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Abstract

Based on the insight gained by many authors over the years on the structure
of the Einstein-Hilbert, Gauss-Bonnet and Lovelock gravity Lagrangians, we show
how to derive —in an elementary fashion- their first-order, generalized “ADM”
Lagrangian and associated Hamiltonian. To do so, we start from the Lovelock
Lagrangian supplemented with the Myers boundary term, which guarantees a
Dirichlet variational principle with a surface term of the form i dh;j, where i
is the canonical momentum conjugate to the boundary metric h;;. Then, the first-
order Lagrangian density is obtained either by integration of 7/ over the metric
derivative J,,h;; normal to the boundary, or by rewriting the Myers term as a bulk
term.

Introduction

The General Relativity (GR), Gauss-Bonnet (GB) and more generally Lovelock [1] La-
grangians, being (quasi) linear in the second derivatives of the metric, yield second-

order field equations (see e.g. [2] for a review).
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There must hence exist first-order Lagrangians, which do not depend on the metric’s
second derivative normal to a foliation, and which differ from Lovelock’s by adding
adequate boundary terms, so that they produce the same dynamics but with Dirichlet
boundary conditions.

In general relativity, a boundary term to be added to the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian
to yield a Dirichlet variational principle was proposed by Gibbons, Hawking [3] and
York [4] (GHY). Its generalization to GB and Lovelock theories was obtained by Myers
[5]], see also [6, 7,18, 9].

In general relativity, a well-known first-order Lagrangian is that of Arnowitt, Deser,
and Misner (ADM), which is written (as well as the corresponding Hamiltonian) in a
1+3 form in terms of the extrinsic and intrinsic curvatures of a spacetime foliation [10,
11]. The GB and Lovelock first-order Lagrangians (and corresponding Hamiltonian)
generalizing ADM’s were found by Teitelboim and Zanelli [12, 13].

In this paper, we will obtain the Teitelboim-Zanelli Lagrangian and Hamiltonian in
two different straightforward manners. We shall first illustrate the methods on the
(nowadays) simple case of general relativity, and then generalize the procedure to all

Lovelock Lagrangians.

1 The crux of the method

1.1 The example of point mechanics

Consider a particle with position ¢(¢) described by the action

ty
- / dtL with L(g,d,d) = 0(q,d) + if (¢, ). (1.1)
t;

where a dot denotes a derivative with respect to time ¢. The variation of / upon an

infinitesimal variation d¢(t) of the path ¢(t) reads

e N or of L)Y
oI —/ti dtoq[B(q,q) — §A(q,q4)] + {&1 (8_q —qa—q) + 04 f] - (1.2)

The issue with [ is that its variation §/ cannot be made to vanish for an arbitrary dq(t)

between t; and t;. Indeed, the vanishing of the boundary terms necessitates fixing 4
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constants (to wit the positions and velocities of the particle at ¢; and ¢; so that dq|;, =

dqly; = 04l = 64, = 0). These conditions are incompatible with the fact that the
solutions of the equation of motion (B — ¢ A = 0), which is second order since L is
(quasi) linear in the acceleration §, depend on 2 integration constants only

Now, it must be possible to build an ordinary, first-order Lagrangian L(q, ¢) and

associated action /; which yield a second order equation of motion when imposing

0I; = 0 for Dirichlet boundary conditions (that is, by fixing dq|,, = g/ ; = Oonly). In
order to give the same equation of motion as L, L;(q, ¢) is taken to differ from L by the
substraction of a total time derivative of some function F'(q, §) :

_dF(q,q9)

Li(qg.q) =L
1(g,9) o

Ly
. / dtLy =1 —[F(g.9)" . (13)
t;

A simple route to obtain L, is to compute the surface terms in the variation of the

action. We have, on-shell, that is when the equation of motion is satisfied,
ot df OF OF\ 1Y
I = AN A - 14
oh [5q<0q‘ Toq 8q)+5q<f 0q)} 44

where we have used ([.2). The vanishing of the coefficient of ¢4 in gives the

function F,

P [dif(aq). (15)
If we then identify the coefficient of dq to the canonical momentum (see e.g. [14])
0L,
= 1.6
L, is obtained by a simple integration with respect to the velocity ¢:
. OF
Ly =g 4) — a7~ (1.7)
q

with F given by Eq. (L.5).

. 2 . 92 o . . .20
For completeness : A(q,q) = g—qf - anfq - 28—5 and B(q,q) = a% (Z — qg—g + qza—{;).



Another way, even simpler in this case, to obtain L; is to lift F' to the bulk (a proce-
dure which we shall refer to as bulkanization below), and write, using and (L.I):

Ly
L = / dt Ly (g, q)
t;

ty dF
= dt | — —
[l

— /‘fdt {e(q,q)—q%—zw(f—%—?)} : (1.8)

7

which yields back ([L.7), using Q

1.2 Two routes to the first-order Lagrangian of GR

Let us first recall how the Gibbons-Hawking-York (GHY) boundary term is obtained.
Consider, in some coordinate system z* labelling the points of a D-dimensional pseudo-
Riemannian manifold M (Greek indices run from 0 to D — 1; see Appendix[Alfor con-
ventions), the GR action
Igr = / dPz\/=gR . (1.9)
M
This action depends linearly on the second derivatives of the field variables g,,, and

its variation reads:

§lon = / dP2\/ =G (Gudgh + Y, VI (1.10)
M

where G, is the Einstein tensor. The second term on the r.h.s. of (LI0) is the covariant

divergence of the four-vector
Vi = g*?0Th , — 96T, (1.11)

which can be evaluated, using Gauss’ theorem, on the d = D —1 dimensional boundary
OM of M.

2Tt is an exercise to check that the equation of motion derived from L; is the same as that derived
from L : p— 38—qu = §A — B, with A and B given in footnote 1. As for the Hamiltonian H = pg — Ly, it
cannot, in general, be written explicitely in terms of ¢ and p unless p = p(q, ¢) can be inverted explicitely
to give ¢ = ¢(q,p). Hence it cannot be shown explicitely that the Hamilton equations yield back the

Euler-Lagrange equations derived from L;.




Let us choose for simplicity a Gaussian coordinate system z* = {w, z'} (Latin indices

run from 1 to d = D — 1), such that w is constant on OM:
ds? = € N(w)?dw? + hij(w, 2*)dz'da? | (1.12)

with € = —1 if OM is spacelike and € = +1 if it is timelike, where N (w) is a function
of w only and h;; are the d(d + 1)/2 components of the induced metric on M, with
extrinsic curvature

1

From now on latin indices are lowered and raised with h;; and its inverse h". For the
gauge-fixed metric (L.12) we have

€

VéUR:_N

(KYh; + 20K) (1.14)

where K = h" K;;, making manifest that the surface term in (I.10) contains variations

of the normal derivative of h;; through dK (the latter originates from the components

(A.5) of oT).

Hence a Dirichlet action principle can be achieved if the GR action is supplemented
with the GHY boundary term [3} 4]

Ipi[g] = /dDa:\/—gRjLQE/ dz+/|h| K, (1.15)

M oM

since the variation of this action gives, on-shell (that is, when G, = 0 in vacuum),

§Ipy = / d®x 7 8h; (1.16)
oM
where
7 = e\/]h|(Kh9 — K" (1.17)

and vanishes imposing Dirichlet boundary conditions: dh;;|om = 0.

The action principle above can be associated to a first-order bulk functional,

]1 = /dDZL'L:l . (118)
M



Indeed, in a Gaussian frame which foliates M with constant-w surfaces ¥, £;
can be obtained by identifying 7% given by Eq.(I.17) as the canonical momentum den-
sity conjugate to h;;, i.e.,

or, ’
et S—— 1.19
Aouhy) " (1.19)

Integrating 7/ with respect to d,,h;; = 2N K;; gives
Ly = N+/I|h] (e (K? — KYKj) + r(hij, Ochij, akalhij)) , (1.20)

where the integration constant r(h;;, Oihij, 0x0,h;;) must identify to the part of the Hilbert
Lagrangian which only depends on the intrinsic geometry of the surfaces %, i.e. R,

where a bar stands for quantities built out of h;; onl

L= NM(R +e(K? — KYK;) )

= Lapy . (1.21)

This is the celebrated ADM Lagrangian density [10, [11] written here in Gaussian coor-
dinates.

Let us show now that the same first-order (in the normal derivative) Lagrangian den-
sity can be obtained by the bulkanization of the GHY term. Define the closed boundary
by the union OM = ¥, UL, UC of the surfaces w = w; and w = w; and their comple-
ment C, and rewrite the GHY contributions from ¥, and ¥, in as the integral
of 2¢ 0, (\/W K ) over the bulk. Using the Gauss-Codazzi-Mainardi relation (A.13), we

then have
V=gR +2¢0,(\/|hK) = v=g[R — e(K* + KIK])] + 2¢0,,(v/|h]) K . (1.22)
Since moreover 0,+/|h| = NK+/|h|, we obtain

VINR + 260, (/N K) = N\/W(R+6(K2_Kijmj))

— Lapw. (1.23)

3By intrinsic geometry, we refer to quantities built out of h;; and its tangential derivatives djh;; and
8;4?1 hij only.



The bulkanized GHY terms on ¥,,, and ¥,,, cancel out with the second normal deriva-
tive in Eq. that comes from R’

wis see (A9), so that the resulting Lagrangian is of
first order. As for the GHY defined on the complement C, it can be discarded for our
purposes (but is essential to define the ADM mass [15]).

Finally, the dependence on the D = d + 1 extra components of the spacetime metric

g, can be reinstated using the ADM metric decomposition
ds® = eN*dw? + hy;(dz' + N'dw)(dz’ + N dw), (1.24)

where N(w, ") is the lapse and N'(w, z7) is the shift. The extrinsic curvature is then

redefined as

1 _ _

Kij = ﬁ(awhij — ViN; = V;N;), (1.25)

with V, the covariant derivative associated to hij.
It can be explicitely checked that variations with respect to N, N* and h;; of Lapwu
yield respectively the constraints G = 0, G, = 0 and the dynamical component G = 0

of the equations of motion written in Gaussian coordinates.

2 The first-order Lagrangian of Lovelock gravity

2.1 Dirichlet principle for Lovelock gravity

As shown by Myers [5]], the Dirichlet action for a generic Lovelock theory is given by

[P35
I =Y _ o < / dPxL®) — / ddw@)) , (2.1)
p=0 M oM
where [(D — 1)/2] is the integer part of (D — 1)/2, whereH
1 1% 1% 1%
L0 = V=g R R, 22

4In even dimensions, the term p = D/2 is topological, and it does not contribute to the field equations.



is of degree p in the curvature, and where

v1 va. .. V2p
5#1 5#1 655
V1 v2 4
rovmy) _ | O O O 2.3)
[p1-p2p] — : ’ '
1 Vo V2p
5u2p 5M2p 5“2P

is the generalized Kronecker delta of rank 2p, which is antisymmetric under exchange
of its upper (and lower) indices. In our conventions (see Appendix[Al), the dimension

of a, is [length]*~2. The corresponding Myers boundary terms are given by [5, 7]
= —2ep\/|h] / ds o K < R — s%Kg;ng) x

% (%R@pz@p 1 — 3 EKJQP QKj2p1) . (24:)

12p—2%2p—1 12p—2 ~ i2p—1

For its rewriting as the covariant derivative of a D—vector, see also [16] or [17] which

involve, respectively, the introduction of a background metric or an extra vector field

which identifies to the normal n on M. In our conventions we have oy = —2A and
a; = 1.
The variation of Eq. reads
dpiy = /dD:):\/——gé'””chW + / d®x 7 8h; (2.5)
M oM
with

[Dl

T = Z ) (2.6)

where, from each pth Lovelock density, one obtains

1911 1 1 ) E
:pe\/|h|/ ds o WWKH( R — szng;Kg;> X

1. . .
(S i) e
As for the Lovelock tensor &%, it reads
(2]
= m&l, (2.8)
p=0



with

1 5[##1"'#21) RV1I/2 . RV2p 1V2p . (29)

op+l[vvrvgy] Tk H2p—1H2p

Note that in the boundary term of (2.5) we omitted the divergence of a d-vector V, /!

n
g(p)

since its integration on the closed boundary 0M vanishes (see, e.g., [2]; see also [18]]
for its explicit expression).

The addition of a topological term in even dimensions cannot induce an associated
canonical momentum 7réjD J2)- This can be seen from the anti-symmetric structure of
the indices in the canonical momentum in Eq.(2.7). In the critical space-time dimen-
sion, the canonical momentum is constructed with a Kronecker delta of rank D at the
boundary, a fact that makes it identically zero

The action yields a Dirichlet variational principle. In other words, the Myers
boundary terms are the analogues of the function F, given by (L.5), in the mechanical

problem we treated in section

2.2 Two routes to the first-order Lagrangian for Lovelock gravity

Integration of 7. As explicitly worked out above on the example of GR, we can now
construct the first-order Lagrangian density by identifying the tensor density (2.7) as
the associated canonical momentum:
(p)
788(23224) =Ty (2.10)
Substituting 0,,h;; = 2NK;; above and integrating the canonical momentum as a
polynomial of the extrinsic curvature yields the generalization of the ADM Lagrangian

density to Lovelock theories, after proper inclusion of the lapse and shift:

EEM))M = Nr(hij, Ochij, OxOihij) + 2peN+/|h| / ds(1 — 8)5[[21 ZQP}]Kh

1374 12p— 17/2p 2p—1 12

% KZJ; ( RJSJ4 82€K£’Kgf) X e X ( Rjzp 1J2p _ s 6K.72p 1Ky2p) . (2.11)

°In gravity theories with AdS asymptotics, topological terms do play an essential role in the renor-
malization of the action and its variation (see, e.g., [19]). The corresponding coupling, however, is not
arbitrary, but fixed by the boundary dynamics.



where 7(h;j, Oxhij, Ox0h;;) is a function that does not depend on normal derivatives of
the induced metric. In view of the Gauss-Codazzi relations, the only intrinsic quantity
coming from a (d + 1) decomposition of the Riemann tensor is R};. In other words, r
can only be the pth Lovelock density (2.2) but computed using the induced metric, i.e.
r = LP) with X

L) — 5\/\75[’1 22p]Rmz . R (2.12)

[J1-+g2p]~ “iai2 i2p—1%2p

Bulkanization of the Myers term. When the bulk Lagrangian density £® is re-
expressed in the coordinate frame (1.12), a term linear in the acceleration (that is, the
normal derivatives of the extrinsic curvature) arises from R’. On the other hand,
lifting 8% to the bulk produces two types of contributions: i) normal derivatives of
the extrinsic curvature, that eliminate the acceleration-dependent part coming from
L), i) first-order normal derivatives of the induced metric, i.e. powers of the velocity.
The latter contain, in particular, a term with an antisymmetric Kronecker delta with an
additional pair of indices.

This task is explicitly carried out in Appendix[Bl In doing so, it is useful to employ

Eq. to derive the equivalent form of the Dirichlet action (in Gaussian coordi-

nates)
d i1---12p)
/d%(c@ — %(5@))) - —/de Q(p)+2peN/de\/|h|/ ds 5]1 g K K2 x
M M M
1 o 1. .
(2Rf§f: s%KﬁJKff) X oo X <§Rfj§i£§ s eKJQ” IKZ];;’)
(2.13)
where
1 i1+ igp] 1 p—1J2p
Q) =~ N [Blo AR X e x REPH (2.14)

is —£) saturated with intrinsic indices, where R; ;i is understood as a function of R,-jkl
and K,;, see (A.6) (for a different decomposition see [20]). We note that Q) is also
proportional to the w-w component of the pth Lovelock tensor £/, see (2.9).

Using Eq. (2.13) and the Gauss-Codazzi relations to express Q") in terms of the
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intrinsic curvature with the identity

1
(x+y)P =af + pr/ ds s(z + s*y)P~t, (2.15)
0

we can rewrite the Dirichlet action (2.1)) purely as a functional of h;;, K;; and R,z (or

Rij11) to obtain

23]
Inpmlh, K, R = / dPx Lapy = / %z > a, L (2.16)
M M p=0

where the pth first-order Lagrangian density EX’])DM can be expressed, once the lapse

and shift are reintroduced, as
b = 2 [ st (st + (- ekt )
0

<1Rj2p 1J2p + (1 — 5 ) K]2p 1Kj2p) ’(217)

12p 17/2p 12
= P) 4+ 2peN/|hl / ds(1 “ ;zp]]KhK]2< Rijz]: 52€Kz']:Kijf) X

1. , ,
X (—RJ?NPP - S%ng;;}(g;:) ,(2.18)

2 12p—1122p

which explicitely eliminates second-order normal derivatives of h;; and where the sec-
ond equality coincides with (2.11), thus confirming that the intrinsic function r entering
it is L)

This shows that, just as in the GR case, the Dirichlet action is equivalent to the first-
order action when we express all quantities in terms of h;;, K;; and Rijkl- Thus, Lapy =
S a, L8 represents the first-order Lagrangian density for a generic Lovelock gravity
theory.

In Ref. [13] the authors obtain the expression

£ — N\/WZ C 5[21 Zzp]RJuz LRI e T2 (2.19)

i(P) 91+ jiop)  Vinia i 1925 © - J2it1 Jop ?

with coefficients

(2.20)



In order to compare (2.19) to our result EX%M, we schematically represent z = R}/
and y = K in Eq. .17) to obtain

1 p—1 p
1 , .
Lo = 5 + 2pe / dsy’ (5:6 +(1- sQ)eyQ) = Cipa'y™™™, (2.21)

=0

or, equivalently,

ADM _ N\/WZCZ@ 21 “i2p] ]1j2 . R.727, 1221KJ21+1 . K]zp (222)

(g1 ]zp] 1112 12i—112i ©  J2i+1 J2p 0

where .
pl2P=2iecP=

W= 2p—i) -

(2.23)

Comparison between £ and ﬁ( by exhibits agreement up to an overall factor p!/2r~!
due to different conventions.

Obtaining the Lovelock first-order Lagrangian densities ﬁ( by through two straight-
forward routes, together with their explicit expressions in terms of K;; and R,-jkl, see

(2.18), are the core results of the paper.

The Gauss-Bonnet action. As an example, consider the Gauss-Bonnet (GB) action

supplemented with the Myers boundary term [5, 6, 7],

Inilg] = / dPx L@ — / dz 4P | (2.24)

M oM

setting .y = 1 for simplicity, where

L% =/—g (R“””"RWM —4R"™ R, + 32) = /—gR"" P, (2.25)
is the Gauss-Bonnet scalar density, and where

v 1 [uraraz] BB
by = 46[0051152] Ralla22

= R — 20 RY) + 207, RV + 80 R (2.26)

[p"0]
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has the symmetries of the Riemann tensor and is divergenceless (V, P, ,, = 0) due
to the Bianchi identities. Here brackets denote antisymmetrization, as in Af B} =
5(A4BY — AL BY). Finally,

11121 2 j ) — . .
= —2¢/[nf6 2 KT (RM - iKg;Kg;) = e (J-2CIK)),  (227)

[j17243] " "1 i23 3

: i 1 i k-l 2 2 ik 2
with e = K (K7 K} — K*) + S KKK — <

This case has been studied in, e.g, Refs. [9, 2, [16] and generalized to Einstein-scalar-

K,K'K! and J=J;.

Gauss-Bonnet theories in [21]. In Gaussian coordinates, the variation of adopts

the form
8 Ipiy = / dP o/ —gH" 8, + / d*z/|hlm 3, 6hi; (2.28)
M oM
where
1 [ 1 148% 12232
H} = _86[;;5152212312? Ru1u22 Ruiut (2.29)

is the Lanczos tensor and where

a9 = |h|hik5 J]1]2J3]Kl1 (Rma _ 2_K12KZ3>

(2) o [kirizis) Jj2J3 3

= 26\/|h|(2hm9PZlKk 3J“+hijJ)). (2.30)

The tensor density (2.30) is the canonical momentum associated to the first-order
action. Hence, solving
8‘65%2]))1\/[ ij
— A2 — 2.31
O(Owhij) @ (2:31)

we find (after inclusion of the lapse and shift)

Ef]))M — NL® L+ N /|h slinizisial [EKijllKi]s (RJ3]4 . EK‘ZY;;;KZ;)]

[J1727374] 1314 3

= NL® + N/|h| [4ePIKFKL + KJ - 3K (2.32)

where the first term is obtained by identifying it to the restriction of the Gauss-Bonnet
Lagrangian density to the surface w = cst, that is building it with the intrinsic curva-

ture only:

[F1j2d3ga] " Virie ~ Vigia

_ 1
£(2) — Z\/W(s[llwlsm] RJl]ZR]S]4 . (2.33)
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When D = 4 (i.e. d = 3), the Lanczos tensor, the momentum and the generalized ADM
Lagangian vanish, as evident from their expression in terms of rank-five and rank-four
Kronecker deltas, respectively.

On the other hand, in Appendix B} the decomposition of £ shows that the same
Lagrangian density can be obtained by bulkanization. Using Eq. (B.9), the Lagrangian
density in Eq. can be shown to yield the same result, that is (2.32).

3 Hamiltonian Dynamics

In order to define an ordinary Hamiltonian, a first-order Lagrangian density Lapy is
required. If the induced metric h;; is chosen as the dynamical variable, the Hamiltonian

is given by the Legendre transformation

H= /ddllf(ﬂ'ijawhij — EADM) s (31)
where the canonical momentum 7% is defined as
OLApM

V= = 3.2

" T 00uhy) 5.2)

This functional must be written in terms of h;; and 7. This is the path chosen by
Arnowitt, Deser and Misner to construct their celebrated Hamiltonian.

The same path can be taken to construct a Hamiltonian from the first-order La-
grangian density of Lovelock gravity found in the previous section. For each p-th

contribution, the associated Hamiltonian is computed as

H® — /ddx(wg)ﬁwhw LADM) (3.3)

From the canonical momentum (2.6)), and in Gaussian coordinates, we have

i1 1 5 .
zgah”_QNKz — 2p€N /|h/d 51 2p]KZ]1KJ2< R]3J4 SZEKZJ;KZ-]f)X

( 1314
1_. ) ) )
(i - et R ) G
which identifies to the last term of the second member of Eq. (2.13)). Therefore the p-th
Hamiltonian density /#*) identifies, in the Gaussian gauge (L.12), to the functional

14



Q® (which is proportionnal to E(ywr as mentioned below )- The lapse and shift
N’ can then be restored using Eq. to find the full Hamiltonian:

H= / dly (N,%” + fo) , (3.5)
where the Hamiltonian constraints take the form
D 1]
H = Z o, FCW
I = —2Vj7ri , (3.6)

where ##) = QW) /N and 7' are given respectively in Eqgs. and (2.6).

Due to the non linear relation between 7/ and K;;, it is not possible in general to
write K;; in terms of 7/. Thus, the Hamiltonian above is only given implicitly in terms
of the momenta. On the other hand, it is an exercise to check that the components of
the Lovelock tensor £/ defined in 28) verify £¥ = 7 /2\/|h| and £ = /2N +/]h| in

Gaussian coordinates, while E(ip) i reads

. _— 1 o 1o
g —pe/ d$5[ 2p] KJ1KJ2< Risia _ 652K533Ki]f) N <_Rj2p J2p

[771-+J2p) i34 9 Vizp-1izp

[71°-J2p] 1314

. . 1 o
—es? K K d55”2 ZmK”KJ2 ij e’ KPPK?' ) x
2p—1 2p 0 13 J4

X <1Rj2p1j2p 682K]2p 1Kj2p> o 1 5[221 “i2p] R]1j2 N Rj2p 1J2p

97 M2p-1i2p i2p—1 " 12p op+1 [Gj1-d2p] " i1d2 i2p—1%2p
1 [t41-+i2p 1] J2x7J1 JJ3 pJads Jop—2J2p—1 810(7;)
_55[”1 ]21; 1] V K Vv 1K R2425 " X Rlzs 2%2p—1 + W (3.7)

where R;jj; is understood as an implicit function of Rijkl and K;;; see Eq. for
completeness. Here we gathered terms which are equal to the normal derivative of 7’
using the tools presented in Appendix[Bl(for its explicit expansion in the scalar-Gauss-
Bonnet case, see [21]).

The Lagrangian and Hamiltonian dynamics are equivalent and the correspondence

15



between the field equations is given by

oH w

W_O & &) =0,

oH w

5Ni_0 & &£ =0. (3.8)

In addition, by definition of / we have that

0H
(Shij

5L
ohy

where L = /ddx LADM - (3.9)

't Owhij

Hence, it can be checked explicitly using the equation above and (2.18) that

0H

5, O & & 0. (3.10)

i

In the case of GR, we also have that (ér—HJ = Oyhi; & K;j = ﬁ@whij. This relation
cannot be proven in the general Lovelock case, as it requires the invertibility of 7.
However, it does not provide provide extra dynamical information.

The particular case of Gauss-Bonnet gives

]1]2.7 3]4 134

2) _ d ~(2 d 1142131 1 2 ;
o® = —/d xNE()+e/de\/|h6 o KK (RW—EKZJ;KZJ;)

_ _ 1 o
= — / dlz NL@ + / dde\/|h|<2ePijle”“Kﬂ - §K4+3K2K;K5

—AKKIK]K — gK;KgKfK,Q + 3K;K,§KfK§) , (3.11)

where in the second line we have just expanded the generalized Kronecker delta.

Conclusions

In this paper we investigated the links between the Dirichlet variational principle, and
the first-order Lagrangian density and Hamiltonian of Lovelock gravity. Starting from
the simple example of a Lagrangian linear in the acceleration in point mechanics, we
have identified two methods to compute the associated first-order Lagrangian: inte-

gration of the momentum and bulkanization of boundary terms. We then worked out
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the case of General Relativity to recover the ADM Lagrangian density from the Dirich-
let action.

More powerful, however, is the use of the momentum integration and bulkaniza-
tion methods to obtain the first-order Lagrangian density of Lovelock gravity. Bulka-
nizing the Myers term explicitly eliminates all second-order normal derivatives in
the bulk. In Gaussian coordinates, the resulting Lagrangian density has the form
EX%M = 10,hi; — 2N+/|h|EY, making manifest the connection with the Hamiltonian
formalism. Indeed, a Legendre transformation of the first-order Lagrangian density,
directly gives the Hamiltonian density of the system N.#®) = 2N /|h|€¥. In addition,
we have that the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formalisms are equivalent at the level

of the dynamics and surface terms. Indeed, the variation of the Hamiltonian action

Iy = / dPx (ﬁﬂ'&whw — EADM) , (3.12)
produces —on-shell—-
0ly = /ddx T 5h;; . (3.13)
oM

This matches the surface term obtained in Eq. (2.5) from the variation of the first-order
Lagrangian. This fact will be employed in future work to define junction conditions
for thin shells a la Hamilton for Lovelock gravity.

Our methods should also be useful to generalize the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM)
mass formula to Lovelock gravities. In fact, the canonical momentum readily defines
a conserved current when contracted with a boundary Killing vector.

For an arbitrary set of couplings in the Lovelock action, some of the components of
the metric solution may not be fully determined by the field equations [23]. For in-
stance, the component g,; of any static spherically symmetric ansatz remains arbitrary
if the action has non-unique degenerate vacuum. This problem can be avoided by a
given choice of the coefficients (e.g., the cases of GR, Chern-Simons, Born-Infeld and
Pure Lovelock [28, 29, 30]). However, the higher curvature terms in the action make
the symplectic matrix change the rank for certain backgrounds, generating extra local

symmetries and decreasing degrees of freedom in some sectors of the space of solutions
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[24, 25,126, 27]. This kind of degeneracy in Lovelock gravity also occurs in cosmological
solutions [22], where the field equations cannot predict the evolution of the scale factor
a(t) because the coefficient of i(t) goes through zero during the evolution. This also

renders the hamiltonian quantization of the system problematic [13].
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Appendices

A Conventions

In this paper we set 167G = ¢ = 1. Throughout the text g is the determinant of the
metric g, (with inverse ¢"), Rt ,, = 0,1, — --- is the Riemann tensor where I'} =
19"(dygox + - - ) are the Christoffel symbols, R,,, = R’,,,, is the Ricci tensor and R =
9" R, is the scalar curvature.

In Gaussian coordinates

ds* = e N*(w)dw” + h;; (w,2") dz'da’ (A1)
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the non-vanishing components of the Christoffel symbols are I';, =T, () and

, 1. N
—jé%%,r%=§W%mkrmza . (A.2)

Iy = N

The normal to a surface X, of constant w is defined as
n, = €eNo,/ (A.3)
so that n,n* = e. On the other hand, the extrinsic curvature is defined as
Kij = ‘/;;M‘/jyvunl/y

where V" are the projectors on the corresponding surface. In Gaussian coordinates
V! = ¢l and as a consequence of the normal vector definition (A.3), the extrinsic cur-
vature is given in terms of h;; by

1

Consequently, the Christoffel symbols satisfy
i i w €
Py =NEKj | Ti=—5Ky. (A.5)
and the curvature tensors have the form
Ry, = R} —e(KiK] — K|Kj), (A.6)
wi € '& i & g
RY, = —-N(V'K]-VK]), (A.8)
wi € i i
&j:—ﬁmm—«wy (A.9)
i i i € i
R, = Rj—eKKj—Naij, (A.10)
Ry = —5Vi(K§ - K]), (A.11)
w € ) j
Ry = N 0K — KK}, (A.12)
_ o 2
R = R—e(K*+ KK]) = T 0uK | (A.13)

The equations above are the Gauss-Codazzi-Mainardi relations in tensorial language

and in Gaussian coordinates.
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B Bulkanization of Myers terms

As a warmup exercise, let us consider the integral of 3, see (2.27), on the boundary
OM =%, U¥,,, UC, which is the union of the surfaces w = w; and w = w; and of their

complement C. Its bulkanization yields:
2e
/ dz f® = —2¢ / "z, [\/m O Kt (Rézzi - S K. K)} ) (B.1)
oM M

modulo a contribution on C which can be discarded for our purposes, see below (1.23)).
In order to compute the normal derivatives involved and construct the desired struc-

tures, it is useful to rewrite &UKE using as

0K = —eN (Ry? + eK'KL ) (B.2)
and
1 .
aw\/ |h| = 5\/ |h|h”awhij =NK |h|7 (B3)

where K is the trace of the extrinsic curvature. Since moreover 0, = V;(9,I}) —
?l(ﬁwfi-k) with 8wf‘fj = N(?in + V,;KF — V*K;;) (which exhibits 9, F as an intrinsic

tensor), a short calculation yields

ORI 0, R = 2N PR (KPR, + 2 KPP K2 KE + 2V, VK2 . (B4)

[t19213] 9273 [i112%3] J273

Combining the results above, (B.I) can be rewritten as

[212223] J2J3

/ diz B = —2¢ / dPx N+/|h|sH7>7 ( 2KIKPRYS — 4eKPKEKP K,

o 4e
—AKIV;,V2K? — e (Ry? + eK[' K} ) RE% + K (me K’?K“) K)- (B.5)

wj1 J273 J273 3

At this point, we can use the identities and to find

[i14213] wji “J2J3

/ddgjﬁ(Z) — 2/dD[L’N /|h 5[]1]2]3 (szlRZQZS +4€K“v 622[(52’)
oM M

2¢ . .
D ) ) 231 ) i
—2€/d x N~/ |h| 5]”2”]4[(1[(2 <R34 — —Kjg’Kjf;) . (B.6)

Zl 221 314 1374 3
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We notice that R%ll in the first term contains normal derivatives of the extrinsic curva-
ture, see (A.9), that will cancel out with those coming from the expanded Gauss-Bonnet

Lagrangian density,

[F1d273] \ " "wi1 ~ Vi2ts i1i2 " “wig [j1---ja]* Vindz * Yigia

r£2 — 2N+/|h| 5[112223]( R Ri2J3 ijlRJ2J3) + = N /‘h glineial Rz pisia (B.7)

Using 4] U 1mS]R“’Zl Ri2is — _4eV ””S]V K V2K’ and integrating by parts we get

211213 J1J27 "wjs [212223

wj1— 71233

/ dPrL® = 2 / dPx N\/[hlo2 (R“’“R”” +4eV2 KV K”) +
M M
o5 [N VSRR, B8)
M

where we discarded terms that are total V; derivatives, i.e. terms living on C.
Subtracting (B.8) and (B.6) we finally get

d
/de <£(2) _%(ﬁ@))) — _/de Q(2)—|—2€/deN /|h 521 Z]KhKJz
M M M

(RM — %Kg';Kg;) . (B9)

1314 3

where O is obtained by setting p = 2 in Eq. (2.14).

The same bulkanization procedure can be performed for any Lovelock density with
its corresponding Myers term. The use of Egs. (B.2), (B.3), (B.4), (C.3) and similar steps
to those described above yield

d i1-+d2p) 70y i 1 131 27171 i
= (87) = ~2peN /] / ds o I KK (23;; es Kj;Kjg) x

(i - ey )+ gl (R“’”R””+

J2p op—2 " [j1-+d2p—1 wiz ~ Vi2i3
(p = DR RIS VRIS x oo x R0
Since the expanded Lagrangian density L) takes the form
L0 = VIRl (R R - )RZZ;RSZ;)Ri:i; xR
+3 NW ORI - REPI(B0)
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/ a7z (£ %(ﬁ@)) - / Pz QW) + 2pe / Pz N\/Jh] / ds 802 KO K

M M M
( RJSJ4 682[{3;](5;) N ( R]ZP 172p

1314 12p—112p
—es KUK ). (BAD)
Finally, the same game can be played when projecting the equations of motion £;:

we can see that
5(7/ 1 5[74/,1 NQP RV1V2 . Ruzp 1M2p (B12)

p)j _2p+1 [fvr--vap) © M1 M2 Vop—1V2p

exhibits the same structure as L) except for the extra pair of indices. According to Eq.
(C.4), we will need an extra term when packing the terms in a one-rank-higher delta

and get, restoring the lapse and shift,
(371 d2p] i34 iap—112p

g o= /0 ds o)1) K”K”< R — es2Kg§ng) X e (%Rﬁplm

[71---J2p] i34

o i o
_682K:i]2p 1K.?2p> . / ds 5[ 2++i2p)] K]1KJ2 ( RisIa _ 682K?,3KJ-4) «
2p—1 2p 3 J4
i2p—1i2p iap—1 " izp [371+d2p—1] i

i ( RJ2p 172p 682K]2p 1Kj2p> . 15[221 “i2p—1] V (szvlestJMs
2 2

(B.13)

o 1 ]
. Jep—2J2p—1 | [éd1-+i2p] pjrjo J2p-1J2p | J
X Rizpzizpl) op+1 5[3]1 “J2p] Rmz e pr 1i2p N\/W’

or as a functional of intrinsic quantities as

, Dyt ! 1 3 17J
i - wilj [éi1-+-i2p] 2|
For = gm0 P G (SR - S RREL)

-~ <1Rj2plj2p _ €S2K2-j22p711 Kz‘jjp> _ pe/ ds 5 [ii2-- Zzp]Kh K]z <1RJ3J4
P— P 0 2

2 12p—112p [71- J2p ] 134

2 12p—112 2p—1 12

—esQKf:KfD X e X <1R72P172p es? K7~ 1Kj2p> + &L

_15[“1 “d2p—1] V (szvleJ‘s (R]4Jo . szszj;> %

9 " ligr+dzp— 145

<RJ2p 2j2p—1 2KJ2p 2K12p 1>> . (814)

12p 212p 1 12p—2
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C Additional identities

We need to relate Kronecker deltas that differ in rank. For a rank-four Kronecker delta,

useful identities are

oK KKK = 6P (KK KK — 3K KEKPKS ) (C.1)

21 24 21 2213
and

SR KRR = U (KKIRES — KK RZS — 2KP KPR, ) . (C2)

Zl Z4= 1374 74174213 J213 J273

Notice that the identity holds for any pair of tensors that share the same symmetries as
the extrinsic and intrinsic curvature. The generalization of the relations and

for 2m extrinsic curvatures and n — m Riemann tensors is

[i1-+i2n] Jom DJ2m—+1J2m+2 DJoan—1Jon
5[]1 ]zn]K Kl2m R22m+122m+2 Rizn 1920

5[21 “on— 1}Kj1 . K]zm 2RJ2m 1j2m Rjzn 5J2n— 4<KK.727L SRJ2n 2J2n—1

[J1-Jon—1]" %1 i2m—112m ion—592n—4 i2n—3 ~ Vi2n—202n—1

n— l n— n n n— l n—
— (2m = DK K],  REE N — (2m = 2) KR KPR )
(C.3)

where we factored out 2m — 2 extrinsic curvatures and n — m — 1 Riemann tensors.

In presence of a pair of free indices, we have

[ti1--12n] 751 Jom DJ2m41J2m42 Pian—1j2n __
5[]]1 “J2n] KM Kl2m R22m+122m+2 ion—1i2n

5[221 “i2n— 1]K . K]zm 2R.727n 1j2m R.727L 5J2n— 4<KK.727L stzn 2J2n—1

[Jg1-d2n—1] 12m—2 " 12m—1%2m 12n—5%2n—4 12n—3 * Vi2n—212n—1

. (2m . 1>Klj2n73K( R.j2n72.'j2n71 - <2m . 2J)Kj2n Sszn 2Rgin 212% 1)

—37 12n—212n—1

_ gliarian] Kyl K’Q . Ky2mR32m+1J2m+z ... Rim-1iam

[F1j2:-J2n] 12m+41%2m+2 i2n—102n

(C.4)

that has one extra term —the last one- in comparison to Eq. (C.3). Notice that we fixed

i1 when taking the trace to lower the degree of the generalized Kronecker symbol.
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