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Abstract

We present a covariant multisymplectic formulation for the Einstein-Hilbert model of General
Relativity. As it is described by a second-order singular Lagrangian, this is a gauge field theory with
constraints.

The use of the unified Lagrangian-Hamiltonian formalism is particularly interesting when it is
applied to these kinds of theories, since it simplifies the treatment of them; in particular, the imple-
mentation of the constraint algorithm, the retrieval of the Lagrangian description, and the construc-
tion of the covariant Hamiltonian formalism. In order to apply this algorithm to the covariant field
equations, they must be written in a suitable geometrical way, which consists of using integrable
distributions, represented by multivector fields of a certain type.

We apply all these tools to the Einstein-Hilbert model without and with energy-matter sources.
We obtain and explain the geometrical and physical meaning of the Lagrangian constraints and we
construct the multimomentum (covariant) Hamiltonian formalisms in both cases. As a consequence
of the gauge freedom and the constraint algorithm, we see how this model is equivalent to a first-
order regular theory, without gauge freedom. In the case of presence of energy-matter sources, we
show how some relevant geometrical and physical characteristics of the theory depend on the type of
source. In all the cases, we obtain explicitly multivector fields which are solutions to the gravitational
field equations.
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1 Introduction

The geometrisation of the theories of gravitation (General Relativity) and, in particular the multisymplec-
tic framework, allows us to do a covariant description of these theories, considering and understanding
several inherent characteristics of it, and it has been studied by different authors. For instance, relevant
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references devoted to develop geometrically general aspects of the theory are [2, 4} 15,16} [12} 18] 21} |35,
the reduction of the order of the theory and the projectability of the Poincaré-Cartan form associated
with the Hilbert-Einstein action is explained in [3} 33 |34]], meanwhile in [27, [28]] different aspects of the
theory are studied using Lepage-Cartan forms, and in [40, 41]] a multisymplectic analysis of the vielbein
formalism of General Relativity is done. Finally, some general features of the gravitational theory fol-
lowing the polysymplectic version of the multisymplectic formalism are described in [17, 36], including
the problem of its precanonical quantization [22} 23| 24]].

This paper is a contribution to the study of the most classical variational model for General Relativity
that is, the Einstein-Hilbert theory (with and without energy-matter sources), using the multisymplectic
framework for giving a covariant description of it. As it is well-known, this model is described by
a second-order singular Lagrangian, and thus this study presents General Relativity as a higher-order
premultisymplectic field theory with constraints. Our study is done from a different perspective since we
use the unified Lagrangian-Hamiltonian formalism developed for first and second-order multisymplectic
field theories [11} [30] (which was stated first by R. Skinner and R. Rusk for autonomous mechanical
systems [39]), and is specially interesting for analyzing non-regular constraint theories. Then we derive
from it the Lagrangian and multimomentum Hamiltonian formalism.

As a consequence of the singularity of the Lagrangian, the Einstein-Hilbert model exhibits gauge
freedom and it can be reduced to a first-order field theory [3} 27, 28, 33| 134]. Then, related to this
topic, we analyse also a first-order theory equivalent to Einstein-Hilbert (without matter-energy sources),
which is described by a first-order regular Lagrangian, showing, in this way, that General Relativity
can be realised as a regular multisymplectic field theory (without constraints). This first-order model is
different from the affine-metric or Einstein-Palatini approach which is also a first-order but non-regular
(gauge) theory. The gauge freedom of the Hilbert-Einstein theory is also discussed, in order to show
clearly the relation with the first-order case. In the case of the Einstein-Hilbert model with energy-matter
sources, we show how the behaviour of the theory (the constraints arising in the constraint algorithm
and the achievement of the multimomentum Hamiltonian formalism) depends on the characteristics of
the Lagrangian representing the sources. This study is done in detail for the most standard types of
energy-matter sources: those coupled to the metric.

In our analysis, the field equations are stated on their standard form (for sections), but also in a more
geometrical way, as equations for distributions (using multivector fields), which is the most suitable way
in order to obtain the set of points where these equations have consistent solutions. Thus, this allows
us to apply the extension of the geometrical constraint algorithms for singular dynamical systems to
(higher-order) singular field theories (see [9,130]]). In all the cases, we obtain explicitly multivector fields
(i.e., distributions) which are solutions to the gravitational field equations. As we will see, this constraint
algorithm plays a crucial role in obtaining the main features of the theory.

The organisation of the paper is the following: In Section [2| we present the Hilbert-Einstein La-
grangian (without energy-matter sources) in the ambient of higher-order jet bundles and their associated
multimomentum bundles. We develop the Lagrangian-Hamiltonian formalism for the theory and we ap-
ply the constraint algorithm, obtaining the final constraint submanifold where the field equations have
consistent solutions. Then, we recover both the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formalisms, using in the
last case, different charts of coordinates which show how this second-order theory can be equivalent to
a first-order one. This equivalent first-order model is studied in Section 3] using again the unified for-
malism, and recovering then the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian settings from it. Section 4] is devoted to
analyse the Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian with energy-matter sources, following the same procedure as
in Section [2, and comparing the features of both cases. Finally, in the appendices, the calculation of
multivector fields which are solutions to the field equations for all these models are explicitly done; as
well as a brief review on multivector fields and distributions.

All the manifolds are real, second countable and C°*°. The maps and the structures are C*°. Sum
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over repeated indices is understood.

2 The Einstein-Hilbert model (without energy-matter sources)

2.1 Previous statements. The Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian

Fist we consider the Hilbert Lagrangian for the Einstein equations of gravity without sources (no matter-
energy is present).

The configuration bundle for this system is a fiber bundle w: £ — M, where M is a connected
orientable 4-dimensional manifold representing space-time, whose volume form is denoted € £24(M).
E is the manifold of Lorentz metrics on M; that is, for every x € M, the fiber m—!(x) is the set of
metrics with signature (— + ++) acting on 7,, M.

The adapted fiber coordinates in E are (z#, gos), (11, o, 8 = 0, 1,2, 3), such that = dz® AL A
dz? = d*z and where Jap are the component functions of the metric. It is usefull to consider also the
components gz, wWith 8 > «, since we should remember they are not independent because the metric is
symmetric, o3 = ggo. Actually there are 10 independent variables, resulting that the dimension of the
fibers is 10 and dim F# = 14. When we sum over the indices on the fiber and not all the components, we
order the indices as 0 < o < 8 < 3.

In order to state the formalism we need to consider the kth-order jet bundles of the projection T,
Jkr, (k = 1,2, 3); which are the manifolds of the k-jets of local sections ¢ € I'(w); that is, equivalence
classes of local sections of 7 (see [37] for details). Points in J*7 are denoted by ji?qﬁ, with z € M and
¢ € T'(m) being a representative of the equivalence class. If ¢ € I'(7), we denote the kth prolongation
of ¢ to J*7 by j*¢ € T'(7*). We have the following natural projections: if r < k,

e gk — Jr 7 Jbn — E o ow g — M

jre > gpo Jso r— ola) Jsd — @
Observe that 75 o ¥ = 7¥, ﬂlg = 7*, 7T]]§ = 1dx,, and 7% = 7 o 7*. The induced coordinates in J3m
are (2", gags, 9aB,us 9aB,uvs Jasuwr), (0 < p < v < X < 3). Again, we will use all the permutations,
although only the ordered ones are proper coordinates.

A special kind of vector fields are the coordinate total derivatives [30,|37]], which are locally given as

b9 . < o, o, o, 9 ) "
T = g ) g ) g ) -g ) A °
orT = aB,T agaﬁ aB,ut Q%@M af,uvt aga@/w B, uv AT agaﬁ,/w)\
p<v<

Observe that, if f € C°(J*x), then D, f € C®(J*+1r).

Next, consider the bundle J'7 and let M7 = A3(J!7) be the bundle of 4-forms over J!7 vanishing
by the action of two 7 !-vertical vector fields; with the canonical projections

Ty Ay(Jin) = Tl dy =7lomp,: AS(Jir) = M.

Induced local coordinates in A3(J'7) are (m“,gag,gag,u,p,paﬁ’“,]_)aﬁ’“”), with0 < a < 8 < 3 and
p,v =0,...,3. This bundle is endowed with the tautological (or Liouville) 4-form © € £2*(A3(J'))
and the canonical (or Liouville) 5-form 1 = —d©; € Q5(A3(J'm)) (it is a multisymplectic form; that
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is, it is closed and 1-nondegenerate), whose local expressions are
0, = pd4$ + Z <paﬁ’udgaﬁ A dgl',u + pa67uudgaﬁ,u A d3$y> )
a<lp

Q, = ﬂmA&x—z:@WWU@%WW%WHWWWA@MMA&%);
a<B

loknd
defined locally by the constraints p*# = ¥ which is called the extended 2-symmetric multimo-
mentum bundle (although it is defined using coordinates, this construction is canonical [38]]). Let

7TLT]17TZJ27TT—>J17T ; 77';[\4:77'107T31W2J27TT—)M

0
where d®z, = i < > d*z. Now, consider the 7 j1,-transverse submanifold 7,: J?r < AS(Jtr)

be the canonical projections. Natural coordinates in J27 1 are (", gaps gag,u,p,po‘@”,paﬁ”‘” ) (0 <

1
a<f<30<pu<v<3), with ]2]_90‘5"“’ = ﬁpaﬁ"“’ (where n(uv) is a combinatorial factor
n(pv
which n(uv) = 1 for u = v, and n(uv) = 2 for u # v). Denote 5 = 5*0; € Q*(J?n') and the
multisymplectic form Q5 = 570y = —dO3 € Q°(J2x"), which are called symmetrized Liouville m and

(m + 1)-forms, and their coordinate expressions are

1
@i = pd4w + Zpaﬁyﬂdgaﬁ /\ dgxu + Z n( V)paﬁ’uydgaﬁuu, /\ dgwu ,
a<p a<p "
1
Q] = —dpadiz— ) dp* Adges AdPz, — > dp®PH A dgapu A P, .
= = ()

Finally, consider the quotient bundle J27* = J27xT/A}(J'7), which is called the restricted 2-
symmetric multimomentum bundle, and it is endowed with the natural projections

,u:J27TT—>J27Ti ; 7T§1W2J27T1—)J17T ; TT}EVI:JZH—)M.

Observe that .J27* is also the submanifold of A4(J'7)/A$(J'7) defined by the local constraints p+» —
p*%vr = 0. Hence, natural coordinates in J?7t are (:E“,gag,ga@mpo‘ﬁv“,po‘ﬁv””), O<a<p <3
0 < u < v < 3). Obviously, dim J2rt = dim J2#xt — 1.

The Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian density is a 7>-semibasic m-form Ly r € Q*(J?n), then Lyp =
Lug (7%)*n, where Ly € C*(J?7) is the Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian function given by

Lug = oR = 09*" Rag ;
here 0 = +/|det(gap)], R is the scalar curvature, Rop = Dy} 5 — Dol 5 + Flﬁfgﬁ/ - I‘gﬁfg,y are

1
the components of the Ricci tensor, Ff;l, =3 g>"’ (Gvp, + Gop,w — Guv,p) are the Christoffel symbols of

the Levi-Civita connection of g, and ¢®? denotes the inverse matrix of g, namely: g*? gpy = 05. Asthe
Christoffel symbols depend on first-order derivatives of g,,, and taking into account the expression (1)
we have that the Lagrangian contains second-order derivatives of the components of the metric and thus
this is a second-order field theory.

2.2 Lagrangian-Hamiltonian unified formalism
2.2.1 The higher-order jet multimomentum bundles
For the Lagrangian-Hamiltonian unified formalism, we have to consider the symmetric higher-order

jet multimomentum bundles W = J?1 x ji,. J*7+ and W, = J371 x j1,, J2mt (see [30, B1]] for de-
tails), which have as natural local coordinates (2%, gag, Gaf.us Gafuvs Jafuwrs Py P2H, p*>H) and
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(xua 9aByr JaB,us Jap,uvs gaﬁﬁu)\’paﬁ,u’paﬁ,w/)’ (0 <a< 5 <30< M <v< 3)~ These bundles are
endowed with the canonical projections

LW = B, po: W= Pt o W= M
oW = I3, phi W — T2t phy i W — M

We can define the canonical pairing

C: J’m x i A3(Jir) — Af(J'7)
(o) — (o)W

and, from here, we have a new pairing C*: J?m x j1,. J2mT — Af(J'7) defined as
C*(126,w) = C(120, js (@) = (7' 6)y Jo(@)
Therefore, the second-order coupling 4-form in W is the pjs-semibasic 4-form Ce Q*(W) defined by
Cliad,w) =C*(m(ji0).w)  (Row) EW.

AsCisa par-semibasic 4-form, there exists a function Ce C° (W) such that c=C pyM- and we have
the coordinate expression

é =|pr+ Z paﬁ”ugaﬁ,u + Z paﬁ”uygaﬁ“uu d4(L' .

a<p asp
u<v

Denoting by £ = (m30p1)*Lyp € Q4(W), we can write L=1L PN, Where L= (m30p1)*Lyp €
C°(W). Then, we introduce the Hamiltonian submanifold

Jo

WO:{wEW: ﬁ(w):é(w)} W,

which is defined by the constraint

é - ﬁ = p + Z paﬁ,ugaﬁ7u + Z paﬁ’uygaﬁ7uu - f/ — 0 .

a<p a<p
u<v

and it is pyy-transverse and diffeomorphic to W,, ®,: W, — W,. Furthermore, the quotient map
p: J2nT — J?xt induces a natural submersion gy : W — W,. Then, the submanifold W, induces a

Hamiltonian section h € ['(uyy) defined as h = Joo®; 1 W, — W, which is specified giving the local
Hamiltonian function

ﬁ = Zpaﬁnugaﬁ“u + Zpaﬁ7/>“/gaﬁ“uy — L .

a<p a<p
u<v

that is,

~

h(w‘u7 9oBs 9apB,us JoB,uvs GaB,uvs P
(:L'M, 9aBs GaB,ps Jab,uvs Jab,uvi; —H,po‘ﬁ’”’po‘ﬁ’/“/).

aﬁ,ujpaﬁ,w’) —



J. Gaset and N. Roman-Roy, Multisymplectic unified formalism for Einstein-Hilbert Gravity. 7

Hence, we have the diagram:

w
B >}} po
" W,
T
& J2rt
P2
Prix /lu
7TT1
B P J" J2rt
3 i
T T
Jlr
Jir
ﬁ.l
M

Now we define the Liouville forms in W,, ©, = (p3 o 71)*@‘{ € 2*W,) and Q, = —dO, =
(p2 0 B)*Q5 € £25(W,.), with local expressions

~ 1
4 ; 3 , 3
@T’ = —Hd*z + Zpaﬁ ﬂdgag Ad Zy, =+ Z n(#y)paﬁ uydgaﬁ,p Ad T,
a<p a<p 1
O, =dH Ad*z = dp™P* Adgag AP, — ) deaﬁ A dgap A&,
a<h a<p W

In the following, we commit an abuse of notation denoting also L = (73 o p})* Ly € C°(W,). Then,
it is useful to consider the following decomposition [3} 33]]:

L= Z ﬁaﬁﬂwgaﬁ,w + Lo,

a<p
where
. 1 L
foBur _ oL _ nlaB) o(g™g" + g™ g’ — 2g°P gi) | )
n(l“/) agaﬁ,w/ 2
Lo = 09" {97 (9881, — 9urThs) + Topl s =T, Ths} - 3)

The point on this decomposition is to isolate the acceleration term, because LB and Ly project onto
functions L*%* € C>(E) and Ly € C*°(J'7), respectively. Another useful function is

A~ 3 A~ A~
jesn _ 9L >y L op (9L )\ _ 9L p jasuw @
agaﬁ,u — n(l“/) 890457!“/

These forms are degenerate; namely,

0 0

, .
99ap v ag@éﬁv/ﬂ/)‘>0§a§ﬁ§3;0§u§u§)\§3

(&)

ker ©, = ker Q, = <

For a premultisymplectic form 2, we call gauge vector fields to those vector fields belonging to ker €.
In this way, the coordinate vector fields in (@) are local gauge vector fields. Furthermore, O, is (7 o p})-
projectable.
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2.2.2 The Lagrangian-Hamiltonian problem

Consider the system (W,, 2,.).

Definition 1. A section ) € T'(7*) is holonomic if j* (7% o 1)) = 1, that is, 1) is the kth prolongation of
a section ¢ = 7 o1y € T'(n), and an integrable and 7 \;-transverse multivector field X € X*(J*) is
holonomic if its integral sections are holonomic (see the appendix [Blfor details on multivector fields).

A section ¢ € I‘(ﬁ}“‘rw) is holonomic in J2r¥ zfﬁilﬂ o1 € I'(7') is holonomic in J'w, and an
integrable and ﬁﬁ/l-transverse multivector field X € X*(J?m*) is holonomic if its integral sections are
holonomic.

Finally, a section v € T'(p%,) is holonomic in W, if p} o 1 € T'(73) is holonomic in J3r, and an
integrable and p'y,-transverse multivector field X € X*(W,) is holonomic if its integral sections are
holonomic.

The local expression of a holonomic multivector field X € X*(W,) is

0 9 9
+ + + Joa T
/:\1 OZ:B <8w>‘ JaB A7 09as JaBpr 0gap UETNTI2N DGy
pu<v<t
B, 9 9
Fopyur + Gy + G : 6
BN S Gap e N OpeBa T TN gpaBiw ©

and, if?/)(l"A) = ($>\7 T;Z)aﬁ (:EA)v ¢a5,u($)\)v waﬁ,uu(gj)\)v ¢a5,uu7($)\)7 waﬁ’u(‘f)\)’ waﬁ,uu(‘,n)\)) is an in-

tegral section of X, its component functions satisfy the following system of partial differential equations

31/1 8 oY 3, 81/} B,
Tah = 9aA Y T3 RE = Gagur 0¥ —5 3 = Gagun o
aw o af,u o af,pv
gﬁk“—w = Fapyurr o, gwx =Gy, %T =G oy )

It is important to point out that the fact that a multivector field in W, has the local expression (6) (and
then being locally decomposable and p’y ,-transverse) is just a necessary condition to be holonomic, since
it may not be integrable. However, if such a multivector field admits integral sections, then its integral
sections are holonomic. In general, a locally decomposable and p', ,-transverse multivector field which
has (6) as coordinate expression, is said to be semiholonomic in W,.

The Lagrangian-Hamiltonian problem associated with the system (W, (,.) consists in finding holo-
nomic sections ¢ € I'(p',) satisfying any of the following equivalent conditions:

1. 1 is a solution to the equation

P i(X)Q, =0, forevery X € X(W,). ®)

2. 1 is an integral section of a multivector field contained in a class of holonomic multivector fields
{X} c X*(W),) satisfying the equation

i(X)Q2, =0. )]

As the form (2, is 1-degenerate we have that (W, €2,.) is a premultisymplectic system, and solutions
to (8) or @) do not exist everywhere in W,.. Then [30]:
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Proposition 1. A section ¢ € T'(p},) solution to the equation (8) takes values in a 140-codimensional
submanifold jz: Wy < W, which is identified with the graph of a bundle map FL: J>1 — J?rt, over
J, defined locally by

FLpPk = oL _ Z OL | _ fosm | proposmw - _OL (10)
agaﬁ o 8gaﬁ,uu 8gaﬁ,uu

What is equivalent, the submanifold W, is the graph of a bundle morphism FL: J31 — It over Jin
defined locally by

~ 3 ~
——x L 1 L A
Fropeon - 9 3 p, (-2 _ jeBa
ﬁ*paﬁ,/ﬂ/ = oL )
0o,y

* A oL 3 1 L
FL p = L — Z Japs,u - Z D 89(15 » Z gaﬁ,pui

a<p Wasye =g nlw) ash 9o yuv
u<lv

The maps FL and FL are the restricted and the extended Legendre maps (associated with a La-
grangian density £), and they satisfy that F£L = p o FL. For every j3¢ € J3m, we have that

rank(j—"z(ji’(b)) = rank(FL(j3¢)). Remember that, according to [38], we say that a second-order
Lagrangian density £ € Q*(.J?r) is regular if

rank(FL(j2¢)) = rank(FL(j%¢)) = dim J?7 + dim J'7 — dim E = dim J?x?

otherwise, the Lagrangian density is singular. Regularity is equivalent to demand that F£: J37 — J%xt
is a submersion onto J27* and this implies that there exist local sections of F£. If F£ admits a global
section Y: J27t — J37, then the Lagrangian density is said to be hyperregular. Recall that the regularity
of £ determines if the section ) € I'(p],) solution to the equation (8) lies in W, or in a submanifold
Wy — W where the section ¢ takes values. In order to obtain this final constraint submanifold, the
best way is to work with the equation (9) instead of (8]).

2.2.3 Field equations for multivector fields

First, the premultisymplectic constraint algorithm [9]] states that:

Proposition 2. A solution X € X*(W,) to equation Q) exists only on the points of the compatibility
submanifold W, — W, defined by

W, = {w eW,: (i(Z)dH)(w) =0, forevery Z € ker(Qr)}

= {w eEW,: (1(Y)Q)(w) =0, foreveryY € %V(pg)(WT)} .

o .
Bearing in mind (3) and that ; (({97) dH = 0, the functions locally defining this submanifold
JopB,uvr
have the following coordinate expressions
) - oL
z<7> dH = pPmw — _—— | (11)
8gaﬁ,uu'r 8gaﬁ,uu
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Then, the tangency condition for the multivector fields X which are solutions to (9) on W, gives rise to

24 new constraints s
oL 1 oL
pa57u - + E DI/ _ — 0 .
agaﬁ“u v=0 n(:uy) 89&5,;“/

which define a submanifold of WV, that coincides with the submanifold ¥W,. Now the study of the
tangency of X along W, could introduce new constraints depending on the regularity of £, and the
algorithm continues until we reach the submanifold ;. The final result is given in the next theorem:

Theorem 1. Let Wy — W, be the submanifold defined locally by the constraints
paﬁ,wf _ oL =0

, paﬁ,u_ﬁa@u:o 7 LY =0 , DTEO‘B:O;
O,y

for0<a<p<30< u<rv<3and0 <71 <3. Then, there exist classes of holonomic multivector
fields {X} C X*(W),) which are tangent to Wy and such that

i(X) 0w, =0, VX e{X}Cx'W,). (12)

Proof. In order to find the final submanifold VW we use a local coordinate procedure which is equivalent
to the constraint algorithm for premultisymplectic field theories. Bearing in mind (@), the local expression
of a representative of a class of a semiholonomic multivector fields, not necessarily integrable, is, in this
case,

3
0 0
X= + Gaprm— + Gopur 5= + Gapr 5
T/:\o r/\o a§<:ﬁ <3w7 P 0gas T Ogas T Ogas
p<v<A
9 afu__ 7 9 af,uv 9
Faﬁ#“’)‘ﬂ—m G a a3, GT apQ’BvUV )
then, equation (9) leads to
oL
G — =0, (13)
89045
’ oL
Z GpP — s —— +p* =0, (14)
v= 0 Yop,n
paﬁ,wf _ LeBm — . (15)

Equations (I3)) are what we obtain in Proposition 2] (see (11))), and they are the constraints defining the
compatibility submanifold W, < W,.. The tangency conditions on them,

oL
LOG) (0P = =2, =0,
o p,uv
allows us to determine some coefficients
L
getw —p, L onwy. (16)
99ap v

These new identities are not compatible with (9). Indeed, combining them with (I4]) we have:

3 R ~

oL oL &

_ Z a a _i_paﬁ,u — paﬁyﬂ _ Laﬁvﬂ ; (On WC) . (17)
= n(p JaB,uv Gap,u
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These restrictions define the submanifold W, — WW,. The tangency conditions on these new constraints,
L(XT)(paﬁw - ﬁaﬁ’“)h/\)g =0,

lead to A
oL
GaB,p
Contracting the indices p and 7 in these restrictions and combining them with (I3)), we obtain the new
functions

Gfﬁ’“ - D, — DD L% (on W) . (18)

) oL . oL
J — D, LYV = +> D,D =0 ; (onW;),
89045 agaﬁ 89045, % a 8gaﬁ,uu
which are explicitly
. 1
L = —gn(aB) <R°‘B — §gaﬁR> =0 ; (onWg). (19)

These are the Euler-Lagrange equations, and when they are evaluated on sections in W, we recover the
Einstein equations (R.3 — 1/2g0sR)| » = 0. From its definition we can see that L*F do not depend
neither on the momenta, nor on higher order velocities than the accelerations of the components of the
metric, therefore L% project onto .J27. The equations are algebraic combinations of the coordinates
of W, and a solution can only exists on the points where they vanish. Thus, L8 are new constraints
which define locally the submanifold W; — W, — W,. (Note that, as a consequence of the Bianchi
identities, these constraints are not independent all of them). Continuing with the constraint algorithm,
we consider the tangency conditions on these constraints,

L(XT)EQB’V\G =0,

which lead to
R 1
Der::DT<—Qn®ﬁ)(Rw3—§¢wR>>==0 ; (on V). (20)

These are new constraints again (observe that these functions D, L5 project onto .J37, since they do
not depend on the higher-order derivatives and the momenta). They define locally the submanifold
Wy < Wi < W, < W,. Finally, the new tangency conditions,

L(Xo)D; Ly, =0,

lead to
0 0 0 0 -
+ 9o m5— 9o T 9 wez—— + Fo ,07>DLC“5=0
;\ <8$0 09 T 0y T Ogya g T Ogaa g )T
p<v<w

(on Wy) . (21)

and these equations allows us to determine some functions F’,.,ux. The manifold Wy is actually
the final constraint submanifold because there exist integrable holonomic multivector fields solutions to
equations (12) on Wy, tangent to Wy, which are (partially) determined by the conditions (16), (18], and

1); that is,

3
0 0 0 0
X = + g T + g T . + g T
T/:\o a§<:ﬁ <a“T P90 M Ogap T O
p<v<A

B, . B, oL 0
D.D A9, + T2 17 ) \—— + D, LOPH D, (22
)\(g)\a( vor uf + vh ua))agaﬁ,uy)\ * apo‘ﬁv” + agaﬁ,py apozﬁ,ul/> ( )
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One can prove (after a long computation) that this is actually an integrable solution (see section [A] for
more details). Finally, we have that the complete set of constraint functions defining the final constraint
submanifold Wy < W, are given by (13), (I'7), and (20); that is,

oL

B,uv
pH —
agaﬁ,,uu

=0 , pPr—Lr=0 , L¥=0 , D, L*=0.

2.2.4 Field equations for sections

Once the holonomic multivector fields which are solutions to equation (9) (on W¢) have been obtained,
in order to obtain the field equations for sections we can use, either the equations (7), or the equivalent
equations (8) which the integral sections of these multivector fields satisfy. Thus, if these sections are
locally given by

¢($)\) = (ZEAa ¢a5($>\)y waﬁ,u(‘f)\)a ¢a5,uu($>\)a ¢a5,uu7($)\)a ¢0657M($>\)’ ¢o¢6,uu($}\)) )

the equation (9)) leads to

afp [
8?m“ _-5zi% -0 =
Wb _ feBuv (25)
Vapu — 8(;10/:5 =0 2o
Vapuw — n(;u) (C%g;ﬁ’u + 8152‘5"”) - <

Equations (26) and are part of the holonomy conditions. Equations and (23), as they do not
involve the derivatives of the fields higher than 3, are just relations among the coordinates of the points
in W,., which are equivalent to equations (13)) and (14)), respectively, and they define the Legendre map
introduced in (I0). They show that, as discussed above, the section 1) take values in the submanifold

L .
We =< weW, | p*PH = L(u}) , pPH = LOPR(w) b = graph FL .
09ap v

Finally, combining the equations (23) with the local expression of the Legendre map given by the equa-
tions (24)) and (23]) we obtain

. oL oL oL 1
7B = - D + D,D, ——— = —on(af <Raﬁ__gaﬁR>‘ =0.
o=\ Bgns ~ Pr gy 22D () 5 )

(28)
These are the Euler-Lagrange equations for a section ¢ € I'(p’,), which are equivalent to the Einstein
equations

1
<Raﬁ - §gaﬁR> ‘ o 0; (29)

and, as it is well known, they are of order two.
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If 1) is a holonomic section solution to (8), the tangency conditions on the Einstein’s equations are
automatically satisfied. Indeed, the last constraints (20) read

(D.i27)| = AL o) _

¥ ox™
which is automatically satisfied because 1), in particular, is a solution to the Einstein equations (29)) and
then (28) holds. Using the same reasoning, we can check that is also automatically satisfied. These
last equations fix the gauge freedom, therefore the gauge symmetry does not show when considering the
Einstein’s equations for sections.

2.3 Recovering the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formalisms
2.3.1 Lagrangian formalism

(See [30, [31]] for the general details). Let ©5 € Q*(J2x') and Qf € Q°(J%xT) be the symmetrized
Liouville forms in J27T. The Poincaré-Cartan forms in J37 are the forms defined as

Or=FL O] € Q(JPr) |, Qp=FLOj=-dO, € O°(J3n).

These forms coincide with the usual Poincaré-Cartan forms for second-order classical field theories that
can be found in the literature [[1} [15} 25} 29], and they can also be recovered directly from the unified
formalism as follows: if © = p50% and ©, = h*© are the canonical m-forms defined in W and W,,
respectively, then, the Poincaré-Cartan m-form are © = pi©, and ©, = (p])*O,, and the same result
holds for the Poincaré-Cartan form €. Using natural coordinates in .J37, we have the local expression

®£ - _ Z Laﬁ’ugaﬁ,u + Z Laﬁ,m[.goc@;u/ . d433'
a<p a<p
+ Z Laﬁ’“dgag A d3:1:“ + Z Lo‘ﬁ’“”dga@u A3z, (30)
a<p a<p
Notice that, if
H=(geo(pf) ™) H=> L% gop,+ > L"go5, — L = 0gagugri, H*M . (31)
a<p a<p
where 1 ! 1 !
Hozﬁkl/u/ — 4gaﬁgklgw/ _ 4gakgﬁlgu1/ + igakglugﬁu _ 2gaﬁglugku (32)
then

Qp =—dO, =dHAd's =Y dLPdgag Ad™ ay, = > ALY dgeg , Ad™ € 25(JP7) 5
a<lf a<p

where we have denoted L*%# = (o (p£)~1)*LoBm | LoBr = (57 0 (p )" LeBk and Ly =
(s o (p£)~1)* Ly, which have the same coordinate expressions than L%+ L1 and L given in @),
), and (@), respectively. Observe that this is a pre-multisymplectic form since, locally,

0 0

, .
O9apuw 09asuwx >0<a<6<3; 0<u<r<A<3

ker Q£:<

Thus we have the Lagrangian system (J37,€).), and the Lagrangian problem associated with this
sytem consists in finding holonomic sections ¢y = j3¢ € T'(73) (with ¢ € ['(r)) satisfying any of the
following equivalent conditions:
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1. % is a solution to the equation

Vri(X)Qr, =0, forevery X € X(J37). (33)

2. ¥ is an integral section of a multivector field contained in a class of holonomic multivector fields
{X,} C X4(J37) satisfying the equation

i(Xe)Qe=0. (34)

In order to recover the Lagrangian field equations, we have that the map pf = pioge: Wr — J3ris
a diffeomorphism, the Poincaré-Cartan forms defined in .J37 satisfy (p¥)*©, = 750, and (pf)* Q. =
7782 Then, the solution to the Lagrangian problem associated with the singular Lagrangian system
(J3m,€,), which is stated in the equations (33) and (34), is given by the following Proposition [3] and
Theorem

Proposition 3. If ¢y € T'(p},) be a holonomic section solution to the equation (8), then the section
Yr = p} o1p € T(73) is holonomic, and is a solution to the equation

VEi(X)Qe =0 , forevery X € X(J%7) . (35)

Conversely, if 1y € T'(73) is a holonomic section solution to the field equation (33), then the section
Y = g0 0 (pE) Loty € T(ph,) is holonomic and it is a solution to the equation (8).

In local coordinates in .J37, the equation for the holonomic section 1), = j3¢ are the Euler-Lagrange
equations

oL +ZDD

=0. (36)
agw/ 89aﬁ o

gaﬁ uv
VAL

n<v
Theorem 2. Let X € X*(W,.) be a holonomic multivector field solution to the equation (), at least
on the points of a submanifold j¢: Wy C Wr — W,, and tangent to Wy. Then there exists a unique
holonomic multivector field X € X*(J37) solution to the following equation, at least on the points of
Sy = pf(Wf), and tangent to Sy,

i(X2)Q =0, (37)

Conversely, if Xy € X*(J3n) is a holonomic multivector field solution to the equation (31), at least
on the points of a submanifold Sy — J 37, and tangent to S ¢ then there exists a unique holonomic
multivector field X € X*(W,) which is a solution to the equation (Q), at least on the points of W =
(p£)71(S§) = Wr < W,, and tangent to W.

The relation between these multivector fields is X o pj o g5 = A4Tp’1" oXoyy.

(38)
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As we have pointed out before, the equalities (I5) and define the submanifold W, which is dif-
feomorphic with .J37, and the constraint functions defining the Lagrangian final constraint submanifold
Spe—J 37 are

= 9L _p +> D.D,

1
— onla Raﬁ__aﬁR> — 0, (39
Do 89a5u 0 (5)( 59

u<v 09apuv

D.L* = 0. (40)

The local expression of a representative of a class of holonomic multivector fields in J7 is

0 0 0 0
X = < + GoB,r + 9B pr 5 T GaByprm—— + Faﬁ;,uuA,q-*) ;
/\ 0 cé oz" 99ap 9Gap.pu 09, 0o pwx

p<r<A
(41)
then, there are holonomic multivector fields which are solutions to the equation on Sy, and tangent
to Sy. They are obtained from (22)) using Theorem

3
0 0 0 0
X£ = /\ Z <633‘T + 9ap, Ta G + JapB,ur 89 5 + gag,uwiag P

ap,i ap,uv

15,
SO0, +TATe ) )
(97 (T3aT7, + TA,T7) agam”)

Finally, for the equations of the integral sections of these multivector fields (equation (33)), from
[@29), we obtain that (39), evaluated on the points in the image of holonomic sections ¥y = j3¢ in J37
(see Prop[Bland (36)), are equivalent to the Einstein equations

oL
LB 5, = +Y D,D,
’j ¢ agaﬁ M 89045 w ; agaﬁ 1% 5
= J
1
= —on(af) <R°‘B - EQO‘BR> =0. (42)
j3¢

All these results can be also obtained applying the constraint algorithm straightforwardly for the
equation (34), in the same way as we have done for the unified formalism; then doing a purely Lagrangian
analysis. Thus, the Euler-Lagrange equations for an holonomic multivector field like (which are
obtained from (B4)) read as

0*L >
Z a- -  a. (FPU§)\TM,V - Dugpa;)n-p,) + L — 0 5
p<ou<UAST 990, I9po A7

d9*L
8gaﬁ,paaguu,)\r
we obtain that L®* = 0, which are the compatibility conditions for the Euler-Lagrange equations; that
is, the primary Lagrangian constraints (39). From here, the constraint algorithm continues by requiring
the tangency condition, as it is usual (see [16]).

and, as for the Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian the Hessian matrix ( ) vanishes identically,



J. Gaset and N. Roman-Roy, Multisymplectic unified formalism for Einstein-Hilbert Gravity. 16

2.3.2 Hamiltonian formalism

Consider the Legendre maps introduced in Proposition [l We have that

1 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
, = QLB LB
TJ§¢‘7:E 0 0 0 )
89’15 8975,7—
0 87[/ 0 0 0
897589(15,#1/

and we have that rank(Tjg »F L) = 54. Furthermore, locally we have that

0 0

)
Yo,y agaﬁv“’»‘>0SaS6S3;0SuSVS>\S3

ker FL, =ker Qp = < , (43)

and thus F L is highly degerated.

Denote P = FL(J37) < J2rt and P = FL(J3T) <y J27t, and let FL, be the map defined
by FL = jo0 FL, and Tp: P — M the natural projection. In order to assure the existence of the
Hamiltonian formalism we have to assure that the Lagrangian density £ € Q*(.J?r) is, at least, almost-
regular; that is, P is a closed submanifold of J?7%, FL is a submersion onto its image and, for every
j2¢ € J3m, the fibers FL Y (FL(j2$)) are connected submanifolds of J37. Then, the following result
allows us to consider the Hamiltonian formalism:

Proposition 4. £ is an almost-regular Lagrangian and P is diffeomorphic to J .

Proof. P is a closed submanifold of J?7 since it is defined by the constraints

oL
99ap

paﬁ,ﬂlj _ — O; paﬁnuf _ EO‘BUU' — O .

The dimension of P is 4 + 10 4+ 40 = 54 and, as rank(TFL) = 54 in every point, TFL is surjective
and FL is a submersion. Finally, bearing in mind (43)), we conclude that the fibers of the Legendre
map, F L'_l(]-" L(j3¢)) (for every ji¢ € J>), are just the fibers of the projection 77, which are con-
nected submanifolds of .J37. Recall that .J37 is connected because we are considering metrics with fixed
signature. Thus, £ is an almost-regular Lagrangian.

Furthermore, taking any local section ¢ of the projection ﬂi)’, themap ® = FLo ¢: J'r — Pisa
local diffeomorphism (which does not depend on the section chosen). Then, using these local sections,
from a differentiable structure of J'7 we can construct a differentiable structure for P; hence P and J'7

are diffeomorphic.

FLo

J3r P C J?rt
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Then, there exists a diffeomorphism 7 = p o j: P — P and we can define a Hamiltonian -
section as h = j o i, which is specified by a local Hamiltonian function H € C°°(P), that is,

h(ﬂj‘u, Gaps gaﬁ#’paﬁ,u’paﬁ,ul/) = (33#7 9aBr GapB,u> _H7 paﬁ’uv paﬁ,uu).

P ’ J2rt “ W

Dl |

'P J27Ti WT’

Now, we can define the Hamiltonian forms
On :=h*0f € QY (P) , Q,:=-dO, =hr*Q} € 2°(P),

and thus we have the Hamiltonian system (P, 2;,). Then, the Hamiltonian problem associated with this
system consists in finding holonomic sections v, : M — ‘P satisfying any of the following equivalent
conditions:

1. )y, is a solution to the equation

Pri(X)Q, =0 , forevery X € X(P) . (44)

2. 1y, is an integral section of a multivector field contained in a class of holonomic multivector fields
{X}} C X*(P) satisfying the equation

(X)) =0 , VX, e {X,}cxi(pP). (45)

(Here, holonomic sections and multivector fields are defined as in J27"). Then the Hamiltonian formal-
ism is recovered as follows:

Proposition 5. Let i) € I'(p’y,) be a solution to the equation (8)). Then, the section 1, = FL,0p]o1) =
FLyop € T(7p) is a solution to the equation

i i(X)Q, =0, forevery X € X(P).

W, P2 J2rt

J2rt
P \j
J
)

P
P

%ﬁoowc

Theorem 3. Let X € X*(W,) be a holonomic multivector field which is a solution to the equation (),
at least on the points of a submanifold j;: Wy C W, — W, and tangent to Wy. Then there exists a
holonomic multivector field X;, € X*(P) which is a solution to the following equation, at least on the
points of Py = FL(Sy), and tangent to Py,

M

i(Xp)Qm|p, = 0. (46)
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Conversely, if X;, € X*(P) is a holonomic multivector field which is a solution to the equation (@),
at least on a submanifold Py — P, and tangent to Py, then there exist locally decomposable, p',-
transverse and integrable multivector fields X € X*(W,) which are solutions to the equation @), at
least on the points of Wy = (p5)~Y(Py) < Wr < W,, and tangent to Wj.

If X is pip-projectable (or, what is equivalent, if the multivector field X in Theorem 2] is FL,-
projectable), then the relation between these multivector fields is Xy, o plp 0 35 = A4Tp§> oXoyy.
Formulation using non multimomentum coordinates.

From the unified formalism, the easiest way to describe locally the Hamiltonian formalism consists
in taking (2*, ga3, gas,.) as local coordinates adapted to P. As the function H defined in is FL,-
projectable, the Hamiltonian function defined on P is just

Hp = L gagum+ Y L gap = L = 0 Gap ughty HOOM “47)
a<p a<p

where H*PF is given by (32). As L is almost regular, the Hamiltonian section h: P — J27 exists
and its local expression is

h(xu’gaﬁ’gaﬁyﬂ) = (‘Tlu?gaﬁ?gaﬁ“u’ _HP7LQB’H;LQ67“V) .

Now we define the Hamilton-Cartan forms ©;, = h*©5 € Q*(P) and Q) = —dO;, € Q°(P), whose
coordinate expressions are

On = —Hpd'z+ Y LPMdges AdPz,+ > L dgags, Adx,
a<p a<p
Qp=-d0), = dHpAd'z— > dL*# Ndgag APz, — > AL A dgag,, A dz, (48)
asp asp

(Observe that, with this choice of coordinates,©y, and €2, looks locally like ©, and €2,). Thus, we have
the Hamiltonian system (P, ;). Then, Proposition 5 and Theorem [3 establish the relation between the
solutions to the Hamiltonian and the unified problem.

In this case, first observe that, locally,

0 o 0 0 >
OpoBn’ Gpab.uv’ 8gaﬁ7u,,’ 0Gap, v 0<a<B<3; 0<pu<y<A<3

)

fer (). = {

and as

9 T Ao 9 T Ao 9 T Ao

- <agaﬁyuu> LT L <agaﬁyuu> (D-L7)#0, L <agaﬁyuu> (D-L7) £0,
we have that the constraints and (20) (which define the final constraint submanifold W; as a subman-
ifold of W, = graph FL in the unified formalism) are not p}-projectable (see diagram (38)), and this
means that there are no Hamiltonian constraints and the Hamilton equations have solutions everywhere
in P. (What is equivalent, the Lagrangian constraints (39) and (40} are not FL,-projectable). This is a
consequence of the fact that, in the Lagrangian formalism, these constraints really arise as a consequence
of demanding the holonomy condition and hence, as it was studied in [8]], they are not projectable by the
Legendre map. Then:

Proposition 6. An integrable (holonomic) multivector field solution to the equations (43)) is

— 9 9 A 10 A 1o 0 4
o 1//:\0 Oz ! OZ:B <gaﬁ,u 0Gap " g)\g(ryaruﬁ * Fyﬁrua)agaﬁ;u> € X(P).
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Proof. The proof is given in the appendix [Al U

For the integral sections of X, which are solutions to (@4), if (%) = (2%, Vag(x®), Yas,u(*)),
then the equation (44)) reads

<DML°‘57”— oL >‘ = 0,
agaﬁ W

aLaB,ul/ aL)\J,V
< > 9ro,v

<6La57“” 6L*“’”> o

ag)\o a 89aﬁ,u " ag)\o a 89aﬁ,u ozv
The last equation is equivalent to the holonomy condition, ({;’Z))l‘/” = 15 (see the appendix [A)). Writing
x
the first one in terms of the Hamiltonian we obtain
<8L°‘67V 8Lab”“’> ‘ Oab, OHp " <8L°‘B’“ 8Lab’“> ‘
— - _ — Yap, — .
8gab,u agaﬁ W oz agaﬁ P o 8gab 89045 P

And rearranging the terms, these equations are equivalent to the Einstein equations (42)).
Formulation using multimomentum coordinates.

As we have said, the coordinates (2, o3, gas,,) arise naturally from the unified formalism. Never-
theless, the standard way to describe locally the Hamiltonian formalism of classical field theory consists
in using the natural coordinates in the multimomentum phase spaces; that is, multimomentum coordi-
nates. Then, the first relevant result is:

Proposition 7. The coordinates p“®* and 9o, are in one-to-one correspondence.

Proof. The starting point is to consider the constraints p®®# = L8 (gH, 9aB> 9ap,u) Which define
partially the constraint submanifold V., and from these relations we can isolate the coordinates g,z ;.
Indeed, the functions

Ao,V
Vaﬁ,u(gaﬁapa67u) = W(_ankgﬁugou - 2904#95)\901/ + GQaAgﬁog;w +
Jov9ppIre + JaudprIre)

satisfy that
JaB,u = Va@u(gaﬁa LAU’V(gaBa gaﬁ,u)) )

and these relations give the coordinates g, ,, as functions of p*> and the other coordinates. ]

Thus we can use (2, g, B,po‘ﬁ ) as coordinates of P and then rewrite the Hamiltonian function

HP(xu7gaﬁapa67u) = Hp(x”, Jap, Vaﬁ,u(paﬁ’u7gaﬁ)) .

The field equations are derived again from (43)) expressed using the new coordinates. Now, the Hamilton-
Cartan form €2, has the local expression:

O = dHp Ad'z =Y dp*P* Adgag A dPa, = D ALY A dVag A dPa,
a<p a<p

and the local expression of a representative of a class {Xp, } of semi-holonomic multivector fields in P is

4
) ) s O
Xh = /\ <— + Faﬁ,u% Gyﬁ7“8paﬁ7“> ,

=V
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with F5, (7, gug, p*PH), Ggﬁ’“(m“,gag,paﬁ’“) € C*(P). From (43) we obtain

aHp _ _Gaﬁ,u N Grs,k avabﬁ aLab,cy <8Vab,c aLab,cy B aVab,c aLab,cu>
890!5 a v oprsk 89a5 o 9grs agaﬁ 89a5 09rs
0Hp _ Wiy e DLV
gy~ Feon = Fravgan g

which would be the classical Hamilton-De Donder-Weil equations for a first order field theory except

by the fact that they contain extra-terms because the Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian is of second order and
1 oL

LB — ——— does not vanish. A solution to these equations is
n(uv) Ogas
N[0 0 WVapu O
_ oBu
Xp = /\ (W + Vaﬁ,u@ + QTS(FZ:AFZJ + 1, ZA)angfy (9]?0‘5’”) ’
1=V »

where the velocities in the connection are expressed using the momenta, which is a holonomic (i.e.,
integrable) multivector field in P.

Finally, we consider the equations of the integral sections of Xj. These equations can be obtained
from equation (@) which, for a section 1(z%) = (2%, Y a5(x*), PPH(2?)), leads to

OHp OYBH yrsk [ OV, . DL Mg [ OVap e OLD™ OV . DLW
09as » Ozt oxv <8p’“57k 09as >‘w+ ox? <agrs 09ap B 09ap  OGrs >‘w
8H73 31/%15 81/17’5 aVvab,c aLab,cu
OpoBim » = ozr | oxv <8p°‘5’“ 0grs >‘w

3 An equivalent first-order Lagrangian to Hilbert-Einstein

As we pointed out at the end of Section[2.2] there exists a first-order Lagrangian equivalent to the Hilbert-
Einstein Lagrangian [3,[33]]. Now we study the Lagrangian and the Hamiltonian formalism of this model,
comparing them with the Hamiltonian formulations for the Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian presented in the
above section. As it is a first order Lagrangian, we need to use the multisymplectic formalisms developed
for these kind of theories; in particular, those reviewed in [32].

The configuration manifold 7 : £ — M, is the same described in Section and the Lagrangian
formalisms takes place in the first jet bundle J'7, with coordinates (z*, 9aB>9ap,u)- The first-order
Lagrangian density proposed in [33]] is £ = L d*x, where the Lagrangian function is

O LoBmv

L="Lo= ) Gapudpror—p— € C¥(J'm). (49)
a<p 9o
<o
The Poincaré-Cartan form for this Lagrangian is
Qr=dLAd*z— ) d Adges A B3z, . (50)

The Lagrangian L is regular and hence Q)7 is a multisymplectic form. For the Lagrangian system
(Jir, Q) we look for solutions to the equations (33) or (37) and, as the system is regular, solutions
exist everywhere in J!7 (there are no Lagrangian constraints). Although it is a first order system, in [33]]
it is shown how these equations coincide with the Einstein equations.
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As L is regular, we can state the standard Hamiltonian formalism for first-order regular field the-
ories. Being J'7* the (“first-order”) reduced multimomentum bundle, whose natural coordinates are
(", gaps 5 1), the corresponding Legendre map FL: J'r — J'7* is given by

FLak =at | FL gap=gap , FLPN= =L = grow
89045,# A\<o ago‘ﬁ

Then we have the Hamilton-Cartan form €2, := (]:Z_l)*QZ € 24(J'7*). This multisymplectic
form can also be obtained introducing the Hamiltonian section h: J'7* — A3(FE) whose local expres-
sion is

h(@", gag, B*") = (2", gag, —H. D) .

where H is the Hamiltonian function associated with L, whose local expression is

H=> p"""(gaguoFL ) ~LoFL '=LoFL |

a<lp

In this way, we have constructed the Hamiltonian system (J'7*, )5-) and the corresponding Hamilton
field equations have solutions everywhere in J'7* (there are no Hamiltonian constraints). Furthermore,
as FL is a diffeomorphism, every solution to the Lagrangian problem stated for the Lagrangian system
(Jtm, )) induces a solution to the Hamiltonian problem stated for the Hamiltonian system (.J L, 07)
via this Legendre map, and conversely.

The following result relates this approach to the one we have presented in the above section.

Proposition 8. ®*Hp = L and, as a consequence, ®*Q)j, = OF

Proof. In order to prove these equalities, it suffices to prove that, Hp and §;, have the same local coor-
dinate expressions than L and ()7, respectively.

First, from (7)), using (@9) and taking into account the coordinate expressions stated in (), (3), and
(@), we obtain that

af,uv « oL af,uv
Hp = Z L Bp JaB,puv + Z L B’ugaﬁ,u — L= Z <8 0 - DvL Pont > 9o, — LO

a<p a<p axp \OJabn
u<v
O LoBmv _
= 2Lo— Z gaﬁ,ug)\a,l/T —Lo=1L.
< 9o
asp
A<o
We have used that a gag u = 2Lg, which is a consequence of L being homogeneous of grade 2 on

the velocities. Now we cornpute

oL _Zg)\ou<

09 p 39a5u =

QLB grAovp
09ro 09as

8L>‘U’V‘u
agaﬁ

> = Laﬁ’u — 9o
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then, using these last results and bearing in mind (50) and (8}), we have that

— oL
Qp = dLAd'z—) do—— Adgas A d’xy,
4 3 oLk 3
= dHpAd'z =) dL** Ndgag AdPz,+ > d(gAWT> A dgas A dPz,
a<h a<h Yo
A<o
4 3 L vh 3
= dHpAd'z =Y dL" Adgas AdPz, + ) 54000 A dgap N
a<B a<p 9908
A<o
82L)\0,Vu

+ dgyy A dgag A dgaju .

LN A ~—
a<p 991m99ap
The last term vanishes because the coefficient is symmetric under the change of the indices ~, A by «, S,
but the exterior product is skewsymmetric. Finally, notice that L ?** do not contain derivatives of the

metric, thus we can write

L 3 A 3
S0 A dgas N APz, = = ALYV A dgag, A AP
a<p 9aB <A
A<o
and, therefore, we can conclude that QZ and §2;, have the same local expression. O

As a consequence of this result, the solutions to the Hamiltonian problem stated for the Hamiltonian
system (P, Qp) and to the Lagrangian problem stated for the Lagrangian system (J!7, ()) are in one-
to-one correspondence by the map P.

Observe that we have also the diffeomorphism ¥ = &~1o FL: P — J'7*. Therefore, the solutions
to the Hamiltonian problems stated for the Hamiltonian systems (P, p) and (J'7*, Q) are also one-
to-one related by this map.

Summarizing, we have proved that the following formulations are equivalent:

(Jlﬂ-*a Qﬁ) 7L (J17T7 Qf) 2 (P7 Qh)

(where, in the last case, we can use the local description using multimomentum coordinates or not). Lo-
cally, this equivalence means that all the formulations lead to the same equations (Einstein’s equations),
up to a change of variables and, hence, every solution in each formalism induces a solution in the others
via the appropriate diffeomorphism. The following diagram summarizes all the picture:

J2t
o
T3 FL T2t
\ FLo
J
3 Sy P
(]
)\
Jin Jlr*
FL
D
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4 The Einstein-Hilbert model with energy-matter sources

4.1 Previous statements

The Einstein-Hilbert model with energy-matter sources is described by a Lagrangian density Lg =
Leg + Lu, where Ly = Ly (72)*n € Q4(J?n), and Ly, € C*°(J?n) represents the energy-matter
source and depends only on the metric and the first and second derivatives of its components. It is related
with the stress-energy-momentum tensor T',,, by

A

WQW%VL%& .

T, —
M on(uv

(For a geometric study on the stress-energy-momentum tensors see, for instance, [13} (14} [19. 26| 42]]).
Then, we can write Lg = Lg (72)*n € Q*(J?7), with Lg = Ly + L € C®(J%7).

The behaviour of the theory depends on the source. Nevertheless, some qualitative properties can be
studied in general, as long as we know the degeneracy of the source.

Definition 2. For a function f € C°°(J?), consider

1 8f faﬁ“u L af . Dufaﬁ,,uzx’ faﬁ — 8f . Dufaﬁ,u.

faﬁnul/ «— , =
n(pv) 09ap,uw 0o, 99ap

(Notice that f*P+ ¢ C*(J3r) and f*P € C°°(J*x)). Then, the degree of f is the smallest natural
number deg(f) = s such that:

L(X)fo‘ﬁ’“:L(X)fo‘B’“” =0 ; forevery X E.’{V(W;l_l); 0D<a<p<30<u<r<y).

If‘f&’ﬁ,u — faﬁvul/ = 0’ we deﬁne deg(f) = 0.

Now, applying the results of [16} 33]] we obtain that:

Proposition 4.1. If deg(f) = s, then 1L(X)f*? = 0; for every X € XV(n) (o < ), and hence 8
are wﬁ—pmjecmble functions.

The degree of Lg characterizes partially the behaviour of the theory, as we are going to see in the
next paragraphs. For instance, if a Lagrangian is regular it has degree 4, but there are also singular
Lagrangians with degree 4. The Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian in vacuum, Lz, has degree 2. For a
source such that deg(Ly) > 2, we have that deg(Lg) = deg(Lm). The so-called f(R) theories of
gravity have deg(Lg) > 2. For these kinds of systems it is possible to obtain some constraints in the
unified and the Lagrangian formalisms but the Hamiltonian formalism depends strongly on the particular
energy-matter source. For a source such that deg(Ly,) < 2, we have that deg(Lg) < 2), and these
theories have a well defined Hamiltonian formalism; in particular, for the case that deg(Ly,) < 1 we
obtain the general semiholonomic solution. These cases include the energy-matter sources coupled only
to the metric; that is, deg(Ly,) = 0, like the electromagnetic source or the perfect fluid. We will present
the former as an example.

4.2 Lagrangian-Hamiltonian unified formalism

As Lg € C*®(J*r), we can work with the same manifolds introduced in Section 22} that is, the
symmetric higher-order jet multimomentum bundles W = J37 x ji. J?xt and W, = J37 x j1,. J?xh.
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The pull-back of the Lagrangian to these manifolds is denoted in the same way as above: Ls = (wg’ o
p1)*Ls € C*°(W;) (orin C*(W)). Then,

The Liouville forms in W,., Og, and 2s,, are defined likewise and have the local expressions

X 1
4 , 3 , 3
egT = —HGd x + Zpaﬁ /"dgaﬁ Ad Zy, + Z n(#y)paﬁ “Vdgaﬁ,p Ad T,
a<p a<p 1
Qe = dHg Ad'z — Y dp™P* Adgas A Pz, — ) ) dp®P 1 A dgap A P, .
a<p a<p

As in Section the Lagrangian-Hamiltonian problem associated with the system (W, Q) con-
sists in finding holonomic sections ¢ € I'(py,) satisfying any of the following equivalent conditions:

1. 1 is a solution to the equation
P i(X)Qsr =0, forevery X € X(W,). (51)
2. 1 is an integral section of a multivector field contained in a class of holonomic multivector fields
{X} c X*(W),) satisfying the equation

i(X)Qesr =0. (52)

Proposition [1l, which defines the Legendre transformation, also holds for Le:

Proposition 9. A section ¢ € T'(py,) solution to the equation (S1) takes values in a 140-codimensional
submanifold jr . : Wes < W, which is identified with the graph of a bundle map FLg: J S — J2rt,
over J'm, defined locally by

~ 3 ~ ~
fﬁ’épo‘ﬁ’” = Ole — Z L D, Ole = ﬁ%ﬁ’“ , fﬁ*@paﬁ’”u = 78L6 )
9o, 0 n(uv) 0Gap v 0Gap v

What is equivalent, the submanifold W, is the graph of a bundle morphism ]/:Vﬁg s I3 — J2xt over
J'7 defined locally by

~ 3 T
fZ/G*paﬁ’“ _ ILs B Z 1 D, OLg _ ﬁ%ﬁ’”,
agaﬁ# =0 n(,w/) 8gaﬁ’wj
Frg = ke
09ap v
~ 3 r 3
o~ % ~ aLG 1 aLG aLG
FLsp = Lg—g - Dolga )| 9 0Ge v
© b 89045# 1;) n(uv) Y agaﬁvﬂ/’/ sy 89045#“/
= Le— Z paﬁ’ugaﬁw - Z paﬁ’wgaﬁ,wf .
OCSB OCSB?}’LSV

Theorem 4. A solution to the equation (32)) exists only in a submanifold Ws — W, wich, depending
on the degree of Ly, is locally defined by the following constraints (for0 < a < <3,0< u<v <3,
0<7<3):
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o Ifdeg(Ly) = 4: paﬁ,uu _ 8;95;:“” =0, paﬁ,u _ ﬁ%ﬁyu —0.

o Ifdeg(Lm) — 3 paﬁ,uu _ 8;9QL;W =0, paﬁ,u . ﬁgﬁ,u =0, ﬁ%ﬁ _

d Ifdeg(Lm) S 2: paﬁ,uy — 39604#;,“, = O7 paﬁ,p — Egﬁ“u = O, .Z/%ﬁ = O7 DTL%ﬁ =0.

Proof. For the case deg(Ly) = 4, the first two restrictions, which involve the momenta, hold for every
second order field theory (Proposition [9]and [30]).

If deg(Ly) < 2, then deg(Lg) = ¢ < 2. Therefore O is mi-semibasic (in particular 73-
semibasic), which implies the other two restrictions [16]]. They can also be obtained by a similar proce-
dure as in Section 2.2

Likewise, if deg(Ly) = 3, then deg(Lg) = 3, and O, is 73-semibasic, which implies ﬁ%ﬁ = 0.
O

Depending on the energy-matter term, maybe there are not any holonomic solution on Weg . In this

situations, a smaller submanifold has to be considered in order to find a holonomic solution.

4.3 Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formalisms

In section we have stated how to recover the Lagrangian formalism from the unified formalism
for the Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian with no energy-matter souces. As in that case, now the Lagrangian
formalism takes place in .J37, and the Poincaré-Cartan forms (30) associated with the Hilbert-Einstein
Lagrangian with energy-matter sources are

Ore = FLe O € Q4 JPr) |, Qp, =FLe @ = —dO, € Q5(J37)
which have the local expressions

Ore = Hed'z+ Y L dgas Adz, + Y L dgag, A da, |

a<p a<p
Ope = dHgAd'w =Y AL dgas Ad™ o, = > dLE W dgag,, Ad™ e,
a<p a<p
where
Heg = (]ﬁ © (plﬁ)_l)*f{G = Z L%B“wjgaﬁ,ul/ =+ Z L%ﬁﬂugaﬁ,u - LG )
a<p a<p

and L%ﬁ (s L%ﬁ * have the same coordinate expressions than L% L5t and L.

The Lagrangian problem associated with the Lagrangian system (J37, L) is stated like in the
equations (33) and (34), but for Q. instead of ;. The solutions are related to the solutions of the
unified formalism by Proposition 3land Theorem

The Lagrangian counterpart of theorem i4]is:

Corollary 1. A solution to the equation (34) exists only in a submanifold Ss — J3m wich, depending
on the degree of Ly, is locally defined by the following constraints (for 0 < a < 8 < 3):

o Ifdeg(Ly) =3: LY =o0.
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¢ Ifdeg(Lw) <20 LY =0, D,LY =0.

The existence of holonomic solutions depends on the energy-mass term. In some cases we must
continue the constraint algorithm, together with an integrability algorithm.

Finally, the equations of the integral sections (33)) can be analyzed in a similar fashion as in Section
[2.2.4] and using Proposition 3l This leads to the Euler-Lagrange equations

=0, (53

1 1
L5 = Lo 186 + LS| j35 = —on(ap) <Raﬁ — —¢*PR 7Laﬁ>
j3¢

2 on(afB) ™

Introducing the stress-energy-momentum tensor as

A

Tw=—r—— LoB
B 8nGon(apB) Jop 9y “em

where GG as the Newton’s gravitational constant and ¢ the speed of light, then

1 81G
R,uzx - §guuR = C—4T;w >

and equations (33) are equivalent to the Einstein equations with stress-energy-momentum tensor.

All these results can be also obtained applying the constraint algorithm straightforwardly to the
equation (33), in the same way as we have done for the unified formalism; then doing a purely Lagrangian
analysis.

For establishing the multimomentum Hamiltonian formalism we use the Legendre maps FLg and

j‘f@ defined in Proposition [0l Now, we denote 73& = j—'\ZG(J?’W) <y 727t and Ps = FLs(J37) N
J?7*, with the natural projection Tps 1 Ps — M. In order to assure the existence of the Hamiltonian
formalism we demand that the Lagrangian density Lg € Q*(J?7) is, at least, almost-regular. Then we
can define the Hamiltonian forms Oy, and 2, and then we have the Hamiltonian system (Pg, Q).
The Hamiltonian problem associated with this system is stated in and (@3)), but with (1}, instead of
Q. This Hamiltonian formalism is recovered from the unified formalism following Proposition [5] and
Theorem [3l

In the actual case, the formalism depends strongly on the singularity of the theory. Nevertheless, if
deg(Ly) < 2 (or equivalently deg(Lg) < 2), we have a similar situation as in the vacuum case. In
particular:

Proposition 10. If deg(Lg) < 2, then Lg is an almost-regular Lagrangian and Pg is diffeomorphic to
Jir.

Proof. If deg(Lg) < 2, we have that

Idy 0 0 00

0 Idig 0 00

0 0 Idy 00
TjsFLes = | OLL" oL oL .

a%.T agf/é ag:{éﬂ'

dLs OLs dLs 00

0x709apm 09160908 09y6,-09ap

Then we have that rank(Tjg(z,]-" L) = 54 at every point j2¢ € J3w. Therefore TFLg is surjective and
FLg is a submersion. From here the proof is the same as in Proposition U
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In general the functions ﬁ%ﬁ #* are not invertible, thus we use the non momenta coordinates (z*, g, 8> 9aB,u)
as local coordinates adapted to Pg. The function Hp, is defined by

Hpg = Z L%B’Wgaﬁ,w + Z L%B7M9aﬁ,u ~ Ls,
a<lp a<lp

and the Hamilton-Cartan form have the coordinate expressions

Ope = —dOpg = dHpg Ad'z =D AL Ndgas A dPz, — Y AL A dgag, A dPa, .
a<lf a<p
The resulting Hamiltonian equations for sections (44]) are

<8L%B”’ - 8Lg”“”>‘ vy OHpg

agab,u 89&5 oY B agaﬁ "

and rearranging the terms, these equations are locally equivalent to the Einstein equations (33).

If deg(Lg) > 2, then FLg may not be a submersion and, hence, Lg is not almost-regular. In these
cases the construction of the Hamiltonian formalism is more complicated.

4.4 Example: Electromagnetic source

Consider the case of a free electromagnetic source with electromagnetic tensor F'*. The corresponding
Lagrangian function is

Ly = 1\/|det(gag)| Fu F*

where the components of the tensor F),,, are functions on the base manifold M. In this case, deg(Lm) =
1, and the stress-energy-momentum tensor is

A A OLw A

1
Ty = ——— Ly =———— FOSE 43— g®8F, F5) .
m Qn(,uu)SWGga“gBV m Qn(,uu)SWGgo‘“gB” 0Gap el < Juv o — 9 Fualys

The corresponding form Og,. is m5-projectable, which implies that %V(Wg) are gauge vector fields.
By Theorem [4] solutions to the field equations exist on the points of the submanifold defined by
Le b Lt =0 , LY =0, DALY =0
5 = , P — Lg = ) s — s g = VU.

B,y
p*H —
0o,

The first two restrictions define the Legendre transformation, and the last two fix the gauge freedom of
the higher derivatives. The local expression of any semiholonomic multivetor field solution of (32) can
be obtained by combining these restrictions, the holonomy conditions, and the solution obtained in the

Appendix [A.3]

0 0 0
Xy = < =+ 9as, t9appr—— t GaBry——F
T/\O OCZ:B Oz o 7'8 o af,ut 89@ " o uura B
p<r<A

R B . ) Le )
T G TS G T Dges o |

where FQBW,V = (73 0 p})* Fapyuy € C®(W;), and

)
_gHVFAUF)\C,—) +Fh)\o'7p/7]/ G COO(Jlﬂ_) .

4
C ag
Faﬁ R gAU(FyaFMB"i'F BF ) 47TGgaB <g)\ Fu)\Fz/o - 4
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The Lagrangian formalism takes place in J37, but the Corollary [T states that a solution exists in the
submanifold defined by
B _ B _
Ly = ., D;Ly =

The Euler-Lagrange equations (33)) are equivalent to the Einstein equations

1
<R;u/ - §Q/WR>

A section ¢: M — FE is a solution to the Einstein equations if, on the points of its image, it is a section
of a multivector field with local expression

4

c 1
= m <ZguuFaBFaB - gaBF/wchxﬁ>

)

33

i3

X /3\2<8+9 LA 0 DD 9 >
L= s s , a. T\ T A
=0 a<p Ox7 T 890!5 asmr agaﬁ,,u s (99046,;”/ i agaﬁ,,uzz)\

H<vr<A
where F' 3., = 75 Fog.,,, € C(JT)
afipr = T1 Lafipp )

For the Hamiltonian formalism, we have the Hamiltonian system (Pg, 2, ), Where Pg is diffeomor-
phic to J!7, as a consequence of Proposition and the Hamiltonian function giving the Hamiltonian
section h is

Hps = Hp — L ,

where Hp is the Hamiltonian for the vacuum case @7). A semiholonomic multivector field solution to
(43)) has the local expression

xi= A Y

7=0 a<p

a + i 4+ F L
OxT Gap,r 09es afip,T 090 .

5 Conclusions and outlook

We have presented a multisymplectic covariant description of the Einstein-Hilbert model of General
Relativity using a unified formulation joining both the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formalisms.

Our procedure consists in using the constraint algorithm to determine a submanifold of the higher-
order jet-multimomentum bundle W, where the field equations written for multivector fields (9) are
compatible; that is, where there exist classes of holonomic multivector fields {X} which are solution to
these equations. These classes of multivector fields are associated with holonomic distributions, whose
integral sections are solutions to (§). Thus, the constraints arising from the algorithm determine where
the image of the sections may lay. This algorithm is also the main tool in order to state many of the
fundamental characteristics of the theory.

The constraints (13)) and (17), which define WW,, are a natural consequence of the unified formalism
and define the Legendre map which allows to state the Hamiltonian formulation and the Hamilton-de
Donder-Weyl version of the Einstein equations. Nevertheless, as the Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian £ is
singular, the algorithm produces more constraints.

In the case of no energy-matter sources, among the new constraints, the physical relevant equations
are the primary constraints (I9) which, evaluated on the points of the holonomic sections, are just the
Einstein equations. As a consequence of the singularity of £, they are 2nd-order PDE’s, instead of
4th-order as correspond to a 2nd-order Lagrangian. Einstein’s equations appear as constraints of the
theory because they are 2nd-order PDE’s which are defined as a submanifold of a higher-order bundle
(containing J 37 as a subbundle).
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The constraints and (20) are also related with the fact that ©,. is (712{’ o p')-projectable and, as a
consequence of this, in the Lagrangian formalism, the Poincaré-Cartan form O, projects onto a form in
J'7, which is not the Poincaré-Cartan form of any first-order Lagrangian. Nevertheless, there is are first-
order regular Lagrangians which are equivalent to the Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian [3, 2127} 28,133, [34]].
The Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formalism of one of these Lagrangians have been analyzed in detail.

Thus, te secondary constraints (20) contain no physical information: they are of geometrical nature
and arise because we are using a manifold prepared for a second-order theory of a Lagrangian which is
physically equivalent to a first-order Lagrangian. Hence, the constraints (I13) and (I7)), which define the
Legendre map, and (19), which is equivalent to the Einstein equations, are the only relevant equations.

When we recover the Lagrangian formalism from the unified one, as a consequence of the singu-
larity of the Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian, solutions to the Euler-Lagrange field equations only exist in a
constraint submanifold Sy < J 3. Furthermore, if we interpret the Einstein-Hilbert model as a gauge
theory having the second and third order velocities as gauge vector fields (see (3)), the constraints
and (20) fix this gauge partially (both in the unified and the Lagrangian formalisms). To fix the re-
maining gauge degrees of freedom would lead, in the Lagrangian formalism, to a submanifold of Sy
diffeomorphic to J'7. In a forthcoming paper we will present an interpretation of gauge symmetries for
multisymplectic classical field theories.

Furthermore, in the Lagrangian formalism, the Lagrangian constraints arise as a consequence of
demanding the holonomy condition for the solutions to the field equations and the fact that the Hessian
matrix of the Hilbert-Einstein Lagrangian with respects to the highest-order coordinates in J37 vanishes
identically. Hence these kinds of constraints are not projectable by the Legendre map (see [20] for an
analysis of this subject for higher-order dynamical theories).

The multimomentum Hamiltonian formalism for the Einstein Hilbert model has not gauge freedom,
since the Hamilton-Cartan form is regular and P is diffeomorphic to .J'm and J'7* (see also the results in
[4]). In fact, this formalism is the same than the multimomentum Hamiltonian formalism for the regular
1st-order equivalent Lagrangian £ analysed in Section

When the energy-matter sources are present, some of the geometrical and physical characteristics
of the theory depend on the properties of the Lagrangian L., representing the source. In particular,
the number of constraints arising from the constraint algorithm, the obtention of holonomic multivector
fields solution to the Lagrangian field equations, and the construction of the covariant multimomentum
formalism. This study has been done in detail for some cases of energy-matter sources (those which we
are called “of degree < 27), which include as a particular case the energy-matter sources coupled to the
metric (for instance, the electromagnetic source or the perfect fluid).

In all the cases, we have obtained explicitly semiholonomic multivector fields representing integrable
distributions whose integral sections are solutions to the field equations.

Another model for the Einstein gravity theory is given by the so-called affine-metric or Einstein-
Palatini Lagrangian, which is a highly degenerated first-order Lagrangian L depending linearly on the
components of the metric g and the components of an arbitrary connection I'. The gauge freedom of
this model is higher than in the Einstein-Hilbert model. It is proved that the conditions of the connection
to be metric and torsionless (which allows us to recover the Einstein-Hilbert model from the Einstein-
Palatini model) are really a partial fixing of this gauge freedom [7]. The multisymplectic analysis of the
affine-metric model using similar techniques as in this paper will be developed in a forthcoming work.
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A Solutions to the Hamiltonian equations for the Einstein-Hilbert model

We have seen that the Einstein equations can be stated from different geometrical points of view. In
order to solve them, we can use whichever we find more appropriate. Indeed, as it is explained in [30],
the solutions can be transported canonically from one formalism to another. In this section we solve the
equations for multivector fields in the Hamiltonian formalism.

A solution to the Einstein equations is a metric over the manifold; that is, a section ¢): M — E. The
multivector fields we find provide system of partial differential equations whose solutions are the sections
(64). In this sense, finding the multivector fields is only the first step on solving Einstein equations.
Nevertheless, this approach leads to new equations, which may be more appealing. For instance, they
have a unique solution provided an initial condition: there is no need of boundary conditions.

The relation between sections and multivector fields is explained in Section [Bl Only holonomic
multivector fields have associated holonomic integrable sections. Nevertheless, we look first for semi-
holonomic multivector fields, except in the case of the vacuum case, where we find a particular solution
which is a proper holonomic multivector field. It is used in Theorem[Ito determine the final submanifold.

Since the equations for multivector fields are lineal, we proceed to find a particular solution and then
the homogeneous solutions for the vacuum case. Later, we will consider energy-matter sources.

A.1 Particular solution (without energy-matter sources)

The Hamiltonian problem for the premultisymplectic system (P, £2;,) consists in finding classes of holo-
nomic 7p-transverse multivector fields {X;,} C X*(P) such that

(X)) =0 , VX, e {X,} cx(P). (54)
The local expression of a representative of a class {X}, } of these kinds of multivector fields in P is

3
0 0 0
Xy = Fopr—+Fappps—
h /\ oY +a<5< B, 39a5 + Fagip, 3gaﬁ;u>

v=0

Equation (54)) takes the local expression:

OH aLaﬁ,ul/ aL)\J,V
P+ Faow ( ) 0, (55)

ag>\0' B 8gaﬁ,u

OHp <(9L°‘B’“ (9[)‘”’“) <8Laﬁ,p aL)\cr,l/u>
+ ) Py, — + D Fioyp, - = 0. (56)
agaﬁ )\ZS;T AT ang 39a5 Z A K ag)\o,u agag

8La6,uu 8L>\O’,l/

We denote B+ 7 — -
89)\0 agaﬁ,u

, whose explicit expressions are

A
[eBuvie Qn(a/@in( U) <_2gaﬁg>\aguu + ga)\gﬁag/w + gﬁkgaaguu

+ gaﬁg)\,ugou + gaﬁgcr,ug)\u + g)\ogaygﬁu + g)\agﬁugau
gaug)\,ugﬁcr _ gﬁyg)\ugao . gaugougﬁ)\ _ gﬁygcr,uga)\) , (57)
and they fulfil the following relations:

Uozﬁ,uu,)\a — U)\U,uu,aﬁ — _Uozu,ﬁu,)\a
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The equations are algebraic, in the sense that no derivatives of F,g ,, nor F,g ., appear. (The indices
are symmetrized as usual).

We start by solving equation (33)). First, we rewrite it as

Z(F)\U,V - g)\a,u)UaB’wj’)\o =0.
<o

Indeed, since Hp =3, , L2V gys — Lo,

OHp QL dLg
P} = Z P} o + Laﬁ’u - 9
9aB,p \<o 9ap,p 9aB,p
oL o LB OLg
= Z 879)\01/ 87 Z 9 Q. Yrov — 9 = - Z Uaﬁ#u’)\ag)\a,l/ .
A\<o gaﬁvl/‘ gaﬁl/‘ A\<o Iro gaﬁvl/‘ A\<o

Now we multiply it by

1
VaBu,abe = E;{G;Bj(gaugﬁbgac4‘29augﬁcgab4‘gaﬁgbpgac_'9aﬁgucgab

—390a98c9bu — 39ab98cYan + JapdBadbe + JasgenJab) ;
which works as a sort of inverse; then we obtain

3
Y (Prow = 90 ) U2 Vo abe = 5@%w—wwﬂ@¥¥+@¥¥)
A<o

= 3(Fab,c - gab,c) =0.
Therefore, F)\,, = gxo, and the holonomy condition is recovered. Using this condition, equation G4

becomes: 5 \
LBk GLAoH N
+ 9o < — ) — FropnU opvaf _ (58)
)\Z: ” ag>\0' 89045 )\Z; o

agaﬁ
These equations have as particular solution Fﬁ_. py = % Jap (I‘g‘)\Fgg +re 1’ ), which can be checked

vo u)\
after some computation. The multivector field

3

3
0 0 1 0
P _ P _ A
Xh - /\ XV B /\ oxY + Z <ga57 ag + 29)\0(F1/04Fu5 +T Brﬂa)ag B >
v=0 v=0 aSﬁ Y

is holonomic and 7p-transverse, and verifies that z(X,IlD )2, = 0. The last thing to check is that it is
integrable. The Lie bracket for two arbitrary components X 5 and X []f is

0
P P17 _ P
[X’Y’XP] - Z(Faﬁpv Faﬁ;%p)ﬁ
a<p of
P
Z o 8Fa6,up+FP aFaﬁup_g/\ aFaﬁuw_FP aaﬁuw 9 ]
= o,y 6 Ao,y 8 o,p 8 Ao;v,p 89)\07,/ 8gaﬁ,u
Ao

The vector field [Xff , X 5 | is 71-vertical. Therefore, the integrability condition can only be achieved if

[Xf , X 5 | = 0. Imposing the condition on the coefficient of ai we obtain that Ffﬁ oy Folfﬁ p

These conditions are expected since, for a section, they represent the equality between second order
crossed partial derivatives. Clearly the solution proposed fulfils this condition. After a rather long but

=0.

straightforward computation, we can check that the coefficients of also vanish.

99ap.pu
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A.2 General solution (without energy-matter sources)

The existence of a particular solution Xf to (34)) is relevant, because it implies that no extra restrictions
are needed, as showed in Theorem[Il Now, we explore the general behaviour of the solutions of (54).
As we have shown before, (34) boils down to (38)), which are linear equations. Therefore, we can

split any solution into a particular and a homogeneous part:

1
F)\J;u,l/ = 59045 (FS)\FEU + onforﬁx) + F;\)

oY
The homogeneous part F' )[3 — is a set of functions which cancel out when contracted with (37), namely

Z F;\JU;%VU)\U,M%OCﬁ =0. (59)
A<o

The correspondent multivector field:

3
0 0 1 0
X, = +> <F6,—+<—9A (00al55 + T0sT00) + Fas, >—>
V/:\o Oz¥ a<p ’ V@gag 277 et kb Vo e iy 9o

is a semiholonomic solution to (34). Nevertheless, it may not be integrable. Thus, the integrability of
X}, leads to new constraints on the valid set of functions 7., ,,. Condition (39) can be reformulated as
follows:

. b . .
Lemma 5. A set of functions F symmetric under the changes o <> (8 and | <> v, satisfies the

Bim,v’
condition
5 El e = o
A<o
if, and only if,
g)\a (Fh + Fh _ Fh _ ]—T‘h ) =0 (61)
nTi\o Aoy, T An;T,0 ATin,0 .

Proof. (60) can be rewritten as

1 1
b Ao, pv, _ Ao b b
E:FAU;M,VU pol - — Qn(aﬂ)gaﬁg g <_§F>\o;u,u+§F)\p;u,o>
A<o

1 1 1 1
Ao b b b b
+ Qn(aﬂ)g gaﬂgljﬁ <§F;,LV§>\70' + §F>\U§N7V — §F>‘U§V70— — §F>\V;M,O'>(62)

Contracting (60) with g,, we obtain

1 1
2gn(aﬁ)g)“’g‘“’ <_§F>r\]0;u,v + §F>[\)u;v,o> =0. (63)

Therefore the first term in (62)) vanishes. Contracting the remaining term with g, g3, we obtain (6I).
To prove the converse, contract (6I) with g"”. The resulting expression is equivalent to (63) because

it is symmetric under the change («/3) <> (n7). Then, (60) follows straighforwardly. O

The following theorem summarizes the above results:

Theorem 6. For a class of multivectorfield {X} C X*(P), the following conditions are equivalent:
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o {X} is a solution to the Hamiltonian problem for the system (P, <), namely, they are holonomic
multivector fields and satisfy the field equation

i(X)Qp =0 , forevery X € {X}.

* Using the coordinates (x*, gog, gas,u ). the local expression of a represesentative of {X} is

3
0 0
X A (3 (e (e #80) 52 ) )

where FLy = 5930 (T0a 105 + Tgl0,) and Faﬁ’ 1 Satisfy that:
b b b
L Fogw = Fpapw = Fapuu
8 (b b b b _
2. g (Fm 0,8 T F afmn,t Fanﬁ B me B) = 0.

3. Itis a solution to the following differential equations (integrability condition):

oF . 9 o 9 OF\,.,;
0 — g Tewg  (pp O R4, v
Z ( af;pyi 3ga5,u + af;pu,i agaﬁw +9aﬁza ax Ao;v,j aB;pyi agaﬁ#

as<p

or . ) o 0 OF G
pho ATty (pP T 4 gt — | FY AT
Z ( aBip,j 89aﬁ,u af;p,j agaﬁ,,u GaB,j agaﬁ oxJ Aosv,i af;p,j 890{5,#

as<p

The equivalent theorem for sections is:

Theorem 7. For a holonomic section 1 : M — P, the following conditions are equivalent:
1. v is a solution to the Hamiltonian problem for the system (P,Sy); namely it satisfies the field

equation:
P i(X)Q, =0 , forevery X € X(P),

2. 1 is a solution to the vacuum Einstein’s equations

1
(Raﬁ_ggaﬁRﬂ —0, a,8=0,....3
v

3. ) is a solution to the differential equations

0% 1 "
8$“8Ofy = <Fahﬁ oY + g)\J(FuaFuB + Féﬁrua)> ‘ )
P

for some set of functions Fg B such that

_ Y

b b —
+F an;T,3 FaT;mB) =0,

046 b
(Fmaﬁ afn,t

0
with initial conditions ,5(z'") = Jopr ;JO;B (") = 9;5 e
;U b
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Proof. The equivalence 1 <= 2 is clear. The implication 1 = 3 comes from Theorem [(l To show
3 = 2, we first compute Ry

Run‘w = gy/\R/\u,vnW

= 1 2 821!»‘1’ 821/11“’ 621!»\77 a2wlﬂ7 vA T 10 T 10

- 9 {8‘%“8‘%” © 0x"9z>  dxtdx’ | Oxvdx> " + 97 9re (L = T0aLTn) "

I g b b b _

- 739 (Fnu;'/)\ +Fyy Mt sz A Fuu;n,x) =0.
Then . X

Raﬁ _ _gaﬁR _ ga,ugﬁn o _gaﬁg;m le -0
2 " 2 "
O

These theorems characterize the solutions to Einstein’s equations without sources. The multivector
fields solution to (@) are described by the set of functions F" af; , Which have some combinatoric prop-
erties. The integral sections of an integrable multivector field are given by (64). Every multivector field
has one section at every point, therefore, only an initial condition is required to solve these equations.
The condition 3 in Theorem | is the integrability condition. If a multivector field is not integrable, we
can still consider (64), but we will find out that such equations have no solution everywhere. Thus, the
integrability condition is also the condition of existence of solutions to (64). Given an initial condition,
there is several section solution to the equations: one for every multivector field. Nevertheless, two dif-
ferent multivector fields may lead to the same sections at a given point. These multiple solution are not
gauge related, because the multisymplectic form is regular.

A.3 General solution (with energy-matter sources)

Theorem 8. Consider an energy-matter term Ly, with degree < 1, and the system (Pg, Q). For a
class of multivector field {X} C X*(Pg), the following conditions are equivalent:

» {X} is a class of semiholonomic multivector fields solution to the equation

=0 , forevery X € {X}.

o The local expression of a representative X € {X} is

0 0
X = /\ Z <axu 9ap,v Y Dges +Fa6;uw7>

v=0a<p o

with

1 1 L8
Fy,. oY 2g>\a(ruaruﬁ +T BFMOJ) + 9o <gaﬁguu - gga,ugﬁu> gnn(laﬁ) + Fh)\o;u,u'

and where Fhag; v Satisfies:

]' Fhaﬁuuﬂy = Fhﬁauuﬂy = Fhaﬁ;l/uu"
2. gaﬁ (Fhm;aﬁ + Fhaﬁmﬁ - Fhanmﬁ - Fhm;n,ﬁ) =0.
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Proof. The local expression of the equations is

O OLY'  OLf ,
+ 9o, — — F)\o; ’ U o, _ Laﬁ '
89(15 );7 H < E?g,\o agaﬁ );7 HsV m

Then we split the unknown functions in three parts:
R
F)\UUM/ =F Aospw t Fm/\ff;u,v + FhAU;M,V

This first term is a solution to the equations at vacuum:

OHpn oLy oL R A
+ 9o, - - F Ao 1ty U oo .
09ap AZ; a ( 09ro 09ap /\Z; v

As we have seen before, we can choose FR,\UW,,, = %gag(FﬁAFﬁo +To r? ). The second term is a

Vo p
solution to
Z Fm)\(;.MVU)\U’MV’OCB _ Lmaﬁ
A<o
We can choose F'™ ., , = mgm (gmgw — %gmguu) L™, which belongs to C*°(J'7) because

deg(Ly) < 1. Indeed,

1 1
E - - — =g, L. TYUAHvaB
on 7) 9ro <g u9yv 39 'yg;w> m

A<o (T
n(ap) 1 1 1
W <g7'ug'yu - ggr'yg/u/) LmT’y <§gaugﬁu + 590“/96” - gaﬁguu> =
n(@f) sasp . sp _ L e pay_p oB
Ty 0 + 2 LT = (L™ o La™) = L

Finally, the third term is solution to the homogeneous equation

A<o

For (61)), this equation is equivalent to the statement. Notice that any other F'¥* or F™ can be obtained

from these ones by adding a suitable function of the type F. O

It is important to remark that the solution given by this theorem may not be integrable. But any
integrable solution follows this structure. The corresponding result for sections is:

Theorem 9. For a holonomic section i : M — ‘Pg, the following conditions are equivalent:

1. 4 is a solution to the Hamiltonian problem for the system (P, Q. ), namely it satisfy to the field
equation
P i(X)Qpe =0 , forevery X € X(Pg) .

2. 1 is solution to the Einstein equations.

1 1
R — —g*PR)| =— L3F)y .
< 29 )‘w on(ap) ™ ’
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3. ) is solution to the differential equations

82¢a5 b 1 A 1o A 1o 1 LmTﬁf
Orhor’ (Faﬁ s T gka(rvaruﬁ +T05000) + gas <9w9'w - ggmguv> m) . )
for some set of functions s By such that
b b b
(Fmﬁ + Fagmr ~ Famrs ~ anﬁ) 0,
57/)046

and with initial conditions n5(z"") = Iop Dl (z') = ggﬁw

B Multivector fields

(See [10] for details).
Definition 3. Let x: M — M be a fiber bundle.

An m-multivector field in M is a skew-symmetric contravariant tensor of order m in M. The set of
m-multivector fields in M is denoted X" (M).

A multivector field X € X" (M) is said to be locally decomposable if, for every p € M, there is an
open neighbourhood U, C Jkrand X1,..., X, € X(Up) such that X|y, = X1 A ... A X

Locally decomposable m-multivector fields X € X™ (M) are locally associated with m-dimensional
distributions D C T M, and multivector fields associated with the same distribution make an equivalence
class {X} in the set X (M). Then, X is integrable if its associated distribution is integrable.

A multivector field X € X™(M) is k-transverse if. for every f € Q™(M) with B(7*(p)) # 0,
at every point p € M, we have that (i(X)(k*f)), # 0. If X € X"™(M) is integrable, then it is k-
transverse if, and only if, its integral manifolds are local sections of k. In this case, if : U C M — M
is a local section and 1p(U) is the integral manifold of X at p, then T,,(Im 1)) = D,(X) and 1) is an
integral section of X.

If two multivector fields X, X’ belong to the same equivalence class {X} then, for every U C M
there exists a non-vanishing function f € C°°(U) such that X’ = fX on U. For every X € X™(J*7),
there exist X1, ..., X, € X(U) such that

Xlp= > Xy A AKX,

1<61 <. i <1

with f““'im € C®U), m < r < dim Jk7. Then, the condition of X to be integrable is locally
equivalent to [X;, X;] = 0, forevery ¢, j = 1,..., m. If two multivector fields X, X’ belong to the same
equivalence class {X} then, for every U C M, there exists a non-vanishing function f € C*°(U) such
that X’ = fX on U.

Definition 4. If Q € 2F(M) and X € X™(M), the contraction between X and ) is defined as the
natural contraction between tensor fields, in particular,
X=X A AKX = Y X)X,
1<i1 <. <l <7 1<i1 <. < <7

if k > m, and equal to zero if k < m. The Lie derivative of 2 with respect to X is defined as the graded
bracket ( it is an operation of degree m — 1)

L(X)Q :=[d,i(X)]Q = (di(X) — (—=1)™i(X)d)2 .
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Definition 5. In the case that M = J*r, a multivector field X € X™(J*r) is said to be holonomic if it
is integrable and its integral sections are holonomic sections of ™ (and hence it is locally decomposable
and 7*-transverse).

For a fiber manifold 7 : £ — M with coordinates (2%, 3%), a T-transverse and locally decomposable
multivector field X € X™(E) is

OV R
XZQ(@”@‘@)'

A section of 7, 1 (z?) = (2%, ¥¥(z*)), is an integral section of X if its component functions satisfy the
following system of partial differential equations

W Xeoy. (64)
ox*
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