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Abstract

We show that the soft part of the charge generating infinitesimal superrotations
can be expressed, in harmonic gauge, in terms of metric components evaluated at the
boundaries of null infinity that are subleading in a large radius expansion. We then

recast the spin memory observable in terms of these boundary values.
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1 Introduction

Recently, |1] identified a new celestial current corresponding to Low’s subleading soft theo-
rem in electromagnetism. There, the current could be expressed in terms of the boundary
values of the gauge potential at null infinity, but at one order subleading in a large radius
expansion compared to the current [2| corresponding to the leading soft theorem. In this
note, we examine the analogous computations for gravity in harmonic gauge. We find that
the subleading soft graviton mode that appears in the superrotation charge [3], the 2D stress
tensor for 4D gravity [4], and the spin memory observable [5] can also be neatly recast in
terms of a difference between boundary values of the metric. The relevant metric compo-
nent is hi?, which is subleading to the radiative data where the superrotation Goldstone
mode appears, hi;l). We hope that rewriting the generator of inhomogeneous shifts in the
superrotation Goldstone mode in terms of a boundary difference of hY will help to bridge
the gap between our understanding of the leading supertranslation example [6] and recent
studies of the A = 2 Goldstone mode in [7].



2 Setup

We consider linearized gravity in four dimensions. In this section we set up Einstein’s
equations in harmonic gauge, impose boundary conditions on the metric perturbations, and
identify the residual symmetries allowed by these boundary conditions.

2.1 Linearized Gravity in Harmonic Gauge

We consider perturbations g, = 7, + by — %n,wnaﬁ hap around a flat background metric

ds? = ndatde” = —du® — 2dudr + 2ry.-dzdz, (2.1)

and impose the harmonic gauge condition

V¥, = 0, (2.2)

where h,,, is the trace-reversed perturbation. In this gauge, the linearized Einstein equations
are

Ohyy = —167G T, (2.3)

Harmonic gauge leaves unfixed a set of residual diffeomorphisms £ that obey ¢ = 0. Coor-
dinate expansions of the Einstein equations, harmonic gauge condition, and residual diffeo-
morphisms are in Appendix A.

2.2 Boundary Conditions

We choose falloffs of the matter stress tensor 7),, consistent with a massless scalar field (see
also [8,9]). This corresponds to

Guu ~ 0(772)7 Gur ~ O(T’74), Grr‘ ~ O<T74>7

2.4
Gya ~ O(T’iQ), Gpp ~ O(Tﬁg), Gap ~ O(Tﬁl). ( )

These asymptotics for the stress tensor can be consistently captured by a metric with the
following boundary behavior

hw ~ O(r~tlogr), Br ~ O(r~tlogr), Bpp ~ O(r~tlogr),

2.5
hua ~ O(logr), hya ~ O(logr), hag ~ O(rlogr). =

Note that in harmonic gauge, logarithmic r-dependence is required for a consistent solution
of the linearized Einstein equations with matter in four dimensions.



We write a large-r mode expansion and solve the Einstein equations and the harmonic
gauge condition order-by-order in r. These expansions are written out in Appendix A.
Throughout, we denote the term in the metric expansion with coefﬁ(nent — by the superscript

log r

(n) and the term in the expansion with coefficient by a tilde with superscrlpt (n). We

will use the same notation for the modes of other ﬁelds in what follows.

The residual diffeomorphisms for harmonic gauge are parameterized by the free data

{5“(1) (u, 2, 2), §T(1)(u, 2, Z), 4@ (u,z,2)}. (2.6)

These are the modes of £# which can have arbitrary u-dependence, and solutions to O& =0
can be found by recursively solving starting from these modes. As detailed in
Appendix B, we can use these arbitrary functions of (u,z,z) in to perform residual
gauge fixing and arrive at the stronger falloffs

o (1)

oo 7 (n)

S Siler S S e

hrr Z Z rr IOg’f‘, UA _ Z huA Z h IOgT’ (27)
n=3

o 1 (n)
hrAzzlrLjJrZQ—mriogr, ha = > th +ZhABri0gr‘

n=-—1 n=0
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2.3 Residual Symmetries

We now consider the full set of residual diffeomorphisms that preserve the gauge-fixed
falloffs . Since the arbitrary u dependence of has been removed by our resid-
ual gauge choice in Appendix B, we expect £ to be parameterized by functions of (z, z). In
Appendix C we show that the residual diffeomorphisms have the following large-r behavior

' =%DAY,+ f+ O(r2logr)
& =—LDAY, — 4D, + LD’ f + Hr=' + (YD?[D* + 2|f — E)r~'logr + O(r*logr)
EB=YB — DB(%DAYA + firt+ (%DB[D2 +2]f + VE)r=2 + O(r3logr).

(2.8)

Here the free data are

{f(z,2),Y*(2),H(z, %), E(z, 2), VA(z, Z),...} (2.9)



with Y?(2) = Y# and the ellipsis denotes integration constants that appear at each subleading
order when recursively solving (A.8|[A.9)[]

The leading terms parameterized by f(z,z) and Y?#(z) correspond to supertranslations
and superrotations, respectively. These are the only modes of £# that contribute to a non-
zero charge at null infinity [10], with linear terms given by [11]

"Ii_ 1 1 5 1 1 1. . 3
=0 | & ~uDs Y ECOL, — Sy 0B, — ~YFol) 2.10
Qf 47TG If Zﬁ |i(f + 2u A )Fy uzzr 2 2rTY 2 zZrru | o ( )
where the leading modes of the Weyl tensor components are
01(112)27" = lim rCyzy ng)nu = lim T3Czrru- (211)

r—00 T—00

These correspond to the Weyl scalars W9 and UV, respectively, in the Newman-Penrose
formalism [12], up to a rescaling due to tetrad normalization for our celestial sphere metric.
For reference, is the linear part of (3.2) of [11] (see (4.4) of [3] and (2.4) of [5] for
expressions for the Weyl tensor components in terms of the mass and angular momentum
aspects appearing in [11]).

The above residual diffeomorphism (2.8)) produces the following inhomogeneous shifts in
the leading modes of the chiral part of the sphere metric

ohCY = —uD3v* —2D%f, 6h\Y = u[D? — 2|D%f +2D.V.. (2.12)

Note that the u-independent early and late time behavior of h both shift under the residual
diffeomorphism parameterized by Va(z, Z). As in the electromagnetic case [1], the subleading
soft theorem will correspond to a difference in the boundary values of this subleading-in-r
mode A of the sphere metric.

3 Conservation Law

In what follows, we will work in units where 87G = 1. Using the Einstein equations and the
harmonic gauge condition, we find that the Weyl tensor modes in ([2.11)) evaluate to

, 1~ | 1 .
VRO = Shil) = SDDTREY 4 T (3.1)

272
1Since the residual diffeomorphisms are parameterized by wu-independent functions, any further gauge
fixing would only be able to fix certain metric components at one value of u, and will not further modify the

large-r falloffs in (2.7).




and 1 1 .
=_T® _ §D5T§;) - §D2h§}u> + §D2D5D5h§;”. (3.2)

To investigate the superrotation charge in (2.10]), we consider the contribution at a fixed
point on the celestial spherdﬂ

auc(i%)

Zrru

. 1 ~ 1 s s _
/du@u(C(S) +uDZC’1(L]§)Zr) =— /duTﬁ) + §/duD2u8uh8u) — §/duDZDZDzu8uhgzl)

Zrru

1 ) 1 ]
-3 / duD?T'Y + G / duD?0, (uTY).
(3.3)

Stress tensor conservation gives
0TS = —y*PTl), (3.4)

and since T, vanishes at the boundaries of Z", we find that the u-integral of the trace of
TEE)), vanishes. Using T = 8uh7912 and evaluating the boundary terms gives

] Tt 1 1 o
C® 4 uDCUN " == [ du(T® — uD, TV — = | duD,D*D*ud,hZY. (3.5
Zrru Ii— uz 2 uu 2

The Ward identity for the linearized superrotation charge , which contains a convo-
lution of the left-hand side of with a CKV Y*, was demonstrated in [3] using the
subleading soft theorem. When this CKV is specified to the particular complexified form
Y? = ﬁ, Y?* = 0, the contribution from the second term on the right-hand side of
is proportional to the 2D stress tensor for 4D gravity [4]. In S-matrix elements, this term
inserts a subleading soft graviton. This subleading soft graviton mode also appeared in [5]

as the spin memory observable.

So far, we have only performed computations near Z= but an analogous story holds near
7Z~, and the additional input of a matching condition and falloffs at the boundaries of null
infinity is required to make statements about symmetries of the S-matrix. The relevant
matching conditions for the Weyl tensor components are given in (2.12)-(2.13) of [5]

R e N o\ (3.6)
It

Zlrru Zlrro | -
I+

The analyses [3,/5] looked in particular at spacetimes that start and end in vacuum with
massless matter that enters and exits through past and future null infinity. This amounts to

2If we were not restricted to CKVs this would amount to setting Y* — 6%(z — w),Y? — 0,f — 0.
Equating this to (2.10]) requires the boundary condition (3.7).



setting

(CR+uD*CL)

Zrru

2rTv _ = 0. (37)

Tt -

L= (9, +vD*CL,)

The matching of the Weyl scalars was used in [3] to recast and its past null infinity
counterpart as a conservation law. In the following section we recast the charge in terms of
a difference in the boundary values of hY. Then, in section , we recast the spin memory
observable in the same terms.

3.1 Expression as a Boundary Difference

We now rewrite the subleading soft graviton mode in terms of a change in the boundary
values of asymptotic data using the Einstein equations in harmonic gauge, which give

— 2T = [Ohs: ]V = 20,k + [D* — 2)n Y. (3.8)

zZz

Recall from the previous subsection that stress tensor conservation implies that the u-integral
of DZTZ(;) vanishes. We note that stress tensor conservation also gives

8,72 = DPTY). (3.9)

Then, by taking T,g’) to vanish at the boundaries of Z", the u-integral of DETE(;) vanishes as
well. Using also that DZTE(;) falls off faster than u~!, we have

/ du ud, DD — AnY = 2 / du u2D*hY. (3.10)

A straightforward computation gives

[D? +1)D.D*D*h."Y = D,D*D?*|D* — 2]h.". (3.11)

zZz

With this we can rewrite

(3) z (1) zf i 3.12
(C¥), +uD?C,2) - e (3.12)

1 o
- / du(T? — iuDzTﬁ) — [D*+1'D.D*D*(1 — ud,)hY

Note the appearance of the operator (1 — ud,), as in electromagnetism [1]. This subtracts
off the linear u-growth in hg;). At early and late times, the matter stress tensor vanishes and



using ([2.12)) we can describe the asymptotic behavior of the metric perturbations near Z; as

hG) = —uD3V3(2) — 2D2f%(2,2), hiY. =u[D? - 2]D2f*(2,2) + 2D:VE(2,2). (3.13)
The notation is intended to reflect that used for the residual vector field V4 and supertrans-
lation Goldstone mode f(z,z) of [13] (denoted C(z,z) there, see also [6]), with the carat
emphasizing the distinction that such a diffeomorphism would shift both the Z{ and Z*
values of the respective quantities but would not affect the difference between their bound-
ary values. We have also allowed for a superrotation parameterized by y? (%), which is in
the kernel of the differential operators acting on hi_;” in 1} and so will not affect the
conclusions that follow regarding the memory effect | We thus have

It zt

ZNZ 0)|™+ Oz |t
D.D*D*(1 — ud,)h? L= [D? +1]D.D.V . (3.14)
which finally gives
3 z (1) zf 2 1 2 S
(C8), +uD*Cyily)| | =— / du (T2 — 5uDZT;u)) —-D.D.V*| . (3.15)
- A

We have rewritten the soft part of the superrotation charge as a difference in the boundary
values of in V. As in the discussion following , one can also use the matching and
boundary conditions to recast the difference in V4 in terms of stress tensor fluxes. The
soft part of the charge, given in (5.13) of [3], is

+
+

5 1 . B T
Q5 Y =0)=7 / VA zduY* D, D* D*ud,h; " = / VAd*zY*D.D.V?| ", (3.16)
I+ Tt
where we have complexified the superrotations. In particular we find
1 _
TSH = 2iQE(YV* = Y =0) (3.17)
w—z

as mentioned above. This soft charge generates an inhomogeneous shift in the News tensor
(&ﬁggn in our notation)

Q% hV) = iuD2Y*, (3.18)

3As long as we consider asymptotically flat solutions without snapping cosmic strings A|14|, there will be
no transition between differently superrotated vacua (hence we drop a + superscript for Y?).



Acting on the vacuum, the soft charge inserts a soft graviton rather than leaving it invariant,
providing a notion of Goldstone bosons within the context of asymptotic symmetries and
soft theorems (see [15]). For the supertranslation case, [6] introduced a symplectic pairing
between the Goldstone mode and a conjugate soft mode, which [7] cast in the conformal
basis [16]. [7] also proposed the superrotation analog of the Goldstone mode, whose shift
is parameterized by Y4. From we see that AVy is related to the conjugate of the
Goldstone mode.

In the supertranslation case, the symplectically paired modes are C(z,Zz) and N(z, 2)
of [6], where C(z,2) parameterizes the supertranslation Goldstone mode and N(z, z) pa-
rameterizes the difference in boundary values. Both are at radiative order. Here, in the
superrotation case, the difference in boundary values of hY and constant-in-u Goldstone
mode 8uh2;1) are separated by an order of r. We leave the detailed study of the symplectic
pairing to future WOI‘kH

3.2 Spin Memory

In [5], the spin memory observable was defined to be an accumulated time delay ATu be-
tween two counter-propagating light beams for a BMS detector arranged in a ring with
circumference 2L
1 .
Atu=— [ du ¢ (D*h;Vdz + D*h{;Vdz). 3.19
u= g [ du Oz DAY ) (319)
By Stokes’s theorem, this is proportional to a surface integral of the curl Im[D?h**(=1)] over

the region bounded by C. This curl has the nice feature of projecting out the linearly growing
piece in the radiative metric (3.13]). The expression for ATy was shown to be equal to

1
Atyu=——TIm | dwyes / d*20:G(z;w) {0(3)

2 Zrru
w2 L De

¥
Lt / dquj)] (3.20)
s T+

4 Note that here the AV, that appears in our recasting of the soft graviton mode has a priori no
restrictions, while the superrotated vacua are parameterized only by holomorphic Y#(z). It suggests that a
thorough analysis of the appropriate symplectic pairing will connect to an ongoing question in the literature
of whether superrotations should be enhanced to Diff(5?) [17] (see also [18] for an alternate proposal). This
involves a modification of the boundary falloffs but allows one to invert the soft theorem from the Ward
identity. On the other hand there may be a more natural way of projecting onto the part of AVy that
provides the natural symplectic partner to the superrotation Goldstone mode, which we hope to address in
future work.



where we have introduced the Green’s function [5]

. 5, 0(z,w) |2 — w|?
. =] 27 2 ’ = 3.21
G(z w) = logsin g oMW 2 (1 +ww)(1+ 22) ( )
which obeys
1
0.0:G(z;w) = 2m0% (2 — w) — 37z (3.22)
Now from ([3.15]), we have
©) 3) : | T
/ du 2DET, = _2D[20z]m~u —D:D,D,V*+ D,D:D:V*| | (3.23)
T+ z*
where the curl projects out the [ uDzTﬁ) in 1} We thus have
A+ 1 2 2 . Crz Ijrr
u = mlm . d*wYye | d°20,0:G(z;w)D,V o
2 d? D — /d2 p.ve| [F (3.24)
= —1lm wWW w - - zz4/% .
Y ar | O 77 T+
1 - ~ |Zf
= — d2U)[DwV@ — D@Vfw]
itL Jp, VAl

using the fact that the integral of a curl over the full z-sphere vanishes to kill the contribution
from the second term in (3.22)). Using

d*w = dr AN dy = %dw A dw, (3.25)
(3.24) is beautifully recast as
1 ~ A
- A
U= b Vadz . (3.26)

We learn that spin memory measures the change between early and late time values of the
the contour integral of the subleading soft mode V4 that we have identified in this note

°As in (5.9) of [5], we could consider spacetimes that satisfy , and combine contributions from past
and future null infinity A7 = ATu — A~ v, so as to cancel the Weyl tensor contribution, and write A7 as in
terms of fluxes of T,,, and T,,. However, this additional restriction is not needed to equate the observable
time delay identified in [5] to a difference in the boundary values of V4 via .
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A Asymptotic Expansions

In components, the linearized Einstein equations [h,, = —167GT),, have right-hand side
2 2 Lo

Ol = | 0y — 20,0y — = (04 — Or) + D7 | huy,
r r
2 1 2 2

— 2 2 A

Ohyr = <8r — 20,0y — ;(au —0p) + ﬁD ) Por + ﬁ(huu — hur) — ﬁD houa
2 1 4 4 2

DhrT - 83 - Qarau - 7(au - ar) + 7D2 h'r‘r - 7DAhAT + 7(hur - hrr) + 7IYCBhCB
r 72 r3 72 r
1 1 2

Uhya = <83 - Qarau + 2D2> hoya — *QhuA - 78A(huu - hur) (Al)
r r r
1 4 2 2

DhrA = 83 - Qarau + 7D2 hrA - ihrA + 7huA - 78A(hur - hrr) - 7DChCA
r2 r2 r2 r r3
2 1

Ohag = (83 — 20,0, + ;(au —0,) + T2D2> hap

2
DA(huB - hTB) - ;DB(huA - hrA) + 2’YAB(huu - Qhur + hr'r)-

We expand the components of the harmonic gauge condition V*h,, =0 as

2 1
v#huu = _auhur - ar(huu - hur) - 7(huu - hur) + ﬁDAhuA

N

1 1
Vﬂhur = _8uhrr - ar(hur - hrr) - 7(hur - hrr) + ﬁDAhrA - ﬁ’VABhAB (AQ)

<

2 1
V‘U’h,NA = _auhrA - ar(huA - hTA) - ;(huA - hrA) + ﬁDBhAB-

10



The residual diffeomorphisms £# that preserve the harmonic gauge condition obey LIE* = 0,

which is
2

1

2 1 2 2
(af - 26,0, — ;(au —9) + T2D2> & — EDAgA + 72(5“ -&)=0 (A.3)
5 1, 1 2
0y = 20,0, + D" | €4 — 5€a — =0a(§u — &) =0
T T T

As noted above, logarithmic-in-r modes are required for a consistent solution of the linearized
Einstein equations with matter in four dimensions. In terms of the modes that appear
in (2.7), the asymptotic expansion of the Einstein equations is

[Oh]™ = 2(n — 2)0, h<" Y+ [D? + (n—2)(n = 3)]hl?
+ (5 2n)h —20,h
[Ohe]™ = 2(n — 2)0, +[D?+ (n—2)(n—3) — 2]l + 2002 — 2 D4R P
+ (5 —2n)A""2 — 29,0
[Oh,,] ™ = 2(n — 2)0 h<" D+ [D? +(n = 2)(n = 3)]hG?
+ 4 (R — R0 —aDARYTS) £ oy ABRGEY L (5 — 2n) R0 — 29, R(n D
(Ohual™™ = 2(n = 20757 + (D + (0= 3)(n = 2) = UnT Y =204 (W37 = h7) (7 4)
+ (5 —2n)hl"7¥ — 29,572
[Oh,A]" Y = 2(n — 2)0, h<” D4 D>+ (n—3)(n—2)— W — 20, (h("™? — p(n=2)
—2DPRE a(hm 7 — Ty 4 (5 — 2n)RlTY — 20,00
[Dhap)™? = 2(n — 2)8,h5% + [D* + (n — 2)(n — 3) — 2}h(AB 4
=2 (D™ = Dahly ™ + Dph{? — Dpnll )
+ 2945 (5 — 20072 + 0 D) + (5 — 20)A5 Y — 20,0557

ur

11



The expansion for the Einstein equations with log coefficients is

(n —2)0,h"Y 4 [D? + (n — 2)(n — 3)]A"~2)

uu

2 +
[Ohu]™ = 2(n — 2)8,h Y 4+ [D? + (n — 2)(n — 3) — 2] + 2h(2) — 2DAR Y
2 +

(0= 20,050 + [D* + (n = 2)(n = HAGD + 4 (AG2 — )
_ 4DAiL7(Z;3) 4 Q,YABiL(n*4)

Dhya] ™D = 2(n — 2)9,h" 2 4+ [D? +
uA

—2DPRGEY + 4l -
[Ohag) ™2 = 2(n — 2)0,h%5" + [D*+ (n — 2)(n — 3) — 2)]y5 Y
2 (Dahlly ™ — DAl + Dol — Dehly )

+ QVAB (h(n 2) 2;11(;72) + iL7(ﬂ7;72)) .
We can also expand the harmonic gauge conditions

(VAR ™ = =0,k 4 (n —

3) (
()
3) (
)

) (A — V) + DARY

[V*h,,]™ = -0,k

_< R(n=1)

(V4 hua) 7 = —0un Y 4 (=) (Y = W)+ DO
— (RGP =Rl

The harmonic gauge condition at logarithmic order is

h n—1) ) DAh(n 2) ABhXLB_?’)

ur

(V" )™ = =0, + (n = 8) (R = RGD) + DR
1) %7;71)) + DAESZ‘—z _ 7ABBXL];3)

(V¥R = —0,RG) + (n = 3) (RS
R = B ) + DERGLY.

[V hual "™ = =075 + (n— 4)

12

= 3)(n—2) = AL — 204 (R — G?)

+(n
[Ohea] ™ = 2(n = 200,405 + [D? + (n = 3)(n — 2) = ] A = 204 (D — B2
h

(A.5)

(A.6)

(A7)



The expansion of the harmonic gauge conditions on residual diffeomorphisms is

(06, = 2(n = 2)0,0 Y + [D* + (n = 2)(n — 3)] £
+ (5 —2n)g(" " — 29,V
[06,)™ = 2(n — 2)8,60Y + [D? + (n — 2)(n — 3) — 2] €02 4 260=2) _ oA
+ (5 — 2n)gl" Y — 29,V
6™ =2(n = 2)0,85 ™ + [D* + (n = 2)(n — 3) = 1] €57 = 204 (€Y — ")
+(5—2n)€y Y — 20,6777,

and at logarithmic order is

[OE]™ = 2(n — 2)9,£0 Y + [D* + (n— 2)(n — 3)] {72
(O] = 2(n — 2)8,6 Y + [D? + (n — 2)(n — 3) — 2] £~ 4 260=2) _ o pAg=? (A.9)
(06410 = 2(n = 20,57 + [D* + (n = 2)(n = 3) — 1] €77 = 20, (€072 = £0-2).

Under such a diffeomorphism, the flat background metric components shift as

& A.10
[5guA]("_1) = A0, LB+ — g culn=1) _ g, er(n=1) ( )
[5gm](n_1) _ _aAé'u(n—l) _ n,YABfB(n) + ’VABEB(”)

6945) "2 = YBeDAEC™ + Yac DpEC™ + 27457,
and at logarithmic order as
[5§W](n) = _2au£u(n) — Q&Lgr(n)
550 = ~0,640) + (n — 1) 4 (n — 1EO
[6G.,]" = 2(n — g ) (A11)
054" = 7apB BT — 9,10 — g gD
[0G,4]" Y = —9,=1) — py, p€BM
]( )

6G45]" 2 = vBeDAEC™ + 740 DBEC™ + 27,5 Y.

13



B Residual Gauge Fixing

The residual diffeomorphisms that preserve harmonic gauge (2.2) are solutions of 0O¢, = 0.

From (A.8HA.9)) the modes

g, g, 4@ (B.1)

(note the raised indices) are free data that can have arbitrary (u,z,z) dependence and
preserve the boundary conditions . Subleading-in-r modes are determined recursively
from these using 0O, = 0. We use the above free functions to perform residual gauge fixing
that further restricts our class of large-r falloffs from those of . The Lie derivative of

the metric at the relevant orders of r are given by (A.10HA.11)

(09" = [V + V&™) = 0,60 — (€0 + &) (B.2)
09ua]® = [Vuba + V46D = 7450,65@ — 9,(64© 4 7)),

We are interested in the trace reversed perturbations h,, appearing in g,, = m,,—l—hm,—%nw,h,

where 1
h = hyy = 2hyr + 57 P hap. (B.3)
r

Taking into account the harmonic gauge condition

[VFR Y = 0,0 =0, [VFh, Y = —0,hY) =0, (B.4)

implies we can find a consistent solution where hsr) = h,(i) = 0. We then see that the
u-dependence of {&*M), ¢r) A1 allows us to place the following restrictions on our
trace-reversed perturbation

_ 1
The harmonic gauge condition also implies

(ViR @ = 8,0 =0, (B.6)

so that we can consider solutions with h,(fjg = 0. We can now turn to the large-r modes of
the Einstein equations at orders for which the stress tensor is zero, for example

[Dhag)® = —20,h5, = 0. (B.7)
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Since this mode must be u-independent, we can find a consistent solution where it is iden-
tically zero. Similar considerations for {[0h,4]W, [0k, 4]V, [Oh,,]?, [Oh,, )@} allow us to
restrict to {ﬁfﬁg, Efgi, ﬁﬁ), EE})} = 0. Proceeding to plug in these updated falloffs into re-
maining modes of the Einstein tensor that vanish by , in particular {[0h,4]®, [Oh,,]®,
[Oh,,]®}, we can set {iLfg, n2, h&%’} = 0, and we finally arrive at the falloffs

P ~ (9(7“_2), Ry ~ (9(7‘_2), Py ~ (9(7‘_3),

—1 —1 (Bg)
huANO(T ), hT,ANO(T‘ ), hABNO<T),
and, for the log coefficients,
Ry ~ O(r~'logr), By ~ O(r—?logr), Ry ~ O(r—*logr), (B.9)

Py ~ O(r~'logr), hya ~ O(r—2logr), hap ~ O(logr).

C Asymptotic Symmetries

We will now consider the set of diffeomorphisms that preserve harmonic gauge as well as the
falloffs . These falloffs for the trace-reversed perturbation now imply the same for
dg,, because the trace is O(r~2log r) after our residual gauge fixing. Since the residual gauge
fixing of the previous appendix used up the u-dependence of the free data for a harmonic
vector field to arrive at our final falloffs, we expect our solutions to be parameterized by data
on the celestial sphere, functions of (z, z).

We see from the rr components of (A.10HA.11)) for n < 3, that €4 = 0 and £“™ = 0

when n < 2, with the exception of an allowed £%(°)
gv = w0 4 gu@)p=2 4 fu@)p=2 00 4 (C.1)

A similar analysis applied to metric variations, taking into account (B.§) and the trace
condition in (B.5)) leads to

g = gDAYA + [+ 06 2logr)

1
¢ = _gDAYA - gDAYA + 5D+ Hr (%DQ[DZ +2|f — E)r'logr +O(r*logr)
¢B—yB _ DB(gDAYA + )t (%DBW +2f +VE)r 2+ O(r3logr) (C.2)
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where
{f(2,2),Y*(2),H(z, %), E(z, 2), VA(Z, Z), ...} (C.3)

and we have labeled the leading terms to conform to the conventional notation used for su-
pertranslations and superrotations, parameterized by f(z, z) and Y*(z). A non-holomorphic
choice for Y would modify the sphere metric at O(r?). At poles a harmonic solution can
still be found as long as one relaxes our radial falloffs to hold almost everywhere on the
celestial sphere. There thus appear additional u-dependent delta-function supported terms
which will not be relevant to our analysis and we have suppressed them here.
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