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§1. Introduction

The manifestly covariant canonical formalism of quantum gravity [1]-[19]

is an outstandingly beautiful unification of general relativity and quantum field

theory. The present article is its review written primarily for mathematicians.
Physicists are advised to read other reviews [20]-[24] (especially, [23]) before
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reading the present article.

Since various formulae have been presented in many papers [1]-[19], it is
perhaps worthwhile to collect them into a single article. In this review, the
theory is described in a systematic way, without mentioning how this research has
been developed. It is also omitted to reproduce the proofs or derivations of
most formulae, which are presented in the original papers.®

The author would like to celebrate the twentieth anniversary of the foun-
dation of the Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences, Kyoto University.

§2. Quantum Field Theory and General Relativity

Quantum field theory is the standard theory of elementary-particle physics.
A quantum field (or simply, a field) is a finite set of operator-valued generalized
functions of spacetime coordinates x*. They form a linear representation of
Poincaré group, which consists of all translations and all Lorentz transfor-
mations. Though, of course, the spacetime of reality is of four dimensions, we
present the expressions valid in the n-dimensional spacetime, which has one time
x° and (n—1)-dimensional space (x1,..., x"~1).

The operand of quantum fields is called a state. The totality of states is
an infinite-dimensional complex linear space equipped with an indefinite inner
product, which is called an indefinite-metric Hilbert space. Except for the
positive-definite case, no one yet knows how to introduce appropriate topology
into it. Properties concerning topology are suitably assumed, whenever neces-
sary, on the basis of physical intuition, as long as we do not explicitly encounter
internal inconsistency.

Canonical formalism based on the Lagrangian is the most elegant and
transparent method of formulating physical theories; every fundamental theory
seems to have this framework. Unfortunately, however, the canonical formalism
of quantum field theory is devoid of mathematical rigor, but what is importnat
here is to formulate a physical theory but not to construct a theory of mathematics.
Mathematical rigor is important at the final stage of accomplishing the theory,
but it cannot be a guiding principle for constructing a physical theory.

In field theories, the most fundamental quantity is the action, which is an

*) Some notational changes are made; e.g., £=>1, é,=> — G, [,* =>—0,*%, [,=> — 0y, Q.=
—-Q., etc.
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n-dimensional integral of a local® function of fields, called the Lagrangian
density. We can always rearrange the Lagrangian density in such a way that it
contains no second or higher derivatives of fields and is at most quadratic with
respect to first derivatives. In the Lagrangian density, the constant term is
meaningless and the part linear with respect to fields can be eliminated by
redefining fields. The part quadratic with respect to fields is called the free
Lagrangian density, and the remainder is the interaction Lagrangian density,
in which coefficients are called coupling constants. All field equations are
derived from the action on the basis of the variational principle.

In contrast with the classical theory, quantum fields are not subject to any
controllable conditions such as initial conditions. This is because quantum
fields are the most fundamental objects representing natural laws themselves.
In quantum field theory, what supplement field equations are canonical com-
mutation relations. To set them up is called canonical quantization. The
rules of canonical quantization are the straightforward extension of those in
quantum mechanics (see Section 8). Since the number of spatial points is
continuously infinite, we use the (n—1)-dimensional delta function in place of a
Kronecker delta. Since there are, in general, fields obeying Fermi statistics in
addition to those obeying Bose one, an anticommutator is used for two operators
obeying Fermi statistics in place of a commutator.

Unless the Lagrangian density is a free one, field equations contain non-
linear terms. Furthermore, the canonical conjugate, which is defined by
differentiating the Lagrangian density with respect to the time derivative of a
canonical field (a continuously infinite set of canonical variables), is, in general,
non-linear with respect to fields. Since fields are operator-valued generalized
functions, it is not mathematically sensible to consider their product at the same
spacetime point. This is the origin of the well-known divergence difficulty of
quantum field theory. In the four-dimensional world, the divergence difficulty
can be made harmless by a subtraction procedure, called renormalization, in
perturbation theory (power series expansion with respect to coupling constants),
provided that the theory is renormalizable.**) Even for a renormalizable theory,
however, no one knows how to deal with the divergence problem in a non-
perturbative way. Instead of pursuing this mathematical problem, we naively

*) In general, “local” means depending on a single spacetime point.
**) Roughly speaking, a theory is renormalizable if all coupling constants appearing in its
Lagrangian density have non-positive dimension of length in natural units.
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assume that any product of fields at the same spacetime point exists, though its
definition is unknown, and that it is unique, that is, operator ordering in any
local product of fields has no meaning.® Indeed, without this understanding,
it would be impossible to start with the Lagrangian density in quantum field
theory.

If the action is invariant under a group of transformations of fields, we say
that the theory has a symmetry defined by those transformations. If they
transform spacetime coordinates, too, it is a spacetime symmetry, and otherwise
it is an internal symmetry. As is well known, the symmetry defined by con-
tinuous transformations can well be described by infinitesimal ones. Given a
continuous symmetry, one obtains the corresponding conserved current through
the Noether theorem. The spatial (n—1)-dimensional integral of its zeroth
component formally defines a conserved charge, which may or may not be a
well-defined operator, but is sensible as the generator of the original symmetry
(if the theory is consistent).

Though spacetime coordinates x* are not transformed in an internal sym-
metry, its transformation law may depend on x*. The transformations
containing arbitrary (C*® class) functions of x* are called local gauge transfor-
mations. The theory invariant under local gauge transformations is called a
gauge theory, which usually contains a specially transforming vector field, called
a gauge field. A gauge theory is called abelian or non-abelian according as the
corresponding spacetime-independent internal symmetry group is abelian or not.
The Maxwell theory of electromagnetism is an abelian gauge theory, while the
Yang-Mills theory is used as a synonym of the non-abelian gauge theory.

The gauge theory of the above definition in its strict sense can exist only as
the classical theory. It is impossible to construct quantum fields if the theory is
invariant under local gauge transformations. In order to quantize a gauge
theory, therefore, one must introduce a gauge-fixing Lagrangian density and the
corresponding FP-ghost*® one. Thus the quantum gauge theory is no longer
invariant under local gauge transformations. But, instead, it becomes invariant
under a new spacetime-independent symmetry, called the BRS symmetry,***)
which obeys Fermi statistics. The existence of the BRS symmetry is extremely

*) Of course, we must take account of a signature factor owing to the ordering of fields
obeying Fermi statistics.
**) Faddeev-Popov ghost [25].
##%) Becchi-Rouet-Stora symmetry [26].
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important because it guarantees the probabilistic interpretability of the quantum
gauge theory (see Section 16).

Quantum field theory is quite a successful fundamental theory, which
describes strong, electromagnetic and weak interactions of elementary particles.
On the other hand, the correct theory describing gravitational interaction is
undoubtedly Einstein’s general relativity. In contrast with special relativity,
which is purely kinematic, general relativity contains the dynamics of the gravi-
tational field. It is, therefore, impossible to extend quantum field theory by
simply requiring invariance under general coordinate transformations instead
of Poincaré invariance, that is, the gravitational field should be regarded as
another quantum field.

It is, however, quite unsatisfactory to deal with the gravitational field in a
rigid framework of Minkowski space, because general relativity is an extension
of special relativity to non-inertial frames. Indeed, at the presence of the
gravitational field, it is unreasonable to presuppose the existence of the unde-
formable light-cone. Since the gravitational field plays the role of spacetime
metric in general relativity, when it is quantized, spacetime can no longer be a
manifold nor an object of geometry. Planck length (~10-33 cm) is a scale in
which spacetime loses its geometrical structure. Spacetime coordinates x* are
now n parameters, which can be identified with the geometrical spacetime only
asymptotically.

General relativity is similar to a gauge theory in the sense that general
coordinate transformations contain arbitrary functions of x*. Hence it is
natural to apply the method of quantizing a gauge field to gravity, though
general relativity is qualitatively different from a gauge theory in the following
respects.
1° The Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian density is a highly non-polynomial,
unrenormalizable one.
2° Poincaré invariance is not an appropriate framework.
3° General covariance is a spacetime symmetry.
4° No gauge field is present as a fundamental field.

In the following sections, taking account of the above observations, we
present a very satisfactory quantum field theory of general relativity.
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§3. Notation

Throughout the present article, the following notation is used.

We employ natural units, that is, c=hA=1, where ¢ and 2rn#/ denote the
light velocity and the Planck constant, respectively. Also, the Einstein gravi-
tational constant xk=8nc¢~*G is set equal to unity, where G denotes the Newton
gravitational constant.

The spacetime dimension is denoted by n. General relativity does not
exist for n=2, whence we assume n=3.

The conventional notation of tensor calculus is employed. In particular,
summation over repeated indices should always be understood. We use p, v, 4,
p, 0, T, etc. for spacetime (world) indices, k, I, etc. for spatial indices, and a, b, c,
d, etc. for indices of the internal Minkowski space, whose metric is denoted
by s (Moo= —N11=""=—Mp-1x-1=1, N5 =0 for a#b).

A middle dot (-) indicates that differentiation does not act beyond it; for
instance, d4-B=(0A4)B. Differentiation with respect to x* is written as d,.
If more than one spacetime points are relevant, d/0x* and 0/dy* are distinguished
by writing 0% and 0}, respectively. Differentiation with respect to x° is some-
times denoted by an upper dot; for example, & =0,P.

The integral is always written as de(u-) rather than g(---)dx. Further-

more, we use the following abbreviations:
+om +o
(31) Sd"‘l_x(...)= S dxl...g dX"—l(---),

(3.2 Sdnx(...);.giz dxo Sdn—1x(...),

The expression which is obtained from its preceding one only by inter-
changing some indices is abbreviated as ( « ); for instance,

(3.3) A,B,—-C,,—(uev)=4,B,-C,,—A,B,+C,,.

The Dirac notation is used for states and their inner products. A state
having a name f is denoted by |f) instead of writing ¥,. The inner product
(¥4, ¥,) in the mathematical notation is written as {h|f, and if 4 is an operator,
(A¥,, ¥,) is written as (h|4|f>. We do not take care of the domain of any
operator. Hence (h|A|f) represents (¥, A'¥,), too, where a dagger (1)
indicates hermitian conjugation. In particular, “hermitian™ (4= A") is used as
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a synonym of self-adjoint.
It should always be understood that differentiation with respect to a quantity
obeying Fermi statistics is made from the left.
Some special symbols are introduced for simplifying the description. We
often use a signature factor, € (®;, @,), defined by
e(P,, P,)=—1 if both &, and &, obey Fermi statistics,
3.4
e(P,, ¢,)=+1 otherwise.
Square root of a signature factor is defined by ./ +1=+1 and J=1=+i
Since we must use a commutator [®,, ®,] or an anticommutator {®,, P,}
appropriately according to the statistics of ¢, and @,, it is convenient to introduce
a =-commutator defined by

(3.5) [®4, <p2]*=<1>1q§2_-e(¢1, D,)P,9; .
We use the following abbreviations:

(3.6) (D1, @5 Js=[P1(x), P2(x)]s |x0=x05

(3.7) 5n=1 =TT 8(xk—x'¥).
k=1

§4. Fundamental Fields

In order to describe gravity, we need the following seven fundamental
fields:

(4.1 hua(%)5 by(x), €(x), TAX); 5ap(X), ted(X), Tes(x).
They are all hermitian.

In the four-dimensional world, h,(x) is called vierbein or tetrad, but, in
the n-dimensional world, it is called vielbein. In the classical theory, it means
a set of n basis vectors in the tangent space of the spacetime manifold, but, in
the quantum theory, it is merely a set of n vector fields.

The symmetric gravitational field g,,(x), which represents the world metric
in the classical theory, is defined by

(4'2) gnv(x) = nabhua(x)hvb(x) = gvu(x) .

Its contravariant component g#*(x) is defined by

(4.3) 9u(x)g*(x) =0,
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as usual. Raising and lowering a world index is made by means of g*¥(x) and
9,,(x), respectively. Though general covariance is broken in quantum gravity,
the distinction between “‘covariant” and “contravariant’’ is still very important

because general linear invariance is retained.

We set
4.9 h(x)=det h,*(x).
Then (4.2) implies that
4.5) [h(x)]*= —det g,,(x).
We also set
(4.6) g**(x)=h(x)g"(x).

We call b,(x) the gravitational B field and c°(x) and ¢(x) the gravitational
FP ghosts. They are world vectors. Likewise, we call s,(x) the internal-
Lorentz B field and t.(x) and {,4(x) the internal-Lorentz FP ghosts. They are
world scalars but antisymmetric tensors under local internal Lorentz trans-
formations.*)

The three fields h,,(x), b,(x), and s,(x) obey Bose statistics, while the four
FP ghosts c°(x), £,(x), t.4(x), and #,,(x) obey Fermi statistics.

Of course, gravity couples with matter fields, but no one knows the correct
set of fundamental matter fields. Fortunately, the construction of the quantum-
gravity theory is essentially independent of the information about matter fields,
as long as their Lagrangian density is a scalar density under general coordinate
transformations and invariant under local internal Lorentz transformations.
But whenever a concrete example is necessary, we consider quantum electro-

dynamics, in which we have the following fundamental fields:
4.7 U(x); A,(x), B(x), C(x), C(x).

Here, y(x) is non-hermitian, while all others are hermitian.

We call Y(x) the Dirac field, which is not a world spinor but a world scalar
and is a spinor under local internal Lorentz transformations. We call A,(x)
the electromagnetic field, B(x) the electromagnetic B field, and C(x) and C(x)
the electromagnetic FP ghosts. A,(x) is a world vector and others are world
scalars. The two fields 4,(x) and B(x) obey Bose statistics, while the three fields

*) Local internal Lorentz transformations are local gauge transformations, but there is no
corresponding fundamental gauge field.
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(%), C(x), and C(x) obey Fermi statistics.

§5. Classical Results

For convenience of later uses, we here summarize some classical results of
general relativity, which remain valid also in quantum gravity.

Hereafter we omit to write the argument x* of a local quantity explicitly
unless necessary.

Let d,6” - [@5]*, be the infinitesimal change of a local quantity ¢; under an
infinitesimal general coordinate transformation x'V=x"+¢". For a tensor
Py=@°1 %, , we have

r S
(D) oo, Ih =X ooy oo o= 3 8o

4 4 T1Tq-1VTg+1"Ts .
c1°°0r 1
If @o1;7er. is a tensor density,
u e
(-2) — 8o

should be added to the right-hand side of (5.1).

Then the covariant derivative is expressed as

(53) Vu(pl = au(pE + rulv[(p}:]lv H

where the affine connection I',;” is defined by

(5.4) T =502+ 02810 — 0,8, =T
so as to have
(5.5 Vy9s:=0.
For vielbein, its covariant derivative including internal Lorentz part vanishes:
(5.6) o —=T,*h " +@,%h,, =0,
where the spin connection w,*® is defined by
5.7 ®, 0 =h*3,h,—TI,,"hP)=—w,ba.

In contrast with I',;¥, ®,%® is a world vector, but it is not covariant under local
internal Lorentz transformations.
The Riemann tensor R*,,, is defined by

(5.83) (7, PJe*=R%*,,.0°



1104 NOBORU NAKANISHI

for an arbitrary vector ¢*. The Ricci tensor R, is given by
(5.9) R,,=R* ;=R,,=0,I,°—0,I,°+T,,*I';"~T,*T;,°,

and we set R=R*,. Then we have an identity
(5.10) V,,(Ruv -é—guvR>=0.

The following identities are derived by the theory of invariant variations
(second Noether theorem). Let & be an arbitrary local function of fields @,
containing no second or higher derivatives of them. If & is a scalar density
under general coordinate transformations, then we have three identities

(5.11) ;a ([qs,,] ) >+ 30,8, ng=o,
(5.12) T0.0, a(a z [T - T[0,)" ‘W—amu 0,

(5.13) A, = — A,
where 6/6® , denotes the Euler derivative, namely,

OF _0F _, oF

(5.14) 56,00, 33,8,
and
_0F
LA — __

If &# is invariant under local internal Lorentz transformations, we have two
identities
(5.16) 3 (@.0% §5-=0,
(5.17) Y (@)% 07 =0

7 b@((?”(D R

where ¢,%(®)%, denotes the infinitesimal change of & under a local internal
Lorentz transformation described by an infinitesimal function e, antisymmetric
in a and b.

§6. Lagrangian Density

The classical theory of general relativity formulated in terms of vielbein is
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invariant both under general coordinate transformations (having n degrees of
freedom) and under local internal Lorentz transformations (having n(n—1)/2
degrees of freedom). In the quantum-gravity theory, however, those local
symmetries must be explicitly broken.

The Lagrangian density of our theory of quantum gravity is given by

(6.1) g=$E+°?GF+$FP+gLGF+$LFP+$MF-
Here % denotes the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian density
(6.2) Ze=(1/2)hR.

Por and Zpp are called the gravitational gauge-fixing Lagrangian density
and the gravitational FP-ghost Lagrangian density, respectively, which are
defined by (cf. [1])

(63) °(£GF= —g‘”aubv’
(6.4) ,S,PFP= —ig”vauép . avC"’ .

Pior and % pp are called the internal-Lorentz gauge-fixing Lagrangian
density and the internal-Lorentz FP-ghost Lagrangian density, respectively,
which are defined by (cf. [5])

(65) "gLGF =- guvwvabausab s

(66) ¢=?LFF': —ig’”auiab'(th)ab s
where

(6'7) (D\vqo)ab:av¢ab+wvac(pcb—wvbc¢ca .

Zur denotes the matter-field Lagrangian density.

It is important to note that %, % gr, Lirp and Pyp are scalar densities
under general coordinate transformations, but Zgr and % break this prop-
erty; they are scalar densities only under general linear transformations.
On the other hand, %y, Lgp, Lrp and Py are invariant under local internal
Lorentz transformations, but %, sr and % gp are non-invariant; they are in-
variant only under global® internal Lorentz transformations.

The difference in form between Zpp and % gp reflects the fact that the
translation group is abelian, whereas the Lorentz group is non-abelian.

As a concrete example of Py, we consider the case of quantum electro-
dynamics, in which we have

* “Global™ means not involving an arbitrary spacetime function.
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(6.8) Lvr =Lem+ Lemcr+ Lemrr+ L0 -

Here Zgy is the Maxwell Lagrangian density

69) Pow = = 1 hg*g" FuF o,
where
(6.10) F,,=03,4,—0,4,= —F,,.

Lemor and Feuep are called the electromagnetic gauge-fixing Lagrangian
density and the electromagnetic FP-ghost Lagrangian density, respectively,
which are defined by

(6-11) Lemer= —-g""AvauB,
(6.12) '?EMFP= ‘—"iguva“C'avC-

The similarity between %, gr and ZLgygr and that between Zpp and Fgypp are

noteworthy. %, is the Dirac Lagrangian density

(6.13) Lo=ihy o [yX(0, +w,—ied,) +im]y,
where

(6.14) yo=hua,,

(6.15) 0, =160,

(6.16) b=y Lo 1],

(617) {';)a’ i}b} =2ﬂab 3

and e and m are real constants (bare charge and bare mass). Though the above
expression for %, is non-hermitian, it is possible to replace it by a hermitian
quantity without changing the corresponding action.

§7. Field Equations

Since % contains second derivatives, it is convenient to replace it by
~ 1 -
(7.1) $E=7g"v(ruvlrzad—rualrwl“)-

Since the difference % — Z; is a total divergence, the action remains unchanged
by this replacement.
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In order to eliminate the derivative of b,, we also replace Z;r by
(1.2) Lor=0,G"-b,.

On the other hand, we do not eliminate the derivative of s,,, because w,*? already
contains the derivatives of vielbeins.

Thus the starting Lagrangian density of canonical formalism is*)

73) F=Ze+ Lor+ Lrv+ Licr+ Lo+ Lur
where

(7.4) L—$=0,9,

(7.5) D= (g7~ §49G7)0,9,e— G**b,.

Field equations are

5%

(1.6) 55,

=0,

where @, goes over all fields involved in 2.
From the Euler equation for h,,, we obtain the quantum Einstein equation

(1], [5]:

&) Ry =5 0uR—Ept 50 E= =T,
where
(7.8) E,, =0d,b,+i0,¢,-0,c°+(uv)=E,,,
(1.9 E =Ex,
(7.10) Ty, =Ty + o
(7.11) T =—h i X Frert Fipe)
»
(1.12) Ty = —h~1h", 5524: .

From the Euler equations for b,, ¢,, and c*, we obtain

(7.13) 8,5 =0,
(7.14) 8,(§"0,c%)=0,
(1.15) 3,(§478,2,) =0,

*) In Zyur, Lemcr should also be replaced by Zeucr=04(3%4,)-B.
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respectively. The equation (7.13) has the same form as the de Donder condition
or the harmonic coordinate condition, but in quantum gravity it is a field
equation at the same level as the quantum Einstein equation.

From the Euler equations for s, f,, and t,,, we obtain

(7.16) 0(g"w,*") =0,
(7.17) 0,Lg*(D,1)**] =0,
(7.18) 0,Lg"(D,1)**] =0,

respectively. Here use has been made of (7.16) in deriving (7.18). In (7.14)-
(7.18), we may interchange the order of d, and g** because of (7.13).

Now, since Zgp» Lirp, and Zyp are scalar densities under general
coordinate transformation, it follows from (5.11) and the field equations (7.6)
for @ ,#h,, that

(7.19) P, =V, Ty =0.

Hence the quantum Einstein equation (7.7) implies that

(7.20) V”<E‘” -——%g‘“’E) ~0.

With the aid of (7.13)-(7.15), (7.20) reduces to a remarkably simple equation
[1], [5]:

(7.21) 0,(g**0,b,)=0.

As is discussed in Section 11, it is very important to note that (7.13), (7.21),
(7.14), and (7.15) can be put together into

(7.22) 0.(§*9,X)=0,

where X =(x%, b, ¢, C,).
Since %y is invariant under local internal Lorentz transformations, it
follows from (5.16) and the field equations (7.6) for @ ,# h,, that

(7.23) Tty = Tavy -

But one must note that the same does not hold for T;,,. Hence the antisym-
metric part of the quantum Einstein equation (7.7) is

(7.24) T — Tinu=0,

or equivalently [5],
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(7.25) 0,(g"{(D,5)** —i[(D,1)* — (a—b)]})=0.

It is remarkable that all field equations, except for the symmetric part of the
quantum Einstein equation, have the form of the conservation law.

Finally, if we adopl quantum electrodynamics as an example of matter-
field part [8], we obtain

(7.26) Oy(hF*Y) + g#v0,B=¢ej*,
(7.27) 63" 4)=0,

(7.28) 9,(g"0,0)=0,

(7.29) 2(g"0,C)=0,

(7.30) (0, + w,—ieA,)+im]y=0.

Here j* is the electric current defined by

(7.31) JE=hy ey,
which is conserved, namely,
(7.32) 0,j*=0

because of the electromagnetic U(1) symmetry. Note that (7.32) is equivalent
to F,j*=0 in contrast with the case of hT*'. From the quantum Maxwell
equation (7.26) and the current conservation (7.32), we obtain

(7.33) 0,(g**0,B)=0.
The equations (7.33), (7.28), and (7.29) have the form of (7.22).

§8. Canonical Quantization

Given a Lagrangian density £ and a canonical field ®@,, the canonical
conjugate, I14, of @, is defined by

~

_ 0%
—_aéA'

8.1 4
Then canonical quantization is carried out by setting up the canonical #-com-
mutation relations:

(8.2) [, P5'1=0,

(8.3) [I14, &5’ ], = —iofo" 1,
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(8.4 L4, I1#], =0,

where the abbreviated notation given in (3.6) and (3.7) is used.

Among the seven fundamental fields of quantum gravity listed in (4.1), the
six fields other than b, are canonical fields. Likewise, among the five funda-
mental fields (4.7) of quantum electrodynamics, the four fields other than B are
canonical fields. The B fields are generally non-canonical, but there is an
important exception of s,,. The correct general rule is that the total canonical
degrees of freedom of a gauge-like field and its B field minus that of its FP
ghosts is equal to the degrees of physical (i.e., observable) freedom of the system.
In the four-dimensional world (n=4), this arithmetic for quantum gravity goes
like 164+6—4x2—6x 2=2, that is, gravitons (i.e., quanta of gravitational wave)
have two degrees of physical freedom, just as photons (i.e., quanta of electro-
magnetic wave) do (4—1x2=2). The basis of this rule is the quartet mechanism
explained in Section 16.

It is of fundamental importance that canonical quantization can be carried
out consistently owing to the introduction of g and & gg. Our theory is
not of a constrained system in sharp contrast with the classical general relativity.
We therefore need not apply the Dirac canonical method for constrained systems
[27], which is known to be unsatisfactory in the quantum treatment of con-

straints.

§9. Equal-Time Commutators

From the canonical *-commutation relations (8.2)—(8.4) together with
(7.13) and n components (---),° of (7.7)," we can calculate all of the equal-time
x-commutators [®,, '], and [P, $5'], for the seven fundamental fields (4.1)
of gravity. It is quite remarkable that they are explicitly obtained in closed
Jorm, though the calculation is very elaborate and much involved [2], [6], [8].
Their expressions are independent of %y, but there is no general proof of this
proposition, because the canonical conjugate of h,, receives the contribution from
Pur if it contains h,,. The following results are derived under the assumption
that %, may contain ., but has no other terms containing ..

From (8.2), [®,, Pp']s vanishes if neither &, nor &y are b,. By explicit
computation, we find that

*) Necessity of field equations is due to the non-canonical nature of b,.
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6.1 [hyar by 1= —16%h,,,(§°0) 16" ~1
and
92) [®, b,'1=0

for the fields @ other than h,,.
The *-commutators [, d5'], are as follows, where we omit to present
[Bp, D' 1s if [P,, Pp']s is given, because

(9-3) [¢Aa d’B’]* = 60[<DA, QDB']* - [‘pAa 453']* .
1°  Commutators involving h,, and b, only
. -1
(94) [huas hvb,] = _é‘l [(‘;i‘_ 1) huahvb - hubhva —Guvllas
+ (gOO)—l (5259'711!! + 5;(ylobhva + 5g))hoahub + hOahObguv)](g'OO)—lan—l 5

9-5)  [hyas b,"1=1[0phyq (5°°)7 = 80h,400(§°°) 115"

upa

- i['_)'(g'OO)—l'g"Okaﬁ —- 5ﬁ]hpa(5"_1)k ,

where

0.6) (0" M) =0,[(4°0)10"1];

©.7 (b, b,'1=1(0,b,+0,b;)(§°°)~16"1.

2° Independent non-vanishing *-commutators involving either ¢® or ¢,
(9.8) [c°, b,'1=10,c-(§°0) 1"~ 1,

0.9 (¢, b, 1=18,¢,-(§°0)~1om~ 1 ;

9.10) {c°, &'} =89(g0°)~16m—1.

3° Non-vanishing *-commutators between either h,, or b, and one of s,
tcda and fcd

O1) Do ST =iy =, @) 1571

(9'12) [(pcd’ bp’] =i6p(pcd * (500)— lén— ! fOI' Pea=Scas tcd’ and fcd'
4° Independent non-vanishing *-commutators involving s, .4, and #,, only

©.13) Ca fea' 1= iDnatac = Maatne = (cod)] (§°0) 1671

9.14) {tas cd'}= —%—(nacnbd_nadﬂbc) (g°9)~1em—1.



1112 NOBORU NAKANISHI

Finally, we mention the *=-commutators related to the fields (4.7) of quantum
electrodynamics. Since the number of independent [®,, $,'],’s is large, we
here present the non-vanishing [®,, ®5'],’s only.

9.15) [4,, b, 1= —i604,(4°) 16" 1,
9.16) [4,, B']=i0%(g°%) 1! ;
©-17 W (W1} = (g3 167

§10. Tensorlike Commutation Relations

There is a remarkable regularity in the equal-time commutators involving
b,. From a large number of examples, we can deduce the following general
formula [8]:*

(10.1) [@s, b, 1=i[@;1°,(§°)~ 16",

where ¢y is a local operator which is a tensor or a tensor density under general
coordinate transformations, and [¢;]*, is defined by (5.1). Since d,¢&"-[@5]*,
is the infinitesimal change of ¢; under an infinitesimal general coordinate trans-
formation xV=x"+¢", (10.1) is consistent with the rules of tensor calculus,
that is, the form of (10.1) is preserved for linear combination, for tensor product,
and for contraction of indices, and therefore for raising or lowering any tensor
index by means of g#* or g,,. Hence we call (10.1) a tensorlike commutation
relation. Though general covariance is lost through quantization, it is revived
at least partially in the form of the tensorlike commutation relation.

The validity of (10.1) is confirmed for the fundamental fields h,,, Sz, ta, Ay,
B, C, C, their first covariant derivatives, Ty and R, and therefore all tensors
and tensor densities composed from them according to the rules of tensor calculus
[81.

Since the affine connection I',;” is not a tensor in contrast with w,*?, the

commutator between it and b, contains a non-tensorlike term:
(10.2)  [Tu" b1 =i(83T 20— 60T ,i* — 83T,.,") (§°0)16m
+i63[20969(5%0) 1 §°% — 3365 — 5391 (5" 1)

where (6"~ 1), is defined by (9.6).
By using (10.2), we see that if (10.1) is valid for ¢j;, then it is also valid for

*) The non-canonical nature of b, is crucial for the validity of (10.1).
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its spatial covariant derivative F,¢ps. Since (10.1) is an equal-time commutation
relation, we cannot discuss its validity for the time covariant derivative Fyg;.
But, if we assume the validity of (10.1) for Fy¢y, then we can calculate [¢y, b,"]
and hence [¢;, b ,'] by means of (9.3). In this way, we find that [15]

(10.3) [@s, b1 =10,05-(§°0) 716" +i[05]%,{0o(5°°) 715"~
+2(g°) 1 G0 )} —il@s] (0" i
This formula is again tensorlike in the sense stated above.

Though (10.3) holds for several examples [see (9.5), (9.8), (9.9),% and (9.12)],
a counterexample to it is found. Since we can rewrite (7.7) as

(10.4) E,=R,,+T,—(n-2)"1g,T,

E,, is a tensor, though it has no classical counterpart. The commutator
[E,,, b » 1, however, contains a non-tensorlike term [15]

(10.5)  2i8,0,b,- [555:§O° — 5559501 — 595} §O% + 5959+1] (§°°) ~26"~

in addition to the tensorlike terms expected from the right-hand side of (10.3).
Note that the coefficient of gy, in R,, is precisely proportional to the quantity in
the square brackets of (10.5).

The commutator between E,, and ¢° (or ¢,) is precisely equal to (10.5) with
replacement of b, by ¢ (or ¢;). In general, [¢;, b,"] and [¢y, l')p’] are totally
tensorlike if and only if [¢y, ¢c?’]=0 and if and only if [¢;, ¢°']1=0, respectively
(see Section 15).

§11. Choral Symmetry

As is suggested in Section 7, it is a very attractive idea to introduce the
concept of the 4n-dimensional supercoordinate

(1L.1) X=(x* b,, %, &).

Weuse X, Y, Z, U, etc. to express 4n-dimensional supercoordinates. Note that all
fundamental fields other than b,, ¢ and ¢, are quantities transforming as tensors
under general coordinate transformations. The remarkably beautiful structure
of the theory becomes clearer by rewriting it into the 4n-dimensional form.

First, we introduce the 4n-dimensional supermetric n(X, Y) by

*) In this respect, ¢’ and é. should be regarded as scalars.
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(11.2) { 1% bp)=n(by, x)=n(c*, &)= —n(C,, )=,

n(X, ¥)=0 otherwise.

Here, supercoordinates are used as indices, that is, X and Y play the role of u
and v in #,,. Corresponding to #*, the contravariant component, (X, Y),
of (X, Y) is defined by

[ fi(x*, b,)=7(b,, x*)= —fi(c*, ¢,)=7(C,, c*)=6%,
(X, Y)=0  otherwise,

(11.3)

in such a way that
(11.4) 21X, Zy(Z, Y)=d(X, Y),

where 6(X, Y) denotes the 4n-dimensional Kronecker delta.
Next, we introduce two kinds of 4n-dimensional supertransformations
defined by the following (Z,-graded) derivations [14]:

(11.5) 0% x(P) =0x(P) — 0x(x*)0,P,

(11.6) 5%, /(@) =By, (@) — 5 1(x")0,

with the Leibniz rules

11.7) Ox(P1D,)=0x(P )P, +e (X, D)P,5x(P,),
(11.8) Ox y(P19,)=0x y(P)P,+ ¢ (XY, P)P,0x y(P;),
where

(11.9) ox(U)=i/ =€ (X, Un(X, U),

(11.10) Sx(U)=i{/—e(XY, U) [n(Y, U)X —e (X, Y)n(X, U)Y]
for a 4n-dimensional supercoordinate U, and

(11.11) Ox(¢5)=0,

(11.12) Ox,y(¢z)=—{n(Y, x)0,X - [@s]*,— (XY)}

for a tensor field ¢@j.

The first terms and the second terms in the right-hand sides of (11.5) and
(11.6) are the intrinsic parts and the orbital parts, respectively. It is very
important to recognize that the intrinsic supertransformations éx and éy y are
more fundamental concepts than J*y and d%y y.

According to (11.9), the orbital term of (11.5) is non-vanishing if and only
if X is b,, and likewise that of (11.6) is non-vanishing if and only if at least either
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X or Yis b, In those cases, the supertransformations are spacetime ones;
otherwise 0¥y and 0¥y y are supertransformations for internal symmetries. The
spacetime intrinsic supertransformations do not commute with d,, but 6*y and
0*yy always commute with 0,, corresponding to the fact that d%y(x")
= 6% 5 4(x") =0.

For any local operator @ which has its classical counterpart, (11.5), (11.11),
and (11.9) imply that

(11.13) 0*(D)=n(X, x)0,P.
As for 6*y y, from (11.6), (11.12), and (11.10), we have
(11.14) 0*x (@) ={—n(Y, x) (0,X - [¢s]*,— X0,05)} —(X&Y).

This relation holds for any local operator ¢y which is a tensor or a tensor density
at the classical level, because (11.14) is tensorlike in the sense stated in Section 10
and its form is preserved under covariant differentiation, as is confirmed by using

(11.15)  o*x y(I' o) ={—n(Y, x*)(8,X - [T 1*,— X0,I ;")
+n(Y. x10,0, X} —(X-Y),
where [I',.*]#, is defined directly by (5.1) though I',* is not a tensor.

In particular, if & is a scalar density ([#]*,= —§“%), (11.13) and (11.14)
show that both §* (&) and 6*y y(&) are total divergences. Without using field
equations, we thus see that Sd"x,fE, g d"x% 6F> S d"x%; gp, and S d"xPur
are invariant under the supertransformations 6*y and 6%y .

The quantity E,, defined by (7.8) can be rewritten as

(11.16) Ew= 3 (U, VYU, V)2,U-0,V,
U,

that is, E,, is essentially a “4n-dimensional scalar product’’ of two superco-
ordinates apart from the ordinary tensor indices x and v. Indeed, from (11.5)-
(11.10), we can show that 6*y(E,,) and 6*y y(E,,) behave as if E,, were a covariant
tensor at the classical level. Since

(11.17) Lox+ Lep=——GWE,,,

we see that Sd"x(,?GF+$FP) is also invariant. Thus the action Sd"x.‘? is
invariant under our 4n-dimensional supertransformation.
This symmetry is called the choral symmetry®).

*) The name ‘“‘choral” is owing to the fact that it was proposed in the ninerh paper [ 9] of the
series.
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§12. 4n-Dimensional Poincaré-like Superalgebra

Since the action is invariant under the 4n-dimensional supertransformations
(11.5) and (11.6), the Noether theorem implies that the Noether supercurrents
0

(12.1) PH(X) = ;5*X(¢A)W+ax(xu)x+5*x(9u) ,

(122) AKX, Y) =Y 0% y(® +0x, y (X)L + %4 y(D¥)
A

) X%
410(0,9 ,)
are conserved, where @, goes over all fundamental fields.

By using the identity (5.12) (we set F =% gr+ Lrrp+Lur) together with

the field equations other than

(12.3) 0,(§*79,X)=0,
we can rewrite (12.1) and (12.2) as [14]

(124) PHX)=PHX)— 6, 5"(X),

(12.5) ANX, V)= 44X, Y)—0,5X, Y),

respectively. Here we set

(12.6) 2HX)=g*0,X,
(12.7) MAH(X, Y)=\/e(X, Y)§*(X0,Y—0,X-Y),
and

(12.8) 94X, ¥) =85, (x")| S H(gg" = 9")0.9.

-3 10,7, AGror b TLert Zue) 1L [5090,65, (6% = 30,65,y (#)],
n

F*4(X) being obtained from (12.8) by replacing dx y(x*) by dx(x*)= —n(X, x").

Since both ##4(X) and #**(X, Y) are antisymmetric under the interchange
ue—i [cf. (5.13)], both 2#(X) and ##(X, Y) satisfy the conservation law
0,2"X)=0,#"X, Y)=0, as is manifestly seen from (12.6) and (12.7). Thus
the conserved supercharges are given by

(12.9) P(X)= S dn-1x29(X),

(12.10) M(X, Y) =5 dn=1x.4%(X, Y)
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apart from possible surface terms. Here, in the left-hand sides, supercoordi-
nates play the role of indices only.
From (12.10), we see that

(12.11) MY, X)=—-¢(X, Y)M(X, Y).

Hence the number of independent M(X, Y)’s is 8n2. Since that of P(X) is, of
course, 4n, we have 4n(2n+ 1) independent supercharges.

The spatial integrations in (12.9) and (12.10) may not be convergent, that is,
P(X) and M(X, Y) may be ill-defined operators. Given an ill-defined charge,
it is sometimes possible to make it well-defined by adding a certain surface in-
tegral, but sometimes it is impossible to construct a well-defined one.

In any case, however, all charges are sensible as the generators of the cor-
responding transformations for any local operator @, as noted in Section 2,
in the following sense. Since a charge is (at least formally) independent of
x%, we may set the x° of its integrand equal to the x'° of ®&(x’). Then the *-
commutator between the integrand and @ can be calculated by means of equal-
time s-commutators. Since it then has a support only at x*¥=x'*, the spatial
integration is obviously convergent. Thus a charge is always sensible as a
generator if it is understood that the spatial integration is carried out after
taking the *-commutator.

In the way explained above, we can calculate [P(X), @], and [M(X, Y), ®],
explicitly. We find (cf. [9], [10])

(12.12) [P(X), @], = —i0*x(P),
(12.13) [M(X, Y), @]u= —id*y y(P)

for any fundamental field ®. That is, P(X) and M(X, Y) are correctly the
generators of the choral symmetry. Note that non-infinitesimal transformations
are not necessarily sensible.

From (12.12) and (12.13), we can calculate the *-commutators between the
supercharges. We find (cf. [10])

(12.14)  [P(X), P(U)]x=0,
(12.15) [M(X, Y), P(U)]«
== XY, D) (Y, VPX)—e (X, )n(X, U)P(Y)],

(12.16) [M(X, Y), M(U, V)],
= JZe(XY, UMY [1(Y, UM(X, V)—e(X, V)X, UYM(Y, V)
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Thus they form a Z,-graded Lie algebra. Since it is remarkably similar to the
Poincaré algebra, we call it the 4n-dimensional Poincaré-like superalgebra.
This superalgebra is quite remarkable in the sense that it is a natural extension
of the ordinary n-dimensional spacetime symmetry.

Some special cases of the generators are of particular interest.
1° Translation generators [3]

(12.17) P,=P(b,);

(12.18) [P,, P]=—i0,D.

2° Generators of general linear transformations [3]
(12.19) M¢r,= —M(b,, x*)— M(C,, c*);
(12.20) [Me,, &]=i[P]*,—ix*0,P,

where [®]*, is defined by (5.1) even for #=b,, c°, and ..
3° Gravitational BRS charge [2]

(12.21) Qy=M(b;, c*) ;

(12.22) (Db, @5ls=—i0,c” - [@5]*, +ic*0,0;,
(12.23) [Qs, b,1=icd,b,,

(12.24) {Qy, c°}=ic¥0,c°,

(12.25) {0y, C.}=b.+ic"C,C, ;

(12.26) {04, 0} =0.

4° Gravitational FP-ghost number

(12.27) iQ.=1iM(c;, ¢*);

(12.28) [iQ., ]=0  for @®#c°, ¢,
(12.29) [iQ., c7}=ce,

(12.30) [iQ., ¢.]=—¢,;

(12.31) (Q., 0]1=0s.

Finally, we consider the case in which .Zy; contains the Lagrangian density
of quantum electrodynamics. In this case, the choral symmetry is extended by
three dimensions, because, as is seen from (7.33), (7.28), and (7.29), B, C, and C
satisfy an equation of the form (12.3). We therefore define the extended super-
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coordinate X by
(12.32) X=(x*1b, ¢’ ¢; B, C, C).
The extended supermetric n(X, Y) is defined by
n(x*, b,)=n(b,, x*)=n(c*, €,)=—n(c,, cV)=0%,
(12.33) 7(C, C)=—n(C, C)=1
n(X, ¥Y)=0 otherwise.
Then all the previous results concerning the generators are extended to this case
[12]. The electric BRS charge Qg and the electric FP-ghost number iQ. are
expressed as M(B, C) and iM(C, C), respectively.
Note that (X, B)=0 for any X. Hence all generators considered above
commute with P(B). There is, however, owing to (7.27), another generator,

(12.34) P(A)=gd"‘1xg”°"Av,

which does not commute with P(B). The commutators between M(X, ¥) and
P(A) can be described by (12.15) with

(12.35) nX, A)=6(X, B).

As is seen from the quantum Maxwell equation (7.26), P(B) equals the
electromagnetic charge operator apart from a surface integral, that is, P(B) is
nothing but the electromagnetic U(1) generator. Thus we have an indecom-
posable Z,-graded Lie algebra including both the spacetime symmetry and the
electromagnetic U(1) symmetry.

§13. Superalgebra in the Internal Lorentz Part

In this section, we describe the symmetry concerning the internal Lorentz
part [19].

Corresponding to the conservation laws (7.16), (7.25), (7.17), and (7.18),
we have the following 2n(n— 1) generators:

(13.1) P(we®)= g "= x50,
(13.2) P(sb) = g 4" 1xOV(D,5) —i[7 (D 1) — (ac>b)]} ,

(13.3) P(teb) =S dn- txOY(D, 1),
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(13.4) P(ie%) = S dn=1xgOY(D,Bye .

Because of the non-abelian nature of the Lorentz group, it is generally
impossible to have the quadratic-type generators. We can construct the gen-
erators having no Lorentz indices only:

(13.5) (s, )= g 1= 1x GOV 55Dy 1) — 3,5 - 199 41, Ty - 19,18,
(13.6) s, )= g dn=1x GOV 5,5(D\F) — 8,5, - 190 +iT, 7€ (D, )77,
(13.7) 0, )= iS A" 1xGOV[t(Dy1)7 — 8,1, - 190,
(13.8) 0, = ig dn=1xGOV[F (Do) — Oy - 1991,
(13.9) 0G, 1) =iS dn= 1 GOV[L (D, 1) — O L,y - 140] .

The independent non-vanishing *-commutators between the above 2n(n—1)
+ 5 generators and the fields of gravity together with w,*? are as follows.

(13.10) [P(@"), 5.i]=—5i(02050269);
(13.11) [P(s), h,.] = —Li(62h,? - 52h,9),
(13.12) [P(s™), 9°]= =5 iln*cgH —n=igH —(acb)]

— d d Fcd .
for @=w,c4, 54, <4, and 74;

(13.13) {P(?), Tog} =(8284—3269);

(13.14) [P(), 5cq] = il0%1%— 84— (ab)],
(13.15) {PA), 1o} = —5(6204—6259) ;

(13.16) [QGs, N, hy,]=it,"hy,

(13.17) [OGs, 1), 2] = —i(D,t)°*,

(1318) {Q(S, t)’ tab}=itactcb’

(13.19) {Q(S; 1), Eap} =Sabs
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(13.20) [OGss 1), hyal =12 hys

(13.21) [QGs, 1), 0,%]=—i(D,D)**,
(13.22) [QGs: 1), sap] =1(Ea"Sco = 15°5ca)
(13.23) {Q(s, 1), tap} =1(Ta0cp — 5 Lea) = iSap »
(13.24) {Q(s, ), Tap} =Tl ;

(13.25) (O, 1), sap]= =215t
(13.26) [O(t, 1), T =2it, ;

(13.27) [0G, 1), ta]= —ity,

(13.28) [0, 1), T =ify

(13.29) QG 1), sap] =241,

(13.30) [O(, ), tap]= —2il.

Each of those generators x-commutes with any generator of the 4n-dimen-
sional Poincaré-like superalgebra, that is, they separately form a Z,-graded
Lie algebra. In the following, we present the independent non-vanishing
*-commutators.
1° [P, Pls-type

(1331)  [(P(s*), Pg9)]=5i[1"*P(p*) ~1P(p**) — (ab)]

for (pcd=wcd, Scd, th, and 7cd:

(13.32)  {P@), P(i<D)} =%[n‘“’P(w”C)—n”P(w"“)—(aHb)].
2° [Q, Pls-type

(13.33)  [Q(Gs, 1), P(@?*)]= —iP(1*),

(13.34)  [Q(s, 1), P(w¥)]= —iP(i*) ;

(13.35)  {Q(s, B), P(1*)} = — P(s*?),

(13.36)  [O(, 1. P(t%¥)]= —iP(1eb),

(13.37)  [Q(Q. B, P(t7%)] = —2iP(t°?) ;

(13.38)  {Q(s, 1), P(i*")} =P(s°?),

(13.39)  [Q(, 1), P(#2b)] =2iP(te),

(13.40)  [QG, 1), P(I"t)] =iP(i*t).
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3° [Q. Qls-type
(13.41)  [Q(s, 1), O, N]=iQ(s, 1),
(13.42)  [Qs, 1), Q(F, D]=2iQ0(s, D) ;
(13.43) [QGs, D), O(t, )] = —2iQ(s, 1),
(13.44) [Q(s, ), Q(F, ] =—1Q(s, T) ;
(13.45) [0, »), Q(, D]=2iQ(1, 1),
(13.46) [o(t, v), Q(f, H]1=4iQ(i, 1),
(13.47) [QG, ©), O, 1)]1=2i0({, 7).
There is a complete parallelism between the above symmetry properties
in the internal Lorentz part of quantum gravity and those in the quantum theory
of the Yang-Mills field (in the Landau gauge).

Some generators of the above symmetry are of particular interest. The
global internal Lorentz generators™) are given by

(13.48) M, b =2P(s%?),
for which
(13.49) [Mi %, y]=—i6°by.

We call Q.=0Q(s, t) the internal-Lorentz BRS charge and iQ,=iQ(f, t) the

internal-Lorentz FP-ghost number.

§14. Spontaneous Breakdown of Symmetries

In quantum field theory, it is usually postulated that there is a unique
state, called the vacuum and denoted by |0), which is Poincaré invariant and
of the lowest energy (=0) and for which {0|0>=1. The vacuum, however,
may not be an eigenstate of a conserved charge. Given a generator of symmetry,
which we generically denote by Q, if there is a local operator @ such that

(14.1) <0I[Q, ®]+/0>+0.

then it is said that the symmetry generated by Q is spontaneously broken.
Note that the left-hand side of (14.1) must vanish if |0) is an eigenstate of Q.
If (14.1) holds, then ® contains a massless discrete spectrum, which implies

* Their Noether currents can be calculated by using (5.17).
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the existence of massless particles having the quantum numbers of @ (Goldstone
theorem).

From (12.12) and (12.13), we have

(14.2) OILP(x*), b,]10 =i,

(14.3) COI{P(c"), €,310> =07,

(14.4) COI{P(C,), ¢7310p = =675

(14.5) OI[M(x", x*), &,b,—8,b,]|0) = 2i(845} — 830%),
(14.6) <O{M(x*, c*), 0,¢,}(0) =845},

(14.7) CO|{M(x*, ¢,), 8,cP}|0y = — 5484 .

Thus the symmetries generated by P(x*), P(c*), P(¢,), M(x*, x), M(x®, cv),
and M(x*, ¢,) are necessarily spontaneously broken, and b,, ¢?, and ¢, contain a
massless discrete spectrum [7].

Likewise, from (13.10)—(13.30), we have

(14.8) COILP(@), 5,110y =-i(8234— 3269)
(14.9) COL{P(Y), T HOy =-(6234—6%5%),
(14.10) COl{P(EeP), 1,310y = —1-(8254—5269)

Thus the symmetries generated by P(w¢b), P(tb), and P(7°?) are necessarily
spontaneously broken, and s, f.4, and f,, contain a massless discrete spectrum
[71.

For the other gravitational symmetries, we can say nothing definite about
their spontaneous breakdown without additional information. We must specify
the representation of field operators, which is usually characterized by giving
the vacuum expectation values {0|®|0) of local operators ¢. Since we postulate
that translational invariance is not spontaneously broken, {0]®|0> must be a
constant.

Given h,,, we have tacitly assumed the existence of h*®, which is under-
standable only when the n x n matrix given by

(14.11) C0lh,,|0> = Ay

is non-singular. We then consider
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(14.12) G =Tash B} .

Since det iz,,“;éO, we can transform 4, into #,, by a general linear transformation
according to Sylvester’s law of inertia. Denoting it by u,°, we have

(1413) r’ab(uua};aa) (uvr}olrb) = r’u\' .
This relation shows that u,,"iza“ (u=0, 1,..., n—1) are the basis vectors in the

internal Minkowski space. Hence, there exists a Lorentz transformation v
such that

(14.14) u,Th,ev 9 =08,

Now, we consider the generators M*, of general linear transformations.
From (12.20), we have

(14.15) [M*,, h, )= —i8h, —ix*d,h;,.
Hence (14.11) implies that
(14.16) COI[M*,, h, 10> = —id4h,, .

Thus the general linear invariance is spontaneously broken, and h,_ has a massless
discrete spectrum, that is, gravitons must be exactly massless [17].
It is convenient to set

(14.17) M =yk u M,
(14.18) h#6=uPh,%,°,
where

(14.19) Uk, u,°=0%.

Then (14.16) is rewritten as
(14.20) OI[M*,, h*;°]|0) = —i6505 .

Next, we consider the generators, M, *®* =2P(s?b), of global internal Lorentz
transformations. From (13.11), we have

(14.21) COILM 2, h; |0y = —i(82h;> — 8%h;2),
or equivalently,

(14.22) COILML o2, h¥;]0) = —~i(needt —nbe5g),
where

(14.23) ML#ab =MLCchavdb.
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Hence, the global internal Lorentz invariance is spontaneously broken.
It should be noted, however, that combining (14.20) and (14.22), we have

(14.24) {O|[M 4, h#;°110>=0,
where
(14.25) Maﬂ='1¢MMF“[3_rlﬂuM#um_'—naarlﬂbML#ab‘

Thus the spacetime symmetry generated by M, is not spontaneously broken
(7], [14].

The generators M, are nothing but the Lorentz generators of elementary-
particle physics. Indeed, it is easy to show, for instance, that

(1426) [Mazﬂs l//] = -i(&#aﬁ"'x‘aa“ﬂ_x#ﬂa#a)l//s
where

(14.27) Srap =g [ 5l Tr=naad 0",
(14.28) X¥ =Ny utex,  0Fp=ugo,.

That is, the Dirac field ¢ behaves as a world spinor under M,;. It should be
emphasized that there is no reason why we regard ¥ as a world spinor in the
classical generally-covariant Dirac theory. Only in the manifestly covariant
canonical formalism of quantum gravity, we can uniquely characterize the
genuine Lorentz generators M, without making any ad hoc assumption.

The fact that the Lorentz generators are characterized at the level of the
representation of field operators has a very fundamentally important implication
in trying to construct a unified field theory including gravity: It is not the
right way to extend the Lorentz invariance of elementary-particle physics at
the level of determining the fundamental Lagrangian density.

The six fields of gravity other than h,, cannot have any non-vanishing
vacuum expectation value without breaking the Poincaré invariance spontane-
ously. Hence it is natural to postulate that their vacuum expectation values
vanish. Then we may claim that in addition to the Poincaré invariance, the
n(9n+1)/2 symmetries generated by M(X, Y) (X #x#, Y#x") and the five ones
generated by Q(¢, ¢") are not spontaneously broken.

The vacuum expectation value of the *-commutator between a generator
of unbroken symmetry and any time-ordered product of local operators vanish.
This relation is called a Ward-Takahashi-type identity. For the unbroken
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M(X, Y)’s, the validity of their Ward-Takahashi-type identities are explicitly
confirmed in perturbation theory (at tree and one-loop levels) [13]. For
spontaneously broken M(X, Y)’s, it is analyzed how to modify Ward-Takahashi-
type identities [11], [12].

§15. Quantum-Gravity Invariant D-Function

The tensorlike commutation relations discussed in Section 10 can be ex-
tended to the unequal-time one, to which one can apply covariant differentiation.

In the ordinary quantum field theory, there is an important generalized
function, D(x — y), called the invariant D-function. 1t is defined by the three
properties n*'0305D =0, D|,=0, and 035D|,= —d"~!, where the symbol |, means
setting y°=x°, and we always identify y* with x'* at y°=x° for convenience of
notation. The explicit expression for D(x — y) is known; it is odd and Poincaré
invariant (and vanishes for x#— y* spacelike). D(x—y) is encountered in the
n-dimensional (i.e., unequal-time) *-commutator involving a free massless field.

We extend D(x — y) to quantum gravity [15]. Let 2(x, y) be the quantum-
gravity extension of the invariant D-function. Since the metric g,,(x) is an
operator, 2(x, y) must be a bilocal operator. In analogy with the definition of
D(x—y), we define 2(x, y) by the following four properties:

(15.1) 2(x, y)==2(y, x),

(15.2) aiLg"(x)o32(x, y)]=0,

(15.3) 2(x, y)o=0,

(15.4) BD(x, o= —(§°0) 16" 1.

We could also define 2(x, y) by (15.1), (15.3), (15.4) and*®
(15.5) 0il39(x, y)- g**(x)]=0.

It can be proved, however, that both definitions give one and the same 2(x, y).
As is expected, 2(x, y) can be shown to be affine invariant in the sense that

(cf. [15])
(15.6) [Py, 2(x, y)]=—i(G5+R)2(x, y),
(15.7) (M, 2(x, y)]= —i(x+35+ yH)2(x, y).

*) Since Z(x, y) depends on )°, operator ordering is non-trivial.
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Just as in the case of D(x —y), we encounter 2(x, y) in the n-dimensional
s-commutator involving a field X satisfying

(15.8) 0,(§*0,X)=0.

From (15.8) and (15.2)—(15.4), we have an integral representation of X :
(15.9) X(»= S d"=12[9,X(2) - °(2) - X(2)§°"(2)9:12(z, ).

Since the right-hand side of (15.9) is independent of z°, the n-dimensional
x-commutator [#(x), X(¥)]« can be expressed in terms of equal-time *-com-
mutators by setting z0=x0.

The tensorlike commutation relations presented in Section 10 can be ex-
tended into the following n-dimensional form. Let ¢; be a local operator
which is a tensor or a tensor density at the classical level and X be a super-
coordinate. Then, by using (15.9), we can show that [15]

(15.10) [ox(x), X(y)]s= —in(X, x*){[@s(x)1*,0}
- av‘Pz(x)}-@(x, )’) + ‘K(x, Y @s, X) .

Here the first term is nothing but the n-dimensional form of the tensorlike
part; it vanishes except for X=b,. The second term is non-tensorlike but
its form is common for any X ; more precisely, it is a linear functional of X (at
the leftmost position). Furthermore, the fact that it vanishes for X =x* implies
that X stands as the form of a second derivative, because 9,0,X =0 for X =x*.

§16. Unitarity of the Physical S-Matrix

The S-matrix in quantum field theory is a generalization of the scattering
matrix in quantum mechanics. From the S-matrix elements, one can imme-
diately calculate the probabilities in which various reactions of elementary
particles take place. In the Heisenberg picture, the S-matrix is defined as
follows.

Let &(x) be a local operator having a discrete spectrum. Essentially
owing to the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma, &(x) approaches ®i*(x) as x°— — o0
and @°*(x) as x°— + oo in the sense of weak topology, where @i?(x) and ®°u(x),
which are called an in-field and an out-field, respectively, are quantum fields
having common free-field properties.

We can construct a Fock space by applying in-fields on the vacuum |0).
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Its standard basis vectors are called in-states. Likewise, we define out-states.
According to the postulate of asymptotic completeness, both Fock spaces
coincide with the whole space of states, which we denote by #".

The S-matrix S is defined as the transformation matrix from in-states to
out-states. If ¥~ has positive-definite metric, then S is unitary, and this fact
allows the usual probabilistic interpretation of the quantum theory. But if
the indefinite inner product is used as in gauge theories and in quantum gravity,
then S is not unitary though SST=S'S=1. Hence we encounter serious
difficulty in the probabilistic interpretation of the S-matrix.

The most reasonable and almost unique method of restoring the probabilistic
interpretability is to show the existence of a positive-semidefinite subspace of ¥~
invariant under S and ST. If it exists at all, it is called the physical subspace
and denoted by #7;,,. The totality of the states of 774, which are orthogonal
to any state of ¥}, is a subspace of ¥}, which is denoted by ¥;. The

physical S-matrix S, is defined by restricting S to #u,. Then Sy, can be

phys
shown to be unitary in the quotient space ¥4,/ #5, Which is the space of
“observable’’ states.

The physical subspace 7", is usually defined by subsidiary conditions,
that is, [ /) € #4nys if and only if |f) satisfies all subsidiary conditions. If sub-
sidiary conditions are linear and time-independent and if they altogether exclude
any state |g) € ¥~ such that {g|g) <0, then ¥}, has the properties stated above.
In the Kugo-Ojima formulation [28]-[30] of a BRS-invariant theory, we can
always successfully construct the subsidiary conditions having the required
properties. In the following, we describe how they are realized.

For the time being, we consider the case in which there is only one type of
the BRS charge, which we generically denote by Qpgs. There is the corre-
sponding FP-ghost number, which we generically denote by iQgp. Both Qpgs
and Qgp are hermitian, and supposed to be well-defined. Then their *-com-

mutation relations imply
(16.1) Brs” =0,
(16.2) (1Qrp)Pprs = Oprs(iQrp+1).

Because of (16.1), the irreducible representations of Qggrs are a BRS singlet
{la)>} (Qgrsla) =0 but there is no |b) such that Qgrs|b>=|a)) and a BRS
doublet {|a), Qprslad} (Qprsla)>#0). On the other hand, the anti-hermitian
operator iQgp has integer eigenvalues. Since it is a conserved number, two
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eigenstates of iQpp are orthogonal unless the sum of their eigenvalues is zero.
We may assume, without loss of generality, that for any state in ¥~ there exists
at least one state in ¥~ which is not orthogonal to it. Then two eigenstates
of iQgp having a non-zero eigenvalue form a pair so as to be mutually non-
orthogonal. Such a pair of BRS singlets is called a singlet pair. Cor-
respondingly, a non-paired BRS singlet is called a pure singlet. Since (16.2)
implies that Qpggs increases the FP-ghost number by one, at least one member
of BRS doublet has a non-zero eigenvalue if they are eigenstates of iQgp.
Hence, BRS doublets necessarily form a pair; this pair is called a quartet:
{la), Oprslad, |6, Qprslb)] ({b|Qggs|a) #0).

The space ¥ is decomposable into a direct sum of pure-singlet subspaces,
singlet-pair subspaces and quartet subspaces, each of which is orthogonal to
each other. Furthermore, from the BRS transformation properties of FP-
ghosts, we can show that there are no singlet pairs in " [31]. Though the proofs
of those properties may not be rigorous in the part concerning the topology of
¥~ which we do not know, we regard them as reasonable from the physicist’s
standpoint (see Section 2).

Let ¥, be the subspace spanned by all one-particle in-states. Since it is
invariant under Qgrs and iQpp, restricting the above decomposition of ¥~ to 73,
we see that ] is decomposable into a direct sum of pure-singlet subspaces and
quartet subspaces, each of which is orthogonal to any other. From this de-
composition, we can define pure-singlet particles and quartet particles.

Let P™ be the orthogonal projection operator to the subspace spanned by
the in-states containing exactly N quartet particles. Then, of course, we have

(16.3) PM=1.

2
Le

By explicit computation [30], we can show that there is an operator RW¥~1) such
that

(16.4) PM ={Qpes, RA-D} for N=1.
Now, we set up the Kugo-Ojima subsidiary condition

(16.5) Qsrslf>=0,

which is manifestly linear and time-independent. Furthermore, from (16.3)-
(16.5) together with the hermiticity of Qggs, We obtain

(16.6) SLE>=LSfIPOIf>.
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This extremely important result is called the quartet mechanism [30].

In reasonable theories, there are good physical reasons for postulating that
{folfoy >0 for any pure-singlet one-particle in-state |f,>. Then (16.6) implies
that

(16.7) f1f>20.

This establishes the positive semi-definiteness of ¥7y,.

If there exist another independent BRS charge Qgrs’ and the corresponding
FP-ghost number iQgp’, then we apply the above reasoning to {P®¥", Qpgs’,
iQpp’} in place of {¥", Qgprs, iQrp}- Repeating this procedure until exhausting
all BRS charges, we finally arrive at (16.7).

In our theory of quantum gravity, we set up two subsidiary conditions

(16.8) Oplf>=0,
(16.9) 0, f>=0,

where Q,=M(b,, ¢*) and Q,=Q(s, t), and if Fyr includes a gauge field, for
example, the electromagnetic field, we further set up

(16.10) Qslf>=0.

Then the physical S-matrix is unitary.
We can also make a more concrete proof under the assumption that in-
fields are governed by the free part of &z [11, [32], [5].

§17. Possible Resolution of the Divergence Difficulty

Quantum gravity is known to be unrenormalizable in the four-dimensional
world; the divergence difficulty in perturbation theory cannot be remedied by
introducing a finite number of counter terms into the Lagrangian density. If
one adds higher-derivative terms to the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian density,
quantum gravity becomes renormalizable in perturbation theory, but necessarily
violates the unitarity of the physical S-matrix.

It is quite likely that what is responsible for the divergence difficulty in
quantum gravity is not the theory itself but the perturbative approach. Indeed,
since the perturbation expansion of quantum gravity is not a power series of an
adjustable parameter®), it is quite unreasonable to discuss the divergence problem

*) The gravitational constant should be regarded as a unit (x=1) in Nature just like c=h=1.
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in each order.

On the other hand, the renormalizability of the ordinary quantum field
theory should not be regarded as the ultimate resolution of the divergence
difficulty. Though the renormalized S-matrix is finite in each order of pertur-
bation theory, we must introduce divergent counter terms into the Lagrangian
density. The requirements of Lorentz invariance, unitarity, and macrocausality
make the total removal of divergences (in the four-dimensional world) pro-
hibitively difficult.

There is an old expectation that quantum gravity might ultimately resolve
the divergence difficulty of the ordinary quantum field theory. The ground of
this expectation was that the quantum fluctuation of spacetime geometry would
make the rigid light-cone singularity obscure. But such a geometrical con-
sideration is not convincing because the divergence difficulty really arises from
the presence of the products of field operators at the same spacetime point;
indeed, the Euclidean quantum field theory has the same divergence difficulty as
the Minkowski one.

In the ordinary quantum field theory, there is the only one reason for
supporting the belief that the divergence difficulty remains even in the non-
perturbative approach. The divergence problem in perturbation theory is
essentially governed by the high-energy asymptotic behavior of the Feynman
propagator, namely, the free-field two-point function. Here, the use of the
free field is, of course, owing to the perturbative approach. If one wishes to
discuss the problem in a non-perturbative way, one must take account of the
effect of interaction simultaneously. Accordingly, one encounters the exact
two-point function. But there is an important theorem (Lehmann theorem)
[33], which states that the high-energy asymptotic behavior of the exact two-
point function cannot be milder than that of the corresponding Feynman
propagator. One therefore conjectures that the divergence problem cannot be
resolved even in the exact treatment.

For clarity, we explain the Lehmann theorem by taking, as an example, a
hermitian scalar field ¢(x). Its two-point function is defined by

(17.1) ©(x—y)=<{0[Te(x)p(»)[0>,
where the symbol T indicates time ordering of local operators, that is,
17.2) To(x)p(»)=p(x)¢(y)  for x°>)°,

=¢(Nd(x)  for x°<)y°.
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If ¢(x) is a free field, 7(x—y) reduces to the Feynman propagator Ag(x—y),
whose fourier transform is given by
(17.3) . S
m?—p?—i0°’

where p, and m denote the energy-momentum (i.e., fourier conjugate of x*— y%)
and the mass of the scalar particle, respectively, and p2=#*#p,p,. When inter-
action is present, the fourier transform of the exact two-point function has a
spectral representation

—i(” p(s)
(17.4) if; as 2

where p(s) is a real generalized function defined by

(17.5) p(p*)= (2m)~! S d"x e'P==0]p(x) ()0 .

If the space ¥ has positive-definite metric, there is a complete set of the eigen-
states |h), having an eigenvalue p®,(p™,=0), of the energy-momentum
operator P,, the completeness relation is written symbolically as*

(17.6) > IhyChl=1.
We insert (17.6) into (17.5) and use

17.7) P(x)=e'P*p(0)e~1Fx,

(17.8) P,|0>=0, P,hy=p™,|h}.

Then we easily see that
(17.9) p(p?)=(2m)"~"1 3 [Kh|¢(0)|07]%6"(p— p) 20.

The Lehmann theorem follows from (17.4) and (17.9).

Of course, the Lehmann theorem does not, in general, hold if ¥~ has indefi-
nite metric. But, unfortunately, in such a case, unitarity is usually violated.
The successful exceptions are gauge theories, in which the unitarity of the
physical S-matrix is guaranteed as shown in Section 16 despite the use of indefi-
nite metric. In gauge theories, however, the Lehmann theorem still holds for
any local observable, namely, any local operator @(x) satisfying**)

(17.10) [Qsrs> P(x)]5=0,

* > includes integration over p .
**¥) Tf there are several BRS charges, we consider all of them simultaneously.
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as shown below.

Since the vacuum |0) is BRS-invariant (Qggs|/0> =0), we have
(17.11) QprsP(x)|0> =0,

that is, @¢(x)|0) is a physical state. The physical subspace ¥}y, is a direct
sum of two subspaces ¥, and 77, where ¥; is the totality of the states in
¥nys Orthogonal to any state of 7}, and 77, has positive-definite metric. Let
P, be the orthogonal projection operator to ¥7,.. Then for any |f) € #jnys
we have (1—P.)|f) e ¥, whence for any |f'> € #4,s We obtain

(17.12) S1A=PIf>=0,
that is,

(17.13) N> =Lf1PLSD
Thus, for any two physical states, we can insert
(17.14) |h>e§+ [h><h|=P,

into their inner product. Accordingly, the positivity of p(s) still remains valid
for the two-point function of local observables.™

The situation drastically changes in quantum gravity, in which there are no
(non-trivial) local observables [18]. This is because Q, is a generator of a
spacetime symmetry, that is, [Q,, @], always contains an orbital term ic*0,®.
Thus the evasion of the Lehmann theorem is achieved in quantum gravity.
The exact two-point function may have milder high-energy asymptotic behavior
than that of the corresponding Feynman propagator. We can expect that
quantum gravity may ultimately resolve the divergence difficulty — the old
expectation is revived on a different ground.

The above observation also dissolves the necessity of the ad hoc introduction
of the pathological “Schwinger term’’ [18].

§18. Related Work

In this section, we very briefly mention related work done mainly by other
authors.

Delbourgo and Medrano [35], Stelle [36], and Townsend and Nieuwen-

*) More generally, any local observable corresponds to a local operator in the Hilbert space

%hys/ % [30]) [34]'
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huizen [37] constructed the gravitational BRS transformation in a way quite
analogous to the Yang-Mills case.

Nishijima and Okawa [38] and Kugo and Ojima [39] proposed a modified
formalism of our theory of quantum gravity so as to become more similar to the
Yang-Mills theory. They adoped Zsr as the gravitational gauge-fixing
Lagrangian density, but added a general linear non-invariant term

(18.1) Lanwvb,b,,

where o is a real parameter, and required the gravitational BRS invariance of
Delbourgo and Medrano and others to have

(18.2) gpp, = ‘-iaué‘. . [ﬁulalcv + ﬁ"“@lc“—al(ﬁ"vcl)]

as the gravitational FP-ghost Lagrangian density. The difference between
Zep and Fpp’ arises from the difference in the BRS transforms of b, and c..
It can be shown, however, that their Fgp+ Zgp’ for a=0 is equivalent to our
Zor+ Lrp by transforming b, into b,+ic*0,¢, [16].

The covariant formalism of the quantum Yang-Mills theory is invariant
also under the dual (or anti-) BRS transformation [40], [41], which is another
BRS transformation in which the roles of the two FP ghosts are interchanged.
The existence of the corresponding symmetry is evident in our theory of quantum
gravity; indeed, its generator is given by n*#M(b,, ¢4), though it is not invariant
under general linear transformations. Without knowing this pointing-out
[9], Delbourgo and Thompson [42] claimed the non-existence of the dual BRS
symmetry on the basis of a Yang-Mills-like FP-ghost Lagrangian density as
Zrp'. Delbourgo, Jarvis, and Thompson [43], [44], however, found a class
of Lagrangian densities invariant under both BRS and dual BRS transformations
by means of the “superfield”” method. Similar analysis was made also by
Pasti and Tonin [45], who extended our treatment of the gravitational BRS
transformation [1], and by Hirayama and Hirai [46]. Pasti and Tonin [45]
redescribed the choral symmetry of our theory from their standpoint. A further
comment was made on the basis of Fsp+ Zgp by Hamamoto [47].

Kawasaki, Kimura, and Kitago [48], [49] made an extension of our theory
to the case in which the Lagrangian density effectively contains the terms pro-
portional to hR**R,, and to hR? (but without &, gr+ L pp+ Lyr). After
extremely elaborate calculation of equal-time *-commutators, they confirmed that
the choral symmetry remains valid at the operator level. The tensorlike com-
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mutation relation (10.1) was also confirmed in this case.

[1]
(21
(3]
[4]
[51]

[6]

(71
(81
[91
(10]

(1]

(2]

(131

[14]

(151
(16}
(17
(18]

[191

References

Nakanishi, N., Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity, Prog.
Theor. Phys., 59 (1978), 972-985.
— , Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity. II —Commu-
tation relations—, Prog. Theor. Phys., 60 (1978), 1190-1203.
- , Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity. III —Poincaré
generators—, Prog. Theor. Phys., 60 (1978), 1890-1899.

, Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity. IV —Background
curved space-time—, Prog. Theor. Phys., 61 (1979), 1536-1549.

, Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity. V —Vierbein
formalism-—. Prog. Theor. Phys., 62 (1979), 779-792.
——, Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity. VI —Com-
mutation relations in the vierbein formalism—, Prog. Theor. Phys., 62 (1979), 1101-
1111,

-, Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity. VII —Supple-
mentary remarks—, Prog. Theor. Phys., 62 (1979), 1385-1395.

, Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity. VIII —Com-
mutators involving b,—, Prog. Theor. Phys., 63 (1980), 656-667.

, Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity. IX —“Choral”
of symmetries—, Prog. Theor. Phys., 63 (1980), 2078-2094.

, Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity. X —Sixteen-
dimensional superalgebra—. Prog. Theor. Phys., 64 (1980), 639-650.
Nakanishi, N. and Ojima, I., Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general rela-
tivity. XI —Structure of spontaneous breakdown of the superalgebra—, Prog. Theor.
Phys., 65 (1981), 728-739.
-, Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity. XII —Extended
superalgebra and its spontaneous breakdown—, Prog. Theor. Phys., 65 (1981), 1041-
1051.
Nakanishi, N. and Yamagishi, K., Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general
relativity. XIIT —Perturbation-theoretical approach—, Prog. Theor. Phys., 65 (1981),
1719-1731.
Nakanishi, N., Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity. XIV
—Sixteen-dimensional Noether supercurrents and general linear invariance—, Prog.
Theor. Phys., 66 (1981), 1843-1857.
— , Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity. XV —Tensorlike
four-dimensional commutation relation—, Prog. Theor. Phys., 68 (1982), 947-959.

,  Remarks on the indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity,
Prog. Theor. Phys., 59 (1978), 2175-2176.
Nakanishi, N. and Ojima, I., Proof of the exact masslessness of gravitons, Phys. Rev.
Lett., 43 (1979), 91-92.
Nakanishi, N., Possible resolution of the Goto-Imamura difficulty without introducing
the Schwinger term, Prog. Theor. Phys., 63 (1980), 1823-1826.
Nakanishi, N. and Ojima, 1., Superalgebras of non-abelian gauge theories in the man-
ifestly-covariant canonical formalism, Z. Physik C, Particles ond Fields, 6 (1980),




1136

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

(251
[26]
[27

[28]

[29]
[30]
311
(321
[33]
[34]
[35]
[36]
B7
[38]
[391

[40]

NOBORU NAKANISHI

155-160.

Nakanishi, N., Manifestly-covariant canonical formalisms of non-abelian gauge theory
[and quantum gravity], Proceedings of the 19th International Conference on High Energy
Physics, edited by S. Homma, M. Kawaguchi, and H. Miyazawa, Tokyo (1978), 523—
526.

,  Review of the manifestly covariant canonical formalism of quantum gravity,
RIMS-preprint 341, Kyoto Univ. 1980.

,  Manifestly covariant canonical formalism of quantum gravity, Proceed-
ings of the Japan-Italy Symposium on Fundamental Physics, edited by S. Fukui and
T. Toyoda, Tokyo (1981), 90-98.

, Manifestly covariant canonical formalism of quantum gravity — A brief
survey—, Proceedings of the International Symposium on Gauge Theory and Gravitation,
edited by K. Kikkawa, N. Nakanishi, and H. Nariai, Nara (1982), 171-183.

, Manifestly covariant canonical formalism of quantum gravity, Proceedings
of the 3rd Marcel Grossmann Meetings on the Recent Developments on General Relativity,
edited by Hu Ning, Shanghai (1982), to appear.

Faddeev, L. D. and Popov, V. N., Feynman diagrams for the Yang-Mills field, Phys.
Lert., 25B (1967), 29-30.

Becchi, C., Rouet, A. and Stora, R., Renormalization of gauge theories, Ann. Phys.,
98 (1976), 287-321.

Dirac, P. A. M., Lectures on quantum mechanics, Belfer Graduate School of Science,
Yeshiva University, 1964.

Kugo, T. and Ojima, I., Manifestly covariant formulation of Yang-Mills theories
physical state subsidiary conditions and physical S-matrix unitarity, Phys. Lett., 73B
(1978), 459-462.

, Manifestly covariant canonical formulation of the Yang-Mills field theories.
1, Prog. Theor. Phys., 60 (1978), 1869-1889.

, Local covariant operator formalism of non-abelian gauge theories and
quark confinement problem, Suppl. Prog. Theor. Phys., 66 (1979), 1-130.

Nakanishi, N., On the general validity of the unitarity proof in the Kugo-Ojima for-
malism of gauge theories, Prog. Theor. Phys.. 62 (1979), 1396-1402.

, Indefinite-metric quantum field theory of general relativity, RIMS-preprint
254, Kyoto Univ., 1978.

Lehmann, H., Uber Eigenschaften von Ausbreitungsfunktionen und Renormierungs-
konstanten quantisierter Felder, Nuovo Cimento, 11 (1954), 342-357.

QOjima, I., Observables and quark confinement in the covariant canonical formalism of
Yang-Mills theory, Nucl. Phys., B143 (1978), 340-352.

Delbourgo, R. and Medrano, M. R., Becchi-Rouet-Stora gauge identities for gravity,
Nucl. Phys., B110 (1976), 467-472.

Stelle, K. S., Renormalization of higher-derivative quantum gravity, Phys. Rev.,
D16 (1977), 953-969.

Townsend, P. K. and Nieuwenhuizen, P. van, BRS gauge and ghost field supersymmetry
in gravity and supergravity, Nucl. Phys., B120 (1977), 301-315.

Nishijima, K. and Okawa, M., The Becchi-Rouet-Stora transformation for the gravi-
tational field, Prog. Theor. Phys., 60 (1978), 272-283.

Kugo, T. and Ojima, 1., Subsidiary conditions and physical S-matrix unitarity in
indefinite-metric quantum gravitation theory, Nucl. Phys., B144 (1978), 234-252.
Curci, G. and Ferrari, R., Slavnov transformations and supersymmetry, Phys.
Lett., 63B (1976), 91-94.



[a1]
[42]

[43]
[44]
[45]
146]
[47]
[48]

[49]

CANONICAL FORMALISM OF QUANTUM GRAVITY 1137

Ojima, 1., Another BRS transformation, Prog. Theor. Phys., 64 (1980), 625-638.
Delbourgo, R. and Jarvis, P. D., A dual BRS invariance for gravity?, J. Phys., G7
(1981), L133-L135.
Delbourgo, R., Jarvis, P. D., and Thompson, G., Local OSp (4/2) supersymmetry
and extended BRS transformations for gravity, Phys. Lett., 109B (1982), 25-27.

, Extended Becchi-Rouet-Stora invariance for gravity via local OSp (4/2)
supersymmetry, Phys. Rev., D26 (1982), 775-786.
Pasti, P. and Tonin, M., Superfield approach to extended BRS symmetry in quantum
gravity, Nuovo Cimento, 69B (1982), 97-117.
Hirayama, M. and Hirano, N., Superspace formulation of BRS transformation of
quantum gravity, Phys. Lett., 115B (1982), 107-110.
Hamamoto, S., Superspace approach to the extended BRS symmetries of quantum
gravity, Phys. Lert., 119B (1982), 331-333.
Kawasaki, S., Kimura, T., and Kitago, K., Canonical quantum theory of gravitational
field with higher derivatives, Prog. Theor. Phys., 66 (1981), 2085-2102.
Kawasaki, S. and Kimura, T., Canonical quantum theory of gravitational field with
higher derivatives. II —Asymptotic fields and unitarity problem—, Prog. Theor. Phys.,
68 (1982), 1749-1764.






