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ABSTRACT. We use the hamiltonian formalism to study the asymptotiacst
ture of 3 dimensional gravity with a negative cosmologicaistant. We start by
defining very general fall-off conditions for the canonicatiables and study the
implied Poisson structure of the boundary gravitons. Froeetlowed differen-
tiable gauge transformations, we can extract all the ptesbiiuindary conditions
on the lagrange multipliers and the associated boundaryitoamns. In the last
section, we use this general framework to describe somegir#viously known
boundary conditions.
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1 Introduction

Since its introduction, Einstein’s theory in three dimemsi has been a very useful toy
model to study properties of gravitational theories. Eviahlacks some features com-
pared to its higher dimensional versions, like gravitatiomaves, it still possesses dy-
namical objects [1] and black-holes [2, 3].

This theory is particularly interesting in the context of €FT. In their seminal
work [4], Brown and Henneaux showed that the algebra of thesexwed charges of
asymptoticallyAdS; space-times is given by two copies of the Virasoro algebtth wi
non-zero central charge. This lead to many interestingteedor instance: Strominger
was able to reproduce the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy dBifi&black-holes using the
Cardy formulal[5]. Since then, this framework has been aladneither by relaxing the
original asymptotic conditions of Brown-Hennealux[6, 7]mroducing new asymptotics
with different boundary dynamics/[8| 9]. We now have a fewetént sets of boundary
conditions available but it is reasonable to say that a laenpossibilities should exist.

Using the Chern-Simons description of 3D gravity, one cdwesthe constraints and
obtain the reduced theory describing the dynamics of thadany gravitons. For Brown-
Henneaux boundary conditions, this procedure leads towvilie theory on the boundary
[10,/11,/12] 13]. On the other hand, for chiral boundary ctods, one obtains a chiral
Liouville theory on the boundary [8]. All these results rélgavily on the fact that one
can solve the constraints and are difficult to generalizeffarént contexts.

In this work, we use the hamiltonian framework to provide &ied description of
the previously introduced boundary conditions. The idetistart with very general
asymptotic fall-off conditions and use the results obtdiime[14]. In the process, we
will build a description of the reduced theory living on theumdary at infinity without
explicitly solving the constraints.

In the first section, we study the asymptotic structure of 38vigy with a negative
cosmological constant. We introduce our asymptotic félleonditions and study the
structure of the reduced phase-space. More precisely, e duantities parametrizing
the boundary gravitons and compute the induced poissocisteu

In the second section, we describe all possible boundarglitons on the lagrange
multipliers. These boundary conditions are responsibtettie dynamical part of the
theory. In particular, they are in one to one correspondarittethe induced hamiltonian
on the phase-space of the boundary gravitons.

In the last section, we use our formalism to describe somiesobbundary conditions
previously obtained in the literature. We study both thefeonaly symmetric boundary
conditions|[[7| 4] and the chiral boundary conditions [9, 8]
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In [15], the authors conjectured that all the previouslyadticed asymptotic condi-
tions for 3D gravity are dual to Polyakov 2D gravity with difent gauge choices for the
metric. It would be interesting to see how their approach lmarextended to the most
general asymptotic conditions introduced here.

In this paper, we use the notati@n(r") to describe functions with the following
behavior in the limitr — oo:

fr,z®y=0(r") = lim S

r—oo 17

= f(z?). (1.1)
We will also ask for a compatible behavior with as many pad@ivatives as needed:

fer,zYy=00") = O f(r,z?)=00""%) and 05f=00"). (1.2)

2 Asymptotic structure

The bulk hamiltonian action for gravity in 3 dimension is givby:

S[Nvagijvﬂ-]] = 167TG/dt/2d2x {Wjatgij—NR—NRi}, (21)
1 .

R = —\/§ [R —2A + E (77'2 - 7TZJ7TZ‘J‘) y (22)

R, = —2V;7/, (2.3)

whereg;; is a 2 dimensional metric and’ is a density. In order to apply the formalism
of [14], we need boundary conditions on the dynamical véewsty,;, 7/ ). As, we want
to study the asymptotic structure, we need fall-off comdisi in order to have generators
given by finite quantities. The most common choice is the osedun [4] but there
have been other propositions [6, 8] 7, 9]. Following the Itesaf [14], we expect these
boundary conditions to share the same reduced phase-spackfferences being in the
choice of the Hamiltonian.

We will start with general fall-off conditions on the phasgace containing all of the
previously proposed boundary conditions. The analysis@bbundary conditions on the
lagrange multipliers will be posponed to the study of the ittamian generators starting
in sectior 4.1l. We will consider the following asymptoticdiagior:

Grr = ﬁ + O(T_4>7 Gro = O(T_l)a 9o = 712’?(& ¢) + O(1>7 (24)
" =0(r), 7m°=0(r"?%, 7 =0(r""), (2.5)
whereA = —l% and# is a dynamical field which is always positive. [n [4], the auth

showed that such fall-off conditions are not enough for ailtaman analysis of the
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problem. We also have to impose the constraints asympligtica
R=0(r""), R;=0@"") Vn e N. (2.6)

With this set of fall-off conditions, the bulk part of the amt (2.1) is finite whenever the
lagrange multipliers satisfy

ImeN st. N=0@™), N =0u™m). 2.7)

The additional conditions on the constrairis{2.6) haveesoseful consequences. In
particular, we have:

nT = SP(t6) + 06, (2.8)
and
o, (H(K + %)) — 0(r), 2.9)

where K is the trace of the extrinsic curvature of the circlesquals constant (see ap-
pendix(B).

2.1 Differentiable gauge transformations

Gauge-like transformations are given by:

_ O(ER 4 EFRy) ij _ _5(§R+5k72k)

’ S - 2.1
Yij S 500 (2.10)

Y

where the gauge parametérs® can depend on the fields. We will restrict our analysis
to gauge parameters with the following asymptotic behavior

£=0(r), &=0@r), &=00). (2.11)

In this case, using (2.6), the explicit form of the gauge-likansformations is worked out
to be:

St = —\/gEAGT + /g (VIVIE — gV V,€)
_2i (na] — ) — R (7 — 7'm)
V9 V9 2
+05 (€7Y) = &' — 9T + O ), (2.12)
Oegij = 2% (T3 = 7Gi5) + £ Ok + 0:E g1y + 0, g + O(r™™),  (2.13)

forall n € R.
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A differentiable gauge transformation is a gauge-like sfarmationd, for which we
can associate a differentiable generator. This requiresconditions to be met: the
transformationy, preserves the boundary conditions and the genelatsatisfies

or or y
_ 2 s § ¢ _ij
ol¢ /Zd x (5gij 0gi; + 57r"3'67r ) . (2.14)

To compute the set of differentiable gauge transformatiamswill start by computing
the set of gauge-like transformatiofis (2.12)-(2.13) présg the boundary conditions.

The variations of the constraints under a gauge-like teansdtion are given by:

(ngR/ = 82(§ZR) - 8Z(§QZJR]) - 8Z£QZJ,R/J + O(T_n), vn € R, (215)
SeRe = &R + 0i(E'Ry) + OE'Ri + O(r™™), Vn € R. (2.16)
We see that any transformation of the fofm (2.11) will presehe fall-off conditions on

the constraints. Computing the variation of the metric asidgithe fall-off conditions,
we obtain:

12 1
OcGrr = 2T—2(8T§T — ;g’”) +20,£%9,4 + O(r™?), (2.17)
Oegry = 1°00,7+0(r™Y), (2.18)
Ocdos = —26\/gm"" + & 0rgsg + E2059s0 + 2056% 945 + O(1). (2.19)

The preservation of the fall-off conditions foy, andg,,; leads to
F=rp+00r™"), &=Y+0(?), (2.20)

wherey andY are arbitrary functions independantqaf Taking this into account and
using the spatial 1+1 decomposition of the metric describegpendix A, the variations
of the momenta become

rs 1
oo’ = —ﬁ—(a — —g) +O0(r), (2.21)
557TT¢ = l\/_(a¢ + )\¢)(8 5 if) + 0(7“_2), (222)
D)
Sem?? = ﬂ( g—— -0+ )\¢)\¢(8§——§)
—(3A7 + 8r)\¢)8¢§) +O0(r ) (2.23)

where), = O(r~') andX = £ + O(r=?). The preservation of the fall-off conditions for
7" and7"? then imply
E=rf+n, k=0(r 1), (2.24)

where f is another arbitrary function independentrof Using this and the asymptotic
form of 7" given in [2.8), the variation of,, automatically preserves the fall-off condi-

tion (2.4).
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The only condition we still need to check is the preservatibn®® = O(r—?). Using
the expansion = £ + X with A = O(r~*), we can simplify the variatio (2.23) to:

-2 1A
Sem?? = S, P Ok — —k — =1 f — A1y f
V9 r l

Any possible transformation satisfying this conditionlvalso preserve the more con-
strained form ofr"" given in equation[(2]8). Computing the variation7of taking the
gap into account leads to:

oem’” J (&% — 1/—@ — %rf — A0, f — (K + %)f) +wr+ 00,  (2.26)
r

+O(r ). (2.25)

Y

wherew is a function independent of encoding part of the variation d?. In order to
preserve the asymptotic form of”, the functions must be of the form
12 e
A r/ dr'j(r') + O(r~?), (2.27)
r T
N, l 1 L
] = Tf_l—)\ 8¢f+;(K+j)f:O(r ), (228)
wherey is an arbitrary function independentxaf Combining equatiori (Z.26) with (2.9),
we see that suchainduces a variation (2.25) that automatically preservesah-off of
7%, We have shown the following:

Theorem 2.1.The set of gauge-like transformations preserving the agyticconditions

(2.4)>(2.8)is given by:

12 o
E = rf— gx — r[ dr'j(r') + O(r™?), (2.29)
& = rp+0>Fr ), (2.30)
&€ = Y+0(@r?), (2.31)

where the functior is given in equatiorf2.28)and the four functiong;, x, ¢ andY are
independent of.

The second condition for a gauge-like transformation toifferéntiable is the exis-
tance of a differentiable generator. The bulk part of theegator of a gauge-like trans-
formation is given by the smeared constraints:

1 4
Iy = e /Z dz (ER+E'R;) . (2.32)

The boundary term coming from a general variation is theilyeesmputed:

~ 6T oTe
e = [ & £8gi + —=on
o /2 ’ <5gz'j o9+ omid o )

T6nC jgz(dlx)k {—25’57?'2 + fkﬂwéglj — &g (g”éf‘fj — gk’cSF;i)

+0€/9 (6"9" — g"g"7) 69;; + OF(R, R:) } . (2.33)

+
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The function® is coming from the variation of the gauge paramete: it is a local
function of the constraints and their derivatives. In thase as we have imposed the
constraints asymptotically, it will always be zero. Ingagtour fall-off conditions, the
asymptotic form of the gauge parameters and evaluatingeabolindaryr — oo, the
boundary term becomes:

1 , 1
— 167?ng do TILI&{2Y57T¢+ZQ/)5P+27' fo <\/_(K+ l))

1
+2 (rz(K + j)f + lx) 6ﬂ} . (2.34)
Let’s introduce the fields:

J(t,0) = hm T, M(t, ¢) = 2V lim (T’Z(K + %)) , Q(t,9) = 2/7.

T—00 [ r—oo
(2.35)
The boundary terni_(2.84) is integrable if and only if theristsxa functional on the circle
l
P, J M 2.
GG k(P Q) (2:36)
such that:
ke ke
7Y - W? Q/) - (S—P’ ) (237)
Ok _ M Ok
F=5sp X X+Qf 50’ (2.38)
where the Euler-Lagrange derivatigfés the one defined on the circle only:
5k . Ok
— = — —_— 2.
oM zk:( %) 00k M (2:39)
If such a functional exists, the differentiable generafidhe transformation is given by:
l
r 2 P,J, M, Q). 2.4
= oG | ET(ER+ER) + oz f dok(PIMQ). (@240
On the constraints, we obtain
l
Pem 5 f_doke(P I MLQ) (2.41)

The transformations for which, ~ 0 are called proper gauge transformations. They
are the true gauge freedom of the system as they are genbyatedstraints and always
comute with the differentiable Hamiltonian [14]. In theltaving, we will denote the
parameters of proper gauge transformationg apd»‘.

The set differentiable gauge transformations form an agebder the Poisson bracket
for which the set of proper gauge transformations is an id&&alhave proved that
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Theorem 2.2. The quotient of the differentiable gauge transformationthy proper
gauge transformations is parametrized by the function&l®,o/, M and @ defined on

the circle: ;

167G

jq{ do ke(P, J, M, Q). (2.42)
ox

The induced Poisson bracket on the quotient will be compiatedctiori 2.8.

2.2 Boundary gravitons

We expect the quantitieB, J, M and( that we defined in the previous section to encode
all the information about the boundary gravitons. More fEdly, we expect them to
be gauge invariant and to completely characterize the amafiigpn up to proper gauge
transformations.

The parameters of proper gauge transformatignisave the following fall-off

n=007), =007, *=007%. (2.43)

We easily show that the associated transformations on thearg canonical fields are
given by:
S =00, 5T =00"", 4,966 = O(1). (2.44)

This means thaP, J and@ are gauge invariant quantities. Fof, we need the transfor-
mation law of K (see eq[(BM4)). A straightforward computation gives

0, K = 0™, (2.45)

which means thad/ is also gauge invariant.

In order to analyse the structure of the reduced phase-sfaseeasier to fix the
gauge. The simplest choice is the Fefferman-Graham gaumhwegiven by:

— 9ro =0, 1% = 0. (2.46)

This gauge can always reached by a proper gauge transfomgatore details are given
in appendiX_C). With the gauge fixed, the constraints simpliistically:

12 1
Rr _ _2_2 (8,«7117« o _ﬂ.TT _|_a¢ﬂ-7"¢> , (247)
r T

l 2 1
Ry = —2y- Gaﬂrw + fr“b — 27" (K + 7)) : (2.48)

R = —2£ﬁ (%&K — K? — ()% + 112) : (2.49)
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where the extrinsic curvature is given by = —Z~~'9,~ (see appendixJA). This gives
us a set of four differential equation infor which P, J, M and(@ are the corresponding
four integration constants. This can be seen easily asythiers is solvable explicitly.

Intermof L, = K + } = 7"%, we can rewrite the constrainfs (2.48) ahd (2.49) as

2

%&Li +7Le— L3 =0. (2.50)
This gives
2 Ay Ay 4
=z =91 = 2.51
+ I A:t + 7;_22 T2 + O(T )7 ( )
whereA* are two integration constants. We can then solverforand-:
P T 0¢A+ 0¢A_ P _1
ﬂ,rr = r—4 — _ :7’——|—OT , 252
21 2l<A++’l“_22 A_+’l“_22 21 (r™) ( )
12 12
v = Ar? (1 - T—2A+) (1 + ﬁA—) =~r? + O(1), (2.53)

with the last two integration constars= %2 andP. The functionsA.. are related ta//
andJ by:
J=25(A, —A_), M =2\75(A, +A). (2.54)

Theorem 2.3. The four functions?, J, M and @ > 0 completely determine the configu-
ration asymptotically up to gauge transformations. Thesapaetrize the only degrees of
freedom of the theory: the boundary gravitons.

The above analysis was only done asymptotically. For spe@fues ofP, J, M and @,
we have no guaranty that the configuration will be regularyaviere in the bulk.

The BTZ black-holed]2,/3] are given by:
P=0, J:SG%, M=8Gm, Q=2 (2.55)

wherem and; are the mass and angular momentum of black-hole. Let'’s tethat we
are only talking about a configuration at fixedTo have the full 3D black-hole, we also
need the right time evolution: the right Hamiltonian. Thitl e studied in sectioh 412.

2.3 Dirac bracket for the boundary gravitons

The Poisson bracket of two differentiable functionalg;;, 7] and G|g;;, 7] is given
by

F F
OF oG 0G 6 ) (2.56)

i o)) = ? -
{Flgis, 7], Glgij 7]} 167TG/gd ! <5gz'j o 0g;; 0
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For differentiable gauge generators, a straightforwardmaation gives

{Ie,I'ch = , Clg] (2.57)
T 7% 2¢Hity — VG + 26, !
+2\/9 (V 5’fv1¢ vzglvkc VPV + Vi ('VFE)
(G~ AT - o ) + OHR. R |
§.¢ly = [&CJsp +0c€" — ¢ + E(R, Ry), (2.58)

where¢® = (¢, £%) and the function® and= are local functions of the contraints and
their derivatives. The surface deformation bracket ismgivg

& Csp = §'0:¢ — C'Oy¢, (2.59)
£, Clsp = €0,¢" = 0,6+ g7 (€0;¢ — CO56) . (2.60)

Differentiable gauge generators are first-class functgrevaluating their Poisson
bracket will also give us their Dirac bracket when evaluaiedhe reduced phase-space.
Let’s consider two differentiable gauge generaforandl’; associated to the functionals

[ [
dok(P,J, M d
167TG s (b 1( 9 J7 ) Q) an 167TG .

do ky(P, J, M, Q).  (2.61)
The corresponding gauge parametgrandé, are given, up to proper gauge transforma-
tions, by the identification§ (2.B7) anid (2.38). By condiinrg we then have the following

l
167G

{ : b o (P.11.Q)

167G dcb ka(P, J, M, Q)} ~{I, Ty}, (2.62)

where the LHS is the bracket on the reduced phase space. @artbaints surface, the
RHS reduces to the boundary term[of (2.57). It is a gaugeiemwbquantity, it is easier to

evaluate it when the gauge is fixed. Using the Fefferman-&ratjauge described in the
previous section, we obtain

uh) ~ o x {Pmawz + F%e) + Y0+ Y 0ufs
+M (Y105 f2 + U1 f2) + Q(Y105X2 — Y1X2)

If we replace)Y, f, andy by their values in term of the Euler-Lagrange derivatives of
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k1 andk, using [2.37) and(2.38), we obtain the induced Dirac braaket
Ski . Oky  Oky ks
el A {P (W%—p * m@)
6k18 ok 5]{?1& n gkla%_&%
57 %5M T 5P oM

{Pl, PQ} =~

57 °%5Q 5P 6Q
J(6k1 5ky 4 5kla 5k2) ki . Ok

57057 T T san —%p%—M

5 1+ 2)} . (2.64)

3 Boundary hamiltonian

As shown in[14], the differentiable Hamiltonian is given thye boundary conditions on
the Lagrange multipliers. More precisely, the Hamiltorfian3D gravity is given by the
differentiable gauge generator associated to the gaugenedersV and N. We saw in
sectior 2.1 that, on the constraints surface, it is given byuandary term

H{gsj, 7] ~ ke (M, J, P,Q), 3.1
95:7°) % 5 §_ku(M. . P.Q) 31)
with
_ .. N kg . N" bky
fu=lm =T Ve =lm o= (32)
Sk 1 5k
YH_TIEEON 5T XH_rggol ( O-N — lN )\ 8¢N) 50 (3.3)

Tuning these boundary conditions we can build any functiépaon the boundary.
This is our main result:

Theorem 3.1. If we assume that the canonical variables have the follovaisygmptotic
behavior:

l2

G =—=T00™), gs=007""), goo =713t ¢)+0(1), (3.4)
7TTT =0(r), 7#°=0(@"?%, =00, (3.5)
R=0(r""), R;,=0@"") Vn e R. (3.6)

then the set of possible boundary conditions at spatialitgfon the lagrange multipliers
(N, N*) is in one to one correspondance with the functionfglsk (M, J, P, Q) (modulo
the constant functionals) where the boundary fields are défoy:

rr

P(t,¢) = 2l lim T . J(t, o) = hm 7T¢, (3.7)

r—oo T

M(t, o) = 2V lim (7"2(K + %)) , Q(t, ¢) = 2v/7, (3.8)

| r—ooo
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wich¥ > 0. On the constraint’s surface, we obtain a theory on the bam@>: with a
phase-space parametrized by, J, P, Q) with a bracket given in equatia2.64)and an
Hamiltonian given by

l

Hlgy, ] = {e-

j{ kuy(M, J, P,Q), (3.9)
)y

This analysis only concerns the differentiable structunafaity, we didn't treat any of
the possible obstruction coming from the bulk structurehefspace-time.

A surprising feature is the need for 4 functions in order tonptetely describe the
asymptotic phase-space. When written in term of Chern-8artheory, one needs 6
functions to describe the corresponding asymptotic pspsee. Since one adds 3 gauge
degrees of freedom in the bulk, one would have expected te timee more asymptotic
functions in the Chern-Simons description compared to teimdescription.

We will now study the different type of boundary conditiorsat appeared in the
literature. We will start with the sets of boundary condisathat have the conformal
algebra in two dimensions as a symmetry algebra.

4 Some examples of boundary conditions

4.1 Conformal

Let’s consider the boundary conditions presentedlin [7thWhe coordinates® = ¢, ¢,
they are given by:
2

g?“?“ - ﬁ + CT’T’T_4 + O(r_4)7 (41)
Gra = Crar 2 +o(r™?), (4.2)
gap = 1°¢nap+ Cap +o(1), (4.3)
1

0 = 6_2W7IABCAB + l_QCrm (44)
wheren s pdzida®? = — 5 dt*+d¢? is a fixed metric on the cylinder and® is its inverse.

In term of those fields, our quantities describing the bomndeavitons are given by:

2 _ 1
Q = 2690, M = l—2€<p (6 2800(15(;5 + ﬁcrr’) P (45)
2

P = =2y, J = =Cly. (4.6)

l
The lagrange multipliers take the following form:

N = %e‘” — écﬁe—vr—l +o(r™"), N'=0(@"", N°=0(7?, (4.7)
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which leads to "

The associated differentiable Hamiltonian is then easiipputed

1

1
~—— ¢ dp-MQ. 4.9
EBH 167G s ¢2 Q ( )

For the BTZ Black-hole[(Z.55), we havézzy ~ m as expected. Using the equation of
motion for (), one can check that the conditigh> 0 is preserved under time evolution.

This set of boundary conditions possesses an asymptotimsyiy group given by
two Virasoros in semi-direct product with two current algeed As we have already com-
puted the induced bracket on the boundary gravitons, wengesd to find the boundary
generators in terms @, P, J and M that are symmetry generators for the Hamiltonian
Hgpy. Let's define

l [

_ 1 £04) — _pi2
£He) = 327G <2MQi J) - P)= 321G ( b= Q
—l

Q= —n b do log Q. (4.11)

8¢Q) , (4.10)

They have the following bracket
{£5(0), L)} = £L5(0) 00(¢ — ¢') F L) 00 (¢ — ¢),  (4.12)
* l
{L50).PH@) ~ £PH(0)0:0(0 — &) — 17 (0~ ¢).  (413)

NLF l ,
{Pi(ﬁb)api(ﬁb)} ~ :Fma¢5(¢—¢)a (4.14)

(£%(6), Q)" = P*(0) (PH6).Q) m -5y (425)

where the rest gives zero. If we expand them in modes,

L= § doctmoLio),  Ph=f doctPRe). (46
ox ox

we recover the algebra obtained|in [7]:

Z{ﬁi,ﬁf}* = (m_n)ﬁrjr:wfm Z{,C;;,,C;}* = 0,
HLm Pa}y = —1Pain + 560 0min0; L. Pt =0,
i{Pr. P}t = —56Mdmino, {Pn. Py = 0
i{Ln. QY = 5P, i{Pm, QY = —igggomo-

The identificatiori’; = P; is also present here:

-1
do Pt = j{ doP~ = do P. (4.18)
fgz 0% 327G Jox
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From this algebra, we can easily reconstruct the conservadtiiesC= (t), P=(t)
and Q(t) where the quantities defined in (4110)-(4.11) are theireslatt = 0. A con-
served quantity'(¢) satisfies

%F +{F HY ~0, (4.19)

where 2 only hits the explicit dependence on time. UsiHgzy = (L] + Ly), we
obtain:

LEt) =e™iLE PE(t) = ™ PE, o(t) =0+ %Pot. (4.20)

By construction, the algebra (4]17) is time independent.

These conserved quantities are associated to asymptotimsiries using the dictio-
nary given in[(2.37)k(2.38). For instance, the angular muotona is

l

+ - _ _
Ly — L, 167G [ de J. (4.22)
It leads to
and then
5 = O(T_S)v ST - O(r_l)v €¢ =1+ O(T_Q)v (423)

which is the expected rotation 5% at infinity.

4.2 Brown-Henneaux

The original Brown-Henneaux (BH) boundary conditions asaib-set of the boundary
conditions presented in the previous section where pattebbundary degrees of free-
dom are frozen. We saw in [14] that such additional boundandiions on the phase-
space can be imposed through residual constraints on threlbou

The BH boundary conditions are given by

2

G = 3 + Crr ™t +o(r™), (4.24)
gra = Coar2 +o(r ), (4.25)
gap = 1°nap + Cap+o(1). (4.26)

Our boundary variables are then easily computed. We have

2

1
Q =2, M = 2 <C¢¢ + ﬁCrr) , (4.27)
2

P=0, J=3Cy (4.28)
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and, for the lagrange multipliers,
ro 1
[ 2
We see that the phase-space is smaller in this case: we hawpase both) = 2 and
P = 0. The boundary gravitons are then completely parametrigatidoboundary fields
M andJ.

In order to describe this phase-space, we will treat the tiditimnal boundary condi-
tions on the boundary variables as constraints. This cambe by relaxing the boundary
conditions on the corresponding lagrange multipliers: aeetto relax bothy andv .
Looking at the asymptotic form oV, we see thaty is already relaxed: we have

X =700~ 55
but, this time,C}; is not related taV/. Let’'s consider the following relaxed asymptotics
for the lagrange multipliers:

N = Cyr™ +o(r ™), N =001, N°=0@r?). (4.29)

Cyr, (4.30)

r 2 _ 1 1 1
N = 7 - (EXH + @CTT)T + O(T )7 (431)

N" =g +O(r™h), N? =0(r?), (4.32)

where bothyy and«y are free to vary. The corresponding differentiable Hamiko
generating the additionary boundary constrafts 0 and@ = 2 is then given by:

1

_ 2 i
BH = o= 2dx (NR + N'R;)

+ do <M by P+ IXa(Q — 2)), (4.33)

167TG )

The variation of the action then gives

6S:/dt/zd2x<

which is what we wantedy; andy are playing the role of lagrange multipliers enforc-
ing@ =2andP = 0.

We can now do our analysis of the boundary dynamics usingihlkedundary phase-
space described in section]2.3 with the Hamiltonian:

6gij + —67Tij —ONR — 5NZRZ

0S 0S
5gij 57Tij

[
167TG oy

+ do (wHP +ovm(Q — 2)), (4.34)

1 [ -
Hpy =~ e do M + 167G deo <¢HP +xXu(Q — 2))7 (4.35)
l ~
~ Henn + 500§ do (VP +Xn(@ - 2) (4.36)
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In the second line, we used the constraiffts= 2 to recover the Hamiltonian of the
previous section (419). We see that the theory correspgnidirthe Brown-Henneaux
boundary conditions is a constrained version of the thesspe@ated to the boundary

conditions[(4.11){(4)4).

The boundary constraints are second-class:

O Qo) —2)st0 — ) - 29— ¢), @37

{P(¢),Q(¢) -2} = -

the other brackets being zero. It is then straightforwardaimpute the induced bracket
on the fully reduced phase-space. In term\6fand./, we have

167G

M), M) ~ =

(J(0)0u(6 = 0) = J(&) 00(0/ —0)), (4.38)

(M), )"~ 0 (M(8) 0u(0 — o) — M(&) By(& — 6))
327G 56— ), (4.39)

[
167G

wherex means in this case that we have imposed all constraints: baitmthe bulk and
the boundary. On this fully reduced phase-space, the Hammlt is simply given by

L@ I~ 1—=(J(0)0:0(6 = &) = J(&) 03 = ), (4.40)

N~ M. 4.41
o1~ g 49 (4.41)

The two Virasoro algebras of conserved charges can be neszbeasily. Defining

I
- 327G

£ () (M@ £9@). L= f do TG, (44D

we obtain the usual result

l 3 (et )
<G Omino, z{ﬁm,ﬁn} ~0.  (4.43)

) {Zi,Z:} ~ (m — n)ZiJrn +
The Virasoro generatoEf,i are the generators defined on the previous sedjpevalu-
ated on the constraint’s surfae= 2 and P = 0. The central charge in (4.43) appeared
due to the correction coming from the Dirac bracket**. The conserved charg€s: (1)
are easily computed:
+ i t
l

L, () =e™m (4.44)

The algebra obtained here is of course just the current edgatthe dual Liouville
theory living on the boundary [10, 1'1,112,/13].
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4.3 Chiral

In [8], the authors proposed a set of chiral boundary cootifor AdS; that was ex-
tended in[[9]. We will first find the Hamiltonian for the exteattiversion and then obtain
the additional boundary constraints corresponding to tigiral chiral boundary con-
ditions. For the extended case, the asymptotic behavidreofitetric in the Fefferman-
Graham gauge can be written as

l2

G = (4.45)
r

Gs = 0, (4.46)

gss = 1 (1+F)+ Cyy+o(1), (4.47)

g = 0, (4.48)
F

Gy = 77"2 + Cyp + 0(1), (4.49)
2
r

g = l2< 1+F)—|—A—l20¢¢+2l Ct¢>+0() (4-50)

whereF' is a function oft and¢ and A is a fixed constant. As we assumgd> 0, this
means that we are studying the cdse- —1 only. A straighforward computation leads
to the following values for our quantities describing thejbdary gravitons:

—oVi¥F, M=2 NITF, 451

@ T 2 \/—F T O3 (4.51)
24 F

P=—IOF + T 0F, = 7CM,(1 +F)— l—20¢¢F, (4.52)

associated to the lagrange multipliers:

1 l 1+2F 2
N = % + 5 VIHF (—A 4 Goo 1¥2F 2 Gy ) +o(r7Y), (4.53)
T

V1I+F 2 (1+F)? 11+F
1 F
N% — = —2 N' = -1y, 4.54
T m o O(r™) (4.54)
This leads to
21 1 4 1
fH—7§7 YH—7_7@7 Uy =0, (4.55)
A 8 J 2 M
H—EQ‘Fj@_Z@a (4.56)
and to the Hamiltonian:
1 J Q?
Hpo ~ d 4— 2— A— 4.57
e 16wGaE¢<J Ftigt ) (4:57)

The equation of motion fof' is given by

) o \?*
AaTF+ <8x ) F=0. (4.58)
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wherez™ = £ — ¢. In general, we cannot expect the time evolution to prestree
condition ¥ > —1. The breaking of this condition means that the surfaces p$temt
t are not space-like and our ADM split is not valid anymore. ldwer, if the initial
conditions satisfy’ > —1 then it will stay valid close t@, and, in this neighborhood, we

can still apply our analysis.

In [9], the authors showed that, fdx < 0, the algebra of the charges is given by the
semi-direct product of a Virasoro algebra withi/#2, R) current algebra. Functionals of
the boundary gravitons reproducing this result are buoknfr

[

Lo(o) = T6r GJ P*, To(e) =PT, (4.59)
(M . | @
Té(¢) = G <5 - 2@) , To(¢) = T6nC 8 (4.60)

whereP*(¢) was defined in(4.10). The brackets of these new quantiteegiaen by:

{Lc(0), Le(¢)} = Lo(9)040(¢ — ¢) — Le(¢)0,0(¢" — ¢)
l

e Bh5(0 — o), (4.61)
(Lo(@). T)) ~ Ta(6)065(0— &), (4.62)
(TS(6), T ~ [OTSO)S(6 — &) + — 0,006 — ),  (4.63)

16G

wherea, b, c = +, —, 0. The current algebra is characterized by
Y=-1, =1, ffT=2 9"=-1, =2 (4.64)

with all the other components equal to zero. If we develop aues:

Ln=§ d6c™Lo(o). Ti= ¢ doe™T2(0) (4.65)

()3 ()3

we recover the algebra of the charges found in [9]

[
'L.{Lma Ln} = (m - n)Lm—i-n + @mgémﬁ-n,m (466)
i{Ly, Ty} = —nly.,, (4.67)

[

{18, TR} = ifeTe., + Gnabm5m+n70. (4.68)

In terms of these generators, the Hamiltonian is given by,

o= %(L0 + %T; —2ATH). (4.69)
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The conserved quantities are easily built by adding an expiine dependence to each
mode. IfA = —a?, we get

Ln(t) = Lpe™, (4.70)
~ .t t 1 st t
T (1) = TPe™: cos(2ozi) + ETntelmf sin(QOzZ)
- t
—aT, ™ sin(2a-), (4.71)

[
P t SN t
THt) = Tle™ cosQ(ozZ) + 40*T €™ sinz(ozz)

ot t
—2aT0 e"™1 sin(QOzZ), (4.72)
T-(t) = LT+eim% sinz(ozé) +Toe™ cosQ(aé)
" 4o ™ [ " [
1 - t
+%Tge’m7 sin(2az). (4.73)

The cases\ = 0 andA < 0 can be obtained in a similar way.

The charges we obtained here are not the one obtained in §®ettr, we built these
because the are well adapted to the constraints analysisehaill do in the next section.

4.4 Constrained Chiral

The original chiral boundary conditions introduced!in [8¢ @ subset of the one intro-
duced in the previous section with the additional condition

1

A good point here is that this extra condition garanties tles@rvation o' > —1 under
time evolution. This can easily be rewritten as

[

2
Tg:P+:—<—P+—

Q

The boundary theory associated to these restricted boydaditions can be described
by a theory built from the Hamiltoniah (4.57) with the comstit 77 ~ 0.

e 8¢Q) —0. (4.75)

For simplicity, the rest of the analysis will be done usingiffer modes. The primary
constraints aré® ~ 0 for all m. They lead to secondary constraints:

1

{T) IH} = —imT), — §T; —2AT,, (4.76)
1

= K| = §Tnt + 2AT,, =~ 0. (4.77)

With these extra constraints, the set is complete:

{K} IH} = —imK,, — AAT) ~ 0. (4.78)
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Their algebra is complicated and it is difficult to form the&i bracket. However, when
A#0,L,andK_ = iT+ - 2AT form a complete set of gauge-invariant quantities.

=5y

The reduced phase-space is parametrized, pynd K, with

[

{ {Lma Ln} = (m - n)Lm+n + @m35m+n,07 (479)
i{Ln K;} = —nK;.,,. (4.80)
(e g Al
) {Km, K, } = —ﬁmémn,o, (4.81)

and the Hamiltonian given by
1
H = 7(Lo + Ki). (4.82)

To make the link with the charges obtained in equations {2abh8 (2.16) of[[8], we
define

R 1. 1A - 1. A
e e N R (4.83)

which leads to the following algebra

- - I,

Z{Lm,Ln} = (m =)L+ 55M Sin0, (4.84)

(= 5 - Al

1 {Lm, n} = —nPyi,— @mémn,o, (4.85)

(= = Al

z{ - n} = —==minino. (4.86)

The algebra we obtain here is the algebra of the generatatternvin equations (2.15)
and (2.16) of[[8]. However, the difference between the esitemobtained here and the
one written in equations (2.17)-(2.19) of [8] is a redefinitof the zero mode®, —
Py — %6%0. This change of basis absorbs the extension in {4.85) andhack the
algebra to the canonical form with the following central igeaand level

3l IA

CR =
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A Radial decomposition

Let's assume that we have spatial coordinates giverf by (r, ¢) . We introduce:
1
grr :

Y= Gosy Ao =Grey N =gy, A= (A.1)

The metric and its inverse take the form:

N+ AN Ay d 3 =Y
i = ) Y= , A.2
Gij ( )\¢ 7 g _3\\_(2 7_1 N ,\ié\(» (A.2)

where we used and its inverse ! to raise and lower the angular indicgs

Introducing the extrinsic curvature of the (1)-sphei&s, we can write all the Christof-
fel symbols:

1

K¢¢ = o\ (_87‘7 + 2D¢)‘¢>) (AS)
1
K=7"Kp = 55 (=0, +X9;)logy +20,X%), (A4)
1
Ty = 1K (A.5)
¢ — 18 ] )‘¢K A.6
oo = U007 T 0
1
Iy, = X(8¢A+K>\¢) (A.7)
1 A?
Il = {0+ 5 (06A+ K) (A.8)
¢
My = =5 (OoA+ KXg) + DX = AK (A.9)
; L A%N
O = A7+ =7 ) @A+ KX)
¢ ¢ A? -t
N (DX’ = AK) = TOA+77'0:0s  (AL0)

whereD, is the covariant derivative associatedyto

We have introduced new variables to descgje Some computations can be simpli-
fied introducing their canonical conjugates:

0=2)1"", O5=2y1"" + 227", 0 = 7% 4 2077 + NN (A.11)
They satisfy:

T98gi; = 06\ + 0,60° + ad, (A.12)

{M2),0(2)} = 0*(z — '), {X\(x),04(z)} = 6*(z — ), (A.13)

{1(2),0(a")} = 8*(z — o), (A.14)

all the other Poisson brackets being zero.
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B Gauge transformations

It is useful to have the gauge transformation laws of the ngmachical fields defined in
appendiXx’A. We will only consider here transformations vpitlhameters, £¢ independent
of the canonical variables. Straightforward but long cotapans lead to

e for the metric, we obtain:

SeA = —E70 4+ 0 (AET) + 20,0 — ANPOET, (B.1)
0N = AEY 204+ 067+ ETN)

—XP0LEY + EP0RNY + 0" (NP7 = (A9)?) (B.2)
0y = —E/A0+ E0y + 205677 + 20,8 N, (B.3)

e for the trace of the extrinsic curvatufé

_ _\[o—K——(Xz’%—a)(jq by ¢’<A§\H/—¢’)

HE70, K 4 205 AP 04E" + ADgD?E" 4 €20, K. (B.4)
¢ the variations of the momenta are given by

2
F = —OAEA — 2/TDDE + 2 T (D, ~ XO)E — 500,
70,0 + 0y(£90) + N20E"0 — 20\D4E™y 10, (B.5)

Sy = 2790, [ (0, — A?0,)¢ } + 2 /7K 0,¢
A0
+§rar9¢ + 8¢(§¢9¢) + 8¢§¢6’¢ + 28¢§r <7 — Yo + )\¢9¢> s (86)

Ser = 0(€0) — 20(0E” + N20yl") + N2y 20,670, — %AA
Y

1€ B g Ly
+2\[ 0+ \/—( 05) \ﬁ%/\v 9y€
~(0, - %) [ 50— ¥0,)¢). ®7)

In sectior 2.1, we showed that the gauge transformatiorseprig the asymptotics
are given by

¢ = rf+r+007?), (B.8)

& = rp+0>r ), (B.9)
&€ = Y+0@r™?), (B.10)
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where
lz > Iy -1
ko= —5X—T dr'j(r'y = O(r—), (B.11)
r T

A [ 1
j - 7f+)\¢8¢f+;(K+7)f:O(r‘3). (812)
The four functionsf, y, v andY are independent of A useful result is:

1 1 12 h\ I 1
Log Ly _ A $ L L
(8, T)H X+ lf+/\ 0¢f+T(K+ )f (B.13)

r l

Let's assume that our improper gauge parameters are indepeaf the dynamical
variables. The bracket of two gauge transformations is

61, &) = (&1, ol — 0785 + 0581 (B.14)

where the variatio* hits the dynamical variables only agd = (&,£7,£%). Long
computations lead to

F = Yisfattnfo—(142) (B.15)
X = Yi0sxe — Yixe — D¢(f27_18¢¢1) — 2%]‘?1)(2 —(1+2) (B.16)
Y = Yi0,Ya+7 ' f10sf2 — (1 < 2) (B.17)
b = Y10p02 + fixe — (1 < 2), (B.18)

where the hatted quantities parametrize the resultingfoamation[¢,, &,].

C Fefferman-Graham gauge fixing

Some computations are a lot easier when the gauge is fixelislwork, we are using the
Fefferman-Graham choice [16,/17, 18] 19,20, 21]. Howewuas, td the relaxed asymp-
totics and the fact that we are working in the hamiltoniamieavork, it is not clear if this
gauge can be reached with a proper gauge transformation.

In coordinates:” = (r,t, ¢) the FG gauge is given by, = 7{—2 andg,s = 0 = grp.
On the canonical variables, these conditions become

l2
Grr = ot gr¢ = 0, % = 0. (C.1

The question now is how can we send a configuration satifyumgrelaxed boundary
conditions[(2.4) and_(215) onto this gauge-fixed surface?

Let's introduce auxiliary quantitied’, N* satisfying

N= % +O(™?), N =00, N°=0@2). (C.2)
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The exact value of these fields is not important. Using theggeherate a time evolution
alongs, we can build an auxiliary 3 dimensional metric with cooatsz” = (s, ¢):

gss = —NZ + Nigijﬁja gsi = gijﬁja gij = Gij, (C-3)
0s9ij = {gija /(NR + Nsz} ) (C.4)
Dyl = {wij, / (NR + N,—R,} . (C.5)

Because the lagrange multipliers we chose preserve thegmsiiabehavior of the canon-
ical fields under "time” evolution, the auxiliary metric &k the form
l2
grr = ﬁ + O(T_4>7 grs = O(T_3>7 57"(1) = O(T_l)a (C6)

T2

ﬁss = _l_2 + 0(7’_2), §s¢ = 0(1), §¢¢ = T2’7 + 0(1) (C?)
This can be put into the Fefferman-Graham form using a chahgeordinates of the
form

ro= 1 +0>F"), (C.8)
s = §+00Y), (C.9)
¢ = ¢ +0@?). (C.10)

This transformation is the exponential of the transfororatjenerated by a vector with
the following asymptotic behavior

e =00, We=00), BL=007), (C.11)

which, brought back to the hamiltonian formalism using thgrange multipliergv and
N?, is a proper gauge transformation:

§=0(7%), &=007"), &=007. (C.12)
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