(�;~�)asa tim e variableforM 4:theproblem oftim e in the Ham iltonian form ulation will

be discussed in Ref.[6](see also Section VI).A related problem isthe validity ofthe \full

sandwich conjecture" [60,61][given two nearby 3-m etricson Cauchy surfaces��1 and ��2,

thereisauniquespacetim eM 4,satisfyingEinstein’sequations,with these3-m etricson those

Cauchy surfaces]and ofthe \thin sandwich conjecture" [given 3g and @�
3g on ��,there is

a uniquespacetim eM 4 with theseinitialdata satisfying Einstein’sequations]:seeRef.[62]

forthenon validity ofthe\full" caseand fortherestricted validity (and itsconnection with

constrainttheory)ofthe\thin" case.

See Appendix C for som e notions on m ean extrinsic curvature slices, for the TT-

decom position,for m ore com m ents about internalintrinsic and extrinsic tim es and for a

review ofthe Lichnerowicz-York conform alapproach to the reduction ofm etric gravity.In

thisapproach the superham iltonian constraint(nam ely the elliptic Lichnerowicz equation)

is solved in the variable �(�;~�) = e
1

2
q(�;~�),nam ely in the conform alfactor q(�;~�) rather

than in itsconjugate m om entum �(�;~�). In the conform alapproach one usesYork’svari-

ables [63],because m ost ofthe work on the Cauchy problem for Einstein’s equations in

m etricgravity [seethereviews[64,56]with theirrich bibliography and Ref.[65],whereitis

shown (see the end ofAppendix C and Eq.(C7)forthe notations)thatifone extractsthe

transversetracelesspart3~� rs
TT of3~� rs

A ,onem ay de�nea localcanonicalbasiswith variables

T ,PT ,
3�rs,

3~� rs
TT]isdone by using spacelike hypersurfaces � ofconstantm ean extrinsic

curvaturein thecom pactcase [seeRefs.[64,66,67]]and with them axim alslicing condition

T (�;~�) = 0 (it m ay be extended to non constant T ) in the asym ptotically free case [see

also Ref.[68]for recent work in the com pact case with non constant T and Ref.[69]for

solutionsofEinstein’s equationsin presence ofm atterwhich do notadm itconstantm ean

extrinsic curvature slices]. Let us rem ark that in M inkowskispacetim e 3K (�;~�) = 0 are

the hyperplanes,while 3K (�;~�)= const:are the m asshyperboloids,corresponding to the

instantand pointform ofthe dynam icsaccording to Dirac [70]respectively [see Refs.[71]

forothertypesoffoliations].

Instead in Ref.[56]in thecaseofcom pactspacetim esthesuperham iltonian constraintis

interpreted asa\tim e-dependentHam iltonian"forgeneralrelativity in theintrinsicinternal

tim eq .

W e shallsee in Ref.[6],thatin asym ptotically 
at(atspatialin�nity) spacetim es the

canonically reduced superham iltonian constraint Ĥ R (�;~�)� 0 in 3-orthogonalcoordinates

becom es an integrodi�erentialequation,the reduced Lichnerowicz equation,for the con-

form alfactor �(�;~�) = e
1

2
q(�;~�) [since it now contains the solution of the superm om en-

tum constraints]as a functionalofthe canonicalvariables r�a(�;~�),��a(�;~�),and ofthe

lastgauge variable: the m om entum �(�;~�)conjugate to the conform alfactor. The evolu-

tion in � (the tim e param eter labelling the leaves �� ofthe foliation associated with the

3+1 splitting ofM 4) willbe shown to be generated by the ADM energy. The solution

� = eq=2 � eF [r�a;��a;�]ofthe reduced Lichnerowicz equation determ inesan equivalence class

ofconform al3-geom etriesparam etrized by the gauge variable �(�;~�)[conform algauge or-

bit]; the naturalrepresentative ofan equivalence class is obtained with the gauge-�xing

�(�;~�)� 0:3grs = e4F [r�a;��a;0]3ĝdiagrs [r�a;��a].

The functionsr�a(�;~�),�a = 1;2,are a param etrization ofthe space of3-geom etriesand
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ofthe physicaldegrees offreedom ofthe gravitational�eld: it turns out that a point (a

3-geom etry)in thisspace,i.e.a 3ĝdiagrs [itissim ultaneously theYork [63]reduced m etricand

the M isner’s one [52]in 3-orthogonalcoordinates;see the end ofSection VI],isa class of

conform ally related 3-m etrics[conform algaugeorbit].Thisreduced spaceisthequotientof

superspace overthegroup W eyl��,ifby varying � thesolution � = eq=2 � eF [r�a;��a;�]spans

alltheW eylrescalings.

W hen we add the gauge-�xing �(�;~�) � 0 to the superham iltonian constraint and go

to Dirac bracketselim inating the conjugatevariablesq(�;~�),�(�;~�),the functionsr�a(�;~�)

and ��a(�;~�)becom ethephysicalcanonicalvariablesforthegravitational�eld;thisdoesnot

happenswith the gauge-�xing 3K (�;~�)� 0(orconst:). The ADM energy,which depends

only on r�a,��a,in thisgauge,istheHam iltonian generating the �-evolution ofthephysical

(non covariant) gravitational�eld [this corresponds to the two dynam icalequations con-

tained in the10 Einstein equationsin thisgauge].In Ref.[6]therewillbea m orecom plete

discussion ofthesepoints.

Sincetherearestatem ents[see[93]and Ref.[83]forarecentreview with arich bibliogra-

phy]on theexistenceand unicity ofsolutionsofthe5equationsofADM m etricgravity (the

Lichnerowicz equation od superham iltonian constraint,the 3 superm om entum constraints

and the gauge �xing (m axim alslicing condition) 3K (�;~�)= 0)and since ourapproach to

tetrad gravity containsm etric gravity,itisreasonable thatthisdem onstration can be ex-

tended to the reduced Lichnerowicz equation [obtained by putting into ita solution ofthe

superm om entum constraintspossibleonly in tetrad gravity sinceitusestheGreen function

(42)]with thegauge�xing 3K (�;~�)= 0 replaced with �(�;~�)= 0.

Let us rem ark that M inkowski spacetim e in Cartesian coordinates is a solution of

Einstein equations, which in the 3-orthogonal gauge corresponds to q = � = r�a =

��a = 0 [� = 1] and n = N (as)r = 0, N (as) = � [for q = � = r�a = 0 Eq.(89)

im plies 3~̂�
r

(a) proportional to ��a; the condition �� = R 3 im plies 3K rs = 0 and then

��a = 0]. Therefore, it is consistent with Einstein equations to add by hand the two

pairs of second class constraints r�a(�;~�) � 0, ��a(�;~�) � 0, to the Dirac Ham iltonian

with arbitrary m ultipliers, H (D )A D M ;R =
R
d3�[n Ĥ R + �n~�

n +
P

�a(��ar�a + ��a��a)](�;~�)+

�A(�)~�
A(�)+ �A B (�)~�

A B (�). The tim e constancy of these second class constraints de-

term ines the m ultipliers [@�r�a(�;~�)
�
= ��a(�;~�)+

R
d3�1n(�;~�1)fr�a(�;~�);Ĥ R(�;~�1)g

� � 0,

@���a(�;~�)
�
= � ��a(�;~�)+

R
d3�1n(�;~�1)f��a(�;~�);Ĥ R (�;~�1)g

� � 0]. By going to new Dirac

brackets,we rem ain with the only conjugate pair q(�;~�),�(�;~�),constrained by the �rst

class constraint Ĥ R (�;~�)jr�a= ��a= 0 � 0. In this way we get the description ofa fam ily of

gauge equivalent spacetim es M 4 without gravitational�eld (see Ref.[6]),which could be

called a \void spacetim e",with 3-orthogonalcoordinatesfor��. They turn outto be \3-

conform ally 
at" because 3ĝrs = eq�rs.Now,the lastofEqs.(100)[with r�a = ��a = 0]isan

integralequation to get� in term sof3 ~̂� [or 3K̂ ]and q= 1

6
ln 3ĝ.

Ifwe add the extra gauge-�xing �(�;~�)� 0,we getthe 3-Euclidean m etric �rs on ��,

sincethesuperham iltonian constrainthasq(�;~�)� 0asasolution in absenceofm atter.The

tim e constancy of�(�;~�)� 0 im pliesn(�;~�)� 0. Indeed,forthe reduction to M inkowski

spacetim e,besides the solution q(�;~�) � 0 ofthe superham iltonian constraint [vanishing

ofthe so called internalintrinsic (m any-�ngered)tim e[72]],we also need thegauge-�xings

N (as)(�;~�) � �,N(as)r(�;~�) � 0. M any m em bers ofthe equivalence class ofvoid space-

tim es represent 
at M inkowskispacetim es in the m ost arbitrary coordinates com patible
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with Einstein theory with the associated inertiale�ectsasin Newtonian gravity in nonin-

ertialGalilean fram es;however,m any m em bersofthe equivalence classhave nonvanishing

4-curvature[a gaugee�ectgenerated by thesuperham iltonian constraint].Void spacetim es

can becharacterized by addingtotheADM action theCotton-York3-conform altensorwith

Lagrangem ultiplier[seeAppendix D and Eq.(D2)],butthiswillbestudied elsewhere.

Seethefuturepapers[6,30]fortheuseofthisreduced sym plecticstructureforasolution

ofthedeparam etrization problem in generalrelativity in presenceofm atter.
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V I.C O N C LU SIO N S A N D IN T ER P R ETAT IO N A L P R O B LEM S:D IR A C ’S

O B SERVA B LES V ER SU S G EN ER A L C O VA R IA N C E A N D B ER G M A N N ’S

SPA C ET IM E C O O R D IN AT ES.

In thissecond paperdealing with a new form ulation oftetrad gravity on globally hyper-

bolic,asym ptotically 
at at spatialin�nity,spacetim es with Cauchy 3-surfaces � � di�eo-

m orphictoR 3 (sothatthey adm itglobalcoordinatesystem s),weanalyzed theHam iltonian

group ofgauge transform ations whose generators are the 14 �rst class constraints ofthe

m odel. After introducing a new param etrization ofthe lapse and shift functions,suited

forspacetim es asym ptotically 
atatspatialin�nity,we studied in detailthe subgroup of

gaugetransform ationsassociated with rotationsand pseudodi�eom orphism softhecotriads,

nam ely the autom orphism group ofthe cofram e SO(3) principalbundle. W e pointed out

thenecessity ofusing weighted Sobolev spacesto avoid thepresence ofstability subgroups

ofgaugetransform ationsgenerating theconeoverconestructureofsingularitieson thecon-

straintm anifold and creating an obstruction to the canonicalreduction [Gribov am biguity

ofthe spin connection and isom etriesofthe 3-m etric]. Thisdescription willbe valid,in a

variationalsense,fora �nite interval4 �,afterwhich conjugate pointsforthe 3-geom etry

of�� and/or4-dim ensionalsingularitieswilldevelop dueto Einstein equations.

Then wede�ned and solved them ultitem poralequationsforcotriadsand theirconjugate

m om entaon �� associated with rotationsand spatialpseudodi�eom orphism s.Thisrequired

a proposalforthe param etrization ofthe group m anifold ofthese gauge transform ations.

Also the corresponding six �rst class constraints have been solved and Abelianized. The

�naloutcom e was the explicit dependence of cotriads and their m om enta on the three

rotation anglesand on thethreepseudodi�eom orphism sparam eters.TheDiracobservables

with respectto these gauge transform ationsare reduced cotriadsdepending only on three

arbitrary functions[the reduced m om enta also depend on the m om enta conjugate to these

functions]. W e have shown that the choice ofthe coordinate system on �� is equivalent

to the choice ofhow to param etrize the reduced cotriads in term s ofthe three arbitrary

functions,and thisalso givesa param etrization ofthesuperspaceof3-geom etries.

By choosing a param etrization corresponding to global3-orthogonalcoordinatesystem s

on �� � R 3,we were able to perform a globalquasi-Shanm ugadhasan canonicaltransfor-

m ation to a canonicalbasis in which 13 �rst class constraints are Abelianized. Next we

de�ned theDiracbracketscorresponding to the3-orthogonalgauge(choiceof3-orthogonal

coordinates and ofthe origin ofangles),we m ade a further canonicaltransform ation to

m ore transparentcanonicalvariablesand reexpressed all3-and 4-tensorsin this�nalba-

sis. Besides lapse and shift functions,the �nalcon�guration variables for the superspace

of3-geom etriesaretheconform alfactorofthe3-m etric� = eq=2 and two functionsr�a (the

genuine degreesoffreedom ofthe gravitational�eld)param etrizing the diagonalelem ents

ofthe3-m etric.M oreover,therearethetwo m om enta ��a ofthegravitational�eld and the

m om entum � conjugate to the conform alfactorq. The m om entum �,containing a nonlo-

calinform ation on the extrinsic curvature of��,and not 3K (which depends non locally

upon �) is the last gauge variable oftetrad gravity. The only left�rst class constraint is

the reduced superham iltonian one,which becom es an integrodi�erentialequation for the

conform alfactor[in m etric gravity itwould correspond to the Lichnerowicz equation after

having putinto itthe solution ofthe superm om entum constraints]. A com parison ism ade
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with theconform alapproach ofLichnerowicz and York.

In futurepapers[6,30]therewillbethestudy ofthesuperham iltonian constraint,ofthe

asym ptotic Poincar�e charges,ofthe ADM energy asthe physicalHam iltonian (and ofthe

related problem oftim e),ofthe deparam etrization oftetrad gravity in presence ofm atter

(scalarparticles).In thisway,we willsee thatthe3-orthogonalgaugeistheequivalentof

theCoulom b gaugein classicalelectrodynam ics(liketheharm onicgaugeistheequivalentof

theLorentzgauge):thiswillallow to show explicitly theaction-at-a-distance(Newton-like

and gravitom agnetic)potentialsam ong particleshidden in tetrad gravity (liketheCoulom b

potentialishidden in theelectrom agneticgaugepotential).Spinningparticleswillbeneeded

to study precessionale�ectsfrom gravitom agnetism .Also a reform ulation ofthe canonical

reduction done in this paper in localnorm alcoordinates on �� willbe needed as a �rst

step towardsthe study ofnorm alcoordinatesin M 4,necessary to de�ne localnonrotating

inertialobservers.

Ourapproach breaksthegeneralcovarianceofgeneralrelativity com pletely by going to

thespecial3-orthogonalgauge.Butthisisdonein a way naturally associated with presym -

plectic theories (i.e. theories with �rst class constraints like allform ulations ofgeneral

relativity and thestandard m odelofelem entary particleswith orwithoutsupersym m etry):

theglobalShanm ugadhasan canonicaltransform ations(when theyexist;forinstancetheydo

notexistwhen thecon�guration spaceiscom pact)correspond to privileged Darboux charts

forpresym plectic m anifolds. Therefore,the gauges identi�ed by these canonicaltransfor-

m ations should have a special(tillnow unexplored) role also also in generally covariant

theories,in which traditionally one looks forobservables invariant under di�eom orphism s

(butno com plete basisisknown forthem in generalrelativity)and notfor(notgenerally

covariant) Dirac observables. W hile in electrom agnetism and in Yang-M ills theories the

physicalinterpretation ofDiracobservablesisclear,in generally covarianttheoriesthere is

a lotofinterpretationalproblem sand am biguities.

Therefore,let us �nish with som e considerations on interpretationalproblem s,whose

relevancehasbeen clearly pointed outin Ref.[73].

Firstofall,letusinterpretm etricandtetradgravityaccordingtoDirac-Bergm anntheory

ofconstraints(the presym plectic approach). Given a m athem aticalnoncom pact,topologi-

cally trivial,m anifold M 4 with a m axim alC 1 -atlasA,itsdi�eom orphism sin D iffM 4 are

interpreted in passivesense(pseudodi�eom orphim s):chosen a referenceatlas(contained in

A)ofM 4,each pseudodi�eom orphism identi�es anotherpossible atlascontained in A.At

thislevelwem akeno assum ption aboutthebehaviourofpseudodi�eom orphism satspatial

in�nity.Then weadd an arbitrary C 1 m etricstructureon M 4,weassum ethat(M 4;4g)is

globally hyperbolic and asym ptotically 
atatspatialin�nity and we arrive ata fam ily of

Lorentzian spacetim es(M 4;4g)overM 4.On (M 4;4g)oneusually de�nesthe standardsof

length and tim e,by using som e m aterialbodies,with the help ofm athem aticalstructures

likethelineelem entds2,tim elikegeodesics(trajectoriesoftestparticles)and nullgeodesics

(trajectoriesofphotons),withoutany referencetoEinstein’sequations;only theequivalence

principle (statem entabouttestparticlesin an externalgiven gravitational�eld)isused to

em phasize the relevance ofgeodesics. Let ~D iffM 4 be the extension ofD iffM 4 to the

space oftensorsoverM 4. Since the Hilbertaction ofm etric gravity isinvariantunderthe

com bined action ofD iffM 4 and ~D iffM 4,one says that the relevant object in gravity

is the set ofall4-geom etries over M 4 [(M 4;4g) m odulo D iffM 4]and that the relevant
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quantities(generally covariantobservables)associated with itare the invariantsunderdif-

feom orphism s like the curvature scalars. From the pointofview ofdynam ics,one has to

selectthose4-geom etrieswhoserepresentatives(M 4;4g)satisfy Einstein’sequations,which

areinvariantin form underdi�eom orphism s(generalcovariance).Onecan say thata\grav-

itational�eld" isa 4-geom etry,nam ely an equivalence classof4-m etricsm odulo D iffM 4,

and that an \Einstein gravitational�eld" (or Einstein 4-geom etry or equivalence class of

Einstein spacetim es)isa gravitational�eld which satis�esEinstein’sequations.

However,thefactthattheten Einstein equationsarenotahyperbolicsystem ofdi�eren-

tialequationsand cannotbeputin norm alform [thisisevidentifonestartswith theADM

action,because theADM Lagrangian issingular]isonly considered in connection with the

initialdata problem . Instead,the ADM action (needed asthe starting pointto de�ne the

canonicalform alism sinceithasawellposed variationalproblem )containstheextrainputof

a3+1splittingofM 4:thisallowstheidenti�cation ofthesurfaceterm containingthesecond

tim ederivativesofthe 4-m etricto bediscarded from theHilbertaction.Asa consequence

the ADM action is quasi-invariant under the pullback ofthe Ham iltonian group ofgauge

transform ationsgenerated by the�rstclassconstraints(asevery singularLagrangian)and

thisgroup isnotD iffM 4 plusitsextension ~D iffM 4,asitwillbe shown in Ref.[6]. In

particular,the ADM action isnotinvariantunderdi�eom orphism sin D iffM 4 skew with

respect to the foliation ofM 4 associated to the chosen 3+1 splitting [the ADM theory is

independentfrom thechoiceofthe3+1 splitting].

Regardingthe10Einstein equations,theBianchiidentitiesim ply thatfourequationsare

linearlydependentontheothersixonesandtheirgradients.M oreover,thefourcom binations

ofEinstein’sequationsprojectable to phase space (where they becom e the secondary �rst

class superham itonian and superm om entum constraints of canonicalm etric gravity) are

independent from the accelerations and are only restrictions on the Cauchy data. As a

consequence,theEinstein equationshavesolutions,in which theten com ponents4g�� ofthe

4-m etricdepend on only two dynam ical(butnottensorial)degreesoffreedom (de�ning the

physicalgravitational�eld) and on eight undeterm ined degrees offreedom [m ore exactly

the four com ponents ofthe 4-m etric corresponding to the lapse and shift functions and

on the four functions depending on the gradients ofthe 4-m etric (generalized velocities)

corresponding,through the �rst halfofHam ilton equations,to the four arbitrary Dirac

m ultipliersin frontoftheprim ary constraints(vanishing ofthem om enta conjugateto lapse

and shiftfunctions)in theDiracHam iltonian].

Thistransition from theten com ponents4g�� ofthetensor
4g in som eatlasofM 4 tothe

2 (determ inistic)+8 (undeterm ined)degreesoffreedom breaksgeneralcovariance,because

these quantitiesare neithertensorsnorinvariantsunderdi�eom orphism s(theirfunctional

form isatlasdependentin a way dictated by the 3+1 splittingsofM 4 needed forde�ning

the canonicalform alism ). This is m anifest in the canonicalapproach (we discuss m etric

gravity,butnothing changesin tetrad gravity exceptthattherearesix m oreundeterm ined

degreesoffreedom ):

i)chooseanatlasforM 4,a3+1splittingM 3+ 1 ofM 4 (withleaves�� ofthefoliationassum ed

di�eom orphic to R 3),go to coordinatesadapted to the 3+1 splitting [atlasforM 3+ 1 with

coordinate charts (�A) = (�;~�), connected to the M 4 atlas by the transition functions

b
�

A(�;~�) ofSection II ofI ]and replace D iffM 4 with D iffM 3+ 1 (the di�eom orphism s

respecting the3+1 splitting);
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ii)theten com ponents 4gA B ofthe4-m etricin theadapted coordinatesarenon covariantly

replaced with N ,N r,3grs,whoseconjugatem om enta are ~�N ,~�
~N
r ,

3~� rs;

iii)therearefourprim ary [~�N � 0,~�
~N
r � 0]and foursecondary [~H � 0, ~H r � 0]�rstclass

constraints;

iv)therefore,the twenty canonicalvariableshave to be replaced (with a Shanm ugadhasan

canonicaltransform ation) with two pairs ofgenuine physicaldegrees offreedom (Dirac’s

observables),with eightgaugevariablesand with eightabelianized �rstclassconstraints;

v)thisseparation isdictated bytheHam iltonian group �G ofgaugetransform ationswhich has

eightgeneratorsand isnotconnected with ~D iffM 3+ 1 [exceptforspatialdi�eom orphism s

D iff��],which has only fourgenerators and whose invariants are not Dirac observables

[the so called tim e-di�eom orphism sare replaced by the 5 gaugetransform ationsgenerated

by ~�N ,~�
~N
r ,and thesuperham iltonian constraint];

vi)asalready said attheend ofSection V ofI,theeightgaugevariablesshould be�xed by

giving only fourgauge�xingsforthesecondary constraints(thesam enum berofconditions

needed to�xadi�eom orphism s),becausetheirtim econstancydeterm inesthefoursecondary

gauge �xings forthe prim ary constraints [and,then,their tim e constancy determ ines the

Diracm ultipliers(fourvelocity functionsnotdeterm ined by Einstein equations)in frontof

theprim ary constraintsin theDiracHam iltonian].

Sinceno onehassolved them etricgravity secondary constraintstillnow,itisnotclear

what is undeterm ined inside 3grs (see Appendix C forwhat is known from the conform al

approach) and, therefore, which is the physicalm eaning (with respect to the arbitrary

determ inationofthestandardsoflengthandtim e)ofthe�rstfourgauge-�xings.Instead,the

secondary fourgauge-�xingsdeterm inethelapseand shiftfunctions,nam ely they determ ine

how the leaves �� are packed in the foliation [the gauge nature ofthe shiftfunctions,i.e.

of4goi,isconnected with the conventionality ofsim ultaneity [74]]. Letusrem ark thatthe

invariants under di�eom orphism s are not Dirac observables,because they depend on the

eightgaugevariablesnotdeterm ined by Einstein’sequations,atleastbeforeusing the�nal

Ham ilton equationsgenerated by theADM energy.Therefore,allthecurvaturescalarsare

gaugequantities,ascan beseen explicitly in Appendix B ofIand in Appendix E.

In thispaperwehave clari�ed thesituation in thecaseoftetrad gravity,and,asa con-

sequence,also form etric gravity since we started from the ADM action. The original32

canonicalvariables N ,N (a),’(a),
3e(a)r,~�N ,~�

~N
(a)
,~�

~’

(a)
,3~�r

(a)
(we disregard the asym ptotic

partofthe lapse and shiftfunctionsforthisdiscussion)have been replaced,in the case of

3-orthogonalcoordinates~� on �� and therefore in the associated coordinates (�;~�) ofan

atlas ofM 3+ 1,by the Dirac’s observables r�a,��a [the gravitational�eld],by 14 �rst class

constraints[13 have been abelianized]and by 14 gauge variables:N ,N (a),’(a),�(a),�
r,�

[them om entum conjugateto theconform alfactorq ofthe3-m etric;q isdeterm ined by the

superham iltonian constraint].Now wehaveto add 10 prim ary gauge-�xings:

i)6 gauge-�xings,determ ining ’(a) and �(a),fortheprim ary constraints~�
~’

(a)
� 0,3 ~M (a) � 0

[which do not generate secondary constraints]: they �x the orientation ofthe tetrads in

every point[thegauge�xingson the’(a)’sareequivalentto choosethelocalobservereither

atrestorLorentz boosted;the gauge �xingson the �(a)’sare equivalentto the �xation of

thestandard ofnon rotation ofthelocalobserver];

ii)3 gauge-�xingsfortheparam eters�r ofthespatialpseudodi�eom orphism sgenerated by

the secondary constraints 3~� r � 0: they correspond to the choice ofan atlas ofcoordi-
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nates on �� [chosen as conventionalorigin ofpseudodi�eom orphism s and in
uencing the

param etrization ofthe angles�(a)]and,therefore,by adding the param eter� labelling the

leavesofthefoliation,ofan atlason M 3+ 1 ;

iii)agauge-�xingfor�,which,beingam om entum ,carriesaninform ation abouttheextrinsic

curvatureof�� em bedded in M
4 [itreplacestheYorkextrinsictim e3K oftheLichnerowicz-

York conform alapproch]forthe superham iltonian constraint. W hile the gauge-�xingson

�r [whose tim e constancy producesthe gauge-�xingsforthe shiftfunctionsand,therefore,

a choice ofsim ultaneity convention in M 4]can be interpreted asa �xation of3 standards

oflength by m eans ofthe choice ofa coordinate system on ��,the gauge-�xing on � has

nothing to do with a standard oftim e[theevolution isparam etrized by theparam eter� of

the induced coordinate system (�;~�)on M 4;see also Ref.[6]],butitisa statem entabout

the extrinsic curvature ofa �� em bedded in M 4 [the Poisson algebra ofthe superham il-

tonian and superm em entum constraints re
ects the em beddability properties of� �; the

superham iltonian constraintgeneratesthe deform ationsnorm alto ��,which ‘replace’the

�-di�eom orphism s]and isoneofthesourcesofthegaugedependenceofthecurvaturescalars

ofM 4 [the other sources are the gradients ofthe lapse and shift functions]. The natural

interpretation ofthe gauge transform ationsgenerated by the superham iltonian constraint

isto change the 3+1 splitting ofM 4 by varying the gauge variable �(�;~�)[i.e. som ething

in the extrinsic curvature ofthe leaves�� ofthe associated foliation],so to m ake the the-

ory independent from the choice ofthe original3+1 splitting ofM 4,as it happens with

param etrized M inkowskitheories. However,since the tim e constancy ofthe gauge-�xing

on � determ inesthe gauge-�xing forthe lapse function [which sayshow the �� arepacked

in M 4],there isa connection with the choice ofthe standard oflocalpropertim e. Letus

rem ark that only the gauge-�xing �(�;~�) � 0 [im plying3 ~K (�;~�) � 0 only in absence of

m atterand ofgravitational�eld]leavesthe Diracobservablesr�a,��a,canonical;with other

gauge-�xingsthecanonicaldegreesoffreedom ofthegravitational�eld havetoberede�ned.

Therefore,according to constraint theory,given an atlas on a 3+1 splitting M 3+ 1 of

M 4,thephase spacecontentofthe8 nondynam icalEinstein equationsisequivalentto the

determ ination ofthe Dirac observables (i.e. a gravitational�eld notyet solution ofthe 2

dynam icalEinstein equations,i.e.ofthe�nalHam ilton equationswith theADM energy as

Ham iltonian),whosefunctionalform in term softheoriginalvariablesdependson choiceof

theatlason M 3+ 1 and on a certain partoftheextrinsic curvatureof��.

Letusde�nea \Ham iltonian gravitational�eld" asthequotientofthesetofLorentzian

spacetim es(M 3+ 1;4g)with a 3+1 splitting with respectto theHam iltonian gaugegroup ~G

with 14(8in m etricgravity)generators:whilespacedi�eom orphism sin D iffM 3+ 1 coincide

with thosein D iff��,the\�-di�eom orphism s" in D iffM
3+ 1 arereplaced by the5 gauge

freedom sassociated with �,N and N(a).

A representative ofa \Ham iltonian gravitational�eld" isan elem entofa gaugeorbit�

spanned by thegaugevariables’(a),�(a),�
r,�,N ,N(a).Letusconsiderthereduced gauge

orbit�
0

obtained from �by goingtothequotientwith respectto’ (a),�(a),�
r.Thesolution

� = eq=2 ofthe reduced Lichnerowicz equation is�-dependent,so thatthe gauge orbit�
0

containsoneconform al3-geom etries(seetheend ofAppendix C),ora fam ily ofconform al

3-m etrics ifthe �-dependence ofthe solution � does not span allthe W eylrescalings. In

addition �
0

contains the lapse and shift functions. Now,each 3-m etric in the conform al

gauge orbit has a di�erent 3-Riem ann tensor and di�erent 3-curvature scalars. Since the
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4-curvaturescalarsofM 4 depend on the3-curvaturescalarsand on N ,N (a),and theirgra-

dients,generically theelem entsofthegaugeorbit�
0

are,from thepointofview ofM 4 based

on theHilbertaction,associated with di�erent4-m etricsbelongingtodi�erent4-geom etries

(thestandard \gravitational�elds").Therefore,accordingtothegaugeinterpretation based

on constrainttheory,a \Ham iltonian gravitational�eld" isan equivalenceclassof4-m etrics

m odulo thepullback oftheHam iltonian group ofgaugetransform ations,which containsall

the 4-geom etries connected by them and a wellde�ned conform al3-geom etry. This is a

consequence ofthedi�erentinvariancepropertiesoftheADM and Hilbertactions.

Let us de�ne an \Einstein Ham iltonian gravitational�eld" as a Ham iltonian gravita-

tional�eld which satis�es the �nalHam ilton equations with the ADM energy as Ham il-

tonian (equivalent to the two dynam icalequationshidden in the Einstein equations). An

open problem is whether an Einstein Ham iltonian gravitational�eld is a single Einstein

gravitational�eld ofthestandard approach oran equivalenceclassofEinstein gravitational

�elds,whose elem ents are connected by the gauge transform ations generated by the su-

perham iltonian constraintand by the m om enta conjugate to the lapse and shiftfunctions.

The dependence of4-tensorsand of4-curvature scalarsi)on the lapse and shiftfunctions

(and their gradients); ii) on � both explicitly and im plicitly through the solution ofthe

Lichnerowicz equation;shown in Appendices A and B ofI and in Appendix E in the 3-

orthogonalgauge (with the corresponding 3-tensorsgiven in Appendix D)seem sto select

thesecond option,butwedonothaveaconclusiveproofofit.Thesim plestrelevantscalars

ofD iffM 4,whereto check which istherightoption by directcalculation,areBergm ann’s

individuating �elds(seelateron)and/orthebilinears 4R ����
4R ����,4R �����

���� 4R ��
��.

In generally covarianttheoriesthe interpretationaldi�erence with respectto the Dirac

observablesofYang-M illstheories,isthatonehastom akeacom pletegauge-�xingtogivea

m eaningto\spaceand tim e"(in theabovesense)beforebeingabletoidentify thefunctional

form ofthe Dirac observablesforthe gravitational�eld (and thisfunctionalform changes

underD iffM 4 even ifEinstein’sequationsareinvariantin form ).

Thisdeep di�erencebetween theinterpretationsbased on constrainttheory and on gen-

eralcovariance respectively isre
ected in the two viewpoints aboutwhatisobservable in

generalrelativity (and,as a consequence, in allgenerally covariant theories) as one can

clearly seein Ref.[75]and in itsbibliography:

i)The\non-localpointofview" ofDirac[29],according to which determ inism im pliesthat

only gauge-invariantquantities(Dirac’sobservables;they do notexistglobally forcom pact

spacetim es)can bem easured.The\holeargum ent" ofEinstein [76](seeRefs.[75,73]forits

m odern treatm ent)supportsthisviewpoint:pointsofspacetim earenotaprioridistinguish-

able (theirindividuality iswashed outby generalcovariance,i.e. by the invariance under

spacetim edi�eom orphism s),so that,forinstance,4R(�;~�)[a scalarunderdi�eom orphism s,

butnota Dirac observable]isnotan observable quantity. Even if4R(�;~�)
�
= 0 in ansence

ofm atter,the other curvature scalars are non vanishing afterhaving used Einstein equa-

tions.M orein general,the4-m etrictensor4g�� isa non observablegaugevariable.Assaid

in Ref.[73]a spacetim e m anifold with a m etric correspondsto a gravitational�eld,buta

gravitational�eld correspondsto an equivalenceclassofspacetim es.Them etricalstructure

form spartofthesetofdynam icalvariables,which m ustbedeterm ined beforethepointsof

spacetim e have any physicalproperties.Therefore,onecannotassum e in generalrelativity

whatisvalid in specialrelativity,nam ely thattheindividuation ofthepointsofM inkowski
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spacetim eisestablished by a fram ework ofrigid rodsand clocks.

In Appendix E this is clearly shown in the 3-orthogonalgauge: there is the explicit

dependenceofthe4-tensorson (M 4;4g)on theresidualgaugevariables(to be�xed to have

a reconstruction ofM 4 and,therefore,a coordinate system on it)N = N (as) + n,N (a) =
3êr

(a)N (as)r,�,and on theconform alfactorq ofthe3-m etric,which hasto bedeterm ined by

the superham iltonian constraint (and this willintroduce an extra dependence on the last

gauge variable,itsconjugate m om entum �;thisisthe only gauge freedom ofthe 3-tensors

on (��;
3g)given in Appendix D).Instead in theAppendicesA and B ofIthereisshown the

generalgaugedependenceof4-tensorson allthegaugevariablesbeforechoosingacoordinate

system .

Fixing thegaugefreedom sin generalrelativity m eansto determ ine the functionalform

ofthe 4-m etric tensor 4g��: this is a de�nition ofthe angle and distance properties of

the m aterialbodies, which form the reference system (rods and clocks). The standard

procedures ofde�ning m easures oflength and tim e [31,61]are gauge dependent,because

thelineelem entds2 isgaugedependentand determ ined only aftera com pletegauge-�xing

[only now the curvature scalarsofM 4 becom e m easurable,like the electrom agnetic vector

potentialin the Coulom b gauge]. The m easuring apparatusesshould also be described by

thegaugeinvariantDiracobservablesassociated with thegiven gauge(nam ely identi�ed by

the Shanm ugadhasan canonicaltransform ation associated with thatgauge)aswe shalltry

to show in Refs.[6,30],aftertheintroduction ofm atter.

ii)The‘localpointofview’,according to which thespacetim em anifold M 4 isthem ani-

fold ofphysically determ ined ‘events’(likein specialrelativity),nam ely spacetim epointsare

physically distinguishable,because any m easurem ent isperform ed in the fram e ofa given

reference system .Thegaugefreedom ofgenerally covarianttheoriesre
ectsthefreedom of

choosingcoordinatesystem s,i.e.referencesystem s.Therefore,theevolution isnotuniquely

determ ined (since the reference system sare freely chosen)and,forinstance,4R(�;~�)isan

observable quantity, like the 4-m etric tensor 4g��. See Ref.[77]for a refusalofDirac’s

observablesin generalrelativity based on thelocalpointofview.

In Ref.[75]thenon-localpointofview isaccepted and thereisaproposalforusing som e

specialkind ofm atterto de�ne a \m aterialreference system " (notto be confused with a

coordinate system )to localize pointsin M 4,so to recoverthe localpointofview in som e

approxim ate way [the m ain approxim ations are: 1) to neglect,in Einstein equations,the

energy-m om entum tensorofthe m atterform ing the m aterialreference system (it’ssim ilar

to whathappensfortestparticles);2)to neglect,in thesystem ofdynam icalequations,the

entire setofequationsdeterm ining the m otion ofthe m atterofthe reference system (this

introducessom eindeterm inism in theevolution oftheentiresystem )],sincein theanalysis

ofclassicalexperim entsboth approachestend tolead tothesam econclusions.SeealsoRefs.

[58,59]fora com plete treatm entofm aterialclocksand reference 
uids,which isthe m ost

generalsetting tillnow forfacing theseproblem s.

Since in Refs.[6,30]we shallpresent a di�erent solution for the tim e problem (in a

schem e in which tim e is identi�ed before quantization),we delay the discussion ofthese

problem sto these papers. In them the determ inistic evolution ofgeneralrelativity,in the

m athem aticalparam eter� labellingtheleaves�� ofthefoliation (tobelocally correlated to

som ephysicaltim e),isgenerated bytheADM energyandthereisadecoupled \pointparticle

clock" m easuring �. Letus rem ark thatthe refuse ofinternaleitherintrinsic orextrinsic
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tim esim pliesthatthe superham iltonian constrainthasto be interpreted asa generatorof

gauge transform ations [so that the m om entum �,conjugate to the conform alfactor q of

the 3-m etric,isa gauge variable]and notasa generatoroftim e evolution,contrary to the

com m only accepted wiewpointforcom pactspacetim es(seeKucharin Ref.[78]).

Instead,weaccepttheproposalofBergm ann [79]ofidentifying thepointsofaspacetim e

(M 4;4g),solution ofthe Einstein’s equations,in a way invariant under spacetim e di�eo-

m orphism s extended to 4-tensors(so thatthe rule isseparately valid foreach 4-geom etry

contained in the equivalence classofDirac’sobservablesde�ning a gravitational�eld),by

using fourinvariantsbilinearin the W eyltensors[asshown in Ref.[80]there are 14 alge-

braically independent curvature scalars for M 4,which are reduced to four when Einstein

equationswithoutm atterareused],called \individuating�elds".By usingAppendicesA,B

ofIand E,onecan seethattheseindividuating �eldsarenotDiracobservables:however,in

every com pletegauge(choiceofthecoordinatesystem son �� and on M
3+ 1)they describea

specialgauge-dependentcoordinatesystem forM 4,in which thegravitational�eld degrees

offreedom in thatgaugecan beused (atleastin som e�niteregion)to characterizedistinct

pointsofM 4,asalso rem arked by Stachel[73]in connection with Einstein’sholeargum ent

[butwithouttaking into accountconstrainttheory].

Finally,letusrem em berthatBergm ann [79]m ade the following critique ofgeneralco-

variance:itwould bedesirabletorestrictthegroupofcoordinatetransform ations(spacetim e

di�eom orphism s)in such a way thatitcould contain an invariantsubgroup describing the

coordinatetransform ationsthatchangethefram eofreferenceofan outsideobserver(these

transform ations could be called Lorentz transform ations; see also the com m ents in Ref.

[31]on the asym ptotic behaviourofcoordinatetransform ations);the rem aining coordinate

transform ationswould belikethegaugetransform ationsofelectrom agnetism .Thisiswhat

we began to do in Section IIwith the rede�nition oflapse and shift functions and which

willbe com pletely accom plished in the nextpapers[6,30]on Poincar�e chargesand on the

deparam etrization oftetrad gravity in presenceofm atter.In thisway \preferred’coordinate

system swillem erge,which,assaid by Bergm ann,arenot\
at":while the inertialcoordi-

natesaredeterm ined experim entally by theobservation oftrajectoriesofforce-free bodies,

these intrinsic coordinates can be determ ined only by m uch m ore elaborate experim ents,

sincethey depend,atleast,on theinhom ogeneitiesoftheam bientgravitational�elds.

SeealsoRef.[81]forothercriticstogeneralcovariance:very often togetphysicalresults

oneusespreferred coordinatesnotm erely forcalculationalconvenience,butalso forunder-

standing.In Ref.[82]thisfacthasbeen form alized asthe\principleofrestricted covariance".

In ourcasethechoiceofthegauge-�xingshasbeen dictated by theShanm ugadhasan canon-

icaltransform ations,which produce generalized Coulom b gauges,in which one can putin

norm alform the Ham ilton equations for the canonicalvariables ofthe gravitational�eld

[and,therefore,they also producea norm alform ofthetwo associated com binationsofthe

Einstein equationswhich depend on theaccelerations].

Thisdiscussion pointstowardsthenecessity of�nding suitableweighted Sobolev spaces

such that: i) there are no isom etries ofthe m etric (Gribov am biguities ofthe spin con-

nection);ii)there areno supertranslations;iii)Poincar�e chargesatspatialin�nity arewell

de�ned;iv) there is a wellde�ned Ham iltonian group �G ofgauge transform ations which

preserves properties i),ii) and iii). It is hoped that its pullback ~G,acting on tensors on

M 3+ 1,willcontain asym ptoticPoincar�etransform ationsasan invariantsubgroup (im plying
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theexistence ofBergm ann’s\preferred" coordinatesystem s).
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A P P EN D IX A :SP EC IA L SY ST EM S O F C O O R D IN AT ES.

The gauge freedom ofgeneralrelativity,due to itsinvariance undergeneralcoordinate

transform ationsordi�eom orphism s,re
ectsthearbitrarinessin thechoiceofhow todescribe

spaceand tim esincecoordinateshavenointrinsicm eaning.Thechoiceofalocalcoordinate

system isequivalentto thede�nition ofan observerwith hisidealclocksand rodsand the

principle ofgeneralcovariance states that the laws ofphysics are independent from this

choice. However in trying to solve Einstein partialdi�erentialequations or to �nd local

canonicaladapted bases with the Shanm ugadhasan canonicaltransform ation one has to

look for those coordinate system s (ifany) which separate the equations. Therefore,the

choice ofadapted basesand probably also som e future de�nition ofelem entary particle in

generalrelativity (so thatthestandard W ignerde�nition willre-em ergein thelim itof
at

M inkowskispacetim e)require a breaking ofgeneralcovariance. Atleastlocally one hasto

choose \physicalcoordinate system sadapted to the physicalsystem sunderinvestigation",

study there the equations ofm otion and then use generalcovariance in a passive way as

m athem aticalcoordinate transform ations,which possibly can transform localized concepts

in spacetim edelocalized ones.

W hile the weak (orGalilei)form ofthe equivalence principle (im plying the equality of

inertialand gravitationalm asses)iscom m on to Newton and Einstein gravity [the lawsof

m otion offree particles in a local,freely falling,nonrotating fram e are identicalto New-

ton’slawsofm otion expressed in a gravity-free Galilean fram e:they willproduce straight

worldlinesin a localLorentz fram e (i.e. in a freely falling nonrotating fram e)asin special

relativity,in absenceofelectriccharge,forsm allangularm om entum ,forgravitationalbind-

ing energies m uch less ofrest m asses and in a su�ciently sm allneighbourhood such that

the e�ectsofthe geodesic deviation equation are negligible)],the Einstein m edium -strong

and strong form s assert the existence oflocalLorentz fram es for allthe nongravitational

and allthe laws ofphysics respectively. In particular,the strong form im plies that there

areno gravitationale�ectsin a localfreely falling nonrotating fram ein a su�ciently sm all

spacetim eneighbourhood [61,83].

\Ideal" rods and clocks are de�ned as being ones which m easure proper length 4 s =
q

��4g��4
�4 � (4 � spacelike)orpropertim e 4 � =

q

�4g��4
�4 � (4 � tim elike);onem ust

then determ ine the accuracy to which a given rod or clock is idealunder given circum -

stancesby using lawsofphysics to analyze itsbehaviour[61](see the Conclusionsforthe

interpretationalproblem s).

SeeRefs.[84,61]fora review ofrelevantcoordinatesystem s[Ref.[84]uses� = +1].

W eshalladd only som einform ationsaboutgeodesiccoordinates,harm oniccoordinates

and holonom icversusnonholonom iccoordinates.Seethepreviousreferencesforcoordinates

1) geodesic along a speci�ed curve [which include Ferm i-W alker and Ferm itransport of

tetrads(gyroscopes)andFerm inorm alcoordinates];2)sem igeodesic[whichincludeGaussian

norm al(orsynchronous)coordinates]].

A)COORDINATES x
�

1 GEODESIC (orLOCALLY INERTIAL)AT A POINT p2 M 4

chosen asorigin x
�

1jp = 0. They are such that 4���
(x1 = 0)= 0,so thatatp the geodesic

equation is d2

d�2
x
�

1 = 0.

Aa) LOCAL LORENTZIAN (or M INKOW SKIAN or INERTIAL or COM OVING)

FRAM ES.An observerfalling freely in M 4 m akesm easurem entsin hislocalLorentzfram e,
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de�ned by

4
g��(x1 = 0)= 4

�(�)(�); @�
4
g��jx1= 0 = 0;) 4���
(x1 = 0)= 0: (A1)

Theobserverisatrestin hislocalLorentzfram e,i.e.hisworldlineisfxo1arbitrary;x
k
1 =

0g : hisvelocity isu
�

1 =
dx

�

1

d�
jxk

1
= 0 =

4r u1 u
�

1jxk
1
= 0 = (4r uo

1
uo1jxk

1
= 0;

~0)= uo1
4��oou

o
1jxk

1
= 0 = 0.

Therefore the observerisfreely falling since hem ovesalong a geodesic [4r u1u
�

1 = 0;in the

localLorentz fram e the geodesic is an extrem alofpropertim e,d� =

q

�4�(�)(�)dx
(�)

1 dx
(�)

1

and hasno acceleration,a
�

1 =
d

d�
u
�

1 = 0].LocalLorentzfram esrem ainsgeodesicatp2 M 4

under linear transform ations ofcoordinates,because the Christo�elsym bols behave like

tensorsundersuch transform ations.

Ab)RIEM ANN COORDINATES x
�

2 GEODESIC AT p 2 M 4,where x
�

2jp = 0. Their

distinctive featureisthatgeodesicspassing through p 2 M 4 satisfy thesam e equationsfor

straightlinespassing through p asin Euclidean geom etry with Cartesian coordinates:if�

isan a�ne param eteralong anyone ofthese geodesics(� = 0 in p),the geodesicsthrough

p have the form x
�

2(�) = ���,where �� =
dx

�

2
(�)

d�
jp is the tangent to the geodesic at p (it

is constant along the geodesic). Riem ann coordinate system s at p 2 M 4 are related by

linearhom ogeneoustransform ations,which preserve theform ofthegeodesics.They exists

in a neighbourhood V ofp 2 M 4,in which the geodesics em anating from it do notcross

each other[85]insideV,so thatp can bejoined to each pointofV by m eansofthem (V is

geodesically com plete).Thesingularity theorem stend tosay thatevery pseudo-Riem annian

M 4 cannotbegeodesically com plete;instead Riem annian 3-m anifoldslike�� (onlyspacelike

geodesics)m ay begeodesically com plete.

Necessary and su�cientcriteria de�ning Riem annian coordinatesatp2 M 4 are:

(�)Thegeodesicsthrough p2 M 4 havetheform x
�

2(�)= ���,with �� = const:.

(�)TheChristo�elsym bolssatisfy 4����(x2) = 0 (i.e.Riem ann coordinatesaregeodesic

atp),so thattheequation forthegeodesicsthrough p is
d2x

�

2
(�)

d�2
= 0.

(
) If4g�� are analytic functions in a neighbourhood ofp,the following sym m etrized

derivativeoftheChristo�elsym bolsvanish atp:@(�1@�2 � � � @�r
4��

�1�2)
(x2 = 0)= 0,and one

has[sim ilarexpansionshold forevery tensor]:

4
g��(x2)=

4
g��(0)�

1

3

4
R ����(0)x

�
2x

�

2 �
1

3!
@�

4
R ����jx2= 0x

�

2x
�
2x

�

2 +

+
1

5!
[�6@�@�

4
R ����jx2= 0 +

16

3

4
R ���

�(0)4R ����(0)]x
�

2x
�
2x

�
2x

�

2 + � � � : (A2)

Ab1) RIEM ANN NORM AL (or sim ply NORM AL) COORDINATES.It is a special

system ofRiem ann coordinatesforwhich onehas4g��(0)=
4�(�)(�);in itonehas

4
g = jdet(4g��)j= f1�

1

3

4
R ��(0)x

�

2x
�
2 �

1

3!
@�

4
R ��jx2= 0x

�

2x
�

2x
�
2 �

�
1

4!
[
4

3

4
R ��(0)

4
R ��(0)+

4

15

4
R ���

�(0)4R ���
�(0)+

+
6

5
@�@�

4
R ��jx2= 0]x

�

2x
�
2x

�
2x

�

2 + ::g; (A3)

so that,if4R ��(0)= 0,then 4g = �[1+ 1

90

4R ���
�(0)4R ���

�(0)x
�

2x
�
2x

�
2x

�

2 + � � �]. A norm al

coordinatesystem atp2 M 4 isde�ned to within a linearLorentztransform ation.
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Norm alcoordinates exploit to the fullthe locally M inkowskian properties ofpseudo-

Riem annian 4-m anifolds: an observer who assigns coordinates in the neighbourhood ofa

given event p 2 M 4 by theodolite m easurem ents at p and intervalm easurem ents from p

asifspacetim e were 
at,willassign norm alcoordinates;i.e. the observer atp [where an

inertialobserverin using a fram e(tetrad)4E 1(�) =
4E

�

1(�)
@=@x

�

1]�llsspacetim enearp with

geodesicsradiatingoutfrom p,witheach geodesic(with asuitablechoiceofa�neparam eter)

determ ined by itstangentvectoratp.

Cartan [86,87]showed that,given Riem ann norm alcoordinates y� atp 2 M 4 [y�jp =

0],one can choose adapted orthonorm alfram es and cofram es 4E
(N )

(�)
= 4E

(N )�

(�)
(y)@=@y�,

4�(N )(�) = 4E (N )(�)
� (y)dy�,obtained from 4E

(N )

(�)
jp = �

�

(�)
@=@y�,4�(N )(�)jp = �(�)� dy�,by paral-

leltransportalong thegeodesicarcsoriginating atp.Then onehasthefollowing properties

4
E
(N )(�)
� (y)y� = �

(�)
� y

�

4
�
(N )(�) = �

(�)
� [dy� + y

�
y
�
N

�
���(y)dy

�];

N ���� = �N ���� = �N ����: (A4)

Since norm alcoordinates are the m ost naturalfrom a di�erentialgeom etric point of

view,letuslook fora param etrization,in thissystem ofcoordinates,ofthe Dirac observ-

ables3ê(a)r(�;~�)on �� in term sof3 realfunctions Q̂ r(�;~�),whoseconjugatem om enta will

be denoted ~̂�
r

(�;~�). Eqs.(A4) give the Cartan de�nition oforthonorm altetrads adapted

to norm alcoordinates for Lorentzian 4-m anifolds. This suggest that for Riem annian 3-

m anifoldslike��,thereduced cotriads
3ê(a)r(�;~�)m ay beparam etrized asfollows

3
ê(a)r(�;~�) = �

s
(a)[�rs +

X

n

�run�svn�
u
�
v
Q̂ n(�;~�)]

) 3
ê(a)r(�;~�)�

r = �(a)r�
r
; (A5)

with N surv(�;~�)=
P

n �sun�rvnQ̂ n(�;~�)= �Nusrv(�;~�)= �Nsuvr(�;~�)= Nrvsu(�;~�). Then

onegets

3
ĝrs(�;~�)=

3
ê(a)r(�;~�)

3
ê(a)s(�;~�)= �rs +

+ �
u
�
v[
X

n

�run�svn(2+ ~�
2
Q̂ n(�;~�))̂Q n(�;~�)�

X

nm

�run�svm �
n
�
m
Q̂ n(�;~�)̂Q m (�;~�)];

(A6)

to becom pared with Eq.(A2).

A specialcaseofnorm alcoordinates,y� = ��,(with a specialorientation ofthetetrads

by m eans ofSO(3,1)rotations)is realized,even when torsion ispresent,with the \radial

gauge" [88](seeRef.[89,90]fora review).To getit,oneim posesthegaugeconditions

�
� 4
!
(�)

�(�)
(�)= 0 ) 4

!
(�)

�(�)
(0)= 0;

�
� 4
E
(�)
� (�)= �

(�)
� �

� ) 4
E
(�)
� (0)= �

(�)
� ;

4���� =
4
E
�

(�)

4
E
(�)
�

4
!
(�)

�(�)
+ 4

E
�

(�)
@�

4
E
(�)
� )

) �
� 4���� =

4
E
�

(�)
�
�
@�

4
E
(�)
� ) �

�
�
� 4���� = 0: (A7)
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The �rstcondition m eansthatthe tetradsare paralleltransported from the origin �� = 0

along the straight lines ��(s)= sv�,0 � s and v� = const:,while the second one m eans

that these lines are autoparallel,so that in absence oftorsion they are geodesics. These

equations determ ine univocally both the coordinate system �� and the tetrad �eld 4E
�

(�)

in a neighbourhood ofthe origin [the point with coordinates �� = 0],so that the gauge

conditionsarelocally attainableand com plete.Thereisaresidualglobalgaugefreedom due

to the arbitrariness ofthe choice ofthe origin and to the possibility ofm aking a Lorentz

transform ation ofthetetrad in theorigin.

The radialgauge conditionscan be regarded,in a sense,asan operationalprescription

which perm itsoneto locatethem easuring instrum entsin a neighbourhood oftheobserver,

who liesattheorigin �� = 0.In fact,a sim pleway to explorethisneighbourhood isto send

from theoriginm any\space-probes"carryingclocks,gyroscopesandm easuringinstrum ents.

A space-probe willbe launched with 4-velocity v(�) with respectto the given tetrad 4E
�

(�)

and,if� isthepropertim em easured by theclock,�� = �v� arethenorm alcoordinates(in

the absence oftorsion). Ofcourse,in M inkowskispacetim e only the interiorofthe future

conecan beexplored in thisway.

B)HARM ONIC COORDINATESx
�

5.Givenanarbitrarysystem ofcoordinatesy�,letus

considerthewave equation in M 4,42’(y)= 4r �
4r � ’(y)= 1p

4g
@�(

p
4g4g�� @�)’(y)= 0.

The harm onic coordinates are de�ned as x
�

5 = ’(y) with ’�(y) four independent solu-

tions ofthe wave equation,so that the harm onic coordinate condition can be written as
1p
4g
@�(

p
4g4g��)= 0.See Ref.[85]fora discussion ofthese coordinates,which have to be

used forthe study ofthe Cauchy problem forEinstein equations [m axim alCauchy devel-

opm ents,Cauchy stability,...]. Ifharm onic coordinates hold on an initialdata slice,they

give a \reduced" form ofthe Einstein equationsthatishyperbolic and preserves both the

constraintsand theharm oniccondition in theevolution.

C)NONHOLONOM IC COORDINATES.Given anyoneofthepreviouscoordinatesys-

tem s, one can de�ne \coordinate hypersurfaces" x� = const:and \coordinate lines" on

which only oneofthex� isnot�xed.M oreover,sinceonehaslocalcoordinatebases@=@x�

and dx� forTM 4 and T�M 4 respectively,itturns outthatthe tangentvectors to the x�

coordinatelinearel(�) = ��
(�)
@=@x� [weputtheindex � insideround bracketsto em phasize

thatitnum bersthe tangentvectors]with controvariantcom ponentsl�
(�)

= ��
(�)

= @x�=@x�

and thattheirdualsare �(�) = �(�)� dx� with covariantcom ponents�(�)� = �(�)� = @x�=@x�.

Therefore,�(�) area system of4 gradientvectors:�(�)� = @�x
�,@��

(�)
� � @��

(�)
� = 0.

A system ofcoordinates is said \holonom ic" ifthe basic covariant vectors are a �eld

ofgradient vectors. W hen thisdoesnothappen,the coordinate system is said \nonholo-

nom ic" (itcan only be de�ned in a region ofM 4 which can be shrunk to a point):in this

caseonehaslocaldualnoncoordinatebases 4Ê (�) =
4Ê �

(�)
(x)@=@x� and 4�̂(�) = 4Ê (�)

� (x)dx�

with4Ê �
(�)

4Ê (�)
� = �

(�)

(�)
. Nonholonom ic noncoordinate bases m ay be chosen orthogonal

4Ê (�)
�

4Ê �
(�)

= ���. The basic covariant vectors 4�̂(�) ofa nonholonom ic coordinate system

are a nonintegrable �eld oftangents to 4 coordinate lines,which de�ne coordinates x(�)

[dx(�) 6= 4�̂(�) since 4Ê (�)
� arenotgradients].In Ref.[91]itisshown how to constructa local

nonholonom iccoordinatesystem x(�) from localholonom iconesy� de�ned in a neighbour-

hood ofa pointp 2 M 4 [chosen asorigin: y�jp = 0],with associated orthonorm alfram es

and cofram es4E (�) =
4E

�

(�)
(y)@=@y�,4�(�) = 4E (�)

� (y)dy�.In theneighbourhood ofp,where
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the cofram e m atrix 4E (�)
� is regular,the new coordinates are x(�) = 4E (�)

� (y)y�,so that

y� = 4E
�

(�)
(x(y))x(�).
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A P P EN D IX B :ISO M ET R IES A N D C O N FO R M A L T R A N SFO R M AT IO N S.

SeeSection IIofIforthenotationsand Refs.[92,85].

A di�eom orphism � 2 D iffM 4 is an \isom etry" ofa pseudo-Riem annian m anifold

(M 4;4g)if4g
0

��(x
0

(x))= 4g��(x)with x
0� = ��(x)[itiscalled isom etry sinceitpreservesthe

lengthofavector;� canbeinterpreted (intheactivesense)asarigidm otion].Theisom etries

ofa given 4-m anifold form a group. The in�nitesim alisom etries x
0�(x) = x� + ��(x) =

x� + �ox
� = x� + �X�x

� [� isan in�nitesim alparam eter]aregenerated by a vector�eld X �

called a \Killing vector�eld",satisfying theequation [L X �

4g]�� = X
�

�@�
4g�� + @�X

�

�
4g�� +

@�X
�

�
4g�� = 0,which becom es (4r �X �)� + (4r �X �)� = @�X � � + @�X � � � 24����X � � = 0

[Killing equation]with theLevi-Civita connection.TheKilling vector�eldsofa 4-m anifold

span theLiealgebra oftheisom etry group.

A di�eom orphism of(M 4;4g)such that4g
0

��(x
0

(x))= e2�(x)4g��(x)isa\conform alisom -

etry" ofthe4-m anifold,nam ely a particularconform altransform ation [itchangesthescale

butnottheshape;theanglesarepreserved].In general,conform altransform ations[x
0�(x)

such that 4g
0

��(x
0

(x))= e2�(x)4g��(x)]are notdi�eom orphism s;the conform altransform a-

tionsform a group,ConfM 4,and the conform alisom etriesareconform altransform ations

in D iffM 4 \ ConfM 4 ,the only conform altransform ationsunderwhich Einstein m etric

gravity isinvariant.The conform altransform ation preserve the tim e-,light-(ornull-)and

space-like characterofthe objects. One hasthe following e�ectsofconform altransform a-

tions

4
g��(x)7!

4
g
0

��(x
0

(x))= e
2�(x)4

g��(x);

4�
�

��(x)7!
4�

0�

��(x
0

(x))= 4�
�

��(x)+ �
�

�@��(x)+ �
�
�@��(x)�

4
g��(x)

4
g
��(x)@��(x);

4
R
�
���(x)7!

4
R

0�
���(x

0

(x))= 4
R
�
���(x)�

4
g��(x)

4
B
�
�(x)�

4
g��(x)

4
B
�

�(x)+

+ 4
g��(x)[

4
B
�
�(x)�

�

� �
4
B
�

�(x)�
�
�];

4
R ��(x)7!

4
R

0

��(x
0

(x))= 4
R ��(x)�

4
g��(x)

4
B
�
�(x)� 24

B ��(x);

4
R(x)7! 4

R
0

(x
0

(x))= e
�2�(x)[4R(x)� 64

B
�
�(x)];

4
C����(x)7!

4
C

0

����(x
0

(x))= 4
C����(x); (B1)

where 4B �
� = �@��

4g��@�� +
4g��(@�@�� �

4�
��@
�)+
1

2
���

4g��@��@��,
4B �� =

4B ��.

Instead for 3-m anifolds one has [3r r is the covariant derivative associated with the

3-m etric 3grs]:
3grs 7! 3ĝrs = �4 3grs,

3�urs 7! 3�̂urs = 3�urs + 2��1 (�ur
3r s� + �us

3r r� �
3grs

3guv 3r v�),
3R 7! 3R̂ = ��4 3 R � 8��5 (3guv 3r u

3r v)�.

Given two 4-m etrics4g and 4�g on thesam e4-m anifold M 4,they arecalled \conform ally

related"if4�g��(x)= e2�(x)4g��(x);theequivalenceclassoftheconform ally related 4-m etrics

on a 4-m anifold M 4 iscalled a \conform alstructure". The transform ation 4g 7! e2� 4g is

called a \W eylrescaling" and thesetofW eylrescalingson M 4 isa group W eylM 4.

Ifevery pointx� 2 M 4 ofthepseudo-Riem annian m anifold (M 4;4g)liesin a coordinate

chartwhere 4g�� = e2� 4���,then (M
4;4g)issaid to be\conform ally 
at";thevanishing of

theW eyltensor4C���� isthenecessary and su�cientcondition forconform al
atness.

An in�nitesim alconform alisom etry isgenerated by asocalled \conform alKillingvector

�eld" X ,which satis�estheconform alKilling equation X �@�
4g�� + @�X

�4g��+ @�X
�4g�� =

1

4

4g��[X
�4g��@�

4g�� + 2@�X
�]. The dilatation vector�eld D = x�@� isa conform alvector
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�eld ofM inkowskispacetim e.SinceX �n
�,with n� tangentto a geodesic
,isconstantonly

fornullgeodesics[n�n� = 0],conform alKilling vector�eldsgiveriseto constantsofm otion

forlightrays.
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A P P EN D IX C :T H E LIC H N ER O W IC Z-Y O R K C O N FO R M A L A P P R O A C H T O

T H E C A N O N IC A L R ED U C T IO N O F M ET R IC G R AV IT Y .

To give an idea ofthe Lichnerowicz-York conform alapproach to canonicalreduction

[93,63][see Refs.[64,54,83]forreviews],weneed som eprelim inary concepts.SeeSection V

ofIfora review ofADM canonicalm etricgravity.

A)SincethehypersurfacesT = � 4

3
�k3K = const:ofconstantm ean extrinsic curvature

[CM C slices]play an im portant role for the reduction ofHam iltonian constraints in the

conform alapproach [3K (�;~�)� const:� 0 isthegauge-�xing forthesuperham iltonian con-

straint,which isinterpreted asan ellipticequation fortheconform alfactorofthe3-m etric],

fornum ericalsolutionsofEinstein equationsand in the proofofthe positive gravitational

energy conjecture,letusgive som e results aboutthese hypersurfaces [64,94][see Ref.[69]

for solutions ofthe Einstein’s equations with m atter,which do not adm it constant m ean

extrinsiccurvaturehypersurfaces].

In Refs.[95,54,63]it is shown that 3K de�nes the chosen rate ofvolum e expansion

ofan initialslice �� relative to localproper tim e. In fact,an elem ent ofproper volum e
p

d3� [
 = 3g]on a spacelike hypersurface �� undergoes in the next unit intervalof

proper tim e,as m easured norm alto ��,a fractionalincrease ofproper volum e given by

� 3K = l�;� = � 3g�� 3K �� =
1

2

3g��Ll
3g�� =

1
p


Ll

p

 = Ll(ln

p

)= ��(4g;l),where � is

the\expansion ordilatation" ofl� [so that3K isequalto the\convergence ofthenorm als

l� " in (M 4;4g)]. Forthe volum e to be extrem althisquantity m ustvanish atevery point

of�� [this is satis�ed in a Friedm ann closed universe and in a Taub closed universe at

thatvalue ofthe naturaltim e-coordinate tatwhich the universe switchesfrom expansion

to recontraction,so that the sign of 3K could be used to distinguish the expansion and

contraction epochs;see also Refs.[72]]. M oreover,it can be shown [63]that the rate of

change of3K in tim elike directionstendsto be positive asa consequence ofthe equations

ofm otion [fora freely falling observer(3a� = 0)one hasLl
3K � 0,i.e. 3K increaseswith

respecttothelocalstandard ofpropertim e;3K isessentially thevolum eHubbleparam eter],

and that3K de�nesade�niteclassoffoliations.SeeRef.[57]forYork cosm ictim eT versus

propertim e.

Instead,M isner’schoice [52]ofthe internalintrinsic tim e 
 = � 1

3
ln
p

 [the logarithm

ofthe volum e]is acceptable for open always expanding universes;for closed universes,


stops its forward 
ow at a m om ent ofm axim um expansion and begins to run backward.

Theotherproblem with 
 isthatitis\nota scalar" and thushasutility only in thepres-

ence ofa de�nite choice of3-dim ensionalcoordinates.M oreover,
 containstheconform al

factorofthe3-m etric,which isthenaturalvariablein which to solvethesuperham iltonian

constraint.SinceLl
= � 3K ,both thesevariablesde�nethesam efam ily ofhypersurfaces

in hom ogeneousm odels.Theuseof3K astim e(and oftheassociated foliations)doesnot

depend on any assum ptionsofhom ogeneity,nordoesitrestrictin any way the anisotropy

oftheuniverse.Finally,with thechoiceof3K as\tim e",itsconjugatevariable[thenatural

Ham iltonian to be introduced as an \energy" after having solved the constraints in this

approach]isthe scale factor
p

,so thatthe \energy" becom esequalto the volum e ofthe

universe.SeeRefs.[72]fortheconnection of3K with the\m any-�ngered tim eapproach".

A num ber oftheorem s regarding the m ean extrinsic curvature exist,based on the lin-

earization with respectto � ofthem ap T .
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a)Com pactSlices-Seetheresultsin Ref.[96]

b)Noncom pactSlices. M ore di�cultto study because ofa lack ofsu�cientknowledge

oftheinvertibility ofthecorrespondingLaplaceoperator.Thereisoneim portantparticular

case:�� di�eom orphictoR
3 with 4gasym ptotictotheM inkowski4-m etricatspatialin�nity.

Theorem [96,97]: Every Lorentzian m anifold (M 4;4g) in a neighbourhood ofM inkowski

spacetim e (R 4;4�)adm itsa \m axim al" (i.e. with T = Tr3K = 0)spacelike subm anifold.

Ithasbeen conjectured thatallspacetim essatisfying thestrong energy condition,and that

can becontinuously deform ed into M inkowskispacetim e,adm ita m axim alhypersurface.It

isknown thatthereexistsa m axim alsubm anifold ofM inkowskispacetim epassing through

a bounded regularly spacelike 2-dim ensionalboundary [see Ref.[64]for references]. One

knows also that \m axim alslicing" exists in m any cases when �� is \noncom pact" but

\not"di�eom orphictoR 3,forexam ple,in theSchwarzschild,Reissner-Nordstr�om and Kerr

spacetim esaswellasgeneralvacuum staticand stationary spacetim es[64,98].

One m ay use T = Tr3K = const:6= 0 sliceswhen �� is\noncom pact";here the slices

are analogousto the \m asshyperboloids" ofM inkowskispacetim e and are asym ptotically

null[99,98]. In M inkowskispacetim e (R 4;4�)the m ostinteresting spacelike slices [54]are

the(futureand past)\m asshyperboloids" [asym ptoticto the(futureand past)nullcones]

with Tr3K = const:and thestandard xo = const:hyperplaneswith Tr3K = 0.

In Ref.[64]itisreported thatwhen,in the asym ptotically 
atcase,one usesweighted

Sobolev spaces,which preventtheexistenceofstability subgroupsofgaugetransform ations

(and thereforetheGribov am biguity)forthespin connection,then thereareno \conform al

Killing vectors" for the Riem ann m anifold (��;
3g) [the equation �u@u

3grs + @r�
u 3gus +

@s�
u 3gru =

1

3

3grs[�
u 3gm n@u

3gm n + 2@u�
u]hasno solution �u@u]. In these weighted Sobolev

spacesonecan alsoshow [64,100]thattheLaplace-Beltram ioperator4 3g isan isom orphism :

thisim pliesthat(��;
3g)hasno isom etries[i.e. Killing vectors�u@u satisfying �

u@u
3grs +

@r�
u 3gus + @s�

u 3gru = 0],becauseno such vectorcan tend to zero to in�nity.

B)Letusnow considertwo kindsofdecom positionsofsym m etric3-tensorsTrs = Tsr =
3Trs de�ned on a Riem annian 3-m anifold (� �;

3grs),whosevalidity in thenoncom pactcase

requiresthe use ofweighted Sobolev spaces.A closed m anifold m eansa com pactm anifold

without boundary. One can show thatin closed m anifolds �� every vector �eld on � � is

thesum ofa Killing vector�eld for 3g and thedivergence ofa sym m etric 3-tensor�eld [all

vector�eldscan bewritten globallyon � � assuch divergencesifand onlyif
3ghasnoKilling

�eld].

1)TRANSVERSE DECOM POSITION [101].Following Ref.[95],itisde�ned as

T
rs = T

rs
t + T

rs
l ;

T
rs
l = (K X )rs � 3r r

X
s + 3r s

X
r = (K X )sr;

3r sT
rs
t = T

rs
js =

3r sT
rs � 3r s(K X )rs = 0;

)
3r s(K X )rs � (34 K X )

r = 34 X r + 3r r(3r sX
s)+ 3

R
r
sX

s = 3r sT
rs
: (C1)

Here the longitudinalpart Trs
l = (K X )rs is the \Killing form " ofX r [(K X )rs = LX

3grs

and (K X )rs = 0 isthe Killing equation fordeterm ining the in�nitesim alisom etriesofthe
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3-m etric 3grs].W hile 34 istheordinary Laplacian forthe3-m etric,34 K isa linearsecond-

ordervectoroperator,theK-Laplacian.

Thetrace-freepartofTrs
t ,i.e.T

rs
t � 1

3

3grsTt [Tt =
3grsT

rs
t = T � 23r rX

r,T = 3grsT
rs],

isno longertransverse,because,in general,3r rTt =
3r r(T � 23r sX

s)6= 0.

Ifwe m ake the transverse decom position ofthis trace-free part ofTrs,we get Trs �
1

3

3grsT = (Trs � 1

3

3grsT)t+ (K S)rs forsom e Sr. Now,(Trs � 1

3

3grsT)t istransverse,but

nottrace-free:3grs(T
rs � 1

3

3grsT)t= 23r sS
s 6= 0 in general.

2)TRANSVERSE-TRACELESS DECOM POSITION [95][seeRef.[102]form orem ath-

em aticalpropertieson thesolution oftheellipticequation forY r,which isconnected to the

linearization oftheCotton-York tensor].Itisde�ned as

T
rs = T

rs
TT + T

rs
L + T

rs
Tr;

T
rs
Tr =

1

3

3
g
rs
T; T = 3

grsT
rs
;

3
grsT

rs
TT =

3r sT
rs
TT = 0;

T
rs
L = (LY )rs � 3r r

Y
s + 3r s

Y
r �

2

3

3
g
rs 3r uY

u =

= (K Y )rs �
2

3

3
g
rs 3r uY

u
;

3
grsT

rs
L = 0;

3r s(LY )
rs � (34 LY )

r = 34 Y r +
1

3

3r r(3r sY
s)+ 3

R
r
sY

s =

= 3r s(T
rs �

1

3

3
g
rs
T): (C2)

Now, (LY )rs is the \conform alKilling form " of Y r, because, if 3~grs = 
�1=3 3 grs is

the \conform alm etric" (independent ofarbitrary overallscale changes: if 3grs 7! � 3grs

then 3~grs 7!
3~grs),then LY

3~grs = 
�1=3 (LY )rs (this describes the action ofin�nitesim al

coordinate transform ations on the conform alm etric) and LY
3~grs = 0 is the conform al

Killing equation,determ ining theconform alKilling vectors(ifany)of3~grs.

The TT-decom position givesa unique result. ItturnsoutthatTr-,TT-and L-tensors

arem utually orthogonal.ThisisthecontentofYork’ssplitting theorem [64].

Itcan beshown [95]thatonehas

T
rs
TT = (Trs

t )TT = (Trs
TT)t;

(Trs
TT)l= (K V )rs = 0;

(Trs
l )TT = 0;

(Trs
t )L = (LM )rs = (LY )rs � (LX )rs =

= T
rs
L � [(K X )rs �

2

3

3
g
rs 3r uX

u]= T
rs
L � T

rs
l +

1

3

3
g
rs
Tl;

T
rs
t = (Trs

t )TT + (Trs
t )L + (Trs

t )Tr =
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= T
rs
TT + [L(Y � X )]rs +

1

3

3
g
rs
Tl=

= T
rs
TT + T

rs
L � T

rs
l +

1

3

3
g
rs
Tl;

T
rs
l = (Trs

l )TT + (Trs
l )L + (Trs

l )Tr =

= (LZ)rs +
1

3

3
g
rs
Tl; for som e Z

r
;

T = Tl+ Tt; Tl= 23r rX
r
;

T
rs
TT = (Trs

TT)t+ (Trs
TT)l= (Trs

TT)t;

T
rs
L = (Trs

L )t+ (Trs
L )l= (Trs

t )L + T
rs
l �

1

3

3
g
rs
Tl: (C3)

For closed �� one has the theorem [95]: Let Y r be a harm onic function of34 L with

nowhere vanishing norm on a closed m anifold M ;then,there always exists a m anifold ~M

conform ally related to M forwhich Y r isa harm onicfunction of3 ~4 K .

Every transverse sym m etric tensorTrs
t on (��;

3grs)can be split uniquely and orthog-

onally into a sum ofa \transverse tensor with vanishing trace" and a \transverse tensor

with nonvanishing trace". From (Trs
t )TT = Trs

TT and Trs
t = Trs

TT + (LM )rs + 1

3

3grsTt with

M r = Y r � X r,weget

T
rs
t = T

rs
TT + T

rs
Tr;t;

T
rs
Tr;t= (LM )rs +

1

3

3
g
rs
Tt;

3r sT
rs
Tr;t=

3r s(LM )rs +
1

3

3r r
Tt=

3r s(T
rs
t �

1

3

3
g
rs
Tt)+

1

3

3r r
Tt = 0;

3
grsT

rs
Tr;t=

3
grs[(LM )rs +

1

3

3
g
rs
Tt]= Tt: (C4)

Itfollowsthatthegradientofthetraceofatransversetensorisalwaysgloballyorthogonal

to conform alKilling vectors,when �� isclosed.

Therefore, Trs
t contains a TT part,Trs

TT,plus another tensor T
rs
Tr;t which can be ex-

pressed asa functionalonly ofTt due to the equations
3r s(LM )rs = � 1

3

3r rTt. Since the

superm om entum constraintsform etricgravity,i.e.3 oftheEinstein equations,im ply that
3K rs �

= 3K rs
t = 3K rs

TT +
3K rs

Tr;t with
3K rs

Tr;t = (LM )rs + 1

3

3grs 3K ,one can say that 3K rs
TT

containsthe\wave" part[purely gravitationalspin-two TT-tensor],while 3K = Tr3K isa

kinem aticalfunction de�ning an essentially arbitrary \gauge" degreeoffreedom .

C) In the conform alapproach it can be shown that the superham iltonian constraint

becom esthe \scale orLichnerowicz equation" [64],which isa quasilinearelliptic equation

for�(�;~�)= [
(�;~�)]1=12 = 3e1=6 = [�PT (�;~�)]
1=6 (see lateron). In Ref.[64]itis shown

that � and a 3-vector X r (the vector part ofthe TT-decom position) can be interpreted

physically asgeneralizationsofthesinglepotentialfunction thatsatis�esPoisson’sequation

in Newtonian gravity:onehasforr= j~�j! 1 thefollowingresults� = 1+ E =16�r+ :::and

X r = 1

32�r3
P s(7r2�rs + �r�s)+ :::,where E and P r arethe asym ptotic Poincar�e translation

charges[m odulo thesupertranslationsconnected to asym ptoticgaugetransform ations].
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The conform alapproach can be form ulated eitherin term sof3grs,
3K rs orin term sof

the ADM canonicalvariables 3grs,
3~� rs (see Section V ofI).The ADM superm om entum

constraints for the tensor density 3~� rs are proportionalto the Einstein equations 4 �G lr =

�(3K r
s � �sr

3K )js
�
= 0: 0 � 3~� rs

js
= �k

p

(3K rs � 3grs 3K )js = �k

p

 4 �G l

r �
= 0. One has

3~�= �2�k
p

 3K with 3K = 3grs 3K rs = Tr3K .

The idea is to m ake a suitable separation between physicaland unphysicaldegrees of

freedom to identify fourcandidatesforthevariablesin which eithertheEinstein equations
4 �G ll

�
= 0, 4 �G lr

�
= 0,or the ADM constraints, have to be solved [in the ADM approach a

separation ism ade based on a TT-decom position referred to a 
atbackground spacetim e;

thisissuited forweak �eldsand linearized theory].

First ofall,one m akes a \conform altransform ation" on the 3-m etric, 3grs = �4 3�grs
[3grs = ��4 3 �grs; 3R = ��4 3 �R � 8��5 3 �4 � with 3 �4 the Laplacian for the 3-m etric 3�grs]

with � an arbitrary de�nite positive function (positivity is crucialfor the study of the

existence and uniqueness ofsolutions ofthe Lichnerowicz equation [64]);essentially,one

uses � = 
1=12 = 3e1=6,so that 3�grs = 3~grs,where
3~grs is the \conform alm etric" with

det3~grs = 1 [at each point it gives only the ratio between any two \local" distances;the

absolutedistancesare�xed by thescalefactor�].

Secondly, one de�nes the trace-free part 3A rs (also called the \distortion tensor"),
3grs

3A rs = 0, of 3K rs: 3K rs = 3A rs + 1

3

3grs 3K or 3~� rs = �k
p

(3A rs � 2

3

3grs 3K ) =
3~� rs

A + 1

3

3grs 3~�, 3grs
3~� rs

A = 0. Now the superm om entum constraints becom e either
3A rs

js �
2

3

3r r 3K
�
= 0 or 3~� rs

A js +
1

3

3r r 3~� � 0. Then,in the sim plest version ofthe ap-

proach [64,54],one m akes the \conform alrescaling" 3A rs = ��10 3 �A rs [3~� rs
A = ��10 3

�~�
rs

A ],

so that3A rs
js =

3r s
3A rs = ��10 3 �r s

3 �A rs,3r r 3K = ��4 3 �r r 3K [3r s
3~� rs

A = ��10 3 �r s
3�~�

rs

A ,
3r r 3~�= � �4 3 �r r 3~�].

The nextstep isto m ake a TT-decom position of3 �A rs [3
�~�
rs

A ]:
3 �A rs = 3 �A rs

TT +
3 �A rs

L with

3 �A rs
L = (L �W )rs and 3�r s

3 �A rs
L = (3 �4 L

�W )r = 3�r s
3 �A rs �

= 2

3
�6 3�r r 3K [3

�~�
rs

A = 3�~�
rs

A ;TT +
3�~�

rs

A ;L

with 3�~�
rs

A ;L = (L �W �)
rs and 3�r s

3�~�
rs

A ;L = (3 �4 L
�W �)

r = 3�r s
3�~�

rs

A � � 1

3
�6 3�r r 3~�]. The

equation 4 �G ll
�
= 0 becom esthescaleorLichnerowicz equation

83 �4 � � 3 �R� + (3 �A rs
TT +

3 �A rs
L )(

3 �A TT;rs +
3 �A L;rs)�

�7 �
2

3
(3K )2�5

�
= 0; (C5)

[the sam e happens forthe superham iltonian constraint],which is in generalcoupled with

theequations 4 �G lr

�
= 0

3�r s
3 �A rs

L = (3 �4 L
�W )r = 3�r s

3 �A rs �
=
2

3
�
6 3�r r 3

K : (C6)

The fourEinstein equations[ADM constraints]have to be solved in � [the \conform al

orscale factor"]and in the longitudinalpart 3 �A rs
L [4

�~�
rs

A ;L]of
3 �A rs [3

�~�
rs

A ],i.e. in the vector

�W r [�W r
�][see the previoussubsection B)],which isnam ed the \gravitom agneticvectorpo-

tential";these fourfunctionsbecom e functionalsof3�grs and ofthe parts 3 �A rs
TT and 3K of

3K rs [
3�~�

rs

A ;TT and
3~�of 3~� rs].W hile 3K [3~�],them ean extrinsiccurvature,isinterpreted as

theinternalextrinsictim econjugated to them om entum �,3 com ponentsof3�grs haveto be

interpreted asconjugate to the vector �W r;3 �A rs
TT [the free partofthe conform ally rescaled
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\distorsion tensor"]and therem ainingtwodegreesoffreedom hidden in 3�grs arethegenuine

(gravitationalwave)physicaldegreesoffreedom in thisreduction. Forconstantorvanish-

ing (m axim alslicing) 3K ,thesuperm om entum constraintsdecouplefrom theLichnerowicz

equation.SeeRef.[83]forareview on theexistenceand unicity ofthesolutionsofEqs.(C5),

(C6)when 3K = 0orconst:and Refs.[64,66,67]fortheclassi�cation oftheknown solutions

ofthisequation.TheYam abetheorem isa fundam entaltoolin thisclassi�cation [103].

In presenceofm atterin a closed universe,theconform alcurrent3jr ofm ass-energy has

to be orthogonalto the conform alKilling vectorsofthe conform al3-m etric (ifany). This

isthe \condition ofcon�nability" forthe gravitom agnetic vectorpotential �W r [83,104][it

islike in electrostatic,where,in a closed space,the Poisson equation 4 � = �4�� im plies
R
d3x

p

� = 0 (i.e.thevanishing ofthetotalsourcecharge)[83]].

Thepreviousdecom position suggeststo usethevariablesT = � 4

3
�k3K = 2

3
p



3~�,P T =

�
p

,3�rs =

3grs=

1=3,3~� rs

A = 3~� rs � 1

3

3grs 3~�,which satisfy thePoisson brackets

fT (�;~�);PT (�;~�
0

g= ��3(~�;~�);

f3�rs(�;~�);
3~� uv

A (�;~�
0

)g= [
1

2
(�ur�

v
s � �

v
r�

u
s)�

1

3

3
�
uv 3

�rs](�;~�)�
3(~�;~�);

f3~� rs
A (�;~�);

3~� uv
A (�;~�

0

)g =
1

3
(3�uv 3~� rs

A � 3
�
rs 3~� uv

A )(�;~�)�
3(~�;~�): (C7)

In Ref.[65]itisshown thatthereexistsacanonicalbasis[3�rs,
3~� rs

TT]hidden in thevari-

ables3�rs,
3~� rs

A [butithasneverbeen found explicitly]and thatonecan de�nethereduced

phase space (the conform alsuperspace) ~S,in which one hasgone to the quotientwith re-

specttothespacedi�eom orphism sand totheconform alrescalings.Itisalsoshown thatone

can de�nea \York m ap" from thisreduced phasespaceto thesubsetofthestandard phase

superspace (quotient ofthe ADM phase space with respect to the space di�eom orphism s

plusthegaugetransform ationsgenerated by thesuperham iltonian constraint;itisthephase

space ofthe superspace,the con�guration space obtained from the 3-m etricsgoing to the

quotient with respect to the space-and tim e-di�eom orphism s) de�ned by the condition
3K = const:.

The \conform alsuperspace" ~S m ay be de�ned asthe space ofconform al3-geom etries

on \closed" m anifolds and can be identi�ed in a naturalway with the space ofconfor-

m al3-m etrics m odulo space di�eom orphism s,or,equivalently,with the space ofRiem an-

nian 3-m etrics m odulo space di�eom orphism s and conform altransform ations ofthe form
3grs 7! �4 3grs,� > 0. Instead,the \ordinary superspace" S isthe space ofLorentzian 4-

m etricsm odulo spacetim edi�eom orphism s.In thisway a bridgeisbuilttowardsthephase

superspace,which ism athem atically connected with theM oncriefsplitting theorem [105,64]

valid forclosed �� [see howeverRef.[64]forwhatisknown in the asym ptotically 
atcase

by using weighted Sobolev spaces].
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A P P EN D IX D :3-T EN SO R S IN T H E FIN A L C A N O N IC A L B A SIS.

By usingthede�nitionsgiven in I,Eqs.(103)im ply thefollowingexpressionsforthe�eld

strengthsand curvaturetensorsof(��:
3g)[wealso givetheirlim itsforr�a ! 0 and q ! 0]
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The W eyl-Schouten tensor 3Crsu = 3r u
3R rs �

3r s
3R ru �

1

4
(3grs@u

3R � 3gru@s
3R) of

the 3-m anifold (��;
3g) [see after Eq.(9) ofI and Ref.[92]]satis�es 3C r

ru = 0, 3Crsu =

� 3Crus,
3Crsu +

3Curs +
3Csur = 0 and has5 independentcom ponents. The related York’s

conform altensor[63,61]3Y rs = 
1=3�ruv(3R v
s � 1

4
�sv

3R)ju = � 1

2

1=3�ruv 3gsm 3Cm uv [itisa

tensordensity ofweight5/3 and involvesthe third derivativesofthe m etric]issym m etric

[3Y rs = 3Y sr],traceless[3Y r
r = 0]and transverse[3Y rs

js = 0]besidesbeing invariantunder

3-conform altransform ations;therefore,ithasonly 2 independentcom ponents[Y rs = Y rs
TT

according to York’sdecom position ofAppendix C]and provides whatYork callsthe pure

spin-two representation ofthe 3-geom etry intrinsic to ��. Itsexplicitly sym m etric form is

theCotton-York tensorgiven by 3Y rs = 1

2
(3Y rs+ 3Y sr)= 1

2

1=3(�ruv 3gsc+ �suv 3grc)3R vcju =

� 1

4

1=3(�ruv 3gsm + �suv 3grm )3Cm uv.A 3-m anifold isconform ally 
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Ĉrsu =

3
R̂ rsju �

3
R̂ rujs �

1

4
e
2qr(�rs@u

3
R̂ � �ru@s

3
R̂);

3Ym n =
1

2


1=3

X

rsu

(�m ur
3
gns + �nur

3
gm s)

3
R rsju 7!

7! 3Ŷm n =
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Sincethecondition r�a = 0 correspondsto conform ally 
at3-m anifolds� �,theCotton-York

conform altensorvanishesin thelim itra ! 0.
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A P P EN D IX E:4-T EN SO R S IN T H E FIN A L C A N O N IC A L B A SIS.

From theresultsofAppendix B ofIand Eq.(100)for3~̂�
r

(a),wegetthefollowing expres-
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3êr

(a)
N r =

3êr
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�

4kN

X

u

e
1
p
3

P

�a
(
�ar+ 
�as+ 
�au)r�a 3

G o(a)(b)(c)(d)�(a)r�(b)s�(c)u
3~̂�

u

(d);

4�̂u��
�
= N e

�2(q+
1
p
3

P

�a

�aur�a)

@uN ;

4�̂ur� =
4�̂u�r= �

�N

4k

X

uv

e
�2q+

1
p
3

P

�a
(
�ar+ 
�av+ 
�au)r�a 3

G o(a)(b)(c)(d)�
u
(a)�(b)r�(c)v

3~̂�
v

(d);

4�̂urs =
3�̂urs;

4 �̂
!�(o)(a)= � 4 �̂

!�(a)(o)= ��
X

r

�(a)re
�(q+

1
p
3

P

�a

�arr�a)

@rN ;

4 �̂
!�(a)(b)= � 4 �̂

!�(b)(a)
�
= 0;

4 �̂
!r(o)(a) = � 4 �̂

!r(a)(o) = �
1

4k

X

u

e
�q+

1
p
3

P

�a
(
�ar+ 
�au)r�a 3

G o(a)(b)(c)(d)�(b)r�(c)u
3~̂�

u

(d);

4 �̂
!r(a)(b) = � 4 �̂

!r(b)(a) = ��3!̂r(a)(b);

4
�̂


rs(a)(b) = ��
h
3
̂rs(a)(b)+

e�2q

4k

3
G o(a)(c)(d)(e)

3
G o(b)(f)(g)(h)�

X

uv

e
1
p
3

P

�a
(
�ar+ 
�as+ 
�au+ 
�av)r�a

(�(c)r�(f)s � �(c)s�(f)r)�(d)u
3~̂�

u

(e)�(g)v
3~̂�

v

(h)

i

;

4
�̂


rs(o)(a) =
1

N

X

v

e
�(q+

1
p
3

P

�a

�avr�a)

�(a)v

�
4
R̂ �vrs� N (b)

X

u

e
�(q+

1
p
3

P
�b

�bur�b�(b)u

4
R̂ uvrs

�

=

=
1

4k

X

u

e
�(q+

1
p
3

P

�a

�aur�a)

�(a)u

h�

e
1
p
3

P
�b
(
�br+ 
�bu+ 
�bv)r�b 3G o(b)(c)(d)(e)�(b)r�(c)u�(d)v

3~̂�
v

(e)

�

js
�

�
�

e
1
p
3

P
�b
(
�bs+ 
�bu+ 
�bv)r�b 3G o(b)(c)(d)(e)�(b)s�(c)u�(d)v

3~̂�
v

(e)

�

jr

i

;

4
�̂


�r(a)(b) =
X

uv

e
�(2q+

1
p
3

P

�a
(
�au+ 
�av)r�a)

�(a)u�(b)v)
4
R̂ uv�r

�
=

�
= � �

�

@�
3
!̂r(a)(b)+

1

2

h

�(a)(b)(c)�(d)(e)(f)� �(a)(b)(d)�(c)(e)(f)

i

�

X

s

e
�(q+

1
p
3

P

�a

�asr�a)

�(c)s

86



h�N

4k

X

v

e
�q+

1
p
3

P
�b
(
�bs+ 
�bv)r�b 3G o(d)(l)(m )(n)�(l)s�(m )v

3~̂�
v

(n)+

+ N (l)

X

u

e
(q+

1
p
3

P
�b

�bur�b)�(l)u@u

�

�(d)se
q+

1
p
3

P

�c

�csr�c

�

+

+
X

u

e
q+

1
p
3

P
�b

�bur�b�(d)u@s

�

N (l)�(l)ue
�(q+

1
p
3

P

�c

�cur�c)

�

+

+ �(d)(m )(n)�̂(m )�(n)se
q+

1
p
3

P
�b

�bsr�b �

� N (g)

X

u

e
�(q+

1
p
3

P
�b

�bur�b)�(g)u@u

�

�(d)se
q+

1
p
3

P

�c

�csr�c

�

�

�
X

u

e
q+

1
p
3

P
�b

�bur�b�(d)u@s

�

N (g)�(g)ue
�(q+

1
p
3

P

�c

�cur�c)

�i
3
!̂r(e)(f)+

+ N (c)�(c)se
�(q+

1
p
3

P
�b

�bsr�b)[3!̂s;

3
!̂r](a)(b)+

+
�

4k

X

u

e
�2q+

1
p
3

P
�b

�brr�b 3G o(c)(d)(e)(f)�(c)r�(e)u

3~̂�
u

(f)

�

�(a)(d)�(b)u � �(b)(d)�(a)u

�

@uN +

+
1

(4k)2

�

�(a)(l)�(b)(d)� �(a)(d)�(b)(l)

�
3
G o(d)(e)(f)(g)

3
G o(h)(l)(m )(n)�

�
X

w v

e
�3q+

1
p
3

P
�b
(
�br+ 
�bw + 
�bv)r�b�(h)rN (e)�(f)w

3~̂�
w

(g)�(m )v
3~̂�

v

(n)

�

;

4
�̂


�r(o)(a)

�
=

1

N

X

u

e
�(q+

1
p
3

P

�a

�aur�a)

�(a)u

h
4
R̂ �u�r� N (b)

X

s

e
�(q+

1
p
3

P
�b

�bsr�b)�(b)s

4
R̂ su�r

i
�
=

�
= ��

X

s

e
�(q+

1
p
3

P

�a

�asr�a)

�(a)s

h

@�
3
K̂ rs + N jsjr �

�
�

4k

X

uw

e
1
p
3

P
�b
(
�bu+ 
�bw )r�b 3G o(c)(d)(e)(f)�(d)u�(e)w

3~̂�
w

(f)

�

e
1
p
3

P

�c

�crr�c

�(c)r

�

N (b)e
�(q+

1
p
3

P
�d

�dur�d)�(b)u

�

js
+

+ e
1
p
3

P

�c

�csr�c

�(c)s

�

N (b)e
�(q+

1
p
3

P
�d

�dur�d�(b)u

�

jr

�

�

�
�

4k

X

usw

N (b)e
q+

1
p
3

P
�b

�bur�b�(b)u

�

e
3q+

1
p
3

P

�c
(
�cs+ 
�cu+ 
�cw )r�c 3

G o(c)(d)(e)(f)�(c)s�(d)u�(e)w
3~̂�

w

(f)

�

jr

i

;

4
R̂ rsuv = �(a)r�(b)se

2q+
1
p
3

P

�a
(
�ar+ 
�as)r�a 4

�̂


uv(a)(b) =

= � 3
R̂ rsuv +

N 2

16k2

X

tw

e
1
p
3

P

�a
(
�ar+ 
�as+ 
�au+ 
�av+ 
�at+ 
�aw )r�a

�

3
G o(a)(b)(c)(d)

3
G o(e)(f)(g)(h)

��(a)r�(e)s

�

�(b)u�(f)v � �(b)v�(f)u

�

�(c)t�(g)w
3~̂�

t

(d)
3~̂�

w

(h);

4
R̂ �ruv = N �(a)re

q+
1
p
3

P

�a

�arr�a 4

�̂


uv(o)(a);

4
R̂ �r�s= N �(a)re

q+
1
p
3

P

�a

�arr�a 4

�̂


�s(o)(a);

87



4
R̂ �� = ��

X

r

e
�2(q+

1
p
3

P

�a

�arr�a)4

R̂ r�r�;

4
R̂ �r=

4
R̂ r� = ��

X

u

e
�2(q+

1
p
3

P

�a

�aur�a)4

R̂ u�ur;

4
R̂ rs =

4
R̂ sr =

�

N 2

4
R̂ �r�s� �

X

u

e
�2(q+

1
p
3

P

�a

�aur�a)4

R̂ urus;

4
R̂ =

�

N 2

4
R̂ ��� �

X

r

e
�2(q+

1
p
3

P

�a

�arr�a)4

R̂ rr;

4
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3K̂ rs we need Eqs.(65)ofI,where in Appendix B itisnoted that
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