arXiv:gr-qc/9401012v1 15 Jan 1993

SNUTP 93-78

A Proposal of Positive-Definite Local Gravitational Energy Density in General Relativity

J.H. Yoon^∗ Center for Theoretical Physics, Seoul National University, Seoul 151-742, Korea (May 3, 2019)

Abstract

We propose a 4-dimensional Kaluza-Klein approach to general relativity in the (2,2)-splitting of space-time using the double null gauge. The associated Lagrangian density, implemented with the auxiliary equations associated with the double null gauge, is equivalent to the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian density, since it yields the same field equations as the E-H Lagrangian density does. It is describable as a (1+1)-dimensional Yang-Mills type gauge theory coupled to (1+1)-dimensional matter fields, where the minimal coupling associated with the infinite dimensional diffeomorphism group of the 2-dimensional spacelike fibre space automatically appears. The physical degrees of freedom of gravitational field show up as a (1+1)-dimensional non-linear sigma model in our Lagrangian density. Written in the first-order formalism, our Lagrangian density directly yields a non-zero local Hamiltonian density, where the associated time function is the retarded time. From this Hamiltonian density, we obtain a positive-definite local gravitational energy density. In the asymptotically

∗e-mail address: snu00162@krsnucc1.bitnet flat space-times, the volume integrals of the proposed local gravitational energy density over suitable 3-dimensional hypersurfaces correctly reproduce the Bondi mass and the ADM mass expressed as surface integrals at null and spatial infinity, respectively, supporting our proposal. We also obtain the Bondi mass-loss formula as a negative-definite flux integral of a bilinear in the gravitational currents at null infinity.

PACS numbers: 04.20.-q, 04.20.Cv, 04.20.Fy, 04.30.+x

Typeset using REVTEX

I. INTRODUCTION

The exact correspondence of the Euclidean self-dual Einstein’s equations to the equations of motion of 2-dimensional non-linear sigma models with the target space as the areapreserving diffeomorphism of 2-surface [1,2] has inspired us to look further into the intriguing question whether the full-fledged general relativity of the 4-dimensional space-time can be also formulated as a certain (1+1)-dimensional field theory. Recently we have shown that such a description is indeed possible, and constructed the action principle [3–6] in the framework of the 4-dimensional Kaluza-Klein theory in the (2,2)-splitting. In this approach, the 4-dimensional space-time, at least for a finite range of space-time, is viewed as a fibred manifold that consists of the (1+1)-dimensional “space-time” and the 2-dimensional “auxiliary” fibre space.

There are certain advantages of this 4-dimensional KK approach to general relativity in the above splitting, which led us to develop this formalism. We list a few of them. First of all, in (1+1)-dimensions, there exist a number of field theoretic methods recently developed thanks to the string-related theories. Hopefully the rich mathematical methods in (1+1)-dimensions might also prove useful in studying general relativity in the (2,2)-splitting, classical and quantum. Moreover, in this KK formulation, general relativity can be viewed as a (1+1)-dimensional gauge theory with the prescribed interactions and auxiliary equations. Since the major advantage of gauge theory formulation is that gauge invariant quantities automatically solve Gauss-law equations associated with the gauge invariance, the problem of solving constraints of general relativity could be made even trivial, at least for some of them. Furthermore, this formulation allows us to forget about the space-time picture of general relativity; instead, it enables us to study general relativity much the way as we do for Yang-Mills theories coupled to matter fields in (1+1)-dimensions, putting the space-time physics into a new perspective.

This (1+1)-dimensional method, however, is not entirely new since it was virtually used in analyzing gravitational waves [7,8], and was further developed in the spin-coefficient formalism [9–12] and the null hypersurface formalism [13–19]. In these formalisms, a special gauge which we may call the double null gauge is chosen such that two real dual null vector fields whose congruences span the (1+1)-dimensional submanifold are singled out, and the Einstein’s equations are spelled out in that gauge. A characteristic feature of these formalisms, among others, lies in that the true physical degrees of freedom of gravitational field show up in the conformal 2-geometry of the transverse 2-surface [8,13–17,20]. This feature, that has been particularly useful for studying the propagation of gravitational waves in the asymptotically flat space-times, further motivated the canonical analysis [18,21–26] of the null hypersurface formalism, in the hope of getting quantum theory of gravity by quantizing the true physical degrees of freedom of gravitational field.

In view of these advantages of the KK formalism and the null hypersurface formalism, it therefore seems worth combining both formalisms to see what could be learnt more about general relativity. In this article, we shall present such a formalism. In this approach, it is the (1+1)-dimensional submanifold spanned by two real dual null vector fields that we imagine as “space-time” and the remaining transverse 2-surface as the “auxiliary” fibre space. As a by-product of our KK approach in the double null gauge, we obtain a new result which we report in this article. Namely, we propose a positive-definite local gravitational energy density in general relativity without referring to the boundary conditions, and show that the volume integrals of the proposed energy density over suitably chosen 3-dimensional hypersurfaces correctly yield the Bondi and the ADM surface integral at null and spatial infinity in the asymptotically flat space-times, respectively. We also obtain the Bondi massloss formula as a negative-definite flux integral of the gravitational degrees of freedom at null infinity [7,8,11]. The proposed local gravitational energy density comes directly from the local Hamiltonian density of general relativity described as the 4-dimensional KK theory in the double null gauge. The associated time function is the retarded time, and has the physical interpretation [27] as the phase of the local gravitational radiation in situations where gravitational waves are present.

This article is organized as follows. In section II, we present the 4-dimensional KK theory in the (2,2)-splitting, using the double null gauge. It will be seen that, even when the gauge symmetry is an infinite dimensional symmetry such as the group of diffeomorphisms, the KK idea is still useful by showing that the KK variables transform properly as gauge fields and tensor fields under the corresponding gauge transformations [3–6,28]. Next, we present the Lagrangian density for general relativity in the double null gauge, which is implemented by the auxiliary equations associated with the double null gauge using the Lagrange multipliers. This Lagrangian density is equivalent to the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian density, since it yields the same field equations as the E-H Lagrangian density does. We shall present the 10 Einstein’s equations in the double null gauge. Moreover, we shall find that 2 of these 10 equations are in a form of the Schrödinger equation, reminiscent of the Brill wave equation [29–31], i.e. the initial value equation of the axi-symmetric gravitational waves at the moment of time symmetry.

In section III, we shall present this Lagrangian density in the first-order formalism, with the retarded time identified as our clock variable. This immediately leads to the local Hamiltonian density and thus to the local gravitational energy density that we are interested in. The proposed local gravitational energy density is positive-definite. We shall further show that the volume integral of the proposed local gravitational energy density over a suitably chosen 3-dimensional hypersurface become a surface integral, using the vacuum Einstein’s equations and the Bianchi identities. In the asymptotically flat space-times, this surface integral becomes the Bondi and the ADM surface integral defined at null and spatial infinity, respectively. We also derive the Bondi mass-loss formula from the proposed gravitational energy density.

In Appendix A, we shall describe the general (2,2)-splitting of space-time, and present the resulting E-H Lagrangian density without picking up a special gauge, as we need it when we wish to obtain the field equations from the variational principle. In Appendix B, we shall introduce the covariant null tetrads, as we shall use them in Appendix C where we show that the proposed volume integrals in section III can be expressed as surface integrals. In Appendix D, we shall show that κ^2_±, which appears when we discuss the Bondi mass-loss, is positive-definite.

II. THE LAGRANGIAN DENSITY IN THE DOUBLE NULL GAUGE

In this section we combine the null hypersurface formalism with the 4-dimensional Kaluza-Klein approach where space-time is viewed as a fibred manifold, i.e. a local product of the (1+1)-dimensional base manifold and the 2-dimensional fibre space. Let the vector fields ∂/∂X^A = (∂/∂u, ∂/∂v, ∂/∂y^a ) (a = 2, 3) span the 4-dimensional space-time. In a Lorentzian space-time we consider here, there always exist two real null vector fields, which we may choose orthogonal to the 2-dimensional spacelike surface N_2 spanned by ∂/∂y^a. Following the KK idea [32], the two null vector fields can be represented as the linear combinations of these basis vector fields ∂ ∂u − A^a_+ ∂ ∂y^a , and ∂ ∂v − A^a_− ∂ ∂y^a , (2.1)

for some functions A^a_± (u, v, y). Since these null vector fields are assumed to be normal to N_2, the line element may be written in a manifestly symmetric way as follows;

ds^2 = −2dudv + ϕ_{ab}(A^a_+ du + A^a_− dv + dy^a)(A^b_+ du + A^b_− dv + dy^b), (2.2)

where ϕ_{ab}(u, v, y) is the 2-dimensional metric on N_2. Notice that, as a consequence of picking up two null vector fields normal to N_2, 2 out of the 10 metric coefficient functions were gauged away in (2.2). In addition, one more function was removed from (2.2) by choosing the coordinate v such that Cdv^′ = dv for some function C, i.e. by choosing C = 1. The elimination of these 3 functions may be viewed as a partial gauge-fixing of the space-time diffeomorphism, and may be better understood in terms of the dual metric, which we may write

g^{++} = g^{−−} = 0, g^{+−} = g^{−+} = −1, g^{+a} = A^a_− , g^{−a} = A^a_+ , g^{ab} = ϕ^{ab} − 2A^a_+ A^b_− . (2.3)

That g^{++} = g^{−−} = 0 means that du and dv are dual null vector fields, and that g^{+−} = −1 is a normalization condition for v, given an arbitrary function u. We shall call this gauge as the double null gauge^1, and general relativity formulated in this gauge is referred to as the double null formalism [13–17]. The 3-dimensional hypersurface defined by u = constant is a null hypersurface since it is metrically degenerate; within each null hypersurface the 2-dimensional spacelike space N_2 defined by v = constant is transverse to both du and dv.

In order to see whether this 4-dimensional KK program is justifiable in the absence of any Killing symmetry, as is the case here, we have to first examine the transformation properties of ϕ_{ab} and A^a_± in (2.2) under the action of some group of transformations associated with N_2. The most natural group of transformations associated with N_2 is the diffeomorphisms of N_2, i.e. diffN_2. Under the diffN_2 transformation y^{′a} = y^{′a}(u, v, y), u^′ = u, v^′ = v, (2.4) these fields must transform as ϕ^′_{ab}(u, v, y^′) = ∂y^c ∂y^{′a} ∂y^d ∂y^{′b} ϕ_{cd}(u, v, y), (2.5a) A^{′a}_± (u, v, y^′) = ∂y^{′a} ∂y^c A^c_± (u, v, y) − ∂_±y^{′a}, (2.5b) so that the line element ds^2 remains invariant [3–6]. Under the corresponding infinitesimal transformation δy^a = ξ^a(u, v, y), δu = δv = 0, (2.6) where ξ^a is an arbitrary function, we find δϕ_{ab} = −[ξ, ϕ]_{ab}, (2.7a) δA^a_± = −D_±ξ^a = −∂_±ξ^a + [A_±, ξ]^a, (2.7b)

1We notice that this double null gauge is valid only for a finite range of space-time. See for instance [13,14,30].

where A_± := A^a_± ∂_a and ξ := ξ^a∂_a. Here the brackets are the Lie derivatives associated with diffN_2, [ξ, ϕ]_{ab} = ξ^c∂_cϕ_{ab} + (∂_aξ^c)ϕ_{cb} + (∂_bξ^c)ϕ_{ac}, (2.8a) [A_±, ξ]^a = A^c_± ∂_cξ^a − ξ^c∂_cA^a_± . (2.8b) This observation tells us two things. First, diffN_2 is the residual symmetry [11] of the line element (2.2) which survives even after the double null gauge was chosen. Second, diffN_2 should be viewed as a local^2 gauge symmetry of the Yang-Mills type, since A^a_± and ϕ_{ab} transform as a gauge field and a tensor field under the diffN_2 transformations, respectively. This feature is rather surprising, since the KK variables were often thought to be useful for higher dimensional gravity theories where the degrees of freedom associated with the extra dimensions are suppressed in one way or another^3. In our 4-dimensional KK approach to general relativity, we leave all the “internal” degrees of freedom intact so that all the fields in (2.2) depend on all of the coordinates (u, v, y^a). In spite of these generalities, the Lagrangian density associated with the metric (2.2) can be still identified, à la Kaluza-Klein, as a gauge theory Lagrangian density defined on the (1+1)-dimensional “space-time”, with diffN_2 as the associated local gauge symmetry, as we shall see shortly.

The metric (2.2) in the double null gauge can be obtained from the general KK line element ds^2 = γ_{μν} dx^μdx^ν + ϕ_{ab}(A^a_μ dx^μ + dy^a)(A^b_ν dx^ν + dy^b), (2.9) where μ, ν = 0, 1 and a, b = 2, 3. From this we obtain (2.2) by introducing the retarded and advanced coordinate (u, v) and the fields A^a_± , u = 1 √ 2 (x^0 − x^1), v = 1 √ 2 (x^0 + x^1), (2.10a) A^a_± = 1 √ 2 (A^a_0 ∓ A^a_1 ), (2.10b)

2Here local means local in the (1+1)-dimensional “space-time”. 3See however [28,33].

assuming the (1+1)-dimensional “space-time” metric γ_{μν} to be

γ_{+−} = −1, γ_{++} = γ_{−−} = 0, (2.11)

in the (u, v)-coordinates, where +(−) represents u(v). In Appendix A, the general E-H Lagrangian density [3–5] for the metric (2.9) and the prescription how to obtain it are presented. Using the “ansatz” (2.11), we can easily show that the general E-H Lagrangian density (A32) reduces to the following expression corresponding to the metric (2.2). If we neglect the auxiliary equations associated with the double null gauge (2.11) for the moment, it is given by [5]

L_0 = √ ϕ [ 1 2 ϕ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−} + 1 2 ϕ^{ab}ϕ^{cd} { (D_+ϕ_{ac})(D_−ϕ_{bd}) − (D_+ϕ_{ab})(D_−ϕ_{cd}) }] , (2.12)

where we ignored the surface terms. Here ϕ = det ϕ_{ab}, and F^a_{+−} is the diffN_2-valued field strength, and D_±ϕ_{ab} is the diffN_2-covariant derivative defined as

F^a_{+−} = ∂_+A^a_− − ∂_−A^a_+ − [A_+, A_−]^a, (2.13a) D_±ϕ_{ab} = ∂_±ϕ_{ab} − [A_±, ϕ]_{ab}, (2.13b)

where [A_+, A_−]^a and [A_±, ϕ]_{ab} are the Lie derivatives defined as

[A_+, A_−]^a = A^c_+ ∂_cA^a_− − A^c_− ∂_cA^a_+ , (2.14a) [A_±, ϕ]_{ab} = A^c_± ∂_cϕ_{ab} + (∂_aA^c_± )ϕ_{cb} + (∂_bA^c_± )ϕ_{ac}, (2.14b)

respectively (see Appendix A). Recall that, in the double null formalism of general relativity, the transverse 2-metric with a unit determinant, i.e. the conformal 2-geometry, is the two physical degrees of freedom of gravitational field [8,13–17]. Since we are essentially reformulating the double null formalism from the KK point of view in this article, we would like to see first of all what the Lagrangian density looks like when written in terms of the conformal 2-geometry. Let us therefore decompose the 2-metric ϕ_{ab} into the conformal classes

ϕ_{ab} = Ωρ_{ab}, (Ω > 0 and det ρ_{ab} = 1), (2.15) where ρ_{ab} is the conformal 2-geometry^4 of the transverse 2-surface N_2. If we define σ by σ := ln Ω, the second term in (2.12) becomes

K := 1 2 √ ϕ ϕ^{ab}ϕ^{cd} { (D_+ϕ_{ac})(D_−ϕ_{bd}) − (D_+ϕ_{ab})(D_−ϕ_{cd}) }

= −Ω^{−1}(D_+Ω)(D_−Ω) + 1 2 Ωρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_+ρ_{ac})(D_−ρ_{bd}) = −e^σ (D_+σ)(D_−σ) + 1 2 e^σρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_+ρ_{ac})(D_−ρ_{bd}), (2.16)

where D_±Ω, D_±σ, and D_±ρ_{ab} are the diffN_2-covariant derivatives

D_±Ω = ∂_±Ω − [A_±, Ω], (2.17a) D_±σ = ∂_±σ − [A_±, σ], (2.17b) D_±ρ_{ab} = ∂_±ρ_{ab} − [A_±, ρ]_{ab}, (2.17c)

and [A_±, Ω], [A_±, σ], and [A_±, ρ]_{ab} are given by

[A_±, Ω] = A^a_± ∂_aΩ + (∂_aA^a_± )Ω, (2.18a) [A_±, σ] = A^a_± ∂_aσ + ∂_aA^a_± , (2.18b) [A_±, ρ]_{ab} = A^c_± ∂_cρ_{ab} + (∂_aA^c_± )ρ_{cb} + (∂_bA^c_± )ρ_{ac} − (∂_cA^c_± )ρ_{ab}, (2.18c)

respectively. Here ∂_aA^a_μ -terms are included in the Lie derivatives, since Ω and ρ_{ab} are tensor densities of weight −1 and +1 under diffN_2, respectively. Thus (2.12) becomes

L_0 = 1 2 e^{2σ}ρ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−} − e^σ(D_+σ)(D_−σ) + 1 2 e^σ ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_+ρ_{ac})(D_−ρ_{bd}). (2.19)

In order to find the correct variational principle that yields all the 10 Einstein’s equations, however, we must implement (2.19) with the auxiliary equations associated with the double

4This may be viewed as a finite analogue of the physical transverse traceless degrees of freedom of the spin-2 fields propagating in the flat space-time [14]. The double null gauge may be also viewed as an analogue of the Coulomb gauge in Maxwell’s theory, where the physical degrees of freedom are the transverse traceless vector potentials [34].

null gauge. These equations can be found by first varying the general E-H Lagrangian density (A32) with respect to γ^{++},γ^{−−}, and γ^{+−}, and then plugging the double null gauge (2.11) into the resulting equations. They are found to be C_± := D^2_±σ + 1 2 (D_±σ)^2 + 1 4 ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_±ρ_{ac})(D_±ρ_{bd}) = 0, (2.20a) C_0 := − 1 2 e^σ ρ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−} + D_+D_−σ + D_−D_+σ + 2(D_+σ)(D_−σ) + R_2 = 0, (2.20b) respectively, where R_2 := ϕ^{ac}R_{ac} is the scalar curvature of N_2. Remarkably, the equations C_± = 0 in (2.20a) may be written in a form of the Schrödinger equation. Using the identity e^{σ/2} ( D^2_±σ + 1 2 (D_±σ)^2 ) = 2 D^2_±e^{σ/2}, (2.21) the equations C_± = 0 become

D^2_±e^{σ/2} + κ^2_±e^{σ/2} = 0, where κ^2_± := 1 8 ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_±ρ_{ac})(D_±ρ_{bd}) ≥ 0. (2.22) That κ^2_±, a bilinear in the currents of the gravitational degrees of freedom, is positivedefinite can be shown easily (see Appendix D). The equations (2.22) are the analogues of the Brill wave equation^5 [29–31], as they are of the Schrödinger equation type for a wave function corresponding to a state of zero energy in the potential −κ^2_±, coupled to the external gauge fields A^a_± ! Thus, viewed as a scattering problem, the scattering data e^{σ/2} in (2.22) is an auxiliary field that can be determined by the potential −κ^2_± up to

5Our Schrödinger equations look like one-dimensional wave equations coupled to gauge fields, but actually they are 3-dimensional partial differential equations like the Brill wave equation, due to the Lie derivatives along A_± = A^a_± ∂_a in (2.22). The wave function in (2.22) is related to the conformal factor of the 2-dimensional wavefront, the spatial projection of the null hypersurface u = constant, rather than that of spacelike hypersurface. But it should be also mentioned that, for the metric (2.2), the area measure of the 2-dimensional wavefront and the volume measure of 3-dimensional null hypersurface u = constant are the same [35].

some integral “constant” functions. The generic behaviors of solutions of the 2 Einstein’s equations C_± = 0 are therefore expected either of the scattering type, or of the bound-state or resonance type, corresponding to the asymptotically flat space-times or spatially closed universes, respectively, on a par with the Brill wave equation.

The correct variational principle is now given by L = 1 2 e^{2σ} ρ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−} − e^σ (D_+σ)(D_−σ) + 1 2 e^σρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_+ρ_{ac})(D_−ρ_{bd}) + ∑ α=±,0 λ^αC_α, (2.23) where λ^α’s are the Lagrange multipliers which should be put to zero after variation. The equations of motions for A^a_± , σ, and ρ_{ab} (subject to det ρ_{ab} = 1) can be obtained by varying (2.23), with λ^α = 0. Here we present the results only; (a) D_− ( e^{2σ}ρ_{ab}F^b_{+−} ) + e^σ (D_−σ)(∂_aσ) − ∂_a(e^σ D_−σ) − 1 2 e^σρ^{bc}ρ^{de}(D_−ρ_{bd})(∂_aρ_{ce}) +∂_b ( e^σρ^{bc}D_−ρ_{ac} ) = 0, (2.24a) (b) D_+ ( e^{2σ}ρ_{ab}F^b_{+−} ) − e^σ(D_+σ)(∂_aσ) + ∂_a(e^σ D_+σ) + 1 2 e^σ ρ^{bc}ρ^{de}(D_+ρ_{bd})(∂_aρ_{ce}) −∂_b ( e^σρ^{bc}D_+ρ_{ac} ) = 0, (2.24b) (c) (D_+σ)(D_−σ) + 2D_{(+}D_{−)}σ + 1 2 ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_+ρ_{ac})(D_−ρ_{bd}) + e^σρ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−} = 0, (2.24c) (d) D_{(+} ( e^σ ρ^{ac}D_{−)}ρ_{bc} ) − 1 2 e^{2σ} ( ρ_{bc}F^a_{+−} F^c_{+−} − 1 2 δ^a_bρ_{cd}F^c_{+−}F^d_{+−} ) = 0, (2.24d) where the symmetric symbol is normalized such that (αβ) := (αβ + βα)/2. Together with the 3 equations C_± = 0, C_0 = 0 that we obtain by varying (2.23) with respect to λ^±, λ^0, these field equations are identical to the 10 Einstein’s equations spelled out in the double null gauge, which we obtain by first varying the general E-H Lagrangian density (A32) in Appendix A, and then imposing the double null gauge (2.11). Therefore the Lagrangian density (2.23) is equivalent to the general E-H Lagrangian density (A32), with the understanding that λ^α’s are to be set to zero after variation.

The Lagrangian density (2.23) may be naturally interpreted as the Yang-Mills type Lagrangian density on the (1+1)-dimensional “space-time”, interacting with the (1+1)- dimensional “matter” fields σ and ρ_{ab}. The corresponding local gauge symmetry is the built-in diffN_2, and the “matter” fields couple to the diffN_2-valued gauge fields through the minimal couplings. In addition, each term in (2.23), including the auxiliary equations, is manifestly invariant under the diffN_2 transformations. Therefore (2.23) should be duly regarded as a gauge theory formulation of the vacuum general relativity [4–6].

That ρ_{ab} is the physical degrees of freedom can be also seen as follows. In this (1+1)- dimensional interpretation, the diffN_2-valued gauge fields A^a_± are auxiliary fields since they have no propagating (i.e. no transverse traceless) degrees of freedom. Moreover, as we have seen already, σ is also an auxiliary field that is determined by ρ_{ab} through the equations C_± = 0. This confirms that the two physical degrees of freedom of gravitational field are indeed contained in ρ_{ab}. It seems appropriate to notice here that, in the propagating equations of motion (2.24d) for ρ_{ab}, the source term is given by 1 2 e^{2σ} ρ_{bc}F^a_{+−} F^c_{+−}, (2.25)

whose trace is precisely the local gravitational energy density, as we shall see in the next section. This indicates that the local energy density in general relativity indeed plays the analogous role as the local charge density does in Maxwell’s theory.

III. THE LOCAL GRAVITATIONAL ENERGY DENSITY

In this section, we shall find the local Hamiltonian density of general relativity. This can be obtained simply by writing the local Lagrangian density (2.23) in the first-order form using a suitable time coordinate. The most natural time in this formulation seems the retarded time u [11,27]. With the retarded time as our clock, the first term in (2.23) may be written as

L_{YM} := 1 2 e^{2σ}ρ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−} = e^{2σ}ρ_{ab}F^b_{+−} ( ∂_+A^a_− − ∂_−A^a_+ − [A_+, A_−]^a − 1 2 F^a_{+−} ) . (3.1)

In terms of the phase space variables (Π_a, A^a_− ), where Π_a is defined as

Π_a = e^{2σ} ρ_{ab}F^b_{+−}, (3.2) this can be written as L_{YM} = Π_a∂_+A^a_− − 1 2 e^{−2σ} ρ^{ab}Π_aΠ_b + A^a_+ D_−Π_a, (3.3) ignoring the surface terms. Here D_−Π_a is the diffN_2-covariant derivative of the density Π_a defined as D_−Π_a = ∂_−Π_a − [A_−, Π]_a, (3.4) where [A_−, Π]_a is the Lie derivative of Π_a, [A_−, Π]_a = A^c_− ∂_cΠ_a + (∂_aA^c_− )Π_c + (∂_cA^c_− )Π_a. (3.5) The second and third term in (2.23) are already in the first-order form, apart from the terms proportional to A^a_+ whose variation yields the Gauss-law equations associated with the residual diffN_2 invariance. Putting these all together, the Lagrangian density (2.23) can be written in the following Hamiltonian form^6 L = Π_a∂_+A^a_− − e^σ (D_−σ)(∂_+σ) + 1 2 e^σρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_−ρ_{bd})(∂_+ρ_{ac}) − 1 2 e^{−2σ} ρ^{ab}Π_aΠ_b + A^a_+ C_a + ∑ α=±,0 λ^αC_α, (3.6) where C_a is given by

C_a = D_−Π_a + e^σ (D_−σ)(∂_aσ) − ∂_a(e^σ D_−σ) − 1 2 e^σρ^{bc}ρ^{de}(D_−ρ_{bd})(∂_aρ_{ce}) +∂_b ( e^σρ^{bc}D_−ρ_{ac} ) , (3.7) which is the same as (2.24a) if we use (3.2). From (3.6) the local gravitational Hamiltonian density H is given by

6Notice that the Hessian of this Lagrangian density is zero, so that the usual method of Hamiltonization does not work. This is the reason that we did not introduce the momenta conjugate to σ and ρ_{ab}. See for instance [36–39].

H = 1 2 e^{−2σ}ρ^{ab}Π_aΠ_b − A^a_+ C_a − ∑ α=±,0 λ^αC_α. (3.8)

Using the 5 equations C_a = 0, C_± = 0, and C_0 = 0, the local Hamiltonian density (3.8) becomes E = 1 2 e^{−2σ} ρ^{ab}Π_aΠ_b = 1 2 e^{2σ}ρ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−} ≥ 0, (3.9)

which is positive-definite for any σ and Π_a, since the conformal 2-metric ρ_{ab} has a positivedefinite signature. Thus, at least formally, we have obtained, in the double null gauge, a positive-definite local gravitational energy density for the vacuum general relativity! The time function associated with this non-zero local energy density is the retarded time u that we may choose at will^7. This is our proposal of the positive-definite local gravitational energy density in this article. This seems to be against the usual argument that, in general relativity, local gravitational energies can not be defined because they can be always “transformed” away due to the equivalence principle, let alone the positive-definiteness. In our definition of the local gravitational energy density, however, the “field strength” F^a_{+−} in (2.13a) is the coefficient of the commutator of the two null vector fields ∂_± − A^a_± ∂_a, which measures the twist of the parallelogram made of two successive parallel transports of these null vector fields along each other. Certainly the twist of this null parallelogram can not be “transformed” away even in a local Lorentz frame, and thus can serve as a measure of gravitational energy associated with the parallelogram surrounding the space-time point under consideration. The proposed local gravitational energy density is just the square of this local “field strength” multiplied by the canonical integration measure.

In order to appreciate what this really means, however, we have to first define the volume integral of the local gravitational energy density E over a 3-dimensional hypersurface defined

7For the asymptotically flat space-times, the number of possible choices of the retarded time u is equal to the number of an arbitrary, monotonically increasing function of three variables (u, y^a) [11]. This may be true for other space-times as well.

by u = constant, and evaluate it for the asymptotically flat space-times, since the total gravitational energy is well-defined only for the asymptotically flat space-times. As we now show, for the asymptotically flat space-times, the volume integrals of the proposed local energy density over suitably chosen 3-dimensional hypersurfaces can be re-expressed as the Bondi and ADM surface integral at null and spatial infinity, respectively. We shall also derive the Bondi mass loss-formula as a negative-definite flux integral of a bilinear in the gravitational currents at null infinity.

A. The Bondi Mass

In this subsection we wish to show that, for the asymptotically flat space-times, the volume integral of (3.9) over the u = constant null hypersurface is precisely the Bondi mass as measured at null infinity. Let us first notice that the volume integral E, where E = 1 2 ∫ dvd^2y e^{2σ} ρ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−} ≥ 0, (3.10)

is positive-definite for any topology of N_2 [10]. In order to express (3.10) as a surface integral, it is necessary to write it in a slightly different form using the field equations. For this let us consider the following identity

D_+D_−σ − D_−D_+σ = −F^a_{+−} ∂_aσ − ∂_aF^a_{+−} . (3.11)

Using (3.11), the integral of the equation C_0 = 0 in (2.20b) over N_2 with the integration measure e^σ may be written as 1 2 ∫ d^2y e^{2σ} ρ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−} = ∫ d^2y e^σ { R_2 + 2(D_+σ)(D_−σ) + 2D_+D_−σ } + ∫ d^2y ∂_a(e^σF^a_{+−} ).

(3.12)

The last term in (3.12) is zero for any 2-surface N_2 that we assume compact without boundary. Thus (3.10) becomes E = ∫ dvd^2y e^σ { R_2 + 2(D_+σ)(D_−σ) + 2D_+D_−σ } . (3.13)

Let us also integrate the equation (2.24c) over N_2, using (3.11), to obtain ∫ d^2y e^σ { (D_+σ)(D_−σ) + 2D_+D_−σ }

= − ∫ d^2y e^{2σ} ρ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−} − 1 2 ∫ d^2y e^σρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_+ρ_{ac})(D_−ρ_{bd}) − ∫ d^2y ∂_a(e^σF^a_{+−} ), (3.14)

where the last term may be also dropped. Thus the volume integral (3.13) becomes E = ∫ dvd^2y e^σ { R_2 + (D_+σ)(D_−σ) − 1 2 ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_+ρ_{ac})(D_−ρ_{bd}) }

− ∫ dvd^2y e^{2σ}ρ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−}, (3.15) or, E = 1 2 ∫ dvd^2y e^{2σ} ρ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−} = 1 3 ∫ dvd^2y e^σ { R_2 + (D_+σ)(D_−σ) − 1 2 ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_+ρ_{ac})(D_−ρ_{bd}) } . (3.16)

To show that this^8 can be expressed as a surface integral, the covariant null tetrad notation that we described in Appendix B is useful. Let us notice that the Gauss equation in the (2,2)-splitting of space-time is given by^9 [40–43]

R_2 + (D_+σ)(D_−σ) − 1 2 ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_+ρ_{ac})(D_−ρ_{bd}) = h^{AC} h^{BD}C_{ABCD}, (3.17) where C_{ABCD}(A, B, · · · = 0, 1, 2, 3) is the conformal curvature tensor, and h_{AB} is the 2- metric on the transverse surface N_2, i.e. the covariant form of ϕ_{ab}. Then the volume integral E may be written as

8Notice that this energy integral is different from the one in Hayward’s paper [40]. The energy density he proposed is the minus of L_0 in (2.19), modulo the Euler density, and is not positivedefinite. This difference may be traced back to the fact that in his paper both u and v are treated as the time variables.

9Here we used the vacuum Einstein’s equations.

E = 1 3 ∫ dvd^2y e^σh^{AC} h^{BD}C_{ABCD}. (3.18) In Appendix C, we have shown that, using the Bianchi identity ∇_{[M} C_{AB]CD} = 0, (3.19) this can be expressed as the surface integral E = 1 3 ∫ dvd^2y e^σ h^{AC} h^{BD}C_{ABCD} = 1 3 lim v ∫ d^2y e^σh^{AC} h^{BD}C_{ABCD}, (3.20) where lim means that the integral over N_2 is to be evaluated at the limiting boundary value(s) of v. This expression picks up the coefficient of 1/v-term, and becomes precisely the Bondi mass^{10} [40–43] in the limit as v approaches to infinity! Notice that the parameter v/ √ 2 becomes the area radius in the limit v → ∞ (keeping u = u_0 = constant), as our metric (2.2) approaches to ds^2 → −2dudv + 1 2 (v − u)^2(dϑ^2 + sin^2ϑdφ^2) (3.21) at null infinity.

B. The Bondi Mass-Loss Formula

In this subsection we shall continue to obtain the Bondi mass-loss formula in the presence of the gravitational radiation in the asymptotically flat space-times. For this, we may simply take a u-derivative of the integral (3.20), using suitable vacuum Einstein’s equations. However, since we wish to account for the mass-loss in terms of the physical degrees of freedom ρ_{ab}, we shall work with the volume integral (3.13).

Recalling that diffN_2 is the residual gauge symmetry of the metric (2.2), we may fix this symmetry by choosing A^a_+ = 0^{11} by a suitable coordinate transformation on N_2. Then the

10We have a factor of 1/3, which could be taken care of by a suitable normalization. 11This is equivalent to the assumption that ∂/∂u is a twist-free null vector field [4,5,44]. However, there could be some topological obstructions against globalizing this choice.

equation C_+ = 0 in (2.22) reduces to the following Schrödinger equation

∂^2_+e^{σ/2} + κ^{′2}_+e^{σ/2} = 0, where κ^{′2}_+ := 1 8 ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(∂_+ρ_{ac})(∂_+ρ_{bd}) ≥ 0. (3.22) In the following we shall use this equation when we examine the rate of change in E as the retarded time u advances. Let us further notice that the metric (2.2) becomes, in the gauge A^a_+ = 0, ds^2 = −2dudv + e^σρ_{ab}(A^a_− dv + dy^a)(A^b_− dv + dy^b). (3.23) With y^a = (ϑ, φ), where ϑ, φ are the angles of S_2, we find by comparing (3.23) with (3.21) the following asymptotic behaviors of the metric as v approaches to infinity, e^σ = O(v^2), ρ_{ab} = O(1), A^a_− = O(1/v^2). (3.24) In the gauge A^a_+ = 0^{12}, the volume integral (3.13) becomes E = ∫ dvd^2y e^σ { R_2 + 2(∂_+σ)(D_−σ) + 2∂_+D_−σ }

= ∫ dvd^2y { e^σ R_2 + 2∂_+D_−e^σ } , (3.25) where we used the identity ∂_+D_−e^σ = e^σ(∂_+σ)(D_−σ) + e^σ∂_+D_−σ. (3.26) The first term in (3.25) is the v-integration of the Euler number χ, where χ = 1 4π ∫ d^2y e^σR_2 = 2, 0, −2(g − 1), (3.27) for N_2 = S_2, T_2, and the 2-surface Σ_g of genus g, respectively. Since the u-derivative of the Euler integral is zero, the rate of change in E as u increases comes from the second term in (3.25). For the asymptotically flat space-times, we may assume N_2 = S_2 so that

12This gauge choice is only for convenience, since we already obtained the covariant expression of the Bondi mass in the previous subsection.

dE du = 2 ∫ S_2

dvd^2y ∂^2_+(D_−e^σ ) = 2 ∫ v=∞,S_2 d^2y (∂^2_+e^σ) − 2 ∫ v=v_0,S_2

d^2y (∂^2_+e^σ) ( 1 + O(v^{−1}_0 ) ) , (3.28)

where the domain of the v-integration was chosen from v_0 to ∞, and we used the asymptotic behaviors (3.24). Here v_0 is some point that lies sufficiently far away from the sources of gravitational waves along the out-going null direction such that the gravitational waves are contained entirely in the range v_0 < v ≤ ∞ at the instant u = constant. In this asymptotic region, we may also assume the out-going null condition [7,8,11],

e^σ = 1 2 v^2sinϑ { 1 + f(u, ϑ, φ) v + O( 1 v^2 ) } , (3.29)

for some function f(u, ϑ, φ). From this, it is found that

∂^2_+e^σ = 2e^{σ/2}∂^2_+e^{σ/2} ( 1 + O(1/v) )

= − 1 4 e^σρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(∂_+ρ_{ac})(∂_+ρ_{bd}) ( 1 + O(1/v) ) , (3.30)

where in the second line we used the Schrödinger equation (3.22). Thus dE/du becomes dE du = − 1 2 lim_{v→∞} ∫ S_2

d^2y e^σρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(∂_+ρ_{ac})(∂_+ρ_{bd}) + 1 2 ∫ v=v_0,S_2

d^2y e^σ ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(∂_+ρ_{ac})(∂_+ρ_{bd}) ( 1 + O(v^{−1}_0 ) ) . (3.31)

Since there are no propagating gravitational degrees of freedom in the region v ≤ v_0 the currents of gravitational waves must vanish in this region, so that

ρ^{ab}∂_+ρ_{ac} = 0 for v ≤ v_0. (3.32)

Thus the second term in (3.31) vanishes, and we finally have dE du = − 1 2 lim_{v→∞} ∫ S_2

d^2y e^σ ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(∂_+ρ_{ac})(∂_+ρ_{bd}) ≤ 0. (3.33)

Apart from the integration measure e^σ, this flux integral over S^2 at null infinity is expressed entirely in terms of the physical degrees of freedom, and is negative-definite. This is precisely the Bondi mass-loss formula! It must be stressed that the gravitational energy carried away to null infinity by the gravitational radiation is given in a bilinear combination of the gravitational currents, in excellent accordance with our experience that observables are very often expressed in bilinears of the physical fields. This strongly supports the view held by the geometric quantization school [36–38] that, in general relativity, as in other non-linear field theories, it is the current rather than the conformal 2-geometry that should be regarded as the fundamental physical field.

The total radiated gravitational energy to null infinity between the null time interval u_0 and u can be obtained by integrating (3.33), and is given by

E(u) − E(u_0) = − 1 2 lim_{v→∞} ∫_u u_0 du ∫ S^2

d^2y e^σ ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(∂_+ρ_{ac})(∂_+ρ_{bd}). (3.34)

C. The ADM Mass

Now we shall show that the volume integral of the proposed local gravitational energy density (3.10) over a spacelike hypersurface reproduces the ADM surface integral. Let us make the following coordinate transformation r = − 1 2 u + v. (3.35)

In the new coordinates (u, r, y^a), the metric (2.2) becomes ds^2 = −du^2 − 2dudr + e^σρ_{ab} { (A^a_+ + 1 2 A^a_− )du + A^a_− dr + dy^a } { (A^b_+ + 1 2 A^b_− )du + A^b_− dr + dy^b } . (3.36)

Since we still have the residual gauge symmetry associated with the diffN_2 invariance in (3.36), we may well fix this residual symmetry by choosing

A^a_+ + 1 2 A^a_− = 0. (3.37)

Then (3.36) reduces to ds^2 = −du^2 − 2dudr + e^σρ_{ab} ( A^a_− dr + dy^a )( A^b_− dr + dy^b ) . (3.38)

In the limit as r → ∞, both (3.36) and (3.38) approach over to the flat space-time metric ds^2 → −du^2 − 2dudr + 1 2 r^2(dϑ^2 + sin^2ϑdφ^2), (3.39)

showing that r/ √ 2 becomes the area radius in this limit. Moreover the u-coordinate is the proper time at each point on the u = constant hypersurface, suggesting that the volume integral be defined over the spacelike hypersurface u = constant in the new coordinates, since the ADM surface integral is associated with a unit time translation at spatial infinity.

To find the relevant Hamiltonian for the ADM mass we need to write the local Lagrangian density in the new coordinates. The local Lagrangian density can be found directly from (2.23) L = 1 2 e^{2σ} ρ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−} − e^σ(D_+σ)(D_−σ) + 1 2 e^σρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_+ρ_{ac})(D_−ρ_{bd}) + ∑ α=±,0 λ^αC_α |_{∂−=∂r} , (3.40)

with ∂_− replaced by ∂_r everywhere. Thus the relevant volume integral is given by E = 1 2 ∫ drd^2y e^{2σ}ρ_{ab}F^a_{+−} F^b_{+−} |_{∂−=∂r} = 1 3 ∫ drd^2y e^σ { R_2 + (D_+σ)(D_−σ) − 1 2 ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_+ρ_{ac})(D_−ρ_{bd}) } |_{∂−=∂r} = 1 3 ∫ drd^2y e^σh^{AC} h^{BD}C_{ABCD}. (3.41) Repeating the same reasoning as in Appendix C, with Ω̃^{−1} = r, we find that the volume integral (3.41) becomes the surface integral, E = 1 3 lim r ∫ d^2y e^σh^{AC} h^{BD}C_{ABCD}, (3.42)

which becomes precisely the covariant expression of the ADM mass of the asymptotically flat space-times in the limit as r approaches to infinity! [40–43]

IV. DISCUSSIONS

In this article, we combined the double null formalism of general relativity with the KK formalism in the (2,2)-splitting, and proposed a local gravitational energy density of general relativity. As we have seen so far, there are a number of notable features of this description which deserve further remarks. First of all, this formalism explicitly brings out the gauge theory aspects of general relativity of the 4-dimensional space-times. Although it has been realized for a long time that the local diffeomorphism invariance in general relativity is on a par with the local gauge symmetry in gauge theories, it seems fair to say that the fullfledged gauge theory formulation of general relativity is still lacking. Our 4-dimensional KK approach to general relativity in the (2,2)-splitting, using the double null gauge, seems to provide such a formulation, as we have described in this article. Thus we may well take care of the Gauss-law equations associated with the diffN_2 invariance by considering the diffN_2 invariant quantities only.

Moreover, this formalism shows that, in the double null gauge, local gravitational energy density of general relativity can be well-defined, and moreover, is positive-definite. The volume integral of this local gravitational energy density over the 3-dimensional null and spacelike hypersurface correctly reproduces the Bondi and ADM surface integral at null and spatial infinity, respectively. The Bondi mass-loss due to the gravitational radiation in the asymptotically flat space-times is given by a negative-definite flux integral of the bilinear in the gravitational currents at null infinity. It should be mentioned that the proposed gravitational energy density can be also used to define quasi-local gravitational energies for a finite region of a given 3-dimensional hypersurface in a straightforward way [40,45–49].

The non-zero local Hamiltonian density proposed in this article also has a direct bearing to the problem of time [50–54]. The time associated with the non-zero Hamiltonian is the retarded time u, which has the physical meaning as the phase of the gravitational radiation when gravitational waves are present. The canonical analysis of our formalism is under progress [55], which will shed further light on this important issue.

In addition, this formalism does seem to indicate the intriguing possibility that quantum general relativity of the 4-dimensional space-time may be regarded as a (1+1)-dimensional quantum field theory. For instance, one might even speculate that quantum gravity might be a finite theory, given that the renormalizability depends critically on the dimensions of

“space-time”. However, it must be addressed that this formalism is for the vacuum general relativity only. It certainly is an interesting question to see whether this formalism can be extended to include matter fields. We leave this problem for the future investigation.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

It is a great pleasure to thank G.T. Horowitz for the hospitality during the Space-Time 93 program at ITP, Santa Barbara, where part of this work was conceived. The author also thanks S. Carlip, C.W. Misner, V. Moncrief, E.T. Newman and others for their interest in this approach and for encouragements, and K. Kuchař for suggesting him to look into the null hypersurface formalism that was of invaluable help to this work. He also thanks D. Brill for a number of valuable suggestions on the preliminary version of this article, and for kindly informing him the related work of S.A. Hayward, and for encouragements. This work is supported in part by the Ministry of Education and by the Korea Science and Engineering Foundation through the SRC program.

APPENDIX A: THE E-H LAGRANGIAN DENSITY IN THE GENERAL (2,2)-SPLITTING

In this appendix, we shall make a general (2,2)-decomposition of space-time, and obtain the corresponding E-H Lagrangian density [3–5] without picking up a particular gauge. By examining the transformation properties of the metric in the (2,2)-splitting under the diffN_2 transformations, we shall find that each field can be identified either as a scalar, a tensor, or a gauge field with respect to the diffN_2 transformations, respectively, suggesting that the KK program works even in the absence of any Killing vector fields. Then we simplify the general E-H Lagrangian density by introducing the double null gauge to obtain L_0 in (2.12) [5], which also has the diffN_2 symmetry as the residual symmetry.

The 4-dimensional space-time may be regarded as a fibred manifold, i.e. a local product of two 2-dimensional submanifolds M_{1+1} × N_2, for which we introduce two pairs of the basis vector fields ∂_μ = ∂/∂x^μ(μ = 0, 1) and ∂_a = ∂/∂y^a(a = 2, 3), respectively. The corresponding metrics on M_{1+1} and N_2 will be denoted as γ_{μν} and ϕ_{ab}, respectively. Then the general line element of the 4-dimensional space-time can be written as ds^2 = γ_{μν} dx^μdx^ν + ϕ_{ab}(A^a_μ dx^μ + dy^a)(A^b_ν dx^ν + dy^b). (A1) Formally this is quite similar to the “dimensional reduction” in KK theory, where M_{1+1} is regarded as the (1+1)-dimensional “space-time” and N_2 as the “internal” fibre space. In the standard KK reduction one assumes a restriction on the metric, namely, an isometry condition, to make A^a_μ a gauge field associated with the isometry group. Here, however, we do not assume such isometry conditions, and allow all the fields to depend on both x^μ and y^a. Nevertheless A^a_μ (x, y) can still be identified as a gauge field, but now associated with an infinite dimensional diffeomorphism group diffN_2. To show this, let us consider the following diffeomorphism of N_2, y^{′a} = y^{′a}(x, y), x^{′μ} = x^μ. (A2) Under this transformation, we find γ^′_{μν} (x, y^′) = γ_{μν} (x, y), (A3) ϕ^′_{ab}(x, y^′) = ∂y^c ∂y^{′a} ∂y^d ∂y^{′b} ϕ_{cd}(x, y), (A4) A^{′a}_μ (x, y^′) = ∂y^{′a} ∂y^c A^c_μ (x, y) − ∂_μy^{′a}, (A5) such that the line element (A1) is invariant. Under the corresponding infinitesimal transformation δy^a = ξ^a(x, y), δx^μ = 0, (A6) these become δγ_{μν} = −[ξ, γ_{μν} ] = −ξ^c∂_cγ_{μν} , (A7) δϕ_{ab} = −[ξ, ϕ]_{ab} = −ξ^c∂_cϕ_{ab} − (∂_aξ^c)ϕ_{cb} − (∂_bξ^c)ϕ_{ac}, (A8) δA^a_μ = −∂_μξ^a + [A_μ, ξ]^a = −∂_μξ^a + (A^c_μ∂_cξ^a − ξ^c∂_cA^a_μ ), (A9) where the bracket represents the Lie derivative that acts on the “internal” indices a, b, etc, only. Notice that the Lie derivative, an infinite dimensional generalization of the finite dimensional matrix commutators, appears naturally. Associated with this diffN_2 transformation, the diffN_2-covariant derivative D_μ is defined by

D_μ = ∂_μ − [A_μ, ], (A10)

where the bracket is again the Lie derivative along A_μ = A^a_μ ∂_a. With this definition, we have

δA^a_μ = −D_μξ^a, (A11)

which clearly indicates that A^a_μ is the gauge field valued in the infinite dimensional Lie algebra associated with diffN_2. Moreover the transformation properties (A7) and (A8) show that γ_{μν} and ϕ_{ab} are a scalar and a tensor field, respectively, under diffN_2. The field strength F^a_{μν} corresponding to A^a_μ can now be defined as

[D_μ, D_ν ] = −F^a_{μν} ∂_a = −{∂_μA^a_ν − ∂_ν A^a_μ − [A_μ, A_ν ]^a}∂_a, (A12)

which transforms covariantly under the infinitesimal transformation (A6),

δF^a_{μν} = −[ξ, F_{μν} ]^a. (A13)

To obtain the E-H Lagrangian density, we have to first compute connections and curvature tensors. For this purpose it is convenient to introduce the following horizontal lift basis ^∂_A = ( ^∂_μ, ^∂_a) where [32]

^∂_μ := ∂_μ − A^a_μ ∂_a, ^∂_a := ∂_a . (A14)

From the following commutation relations

[ ^∂_A, ^∂_B] = f^C_{AB} ^∂_C , (A15)

we find the structure functions f^C_{AB} (x, y) f^a_{μν} = −F^a_{μν} , f^b_{μa} = −f^b_{aμ} = ∂_aA^b_μ ,

f^C_{AB} = 0, otherwise. (A16)

The virtue of this basis is that it brings the metric (A1) into a block diagonal form

ĝ_{AB} = γ_{μν} 0 0 ϕ_{ab} , (A17)

which drastically simplifies the computation of the scalar curvature.

The connection coefficients and the curvature tensors in this basis are given by [32,56]

Γ̂^C_{AB} = 1 2 ĝ^{CD} ( ^∂_Aĝ_{BD} + ^∂_Bĝ_{AD} − ^∂_Dĝ_{AB} ) + 1 2 ĝ^{CD} ( f_{ABD} − f_{BDA} − f_{ADB} ) , R̂^D ABC = ^∂_BΓ̂^D_{AC} − ^∂_AΓ̂^D_{BC} + Γ̂^D_{BE} Γ̂^E_{AC} − Γ̂^D_{AE} Γ̂^E_{BC} + f^E_{AB} Γ̂^D_{EC} , R̂_{AC} = ĝ^{BD}R̂_{ABCD}, R = ĝ^{AC}R̂_{AC} , (A18)

where f_{ABC} := ĝ_{CD}f^D_{AB} . In components the connection coefficients are given by

Γ̂^α_{μν} = 1 2 γ^{αβ} ( ^∂_μγ_{νβ} + ^∂_ν γ_{μβ} − ^∂_β γ_{μν} ) , Γ̂^a_{μν} = −1 2 ϕ^{ab}∂_bγ_{μν} − 1 2 F^a_{μν} , Γ̂^ν_{μa} = Γ̂^ν_{aμ} = 1 2 γ^{να}∂_aγ_{μα} + 1 2 γ^{να}ϕ_{ab}F^b_{μα} , Γ̂^b_{μa} = 1 2 ϕ^{bc} ^∂_μϕ_{ac} + 1 2 ∂_aA^b_μ − 1 2 ϕ^{bc}ϕ_{ae}∂_cA^e_μ , Γ̂^b_{aμ} = 1 2 ϕ^{bc} ^∂_μϕ_{ac} − 1 2 ∂_aA^b_μ − 1 2 ϕ^{bc}ϕ_{ae}∂_cA^e_μ , Γ̂^μ_{ab} = −1 2 γ^{μν} ^∂_ν ϕ_{ab} + 1 2 γ^{μν} ϕ_{ac}∂_bA^c_ν + 1 2 γ^{μν} ϕ_{bc}∂_aA^c_ν , Γ̂^c_{ab} = 1 2 ϕ^{cd} ( ∂_aϕ_{bd} + ∂_bϕ_{ad} − ∂_dϕ_{ab} ) , (A19)

The following identities are also useful;

Γ̂^μ_{μν} = 1 2 γ^{αβ} ^∂_ν γ_{αβ}, Γ̂^β_{βa} = 1 2 γ^{αβ}∂_aγ_{αβ}, Γ̂^a_{aν} = 1 2 ϕ^{ab} ^∂_ν ϕ_{ab} − ∂_aA^a_ν , Γ̂^a_{νa} = 1 2 ϕ^{ab} ^∂_ν ϕ_{ab}, Γ̂^a_{ab} = 1 2 ϕ^{ac}∂_bϕ_{ac}. (A20)

The Ricci tensors and the scalar curvature are given by R̂_{μν} = R̂^α_{μαν} + R̂^a_{μaν} , R̂_{ac} = R̂^b_{abc} + R̂^α_{aαc} , R = γ^{μν}R̂_{μν} + ϕ^{ac}R̂_{ac}. (A21) Thus, in order to obtain the E-H Lagrangian density, we need to calculate γ^{μν}R̂_{μν} and ϕ^{ac}R̂_{ac} only. Let us first define R^′_{μν} and R_{ac} as follows; R^′_{μν} = ^∂_αΓ̂^α_{μν} − ^∂_μΓ̂^α_{αν} + Γ̂^β_{βα} Γ̂^α_{μν} − Γ̂^α_{μβ} Γ̂^β_{αν} , R_{ac} = ∂_bΓ̂^b_{ac} − ∂_aΓ̂^b_{bc} + Γ̂^d_{db} Γ̂^b_{ac} − Γ̂^b_{ad} Γ̂^d_{bc} . (A22) Notice that formally R^′_{μν} is identical to the Ricci tensor of M_{1+1}, except that ^∂_μ was used instead of ∂_μ. For this reason it might be called the “gauged” Ricci tensor of M_{1+1}, whereas R_{ac} is the usual Ricci tensor of N_2. After a long computation we obtain γ^{μν}R̂_{μν} and ϕ^{ac}R̂_{ac} as follows; γ^{μν}R̂_{μν} = γ^{μν} R^′_{μν} − 1 2 γ^{μν} γ^{αβ} ϕ_{ab}F^a_{μα} F^b_{νβ} − 1 4 γ^{μν} ϕ^{ab}ϕ^{cd}( ^∂_μϕ_{ac})( ^∂_ν ϕ_{bd}) + 1 4 γ^{μν} ϕ^{ab}ϕ^{cd}( ^∂_μϕ_{ab})( ^∂_ν ϕ_{cd}) + γ^{μν} ϕ^{bc}( ^∂_μϕ_{ac})(∂_bA^a_ν ) −γ^{μν} ϕ^{ab}( ^∂_μϕ_{ab})(∂_cA^c_ν ) + γ^{μν} (∂_aA^a_μ )(∂_bA^b_ν ) − 1 2 γ^{μν} (∂_aA^b_μ )(∂_bA^a_ν ) − 1 2 γ^{μν} ϕ^{ab}ϕ_{cd}(∂_aA^c_μ )(∂_bA^d_ν ) −( ^∇_μ + Γ̂^c_{cμ} ) (1 2 γ^{μν} ϕ^{ab} ^∂_ν ϕ_{ab} − γ^{μν} ∂_aA^a_ν )

−( ^∇_a + Γ̂^α_{αa} ) (1 2 ϕ^{ab}γ^{μν} ∂_bγ_{μν} ) , (A23) ϕ^{ac}R̂_{ac} = ϕ^{ac}R_{ac} + 1 4 γ^{μν} γ^{αβ}ϕ_{ab}F^a_{μα} F^b_{νβ} − 1 4 ϕ^{ab}γ^{μν} γ^{αβ}(∂_aγ_{μα})(∂_bγ_{νβ}) + 1 4 ϕ^{ab}γ^{μν} γ^{αβ}(∂_aγ_{μν} )(∂_bγ_{αβ}) −( ^∇_μ + Γ̂^c_{cμ} ) (1 2 γ^{μν} ϕ^{ab} ^∂_ν ϕ_{ab} − γ^{μν} ∂_aA^a_ν )

−( ^∇_a + Γ̂^α_{αa} ) (1 2 ϕ^{ab}γ^{μν} ∂_bγ_{μν} ) . (A24) Here the derivatives ^∇_μ and ^∇_a are compatible with the metrics γ_{αβ} and ϕ_{bc} in the horizontal lift basis, respectively, such that ^∇_μγ_{αβ} = ^∂_μγ_{αβ} − Γ̂^δ_{μα} γ_{δβ} − Γ̂^δ_{μβ} γ_{αδ} = 0, ^∇_aϕ_{bc} = ∂_aϕ_{bc} − Γ̂^d_{ab} ϕ_{dc} − Γ̂^d_{ac} ϕ_{bd} = 0. (A25)

For an object of the mixed-type such as X^{b···β···}_{a···α···} in this basis, these derivatives act as follows; ^∇_μX^{c···β···} b···α··· = ^∂μX c···β··· b···α··· − Γ̂ δ μα X^{c···β···} b···δ··· + Γ̂ β μδ X^{c···δ···} b···α··· + · · · , ^∇_aX^{c···β···} b···α··· = ∂aX c···β··· b···α··· − Γ̂ d ab X^{c···β···} d···α··· + Γ̂ c ad X^{d···β···} b···α··· + · · · . (A26) For instance, the followings are true, ^∇_μ(ϕ^{ab} ^∂_ν ϕ_{ab}) = ^∂_μ(ϕ^{ab} ^∂_ν ϕ_{ab}) − Γ̂^α_{μν} (ϕ^{ab} ^∂_αϕ_{ab}), ^∇_a(γ^{μν} ∂_bγ_{μν} ) = ∂_a(γ^{μν} ∂_bγ_{μν} ) − Γ̂^c_{ab} (γ^{μν} ∂_cγ_{μν} ), ^∇_μ(∂_aA^a_ν ) = ^∂_μ(∂_aA^a_ν ) − Γ̂^α_{μν} ∂_aA^a_α , (A27)

which we used in (A23) and (A24). The scalar curvature R of the metric (A1) becomes, using (A23) and (A24), R = γ^{μν} R^′_{μν} + ϕ^{ac}R_{ac} − 1 4 γ^{μν} γ^{αβ}ϕ_{ab}F^a_{μα} F^b_{νβ} − 1 4 γ^{μν} ϕ^{ab}ϕ^{cd} { (D_μϕ_{ac})(D_ν ϕ_{bd}) − (D_μϕ_{ab})(D_ν ϕ_{cd}) }

− 1 4 ϕ^{ab}γ^{μν} γ^{αβ} { (∂_aγ_{μα})(∂_bγ_{νβ}) − (∂_aγ_{μν} )(∂_bγ_{αβ}) }

−( ^∇_μ + Γ̂^c_{cμ} )j^μ − ( ^∇_a + Γ̂^α_{αa} )j^a. (A28) Here j^μ and j^a are defined as j^μ = γ^{μν} ϕ^{ab} ^∂_ν ϕ_{ab} − 2γ^{μν} ∂_aA^a_ν , j^a = ϕ^{ab}γ^{μν} ∂_bγ_{μν} , (A29) and D_μϕ_{ab} is the diffN_2-covariant derivative D_μϕ_{ac} = ^∂_μϕ_{ac} − (∂_aA^e_μ )ϕ_{ec} − (∂_cA^e_μ )ϕ_{ae}

= ∂_μϕ_{ac} − [A_μ, ϕ]_{ac}, (A30) where [A_μ, ϕ]_{ac} is the Lie derivative of ϕ_{ac} along A_μ = A^e_μ ∂_e, [A_μ, ϕ]_{ac} = A^e_μ ∂_eϕ_{ac} + (∂_aA^e_μ )ϕ_{ec} + (∂_cA^e_μ )ϕ_{ae}. (A31)

Thus the E-H Lagrangian density in this (2,2)-splitting finally becomes

L^′ = √ −γ √ ϕ R = √ −γ √ ϕ [ γ^{μν} R^′_{μν} + ϕ^{ac}R_{ac} − 1 4 γ^{μν} γ^{αβ} ϕ_{ab}F^a_{μα} F^b_{νβ} − 1 4 γ^{μν} ϕ^{ab}ϕ^{cd} { (D_μϕ_{ac})(D_ν ϕ_{bd}) − (D_μϕ_{ab})(D_ν ϕ_{cd}) }

− 1 4 ϕ^{ab}γ^{μν} γ^{αβ} { (∂_aγ_{μα})(∂_bγ_{νβ}) − (∂_aγ_{μν} )(∂_bγ_{αβ}) }]

− √ −γ √ ϕ { ( ^∇_μ + Γ̂^c_{cμ} )j^μ + ( ^∇_a + Γ̂^α_{αa} )j^a } , (A32)

where γ = det γ_{μν} and ϕ = det ϕ_{ab}. It can be shown that the last two terms in (A32) are

total divergences [3–5], √ −γ √ ϕ ( ^∇_μ + Γ̂^c_{cμ} )j^μ = ∂_μ (√ −γ √ ϕ j^μ ) − ∂_a (√ −γ √ ϕ A^a_μ j^μ ) , (A33) √ −γ √ ϕ ( ^∇_a + Γ̂^α_{αa} )j^a = ∂_a (√ −γ √ ϕ j^a ) , (A34)

using (A20) and the following identities

^∇_μj^μ = ^∂_μj^μ + Γ̂^α_{αμ} j^μ,

^∇_aj^a = ∂_aj^a + Γ̂^b_{ba} j^a. (A35)

In the (u, v) coordinates u = 1 √ 2 (x^0 − x^1), v = 1 √ 2 (x^0 + x^1), (A36)

the following substitution

γ_{+−} = −1, γ_{++} = γ_{−−} = 0, (A37)

together with

A^a_± = 1 √ 2 (A^a_0 ∓ A^a_1 ), (A38)

leads to the double null gauge (2.2) and enormously simplifies the E-H Lagrangian density

(A32). The resulting expression is L_0 in (2.12).

APPENDIX B: THE COVARIANT NULL TETRADS

In this appendix, we describe the kinematics of a Lorentzian space-time of 4-dimensions using the covariant null tetrads [9–12,19]. This allows us to compare the variables in the traditional double null hypersurface formulation and our KK variables directly. Moreover, in order to express the volume integral (3.18) as a surface integral, it is better to use the covariant null tetrad notation. Let the two real dual null tetrads l_A and n_A (A=0,1,2,3) be the gradient fields for some scalar functions u and v,

l_A = ∇_Au, n_A = ∇_Av, (B1)

so that ∇_{[B} l_{A]} = ∇_{[B} n_{A]} = 0. The dual vector fields du and dv are related to the dual null tetrads by du = l_AdX^A, dv = n_AdX^A. (B2) We also have the vector fields ∂/∂u, ∂/∂v, and ∂/∂y^a (a = 2, 3) which we may write ∂ ∂u = u^A ∂ ∂X^A , ∂ ∂v = v^A ∂ ∂X^A , ∂ ∂y^a = y^A_a ∂ ∂X^A . (B3)

If we choose the basis vector fields of space-time so that ∇_A = (∂/∂u, ∂/∂v, ∂/∂y^a ), the components of the dual null tetrads and vector fields are given by

l_A = (1, 0, 0, 0) n_A = (0, 1, 0, 0), u^A = (1, 0, 0, 0), v^A = (0, 1, 0, 0), y^A_a = δ^A_a . (B4)

From this it follows that

l_Au^A = n_Av^A = 1, l_Av^A = n_Au^A = 0. (B5)

Since l_Al^A = n_An^A = 0, the null tetrad l^A and n^A may be chosen as l = l^A ∂ ∂X^A = − ∂ ∂v + A^a_− ∂ ∂y^a , n = n^A ∂ ∂X^A = − ∂ ∂u + A^a_+ ∂ ∂y^a , (B6)

i.e.

l^A = (0, −1, A^a_− ), n^A = (−1, 0, A^a_+ ), (B7) such that l_An^A = −1. (B8) (n and l are the minus of the horizontal lift vector fields ^∂_± = ∂_± − A^a_± ∂_a in the (u, v)- coordinates, respectively.) The condition (B8) is equivalent to the previous normalization condition g^{+−} = −1 in (2.3), and means that, given an arbitrary function u, the function v must be chosen in such a way that the normalization condition (B8) is satisfied. We still have the freedom to orient l^A and n^A in space-time, and we fix this freedom by demanding that l^A and n^A are normal to the 2-dimensional spacelike surface N_2 whose tangent vector fields are ∂/∂y^a, h_{AB} l^B = h_{AB} n^B = 0, (B9) where h_{AB} is the metric on N_2 (h_{AB} is the covariant expression of ϕ_{ab}). Using h_{AB} and l_A, n_A, the space-time metric g_{AB} may be written as g_{AB} = h_{AB} − (l_An_B + n_Al_B). (B10) From these relations, we easily find that (B10) is identical to the metric (2.2) ds^2 = −2dudv + ϕ_{ab}(A^a_+ du + A^a_− dv + dy^a)(A^b_+ du + A^b_− dv + dy^b). (B11)

APPENDIX C: THE BONDI SURFACE INTEGRAL We now show that the volume integral (3.18) E = 1 3 ∫ dvd^2y e^σh^{AC} h^{BD}C_{ABCD} (C1) can be expressed as a surface integral, using the Bianchi identity of the conformal curvature tensor

∇_{[M} C_{AB]CD} = 0. (C2) Let us notice that, due to the Bianchi identity, the following is true for any scalar function Ω̃, ∇_{[M} ( Ω̃^{−1}C_{AB]CD} ) = ( ∇_{[M}Ω̃^{−1} ) C_{AB]CD}. (C3) If we contract (C3) by h^{AC} h^{BD}, it becomes h^{AC} h^{BD}∇_{[M} ( Ω̃^{−1}C_{AB]CD} ) = h^{AC} h^{BD} ( ∇_{[M}Ω̃^{−1} ) C_{AB]CD}. (C4) Let us choose Ω̃^{−1} as a function of (u, v) only, and let ∇_M = ∇_−. Then the r.h.s. of (C4) becomes h^{AC} h^{BD} ( ∇_{[−}Ω̃^{−1} ) C_{AB]CD} = 1 3 h^{AC} h^{BD} ( ∇_−Ω̃^{−1} ) C_{ABCD}, (C5) since h^{AB} ∇_BΩ̃^{−1} = 0. The l.h.s. of (C4) becomes h^{AC} h^{BD}∇_{[−} ( Ω̃^{−1}C_{AB]CD} ) = ∇_{[−} ( h^{AC} h^{BD}Ω̃^{−1}C_{AB]CD} )

−∇_{[−} ( h^{AC} h^{BD} ) Ω̃^{−1}C_{AB]CD}. (C6) Using h^{AC} = g^{AC} + l^An^C + n^Al^C and the properties of the conformal curvature tensor g^{AC} C_{ABCD} = g^{BD}C_{ABCD} = 0, C_{ABCD} = C_{[AB][CD]}, (C7) the second term in the r.h.s. of (C6) may be written as ∇_{[−} ( h^{AC} h^{BD} ) Ω̃^{−1}C_{AB]CD} = −2∇_{[−} ( l_An_{B]}l_C n_D ) Ω̃^{−1}C^{ABCD}. (C8) Since l_A and n_A are non-zero only when A, B are + or −, we have ∇_{[−} ( l_An_{B]}l_C n_D ) = 0, (C9) due to the repeated indices in the anti-symmetric symbol. Therefore the l.h.s. of (C4) becomes h^{AC} h^{BD}∇_{[−} ( Ω̃^{−1}C_{AB]CD} ) = ∇_{[−} ( h^{AC} h^{BD}Ω̃^{−1}C_{AB]CD} ) . (C10)

Thus (C4) becomes, using (C5) and (C10), h^{AC} h^{BD} ( ∇_−Ω̃^{−1} ) C_{ABCD} = ∇_− ( h^{AC} h^{BD}Ω̃^{−1}C_{ABCD} ) + ∇_A ( h^{AC} h^{BD}Ω̃^{−1}C_{B−CD} )

+∇_B ( h^{AC} h^{BD}Ω̃^{−1}C_{−ACD} ) . (C11)

Integrating (C11) over the u = constant hypersurface with the canonical measure √ h [35], it becomes, using √ g = √ h for the metric (B10), ∫ dvd^2y √ h h^{AC} h^{BD} ( ∇_−Ω̃^{−1} ) C_{ABCD} = ∫ dvd^2y √ h ∇_− ( h^{AC} h^{BD}Ω̃^{−1}C_{ABCD} )

= lim ∫ d^2y √ h ( h^{AC} h^{BD}Ω̃^{−1}C_{ABCD} ) , (C12)

since the surface integrals coming from the last two terms in the r.h.s. of (C11) vanish for any 2-surface N_2 compact without boundary. Here lim means that the integral over N_2 must be evaluated at the limiting boundary value(s) of v. Now let us choose Ω̃ such that Ω̃^{−1} = v. Then the identity (C12) becomes ∫ dvd^2y √ h h^{AC} h^{BD}C_{ABCD} = lim v ∫ d^2y √ h h^{AC} h^{BD}C_{ABCD}. (C13) Since √ h = e^σ in our previous notation, the volume integral (3.18) becomes E = 1 3 ∫ dvd^2y e^σh^{AC} h^{BD}C_{ABCD} = 1 3 lim v ∫ d^2y e^σh^{AC} h^{BD}C_{ABCD}, (C14) which is the desired expression for the Bondi surface integral as v approaches to infinity.

APPENDIX D: THE POSITIVE-DEFINITENESS OF κ^2_±

Here we show that κ^2_± is positive-definite. Let us introduce super indices A^′, B^′ for the symmetric combinations (ac) and (bd), respectively, so that

ρ_A′ := ρ_{ac}, ρ_B′ := ρ_{bd}. (D1)

Define the supermetric G_A′_B′ and its inverse G^{A′B′} by

G_A′_B′ := 1 2 (ρ_{ab}ρ_{cd} + ρ_{ad}ρ_{cb}), G^{A′B′} := 1 2 (ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd} + ρ^{ad}ρ^{cb}), (D2) such that G^{A′E′} G_E′_B′ = δ^{A′}_B′ , where δ^{A′}_B′ = 1 2 (δ^a_bδ^c_d + δ^a_dδ^c_b). (D3)

This supermetric raises and lowers the super indices G^{A′B′} ρ_B′ = ρ^{A′} , G_A′_B′ ρ^{B′} = ρ_A′ , (D4) and has a positive-definite signature since it becomes

G^{A′B′} = diag(+1, +1/2, +1) for ρ^{ab} = δ^{ab}. (D5)

Therefore it follows that

κ^2_± = 1 8 ρ^{ab}ρ^{cd}(D_±ρ_{ac})(D_±ρ_{bd}) = 1 8 G^{A′B′} (D_±ρ_A′ )(D_±ρ_B′ ) ≥ 0. (D6)

REFERENCES

[1] Q.H. Park, Phys. Lett. B 238, 287 (1990). [2] Q.H. Park, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 7, 1415 (1992).

[3] Y.M. Cho, Q.H. Park, K.S. Soh, and J.H. Yoon, Phys. Lett. B 286, 251 (1992). [4] J.H. Yoon, Phys. Lett. B 308, 240 (1993).

[5] J.H. Yoon, (1+1)-dimensional methods for general relativity, in Directions in General Relativity, in Proceedings of the 1993 International Symposium, Vol. 2, ed. B.L. Hu and T.A. Jacobson (Cambridge University Press, 1993).

[6] J.H. Yoon, General relativity viewed from (1+1)-dimensions, to appear in Current Issues in Theoretical Physics, ed. Y.M. Cho (World Scientific, Singapore, 1994).

[7] H. Bondi, M.G.J. van der Burg, and A.W.K. Metzner, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 269, 21 (1962).

[8] R.K. Sachs, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 270, 103 (1962). [9] E.T. Newman and R. Penrose, J. Math. Phys. 3, 566 (1962). [10] E.T. Newman and T.W.J. Unti, J. Math. Phys. 3, 891 (1962).

[11] E.T. Newman and P.K. Tod, Asymptotically flat space-times, in General Relativity and Gravitation, Vol. 2, ed. A. Held (Plenum Press, 1980).

[12] R. Penrose and W. Rindler, Spinors and Space-Time, Vol. 2 (Cambridge University Press, 1987).

[13] R.K. Sachs, J. Math. Phys. 3, 908 (1962).

[14] R.K. Sachs, Gravitational radiation, in Relativity, Groups and Topology, The 1963 Les Houches Lectures, ed. B. deWitt and C. deWitt (Gordon and Beach, New York, 1964).

[15] R.A. d’Inverno and J. Stachel, J. Math. Phys. 19, 2447 (1978).

[16] R.A. d’Inverno and J. Smallwood, Phys. Rev. D 22, 1233 (1980). [17] J. Smallwood, J. Math. Phys. 24, 599 (1983). [18] C.G. Torre, Class. Quantum. Grav. 3, 773 (1986). [19] S.A. Hayward, Class. Quantum. Grav. 10, 779 (1993). [20] R. Arnowitt, S. Deser, and C.W. Misner, Phys. Rev. 116, 1322 (1959). [21] J.N. Goldberg, Found. Phys. 14, 1211 (1984).

[22] J.N. Goldberg, Found. Phys. 15, 439 (1985). See also Found. Phys. 15, 1075 (1985). [23] J.N. Goldberg, D.C. Robinson, and C. Soteriou, Class. Quantum. Grav. 9, 1309 (1992). [24] J. Klarfeld and A. Komar, Phys. Rev. D 4, 987 (1971). [25] H.M.Z. Hagen and H.-J. Seifert, Gen. Rel. Grav. 8, 259 (1977). [26] R. Nagarajin and J.N. Goldberg, Phys. Rev. D 31, 1354 (1985). [27] C.W. Misner, Minisuperspace, in Magic without Magic: John Archibald Wheeler, ed. J.

Klauder (Freeman, San Francisco, 1972).

[28] Y.M. Cho and S.W. Zoh, Phys. Rev. D 46, 3483 (1992). [29] D. Brill, Ann. Phys. 7, 466 (1959). [30] D. Brill, Nuovo Cimento Supp. 2, 1 (1964).

[31] J.A. Wheeler, Geometrodynamics and the issue of the final state, in Lectures at l’École d’été de Physique Théorique, Les Houches (1964).

[32] Y.M. Cho, J. Math. Phys. 16, 2029 (1975).

[33] D.J. Saunders, The Geometry of Jet Bundles, London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series 142 (Cambridge University Press, 1989).

[34] A. Komar, Phys. Rev. 111, 1182 (1958).

[35] R.M. Wald, General Relativity (The University of Chicago Press, 1984). [36] N. Woodhouse, Geometric Quantization (Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1980). [37] C.J. Isham, Topological and global aspects of quantum theory, in Relativity, Groups, and Topology II, Les Houches, session XL (North-Holland, 1984).

[38] D.M. Gitman and I.V. Tyutin, Quantization of Fields with Constraints (Springer Verlag, 1990).

[39] L. Faddeev and R. Jackiw, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60, 1692 (1988).

[40] S.A. Hayward, Quasi-local gravitational energies, gr-qc/9303030, to appear in Phys. Rev.

D (1994).

[41] A. Ashtekar and R.O. Hansen, J. Math. Phys. 19, 1542 (1978). [42] A. Ashtekar and A. M.-Ashtekar, J. Math. Phys. 20, 793 (1979). [43] A. Ashtekar and A. Magnon, J. Math. Phys. 25, 2682 (1984).

[44] D. Kramer, H. Stephani, E. Herlt, and M. MacCallum, Exact Solutions of Einstein’s Field Equations (Cambridge University Press, 1979).

[45] S.W. Hawking, J. Math. Phys. 9, 598 (1968).

[46] G.T. Horowitz and P. Tod, Comm. Math. Phys. 85, 429 (1982). [47] G.T. Horowitz and B. Schmidt, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 381, 215 (1982). [48] G. Bergqvist, Class. Quantum. Grav. 9, 1753 (1992). [49] J.D. Brown and J.W. York, Phys. Rev. D 47, 1407 (1993).

[50] P.A.M. Dirac, Lectures on Quantum Mechanics, Belfer Graduate School of Science, Yeshiba, New York (1964).

[51] J.W. York, Phys. Rev. Lett. 28, 1082 (1972).

[52] K. Kuchař, Canonical methods of quantization, in Quantum Gravity II: A Second Oxford Symposium, ed. C.J. Isham, R. Penrose, and D. Sciama (Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1981).

[53] S. Carlip, Phys. Rev. D 42, 2647 (1990). [54] C. Rovelli, Phys. Rev. D 43, 442 (1991). [55] Taejin Lee, Phillial Oh, and J.H. Yoon, in preparation.

[56] C.W. Misner, K.S. Thorne, and J.A. Wheeler, Gravitation (Freeman, 1971).