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Abstract
A canonical formulation of the N = 1 supergravity theory containing the topological Nieh-Yan
term in its Lagrangian density is developed. The constraints are analysed without choosing any
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I. INTRODUCTION

Ashtekar’s canonical formulation of gravity in terms of complex Yang-Mills connection
variables has provided a gauge theoretic interpretation of gravity[l]. Subsequently, Barbero
and Immirzi have reframed this description in terms of real SU(2) variables[2]. These
variables have been shown to originate from the Holst Lagrangian density[3], which is written

in the first order form with tetrads (e) and spin connections (w) as independent variables :

1 v n VD
L = §€E?JRMVIJ(W> + iez?JRuVIJ(w) (1)
where,
1 - 1
S = Sl =), R w) = O [ b Nl | Ry () = 3K R (),

Here 7, the inverse of the Barbero-Immirzi parameter, is the coefficient of the Holst term.
This additional term preserves the classical equations of motion given by the Hilbert-Palatini
action. Thus 7 appears as a free parameter in this framework. Hamiltonian analysis of this
theory based on the Lagrangian density () has been presented in ref.[3, 4].

When matter is coupled to pure gravity, one needs additional terms apart from the Holst
term so that the equations of motion continue to be independent of 7. Actions containing
such modifications have been found for a few cases, e.g., spin—% fermions and N = 1,2,4
supergravity theories [5, l6]. A superspace formalism for N = 1 supergravity has been
presented in [7], which reproduces the result of [6] for this theory. It has also been noted
in ref.|6] that although these modifications of the Holst term for different matter couplings
follow a generic pattern in the sense that they can be written as a total divergence after
using the connection equation of motion (see [5] also), they are not universal. To emphasise,
the modified Holst terms needed to preserve the equations of motion change with the matter
content of the theory.

A universal prescription for finding a generalised action leading to a real SU(2) formu-
lation of gravity with or without matter was proposed in [8]. This involves a Lagrangian
density containing a topological term in the form of the Nieh-Yan invariant 9] instead of
the original Holst term:
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where

1
Iny = P | D,(w)el Do(w)ers — 52{; Rosrs(w)| , Du(w)el = &Lel—l—w“[JeZ. (3)

Iny is a total divergence, given by:
Iny = 8u(e"*Pe] Doesr)

Thus it does not affect the classical equations of motion, even when matter is coupled to
the Lagrangian ().

The action in (2)) brings with it the crucial feature that 7 can be provided a topological
interpretation in any theory of gravity with or without matter. This is in contrast to the
Holst action where 7 is not a coefficient of a topological term.

The Nieh-Yan term, being a topological density, can be written uniquely in terms of the
geometric variables (e, w). Thus one does not need to look for a new ‘modified Holst term’
whenever the matter content changes, unlike the earlier approaches which were matter-
specific. As an elucidation of this fact, this method has been applied to spin—% fermions in
ref.[8].

Here in this brief report we analyse the case of N = 1 supergravity. The canonical
treatment of this theory has been considered earlier in several contexts [10, [11]. In ref.|11],
the Hamiltonian analysis of the corresponding Holst action has been carried out in time
gauge. Here we consider a Lagrangian density describing the same theory, but containing
the Nieh-Yan invariant instead of the Holst term in addition to the usual Hilbert-Palatini
and spin—% fermionic terms. In the next section, we exhibit the canonical formulation of this
action, closely following the analysis as given in [4, 8]. Then we demonstrate that the set of
constraints in the time gauge leads to a real SU(2) description of this theory in terms of the
Barbero-Immirzi connection. We also add a few comments on how to recover the correct

transformation properties of the fields under the action of the symmetry generators.

II. N=1 SUPERGRAVITY

The Lagrangian density for gravity coupled to spin—% Majorana fermions is given by [12]:

1 v i vaf, |,
£ = §€E#JR“VIJ(M) -+ 5‘5# ﬁ%ﬁs%Da(WWﬁ (4>



where!,

1 _ _ 1 -
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To this we add the Nieh-Yan density, to write:
1 y U el i
L = geXpR,, w) + ¢ P57 Da(w)hs + oIy

This can be recast as:

: |
L= SeSRIYW) + 5

where R,(ﬂ)”(w) =R, H(w) + Ué,w (w)

vaB,, n vo
I Dol + 3 ¢ Dyw)elDa@less  (5)

The Nieh-Yan density serves as the term through which 7 manifests itself as a topological
parameter in the supergravity action, and does not show up in the classical equations of
motion. This new Lagrangian density also preserves the supersymmetry properties (on-
shell) as characterised by (4) since Iyy is a total derivative.

Next we develop the analysis in the same manner as done for gravity with spin—% fermions
in [8]. The 341 decomposition of (Bl) can be achieved through the following parametrisation

for the tetrads and their inverses:

ef = VeNM'+ NV el = V] ;

a

MVE =0, MpMT = —1

M[ NGMI
et - _ ’6a — Va+ :
! N T VeN

MV =0, VIVP = 6, VIVE = 65+ MM,

Also, we define q,, := V.V,; and ¢ := detqy, which leads to e := det(ei) = Ng.

Ignoring the total spatial derivatives, the Lagrangian density can be written as:

1 _
L =eXiowm 1+ 99l — 794, — NH — N°H, — 5 WGy — 25,
where H, H,, Gy and S are given below in equation (8) and
2eX4 = —V/aM Vi
7 = ne Dy(w)Vie
—a i abe, ],
T = ) e YuY57e (6)

! The Dirac matrices here obey the Clifford algebra: y/y7 ++74f = 2p!/ | pl/ .= diag(—1,1,1,1). The

1,243

chiral matrix 75 1= i7%y'y?y% and o7/ = 1 [71,47].
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Here 7 is the canonically conjugate momenta associated with ), 2. The last equation

in (@) can be inverted as:

dja = \/5 ﬁ-bf)/a% (7>

The action does not contain the velocities associated with the gravity fields N, N%, w;rs
and the matter field ¢;. Hence these are Lagrange multipliers, leading to the primary
constraints H, H,, Gy and S, respectively:

G]J = —2Da(w) (eZ%)m> — ([IIVJ}G + ﬁagjj’gba ~ 0
1
H, = ext Rab I‘]( ) — VIDy(w)th + 5\/6_] Uy YeYsVa De(w)thg = 0
i
H = 20530 "R (@) — aM' Do)t + Se™ 7 0sMi' Dy(w)ie ~ 0
S = Dy(w)7* — iﬂa%%ﬁwltb ~ 0 (8)

where 7, is defined as :

Ya = WVGI = (%—%Xi)vm' (9)

While H, H,, G;; are the constraints for the pure gravity sector, S is the generator of
the local supersymmetric transformations.

Following the general framework of ref.[4, [§], we introduce the following set of convenient

fields,

B = 2eX1 |y = —M;/M", Al = wmoi _ ijén)ij L (= — Bayi (10)

a

alongwith the decomposition of the nine components of WM

My’s (My = M) :

in terms of three (;’s and six

W = L 1 B ) (1)
In terms of the fields in (I0), we have 2eXi = —Efy;) and eZ}‘f]@wé")” = E20,A° + (0.

Note that the eighteen coordinate variables w!/ have been reexpressed in terms of the twelve
variables A, and y;. The remaining six variables are the My;’s, whose velocities do not

appear in the Lagrangian density. Hence these are the additional Lagrange multiplier fields.

2 The functional derivative involving the Grassmann variables (fermions) acts on the left factor resulting in

a sign in the definition of the conjugate momenta in (Gl).
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Thus the Lagrangian density takes a simple form as follows:

1 _
5 thJG[J — 2S¢t

L = EOA. + (o' + 50,V — 70y — NH — N°H, —
The fields V! and t¢ are not really independent, these are given in terms of the basic
fields as: V! = v! and t¢ = 7¢ where

1

1 . . .
0 % % 7
v, = ——=Ex; , v, = —=£kI,
VE X VE
78 = 1e™ Dy(w)vge
o l~m Xt (2fmi+ Ny n b X1

= n\/EEm |:Grot — E (T?]z + Eml"Gboost) — T ’75(0'0m + 5(%1)%

8 = 1e™ Dy(w)Uek
o | 2fmk + N, n .
= —g\/EEm |i f 1k+ 7]2 . + EkmnGboost + zwb750-km¢b:| (12)

In the above, fi; and Ny are defined as:

2fi = B! [(1+0°) B0 EY + x;AL] +n (Bf AL — M ELAT — xiG) + (L k) (13)
Ny = (X* = D)( My — Mypm611) + XonXn M1+ XX Mo — Xom (X Mt + X1t M)
(14)

We shall treat VI and t¢ as independent variables and introduce associated Lagrange mul-
tipliers £¢ and ¢! to express the equations in (I2)) as constraints.

Thus we write the full Lagrangian density as,
L = ElOA,+ (O + 170V, — 7“0y — NH — N"H, — %w{ Gy
— & (Ve —va) = Galti — 77) — 25 (15)
The constraints in (§) can now be rewritten in terms of the canonical fields. These can

be worked out in an analogous manner as in ref.|8]. Thus the corresponding expressions for

Gboost .= Gy, Gr°t = 1€%Gyy, H,, H and S are:

%ooost = _aa(Eia - newkE?Xk) + EﬁXk}AI; + (CZ - XCXZ) _tl[(ol‘/i]a
—a 77 7 —a
+ 00 + 1E €F B EX 7 (v; — voxi) (7 — Yox1) (Yo — Y Xm)¥b;
Groy = Ou(e"Efxi + nE}) + eM(ALEY — Gxie — t7VY)

- _q Ui —a
+ iR s00te — o B (W = Y0X6) (0 = 10%1) 75

Hy = E}9 Al + GOaxi — 0(t7V)]) + 150,V
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1 i ij ; i
— [Ehxg Ay + G — x - X" =t Vip — ne?™ (ALEL + x;G — £5Vih)] A,

147
1 (1,
B 1 —+ 7]2 [5 o (nGbOOSt + GYOt) (G{ooost nGrot):| )is
R L i Ve (N — i75) 9w (037 + 200X;)tha
4(1 + 772) MO\/_ c] J J
1 1 bcd e

TN YeVa(n + 175)00; Altha

T3+ P) MVE
1 )
H = —EZXkHa + (1 — X X) {Efaag + §CZE;1E;7&1EIZ:|

I—x-x

J i a I I b
+mg [_ boost + nGrot:| - (Ekava + \/aM ) 8bt1
L=x-X {1 e .
A X R R A A 4 EPAY ik, AT g
1+n2l2 aX G e G AL B

3 s 3 L . N - ijksay k
+Z(X'C) _Z(C'C)‘|‘§Q [0‘/2'}[1_§<i€] 5V,

1—x- 1 1 i
yo XX [ Atd 4 V’ (¢ xtf — xiGjt§ + ne”'“Cjt%)]

1_'_ 772 \/7 a1
I—x-x / ik ay Lal 1 2 Kl
— == (pt? — €Tyit? 2 — Ny (M 2(1 Ja | M
+2(1+n2){(77k €XJ)\/E+ fkl+2kl( )+ 2(L+n7)Ju
1— X-X 1 abc d i 1
S0t MOEC T YaYayo(n +ivs) | oo Aythe + E(Uij+200in)Eb[iCj]¢c
1—x-x .
+ 2(1 +77 ) CZ ( 7’77’}/5)0’027#(1
S = T ﬁa(l—iﬁ%) UOlAl + 1(0'2“—i-QUOiX‘)WO?)' —;.7?&%%%7%{1)
1 2 a 2 J J ar) 47]M0\/E
(16)
where we have used the definitions:
=t —
a Ui 17k a el =b
=t — ————— ""EYESE, (v — i — . 17
P~ Ve BB (7 = v0x4) (0 = Yox) V1 (17)
1 _
wu:zﬁwm%&l+(MH)
1 m —a
= B €™ Eo B2 (i — voxa) (v — voxi) s + (k<> 1) (18)

The Hamiltonian density now reads:

1 _
?{:.NH%—NW%—%5wﬁ(ﬁ;+§ﬁﬂl—z®<+¢ﬁﬂ—-ﬁ)+iwm



The constraints associated with the fields N¢, N, w% wtij L8 ¢! and 9y respectively are:

H,~0 , H~0 , G}, «~0 , G, ~0

boost

I I a a ~
Vi—v, =0, t5—17~=0, S=0.

As mentioned earlier, the momenta conjugate to My, are zero. The preservation of this

constraint requires:

oH
~ 0
6Mkl ’
which implies:
g 1
(nti — €M xat 7 )Vy + fu + §Nkl + (1 +7") I+ (ke ) =0 (19)

where, fi; and Ny, are given in (3] [4]). This constraint can be solved for Mj;. Next, using

19 =~ 717, we write

. o | 2fk + N n
te = —g\/f E { LA ) S EklnG{)oost:|

L+
2 N
te ~ nE Ef [ GiL. — % < ffl%?ﬂkl + 2Jk1 + €xin Ggéost)] (20)

Using (20)) in (I9), we obtain
2w+ N+ 2(1+0°) Juy = 0 (21)

Thus the Jy; piece captures all the contribution coming from the spin—% fermions. Note that
this equation has the same form as the one for spin-3 fermions [8]. This constraint, from
(20), further implies:

t7 =~ 0 (22)

This is exactly same as the connection equation of motion which is obtained in the La-
grangian formulation by varying the standard supergravity action without the Nieh-Yan
term (see [6], for example).

Using (22)), the final set of constraints read:

%ooost = _aa(Eia - newkE?Xk) + EﬁXk}AI; + (CZ - XCXZ)
_n
AMOE
Grot = 0u(¢"*Efxi + nEY) + e (ALEL — (xi) + in"y500i¢a

+ 7000 + € Eq By (v — v0x5) (0 — Y0Xx1) (Yo — Y Xom ) Vb
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N —a
= qaog Ba™ (- Yoxii) By (0 = voxa) ¢

Ha = Ezb&[aAb] + CiaaXi - 86 (( /b - XZT(] )ﬁ) - Tébaa <X2 \/bE) +Ti/baa <\/bE)

1 1 R
_1+W[EWW%+Q—X-QW—7§%EM—WW(%Eﬂym@_;%ﬁ%ﬁ}m

]' 1 bcd e . [Z ‘y} ij n
_8(1 + 772> MO\/_ %’Ye(ﬁ - 7’75)7[(1(EC}C + € C]an>(aij + 2O'Oz'Xj)wd
1 b d . k
- CTVYe (N — 1Y5)VaO0k As
20 L PYE © T (n = 175)Ya00r At
1 . 1— -
H=(1-x-%) {Egaagﬁ 5g-EgE;’aaEg _ %a”éb

]‘_XX 1 a 7 a At )
X BB AL+ B A G ALE

#2000 = 2004 Sl — )L - S ety

\F WE

1_XX 1 / ik ,
Al T “+—EZ X (T 4 IR e
1+n2 |:\/7 az 2\/— a(CX XC] n Cjk)

1—x.x 1 be—d ,
- €em a z'AZ c

_l_

1
+ 1(0'7;]' + QUOin)Eb[iCj]wC)

L=X-X ~ _ayq ' 1— 2 Iy
+ 201+ 12) G (1 —invs)o0itba + 74(1+ )[fkl+(1+77 ) k) M

- 1
S = 0,7 —
1+4+n?

. 1 .
7—_‘_a(1 — Z’/]”)/5) |:O'01Afl + - 0ij + 2UOin>(Ea[iCj} + Eileali ):|

i
where 717 is defined as
T;a = Z‘Eabc&bfﬂqbc
Ui igk ra el =b
= — 1 GRBIEeEl 7y, — yoxi) (1 — . 23
IMVE W ESEy 7 (v — v0Xa) (7 — YoXa) 1 (23)
and fi , Jy and My, are given by the ([3), ([4), (I8) and @I)). In writing S, we have made
use of the Fierz identity-

Euyaﬁiufﬂwuf}/lwa =0 )

which makes the piece proportional to t} dissapear.

Time gauge:

One may adopt the time gauge through the choice y; = 0 . Since this condition forms

a second-class pair with the boost constraint, both have to be implemented together. Gto°st
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can be solved as:

Ui
AMOE

Ci = 8aEl-a — 7_T'a0'0i¢a - EijkEalEZﬁafYanfYObe (24>

We can rewrite this as:

1 1
G = 0B + —=7oFu, A " Eak (25)
VE ° 77\/_

with

a _ "

T e —
! AE

The constraints in this gauge read:

7 B B BuT vyt

1
/a ijk __1a
T oEai — —¢kr i Eak

Gl =1 0B +FAE —
(2 a \/E

rot

1
nE
E_. 1 ... .
Ha = EZbF; - EzAaz - = |:a Ti/b‘i‘ —GZ]kAJT/b:| +
b 2\/_ b VE b 7 Tk

1 1 | . g
H = DB [y (4 1) RS| - ot = (@Bl + Bl
n

0+ ) (A — ELE} A}

2 VE 2
_ 1 , 1.
S = 0,7 — m 7L —inys)ook {AS + 5275(63'1@1@ + Mkl)Eal:| (26)

In these equations, we have used the following definitions:

1 ..
ijk
Fai - §€]wajk

1 ..
8[aAb]+—e "AuAy . RE, = Oy — =€Vl
7 7

and (' is given by (28). Also, in the time gauge :

My = (1+n0?) (7P E0.B] — €™ B0, B0w) EY + (1+0%) (201 — Jumu)
+ nEAg + (k<)
1 im —a
2 = m € lEajEan Yy + (k<)

Here in (26]) we have dropped terms proportional to rotation constraints from H, and H.
As is evident, the dynamical variable which enters in the constraints apart from the
fermionic degrees of freedom is the Barbero-Immirzi connection A’. Thus in the time gauge

. . . . 3 .
we obtain a real SU(2) formulation of the theory of gravity coupled to spin-3 fermions.
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Notice that in the matter sector, 7* and 1), are not independent variables. These obey

the second-class constraints:

C* = 7"+ = € Yyy57. = 0

N | .

In order to implement these constraints, we need to go to corresponding Dirac brackets for
the matter fields 7%, 1,. This then leads to the correct transformations (modulo rotations)
on the fields through their Dirac brackets with the corresponding generators. In particular,
the Dirac brackets of the fields with the supersymmetry generator S make them transform

properly under its action.

III. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a framework to incorporate the Barbero-Immirzi parameter as a topo-
logical coupling constant in the classical theory of N = 1 supergravity. This is achieved
through the inclusion of the Nieh-Yan density in the Lagrangian. This additional term,
being a topological density, preserves the equations of motion and the supersymmetry of
the original action. To emphasise, this goes beyond the earlier analysis involving the Holst
action which does not allow a topological interpretation for 7.

The canonical formulation has been first developed without going to any particular choice
of gauge. This clarifies the structure of the theory exhibiting all of its gauge freedom. In
the time gauge, the theory is shown to admit a real SU(2) formulation in terms of the
Barbero-Immirzi connection A?.

The essential features for spin—% fermions turn out to be very similar to those for spin—%
fermions as described in [8], except that here we have the additional constraint S which acts
as the generator of local supersymmetry transformations. The cases for N = 2,4 and higher
supergravity theories can be treated in exactly similar fashion. There the constraint analysis
leads to the same form of the connection equation of motion as given here (i.e., equation
1)), a fact which is evident from the structure of the fermionic terms in these theories.
Only the expression for Jy; in terms of the matter fields gets modified.

The analysis here has been purely classical. However, in the quantum theory, the presence
of the topological Nieh-Yan term, which is also CP violating, may reflect a possible non-

perturbative vacuum structure.
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