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I. INTRODUCTION

The detection of gravitational waves (GWs) by LIGO/Virgo collaborations [1-13] con-
firmed Einstein’s prediction based on general relativity (GR) [14, 15]. The GW is now a
probe into the nature of gravity in the strong-field and high-speed regime. With the GW,
there are several methods to tell whether gravity is described by GR or its alternatives. For
example, one may examine whether the GW waveform agrees with GR’s prediction precisely;
one could also count how many GW polarizations are detected [16, 17]. Probably, the GW
memory effect is the most intriguing phenomenon because of its intimate relation with the

asymptotic symmetries.

The memory effect and the asymptotic symmetries have been studied by numerous works
in GR [18-24]. This effect usually refers to the permanent change in the relative distance
between test particles far away from the source, approximately at the null infinity .#, due to
the passage of GWs. So it is also called the displacement memory. The asymptotic symme-
tries are diffeomorphisms preserving the geometry of ., and form the Bondi-Metzner-Sachs
(BMS) group, which is a semi-direct product of an infinite dimensional, commutative super-
translation group and the Lorentz group. The energy flux of the GW induces a transition
among degenerate vacua, which are associated with each other by the action of supertrans-
lations. This explains the memory effect in GR [24]. There are also the spin memory and
center-of-mass (CM) memory, which are related to the angular momentum flux arriving at
J (25, 26].

Alternative theories of gravity also possess the memory effect, as discussed in Refs. [27-
33]. In particular, Ref. [34] discussed the memory effect and BMS symmetries in the Brans-
Dicke theory (BD) [35] using the fully nonlinear equations of motion, as opposed to the
post-Newtonian formalism in Refs. [27, 28]. It was discovered that there are also asymptotic
symmetries at . in BD, similar to those in GR. Because of the presence of the plus and cross
polarizations in BD, the displacement memory effect also exists in BD, and is related to the
energy flux and supertranslations. The breathing polarization also causes the displacement
memory, and is named S memory by Du and Nishizawa [29]. It is due to the angular momen-
tum flux penetrating .# and the Lorentz transformations cause the vacuum transitions in
the scalar sector. Utilizing a slightly different coordinate system, Ref. [36] obtained similar

results. In the current work, the asymptotic symmetries of an asymptotically flat spacetime



in BD will be analyzed again using Penrose’s conformal completion method [37, 38]. This
method is covariant and independent of the coordinate system used.

As is well-known, the existence of symmetries implies there are some conserved charges
via Noether’s theorem. Thus, the BMS symmetries on .# thus prompt us to search for
such quantities defined on .#. However, in general, there are GWs passing through .#,
so it is tricky to obtain them, and worse, none of these quantities are actually conserved.
These quantities vary along .#, and the changes should be given by some fluxes. All the
“conserved charges” and associated fluxes can be calculated using the Hamiltonian formal-
ism devised by Wald and Zoupas [39]. This is a general method, applicable to any theory
of gravity. The procedure starts with specifying the phase space with certain boundary
conditions, computing the presymplectic potential current 6, and the symplectic current
Wabe, and obtaining the Neother charge 2-form Q,;(§) associated with an infinitesimal BMS
transformation £*. Then, to find the “conserved charges” and fluxes on .#, one studies the
asymptotic behavior of the symplectic current so that one can construct a second presym-
plectic potential current ©,,. on .# which gives the restriction of the symplectic current to
. Finally, the flux density is simply O4., and the variation of the “conserved charge”is
0Q¢[€] = f(g[éQab(g) — &CQeap + EOpqp) With € a cross section of .#. Once a suitable ref-
erence spacetime is chosen, the “conserved charge” ()¢ can thus be obtained and satisfies
Qe[ — Qe[€¢"] = [, Oune where A is a patch in &, bounded by € and ¢”. There are also
some ambiguities in choosing Oupe, Wape, and Oy, as well as the issue with choosing the ref-
erence spacetime, which are discussed in Ref. [39] more carefully. In addition, Refs. [10, 11]
nicely reviewed this formalism, and are worthwhile to read.

Previously, Noether charges and currents have also been considered for black holes in a
more general BD with a variable w(y) and a generic potential V' (¢) in both the Jordan and
Einstein frames [12, 13]. References [11, 15] found out that at least in GR, the BMS group
is a subgroup of the so-called conformal Carroll group, whose charges have been computed.
One may also add to the action the terms that have no influence on the equations of motion,
but that may lead to new charges as considered in Refs. [16, 17].

In this work, we apply Wald-Zoupas formalism to BD in the following sections. We start
with a brief review on the asymptotically flat spacetime in BD in Sec. II. Then, the asymp-
totic structure is discussed again based on the conformal completion method in Sec. III.

There, following Refs. [18-51], the radiative modes are identified in Sec. IIT A, then, we de-
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termine the infinitesimal BMS symmetries in Sec. III B. Section IV discusses the “conserved
charges” and the fluxes. The presymplectic potential current and the symplectic current
are computed and analyzed in Sec. IV A. Based on these, the fluxes and the charges can be
obtained in the following two subsections IV B and IV C. In the end, the flux-balance laws
are applied to constrain displacement memory (Sec. V A), spin memory (Sec. VB) and CM
memory (Sec. VC) in Sec. V. Section VI is a short summary. Some technical details have
been relegated in Appendices A and B. The abstract index notation is used [52], and the

speed of light ¢ = 1 in vacuum.

II. BRANS-DICKE THEORY

In this section, we will review the asymptotically flat spacetime in BD based on Ref. [34].

As is well known, the action of BD has the following form [35],

1
S pum—
167TGO

/dfv4x/—_g (@R - %VMV“@O) : (1)

where w is a constant, G is the bare gravitational constant, and the matter action is ignored.
Some phenomenological aspects have been summarized in Ref. [34]. The variational principle

gives rise to the following equations of motion,

1 TG

Rap §gabR— T oo, (2a)
2

V.Vé =0, (2b)

in which 7y, is the effective stress-energy tensor for ¢, given by

w 1
[; <Va<PVb90 - §9abvc<ﬂvc<ﬂ) + VoV — gV V| . (3)

Equation (1) is said to be written in Jordan frame.

From the previous study [34], one knows that ¢ = ¢y + O (r~!) in an asymptotically flat
spacetime. So one can perform the following conformal transformation g, = % Jap, and set

£ = ¢%, then the action becomes [53]

%0
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where G = G, /0. This action is written in Einstein frame. The equations of motion are

given by
Ray — %gabé = 87Go T, (5a)
V.V =0, (5b)
with
To= o (%Wz@ - %gaﬁcwc@) . (6)

In Einstein frame, ¢ is proportional to a canonical scalar field.
As discussed in Ref. [34], Egs. (2) can be solved using the generalized Bondi-Sachs coor-

dinates (u,r, 2? = 0,23 = ¢) [54],

ds? = Y qu? _ 26 dudr + hap(da® — UAdu) (dz® — UPdu), (7)

r

with A,B = 2,3. B,V,U* and hap are six arbitrary functions. Moreover, one imposes

certain boundary conditions [5],

B=0@r""), V==r+0(r"), UA:O(T_2), (8)
and the determinant condition,

2
det(hap) = r* (%) sin? 6. (9)

Then, one obtains the series expansions in powers of 1/r
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Here, v4p is the metric on a unit 2-sphere, and %, is its compatible covariant derivative.

01, P2, Cap, and dap are expansion coefficients, which are arbitrary functions of (u,z%).
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The indices of ¢4 and dap are raised by 742, and one has v4Bé,5 = vBd,z = 0. The
functions m and N4 of (u,z?) are called the Bondi mass aspect and the angular momentum

aspect, respectively. The Einstein’s equation (2a) leads to the following evolutions of m and

NA7

1 1 2w+3 [N\
n=—- NAB _ _NypNAB -~ [ — 11
= =2 D1 Tp Nas o) (11a)
- 1
NA :.@Am -+ Z(.@B.@A.@céBc — .@B.@Bgcég)
1 1 1
— 1—69A(Ngég) + ZN?.%&% + Z.@B(Ngég — &S NE) (11b)
2w+ 3
8Q03 (¢19AN — BNQA(,O;[),
where Nyp = —0¢ap/0u is the news tensor, and N = J¢;/0u. Finally, the equation of
motion (2b) for ¢ gives
. oV 1,
= — -9 11
P2 20 5 1, (11c)

with 2% = 2,94,

As in GR, the asymptotically flat spacetime in BD also enjoys BMS symmetries. An
infinitesimal BMS transformation £ is parameterized by a(z?) and Y4 (27) defined on the
unit 2-sphere. The transformation generated by « is called a supertranslation, and the one
by Y4 a Lorentz transformation. The action on the solution space can be easily computed,

for instance, given by [34]

i

dgpr = fN + ¥ + YA D1, (12a)
6¢eap = —fNap — 29495 f + vapP*f + Lréan — %@A& (12b)
and thus
0¢Nap = fNap + Ly Nag, (12¢)
6N = fN + 9N +YA9,N, (12d)

where ¢y = 2,Y4. With these, one can discuss the relation between BMS symmetries and
gravitational memories. It turns out that the displacement memory effect in the tensor
sector is caused by the null energy fluxes, including that of the scalar field ¢, passing
through .#, which is similar to the one in GR. This memory effect is associated with the

supertranslation transformation, which induces the transition among the vacua in the tensor
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sector. The scalar sector also contains degenerate vacua, so the displacement memory occurs
in the scalar sector, too. This is caused by the passage of the angular momentum fluxes
through .#, and a Lorentz transformation induces the transition among the vacua. The spin
memory and the CM memory effects are also interesting in GR [25, 26]. Here, they exist in
the tensor sector as well. However, neither of them is present in the scalar sector.

In Ref. [34], we did not calculate the “conserved charges” of the asymptotically flat
spacetime in BD. In the current work, we will compute them using the covariant phase
space formulism devised by Wald and Zoupas [39]. For that purpose, one starts with the

asymptotic structure of BD in the next section.

III. ASYMPTOTIC STRUCTURE AT NULL INFINITY

The asymptotic structure of spacetimes in GR has been discussed and summarized in
Refs. [18, 50-52]. In this section, we will follow these treatments to study the asymptotic
structure at .# in BD. This treatment utilizes the conformal completion, which brings .# to
a finite place.

The asymptotically flat spacetime at .# in BD can be defined in the following way. A
spacetime (M, gqp) is said to be asymptotically flat at . in vacuum BD, if there exists an
unphysical spacetime (M’,g!,) and a conformal transformation C : M — C[M]| C M’ such
that:

1. ¢/ = Q*C*gap in C[M], for some conformal factor €2, where C* is the pullback;
2. . is the boundary of M in M’, and on it, 2 = 0 and V/Q # 0;

3. the topology of .# is S? x R;

4. equations (2) are satisfied near .#.

With this definition, one can work out the asymptotic structure at .# for BD. However,
Egs. (2) are very complicated due to the fact that ¢ is not a canonical scalar field, so the
discussion in Jordan frame would be very involved. Therefore, we would like to work in
Einstein frame, where the equations of motion (5) are simpler, and ¢ is a canonical scalar
field modulo a factor. We are allowed to do the conformal completion in Einstein frame,

because under the above conformal transformation relating (M, gq) to (M’, g.,), one can find
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another unphysical spacetime (M, gup) With Gup = Q2§a. As a matter of fact, g = % g
In this spacetime, .# is still the boundary of M in M with the topology of S? x R, and on
it, 2 = 0 and V,Q # 0, since V, = V' = 9, for a scalar field. However, instead of Egs. (2),
one requires Egs. (5) to hold near .#, now.

In the following, we will first identify the radiative modes in BD, and then discuss the

asymptotic symmetries.

A. Radiative modes

As a consequence, in Einstein frame, we will effectively perform the conformal completion
for GR with a canonical scalar field. Many results obtained in GR can be carried over
directly. For example, the conformal transformation of @ is ¢ = Q¢ [18]. Then, the

Einstein’s equation (5a) becomes [18, 52]
anb + 2?aﬁb - fgab - Q_liaba (13)

where Sy, = Ra — GapRR/6 is the Schouten tensor for Gup, Ne = Vo8, f = 1,0/, and L
is given by

w3 L 1 -

Ly, = w2 Q° <7;b — agabT) ; (14)

with 7o = @*Ngnp + QQ@ﬁ(a?b)@ +02V,pVp, and T = §*7T,,. Here and below, the index

of n, will be raised by g*, i.e., n® = §*n,. The scalar equation (5b) is

OV, VG + pV,n" —2fp = 0. (15)

Although the right hand side of Eq. (13) carries a factor of Q7! it is vanishing on .# because
Ly vanishes faster by Eq. (14). The finiteness of Eq. (13) implies that n,n® = 0, i.e., . is
null, as expected.

In addition, there is also a freedom in choosing the conformal factor. A new conformal
factor ' = w) with @w > 0 is as good as the old one. Under the this kind of gauge

transformation, one can calculate that

I = @Gy ¢ = P, (16a)
Nl = wi, + QV,@, (16b)
f=o'f+ 20 %0 V,ow + @ *Q(Vw)V,.@. (16¢)



One may choose a gauge such that f'=0, which also implies that V’n,=0 due to Egs. (13)
and (14). Here, the symbol = means to evaluate the equation on .#. This gauge is also
called the Bondi gauge by analogy [52]. We will fix such gauge condition in the following,

and drop all the prime symbols, i.e.,

f=0, Vi, =0. (17)

These conditions imply that on .#, the integral curves of n® are the affinely parameterized
null geodesics, and the null congruence is free of expansion, shear and rotation [55]. The
first expression in the above equation can be rewritten as f = Q1 for some function ¥ on

M, so ngn® = Q9. The second expression in Eq. (17) is equivalent to
gﬁgab£07 (18)

that is, n® is a null Killing vector field on .. A further gauge transformation would maintain
the Bondi gauge as long as .Z;w=0.

From the above discussion, one knows that the structure of .# is characterized by g
and n® at the “zeroth order”. However, these are spacetime quantities defined on M. One
may prefer to the intrinsic ones to .#, so let v, be the restriction of g, to .. n® is tangent
to ., so it is naturally intrinsic to .#. Then, following the terminology of Ref. [51], the
zeroth-order structure of .# is the pair (74, n%). This structure is universal, i.e., it is shared
by any asymptotically flat spacetime at .# [18]. Since y4,n° is the restriction of g’ = V.0
to Z, Y’ = 0, 50 Ve is degenerate. This is consistent with the fact that .# is null.

The first-order structure is the covariant derivative %,, induced on .# by V, [51]. It
satisfies

D e =0, Dyit® = 0. (19)
Some of the higher-order structures requires the following quantities that come from Z,,.
The curvature tensor %, can be defined for Z, in the following way. Let v, be a covector
field on .#, then, one has

DDy = %%’abcdl/d. (20)
Define Zoped = VaeRaret, then Zoy = Y "Rperg and Z = v*R,y,. Here, 4% is “inverse” to
Yap Such that Y,pa7°? = Ya. By counting the number of the algebraically independent

components of %%, one may prove that there is a tensor field S,° satisfying [49]
Sba_b = (Sbb — %)T_I,a, (21)
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such that
R = VefaSy" + Sefady®, (22)
with Sup = VeSa¢. S0 Zape? can be equivalently represented by S,°. In fact, S,° is nothing
but the restriction of S,° to .Z.
Due to the topology of .#, there exists a unique symmetric tensor field p,, on ¢ with

the following properties [13],
P’ =0, Ypyy = X, Diapr)c = 0. (23)
Now, it is ready to introduce the second-order structure, the news tensor Ny, defined by
Nap = Sap — Pab- (24)

It is transverse N,n® = 0 and traceless v N,, = 0. The nonvanishing of it indicates the
presence of the tensor GW [34]. There also exists the scalar field @ on .#. Its Lie-drag
N = %,p = N/p, along the integral curves of n® signals the existence of the scalar GW
penetrating .#, so N (or, equivalently N) also belongs to the second-order structure of ..

Finally, the third-order structure is to be introduced. One knows that [52]

Rabcd = Cabcd + ga[cgd]b - gb[cgd]w (25)

In the above, we have seen the roles that Sy, plays in the asymptotic structure. Now, consider
Coupeq- Although Ly is O (Q?) near ., Cypeq still vanishes on % according to Ref. [48]. One

thus introduces the following two quantities,
K™ = —4Q7'C*neng,  *K® = —4Q7 " C"" i ng, (26)

where *C%? is the Hodge dual [52]. Since K®n, = * K%, = 0, they are naturally intrinsic
to .#. They are symmetric and traceless v, K% = 7,,* K = 0. They are also dual to each

other in the following sense,
’}/acKCb - _gacdﬁ'd*KCba 'Vac*KCb - gacclﬁd[(d)a (27)

where €g, is the volume element on ., induced from € pca(= 4€upcnia). Following the

argument in Ref. [18], it can be shown that
1

D1aSy° = Zgabd*cha (28a)

2(2 L
gk = 2213 10 0 5 on e, (28b)
Dy K™ = 0. (28c¢)
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*K% is the third-order structure on .#.

The gauge transformations of the above structures are given by [50]

la l-a

Vo = @Y, W= 'R, (29a)

Divy = Doviy — 20 V(0 Dyw + @ Y@ Ve, (29D)
= Nau, N =w N, (29¢)

Kb = B Rcab o prab 5w ab (20d)

a

where w? is the restriction of V%= to .#. Now, consider a special gauge transformation

with @ = 1 on .#. Then, the first-order structure ¥, changes according to,
Divy = Dty + KT Ve, (30)

where V®w=rn® for some function x on .#, but the remaining structures stay the same.
Therefore, although the zeroth-order structure does not change, i.e., (7/,, 7'*) = (Yap, %), the
covariant derivatives &/ and %, can be different. This suggests to introduce the concept of
an equivalence class {7, }, which is the set of covariant derivatives associated with each other
via Eq. (30) [19]. The radiative degrees of freedom are encoded in {Z,}. Now, let g, and g/,
be two metric fields in the unphysical spacetime M, and their covariant derivatives are V,
and V', respectively. Let {Z,} and {2’} be two equivalence classes of the induced covariant
derivatives from V, and V', respectively. Their difference is completely characterized by a
symmetric tensor field oy, with o,n° = 0 and v*o,, = 0. If one introduces a covector field
l, on Z such that n®, = 1, one can show that o, is the traceless part of the following
tensor [19],

Sap = (Do = Za)ls, (31)
where 2/ and 2, are two representatives of {Z!} and {Z,}, respectively. One can easily
verify that o, has two independent components, and they represent the radiative degrees

of freedom in the tensor sector. In fact, by replacing v, with ¢, and substituting Eq. (22) in

Eq. (20), and contracting both sides of the result by 7’, one finds out that
Nab = —23730'(11,. (32)

Here, in order to derive this relation, one makes use of a trivial derivative 9?@ with .@aﬁb =0,
and sets Yy = (Y, — 9?&)&, = Y.ly. In this sense, o, is the shear of an null congruence

with tangent vector fields ¢* = g*¢;, on .#.
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The metric solution exhibited in the previous section is actually in the Bondi gauge. To
show this, one first transforms the solution to the one in Einstein frame, and then, performs

a conformal transformation with Q = 1/r. In the coordinates {u, 2,0, ¢}, the metric is,

ds? =[—0? +20%m + O (2%)]du® + 2[1 + O (9%)]dudQ + [Q*Zpes + O (2%)] duda?

R (33)
+ |yap + Qéap + (dAB + P an + %%Bégég) +0 (93)} dzda?,
2]
and the scalar field is
2
_ ¢ P2 2

With Eq. (33), one can verify the validity of the Bondi gauge condition (17). One also
knows that 7, = V,(, so i® = (9,)%. And finally, by setting £, = (du), + O (), one gets

OAB — éAB/Q, and NAB = —8u6AB.

B. BMS generators

As discussed in Ref. [56], an infinitesimal asymptotic symmetry £ induces the following
variation in gg,

V?6chay = P LeGab = LeGab — 2K Gap = 20X o, (35)

for some smooth scalar field K = £, /S [57] and some smooth tensor field X, in M. The

well-posedness of this expression requires that £%n,=0, so £ is tangent to .#. This equation

can be rewritten as

nggab = Q(Kgab + QXab). (36)

By examining (Z:.%; — Z7-%: — Zj¢ 7)) Jap = 0 with the conformal Einstein’s equation (13),

one obtains that
o _ o _ 1 _ _ _
-V, Vi, K + 4T_l(aXb) + 2QV(aXb) — gabﬁcXc — 59%(5@ — Q_zLab) — %X =0, (37)

where X, = Q7' X,;n” and X = §®X,;. Again, the well-posedness of Eq. (37) leads to the
fact that X, is transverse to n® so that X, is finite on .#. The action of £* on n® can be

easily calculated, which is
S = —Kn® + QV'K — 202X (38)
Contracting both sides by n, gives

oiﬂn[_(:%(ciﬂgf—l_(f), (39)
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without imposing the Bondi gauge condition. What about the action of £ on @7 First,
one can perform 6:p = %p = Q(%p + K@). Second, according to the definition of the
asymptotic symmetry in Ref. [31], the transformed “physical” ¢ is allowed to decay as

1/r ~ Q. Therefore, one knows that
0ep = Zep + Ko, (40)

which actually agrees with the transformation property of ¢; in Ref. [34]. Indeed, p=¢1 /¢o.
Now, one knows how a BMS generator acts on g, and 7% in the unphysical spacetime M

according to Egs. (36) and (38). By restricting these equations to .#, one obtains [18]

LeVab = 2KV, L = —Kn“. (41)

And Eq. (39) implies that %K = 0 on .# in Bondi gauge. Therefore, £ is a conformal
Killing vector field on .#. As is known, among the BMS generators, there are infinitesimal

supertranslations, which are given by [50]
£ = an® — QV% + Q% (42)

where « is a smooth function and u® is a smooth vector field on M. Moreover, a should

satisfy Zra = g, for some smooth function ¢, on M. One can show that

K =Q(a¥ — ¢, + 0), (43a)

_ o 1 _ B _
X = -V, Vi — 5(0&9 — 260 +20)Gap — %(Sab — QO ?Ly) + 20 qup) + AV (quyy,  (43b)

_ 1= 1 - - = 1 ,=
Xo==Vala¥ — 26, + 0) — =(Sap — Q2 Lay) Vi + =0"Vyu,
+ Z[?)ﬁua + (Sab — Q_Ql_/ab)ub],
X = -V?a—2(ad — 2, +0) — (? - Q_2L) + QV,u’, (43d)

where o = un, and u, = Gepu’. On Z, one has £%=an® and Z;a=0. Since K=0, an® is a
Killing vector field.
For a generic BMS generator £%, let us directly consider its restriction to .#. One knows

that it satisfies the following conditions [1§]

n*, = 0, -@(agb) = K’Vaba ZL36a =0, (44>
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with &, = ga€P. The first expression is because % is tangent to .#. The second and the third
are basically Eqgs. (41). Conversely, if a covector field &, satisfies Eqgs. (44), one can find a
BMS generator £ satisfying Egs. (41) and &, = 7,£°. Due to the degeneracy of 4, £ is not
unique: one can add to it an arbitrary supertranslation generator an® without modifying
&o. If €% and &'® are said to be equivalent as long as they differ by a supertranslation, the
solutions to Eqgs. (44) belong to an equivalence class. The set of such equivalence classes
is isomorphic to the Lorentz algebra, due to the topology of .#. Since this set is also the
quotient algebra of the BMS algebra modulo the supertranslation algebra, one verifies that
the BMS algebra is indeed the semi-direct sum of the supertranslation algebra and the
Lorentz algebra.

Once a foliation of .# is chosen, £* can be uniquely decomposed. This foliation can be
obtained by starting with a reference leaf %, a cross section, at some retarded time ug, then
Lie-dragging it along the integral curves of n® to an arbitrary €. One can further let the

normal to € be /,, then £ is decomposed according to,
£0= <a + g.@ : Y) n*+ Y, (45)

where .Y = 4%*2,Y;, = 2K on .#. Here, the component Y is tangent to €, generating
the infinitesimal Lorentz transformation and leaving % invariant, but an®, an infinitesimal
supertranslation, induces a one-parameter group of diffeomorphisms that changes the folia-
tion for a general a. One can check that % Ve, = 2K 74 but 1 = 0, so Y itself is not
a BMS generator. This explains the presence of the term proportional to u, which, together
with Y?, is a genuine BMS generator.

One should also know how a BMS generator transforms &, in order to calculate the flux

and the “conserved charge”. For this end, one first finds out that for any £* and v,
(LeDa — Dale)v = ("Rt — Da Do) Ve (46)
So for a supertranslation £*=an®, one has the following useful result,
barSas = (Lan T = Do )lo = =Fu v = 5 Nuw + K (47)

where Eq. (22) has been used, and ' is some function on .# and irrelevant for the coming

discussion. Then, the Lorentz transformation also transforms Z,, which is given by [58]

1

Sy Sap = (L D0 — DuLe)ly = — %%.@b(g V) = Sow? Y + Low - %(9 YNy,
48)

1 1 (

- E(a-@b)(‘@ ’ Y) + Z’yabf-@ Y + §7abyc-@c€a
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where ( = v 9,(,. The traceless parts of Eqs. (47) and (48) are dan0a and dy oy, respec-
tively. In the end, one knows that £* induces the variation of g, according to Eq. (36), so

its connection I'°,, also changes, given by

(LeVa = Vaoli)y = — 1.0

) _ - o (49)
:I/C[T_chab — Qﬁ(aXb)c — 25(CaVb)K + g V'K + O (Q)]
Now, take the restriction to .# and set v, = {, to lead to
Xab = (D%@a — .@ao%)gb + 2£(a@b)f< — %bﬁcﬁcf(, (50)

where V¢ is not replaced by Z, in the last term, because this term is useless in the following

calculation.

IV. “CONSERVED CHARGES” AND FLUXES
A. (Pre)symplectic currents

Following Ref. [39], one starts with the variation of the action (1),

1

05 = 167Gy

/d4\/—g(Eab5gab + E,00) + /d4$\/—gva9“, (51)

where E,, is the Einstein’s equation, taking a different form than but equivalent to Eq. (2a),
and E, = R+ %‘"VQV“QO — %Vaapvagp. The last term above is a surface term, where 6%, or

its Hodge dual is the so-called presymplectic potential current, given by

{@gdegf "(V $6gen — Vedgsn)

ea c ) 75 = T~ _~ CEdabc
MO T 52)
de fh 2w d
+ 99" (09 Ve — 0genV p) — ?&N el
With 6,., the symplectic current is given by,
Wabe :59abc(6/g> 6,()0) - 6/9abc(5ga 5Q0)
1 d 1 d
=7, _~ CEdabe ———€dabe | 2 e f}h(s 6,6_6,6 0
167TG0€d pepw® + 167TG0€d b [ 949" (660V 16" gen — 6'genV §0p) -

1
+ (979%™ + g g7 ") 56,40 gen V i + §gf "8 grn0g™V o
2w / de d 1 ef / d /
—?cﬂp 0g“Vep +V 5g0—|—§g 0Ggefd' Ve | —(§ <> ") |,
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where (0 <> ¢') represents the terms obtained by switching ¢ and ¢’ of the remaining terms

in the square brackets, and w® has been calculated in Ref. [39] for GR, i.e,
w* = (""" + g 9"V g + g"g" G ) (8" 9oV abges — 095V ad' ger)- (54)

However, the above results were computed in Jordan frame, where the Egs. (2) are compli-
cated and the calculation of the “conserved charges” and fluxes is likely also very involved.

To resolve the complication, one would like to replace all quantities in Eqgs. (52) and
(53) by the corresponding ones in Einstein frame. One may also directly calculate the
presymplectic potential current and the symplectic current using the action (4) in Einstein

frame, which are

~ 1

Habc = —~€dabc[§de§fh(@f5§eh - 6ed&fh) - (2(") + 3>5@6d¢]7 (55&)
167G
- 1
Wabe =7 = €dabcW
167T2w +3 ~ ~ 1 ~ (55b)
T VEV10P + 8'G05"V e + 557 05es0' GV 0 — (3 < 8} |
T

where W takes the similar forms to w® in Eq. (54) with all ¢’s and V'’s replaced by § and
v, respectively. However, careful examination shows that these two methods give distinct

presymplectic potential currents,

Ouse(39,00) = Oape (07, 0@) + Aape, (56a)

Buse = —— g (6@"6@6@5 505V + W@) : (56b)

167G 2

Nevertheless, the symplectic currents are the same, i.e., Wupe(0g,00) = Qape(0g, 0p). Al-

though A, is nonvanishing in general, it is closed, ?[aAbcd} =0, if Egs. (5) and their linear

perturbations are satisfied. Indeed, one can find out that
e A :% [Egab(sgab@?@

G L2 (57)

. N N 1 . - -
+ (cxaabvaw + Vadg*" Vi + 55V 05 VG + vzésb)] :
and the second line is the linearized scalar field equation. Therefore, A, = 3@[&/@} locally
for some 2-form Y, locally constructed out of G, ¢ and their variations [59]. According to

Ref. [39], there is always an ambiguity in choosing 6. Since we will work in the Einstein

frame, we ignore the difference A ..
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Now, choose an arbitrary, closed, embedded 3-dimensional hypersurface ¥ without bound-
ary. The presymplectic form =y is given by the following integral,

=0(65, 050G, 0/5) — / (0, 65: 55, 5'5). (58)
>

Suppose §'Gap and §'¢ is induced by a vector field £, that is, §'Gup = Zgap and 8¢ = L.
Furthermore, if the equations of motion (5) are satisfied by g, and ¢, and the linearized
equations of motion are also satisfied by g, and 6@, then the above integral defines the

variation of a Hamiltonian, or a charge ()¢, conjugate to £¢,

Q] = [ Gunl55,66: 243, Ze5). (59)
It turns out that the integral above can be rewritten as the one over a 2-dimensional surface
0¥ [39],

5Q0%] = [ 160 - €0.(03.09)] (60)
so now, we take 5@5 as a function of 0¥, instead of X. In the above expression, the Noether
charge 2-form @ab is

- 1 ~ .
Qab - _167ré€abcdv gd’ (61)

which takes exactly the same form as in GR [60]. Here, the symbol § means that a function

Q¢ might not exist. The sufficient and necessary condition for the existence of ()¢ on ¥ is
that for all (0gap, 09) and (0'gup, 0'@) satisfying the linearized equations of motion [39],

. gcajcab(égv 0p; /g) 5/‘:5) =0. (62>

When this condition is violated, for example, when 0Y is a cross section of .#, there is a
prescription to find a “conserved charge” Q¢ conjugate to £* to be discussed in the next two
subsections. Before that, one has to analyze the behaviors of éabc, Wabe, and @ab near .#.
Equations (55) and (61) are the most important for calculating the “conserved charges”
at .. Since . in the physical spacetime is not at a finite place, it is probable that these
equations blow up at .#. So one needs to check whether they are finite at .# or not. One
also needs to know the behaviors of §g,, and d¢. For that purpose, one should realize that
the field variation should not change the conformal factor, 62 = 0. At the same time, .#
is a universal structure for any asymptotically flat spacetime [18]. So one requires that the

unphysical metric g,, remain the same at %,
8Gab = 2°0Gap=0, (63)
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which implies that there exists a smooth tensor field 7, such that
5§ab - Q7-aba 5§ab - Q_lTab- (64)

By the similar method to obtain Eq. (50), one can show that 7,,=20%,. As discussed in
Sec. 111, the Bondi gauge condition (17) is used for simplicity. This condition should be
preserved under the field variation dgg,, so one finds out that there exists a smooth covector
field 7,, such that

T’ = Q1. (65)

Finally, there are no requirements on 0¢, so one simply writes d¢p = Qdp.
Now, it is straightforward to reexpress Eqs. (55) and (61) in the unphysical spacetime
(M, gap). Firstly, the presymplectic potential current is,

Oupe = %gabcd {Q7 1 [Ver® — Vi — 377 — (2w + 3)xpn?] — (2w + 3)xV%},  (66)
167Gy

where 7 = §%7,, and Y = §¢. Though formally, this expression blows up at .# due to Q7!

factor inside the curly brackets, it actually does not. To show this, one starts with Einstein’s

equation (13) in the unphysical spacetime without imposing the Bondi gauge explicitly, and

then varies it,

8Sab =470 Ty — NV oTab — GabTiTe + (2w + 3)AaTip X P. (67)
At the same time, by its definition, the variation of S is [39)]

1

8Su= — N0V T — 1V eTap + 10V Th)e + TigaTs) — ggab(ﬁcn — n°V,7). (68)
Comparing these two expressions, one finds out that

Vi — Vo — 37, — (2w + 3)xPa=0, (69a)

nV,1 + 2n%7,=0. (69b)

Because of Eq. (69a), the presymplectic potential 3-form (66) is finite at .#. Then, the

Noether charge 2-form is

Qun) = —ﬁeabcdvcm-%d), (70)

™

which takes the same form as the integrand of Eq. (7) in Ref. [50], as expected. Again, this

2-form seems to diverge at .# even worse than Eq. (66), but it is also finite there, as proved
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in Appendix A. Finally, after some tedious algebraic manipulations, the symplectic current
3-form is given by
~ 1 — 1d d ! 2w + 3— ! ¢ AT T/
Wape = ——=€abe(T"ONge — T*ON,,) + ———=€uc(X'ON — xON'), 71
b 3920 be d de) 16203 be(X XON') (71)
where 7/, is defined for ¢'gy, and X' = §'@. Since 7, = 20X, the form of this symplectic

current suggests that o, and N, are canonically conjugate to each other, so are ¢ and N.

From the above equation, one may choose a presymplectic potential current, given by

~ 1 2w+ 3 _
Oupe(07,0p) = ————Eupe T Nye + — e XN, 72
re(09,07) oy e e T e o CabeX (72)

so that the pullback of W to & is 5(:)@0(5“, 5p) —5’éabc(5§, 0@). There is also an ambiguity
in (:)abc, but one may claim this is the unique one following the argument of Ref. [39]. (:)abC

enables the computation of the flux as discussed below.

B. Fluxes

Once O, is determined, a flux through a patch £, a subset of .#, can be obtained as

follows

F&%:/Jéabc(%gu%@)

1 _
N g / Eabc{Nde[(%@p — Dp L)y + %(p-@q)K]’de’qu (73)
#

167G
— (2w +3)(Zp+ K@) |,

where 7, and y in Eq. (72) are given by 2X,;, [as in Egs. (35) and (50)] and %@ + K@
[refer to Eq. (40)], respectively. This should be compared with Eq. (4.14) in Ref. [50], which
does not contain the term with ¢. Suppose % is bounded by two cross sections %; and %,

with the later in the future of the former, then one has

Fep = —(Qe[%] — Q¢[?1]). (74)

This expresses the conservation of the charge, and is also called the flux-balance law. The
overall negative sign above indicates that as the GW escapes from .#, the charge of the
spacetime decreases.

If % is replaced by .# in Eq. (73) and the resultant integral is finite, H¢ = Fg » is the

Hamiltonian generator on the radiative phase space on .# associated with £* [11]. And
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using transformations (40), (47), and (48), one gets the Hamiltonian generators for the

supertranslation an® and the Lorentz generator parameterized by Y%,

_ 1 = g dp . eq T2
-— /j Cae | Nae (200 + QNpq) Yy 4 (2w + 3N (75a)

1 B U 1 U
1671-6 /j Eabc{Nde |i§@p@q(@ : Y) + iapq.@ Y — gyO'pq + ZNpq.@ . Y:|

Ha

Hy =
. (75b)
Py 4+ (2w 4 3)N [ﬁ(uN +9)2-Y + gy@} }

respectively. In GR, the term linear in N, in Eq. (75a) gives the soft charge and the one
quadratic in N, the hard charge [58, 61]. So by analogue, the terms linear in N, and N

determine the soft fluxes, and those quadratic in N,, and N the hard fluxes [62]. Using the

results presented in Sec. II, one can explicitly compute the Hamiltonian generators,

2
%0 AB | LB N 2
o= N —NyYN 2 — dud=€2,
H 16wG0/al%% +5NVa B—l—(w—l—?))(%)] u (76a)

1, . . .
Hy = Ho + 32i°G / Y4 [5((:%_%]\75 — N5 D4e8) + PP (NS éac — ¢5Nac)
0

2w+ 3
_l’_

03

where o = %.@AYA, d?Q = sin §dfd¢, and the integration by parts has been applied. These

(76b)

(N@A% - SOIQAN)} d“d297

results are consistent with those in Ref. [30].

C. “Conserved charges”

Now, it is ready to calculate the “conserved charges”. According to the decomposition
(45), any BMS generator £* contains a component tangent to a cross section ¢, and a
component transverse to %, once a foliation of .# is prescribed. The “conserved charges”
for different components will be calculated in different ways. So one would like to rewrite
£ = &8 + &2 with [63]

=g (D) + Y404, (77a)

&= (a+50) (9" (77b)

where g labels some reference cross section %, so that £ is tangent to 4y at u = wo.
These expressions imply that £{ is an infinitesimal Lorentz transformation, and &5 is a

supertranslation generator. The charges on % will be determined.
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For the Lorentz generator £f, the “conserved charge” on % is given by [39],

Qe [¢0] = g Qub(&1), (78)

with the requirement that V,£* = O (Q2) [63]. This requirement is satisfied by £ obtained
in Ref. [34]. In order to calculate this, we employ the asymptotic solutions presented in

Sec. II to get,

1 1 R R 2w+ 3 ®1 .@A(pl
Cl=—=¢ Y |2Na+ —2 pe 4*Q. 79
Qu 6] = 1o f ¥ [2Vact 5Zalenec) + 22 0L (79
For the supertranslation generator £, the “conserved charge” satisfies [39)]
5Qe %] = 7{ (Qu(07) — 7By + AT O], (80)
%o

Unfortunately, it is very difficult to calculate this expression directly. Instead, one can take

the advantage of Eq. (74). Now, let £* = an®, so the flux for this generator is

] / eare WA Ny (Lan Ty — DyLos) b + (20 + 3)aN?], (81)

by Eq. (73). From this, one applies the Stokes’ theorem to obtain the “conserved charge”

for £€* = an® [50],

1
W€l = ——= b PU R Eoms, 82
Qa[?] sec P D an e (82)

with
bd . cle—al] 2w+3

Pa — %Kabgb + ch”y Y'n (a.@eeb + ge‘@ba> -

By setting N = 0 in Eqgs. (81) and (83), one recovers GR’s results [483, 50]. Now, using the

an“@N. (83)

results in Sec. II, one obtains the “conserved charge” conjugate to &3,

Qe,[60]

1
— v % (2am — quAQAm) d?Q. (84)
(fo

To obtain this expression, one has replaced o by o + ugt)/2 in Eq. (82).
The total “conserved charge” is the sum of Egs. (79) and (84),

2w -+ 3 wlfygol
8 ©3

1
Q¢[F] al f {2am —uLym +YAN + — L (e5eh) + d’Q, (85)
@

e 32

which is evaluated at some arbitrary %, and is consistent with Eq. (3.5) in Ref. [63]. Of

course, in the above computation, we implicitly assume that the charges of the Minkowski
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spacetime all vanish, as one can always add any constant to ¢ without breaking Eq. (59).

This imposes a nontrivial condition [39],
A {10 Ze. Ze0) = €0 233, £,2) + Larean €' = Qul L8]} =0, (36)
)

where 1% is also a BMS generator, and £ is the Lagrange density in Eq. (4). In addition,
Jab = Nap and @ = @y, which are implicitly included in this expression. One can show that
this condition is satisfied as presented in Appendix B.

Now, let us work out the “conserved charges” for some specific BMS generators. First,
consider a generic supertranslation generator an® with Z,a = 0. The “conserved charge”

is called the supermomentum, given by

2 2
P €] = amd“Q.
o€ G i m (87)

Among these supermomenta, four of them are special, obtained by replacing o by [ = 0,1
spherical harmonics. They constitute the Bondi 4-momentum P*. In particular, the zeroth

component P° is the Bondi mass,

¥o 2
= d“Q 88
M%ﬁm , (88)

which justifies the name of m. In some literature, “supermomenta” do not include P?¢

[63-65]. Second, switch off a and write Y in the following way [63],

YA = 9% + P Py, (89)

where ¢4

B is the totally antisymmetric tensor on the unit 2-sphere, and x and v are linear
combinations of [ = 1 spherical harmonics, satisfying (2% + 2)u = (2% + 2)v = 0. p is the
electric part and v the magnetic part of Y4. The electric part generates the Lorentz boost,
whose charge is

ABAA 2
%o A L C4Cp 2wH 39T
K.[€] = SWGO%g'u(@ Ny +2um 16 5 @%)d Q, (90)

and the magnetic part generates the rotation with the following charge,

©o AB 2
6] = — Npd2Q, 1
6] &ﬂbiye DNy (91)

which explains why Ny is called the angular momentum aspect. K, and 7, are called the

CM and the spin charges, respectively. Since there are three linearly independent [ = 1
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spherical harmonics, there are both three linearly independent boost and rotation charges.
In total, there are six, consistent with the fact that the Lorentz algebra is six dimensional.
One should also note that the scalar field only contributes to the boost charge ;. A remark
regarding the forms of the spin and CM charges is in order. There are different conventions
in defining what is called the Bondi angular momentum aspect [66, 67]. So the spin and CM
charges, and the relevant fluxes, take different forms. These differences are summarized in

Ref. [68] in GR.

V. MEMORIES

As discussed in Ref. [31], GWs in both the tensor and the scalar sectors induce the
displacement memory effects. There, the focus was on the relation between the memory
effects and the asymptotic symmetries that induce the vacuum transitions. Here, we will
reanalyze the memory effects, concentrating on the constraints on memories imposed by the
flux-balance laws. We will not only consider the displacement memory, but also the spin
and the CM memory effects [25, 20].

We will also consider the memory effects between vacuum states in the tensor and the
scalar sectors. Following Ref. [34], a vacuum state in the scalar sector is simply given by
N = ¢; = 0. However, a vacuum state in the tensor sector is not only determined by
Nap = —0,Cap = 0, but also by the vanishing of the Newman-Penrose variables [69] U,, Uy
and W, — U, at leading orders in 1/r [70]. This definition agrees with the one in GR, and

also with the requirement N, = *K® = 0 [50]. Now, write é¢4p in the following way [63],

. 1
CAB = ('@A-@B - §7AB@2) ® +ecaZp 27T, (92)

where ® is the electric part, and T the magnetic part. In vacuum, T = 0.

A. Displacement memory effects

One starts with the displacement memory effect in the tensor sector. Rewrite the flux-

balance law associated with the supertranslation an® in the generalized Bondi-Sachs coor-
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dinates,

NapNAB N2
Fong = o / a |9YDPNss + ZAB 4 (2w + 3) (—) dud?Q
— AP,

where AP, = P,[63] — P, [€1] for simplicity. One can perform the retarded time integral of

the soft flux above, and then rearrange the expression to get

327TGO
%o

]{ aP*(D? + 2)APA*Q = (&0 + AP,). (94)

where &, is F,n » without the first term in the square brackets, and Eq. (92) has been used.
So A® fully captures the displacement memory in the tensor sector, and it is completely
constrained by the above equation. One often states &, causes the null memory, and AP,
the ordinary memory [71].

Now, consider the displacement memory effect in the scalar sector. Following the above
argument, one may want to consider the flux-balance law for the Lorentz generator Y4,

given by

Fy.y =APy — —20 / [YAJA+U€ABNCAég} dud?Q
&2

167TGO
o 20+3 5, Cheg . (95)
A d“Q
* 647Gy 7{5’# ( @3 Tty
— _AK, — AT,

where AP, is the integral of Eq. (93) with « replaced by o = u2?1/2 = —up, AK,, and
AJ, are defined similarly to AP,, and

1 . 2w+3
= —NED4& — ——— ND4¢1. (96)

Ja
2 #0

It is worthwhile to point it out that AP, is not a flux, as o' depends on u. In fact, one

could set the magnetic part v = 0, and rearrange the expression to obtain,

2w + 3 cBed 167G
©o 2 ®o
where ¢, is given by
Y0 A 2
— Jadud?Q. 98
Hu 16WG0/%M@ At )
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It may seems that this is a constraint equation on A@?, but not, due to Eq. (90). In fact,
the left hand side is canceled by the terms in AK,,. Nevertheless, Eq. (95) is useful for CM
memory.

In fact, the equation of motion gives a constraint on Ag?, which is

1602 (1 - ug 1
2 _ 0 ) 1 A(aBAA 2 A o LTo2gA
Agt =5 {32A(cAcB)+@ P4 AN, /u du [m+ 5779 JAH, (99)

where 272 is the inverse operator of 22 and is explicitly given in Ref. [34]. These results

suggest that Ay is a persistent variable [72] as stated in Ref. [30].

B. Spin memory effect

Spin memory effect exists only in the tensor sector, as it depends on the leading order
term in g,4 [25, 34]. In order to determine the constraint on spin memory effect from the
flux-balance law, one needs to consider the extended BMS algebra, which includes all Y4
satisfying the conformal relation %y yap = va5Z-Y. These Y4 may not be globally smooth
on the unit 2-sphere [54, 63, 73]. However, in Sec. IV, we assumed Y* are smooth vector
fields, so the fluxes and charges calculated there cannot be directly used here. Fortunately,
there is a simple remedy. One still uses the fluxes and charges defined above, examines the
flux-balance law, finds the discrepancy and fixes it. It turns out that without modifying the
definition of the charge, one may want to add to the flux associated with Y4 the following

correction [63],

Fyg =20 / YADB (D1 D¢ — Dp Do) dud*Q
7 (100)

¥0 A B o2 o2 2
= Y 2)YTdud“ .
64WG0/@€AB D°P%(2° + 2)Ydu

This correction vanishes when Y4 is smooth on the unit 2-sphere. Now, add this term to the

right hand side of the first line in Eq. (95), and set ;1 = 0. Then, one obtains the constraint
on the spin memory, measured by AR = [ duY [63],

7{ vP*D*(D* + 2)ARA*Q = —32;?0 ATy + 2, + _7.), (101)

where one has '
2, = _16i0Go LUGABNACégdudQQ, (102a)
Iy = 16‘%0 L verB Py JpdudQ. (102b)
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Note that here, v is not necessarily a linear combination of [ = 1 spherical harmonics.

C. Center-of-mass memory effect

Now, consider the CM memory. Since 2%(2? + 2) in Eq. (94) is linear, one may define
b =, + &, such that

327TGO

f a2*(P? 4 2)Ad,d*Q = S, (103a)
4 %0
2
7{ aP*(D* + 2)AD,d*Q = 32mGo AP,. (103b)
43 %0
Then the CM memory effect is determined by [26, 30]
ug
AKX = / u0, Podu. (104)
It appears in AP, i.e.,
AP, = 29%(D* + 2) A A*Q. 1
P 647TG0% w2 D= (2° + 2)Ax'd (105)
So Eq. (95) can be rewritten to yield,
4
]{ pD*P*(D? + 2) A A’ = 6%;0(/# — AK)), (106)
@ 0
where AKX, is not the change in any charge, given by
AK! = 70 7{ UA(DAN 4 + 2um)d®Q. (107)
" 87TGO ¢

Therefore, the CM memory is constrained by Eq. (106), as long as p is not simply a linear

combination of [ = 1 spherical harmonics.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we analyzed the asymptotic structure and the BMS symmetries in an
isolated system in BD using the covariant conformal completion method. The results thus
obtained are independent of the coordinate system used. There are also four different orders
of asymptotic structure as in GR. The zeroth-order structure (74, %) is universal, and the
first-order structure {Z,} characterizes the differences among spacetimes. The second-order

structure (Ng, N) is the radiative degrees of freedom, and the third-order structure * K
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contains the full gauge covariant information in {Z,} [71]. The BMS symmetries also include
the supertranslations and the Lorentz transformations, and their actions on the asymptotic
structure are discussed. Based on these, the “conserved charges” and fluxes are computed
with Wald-Zoupas formulism. If one switches off the scalar field, one reproduces GR’s
results. The scalar field only contributes to the CM charge, but it appears in all fluxes.
Finally, the flux-balance laws are used to constrain various memory effects. Among them,
the displacement memory effect in the scalar sector cannot be restricted by the flux-balance
laws, but the equation of motion constrains it partially. Memory effects in the tensor sector

are well constrained by the flux-balance laws as in GR.
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Appendix A: Finiteness of the Noether charge

In this section, one shows the finiteness of Eq. (70). Because of Stokes’ theorem, one
writes
/ Quv= [ Qu +/ da Qe (A1)
3 So 5
where Sy is a finite topological 2-sphere in the physical spacetime, and Y is a 3-dimensional
hypersurface joining Sy to €. If the last two integrals are both finite, then the first is also
finite, and thus, so is the integrand @ab.
The integrand of the third integral can be contracted with €2°® and one can thus examine
[56]
VIV (Q72&) = Q 2Ry’ + Vo V(272 — VIV (. (272, (A2)
with R, the Ricci tensor of g,;. Using the property (35), one can reexpress the last two

terms in the above equation in the following way,

VaVi(Q272€") = VPV (Q7%8)) =071 (38X, + VX — V' X,,) (A3)
+ Q73P(2V 1y + Gap Veit® — 307 Gopniein).
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Then, by Eq. (13), one knows that
QRypy + 2Vaily + Gap Ven© — 2Q 1 gapnen’ — %Q_lgab[/ = Q 'Ly, (A4)
with L = g% L,,. Therefore, Eq. (A2) becomes
VIVL(Q726) = Q1 (3X, + Vo X — VP X)) + Q7% (Lab + %gabL) : (A5)
Now, substitute in the definition (14) of L, and then

L _ _ 2w+ 3
VIV (Q72&) =Q7" [3X, + Vo X — VP X,y + “

(K¢* + safw)na}
(AG)

+ KgVop + Vaup L2 p.
Again, Eq. (A6) on .# seems to be also diverge, which is not true. To understand this, one

wants to use Eq. (37), and for that, one has to calculate

ongab = - 2?a?b[? + 2ﬁ(a()(b) - ?b)X + ?CXI))C) + 4Xc(a?b)ﬁc - A)(abvcﬁc
— X?mb — 2% X + Q(2?C?(QX§) + 2?(aXb) — ?C?CXM, — ?[ﬁbX),

(ATa)

YR =—2V, V'K +4n°X, — 2X, V'R’ — 2XV,n* — 4.4, X — 2KR (ATD)
+ 20V, VX — V VX + 2V, X — XR,).

One also has to know .Z(Q72L,;), which can be checked to be O (Q2). Therefore, Eq. (37)

leads to

2w+ 3 o
1 (A8)

- ggab(?ﬁcf( FARCX, + 2.2, X)20.

N |3Xp) + ?b) — ?ch)c +

It turns out that V,V?K = 0. Therefore, one knows that

2w+ 3 _

3X, + VX — VX, + ?(Lep + K@)n =0, (A9a)

20X, + £, X=0. (A9b)

This implies that Eq. (A6) is indeed finite, so is Eq. (Al). Therefore, Eq. (70) is finite on
.
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Appendix B: Verify condition (86)

One has to check that Eq. (86) should hold in BD. In Minkowski spacetime, any BMS
generator is a sum of a supertranslation and a Killing vector field. If either n* or £ is a

Killing vector field, Eq. (86) is satisfied [39]. As in GR, one only has to check if

/a (1 Gear(Ze§s Ze@) — Ebear( L33, Z4)] = O, (B1)
>

where £°=an® and n®=pn® are two supertranslation generators with £, = %;8 = 0. So

let us calculate the first term in the square brackets above, which is

~ 1
Ocap = =pF 767ca> B2
Wl =~ B (@) (B2

with the function F'(«) given by

F(a) = = n, Q7 VA" — VX — 33X — (2w + 3)x@n®] + (2w + 3)xN 55

L — Vo VA™ + V2N 4+ 3V A + (2w + 3)x N, 3)

where Ay = Q% Gy = U N LeGar — 2KGap), A = 3y and N, = A\pn°/Q. The first
three terms add up to a quantity proportional to the so-called “flux” defined by Eq. (19) in
Ref. [56], when the gauge condition V,.£% = 0 is imposed. As discussed in that work, their
flux can also be calculates using their Eq. (20), which is gauge invariant. So in the current

case, we can also rewrite the above expression,

_ _ 3= 1 =
F(0)2 = Vo VA + 3V X" + TVPA 4 2R+ (2w + 3)x V. (B4)

Now, one should calculate F(a) with £* = an® — QV% [56], then, one obtains that

K =Q(ad — 0,), (B5)
)\ab = _Qvavba — (0419 — QUQ)gab — Oé(gab - Q_2Eab)7 (B6)
Ao = Va(at — 204) — (Sap — Q2 Ley) V'a, (B7)
A= —2Via —4(ad — 20,) — a (g — Q—2L) : (B8)
With these, one finds out that
2 . 1 /=, R\ /= R
Fla)= - w 28 - p.£2¢] - 5 <v2 - g) (V2a 200 — 4oy + %) . (BY)
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where .22¢ = %, N. One can easily verify that
ViaZP?a + 20,. (B10)

In order to calculate V2V2q, one needs

_ _ R 1. _ _ _ o
LN =2L0,+0 <Vzaa + 290, — Rga + EVQQV“R — V%o + Sabvavba) +0 (Q2) ,
(B11)

where O (") means some finite term at .# multiplied by 2". So one has

V.aV°R — 20V%a 4 25V, Vya + O (Q) .

(B12)
To proceed further, one needs %0 and %, R. Then Eq. (A7b) is useful, and one sets £% = n®
there. So one finds out that

L _ 9 _
ViV%a = 2°9P*a + 4V?0,, + 400, — gRaa +

Wl =

- Y 1, - o= = V0
ab — _§gab - i(Sab - 2Lab)7 Xa = 9 (Bl?’)
_ Ly
Xﬁ:—20—§+92L, K" = Q0. (B14)
As we know that, V2ZK™ = 0, one gets
=2 fon =2 , VR 2
VK" =229+ Q Vz9+219—F +0 (9%, (B15)
SO B
1= IR
This implies that -
—, , UR 1 _,
V) = -9 +§+§@19+O(Q). (B17)
Equation (A7b) gives
P IR 3 s V2 L = o2~ 2
ZR=Q —7+§S Sap + (2w +3) [AN? + .22¢] ¢+ + O (O?), (B18)
and thus,
VPR = —0R + 388y + 2(2w + 3) [AN? + p.L2¢] + O () . (B19)
Finally, the “flux” is given by
1 2(2 _
Fla) =5 (@@% +22%a 4+ 2N 9, Dya + %N“bNab) + waiﬂn(apN). (B20)
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In Minkowski spacetime, Ny, = 0 and N = 0, therefore,

Fla) == (2°P°a+29°a) , (B21)

N =

which implies that Eq. (86) is satisfied. F'(«) is exactly the same to the one in GR up to a
factor [74].
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