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Abstract

The form of Hamiltonian and Diffeomorphism constraints in Sen-Ashtekar-
Barbero-Immirzi variables is well known for the spacelike 3+1 ADM foliation. It
is also known that Sen-Ashtekar-Barbero-Immirzi connection can be introduced
only in 3 dimensional space and does not work for D > 3. The reason it works in
D = 3 is due to existence of isomorphism between so(3) algebra and R* space
with a vector product. It turns out that similar isomorphism exists between so(2, 1)
algebra and RSJ space algebra with respect to its vector product. By using this
isomorphism we find both analog of Sen-Ashtekar-Barbero-Immirzi connection
for timelike 3+1 foliation and the corresponding forms of Gauss, Diffeomorphism
and Hamiltonian constraints. We then combine spacelike and timelike foliation
constraints into the generalized form of the Hamiltonian and Diffeomorphism con-
strains using generalized Sen-Ashtekar-Barbero-Immirzi connection variables. We
prove that Immirzi parameter is covariant with respect to timelike-spacelike ADM
foliation change as in both cases in self-dual Ashtekar case it disappears in Hamil-
tionian constraint keeping it polynomial.

1 Introduction

It is known that Sen-Ashtekar-Barbero-Immirzi connection [8]], [9] and flux variables
can be introduced only in 3 dimensional space and do not work for D > 3, see [1]. The
reason it works in D = 3 is due to isomorphism between so(3) algebra and R? space
with a vector product. Such isomorphism does not exist for D > 3, and, therefore it is
impossible to introduce Sen-Ashtekar-Barbero-Immirzi connection.

We have noticed that similar isomorphism also exists in D = 3 between so(2, 1) al-
gebra and algebra of vectors in R%’J space with its vector product [2]]. By using this
isomorphism we derive Sen-Ashtekar-Barbero-Immirzi formalism in timelike foliation
ADM with SO(2, 1) structure group. We obtain a new connection in that case and cor-
responding rotational, Gauss, Diffeomorphism and Hamiltonian constraints. We then
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combine so(3) connection for spacelike foliation ADM with so(2, 1) conneciton for
timelike foliation ADM into one expression, which we call a generalized connection.
We continue by combining rotational, Gauss, Diffeomorphism and Hamiltonian set of
constraints into one set of generalized constraints for both cases.

Recently 3+1 timelike foliation obtained much attention due to an attempt to make the
next step towards covariant theory. A timelike foliation was considered in [3], [4], [5],
[7], [6], providing new variables.

Our result is novel as we obtain the timelike case constraints in a much simpler form
and directly from the original ADM variables by using isomorphism between so(2, 1)
and Rj | algebras. Moreover, we were able to combine spacelike and timelike cases
togethef into generalized form by using the relation between so(2, 1) and so(3) algebra
structure coefficients.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we discuss so(2,1) — R3 ; isomor-
phism. Then in [3] we remind the formalism of the spacetime foliation by' the time-
like surfaces in original variables P, q,;,. In the following section E] we introduce
SO(2,1) rotational constraints and extrinsic curvature variables K. We then write
SO(3) and SO(2, 1) rotational constraints in a combined generalized form. In section
we obtain a generalized Sen-Ashtekar-Barbero-Immirzi connection for both time-
like and spacelike ADM foliation as well as a generalized covariant derivative and a
generalized Gauss constraint. In section[f] we introduce a generalized canonical trans-
formation between variables (qqp, P?) and Sen-Ashtekar-Barbero-Immirzi variables
(A¢ E!). By calculating Poisson brackets we show that the symplectic structure is
preserved, i.e the transformation is canonical. In section[llwe derive a diffeomorphism
constraint for timelike ADM foliation. We then combine it with the spacelike ADM
foliation into one generalized equation. In section [§] we derive the generalized form
of the Hamiltonian constraint. A number of appendices below show all calculation
details. Everywhere below we use the following index convention for symmetrization
and anti-symmetrization: A, Ay) = %(Aa + Ap) s Al Ay = %(Aa —Ap)

2 s0(2,1) — R3, Isomorphism and Structure coeffi-
cients

Before considering so(2,1) — Rg,l isomorphism we will first remind how the similar
isomorphism is written in spacelike ADM with SO(3) structure group. The dynamics
equations can be written in Sen-Ashtekar-Barbero-Immirzi polynomial form in that
case only because of isomorphism between so(3) algebra and algebra R3 with vector
product. This isomorphism makes so(3) regular and adjoint representations the same,
which is not the case for any dimension higher than 3, as such isomorphism exists only
in D = 3. The isomorphism can be written in the following form:

Ffzi = Elkiso(S)FZ ey

,where elkiso(g) = €lkiso(3) = €™ (3 - fully antisymmetric so(3) tensor, which is

012

also so(3) algebra structure coefficients with ¢"'%,,3) = 1, €01240(3) = 1, while T'¥



are vectors in R3. The covariant derivative can be written as:
DoEf = [DaE®); + T Bl = 0aEf + €4 1o ThE} )

Similar isomorphism exists between so(2, 1) algebra and algebra of R%l vectors with
respect to its vector product:

Toi = €riso2 )L = €t so2,1)La 3

,where Elkiso(Z 1 is so(2, 1) antisymmetric tensor and algebra so(2, 1) structure coef-

012

ficients with €°55(2,1) = 1, €01250(2,1) = —1, while I‘fj are vectors in Rg)l.

Since 6lkiso(2 = mje‘,ilso(g), where 7);; = Diag(—1,1,1), we can also rewrite it as:

1 jl k
Loi = 1€ so(3)Ta “)
By using this isomorphism the covariant derivative can be written as:

D.E} = [DaEa]i'i‘Fin‘Ela = 6aEg+6ékso(2,1)F§Ela = 6aEg+77ij6ilso(3)FZEla
®)]

3 Space-time foliation with timelike surfaces

The ADM foliation with spacelike surfaces is well known, see for example [1], [12].
The ADM foliation with timelike surfaces is less known, even though, it exists, see for
example [T1], [3], [6]. In the last two papers it is obtained from the Holst action [10],
while in the first one it’s obtained in the original variables even for the more general
case of Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity. If one ingores the Gauss-Bonnet additional
term, then it becomes the ADM timelike foliation of Einstein gravity.

We will repeate in brief this formalism in the original variables. The projected metric
differs in spacelike and timelike foliations cases only by a sign s:

Quv = Guv — SNy Ny (6)

,where n,, is a unit normal vector to a foliation surface ¥ with n,n# = s. The vector
n,, is timelike and foliation is by spacelike surfaces when s = —1, and, correspond-
ingly, n,, is spacelike and the foliation is by timelike surfaces when s = 1. Lagrangian
expressed via projected metric is:

L= W R\/—det(g) = |q|'/?N DR = |¢|'>2N(R — s(K., K®® — K?)) (7

,where N is the normal projection of the time coordinate in spacelike foliation and a
normal projection of the space coordinate in the timelike foliation.

1

Kab = ﬁ(dab - (Lﬁq)ab) (8)



ADM action for both timelike and spacelike case in pab Qab Variables is

S = /d4:v lg|'?N(R — s(Kup K — K?)) )
L
o= DL jqp (et — (1)) (10)
aQab
The Legendre transform then produces for both cases:
S = /d4:1: (4P + N°H, + NH) (11)
, where
H, = —2q4.DyP* (12)
—s 1
H = ﬁ |:Qacqbd - ﬁQabQCd PabPCd -V |(J| R (13)

4 Generalized SO(2,1)-SO(3) Rotational Constraint

In this section we will obtain a new rotational constraint for timelike ADM foliation
with SO(2,1) structure group. We begin with (qap, P°?) and introduce the SO(2,1)
Sen-Ashtekar-Barbero-Immirzi variables in a canonical way. On four dimensional
Lorentz manifold with 3+1 timelike foliation we introduce a bundle space with triads
invariant with respect to SO(2, 1) rotation.

Gab = 626'2771‘3‘ (14)

.where 75 is Minkowski R} , metric n;; = Diag(—1,1,1)
We introduce an electric flux variable as a weight one density:

E}l = |det(efl)|ea Eljl = efl/| det(eflﬂ (15)

Jo
We will use the notation ¢ = —| det(e?)|?

We then introduce K¢ one-form in a little different way than in a spacelike case (notice
i5): o
Ky = Kzaei)mj (16)
satisfying modified rotational constraint, again notice 7;;:
Gab = K[iae'lj,.]nij =0 (17)
By using (I3) we can rewrite it as:

Gap = K|, Ejymij = 0 (18)



or by raising indices a and b we obtain the form:
G™ = q"'q" K}, Elm;; = 0 (19)

Notice that (I4), (I5), @8), (I7, (IR) and (@I differ from corresponding SO(3) ex-

pressions by Minkowski metric 7;; presence.

The rotational constraint (I8) can be converted into a different, although equivalent
form, by contracting it with efe®

Gabeke =K ebn”eke Kbeanweke = Kajekzs ijefn(% = 2Ka[mez] =0
(20)

,where we used e]e?, = 67, and Kin;; = K,;. By using (I5) and changing index m
to j, it can also be written as:

Gk = Kq;Ej) =0 @n
or by using SO(3) antisymmetric tensor as:
G' = €e7¥ 5 Koy Eff =0 (22)
Finally we can rewrite these constraints once again by contracting each G* with 7.
Gi = 0™ o Kak Bf' = ¢ klso(2,1)KakEla = ey so(2, 1)KkEl =0 (23)
We define now 7;; to be Diag(—1,1,1)in SO(2,1) case, and Diag(1,1,1) in SO(3)
case, in order to write SO(3) rotational constraint (22) and SO(2, 1) rotational con-

straint (23) in a generalized form:

Gi = i1ije"™ so() Kan Bf' = ﬁijekilso(g)Ksza =0 24

5 Generalized SO(2,1)-SO(3) Sen-Ashtekar-Barbero-Immirzi
Connection and Generalized Gauss Constraint

By using ) and (@) and a generalized metric 7;; defined at the end of the previous
section, we can write the generalized covariant derivative as:

a a a a — jl a
DoEf = [DoE"); + T4 B = 0. B} + i€, o5 Vo Ei (25)

,where I'* are vectors correspondingly in RS’J for SO(2, 1) timelike foliation, and in
R3 for SO(3) spacelike foliation.

One can easily see that R%,l vectors I'%, are invariant under Weyl canonical transforma-
tion in SO(2, 1) timelike case similar to SO(3) spacelike case:

(Ki,Bf) P Ki =K, WE! =B/ (26)

,where 8 € C'is Barbero-Immirzi parameter.



An invariance follows from the explicit formula for I'Y, expressed via I‘flj in (@), when
the latter is expressed via triads. Thus in both SO(3) and SO(2, 1) case we can write
it in a generalized form:

i _ 1 im gk brJ j 1l
Ffz = Enlmegn 50(3)816[6?1,17 — e{),a + €§€aec7b]
1—' ik b j j I nll
=3 im eIk 50(3)Ek[E2,b - Eg@ + EjE, B, ]

(det(E) b gy (det(E)).a

det(FE) b det(E) @7

1 . . .
:Zﬁme;fso@)E}; 2F7

We can see that T is a homogeneous function of degree zero, therefore ()TY = I'J
and a covariant derivative D, does not depend on 3 and D, (\* )E;’) = 0in both SO(3)
[1] and SO(2,1) cases. It is easy to see that the generalized rotational constraint (24)
also does not depend on /3.

Therefore, by using (24) and the generalized covariant derivative (25)), we can write:
_ il a
G; =0+ 7jjel, so(3) (PKE(CPE)
a — jl a
= Du(WED) + 1lijel, ooy " KD (PET)
a — il a — jl a
= 0aB7 + i€}, yo(5)Ta (" ED) + 111564 oo (PKa) (PEY)
a — il a — jl a
= 0. B + nijey] so(g)FZ(BEl )+ Mij €k so(3) KB}
= 0u("Ef) + 11556}, (3 [Th + CKH] CE) =P Do(*Ef) =0 (28)
or by introducing notation:
PAL = 1536 o) Th + (PKD)) (29)

and notations: _
Bak =Tk 4 (PKE), PAL = gyl oAb (0

we can rewrite (28) as a generalized Gauss constraint:

"D.(PE}) = 0.("E) + (PAL) (P E]) =
0a("Ef) + i€l 1oz [Th + CED] PEf) =0 (31)

6 Generalized Metric and Momentum Transformation
to Sen-Ashtekar-Barbero-Immirzi Variables. Sym-
plectic Structure

Before we go over to generalized SO(2, 1) — SO(3) Diffeomorphism and Hamiltonian

constraints we have to define a new transformation between ¢, P4 and Sen-Ashtekar-
Barbero-Immirzi variables E{, K for timelike ADM foliation with SO(2, 1) structure



group, and prove that symplectic structure is preserved, i.e in new variables we have
the same dynamics. Such transformation is well known for SO(3) case [1]:

Qo = ELE]|det B[P P = | det(E2) [~/ (P (BL ELK] B — B{E{K{E!)
(32)
Preserving symplectic structure

(B (2), B} (y)} = {Ki(2), KF(y)} = 0, {E}(2), K] (y)} = 55?535(%@ (33)

,where k = 167G /3 - gravitational coupling constant.

In order to define similar transformation for timelike SO(2, 1) foliation we need to
modify (32)) in the following way:

Gab = By EJnij (=] det E{[¥/P7Y), P = (=] det(E¢)| >/ P~ V) (EL B} 0™ KB~ B{Ey." " K EY)
(34)
Notice 7;; presence in several places.

We have to prove that this transformation preserves the same symplectic strucutre (33).
Coordinate-coordinate Poisson bracket {qus, gcq} is zero, since ¢, contains only elec-
tric fluxes E¢ and { EY(z), E} (y)} is zero, as it follows from (33) and [34). We calcu-
late momentum-momentum Poisson bracket by using momentum formula (34):

P (x) = (| det(E)| "/ P V)(BLEL ™ K[ B} — B{Epn™ K{E{) (35
Pe(a) = (| det(ES)| ">/ P=)(BLBL ™ K Ef — BLELy™ KIED  (36)
and notation ¢ := —| det(E¢)|?/(P~1) as follows:
1 , )
{P*(x), P“(y)} = {E(EI?IEE??“’“IKEIE?I — B} Ep P K2 E?),
1 c e m j d c d m j e
E(EmlEp;np?’ ‘KL ES — B Bt QKggEJ;) 37)
After lengthy calculations (see Appendix C) we obtain:
{P*(x), P“(y)} = 2kq"*G™ (38)
,where
de — qbtqde,‘ng;)mj _thqprgEZi)nij — ijEdinij _deEbinij _ 2Kj[bEd]iT]ij —
2ebtedeK[]tEé]mj
is SO(2, 1) rotational constraint (I9) .

When rotational constrain is zero, the Poisson bracket (B8) is also zero. Therefore
momentum-momentum Poisson bracket remains on shell the same as in original vari-
ables (g5, P°?). Exactly as in spacelike case.



Finally we consider coordinate-momentum bracket:
P(x) = (=|det(ES)| ">/ P™D) (B B ™ KB} — E{E,n™ K{E})  (39)

Qea(y) = EIET 05 (—| det(ES)[)?/ (P~ (40)

{P(2), qea(y)} = | det(E)| >/ PV (B EL ™ I} BV~ B Ebyn™ KIED), ELE  ns| det(E2) 2/ (P~}

After lengthy calculations (see Appendix C) we obtain:
{P (), qealy)} = ko(.56)0(x,y) (42)

so, the symplectic structure is preserved, i.e. new variables E¢ and K¢ are canonical
in SO(2, 1) timelike foliation case as well.

What remains is to write generalized transformations in both SO(3) and SO(2,1)
cases. By looking at (34) we see that it turns into (32), when instead of Minkowski
metric 17;; = Diag(—1,1,1) we use Euclidean Diag(1,1, 1). Therefore, by using the
generalized metric 77;; we write generalized transformations:

Gab = B By (=] det E{|¥/P71), Pt = (=] det(ES)| ">/ P~D)(EL B}, K E{ —E{ E; i K EY)

(43)
The symplectic structure ([B3) is the same in both cases so it can also be called general-
ized.

7 Generalized SO(2,1)-SO(3) Diffeomorphism Constraint

The diffeomorphism constraint in the original ADM variables can be written as in [1]
(1.2.6):
Hy = —25qq. Dy P (44)

where s = —1 for SO(3) spacelike foliation case, while s = 1 in SO(2,1) timelike
case.

By substituting generalized variables (43)) into ([@4)) we obtain:
Ho = =25qacDy(—| det (B |~/ P70 (B By, KL ES — BLEL i K EY)) (45)
or rewriting it by using metric expression: ¢** = Eg EL p™* as
H, = —(25/9)Dy(qacq” ¢K [ Ef — qucq™qK EY) = —2sDy(K" E,; — 60K EY)
(46)

we obtain a diffeomorphism constraint in variables K and E}:

H, = —2sDy(K"E;, — YK} E!) = —2sDy(KLES — 8" K} E}) (47)

(41)



,where we at the same time lowered b and raised a in the first term.
By using an equality that follows from the rotational constraint (I8): we can show that
(see Appendix G):

KB} = K, B} (48)

by substituting it into the first term of (@7) we rewrite it as:
H, = —2sDy(K.E? — 6} K[ E}) (49)

In order to express this constraint via generalized connection A% and electric flux E¢
we introduce generalized curvatures:

Ry = 20175 + 77 €11 4oy TaTh (50)
and . ‘ N
(ﬂ)F;b _ 26[(5)’42] + ﬁuejklso(?;) (B)AZ (B)Aé (51)
,where A*¥ = T'* + BK* is s0(3) connection in spacelike foliation, and so(2, 1) con-
nection in timelike foliation. See (50) and (5I)) derivation in Appendix D.

By expressing (¥ )ng via Rib, (see derivation in Appendix E) we obtain:

D Fay, = Ry, + 26Dk + 57717 €kt o5 KE K (52)

By contracting (52)) with 8 )Ef-’ = Ef’ /B (see all calculations in Appendix F) we obtain:

. N ) )
D F, B = —R“}} ~+ 2D Ky B + BK,G; (53)

As in so(3) case the first term on the right hand side is zero (see Appendix K). The last
term is also zero on a shell, where the rotational constraint is zero. As for the second
term, we write it as:

2D K3y B} = Da(K3) B} — Dy(Ko) By = —(Dy(K;) By — Da(K}) EY)) =
— (Dy(K)E} — Da(Kp)EY) =
— (Do(K3)E} — 63 Da(K}) EY) =
— (Do(K5)Ey — 0y Da(Kp) EY) =
— (Do(KGEY) = 03 Da( K} 7)) =
— (Dy(KGEY) = 83 Da(KGEY)) = (—s/2)Ha (54)
,where in order to go from the forth to the fifth line we used Lemmal from Appendix

A, while in the last line we used @J): H, = —2sDy(K:E? — K} EY).

If then follows from (&3) and (B4) that diffeomorphism constraint has the following
form: _ _
DFy, DB} = ~(s/2)Ha + BK,G; (55)

or on shell: _
H, =25V F} DB (56)



8 Generalized SO(2,1)-SO(3) Hamiltonian Constraint

Let us derive a Hamiltonian constraint. We will remind first how it was derived in
SO(3) spacelike ADM foliation [1]] case, and then we will derive it for SO(2, 1) time-
like ADM foliation case.

SO(3) Spacelike Foliation Case:

By contracting (52) with €, (9 B9 £} we obtain:

(3

J ki a,b
Rgp€] so(3) EkCl

52

2 7 mgon . kl
B 677177,50(3)‘[{(1 Kb 6j so

O, M OBOR) = 28D KGN DB B+

o(

(3)(B)Eg([3)Elb (57)

,where minus in the first term on the right hand side is because we have moved index j
by one position into the middle.

By using R,,* = Rj, el () (see derivation in Appendix D) we rewrite the first term.
By using (Appendix I) we rewrite the second term, and by using (Appendix J) we
rewrite the third term as:

Fatleicd DG

OE), " ) BV E] = ~ KL E]) () B (K EY)

B2 8

(58)

or, when contracting Riemann tensor with triads Rabkleze? — R we obtain:

, u R " . -

O &3 o BB =~y = 2O DaGy + (B — (R )KL )
(59)

or

DE, &M oV ER VB + 2P Bl DoG;
| pa kb i
= ﬂ _\/aR _ 62 (KgEj)(KaEk) - (KtleJ )2
B2 NG
K) Eo)(KFEY) — (KiE®)?
7 Vi

,where in order to go from the second to the third line, we substituted the expression
for —,/qR from the expression for Hamiltonian in SO(3) case (see [1] 4.2.7):

H= —%(KéKﬁ - KIK})EYE} — \JGR (61)

It can be easily done when regrouping terms as follows:
s

S . .
H=-"(K\E’K/E*~KIE*K!E))—\/qR = —
\/a( [l ] 70 l) \/_ \/a

10

(KJE) Ky Ef)— (KL ES)*) —/4aR

(62)



thus we obtain:

. S ] b k ra ] a2
- \/6R—H+_%((K1J1Ej)(Kb Ep) — (KJE})) (63)
We now express H in (60):
B (ypi i B @b, 9@
_ J a a
H = ﬁ Fab Ej 50(3) Ek El +2 Ej Dan
K]E®)(KFEY) — (KIF9)?
+(B2_S)( b g)( a k) ( a g) (64)
NG
or
Kl EaEb
(B) i m nej so(3) k1
H =8>V Fl, — (8% = 8)¢jmn o) KL Kﬂ# (65)

We have repeated [I] SO(3) spacelike ADM foliation case for instructional aim. We
will now derive a new Hamiltonian constraint for timelike ADM foliation with SO(2, 1)
structure group:

SO(2,1) Timelike Foliation Case:

By contracting (52) now with Ejkls ('B)E,‘j(B)Elb, we obtain (see details in Appen-

dicies D, I and J):

0(2,1)

R EQ’DQG" i a nlt
0% _QJT’ —((KIE%)?— (K] ES)(KEED))
(66)

By comparing (66) with (59), we see only one, however crucial difference: a different
sign in the third term.

By using (GE)

ikl
DF], ¢

ikl a b
(ﬁ)Fib € SO(QJ)(L")Ek(ﬁ)El -

B peB gb 4 2('8)E;Dan

s0(2,1)
V1l o (K ES)(KFE}) — (KJE)?
— ~VIgIR + 8
s . Vidl

_ (K] E3)(KEE}) — (K3ES)?
p? V4l
,where in order to go from the second to the third line, we substituted the expression

for \/qR from Hamiltonian expression in case of timelike foliation (see Appendix B
for details):

H + (s + (%)

(67)

S

Vldl

Notice the only, however crucial change in ([G7) compared to (G0). We have (s + 3?)
instead of (s — 3?). This is due to the sign difference in the third term of (G6) and (59),

H=-

(KLK] — KIK{)ESE) — \/]q|R (68)

11



which is in turn a consequence of the Riemann tensor contraction with €kl go(2,1) VS
M o (3, since:

Ejklso(s)ejmnso(S) = 251[:157] (69)
while

6jkl50(2.,1)€jnmw(271) = _261[€m5ln] (70)
By expressing H in (7)) we obtain:
He B2 [@p i G pe® gL o@D
- \/m ab €j so0(2,1) k l Jjary
(KyES)(KEEY) — (KIES)
varl

kl a b
€ 50(2,1)Ek El

Vldl

— (B +5)

(71)

or

B j j mpon
H = [52( )Fib — (8% + 8)€hnso(2,1)Ka Kp] (72)

We can now rewrite Hamiltonian constraints in (65) and (72) for SO(3) and SO(2,1)
foliations in a general form:

i€ so3) BB}

Vldl

H = [827F, — (B2 + 1) imn oy K K] 73)

,where, by remembering that s = 1 in SO(2,1) and s = —1 in SO(3) case, we have
combined both (82 —s), s = —1in (65) and (3% +s), s = 1 in (72) into one expression
(8% +1). We also used the following identities: 7/’ €imn so(3) = €lnnso(a,1) i1 SO(2,1)
case and ﬁjieiklso(?)) =¢; klso(S) in SO(3) case.

We can see in (73) that the self-dual Ashtekar case for Immirzi § = =i is preserved in
both SO(3) and SO(2, 1) cases, making general formula very simple:

i~ ikl b
H = [Fjic™ sor) ER EY] = 0 (74)
This fact is very important as it proves that Immirzi parameter is covariant with respect

to spacelike - timelike foliation change.

Finally we need to check that the hamiltonian and diffeomorphism constraints in new
variables commute with the smeared rotational constraint. Like in [1] we introduce the
smeared constraint by using G5 form 2I)

G(A) = / BrAF K, B (75)

12



, where A € so(3) for spacelike foliation and € so(2,1) for timelike foliation. The
constraint satisfy the Poisson algebra:

[G(N), G} = SG(A, X)) 76)

Since coordinate and momentum in @3) are so(3) invariant in SO(3) spacelike folia-
tion case and so(2, 1) invariant in SO(2, 1) timelike foliation case, they will commute
with the corresponding smeared rotational constraint. Also both diffeormorphism and
hamiltonian constraints commute with the smeared rotational constraint, since they are
both functions of ¢, and Ped. So the whole system of constraints is still first class.

9 All Generalized Constraints

To summarize we write the system of the generalized SO(3) — SO(2, 1) constraints
together:

PDuCEY) = 0a(PE2) + el o5y [T+ (CED)] (CEf) =0

H, = —2sWFi, Bt —¢

i €% so(3) ELEY

L=0 @7
Vidl

B 7 —1j m gon
H= [ﬁz( )Fab - (52 + 1)77 jejm”50(3)Ka Kb]

10 Discussion

The existence of isomorphism between so(2, 1) algebra and algebra of vectors in R;’J
space with vector product as algebra operation was noticed and used to derive Sen-
Ashtekar-Barbero-Immirzi formalism for timelike foliation with SO(2,1) structure
group. A new so(2, 1) connection along with the Gauss, Diffeomorphism and Hamil-
tonian constraints have been obtained in SO(2,1) case. The constraints in SO(3)
spacelike and in SO(2,1) timelike ADM were combined into one set of generalized
constraints using the generalized connection. In addition, it’s been proved that Immirzi
parameter is covariant with respect to timelike-spacelike ADM foliation change as in
both cases in self-dual Ashtekar case it disappears in Hamiltionian constraint keeping
it polynomial.

11 Appendix A Lemma 1 for Diffeomorphism Constraints

Lemma 1

(Da(Kjp) — Dy(Kja))EY = Do(KjuE?) — Dy(Kjo EY) (78)
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Proof:
Da(KjpEY)—Dy(K;o EY) = 6, Dy(K ) EY+04 K ju Dy(E2)— Dy (K o) ES — K jo Dy (E2) =
3 Dy(K o) E] — Dy(Kja) E} = (Do(Kjb) — Dy(Kja))E; (79)

above in the first identity on the right hand side the second and the forth terms cancel.

12 Appendix B Hamiltonian Constraint in SO(2,1) Case

We would like to express Hamiltonian constraint first in K¢ and E¢ variables and then
in A!, E¢ variables. We begin with Hamiltonian constraint ADM expression (I3):

1
H = |:Qacqbd -
Vldl D-1

by substituting into it the metric g,;, and momentum P expressions from (34) we
obtain:

qachd} pebped —\/1q|R (80)

—S 1

= —— |9acqbd — 5=
V4l { D—1

(a Ct%K“E;l —qq“K}*E*) — \/]g|R =

1
q
|:Qacqbd

1 , ,
Qaqud] . (¢¢"" K['E? — q¢" K{2E}?)

1 QabQCd:| (Kail Efl - qaszs Eltj)
(KBEL — ¢ K[*E*) —\/|g|R  (81)
by opening parentheses:

—S

1
H=—— |:qacqbd -
Vil D-1

— ¢ K EP KB + ¢ K EP K E!*) — \/]q|R =

qachd] (K“"E} K“®El — ¢ K" E? K} E}*

(K* Eqi, K“*E, — quK*" E} K[*E}* — qea K2 E? K Ef +

\/m
1

chquK?Et?K“Et‘*)——D (KpE! KPE! —DK}'E! K['E/'~DK}?E{* K} E. —D*K* E* K;* E{*))

Vil = _|q| L (KD K Eg, E{ ~ K B KB - K2 B2 K B+ DK 2 B2 K[ ElY)

1-D)? :
P e ke )Tl = —

51 (KK By EL+(D-2)K E} K{*E{*—~(D-1)K;' E} K} E}.)

\/_I

—VIg|lR= K“KC E}E! — KJ'E) KPEL) — ]glR  (82)
We rewrite the final result by using the same indices as in the book:

H=—"(K.K{E}E] - K.K]E{EY) — /laR (83)

Vldl
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13 Appendix C Timelike SO(2, 1) Symplectic Structure
Calculations

Momentum-Momentum Poisson Bracket

. , 1 , .
Po(a) = | det( D)~/ P ([ B KB~ BBl L) = (B Bl L~ BB K )
(84)

, , 1 , ,
PP (a) = | det(E0)| =2/ (O (B Bl IS~ BBl ™ KU BY) = — (BBl K{E{ B By K E)
(85)

a c 1 a i a 12

{P*(x), P*(y)} = {Q(EklEfﬁ??p”“KtiEZ = B, By ™ KR E),
1 c e m j d c d m j e
(B By KL B, — B B P KB (86)

By introducing the following notations:

a=1/q ,

b= Ef, By K

¢ = By, Bt K2 B

d=1/q

¢ = B, Egynr ™ KL B

f=Eg, Elnvm K2 ES?

4

We can rewrite (80) as:

{P(x), P(y)} = {a(b - ¢), d(e - f)} (87)

or by using the Leibniz rule for the Poisson brackets:

{P*(x), P“(y)} = (a({b,d} — {c,d})(e — f)+
d({a,e} —{a, fH)(b— o)+
ad{b,e} — ad{c,e} — ad{b, f} + ad{c, f})+
{a,d}(e—f)(b—c)) (88)

The last term is zero since {a, d} = {(det E) = {(det E)D;fl} = 0,as {E¢(z), E}(y)} =
0

15



Let’s calculate separately {b, f},{c, f}, {c, e}, {b,e}, {a,e}, {a, f},{b,d}, {c,d}

{b,e} = {E{, EL" M K B, B, Egln™™ K1 ES} =

11 1
Ep Bl P K B VE? ESgPr ™ KD ES 4+
Ep EbgrR B (K] ESnP™ Y E KIVES +
B B G, B K4 (K B VY
By, B ™ (B} KDY ES B S Ky B+

Eg, Egig™ ER {ES P M KDY ES K B +

1

By EpnP™ Ef Ep M Kp B KDY B, (89)

117 1
{be} ={Ef ELy" M K} E) | ES, ESpP™ KIE] ) =

k. _
Bf, B (=500, 07, B, Egy ™ K B+

k i e t b j d
— 260 se st ) ED KTVEY +

a pt1pik1 e
EklEplTl Eml( 9 m1"ps

) k.
B Byt B g™ K (=503 00, ) By, +

c e p3m k j a d t D 7 b
Eﬂ] Epl'r] 3 1(_5‘]; 65 )E7 Epln lkllitlE- +
c e p3m a k 1 i D d P(l b
Eﬂ] Epl'r] 3 lEk (_6 15‘]1 )77 lklEj tlE- +

€1 P1

c e mi a % k
ES, ECig»™ ER EL nmlet;(E&qu Ef =

71 el
q2§(_qacqbel KgiE]dl _ qaquchiE]dl _ qadqcel KgiE]bl + qcathle; Efl
+q g KL B, + 4P KL EY) =
_ q2§q(_qacébd _ qbcéad _ qadécb + qacédb + qdaécb + qcbéad) _
k A A k
— §q3qac(Gdb _ de) — §q3qachb (90)
,where R A
Gdb — Gdb _ de (91)
and we have introduced the notations for G with various indices:
G =" KL B 92)
Thus .
{be} = 5" G" (93)

16



The next Poisson bracket is:

{a,e} = {(det E)7=1, ES, ESip™ K3 ES} =
S
E;,, Egin™™ {(det B) 71 K11} BY, =

¢ mer, pami 2 w2 {(det E), K11},
En, By (det B) 7T ————n == Ef, =

o éEﬁ{E;,Kg;}Ejl _
qcequ_—_QléE?(gﬂlﬂl)Ei =
qcelEiD_—_klEﬁi =q*5, D__kl =q* D_—kl (94)
We obtain:
{a,e} = q””lD_—_k1 (95)

The next bracket can be obtained from (34), by changing the sign and making the
following index replacement:

c—a,d—>b,a—c, b—d (96)

{b,d} = {Ef, EL g K]V E? | (det E)D-1} (97)
k

b.odtl = g% — 98

b.d} = ¢ 5 (98)

The next bracket goes as follows:

(b, [} ={EL Ejnm M KB, B By P ™ KR E?} =
E} B g MK B, VEY B g K2ES? +
B{, Byt By {KGE Ey P Y EYL KEES? +
Ef By By By P KK B2 Y B +
Eg B P { B KEYESZ B P M KB +

E5, B P B B K2 Y KV ED +
E;,, Eg P B EpP M KB K2YES? (99)

217 2

17



or

{b, f} = {E} EL:p" M K E}

c d , pamsa 17j2 ;€2\
Emz Ep477 K€2 Ejz } -

k. .

k .. .
Egl Eltﬁ 771”1 kl E”CnQ (_ 5 5;711 51?1 )771”47”2 Ezbl Kgi E]e; +
) k.
B Bt B By ™ K (=5 0300 B+

k . ,
B Bl (508,000 B2 By ™ K B+

c m a k j e i
Eg,, Ed nPt 2Ek1(§5t1532)nplklEj;Kt;Eg+

€27 p1

c m a % k j e
ES,, Bl P 2Ek1E;11nmlet;(§5b SYES? =

€2 711

5 (—0"°aq"'qK B B} — a9™'aq" KZ S — ¢ aq*'q K B, +
¢“Yqq" KT E) + q°Yqq* qK{ E} + ¢“lqq" qK EY) =
k. ,
2q Kg; E]e; (qacqbd + qadqbc) + kqucdqatl Kgll Evzl?1 (100)

To summarize

{b. /Y = B, B K B
k 2 ) .
— _%KgiE]ezz (qacqbd + qadqbc) + quchqathZ;Elbl

c d ,pama 17 j2 ez
Emz Ep4 n K€2 Ejz

kq2 j2 e ac a c cd _a i i
= - KEE (¢ ¢" + ¢"'q") + ka’a™ " K1} g B
ka® . ) .
— _%KggE]ezz (qacqbd _|_ qadqbc) _|_ kq3chKa7,1 Ebzl (101)
The bracket {c, e} is similar to {f,b} = —{b, f} above in (I00) with the following
index replacement:
a—c,b—=d c—a,d—b (102)

{e.e} = {BR, By K2 B2, By Epn™™ K1EG y = —{ By, EplgP™ K1UEY,
k¢® . )
— TKQ E]ezz (qcaqdb + qdanb) _ kq2qacht1 Kﬁ E;il

a b, paka 19 1ta
B}, Ep, 0™ K B2}

k 2 . . .
= L KEER (00" + ¢7q") — ka*q K BN (103)
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- ; —2 1{(detE), K22
{a, f} = {(det B)=T, ES, ES ™ K22ES) = ES, B gpime {(det E), K72}

D—1q (detE) 72
4 m _2 1 J e j e c m —2 1 ; k
ES, ES nP ‘o S PRAER KRB = ES Ed gz~ gl C

_1q €3 737

J2 sex e _
D—lq 8326j§58§Ej22_

—k 1o -k
51 1qchaEé§Ej; = 51D (104)

The bracket {c, d} can be calculated from (I04) by changing the sign and making the
following index replacement:

c—a, d—>b a—c, b—d (105)

We obtain:

, - k
{e.dy = {BL, Ep P K B2, (det E)Tr} = 5o—q®®D (106)

Finally we need to calculate the last bracket {c, f}:

127
b k i d j
B, By ARG B YE By ™ K B+
B}, By, By (K, By ™™ Y B K B+
Ep E) n**Ef, Ed qP " K2 {K{? ESYER+

to 2

Efnz Ez(il np4m2 {E;Clz ’ ng }EJej EZz np2k2 KZ; E:22 +

2

B, B, P B, (B, Ky B K B

2

G B Bl I (B

127

{c. 1} ={B, B P KB, BS, Bl nP™ K12E?} =

KZYES  (107)

2

19
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or
{c. f} ={ELE), " KZE?, Ef, Ef /"™ K2 E?} =

k. )
E} E) qPR2 B2 (=262 67 VB P " K2 ES? +

12 2 mo tg
k. )
E} E) PR ERES, (=002 60 P " K22 ES +

9 P4 to
k .
— T gizger)

a b paks ppt2 e d ,pamz [~ j2
Eszpzn Eiz Eszmn K ( 9 J2 t2

€2

c m k a e 7
Emz E;gzx 77p4 : (§5J2 d, )EJ; EZz 77;02 k2 th Eztzz +

koVes

k. )
=026 VES2nP R K2 B+

d
EfcanP4np4m2Egz(2 p27e2

c m a @ k j e
ES, ES P B ED nP?h K2 (§5t2 §P)ES =

€2 "1

5 (—a"'aq*"aK B B} — 4" qq™ gk ES — q*'aq*'q Ky B

+¢“qq"qK 2B + ¢*qq" K2 B + ¢“qq" qK 2 E2) =0 (108)

3

Thus
{c, f} = {E{, Eb,n” " KB, B, Bl nP"™ K2 E?} =0

127

To summarize we have obtained:

{b7 d} =

k ab
D14
{Cv d} = Dk_l qabD
{a,e} = 520q

{a‘7 f} = D_—_quCdD
{b7 6} — gqqachb
2 . e ca @ a i i
{e.e} = k%lfgiEji(q g™ + q*q*) — kgq"P K B4
}b, ﬁ —o M K2E?(q°°¢" + q°Uq") + kg K0 P
C, =

By substituting into (88) :

{P*(x), P““(y)} = (a({b,d} — {c,d})(e — f)+
d({a,e} —{a, f})(b—c)+
ad{b,e} — ad{c,e} — ad{b, f} + ad{c, f})

20
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we obtain:

a c 1 k a k a c e m ) c m ) e
{(P@). PUy)} = (g d™ = g D) B ™™ KL B, — By B o™ K B ) +

D—-1 D-1
1 —k cd —k cd a t1,,pik1 17t b a b . poks 1ri2 ot
E(D—lq B D—lq D>(Ek1Ep1n Ky Biy — By, By Ktin2>
k1 ac
i 5?(13(] b
k j e ca a c ab c %
- 2—q2(q2K£§Ej§ (@*q™ + q¢"¢) — 2¢°q"*¢"" K} B¢ )
k j e ac a c cd a i
- 2—q2(—q2K£§Ej§ (¢“¢" + q*'¢") + 2¢°¢“Y¢" K[PEY))  (111)

a c 1 ce j c j e a 1 a i a 2 c
{P*(x), P“(y)} = a(qq 'KIE —qq* K2 ES? ) (—kq b)+5(qq KN E] —qq" K2 E?)) (kg
+ 2kqq®°G™®

k . )
4 q_2(q2qach’Ll Eldl _ quCdKazl Ezbl) (112)

{Pab(fb), Pcd(y)} _ _kqachjl E;il + chdKail Efl + 2quachb
+E(qKNEL — ¢ K" B} ) = 2kqq*G™  (113)

{P(x), P (y)} = 2kqq"°G" (114)

Coordinate-Momentum Poisson Bracket

We mark each line by the label L(line number) and provide the detailed comments
underneath the formula on how we move from one line to the next in our calculations.

P (z) = —|det(ES)| "/ P~ )(EL EL ™ P K] EY — Ef Eb n™ R K2 E?)

) . (115)
Gea(y) = E2E} iy, (—| det(B2)[2/(P71) (116)
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L1: {P®(2), qealy)} = |det(ES)| ">/ P=D{(Ep EL n™"™ KB} —Ef, Eb, ™" K2 E?),
E» EZ i, 5, (det(E))>/ P~y

L2 q{(EklEt mlleﬁqueEglniljl_EggEfnzankQKgqqtzeEgznizjz)v EisEgsnisjs(det(E))2/(D_1)}
1 at be ab te j i i j —
= L0~ gV B (K B E g, (det ()07}

2 qu (K det(E)}
D—14q 7 det(E)

L4: Q( ot be abqte)Egnij(q(_Eg){KZ7Ef}E;SEgsni3j3+q(_Eg){Kz7Ef}EgsEisnisjs—i—

L3: = q(q"q"—q"q") Elnij (({ K} E# YEY 13y ju +a{ K{ EZ Y BB 0y, + )=

qea{ K3, EJ'}E],) =

D-1
LS q(q™q" —q""q") Blni; (o~ BL) (= 50,00 By Eﬁf‘mm+Q(—E$)(——5Z5P)E]3E’3msgs
2 k .
2 e~ sismyE ) =
D — 1(] d( 9 7ot ) m)
L6: kq(q™q" — abqte)Egmj(qE}:EtsE1J1377i3j3+quEg3Ec377i3j3_chdEt):

d d 2
J(gleddt 4 gTd T =g 2

L7: kq( at be_qabqte p q P 51

a € a e 2
L8: k(g t b —q bqt )(Qecqdt + Gedqet — qudQet) =

2 a a
ﬁ(chq * — Dgeaq™) =

2
L10: k(6204 + 656%) — 2¢®qeaq — 51— D)qeaq®™ =

L11: E(8%0% + 650%) — 2¢*qeaq + 24" qeaq =
L12: k6(.050(z,y) (117)

L9: k(3¢83 + 0ad2) — 24" qeaq —

{P*(x), qealy)} = ko(.050(x,y) (118)
,where
in the line L2: we used E{E?n'J = qq®® and ¢ := (det(E))*/(P~1
in the line L.3: we used Leibniz rule and and{E{(z), El(y)} =0
in the line L4: we used: 0E = —E.0EE} and [6(E)]/ det(E) = EJ6E¢
in the line L5: we calculated the Poisson brackets: { E¢(z), K7 (y)} = %5;}5{6(:5, Y)
in the line L7: we used: E? Ech = Qec/ 4, etc,
in the line L9: we have opened the parentheses and used: ¢**g;q = 05 and ¢**qe; = D

in the line L10: D — 1 cancels.
in the line L11: the last two terms are the same and mutually cancel.
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14 Appendix D Timelike SO(2, 1) Riemann Curvature
Expression in SO(2, 1) case

In this Appendix we derive the following two formulas:
Ry = 20T + 717 €5t o ) TaT (119)

and
GVFY, = 200 Al + €1, o5 DAL ) A] (120)

, where 7;; = Diag(1,1,1) in SO(3) case, and 7;; = Diag(—1,1,1) in SO(2,1)
case. We begin with the curvature tensor definition:

Ri.q = 0Ly — 0Th, + T5T0 — T4 Tha 121
SO(3) case:
In SO(3) case (I19) becomes:
Ry, = 20Ty + 62150<3)F§Fé (122)
We then use so(3) — R isomorphism:
Tl = €hisogn Lt (123)

By using the torsion-free condition: T',; = '}, we can write it also as:

a’

Toi = Tla = €hisos) = Chaso( It (124)

By substituting (I24)) into (I21)), we obtain:

Rgcd = 8b(egdso(3)rg)_80(Egdso(g)Fi))—i_egtso(g)rgeidso@)ri_E;lntso(3)rgl€§dso(3)ré
(125)
We rewrite the third term by using the antisymmetric tensor properties:
€ptao(s) Eodso(3) = € " s0(3) Etadso(3) = 20l°6% = 520% — 75 (126)
and the fourth term by:
Egntso(S)efdso(Zi) = 6tam50(3)€tld50(3) = 25}“5;”] = 621631 - 5l1n63 (127)
we obtain:
Rjcq = €5 (L% = DY) + (8207 — 02 IYTE — (3707 — 67" 05) LTy =
Cpdgoz) (L% = OcTY) + (PETG — I3TE) — (T — TyL) =
€ oz (L% — OTY) + TETG —TPTL (128)
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By renaming index p — 4:
Rieq = €lago(3) (0T — 0cT}) + TiTe — TiTE (129)
In order to prove formula (I22) we will show that if we take R}, in that form and
contract it with €, _ ;) we will obtain Rf,.; as in ([29):
€so(3) Bbe = €idso(@) (076 = 0eTh) + €003y €htso(n To Te =
€003y (DT = 0cT) = € o3y €htso(zy L H T =
€00(3) (DL — T} — 206, T} T, =
€150(3) (DTe — 0cTy) = TiTd 4 TTE (130)
By comparing it to (I29) we see that it equals to Ry ;. So, we have proved that:
Riq = €003y Rbe (131)
, where R}, = 201, + €}y 5y Tal
Let us now consider SO(2, 1) case:

We use the so(2,1) — Rgﬂl isomorphism:

Flai = 6lkiso(2,1)F§ (132)

So we are getting SO(2, 1) case from SO(3) case very easily by replacing everywhere
Elkiso(?;) tensors with elkiso(Q 1) The only difference that we will encounter is a differ-

ent sign compared to (I26)) and (I27):
EZtSO(M)Eédso(zl) = 6tapso(2,1)EtSdso(?,l) = 725&155] = 7(6?55 - 5555) (133)
and the fourth term by:

Efntso(zl)efdso(zl) = 6tamsc?(ll)5“6150(2,1) = _251[(1521] = —(0j'0g" — 6;"63) (134)

It only changes the sign of the last two terms in the so(2, 1) analog of (I29) and of

@30 | _
RYq = aao(ny (L% — 8TG) + TiTE — T{TE (135)

Gaidso(m)Réc = 6aidso(2,1)(abri —0.I%) + IpTd —Tyre (136)

So again we obtain: _
Rca = €aso2,1) Bve (137)

, where R, = 201, + €'4,p0.1) e T

. . . i — il
By combining two cases and remembering that we can express: € kiso(2,1) = 17 €4kl

so(3)
we can write it in a general case:

Ry = 20,1 + 07 €1 55 TRT (138)

so(3)" a
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, which finally proves formula (IT9). In addition the general form of (I37) is as follows:
bed = ﬁatetidso(Zi)Ribc (139)

If we use generalized Sen-Ashtekar connection from (30):
CAL =T+ CKE), P A =il o q A (140)

and repeat all the steps using A* instead of I'¥, we will obtain (I20).

15 Appendix E Expressing (B)ng via beb
Ry, = 20T + 717 €5t o ) TaT (141)
We want to prove that:
O = 200 ) 4 7P e ) O % O] (142
Proof:
We remind that #) E? = E?/ and P K* = pKF
By substituting () Ak = T'* + 3K into (T42) we obtain:
) Fly = 201 Tyy + 2007 Ky + 17 €1 1o ) (U5 + BEE) (T + BKY) =
(20T + 77 €11 s0(3) IiTy) + (25[(5)K§} + ﬁijejklw@)rsﬁl{zl; + ﬁijEjklso(g)Ff,ﬁKf)
+ (B2 €kt o3y Ko Ky) = iy + 28D 1o Kjy + B2 €1t o 5) K Kb (143)
Therefore:

BV, = Ry, + 2BD[11KZ§] + ﬂQﬁijﬁjkzso(g)KffKé (144)

16 Appendix F Timelike SO(2, 1) Diffeomorphism Con-
traction Calculations

We would like to derive the following expression:

, Rt EP . ,
Fy DB} = S 4 2D G B + SKLG: (145)
We begin with (I44):
BV, = Rl + 2BD[11KZ§] + ﬂQﬁijﬁjkzso(g)KffKé (146)

contracting it with (# )E;?

| R B B B
(6)F(;b (5)Ezb — % + QﬁD[GKz]Fl + ﬁQﬁZJijlso(g)KgKl i

— 147
b3 (147)
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by simplifying it we obtain:

. R EP ) g
B pi, PR = # + 2D K E} + i e.jklsow)KfKéEf (148)

So, we only need to prove that the last term is a rotational constraint, i.e:
17 €51 g3y Ko Kb B = KGi (149)
We do it in the following steps:
T €1t go(y Ka Ky By = Ko (€11 g0 Ko E) = Kl]f(eﬁgso(Zi)Kle?)
= K (€™ so(3) K Ej) = K Gy = Gy (150)

,where in the first step above we used generalized metric to raise index j, in the next
step we raised and lowered at the same time indices /j, and permutated twice jkI —
klj, so the sign stays the same, then we raised index m by using generalized metric,
since in so(3) case it is all the same, while in so(2, 1) case even €jkl 50(3) indices should
be lowered and raised by using Minkowski tensor 7;;. Finally we used the following
rotational constraint expression obtained in 23):

Gi = 7i; " so3) Kak B (151)

17 Appendix G Identity from Rotational Constraint

Gap = K|, By = 1/2(Kai By — Ky Ey) = 0 (152)
therefore: . .
KyE, = K. Ey (153)
or, by raising index i o o
K, E, = K, E} (154)
it follows that _ _
KiE! = K!E? (155)
since . o
KLE} = K\ E{q"q (156)
,while _ o
KB} = KyEjq"q (157)

and the right hand sides of (I56) and (I57) are equal, as
K.Elq" = K{E{q" (158)

since _ _ _
K, = Ky aw = K03 (159)
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18 Appendix I Contracting Riemann Curvature with
Triads Second Term

We prove the following identity first in SO(3) spacelike foliation ADM case:

28D Kje;™ | 3)<B>E;;<ﬂ>Ef =20 E¢D,G (160)

o(
it can be rewritten as:
i ki a b
2ﬁD[aKg]€] so(3)<ﬂ)Ek (B)El -
ﬁ(DaKg _ DbK(]l)ej klso(3) (B)Eg’(ﬂ)Elb =
DEL(Da(KE}) = P E} Dy (KL ER) )e;
— D BL(Da(K]ED)el!

so(3) =

— (ﬂ)Ebe(KgEg))eé'kso@) -

so(3)
- O ED,(G*) - W EIDy(G') =

—2B®EID,(GF)  (161)

,where in the fourth line for the first and second terms we used rotational constraint

definition @4): G* = e?ls K] Elb and moved index k by one position for the

o(3)
first term: ¢, @ = —eit (3) and index I by two positions for the second term
€ klso(g) = eé—kso(g) It is easy to pass to generalized form:
2BD[aKZ]ﬁjieikl50(3)(5)E,‘;(ﬁ)Ell’ =—20E¢D,G* (162)

Similar to the above:
2ﬁD[aKg] ﬁjieiklso@) (B)Eg(ﬂ)Elb =
B(DuK] — DyE)jie™ o)V ER P E} =
D EUDo(KEL) = DB Dy (K ER))0jie™ so(s) =
— D ENDa (K EN)Nji€ so(z) — D B Do(KIER)) i€ ™ ao(s) =
_ (B)E,‘jDa(Gk) _ (B)Ell’Db(Gl) -
— 20 ELD,(G*) (163)
, where we used generalized rotational constraint (24)):
G = i ™ o) Kak Bf = Mij€l. 1) KEEf =0 (164)

and
Gi = MM so0) Kak Bf' = i€, oo Ka B = 0 (165)

since G; = 0, G* = 7F'G; =0

G* = MG; = K B} 1;:€*" so(3) = 0 (166)
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19 Appendix J Contracting Riemann Curvature with
Triads Third Term

We would like to prove that in SO(3) spacelike ADM case:

B2 o K K e™ o WEYDE) = (KJE})? — (KJ B (K EBY) - (167)

o(3)
The proof is straightforward. 3 cancels on the left hand side right away and we use

Kl _ oslksll.
5‘7mnso(3)€j 50(3) = 25771571

B2 o K KM o O ER OB = K Ky 20l BB} =
(831, — 8401, KKy EL B} = (KEKL LB — KLKEERED) —
(K5ER)® — (K ED)(KYEY) = (KJE)® — (K Ef)(KGE}))  (168)
On the other hand, in SO(2, 1) case we have an opposite sign in:

mnso2,)6 " soz1) = ~200 01

Therefore in SO(2, 1) timelike ADM case the sign also becomes opposite:

A pr P B = —(KIES)? — (K] ES)(KFED))
(169)

2 7 m gon ki
B 6mnso(2,1)‘Kva Kb €; s0(2,1)

The generalized formula for both cases would look like this:

BQﬁjieimnso(B)KglKgLﬁjpepklso(Q,l)(5)Eltcl(ﬁ)Elb = _S((KZE;)Q - (KgE?)(KZ;EZ))

(170)
,where s = —11in .SO(3) spacelike ADM case and s = 1 in SO(2, 1) timelike foliation
ADM case, 71"/ - generalized metric : Diag(1,1,1) in spacelike and Diag(-1,1,1) in
timelike foliation cases.

20 Appendix K Contracting Riemann Curvature with
one Triad

We need to prove that: _
Ry, E' =0 171)

The proof for SO(3) spacelike foliation can be found in [1]] (4.2.35): The Bianchi
identity can be written in the form:

€k so(a) ¢ “so(m Flesec = 0= %%'kso(sﬁef “so( Reseces = %Ef Ceabso(3) € so(3) Rhe = Ry B} = 0
(172)

It is still true in SO(2,1) timelike ADM foliation case, as what changes are antisym-

metric tensors €ijkso(3) — ik so(2,1) and it causes only a sign change in the last term

28



when contracting so(2, 1) antisymmetric tensors: Ecabso(z,l)ée'fcso(2,1) = —2(5([166{:]
instead of so(3) version Ecabso(3)66'fcso(3) = 25,[16551
efc j 1 efc j i 1 efc j j
Eijkso(Q,l)e f 50(2.,1)R-;felcc =0— 567;]‘]@50(2,16 f SO(Qﬂl)Rifeffea = §E§')Ecabso(271)€ f 50(2,1)R'Zle = _RZzbE; =0
(173)
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