arXiv:2011.01296v2 [gr-qc] 20 Apr 2021

First-order Lagrangian and Hamiltonian of Lovelock gravity

Pablo Guilleminot^§, Félix-Louis Julié^¶, Nelson Merino^‡, & Rodrigo Olea^§

§Departamento de Ciencias Físicas, Universidad Andres Bello,

Sazié 2212, Piso 7, Santiago, Chile.

¶Department of Physics and Astronomy, Johns Hopkins University,

3400 N. Charles Street, Baltimore, MD 21218, USA.

‡Instituto de Ciencias Exactas y Naturales (ICEN), Facultad de Ciencias,

Universidad Arturo Prat, 1110939 Iquique, Chile.

April 24, 2021

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 π^{ij} δh_{ij} , where π^{ij} is the canonical momentum conjugate to the boundary metric h_{ij} . Then, the firstorder Lagrangian density is obtained either by integration of π^{ij} over the metric derivative ∂_wh_{ij} 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] Lagrangians, being (quasi) linear in the second derivatives of the metric, yield secondorder field equations (see e.g. [2] for a review).

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, 8, 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 q(t) described by the action I = ∫_{tf} t_i dtL with L(q, q̇, q̈) = ℓ(q, q̇) + q̈f(q, q̇) , (1.1) where a dot denotes a derivative with respect to time t. The variation of I upon an infinitesimal variation δq(t) of the path q(t) reads δI = ∫_{tf} t_i dt δq [B(q, q̇) − q̈A(q, q̇)] + [ δq ( ∂ℓ ∂q̇ − q̇ ∂f ∂q ) + δq̇ f ]_{tf} t_i . (1.2)

The issue with I is that its variation δI cannot be made to vanish for an arbitrary δq(t) between t_i and t_f . Indeed, the vanishing of the boundary terms necessitates fixing 4 constants (to wit the positions and velocities of the particle at t_i and t_f so that δq|_{ti} = δq|_{tf} = δq̇|_{ti} = δq̇_{tf} = 0). These conditions are incompatible with the fact that the solutions of the equation of motion (B − q̈ A = 0), which is second order since L is (quasi) linear in the acceleration q̈, depend on 2 integration constants only.^1 Now, it must be possible to build an ordinary, first-order Lagrangian L_1(q, q̇) and associated action I_1 which yield a second order equation of motion when imposing δI_1 = 0 for Dirichlet boundary conditions (that is, by fixing δq|_{ti} = δq|_{tf} = 0 only). In order to give the same equation of motion as L, L_1(q, q̇) is taken to differ from L by the substraction of a total time derivative of some function F (q, q̇) : L_1(q, q̇) = L − dF (q, q̇) dt , I_1 = ∫_{tf} t_i dt L_1 = I − [F (q, q̇)]^{tf}_{ti} . (1.3)

A simple route to obtain L_1 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,

δI_1 = [ δq ( ∂ℓ ∂q̇ − q̇ ∂f ∂q − ∂F ∂q ) + δq̇ ( f − ∂F ∂q̇ )]_{tf} t_i , (1.4)

where we have used (1.2). The vanishing of the coefficient of δq̇ in (1.4) gives the function F , F = ∫ dq̇ f(q, q̇) . (1.5) If we then identify the coefficient of δq to the canonical momentum (see e.g. [14]) p = ∂L_1 ∂q̇ , (1.6)

L_1 is obtained by a simple integration with respect to the velocity q̇: L_1 = ℓ(q, q̇) − q̇ ∂F ∂q (1.7)

with F given by Eq. (1.5).

1For completeness : A(q, q̇) =^{∂2 ℓ}_{∂q̇2} − q̇^{∂2f}_{∂q∂q̇} − 2^{∂f}_{∂q} and B(q, q̇) =^∂_{∂q} ( ℓ − q̇^{∂ℓ}_{∂q̇} + q̇^{2 ∂f}_{∂q} ) .

Another way, even simpler in this case, to obtain L_1 is to lift F to the bulk (a procedure which we shall refer to as bulkanization below), and write, using (1.3) and (1.1):

I_1 ≡ ∫_{tf} t_i dt L_1(q, q̇) = ∫_{tf} t_i dt [ L − dF dt ]

= ∫_{tf} t_i dt [ ℓ(q, q̇) − q̇ ∂F ∂q + q̈ ( f − ∂F ∂q̇ )] , (1.8)

which yields back (1.7), using (1.5):^2

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 x^μ labelling the points of a D-dimensional pseudo- Riemannian manifold M (Greek indices run from 0 to D − 1; see Appendix A for conventions), the GR action I_{GR} = ∫ M d^Dx √ −gR . (1.9) This action depends linearly on the second derivatives of the field variables g_{μν} , and its variation reads:

δI_{GR} = ∫ M d^Dx √ −g (G_{μν} δg^{μν} + ∇_μV^μ_{GR}) , (1.10)

where G_{μν} is the Einstein tensor. The second term on the r.h.s. of (1.10) is the covariant divergence of the four-vector

V^μ_{GR} = g^{αβ}δΓ^μ_{αβ} − g^{μα}δΓ^β_{αβ} , (1.11)

which can be evaluated, using Gauss’ theorem, on the d = D−1 dimensional boundary ∂M of M. 2It is an exercise to check that the equation of motion derived from L_1 is the same as that derived from L : ṗ −^{∂L1}_{∂q} = q̈ A − B, with A and B given in footnote 1. As for the Hamiltonian H = pq̇ − L_1, it cannot, in general, be written explicitely in terms of q and p unless p = p(q, q̇) can be inverted explicitely to give q̇ = q̇(q, p). Hence it cannot be shown explicitely that the Hamilton equations yield back the Euler-Lagrange equations derived from L_1.

Let us choose for simplicity a Gaussian coordinate system x^μ = {w, x^i} (Latin indices run from 1 to d = D − 1), such that w is constant on ∂M:

ds^2 = ϵ N(w)^2dw^2 + h_{ij} (w, x^k)dx^idx^j , (1.12)

with ϵ = −1 if ∂M is spacelike and ϵ = +1 if it is timelike, where N(w) is a function of w only and h_{ij} are the d(d + 1)/2 components of the induced metric on ∂M, with extrinsic curvature K_{ij} = 1 2N ∂_wh_{ij} . (1.13) From now on latin indices are lowered and raised with h_{ij} and its inverse h^{ij} . For the gauge-fixed metric (1.12) we have

V^w_{GR} = − ϵ N ( K^{ij}δh_{ij} + 2δK ) , (1.14)

where K = h^{ij}K_{ij} , making manifest that the surface term in (1.10) contains variations of the normal derivative of h_{ij} through δK (the latter originates from the components (A.5) of δΓ).

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

I_{Dir}[g] = ∫ M d^Dx √ −g R + 2ϵ ∫ ∂M d^dx √ |h|K , (1.15)

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

δI_{Dir} = ∫ ∂M d^dx π^{ij} δh_{ij} , (1.16)

where π^{ij} = ϵ √ |h|(Kh^{ij} − K^{ij}) , (1.17) and vanishes imposing Dirichlet boundary conditions: δh_{ij}|_{∂M} = 0.

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

I_1 = ∫ M d^Dx L_1 . (1.18)

Indeed, in a Gaussian frame (1.12) which foliates M with constant-w surfaces Σ_w, L_1

can be obtained by identifying π^{ij} given by Eq.(1.17) as the canonical momentum den-

sity conjugate to h_{ij} , i.e., ∂L_1 ∂(∂_wh_{ij} ) = π^{ij} . (1.19)

Integrating π^{ij} with respect to ∂_wh_{ij} = 2NK_{ij} gives

L_1 = N √ |h| ( ϵ ( K^2 − K^{ij} K_{ij} ) + r(h_{ij} , ∂_kh_{ij} , ∂_k∂_lh_{ij} ) ) , (1.20)

where the integration constant r(h_{ij} , ∂_kh_{ij}, ∂_k∂_lh_{ij}) must identify to the part of the Hilbert

Lagrangian which only depends on the intrinsic geometry of the surfaces Σ_w, i.e. R̄,

where a bar stands for quantities built out of h_{ij} only^3

L_1 = N √ |h| ( R̄ + ϵ (K^2 − K^{ij} K_{ij} ) )

= L_{ADM} . (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 ∂M = Σ_{wi} ∪ Σ_{wf} ∪ C of the surfaces w = w_i and w = w_f and their comple-

ment C, and rewrite the GHY contributions from Σ_{wi} and Σ_{wf} in (1.15) as the integral

of 2ϵ ∂_w (√ |h|K ) over the bulk. Using the Gauss-Codazzi-Mainardi relation (A.13), we

then have √ −gR + 2ϵ ∂_w (√ |h|K ) = √ −g [¯ R − ϵ ( K^2 + K^i_jK^j_i )] + 2ϵ ∂_w (√ |h| ) K . (1.22)

Since moreover ∂_w √ |h| = NK √ |h|, we obtain √ |h|R + 2ϵ ∂_w (√ |h|K ) = N √ |h| ( R̄ + ϵ (K^2 − K^{ij}K_{ij} ) )

= L_{ADM} . (1.23)

3By intrinsic geometry, we refer to quantities built out of h_{ij} and its tangential derivatives ∂_kh_{ij} and ∂_k∂_lh_{ij} only.

The bulkanized GHY terms on Σ_{wi} and Σ_{wf} cancel out with the second normal derivative in Eq. (1.22) that comes from R^{wi}_{wj}, see (A.9), 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_{μν} can be reinstated using the ADM metric decomposition

ds^2 = ϵN^2dw^2 + h_{ij} (dx^i + N^idw)(dx^j + N^j dw) , (1.24)

where N(w, x^i) is the lapse and N^i(w, x^j) is the shift. The extrinsic curvature is then redefined as K_{ij} = 1 2N (∂_wh_{ij} − ¯∇_iN_j − ¯∇_j N_i) , (1.25)

with ¯∇_i the covariant derivative associated to h_{ij} .

It can be explicitely checked that variations with respect to N, N^i and h_{ij} of L_{ADM} yield respectively the constraints G^w = 0, G^i_w = 0 and the dynamical component G^i_j = 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

I_{Dir} =

[^{D−1}_2 ]∑

p=0 α_p ( ∫

M d^DxL^{(p)} − ∫ ∂M d^dxβ^{(p)} ) , (2.1)

where [(D − 1)/2] is the integer part of (D − 1)/2, where^4

L^{(p)} = 1 2^p √ −gδ^{[μ1···μ2p]} [ν_1···ν_{2p}] R ν_1ν_2 μ_1μ_2 · · · R ν_{2p−1}ν_{2p} μ_{2p−1} μ_{2p} , (2.2)

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

δ^{[ν1···ν2p]} [μ_1···μ_{2p}] ≡

| | | | | | | δ^{ν1}_{μ1} δ^{ν2}_{μ1} · · · δ^{ν2p}μ_1 δ^{ν1}_{μ2} δ^{ν2}_{μ2} δ^{ν2p}μ_2 . . ... δ^{ν1}_{μ2p} δ^{ν2}_{μ2p} δ^{ν2p}μ_{2p}

| | | | | | | , (2.3)

is the generalized Kronecker delta of rank 2p, which is antisymmetric under exchange

of its upper (and lower) indices. In our conventions (see Appendix A), the dimension

of α_p is [length]^{2p−2}. The corresponding Myers boundary terms are given by [5, 7] β^{(p)} = −2ϵp √ |h| ∫_1 0 ds δ^{[i1···i2p−1]} [j_1···j_{2p−1}]K j_1 i_1 ( 1 2 R̄^{j2j3}_{i2i3} − s^2ϵK^{j2}_{i2} K^{j3}_{i3} ) × · · · · · · × ( 1 2 R̄^{j2p−2j2p−1} i_{2p−2}i_{2p−1} − s 2ϵK^{j2p−2}_{i2p−2} K^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} ) . (2.4)

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 α_0 = −2Λ and

α_1 = 1.

The variation of Eq. (2.1) reads

δI_{Dir} = ∫ M d^Dx √ −gE^{μν} δg_{μν} + ∫ ∂M d^dx π^{ij} δh_{ij} , (2.5) with π^{ij} = [^{D−1}_2 ]∑

p=0 α_pπ^{ij}_{(p)} , (2.6)

where, from each pth Lovelock density, one obtains π^{ij}_{(p)} = pϵ √ |h| ∫_1 0 ds δ^{[ii1···i2p−1]} [kj_1···j_{2p−1}]h kj K^{j1}_{i1} ( 1 2 R̄^{j2j3}_{i2i3} − s^2ϵK^{j2}_{i2} K^{j3}_{i3} ) × · · ·

· · · × ( 1 2 R̄^{j2p−2j2p−1} i_{2p−2}i_{2p−1} − s 2ϵK^{j2p−2}_{i2p−2} K^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} ) . (2.7)

As for the Lovelock tensor E^μ_ν , it reads

E^μ_ν =

[^{D−1}_2 ]∑

p=0 α_p E^μ_{(p)ν} (2.8) with E^μ_{(p)ν} = − 1 2^{p+1} δ^{[μμ1···μ2p ]} [νν_1···ν_{2p}] R ν_1ν_2 μ_1 μ_2 · · · R ν_{2p−1}ν_{2p} μ_{2p−1} μ_{2p} . (2.9)

Note that in the boundary term of (2.5) we omitted the divergence of a d-vector ¯∇_iW^i since its integration on the closed boundary ∂M 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 π^{ij}_{(D/2)}. 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 dimension, the canonical momentum is constructed with a Kronecker delta of rank D at the boundary, a fact that makes it identically zero.^5

The action (2.1) yields a Dirichlet variational principle. In other words, the Myers boundary terms are the analogues of the function F , given by (1.5), in the mechanical problem we treated in section 1.1.

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

Integration of π^{ij}. 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: ∂L^{(p)}_{ADM} ∂(∂_wh_{ij}) = π^{ij}_{(p)} . (2.10)

Substituting ∂_wh_{ij} = 2NK_{ij} 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:

L^{(p)}_{ADM} = Nr(h_{ij} , ∂_kh_{ij} , ∂_k∂_lh_{ij} ) + 2pϵN √ |h| ∫_1 0 ds(1 − s)δ^{[i1···i2p]}_{[j1···j2p]}K^{j1}_{i1} × × K^{j2}_{i2} ( 1 2 R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4} − s^2ϵK^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{i4} ) × · · · × ( 1 2 R̄^{j2p−1j2p} i_{2p−1}i_{2p} − s 2ϵK^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} K^{j2p}_{i2p} ) . (2.11)

5In gravity theories with AdS asymptotics, topological terms do play an essential role in the renormalization of the action and its variation (see, e.g., [19]). The corresponding coupling, however, is not arbitrary, but fixed by the boundary dynamics.

where r(h_{ij}, ∂_kh_{ij} , ∂_k∂_lh_{ij} ) 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 R̄^{ij}_{kl}. In other words, r can only be the pth Lovelock density (2.2) but computed using the induced metric, i.e. r = L̄^{(p)} with L̄^{(p)} = 1 2^p √ |h|δ^{[i1···i2p]} [j_1···j_{2p}]R̄ j_1j_2 i_1i_2 · · · R̄ j_{2p−1}j_{2p} i_{2p−1} i_{2p} . (2.12)

Bulkanization of the Myers term. When the bulk Lagrangian density L^{(p)} is reexpressed in the coordinate frame (1.12), a term linear in the acceleration (that is, the normal derivatives of the extrinsic curvature) arises from R^{wi}_{wj}. On the other hand, lifting β^{(p)} to the bulk produces two types of contributions: i) normal derivatives of the extrinsic curvature, that eliminate the acceleration-dependent part coming from L^{(p)}, ii) 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 B. In doing so, it is useful to employ Eq. (B.11) to derive the equivalent form of the Dirichlet action (in Gaussian coordinates) ∫ M d^Dx ( L^{(p)} − d dw ( β^{(p)} )) = − ∫ M d^Dx Q^{(p)} + 2pϵN ∫ M d^Dx √ |h| ∫_1 0 ds δ^{[i1···i2p]} [j_1···j_{2p}]K j_1 i_1 K j_2 i_2 × × ( 1 2 R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4} − s^2ϵK^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{i4} ) × · · · × ( 1 2 R̄^{j2p−1j2p} i_{2p−1}i_{2p} − s 2ϵK^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} K^{j2p}_{i2p} )

(2.13)

where Q^{(p)} = − 1 2^p N √ |h|δ^{[i1···i2p]} [j_1···j_{2p}]R j_1j_2 i_1i_2 × · · · × R j_{2p−1}j_{2p} i_{2p−1}i_{2p} (2.14)

is −L^{(p)} saturated with intrinsic indices, where R_{ijkl} is understood as a function of R̄_{ijkl} and K_{ij} , see (A.6) (for a different decomposition see [20]). We note that Q^{(p)} is also proportional to the w-w component of the pth Lovelock tensor E^μ_{(p)ν} , see (2.9).

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

(x + y)^p = x^p + 2py

∫_1 0 ds s(x + s^2y)^{p−1} , (2.15)

we can rewrite the Dirichlet action (2.1) purely as a functional of h_{ij}, K_{ij} and R_{ijkl} (or R̄_{ijkl}) to obtain

I_{ADM}[h, K, R̄] = ∫ M d^Dx L_{ADM} = ∫ M d^Dx [^{D−1}_2 ]∑

p=0 α_pL^{(p)}_{ADM} , (2.16)

where the pth first-order Lagrangian density L^{(p)}_{ADM} can be expressed, once the lapse and shift are reintroduced, as

L^{(p)}_{ADM} = − Q^{(p)} + 2pϵN √ |h| ∫_1 0 ds δ^{[i1···i2p]} [j_1···j_{2p}]K j_1 i_1 K j_2 i_2 ( 1 2 R^{j3j4}_{i3i4} + ( 1 − s^2 ) ϵK^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{i4} ) × · · · × ( 1 2 R^{j2p−1j2p} i_{2p−1} i_{2p} + ( 1 − s^2 ) ϵK^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} K^{j2p}_{i2p} ) ,(2.17)

= NL̄^{(p)} + 2pϵN √ |h| ∫_1 0 ds(1 − s)δ^{[i1···i2p]}_{[j1···j2p]}K^{j1}_{i1} K^{j2}_{i2} ( 1 2 R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4} − s^2ϵK^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{i4} ) × · · · × ( 1 2 R̄^{j2p−1j2p} i_{2p−1} i_{2p} − s 2ϵK^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} K^{j2p}_{i2p} ) , (2.18)

which explicitely eliminates second-order normal derivatives of h_{ij} and where the second equality coincides with (2.11), thus confirming that the intrinsic function r entering it is L̄^{(p)}.

This shows that, just as in the GR case, the Dirichlet action is equivalent to the firstorder action when we express all quantities in terms of h_{ij}, K_{ij} and R̄_{ijkl}. Thus, L_{ADM} = ∑ α_pL^{(p)}_{ADM} represents the first-order Lagrangian density for a generic Lovelock gravity theory.

In Ref. [13] the authors obtain the expression

£^{(p)} = N √ |h| p∑ i=0 C̃_{i(p)}δ^{[i1···i2p]} [j_1···j_{2p}]R j_1j_2 i_1i_2 · · · R j_{2i−1}j_{2i} i_{2i−1}i_{2i} K j_{2i+1} j_{2i+1} · · · K j_{2p} j_{2p} , (2.19)

with coefficients C̃_{i(p)} = (−4)^{p−i} 2 i![2(p − i) − 1]!!

. (2.20)

In order to compare (2.19) to our result L^{(p)}_{ADM}, we schematically represent x = R^{ij}_{kl} and y = K^i_j in Eq. (2.17) to obtain

L^{(p)}_{ADM} = x^p 2^p + 2pϵ ∫_1 0 ds y^2 ( 1 2 x + ( 1 − s^2 ) ϵy^2 )_{p−1} = p∑ i=0 C_{i(p)}x^iy^{2p−2i} , (2.21)

or, equivalently,

L^{(p)}_{ADM} = N √ |h| p∑ i=0 C_{i(p)}δ^{[i1···i2p]} [j_1···j_{2p}]R j_1j_2 i_1i_2 · · · R j_{2i−1}j_{2i} i_{2i−1}i_{2i} K j_{2i+1} j_{2i+1} · · · K j_{2p} j_{2p} , (2.22)

where C_{i(p)} = p!2^{p−2i}ϵ^{p−i} i!(2(p − i) − 1)!!

. (2.23)

Comparison between £^{(p)} and L^{(p)}_{ADM} exhibits agreement up to an overall factor p!/2^{p−1} due to different conventions.

Obtaining the Lovelock first-order Lagrangian densities L^{(p)}_{ADM} through two straightforward routes, together with their explicit expressions in terms of K_{ij} and R̄_{ijkl}, 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],

I_{Dir}[g] = ∫ M d^Dx L^{(2)} − ∫ ∂M d^dx β^{(2)} , (2.24)

setting α_2 = 1 for simplicity, where

L^{(2)} = √ −g ( R^{μνρσ} R_{μνρσ} − 4R^{μν} R_{μν} + R^2 ) = √ −gR^{μνρσ} P_{μνρσ} (2.25) is the Gauss-Bonnet scalar density, and where P^{μν}_{ρσ} = 1 4 δ^{[μνα1α2]} [ρσβ_1β_2] R β_1β_2 α_1α_2

= R^{μν}_{ρσ} − 2δ^μ_{[ρ}R^ν_{σ]} + 2δ^ν_{[ρ}R^μ_{σ]} + δ^μ_{[ρ}δ^ν_{σ]}R (2.26) has the symmetries of the Riemann tensor and is divergenceless (∇_μP^μ_{νρσ} = 0) due to the Bianchi identities. Here brackets denote antisymmetrization, as in A^μ_{[ρ}B^ν_{σ]} = 1 2 (A^μ_ρ B^ν_σ − A^μ_σB^ν_ρ ). Finally,

β^{(2)} = −2ϵ √ |h|δ^{[i1i2i3]} [j_1j_2j_3]K j_1 i_1 ( R̄^{j2j3}_{i2i3} − 2ϵ 3 K^{j2}_{i2} K^{j3}_{i3} ) = −4ϵ ( J − 2 Ḡ^i_jK^j_i ) , (2.27)

with ϵJ^i_j = 1 3 K^i_j ( K^k_l K^l_k − K^2 ) + 2 3 KK^i_kK^k_j − 2 3 K^i_kK^k_l K^l_j and J = J^k_k .

This case has been studied in, e.g, Refs. [9, 2, 16] and generalized to Einstein-scalar- Gauss-Bonnet theories in [21]. In Gaussian coordinates, the variation of (2.24) adopts the form δI_{Dir} = ∫ M d^Dx √ −gH^{μν} δg_{μν} + ∫ ∂M d^dx √ |h|π^{ij}_{(2)}δh_{ij} , (2.28) where

H^μ_ν = − 1 8 δ^{[μ μ1μ2μ3μ4]} [ ν ν_1ν_2ν_3ν_4] R ν_1ν_2 μ_1μ_2 R ν_3ν_4 μ_3μ_4 (2.29)

is the Lanczos tensor and where

π^{ij}_{(2)} = ϵ √ |h|h^{ik}δ^{[jj1j2j3]} [ki_1i_2i_3] K i_1 j_1 ( R̄^i2^i3_{j2j3} − 2ϵ 3 K^{i2}_{j2} K^{i3}_{j3} )

= 2ϵ √ |h| ( 2h^{mj}P̄^{ik}_{ml}K^l_k − 3J^{ij} + h^{ij} J ) ) . (2.30)

The tensor density (2.30) is the canonical momentum associated to the first-order action. Hence, solving

∂L^{(2)}_{ADM} ∂(∂_wh_{ij} ) = π^{ij}_{(2)} , (2.31)

we find (after inclusion of the lapse and shift)

L^{(2)}_{ADM} = NL̄^{(2)} + N √ |h|δ^{[i1i2i3i4]} [j_1j_2j_3j_4] [ ϵK^{j1}_{i1} K^{j2}_{i2} ( R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4} − ϵ 3 K^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{i4} )] = NL̄^{(2)} + N √ |h| [ 4ϵP̄^{ij}_{kl} K^k_i K^l_j + KJ − 3K^i_jJ^j_i ] , (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 curvature only: L̄^{(2)} = 1 4 √ |h| δ^{[i1i2i3i4]} [j_1j_2j_3j_4]R̄ j_1j_2 i_1i_2 R̄ j_3j_4 i_3i_4 . (2.33)

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 L^{(2)} shows that the same Lagrangian density can be obtained by bulkanization. Using Eq. (B.9), the Lagrangian density in Eq. (2.24) 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 L_{ADM} is required. If the induced metric h_{ij} is chosen as the dynamical variable, the Hamiltonian is given by the Legendre transformation H = ∫ d^dx ( π^{ij} ∂_wh_{ij} − L_{ADM} ) , (3.1)

where the canonical momentum π^{ij} is defined as π^{ij} ≡ ∂L_{ADM} ∂(∂_wh_{ij} ) . (3.2)

This functional must be written in terms of h_{ij} and π^{ij} . 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 Lagrangian density of Lovelock gravity found in the previous section. For each p-th contribution, the associated Hamiltonian is computed as

H^{(p)} = ∫ d^dx ( π^{ij}_{(p)}∂_wh_{ij} − L^{(p)}_{ADM} ) . (3.3)

From the canonical momentum (2.6), and in Gaussian coordinates, we have π^{ij}_{(p)}∂_wh_{ij} = 2NK^i_j π^j_{(p)i} = 2pϵN √ |h| ∫_1 0 ds δ^{[i1···i2p]} [j_1···j_{2p}]K j_1 i_1 K j_2 i_2 (1 2 R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4} − s^2ϵK^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{i4} ) × · · · · · · × ( 1 2 R̄^{j2p−1j2p} i_{2p−1}i_{2p} − s 2ϵK^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} K^{j2p}_{i2p} ) , (3.4)

which identifies to the last term of the second member of Eq. (2.13). Therefore the p-th Hamiltonian density H^{(p)} identifies, in the Gaussian gauge (1.12), to the functional

Q^{(p)} (which is proportionnal to E^w_{(p)w}, as mentioned below (2.14)). The lapse and shift N^i can then be restored using Eq. (1.25) to find the full Hamiltonian: H = ∫ d^dx ( NH + N^iH_i ) , (3.5)

where the Hamiltonian constraints take the form

H = [^{D−1}_2 ]∑

p=0 α_p H^{(p)} ,

H_i = −2 ¯∇_jπ^j_i , (3.6)

where H^{(p)} = Q^{(p)}/N and π^i_j are given respectively in Eqs. (2.14) and (2.6).

Due to the non linear relation between π^{ij} and K_{ij}, it is not possible in general to write K_{ij} in terms of π^{ij} . 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 E^μ_ν defined in (2.8) verify E^w_w = H /2 √ |h| and E^w_i = H_i/2N √ |h| in Gaussian coordinates, while E^i_{(p)j} reads

E^i_{(p)j} = −pϵ ∫_1 0 ds δ^{[ii1···i2p]} [jj_1···j_{2p}]K j_1 i_1 K j_2 i_2 ( 1 2 R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4} − ϵs^2K^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{i4} ) × · · · × ( 1 2 R̄^{j2p−1j2p} i_{2p−1} i_{2p} −ϵs^2K^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} K^{j2p}_{i2p} ) − pϵ ∫_1 0 ds δ^{[ii2···i2p]} [j_1···j_{2p}] K j_1 j K^{j2}_{i2} ( 1 2 R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4} − ϵs^2K^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{j4} ) × · · ·

· · · × ( 1 2 R̄^{j2p−1j2p} i_{2p−1} i_{2p} − ϵs 2K^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} K^{j2p}_{i2p} ) − 1 2^{p+1} δ^{[ii1···i2p]} [jj_1···j_{2p}]R j_1j_2 i_1i_2 × · · · × R j_{2p−1}j_{2p} i_{2p−1} i_{2p} − 1 2 δ^{[ii1···i2p−1]} [jj_1···j_{2p−1}] ¯∇i1 ( K^{j2}_{i2} ¯∇^{j1} K^{j3}_{i3} R^{j4j5}_{i4i5} × · · · × R^{j2p−2j2p−1}_{i2p−2i2p−1} ) + ∂_w ( π^i_j ) N √ |h| (3.7)

where R_{ijkl} is understood as an implicit function of R̄_{ijkl} and K_{ij}; see Eq. (B.14) for completeness. Here we gathered terms which are equal to the normal derivative of π^i_j using the tools presented in Appendix B (for its explicit expansion in the scalar-Gauss- Bonnet case, see [21]).

The Lagrangian and Hamiltonian dynamics are equivalent and the correspondence between the field equations is given by δH δN = 0 ⇔ E^w_w = 0 , δH δN^i = 0 ⇔ E^w_i = 0 . (3.8)

In addition, by definition of H we have that δH δh_{ij} | | | |_{πij} = − δL δh_{ij} | | | |_{∂w hij} where L = ∫ d^dx L_{ADM} . (3.9)

Hence, it can be checked explicitly using the equation above and (2.18) that δH δh_{ij} | | | | π^{ij} = −∂_wπ^{ij} ⇔ E^{ij} = 0 . (3.10)

In the case of GR, we also have that^{δH}_{δπij} = ∂_wh_{ij} ⇔ K_{ij} =^1_{2N} ∂_wh_{ij}. This relation cannot be proven in the general Lovelock case, as it requires the invertibility of π^{ij} . However, it does not provide provide extra dynamical information.

The particular case of Gauss-Bonnet gives

H^{(2)} = − ∫ d^dx NL̄^{(2)} + ϵ ∫ d^dx N √ |h|δ^{[i1i2i3i4]} [j_1j_2j_3j_4]K j_1 i_1 K j_2 i_2 ( R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4} − ϵK^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{i4} )

= − ∫ d^dx NL̄^{(2)} + ∫ d^dx N √ |h| ( 2ϵP̄_{ijkl}K^{ik}K^{jl} − 1 2 K^4 + 3K^2K^i_j K^j_i −4KK^i_j K^j_kK^k_i − 3 2 K^i_jK^j_i K^k_l K^l_k + 3K^i_j K^j_kK^k_l K^l_i ) , (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: integration of the momentum and bulkanization of boundary terms. We then worked out the case of General Relativity to recover the ADM Lagrangian density from the Dirichlet action.

More powerful, however, is the use of the momentum integration and bulkanization methods to obtain the first-order Lagrangian density of Lovelock gravity. Bulkanizing the Myers term explicitly eliminates all second-order normal derivatives in the bulk. In Gaussian coordinates, the resulting Lagrangian density has the form L^{(p)}_{ADM} = π^{ij}∂_wh_{ij} − 2N √ |h|E^w_w , 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 NH^{(p)} = 2N √ |h|E^w_w . 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

I_H = ∫ M d^Dx ( π^{ij} ∂_wh_{ij} − L_{ADM} ) , (3.12)

produces –on-shell– δI_H = ∫ ∂M d^dx π^{ij} δh_{ij} . (3.13) 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 à 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 instance, the component g_{tt} 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

[24, 25, 26, 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 ä(t) goes through zero during the evolution. This also renders the hamiltonian quantization of the system problematic [13].

Acknowledgements

We warmly thank Nathalie Deruelle for very stimulating discussions and for insightful suggestions along the preparation of this work. P.G. is a UNAB Ph.D. Scholarship holder. F.L.J. is supported by NSF Grants No. PHY-1912550 and AST-2006538, NASA ATP Grants No. 17-ATP17-0225 and 19-ATP19-0051, and NSF-XSEDE Grant No. PHY- 090003. This work has received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under the Marie Skłodowska-Curie grant agreement No. 690904 and networking support by the GWverse COST Action CA16104, “Black holes, gravitational waves and fundamental physics”. This work was also funded by FONDECYT grant 11180894 ”Covariant boundary terms and conservation laws in modified gravity” (N.M.) and FONDECYT grant 1170765 “Boundary dynamics in anti-de Sitter gravity and gauge/gravity duality” (R.O.).

Appendices A Conventions

In this paper we set 16πG = c = 1. Throughout the text g is the determinant of the metric g_{μν} (with inverse g^{μν} ), R^μ_{νρσ} ≡ ∂_ρΓ^μ_{νσ} − · · · is the Riemann tensor where Γ^μ_{νσ} ≡ 1 2 g^{μλ}(∂_ν g_{σλ} + · · · ) are the Christoffel symbols, R_{μν} ≡ R^λ_{μλν} is the Ricci tensor and R ≡ g^{μν} R_{μν} is the scalar curvature.

In Gaussian coordinates

ds^2 = ϵ N^2(w)dw^2 + h_{ij} ( w, x^i ) dx^idx^j , (A.1) the non-vanishing components of the Christoffel symbols are Γ^i_{jk} = Γ̄^i_{jk}(h) and

Γ^w_{ij} = − ϵ 2N^2

∂_wh_{ij} , Γ^i_{wj} = 1 2 h^{ik}∂_wh_{jk} Γ^w_w = ∂_wN N . (A.2)

The normal to a surface Σ_w of constant w is defined as

n_μ = ϵNδ^w_μ , (A.3)

so that n_μn^μ = ϵ. On the other hand, the extrinsic curvature is defined as

K_{ij} = V^μ_i V^ν_j ∇_μn_ν ,

where V^μ_i are the projectors on the corresponding surface. In Gaussian coordinates V^μ_i = δ^μ_i and as a consequence of the normal vector definition (A.3), the extrinsic curvature is given in terms of h_{ij} by

K_{ij} = ∇_in_j = −ϵNΓ^w_{ij} = 1 2N ∂_wh_{ij} . (A.4)

Consequently, the Christoffel symbols satisfy

Γ^i_{wj} = NK^i_j , Γ^w_{ij} = − ϵ N K_{ij} , (A.5)

and the curvature tensors have the form R^{ij}_{kl} = R̄^{ij}_{kl} − ϵ ( K^i_kK^j_l − K^i_l K^j_k ) , (A.6) R^{wi}_{jk} = − ϵ N (¯ ∇_jK^i_k − ¯∇_kK^i_j ) , (A.7) R^{ij}_{wk} = −N (¯ ∇^iK^j_k − ¯∇^j K^i_k ) , (A.8) R^{wi}_{wj} = − ϵ N ∂_wK^i_j − ϵK^i_kK^k_j , (A.9) R^i_j = R̄^i_j − ϵKK^i_j − ϵ N ∂_wK^i_j , (A.10) R^w_i = − ϵ N ¯∇_j (Kδ^j_i − K^j_i ) , (A.11) R^w = − ϵ N ∂_wK − ϵK^i_j K^j_i , (A.12) R = R̄ − ϵ ( K^2 + K^i_j K^j_i ) − 2ϵ N ∂_wK . (A.13)

The equations above are the Gauss-Codazzi-Mainardi relations in tensorial language and in Gaussian coordinates.

B Bulkanization of Myers terms

As a warmup exercise, let us consider the integral of β^{(2)}, see (2.27), on the boundary ∂M = Σ_{wi} ∪ Σ_{wf} ∪ C, which is the union of the surfaces w = w_i and w = w_f and of their complement C. Its bulkanization yields: ∫ ∂M d^dx β^{(2)} = −2ϵ ∫ M d^Dx ∂_w [√ |h|δ^{[j1j2j3]} [i_1i_2i_3] K i_1 j_1 ( R̄^i2^i3_{j2j3} − 2ϵ 3 K^{i2}_{j2} K^{i3}_{j3} )] , (B.1)

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 structures, it is useful to rewrite ∂_wK^{i1}_{j1} using (A.9) as ∂_wK^{i1}_{j1} = −ϵN ( R^{wi1}_{wj1} + ϵK^{i1}_l K^l_{j1} ) , (B.2) and ∂_w √ |h| = 1 2 √ |h|h^{ij} ∂_wh_{ij} = NK √ |h| , (B.3) where K is the trace of the extrinsic curvature. Since moreover ∂_wR̄^i_{jkl} = ¯∇_k(∂_wΓ̄^i_{jl}) − ¯∇_l(∂_wΓ̄i_{jk}) with ∂_wΓ̄k_{ij} = N( ¯∇_iKk_j + ¯∇_jKk_i − ¯∇kK_{ij}) (which exhibits ∂_wΓ̄k_{ij} as an intrinsic

tensor), a short calculation yields δ^{[j1j2j3]} [i_1i_2i_3] K i_1 j_1 ∂wR̄ i_2i_3 j_2j_3 = −2Nδ

[j_1j_2j_3] [i_1i_2i_3] K i_1 j_1 [ K^{i3}_k R^{i2k}_{j2j3} + 2ϵK^{i3}_k K^{i2}_{j2} K^k_{j3} + 2 ¯∇_{j2} ¯∇^{i2} K^{i3}_{j3} ] . (B.4)

Combining the results above, (B.1) can be rewritten as ∫ ∂M d^dx β^{(2)} = −2ϵ ∫ M d^Dx N √ |h|δ^{[j1j2j3]} [i_1i_2i_3] ( − 2K^{i1}_{j1} K^{i2}_k R^{ki3}_{j2j3} − 4ϵK^{i1}_{j1} K^{i2}_{j2} K^{i3}_k K^k_{j3}

−4K^{i1}_{j1} ¯∇_{j2} ¯∇^{i2} K^{i3}_{j3} − ϵ ( R^{wi1}_{wj1} + ϵK^{i1}_l K^l_{j1} ) R^{i2i3}_{j2j3} + K^{i1}_{j1} ( R^{i2i3}_{j2j3} + 4ϵ 3 K^{i2}_{j2} K^{i3}_{j3} ) K ) . (B.5)

At this point, we can use the identities (C.1) and (C.2) to find ∫ ∂M d^dx β^{(2)} = 2 ∫ M d^Dx N √ |h|δ^{[j1j2j3]} [i_1i_2i_3] ( R^{wi1}_{wj1} R^{i2i3}_{j2j3} + 4ϵK^{i1}_{j1} ¯∇_{j2} ¯∇^{i2} K^{i3}_{j3} )

−2ϵ ∫ M d^Dx N √ |h|δ^{[j1j2j3j4]} [i_1i_2i_3i_4] K i_1 j_1 K i_2 j_2 ( R̄^i3^i4_{j3j4} − 2ϵ 3 K^{i3}_{j3} K^{i4}_{j4} ) . (B.6)

We notice that R^{wi1}_{wj1} 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,

L^{(2)} = 2N √ |h|δ^{[i1i2i3]} [j_1j_2j_3] ( R^{wj1}_{wi1} R^{j2j3}_{i2i3} + R^{wj1}_{i1i2} R^{j2j3}_{wi3} ) + 1 4 N √ |h|δ^{[i1···i4]} [j_1···j_4]R j_1j_2 i_1i_2 R j_3j_4 i_3i_4 . (B.7)

Using δ^{[j1j2j3]}_{[i1i2i3]} R^{wi1}_{j1j2} R^{i2i3}_{wj3} = −4ϵδ^{[j1j2j3]}_{[i1i2i3]} ¯∇_{j2} K^{i1}_{j1} ¯∇^{i2} K^{i3}_{j3} and integrating by parts we get ∫ M d^Dx L^{(2)} = 2 ∫ M d^Dx N √ |h|δ^{[j1j2j3]} [i_1i_2i_3] ( R^{wi1}_{wj1} R^{i2i3}_{j2j3} + 4ϵ ¯∇^{i2} K^{i1}_{j1} ¯∇_{j2} K^{i3}_{j3} ) +

+ 1 4 ∫ M d^Dx N √ |h|δ^{[i1···i4]} [j_1···j_4]R j_1j_2 i_1i_2 R j_3j_4 i_3i_4 , (B.8)

where we discarded terms that are total ¯∇_i derivatives, i.e. terms living on C.

Subtracting (B.8) and (B.6) we finally get ∫ M d^Dx ( L^{(2)} − d dw ( β^{(2)} )) = − ∫ M d^Dx Q^{(2)} + 2ϵ ∫ M d^Dx N √ |h|δ^{[i1···i4]} [j_1···j_4]K j_1 i_1 K j_2 i_2 × × ( R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4} − 2ϵ 3 K^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{i4} ) . (B.9)

where Q^{(2)} 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 Eqs. (B.2), (B.3), (B.4), (C.3) and similar steps

to those described above yield d dw ( β^{(p)} ) = −2pϵN √ |h| ∫_1 0 ds δ^{[i1···i2p]} [j_1···j_{2p}]K i_1 j_1 K i_2 j_2 ( 1 2 R̄^i3^i4_{j3j4} − ϵs^2K^i3_{j3} K^i4_{j4} ) × × ( 1 2 R̄^{i2p−1i2p} j_{2p−1}j_{2p} − ϵs 2K^{i2p−1}_{j2p−1} K^{i2p}_{j2p} ) + p 2^{p−2} δ^{[i1···i2p−1]} [j_1···j_{2p−1}] ( R^{wj1}_{wi2} R^{j2j3}_{i2i3} + +(p − 1)R^{wj1}_{i1i2} R^{j2j3}_{wi3} ) R^{j4j5}_{i4i5} × · · · × R^{j2p−2j2p−1} i_{2p−2}i_{2p−1} . Since the expanded Lagrangian density L^{(p)} takes the form

L^{(p)} = p 2^{p−2} √ |h|δ^{[i1···i2p−1]} [j_1···j_{2p−1}] ( R^{wj1}_{wi1} R^{j2j3}_{i2i3} + (p − 1)R^{wj1}_{i1i2} R^{j2j3}_{wi3} ) R^{j4j5}_{i4i5} × · · · × R^{j2p−2j2p−1} i_{2p−2}i_{2p−1} + 1 2^p N √ |h|δ^{[i1···i2p]} [j_1···j_{2p}]R j_1j_2 i_1i_2 × · · · × R j_{2p−1}j_{2p} i_{2p−1}i_{2p} , (B.10)

we get ∫ M d^Dx ( L^{(p)} − d dw ( β^{(p)} )) = − ∫ M d^Dx Q^{(p)} + 2pϵ ∫ M d^Dx N √ |h| ∫_1 0 ds δ^{[i1···i2p]} [j_1···j_{2p}]K j_1 i_1 K j_2 i_2 × × ( 1 2 R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4} − ϵs^2K^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{i4} ) × · · · × (1 2 R̄^{j2p−1j2p} i_{2p−1}i_{2p} −ϵs^2K^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} K^{j2p}_{i2p} ) . (B.11)

Finally, the same game can be played when projecting the equations of motion E^i_j : we can see that E^i_{(p)j} = − 1 2^{p+1} δ^{[iμ1···μ2p]} [jν_1···ν_{2p}] R ν_1ν_2 μ_1μ_2 · · · R μ_{2p−1}μ_{2p} ν_{2p−1}ν_{2p} (B.12)

exhibits the same structure as L^{(p)} 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, E^i_{(p)j} = −pϵ ∫_1 0 ds δ^{[ii1···i2p]} [jj_1···j_{2p}]K j_1 i_1 K j_2 i_2 ( 1 2 R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4} − ϵs^2K^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{i4} ) × · · · × ( 1 2 R̄^{j2p−1j2p} i_{2p−1}i_{2p} −ϵs^2K^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} K^{j2p}_{i2p} ) − pϵ ∫_1 0 ds δ^{[ii2···i2p]} [j_1···j_{2p}] K j_1 j K^{j2}_{i2} ( 1 2 R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4} − ϵs^2K^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{j4} ) × · · ·

· · · × ( 1 2 R̄^{j2p−1j2p} i_{2p−1}i_{2p} − ϵs 2K^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} K^{j2p}_{i2p} ) − 1 2 δ^{[ii1···i2p−1]} [jj_1···j_{2p−1}] ¯∇i^1 ( K^{j2}_{i2} ¯∇^{j1} K^{j3}_{i3} R^{j4j5}_{i4i5} × · · · · · · × R^{j2p−2j2p−1} i_{2p−2}i_{2p−1} ) − 1 2^{p+1} δ^{[ii1···i2p]} [jj_1···j_{2p}]R j_1j_2 i_1i_2 × · · · × R j_{2p−1}j_{2p} i_{2p−1}i_{2p} + ∂_wπ^i_j N √ |h| , (B.13)

or as a functional of intrinsic quantities as

E^i_{(p)j} = ∂_wπ^i_j N √ |h| − pϵ ∫_1 0 ds(1 − s)δ^{[ii1···i2p]} [jj_1···j_{2p}]K j_1 i_1 K j_2 i_2 (1 2 R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4} − ϵs^2K^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{i4} ) × · · ·

· · · × ( 1 2 R̄^{j2p−1j2p} i_{2p−1}i_{2p} − ϵs 2K^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} K^{j2p}_{i2p} ) − pϵ ∫_1 0 dsδ^{[ii2···i2p]} [j_1···j_{2p}] K j_1 j K^{j2}_{i2} (1 2 R̄^{j3j4}_{i3i4}

−ϵs^2K^{j3}_{i3} K^{j4}_{i4} ) × · · · × ( 1 2 R̄^{j2p−1j2p} i_{2p−1}i_{2p} − ϵs 2K^{j2p−1}_{i2p−1} K^{j2p}_{i2p} ) + Ē^i_{(p)j} − 1 2 δ^{[ii1···i2p−1]} [jj_1···j_{2p−1}] ¯∇i1 ( K^{j2}_{i2} ¯∇^{j1} K^{j3}_{i3} ( R̄^{j4j5}_{i4i5} − 2K^{j4}_{i4} K^{j5}_{i5} ) × · · · · · · × ( R̄^{j2p−2j2p−1} i_{2p−2}i_{2p−1} − 2K j_{2p−2} i_{2p−2} K j_{2p−1} i_{2p−1} )) . (B.14)

C Additional identities

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

useful identities are δ^{[j1···j4]} [i_1···i_4] K i_1 j_1 K i_2 j_2 K i_3 j_3 K i_4 j_4 = δ

[j_1j_2j_3] [i_1i_2i_3] ( KK^{i1}_{j1} K^{i2}_{j2} K^{i3}_{j3} − 3K^{i1}_{j1} K^{i2}_{j2} K^{i3}_l K^l_{j3} ) , (C.1) and δ^{[j1···j4]} [i_1···i_4] K i_1 j_1 K i_2 j_2R̄ i_3i_4 j_3j_4 = δ

[j_1j_2j_3] [i_1i_2i_3] ( KK^{i1}_{j1}R̄^{i2i3}_{j2i3} − K^{i1}_l K^l_{j1}R̄^{i2i3}_{j2j3} − 2K^{i1}_{j1} K^{i2}_l R̄^{li3}_{j2j3} ) . (C.2)

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 (C.1) and (C.2)

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

δ^{[i1···i2n]} [j_1···j_{2n}]K j_1 i_1 · · ·K j_{2m} i_{2m} R̄ j_{2m+1}j_{2m+2} i_{2m+1}i_{2m+2} · · · R̄ j_{2n−1}j_{2n} i_{2n−1}i_{2n} = δ^{[i1···i2n−1]} [j_1···j_{2n−1}]K j_1 i_1 · · · K j_{2m−2} i_{2m−2} R̄ j_{2m−1}j_{2m} i_{2m−1}i_{2m} · · · R̄ j_{2n−5}j_{2n−4} i_{2n−5} i_{2n−4} ( KK^{j2n−3}_{i2n−3} R̄^{j2n−2j2n−1} i_{2n−2}i_{2n−1} − (2m − 1)K^{j2n−3}_l K^l_{i2n−3}R̄^{j2n−2j2n−1}_{i2n−2 i2n−1} − (2m − 2j)K^{j2n−3}_{i2n−3} K^{j2n−2}_l R̄^{lj2n−1}_{i2n−2i2n−1} ) (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 δ^{[ii1···i2n]} [jj_1···j_{2n}]K j_1 i_1 · · · K j_{2m} i_{2m} R̄ j_{2m+1}j_{2m+2} i_{2m+1}i_{2m+2} · · · R̄ j_{2n−1}j_{2n} i_{2n−1}i_{2n} = δ^{[ii1···i2n−1]} [jj_1···j_{2n−1}]K j_1 i_1 · · · K j_{2m−2} i_{2m−2} R̄ j_{2m−1}j_{2m} i_{2m−1} i_{2m} · · · R̄ j_{2n−5}j_{2n−4} i_{2n−5} i_{2n−4} ( KK^{j2n−3}_{i2n−3} R̄^{j2n−2j2n−1} i_{2n−2} i_{2n−1} − (2m − 1)K^{j2n−3}_l K^l_{i2n−3}R̄^{j2n−2j2n−1}_{i2n−2 i2n−1} − (2m − 2j)K^{j2n−3}_{i2n−3} K^{j2n−2}_l R̄^{lj2n−1}_{i2n−2i2n−1} ) − δ^{[ii2···i2n]} [j_1j_2···j_{2n}]K j_1 j K^{j2}_{i2} · · · K^{j2m}_{i2m} R̄^{j2m+1j2m+2} i_{2m+1} i_{2m+2} · · · R̄ j_{2n−1}j_{2n} i_{2n−1} i_{2n} ,

(C.4)

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

i_1 when taking the trace to lower the degree of the generalized Kronecker symbol.

References

[1] D. Lovelock, The Einstein tensor and its generalizations, J. Math. Phys. 12 (1971) 498. [2] N. Deruelle and J. Madore, On the quasilinearity of the Einstein-’Gauss-Bonnet’ gravity field equations, [gr-qc/0305004].

[3] G. W. Gibbons and S. W. Hawking, Action integrals and partition functions in quantum gravity, Phys. Rev. D15, 2752 (1977).

[4] J. W. York, Role of Conformal Three-Geometry in the Dynamics of Gravitation, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 28, 1082 (1972).

[5] R. Myers, Higher-derivative gravity, surface terms, and string theory, Phys. Rev. D36, 392 (1987).

[6] F. Muller-Hoissen, Gravity actions, boundary terms and second-order field equations, Nucl. Phys. B337, 709 (1990).

[7] S. C. Davis, Generalized Israel junction conditions for a Gauss-Bonnet brane world, Phys. Rev. D67, 024030 (2003).

[8] E. Gravanis and S. Willison, Israel conditions for the Gauss-Bonnet theory and the Friedmann equation on the brane universe, Phys. Lett. B562, 118 (2003).

[9] O. Miskovic and R. Olea, Counterterms in Dimensionally Continued AdS Gravity, JHEP 0710, 028 (2007).

[10] R. Arnowitt, S. Deser, and C. W. Misner, Dynamical Structure and Definition of Energy in General Relativity, Phys. Rev. 116, 1322 (1959).

[11] R. Arnowitt, S. Deser and C.W Misner, Republication of: The dynamics of general relativity, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 40, 1997 (2008).

[12] C. Teitelboim and J. Zanelli, Dimensionally continued topological gravitation theory in Hamiltonian form, Class. Quant. Grav. 4, L125 (1987).

[13] C. Teitelboim and J. Zanelli, Gravitation Theory Generated by Dimensional Continuation of the Euler Characteristic as a Constrained Hamiltonian System, Constraint’s theory and relativistic dynamics. Proceedings, Workshop, Florence, Italy, May 28- 30 (1986).

[14] L. D. Landau, E. M. Lifshitz, Mechanics. Course of Theoretical Physics, Volume 1, 3rd Edition. ISBN-10: 0750628960.

[15] E. Poisson, A Relativist’s Toolkit: The Mathematics of Black-Hole Mechanics, Cambridge University Press (2004). ISBN-10: 1139451995.

[16] N. Deruelle, N. Merino and R. Olea, Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory of gravity: The Gauss-Bonnet-Katz boundary term, Phys. Rev. D97, 104009 (2018).

[17] A. Colléaux, Dimensional aspects of Lovelock-Lanczos gravity, [arXiv:2010.14174].

[18] S. Chakraborty, K. Parattu, and T. Padmanabhan,A novel derivation of the boundary term for the action in Lanczos–Lovelock gravity, Gen Relativ Gravit 49, 121 (2017).

[19] G. Anastasiou, O. Miskovic, R. Olea and I. Papadimitriou, Counterterms, Kounterterms, and the variational problem in AdS gravity, JHEP 08, 061 (2020).

[20] A. Mukhopadhyay, T. Padmanabhan , Holography of Gravitational Action Functionals, Phys.Rev., D74, 124023 (2006).

[21] F. L. Julié and E. Berti, d + 1 formalism in Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet gravity, Phys.

Rev. D 101, 124045 (2020).

[22] N. Deruelle and L. Fariña-Busto, Lovelock gravitational field equations in cosmology, Phys. Rev. D41, 3696 (1990).

[23] J. T. Wheeler, Symmetric Solutions to the Gauss-Bonnet Extended Einstein Equations, Nucl. Phys. B268, 737 (1986).

[24] M. Bañados, L. J. Garay and M. Henneaux, The Local degrees of freedom of higher dimensional pure Chern-Simons theories, Phys. Rev. D53, 593 (1996).

[25] M. Bañados, L. J. Garay and M. Henneaux, The Dynamical structure of higher dimensional Chern-Simons theory, Nucl. Phys. B476, 611(1996).

[26] N. Dadhich, R. Durka, N. Merino and O. Miskovic, Dynamical structure of Pure Lovelock gravity, Phys. Rev. D93, 064009 (2016).

[27] G. Giribet, N. Merino, O. Miskovic and J. Zanelli, Black hole solutions in Chern- Simons AdS supergravity, JHEP 08, 083 (2014).

[28] R. G. Cai and N. Ohta, Black Holes in Pure Lovelock Gravities, Phys. Rev. D74, 064001 (2006).

[29] N. Dadhich, On Lovelock vacuum solution, Math. Today 26, 37 (2011). [30] L. Aránguiz, X. M. Kuang and O. Miskovic, Topological black holes in pure Gauss- Bonnet gravity and phase transitions, Phys. Rev. D93, 064039 (2016).