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Abstract

When a system emits gravitational radiation, the Bondi mass decreases. If the Bondi energy is
Hamiltonian, it can thus only be a time-dependent Hamiltonian. In this paper, we show that the
Bondi energy can be understood as a time-dependent Hamiltonian on the covariant phase space.
Our derivation starts from the Hamiltonian formulation in domains with boundaries that are null.
We introduce the most general boundary conditions on a generic such null boundary, and compute
quasi-local charges for boosts, energy and angular momentum. Initially, these domains are at finite
distance, such that there is a natural IR regulator. To remove the IR regulator, we introduce a
double null foliation together with an adapted Newman —Penrose null tetrad. Both null directions
are surface orthogonal. We study the falloff conditions for such specific null foliations and take the
limit to null infinity. At null infinity, we recover the Bondi mass and the usual covariant phase space
for the two radiative modes at the full non-perturbative level. Apart from technical results, the
framework gives two important physical insights. First of all, it explains the physical significance
of the corner term that is added in the Wald —Zoupas framework to render the quasi-conserved
charges integrable. The term to be added is simply the derivative of the Hamiltonian with respect
to the background fields that drive the time-dependence of the Hamiltonian. Secondly, we propose
a new interpretation of the Bondi mass as the thermodynamical free energy of gravitational edge
modes at future null infinity. The Bondi mass law is then simply the statement that the free energy
always decreases on its way towards thermal equilibrium.
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1. Introduction

Gravitational radiation carries energy. In an asymptotically flat spacetime, an asymptotic observer
measures a flux of gravitational energy F'(u), which is sourced by the incoming radiation and
satisfies the well-known Bondi mass law,

1

Pl =Ma(w) = —pa g
2c

Q6% <o, (1)

where! o(u,z,Z) is the asymptotic shear that characterises the strength and polarisation of the
gravitational radiation in addition to gravitational memory [1-5]. The energy flux is the time
derivative of the Bondi mass Mp(u), which is a two-dimensional integral at future null infinity. On
the relativistic phase space, energy and time are canonically conjugate partial observables [6, 7],
and the question arises whether the Bondi energy is Hamiltonian — whether there is a phase space
equipped with a symplectic two-form 2 such that the Hamilton equations are satisfied,

S[Mp (u)] = —Q(&,9), 2)

with 0 denoting a linearised solution of the field equations. The obvious trouble with such a point
of view is that it seems to be incompatible with the existence of gravitational radiation, rendering
it rather useless for any real-world applications. In fact, since the two-form Q(X,Y) = —Q(Y, X) is
anti-symmetric and the Bondi mass M (u) is the supposed generator of asymptotic time translations,
we would find immediately that the energy is conserved

Mg (u) = {Mp(u), Mp(u)} = —Q(f;, 4) = 0. 3)

U

Q.

No gravitational radiation would be seen at null infinity. If the Bondi mass is Hamiltonian, it
can thus only be a time-dependent Hamiltonian such that the Hamilton equations (3) must be
modified by an explicitly time-dependent term.? One of the main motivations for this paper is to
understand such explicit time-dependence on the covariant phase space for general relativity [8-12].
Otherwise we cannot distinguish background fields (c-numbers) that are responsible for the explicit
time-dependence of the Bondi mass, from the actual phase space degrees of freedom (g-numbers)
of the system to be studied. Our basic proposal is to remove, in fact, the incoming radiative modes
from the covariant phase space and encode them into auxiliary background fields at null infinity.
For given shear, the resulting Hamiltonian generates the evolution on a reduced boundary phase
space of gravitational edge modes alone. Incoming radiative modes are to be swapped, therefore, for
background fields at null infinity. The situation is reminiscent of what happens in lower dimensions,
where there are no radiative modes at all, and —apart from non-local moduli—all gravitational
observables are the gravitational edge modes alone [13-22].

To set up the basic framework, we start out in section 2 with a simple toy model, where we
explain the covariant phase space approach in the presence of time-dependent background fields that
drive the time-depedence of the Hamiltonian. Section 3 deals with the classical bulk plus boundary
field theory. We introduce the symplectic potential in terms of a Newman — Penrose (NP) tetrad on
a generic null boundary and identify the gauge symmetries and quasi-local observables on the light

'In the following, (u, z, %) are asymptotic Bondi coordinates on #¥ and d?Q = —2i(1 + |z|?)"2dz A dZ is the two-
dimensional fiducial area element.

2Recall that the Hamilton equations for a time-dependent observable O are %O = {H, O} 4 0,0 rather than %O =
{H,O}. Below, we will characterise the partial time derivative 9,H in terms of the radiative symplectic potential
on the covariant phase space.



cone (section 4). The most technical part is section 5, where we consider the boundary and falloff
conditions of the spin coefficients for a double null foliation. Our gauge conditions are different
from what is usefully imposed in the NP framework, where only the outgoing (radial) null vector
is surface orthogonal. However, a double null foliation is more appropriate in our context, because
it allows us to first evaluate the null symplectic potential on some generic null surface 4 and
obtain the radiative phase space in the limit where ./ is sent to #*. Finally, we integrate the
Hamilton equations and compute the energy and angular momentum from the radial 1/r expansion
of quasi-local charges (section 5 and section 6).

- Notation. In the following, we will work in the first-order spin-connection representation of general
relativity [23—25]. All configuration variables are spinor-valued differential p-forms, i.e. sections
VAB.. . A'B..ab... Of the tensor product bundle consisting of the spinor bundle 45 ap. (M) and the
p-th exterior power of the cotangent bundle T*./. Indices A, B,C,... and A’, B’,C’,... transform
under the spin (1/2,0) and complex conjugate spin (0, 1/2) representation of local SL(2,C) Lorentz
transformations. Indices a,b,c,... are abstract tensor indices.®> The spinor indices are raised
and lowered using the skew-symmetric Levi-Civita spinor eap = —epa, i.e. {4 = §B ega and
4 = eA'B'¢p . Falloff conditions for the double null foliation and the dictionary between our
conventions and the Newman — Penrose formalism are summarised in a short appendix at the very
end of this paper.

2. Covariant phase space with background fields

The covariant phase space approach [8-12] is frequently used in relativistic field theories. It provides
a straight-forward method to get the Poisson algebra of conserved charges without introducing an
auxiliary foliation of spacetime, which is otherwise needed c.f. [26, 27]. The formalism is manifestly
covariant. However, there is an important drawback. It is somewhat cumbersome to impose bound-
ary conditions, and distinguish external sources, which are kept fixed at infinity — background fields
that Poisson commute with the dynamical fields—, from physical phase space degrees of freedom,
see e.g. [28]. The goal of this introductory section is to study the problem in a very simplified
setting. The gravitational case is considered below (section 3 and the rest of the paper).

Let us start with a system of IV degrees of freedom on the real line with a time-dependent
Hamiltonian, whose time-dependence appears, however, only through an external background field
w(t). In gravity, w(t) will play the role of fixed boundary data at infinity. A simple example for
such a system is a harmonic oscillator with a time-dependent frequency that can be tuned freely
by the experimenter, i.e.

HIp, §lw(t)] = %(Iﬁ]2 +w?(t)lg?). (4)

The action on phase space for such an N-dimensional system on an interval I = (0,1) C R is

N
Stpdiel = [ (3o pa’ — de H[pte). qo)to)]) )
=1

where the Hamiltonian depends parametrically on the background field w(t). Thus the action is a
functional on the infinite-dimensional space of kinematical histories,

Hiin = {7 € € (I : RN x RN x R) : y(t) = (5(t), q(t),w(t))}, (6)

3We will not distinguish between four-dimensional (bulk) and three-dimensional (boundary) indices. If there is a
chance of confusion, we will use a prefix to distinguish four-dimensional tensors (vectors) from fields that are defined
intrinsically on the null boundary: if e.g. mq is a one-form on the boundary, m, will denote a possible extension
into the bulk.



where (t) is a trajectory in the extended configuration space RY x RN xR 3 (7, ¢,w). To compute
the variation of the action, we introduce the pre-symplectic two-form* on the infinite-dimensional
space of kinematical histories

N
U], = Y dps(t) N (t) = dOpuik|, € Q*(Hhin : R). (7)
=1

In addition, we define the following functional one-forms, namely the pre-symplectic potential and
the pre-symplectic flux,

N

Ovutr|, == Y _ pi(t)dq' (1), (8)
i=1

O e, = _8H[ﬁ(t)ég(t)|w(t)] duo(t). )

Consider then a general vector field § € T%%;,, and let us consider the derivative of the action
under such an infinitesimal variation, i.e.

6S = —/dt Quir(0r — X11,6) + Opun(0)| 5, + /dt O fiuz(9), (10)
I I

where 0; and Xy are the vector fields,

0 = /Idt<qi(t)%(t) +pi(t)ﬁ;(t)> € T, (11)
B OHIF,qlw] &  OH[Fqw] o |
X = /zdt< opi o)  9q 519"(75)) & T i 12)

The space of kinematical histories is an unphysical auxiliary space. The space of physical histories
H phys contains all trajectories that satisfy the Hamilton equations for all possible choices of w(t),

Hohys = { (D, G, w)(t) € Hiin : ¢ = Op,H, p; = —0y H}. (13)

Notice that the space of physical histories is infinite-dimensional, because we include all possible
configurations of the background field w(¢). To define the physical phase space &,,,, which is finite-
dimensional, we need to make a specific choice for the background field,

P, = {(ﬁ, G w)(t) € Hphys 1 w(t) = wo(t)Vt € I}. (14)
We thus have a triple of history spaces,
Py =2y Hopys 25 Hogin. (15)

For any given background field w(t), the phase space &, is equipped with a symplectic two-form
), which is conserved and obtained from the pull-back

Q = (phys © Pw)* Qoulk- (16)

4The symbol “d” is the exterior derivative on the infinite-dimensional space of kinematical histories #in, and “A”
denotes the exterior product between p-forms in A? T Zin.



Each phase space &, is equipped with a corresponding Hamiltonian, which is a functional on
the space of kinematical histories: for any instant ¢ € I, the Hamiltonian is a map Hy : #jn O
v = H[p(t),q(t)|w(t)] € R. Given a vector field § € T Hyy, its variation satisfies the generalised
Hamilton equations

0H; = —(Qoue)t(X 1, 0) — (O fua)t(6). (17)

In relativity, situations occur, where the action blows up at infinity and it is not immediate
to simply infer the Hamiltonian from a 3+1 split of the action. In such a situation, the covariant
phase space approach provides a simple method to infer the on-shell value of the Hamiltonian, i.e.
the pull-back of the Hamiltonian to the space of physical histories #,s. This is possible, because
on Hphys the Hamiltonian vector field Xp coincides with the time translation 0y, see (11, 12). If
we restrict equation (17) to the space of physical histories, we can replace the Hamiltonian vector
field Xy by 0;. Integrating the Hamilton equations on the space of physical histories, i.e. solving

oH) 5 = = (g0 01, 6) + (s Oe) (9)) (18)

for all vector fields 0 € T'%)nys, we will then obtain the on-shell value of the Hamiltonian. In general,
this Hamiltonian is implicitly time-dependent. In fact, by replacing the vector field 6 € T }nys by
the infinitesimal time translation 0; € T'#pys, We obtain

O], = (s Orus) (B0). (19)

We will see in section 6 how these equations show up in gravity.

3. Null surface edge modes and quasi-local graviton

3.1. Boundary conditions

The action in the interior of the manifold is a functional of the SL(2,C) spin connection A“p, and
the associate spin (1/2,1/2) soldering form e4as,. For the metric to be real, the soldering form
eqar, satisfies the reality conditions® e4aq = —€4/4. In addition, there are the Infeld —van der
Waerden relations,

/ 1
eacraep’ y = 5€AB Yab — XABab; (20)
that tell us that the self-dual Plebanski two-form Y apw = XBaap = —XaBpe and the signa-

ture (—+++) Lorentzian metric g, are the irreducible spin (0,0) and spin (1,0) components of
eacaes .

In terms of these variables, the action for vacuum general relativity with vanishing cosmological
constant and vanishing Immirzi parameter is then given by the sum of the self-dual and anti-self-
dual action,

u faAAa:L/Z N FAB . 21
Stuik[€anra, A% Ba) [871(} | AD + cc., (21)

where F45 = dA45 + A4- A A%p is the curvature of the self-dual connection and Y45 is the
self-dual Plebaniski two-form (20).

In the following, we consider a manifold .4 that contains a light-like boundary. The limit,
where /' goes to S 1, will be studied in section 5. The entire boundary 0.4 = My U N U M1 of
the manifold consists of the null surface /#/ and two partial Cauchy surfaces My and M, that have

5That the soldering form e4 4/, is anti-hermitian is a result of our choice of (—+4++) metric signature.



the topology of a three-dimensional disc. Each of these discs is anchored at ./, which is a three-
dimensional null surface embedded into an abstract three-dimensional fibre bundle P(S?% 7, R).
Every fibre v, = 7~ !(2) represents a light ray, and the canonical projection 7 : P — S? maps every
such light ray . into its base point z € S2. The fibre bundle P is ruled by vertical vector fields,

("€ VP & o =0, (22)

where 7w, T*P — TS? denotes the push-forward under the canonical projection. We call any two
such vector fields equivalent, £* ~ ¢'* and [¢?] is the corresponding equivalence class. Notice that
the null boundary .4 is only a portion (strip) of P. In fact, the boundary of /' consists of two
disconnected parts, 94 = G, U G,, each of which is a section of P, i.e. 7(%,) = 7(€; ") = S%.
The orientation of each of these sections is induced from the bulk, i.e. 0M; = €1 and M, = G,.

To characterise the free radiative data at the null boundary ./, we need to introduce additional
metrical structures that the boundary inherits from the bulk. Consider first the pull-back® of the
soldering form e44/4. On the null hypersurface /', we can always find a spinor dyad” (k4,¢4) :
kat? = 1, a one-form k, € T*/ and a complex dyad (mg,mg) in the complexified co-tangent
space 1.4 such that we can parametrise the pull-back ¢, : T*.# — T* P of the soldering form in
terms of the triad (kq,m4,7m,) and the associate spin dyad (k4,¢4),

cijeAA/ = —i@AZA/k;+i/<;At7A'm+i€A/EA/m, (23)
where k.0 = —1 without loss of generality and the co-dyad (mg,m,) is always transversal to the
null direction ¢4, i.e.

mg = 0. (24)

Besides the soldering form ey4 4/, it is also useful to consider the self-dual Plebanski two-form

Y ABap- For a given tetrad (23), the pull-back of the two-form ¥ 4p4p to a null hypersurface can be

parametrised by the null flag £4 (i.e. a section of $4(#")) and a spinor-valued two-form 744 (i.c.
a section of Sa(N) @ NX(T* ),

OyXap = nalp). (25)

If we decompose 14 in terms of the triad (kq,mq,m,) and the associate spin dyad (k4, £4), we find
na = (gAk‘ — k‘Am) N m. (26)

The next step is to identify the appropriate boundary conditions and add the boundary terms
to the action in the bulk (21). The analysis simplifies considerably by disentangling the boundary
fields (n4qp, €A) from the self-dual two-form 3 4 g4 in the bulk. Accordingly, we introduce additional
Lagrange multipliers w, (a complex-valued one-form on ) and N4, (a spinor-valued two-form
on /) to impose the gluing constraints (25) and (26) on the space of kinematical histories. The
resulting bulk plus boundary action is a functional of the bulk fields (e 4474, A4 B4 ) and the boundary
fields that consist of the boundary spinors (7 Aab,ﬁA), the co-dyad (mg,m,), a vertical vector field

50n a null surface ./, there is no canonical projector from T into T/, because any normal vector to ./ has zero
length. On the other hand, for co-vectors there is a natural notion of projection, namely the pull-back T*.# — T* W .

"Our notation may be a little confusing, because there is now the same pair of letters for different objects: (K, £%),
kof® = —1 is a pair of null vectors, and (kA, ZA) is an associate spin dyad, ka¢? = 1, such that ieAA/aéAZA/ =/{, and
ieAA/akAl_cA/ = ko. The notation is unambiguous, since k* (resp. £*) and k* (resp. £*) are ontologically different
(spinors and vectors) and can never appear in the same spot.



%, which lies tangential to the fibres P O ./, and an additional connection one-form s, € Q!(A)
that encodes the non-affinity of ¢* € T /. The coupled bulk plus boundary action is

i
S[eAA’auAABa‘nAab7€A7wa7NAaba%a7€a7maj| = / 2AB /\FAB+
87TG W

+/ (7],4/\(D—w—%%)@A—w/\m/\m—i-NA/\(ﬁ_mA—FmﬁA))]+CC., (27)
N

where D denotes the induced SL(2,C) covariant derivative on the null hypersurface, i.e. D = ¢*,V,
and £_n4 is the interior product® between the vertical vector field £* € T/ and the two-form 744,
which is intrinsic to the boundary. In addition, N4, and w, are Lagrange multipliers. The fixed
boundary data on the null surface is a gauge equivalence class of the boundary fields (2, €%, m,)
that will be characterised below.

To obtain the equations of motion, we need to specify the boundary conditions for the action
(27) on the various parts of 0.4 = M; U A U M;!. On the partial Cauchy hypersurfaces M, and
M, we impose the usual Neumann®? boundary conditions,

i 0AYE =0, i, 0A%E =0, (28)

where e.g. ¢y, T"M — T*M, is the pull-back from the bulk into the boundary. Consider
then the boundary conditions on the null surface /4. In the interior of /', the boundary fields
(NAab, EA, Wa, N Aab) are unconstrained and we will vary them in the boundary action to obtain the
corresponding boundary field equations. Since the action contains also derivatives of the null flag
¢4, we then also have to specify boundary conditions at the two consecutive endpoints of the null
surface. At these corners, €, = OM, and €1 = dM;, we impose additional Dirichlet boundary
conditions

st =0, &t =0. (29)

On the null surface itself, the boundary conditions constrain the variations of the triple (3¢, £%, m,),
such that a gauge equivalence class of boundary fields (s, £%,m,) is kept fixed. A generic such
boundary gauge transformation is a combination of vertical diffeomorphisms, dilations of the null
normal, shifts of the abelian connection ¢, and complexified conformal transformations of the
boundary fields. We will study each contribution below.

First of all, there are the fibre-preserving diffeomorphisms on . The light-like boundary
N D OJM is part of a principle bundle P(S?, 7, R), which is ruled by the integral curves of the
equivalence class [¢?] of null generators (vertical vector fields). Let us denote by Diffo(//') the group
of (vertical) diffeomorphisms that preserve each individual fibre of 4/,

Diffo(#) = {¢ € Diff(#) : Toporn ! =idg }. (30)

Notice that any such diffeomorphism preserves the two ends of the null boundary, i.e. vlg, =ideg,
and ¢|g, = idg,. We say any two such triples (s, (%, mg) and (3¢, (%, m,) are gauge equivalent, if
they are related by a vertical diffeomorphism,

Vo € Diffo(A) : ((9"2)a: £%, (¥ M)a) ~ (3a; (0£0)*, maq). (31)

8Using the abstract index notation, we have (¢_1na). = (bnAba.

90On shell, the imaginary part of the Ashtekar connection AABa =w . +1 KABa is the extrinsic curvature that rep-
resents the normal derivative of the metric to the hypersurface. The real part of the Ashtekar connection contributes
a boundary term to the symplectic two-form. On a closed manifold fM YaB A dw?? is exact fM d]EAB/\d]wAB =0
and thus generates a symplectic transformation [25, 29, 30].

AB



space of kinematical histories iy, constraints on physical histories #pnys

£ €AAq soldering form Veaa =0

S

= Alg, self-dual connection FB,yANega =0

> A null flag D04 = (wa + %%G)ZA + N4,
“§ NAab spinor-valued two-form Dny =— (w + %%) Ana—NaAm
§ (wa, N4ap)  C-valued Lagrange multipliers Re(Lw,) =0

= (54,£%,mq)  non-affinity one-form, null gen- % Xap =nalp + %EAB’ITL Am

S erator, co-dyad: £“mg, =0 £ana = —Lam

Table 1: On the space of kinematical histories #j.n, there is no correlation between the boundary fields and the
fields in the interior of the manifold. The correlation is established on the space of physical histories #}nys, Which
consists of all solutions of the bulk plus boundary field equations: there are the Einstein equations and the torsionless
condition in the bulk, but there are also additional constraints at the boundary (boundary field equations).

Next, we introduce the dilations of the null generators,
VW =R fly, =0: (a0 ma) ~ (56 + duf,el e, my). (32)
We then also have a shift symmetry that only affects the abelian connection s¢,,
V¢ N = C: (50, 6%, ma) ~ (50 + CMa + (g, 09, m). (33)
Finally, we also have the complexified conformal transformations,
VAN — C: (524,0%,myg) ~ (%a,e%(AJr;\)E“,e)‘ma). (34)

The boundary data that needs to be fixed along the null hypersurface is the gauge equivalence
class of the triple (3¢, %, m,) under the combination of these gauge symmetries

dg =0, g =[x40%mg]/~. (35)

Any such gauge equivalence class g characterises two degrees of freedom at the null boundary. Let
us do the counting explicitly: since £* lies tangential to the fibres of 4 and {*m, = 0 for all £ € [¢¢],
we see any given triple (s¢,, 0% m,) is characterised by 3 + 1 4+ 4 numbers (m, is complex and all
fields (s¢4,0%, mg) € T*N x TN x TEN are intrinsic to 7). The fibre-preserving diffeomorphisms
and the dilations remove one degree of freedom each, the shift symmetry removes two degrees of
freedom from ¢, and the U(1) x R> complexified conformal transformations remove another two
degrees of freedom. This leaves us with two physical degrees of freedom along the interior of A/,
which are the two physical degrees of freedom of the quasi-local graviton g.

Let us briefly summarise this section. We have defined the coupled bulk plus boundary action
(27) and specified the boundary conditions. On the partial Cauchy hypersurfaces M, and My, the
pull-back of the self-dual connection is fixed. Along the null hypersurface ./, the boundary data is
given by the quasi-local graviton, which is the gauge equivalence class (35). What is missing, is to
demonstrate that the action is functionally differentiable for such boundary conditions. This will
be the purpose of the next section, where we compute the boundary field equations and introduce
the symplectic potentials along the various portions of the boundary.



8.2. Bulk plus boundary field equations

The purpose of this section is to compute the saddle points of the bulk plus boundary action for
the specified boundary conditions (28), (29) and (35). In the interior of ., the situation is straight
forward. The combined variation of the self-dual connection A“ g, and the soldering-forms €444
yields the Einstein equations in the first-order formalism,

Vegqa =0, (36a)
FBinepa =0, (36b)

where V is the SL(2,C) covariant exterior derivative for spinor-valued differential forms ¥ a5 a5/,
and F4p is the field strength of the self-dual connection. On the other hand, there are also
the boundary fields. The variation of the boundary spinors (144, ¢4) yields the boundary field
equations along the null hypersurface,

1
D4 = + (wa + 5%) A+ P N4, (37a)

D?]A:—<w+%%>/\?7A—NA/\m, (37Db)
where D = ¢%,V denotes the pull-back of the SL(2,C) covariant exterior derivative to the null
boundary, and w, and N4, are the Lagrange multipliers that appear in the bulk plus boundary
action (27). It is easy to show that the boundary field equations (37a) and (37b) are unrestrictive.
For any null surface .4, one can always find boundary fields wg, 3, and N4, such that (37a) and
(37b) are satisfied.' On shell, the boundary fields (n?4,¢4) are correlated to the fields in the
bulk. The correlation is obtained from the condition that the coupled bulk plus boundary action

be stationary under large variations of the connection,'!
04S = — ! [/ (VXaB) ASAAB — / Y AB ASAAB 4
87G ). MyuM
—/ (EAB — 77(A£B)) ASAAB| 4 cc. (38)
N

The first term vanishes on-shell, namely iff the connection is torsionless, see (36a). The second
term vanishes provided the boundary conditions (28) are satisfied. The third term vanishes for
given boundary conditions (28), (29), and (35) provided the gluing conditions, namely equation
(25) is satisfied. Finally, we also have to take the variation of the Lagrange multipliers (wy, N4 4)
into account, which yield the additional algebraic constraints

natt = —m Am, (39a)
e = =L, (39b)

Equation (39b) aligns the kinematical ruling of P(S?, 7, R) with the causal structure in the interior.
The equation implies that the vector field £* € T is null with respect to the metric in the interior

10T addition, the shift symmetry (33) always allows us to achieve wq = —@, without loss of generality.

1 The vector field 64 € THin annihilates all configuration variables on the space of kinematical histories except the
connection, upon which it acts as §a [AABa] = A% .. The variation is large, if 5A* g, does not vanish at the null
boundary.



and it also implies that the corresponding null flag is given by ¢4, i.e. £% =140 ¢ 4 4% Equation
(39a), on the other hand, determines the area two-form e, in terms of the boundary spinors,

Eab = —2impmy = inaapl?. (40)

Finally, and most importantly, we also have to take into account the variations of the triple
(5¢4,¢%, m,) for given boundary conditions (35). Any such variation §[-] is a sum of four contribu-
tions: it is a sum & = §9 4 §dilat 1 §shift 4 §eon of an infinitesimal fibre-preserving diffeomorphism
(30), a dilation (32), an infinitesimal shift (33) and a complexified conformal transformations (34).
Let us briefly discuss each contribution separately, and show that it vanishes provided the bulk
plus boundary equations of motion are satisfied, which are listed in table 1.

- Fibre-preserving diffeomorphisms. The variation of (3¢,,¢* m,) along the orbits of the fibre-
preserving diffeomorphisms (31) does not give any further boundary equations of motion. This
follows immediately from the invariance of the coupled bulk plus boundary action under vertical
diffeomorphisms. In fact, any such diffeomorphism is generated by a vertical vector field £% € [¢¢]
that vanishes at the boundary of .#. The components of the corresponding vector field 5? i e TH kin
on the space of kinematical histories are given by the Lie derivative,

0 ]se] 1= Lese = €(die) + d(Ex), (41a)
5giﬁ[m] = Zem = Ea(dm), (41b)
0¢TNe) = Lot = (g, 0", (41c)

In addition, (%hﬁ € THyin, only acts on (4, L%, my,), and all other components vanish, i.e. 5giﬁ[AABa] =

0, (%hﬁ‘ [eaara] = 0 etc. The action of the Lie derivative, on the other hand, is well-defined for all
bulk plus boundary fields. If £* € T/ is a vector field in 4, we have

ZgAAB = f_lFAB, (42a)

Zeean =¢&4(Vean )+ V(€seqnr). (42b)

If, in addition, the vector field £* happens to be tangential to the null boundary §“| v €T, the
action of Z¢ can be naturally extended to the boundary fields as well,

Fel? = €D, (43a)

Zena = E(Dna) + D(Ema), (43b)

LeNA = ¢4(DNA) + D(ELND), (43c)

Zew = £1(dw) + d(§w). (43d)

To show that the boundary conditions (35) are satisfied, we need to show that the action is station-

ary under such 5giﬁ—variations on the space of physical histories (i.e. on-shell), i.e. 5giﬁ[5] |% = 0.
phys

This can be seen as follows: let us first smoothly extend the vertical vector field £* € [¢*] into the
interior of the manifold in such a way that £ vanishes at the partial Cauchy hypersurfaces M, and
M, which is possible since £* vanishes already at the endpoints of /', see (30, 31). The resulting
Lie derivative Z¢ € T, preserves the boundary conditions (28), (29) and (35). The bulk plus
boundary action (27) is invariant under any such fibre-preserving diffeomorphism, hence Z¢[S] =0
on #in. Consider then the vector field 52/ = 521@6‘ —Z¢ € TH)in- Such a vector field (52/ clearly sat-
isfies the boundary conditions (28) and (29). In addition, it also annihilates the triple (¢4, (%, my),
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ie. 52/ [724) = 0, 52/ [¢?] =0, 52/ [ma] = 0. Therefore, all the boundary conditions are fulfilled. At the

saddle points of the bulk plus boundary theory, the action is stationary with respect to any such

variation that satisfies the boundary conditions, i.e. 5? [9]] ., = 0. On the other hand, Z [S]=0
phys

anyways, since the action is invariant under the fibre preserving diffeomorphisms (30). Therefore,
diff _(8V _
0S5, = (O + LS5, =0, (44)

such that the action is invariant under fibre preserving diffeomorphisms (30) of the boundary fields
(54, €%, m,) alone, provided the bulk plus boundary field equations (25), (36), (37), and (39) are
satisfied.

- Dilations. Next, we consider the dilatations (32) that act via (524, £%,m4) — (364 + Ouf, e/ €4, my4)
for any f ! sy = 0 onto the triple (524, 0%, mg) of boundary fields. The corresponding vector field
(5;}”‘” € T, generates the infinitesimal transformation

5419 3¢,] = Oa f, (45a)
sftetfee) = fee, (45D)

and annihilates all other bulk and boundary configuration variables on the space of kinematical
histories, e.g. d¢[eaarq] = 0. The resulting variation of the bulk plus boundary action (27) yields

dilatpc L 1 A A _ _
54 [S]_ch[/m( Laf Anat? + fN AM;A) cc}

i

= o Um (%f d(nat™) + FNAA m;A> — cc.] (46)

In going from the first to the second line, we used Stokes’s theorem. There is no boundary term,
since f ‘ o = 0. Lets now simplify this expression. On shell, i.e. on the space of physical histories,

the imaginary part of the SL(2,C) invariant singlet n4q.,¢ equals the area two-form e4, € Q2(A),
see (40). The exterior derivative of the area two-form defines the expansion of the null hypersurface,

de = —19(5)/? Ne, (47)

where the one-form k, € Q(4) is dual to £%, i.e. {%k, = —1, as in e.g. (23). We then also know that
the boundary spinors satisfy the boundary field equations (37a) and (37b), which allow us to write
the expansion of the null surface in terms of the Lagrange multiplier N4,,. A short calculation
gives

de = id(nat?) = i(Dna)l* +ina A DI = —iNg Al +ina AN =
= — i N ALY —i(ona) A NA = —2i(0ama) A N4 (48)

Going back to the variation of the action (46), we thus have
5?ilat[5] ‘%phys =0. (49)

On the space of physical histories, the dilatations of the boundary fields (3¢, £% mg) — (324 +
Oof, el my) for f‘am = 0 preserve the action.
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- Shifts of s,. The case for the shift symmetry (33) is immediate. The corresponding vector field
acts as ‘
52mﬁ[%a] = (Mg + cc., (50)

and all other configuration variables are annihilated by the vector field d; € T}y, €.g. d¢ [¢4] = 0.
On-shell, the variation of the bulk plus boundary action (27) under such a shift of s, is now simply
given by

) ; _ 1 _
st s = / 7 Amal® = ce. = [ («¢n ne, (51
Sy, = ~15m |, (Gt ) Amat? —ce)| = [ (o Cmyne, (o)
The last term of (51) is identically zero, since the area two-form e, is given by € = —im Am, such
that e.g. (m A e = 0. Therefore, the action is invariant under the shift symmetry (33),
shift _
52 [9]| Hongs = 0- (52)

- Complexified conformal transformations. Finally, let us consider the complexified conformal trans-
formations (34). The corresponding vector field 05°" € T %}y, is defined by its components

1 _
3 = (O e, (53a)
357" mg] = Amy, (53b)

and all other bulk and boundary configuration variables are conserved by d{°", e.g. dx[eaasq) = 0.

For any such a vector field 05" € T, the corresponding variation of the bulk plus boundary
action is given by

i
8tG
On shell, the second term vanishes thanks to the gluing condition (39b). The third term does not

contribute either: the three-form %N ANimls = de is real (de = d&), such that the third term is
cancelled against its complex conjugate. In other words,

55°M[S] = /m <9fie(/\)(—2w/\m/\m+NA/\ (0oma+mla)) +idm(N) (NAAmeA)) +cc. (54)

confqy (37:39) 1 1A 1 /
e _ —2 35 .= —— .
sts) O /ﬂ (~2RewAmAm+ L Im(A)de) +ee. = o [ 9e(3) et ne. (59

For arbitrary A and €4, # 0, this variation vanishes iff
Re(l*w,) = 0. (56)

Therefore, the time component Re({*w,) of the real part of the Lagrange multiplier w, must be
set to zero on the space of physical histories #)nys. This in turn implies that the one-form s,
determines the non-affinity of ¢%. In fact, if we go back to the boundary field equations (37a), and
take into account that £*eqa/q = i€ala and Veq = 0 (vanishing of torsion), we find

o Hphys : 1OVl = ieqn® O Dy (LAY = (030,00 = k2. (57)

- Summary. In this section, we identified the saddle points of the coupled bulk plus boundary
action (27) for fixed boundary conditions (28), (29), (35). The saddle points of the action are
characterised by the Einstein equations in the bulk (36a), (36b), and the boundary field equations
(37a), (37b) and (56) that determine the evolution of the boundary fields (744, #4) along the
light-like boundary /. In addition, there are the constraint equations (25) and (39) that follow
from the variation of the selfdual connection and the variation of the Lagrange multipliers N4,
and w,. The free initial data along the lightlike portion of the boundary is given by the quasi-local
graviton, i.e. the gauge equivalence class ¢ that characterises the two radiative modes along the
null boundary. Table 1 summarises the field content of the bulk plus boundary field theory and
the constraints that determine the space of physical histories.
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8.8. Corner terms and symplectic structure

The variation of the action (27) determines both the bulk plus boundary field equations as well as
the symplectic potentials,

3[S] = =, (8) + Onr, (8) + ©.4-(5) + EOM(6). (58)

In here, 6 € T}y is a tangent vector on the space of kinematical histories, ©ys,, ©)s, and
O € T* Iy are the pre-symplectic potentials for the various components of the boundary (recall
that 0.4 = My U/ UM, '), and EOM € T*%,, denotes a one-form, whose pull-back to the space
of physical histories vanishes (i.e. it determines the bulk plus boundary field equations). Clearly,
there is no unique splitting of the variation (58) into the various component parts. First of all, we
can always add terms to the various pre-symplectic potentials that vanish on the space of physical
histories (provided we add the appropriate counter-terms to the one-form EOM). In addition,
there are ambiguities at the corner 31, 32|. For example, /" has a boundary consisting of the two
corners, 0N = €, U, ! such that the £4-variation of the boundary action (27) generates a corner
term,

dpa[S] = ﬁ /éw nadlt — //VMA (DnA + W+ 35) Ana+ Na /\m)) + cc., (59)

=0 on-shell

where dpa € T4y is the vector field on field space

)
_ A
dya —//V(% 54 + cc. (60)

The second term of (59) vanishes provided the boundary field equations (37b) are satisfied. The
first term is a sum of two corner terms. To make sure that large SL(2,C) transformations'? of
the bulk plus boundary fields represent unphysical gauge transformations, we include these corner
terms into the pre-symplectic potentials © 7, resp. O, on the partial Cauchy surfaces M, and
M, see [31] for details. Accordingly,

i
- Yag AdAAB — 7{ deA . 61
O e [ /M AB -~ NA +cc (61)

The pre-symplectic potential © 4 on the null hypersurface / is then inferred from the variation
of the action (58) for given boundary conditions (35). Taking into account the boundary field
equations (see table 1), we find!?3
i
8rG
- / [ = 44l Addoe = (O N) Mg — kA (NAYa A di] +cc., (62)
T Sy

Oy =

/ [_ %nAEA Adsx+ NAA (dl)ana + N2y A d]m} +cc. =
Vi

128uch gauge transformations are generated by vector fields 6o € T%n for gauge parameter A% 5 : M — 5[(2,C) such
that 54[A% pa] = —VaA™ 5, OA[S47 0] = 204080, S0 as] = A 50 ap, 0a[0] = A 50" and A5, , # 0.

'3The null boundary /' is a part of the abstract fibre bundle P(S? 7, R), whose standard fibres 7~ '(z) for z € S>
are light rays in /. The null vector £ lies tangential to these fibres, and the differential of £* satisfies, therefore,
dé® o< £%, modl® = 0.
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where k, € T*/ is a one-form dual to ¢* that satisfies k,¢* = —1. For all practical calculations,
it is now useful to replace insf4 by the area two-form e = —im A m and eliminate the Lagrange
multiplier N4, from (62) in terms of derivatives of 4. Going back to the boundary field equation
(37a), we have

(INAly = 04D0A, (63)
We may now replace (62) by the following simplified expression'*
Oy =—— 5/\d]%+;/ <€AD€A/\d](k:/\m)—cc.). (64)
&G W G N

It is important to realise that the one-form © 4 depends only on the triple (s¢,, (%, m,). This is
obvious for the first term in (64). The second term, on the other hand, involves the one-form
¢ 4D¢A, which is completely determined by shear and expansion of £¢. This can be seen as follows.
Consider an adapted Newman —Penrose null co-tetrad'® (%k,, ¢, , *m,, *m,), whose pull-back to
N is given by % (k,, ¥,, my, M) = (kay0,ma, My), with ko0® = —1. Let (k4,04), kat? =1
be the associated spin dyad such that (23) is satisfied. If we then impose the torsionless condition
(36a), we can express shear and expansion of the null surface in terms of the one-form £, D¢4,

o = ['m]"[*'m]’Va'l, = —k* 1Am Do (Cala) = —Lam Dyt (65a)
~py = [*m] 'm0, = ['m]* ']V, = —kY (AR D, (Cala) = —Lam®Dat?,  (65b)

where m® is the complexified tangent vector m® € T ¢ such that the push-forward satisfies
(on)sm® = [*m]®. Since £40*D 4 = 0, see (37a), we then also have that

1
EADEA = —519(5)771 —o@m. (66)

Notice that shear and expansion can be easily computed without explicit knowledge of the spin
connection. In fact, the ordinary Lie derivative of the boundary intrinsic dyads m, € QY4 : C)
along the null generators ¢ € T¥ determines both shear and expansion,'6

1 . _
Lrm = +§ (19(@) +1 (ﬁ(g))?ﬂ +oym. (67)

Therefore, shear and expansion are intrinsic to the null surface. The only extrinsic spin coefficient
that enters the pre-symplectic structure on the null surface // is the one-form s¢,.

8.4. Quasi-local radiative phase space

In the previous section, we identified the pre-symplectic potential (64) on a generic null boundary
A in terms of an adapted Newman—Penrose null tetrad. The next step is to characterise the
pull-back of the pre-symplectic structure to the space of radiative modes, which are encoded into
a gauge equivalence class (35) of boundary fields (¢4, 0% mg) € T*N @ VN @ T* M. In here, ¢
is a vertical vector field, and the dyads (mg,m,), diagonalise the intrinsic signature (0++) metric
dab = 2m(aMy) on the null surface. The space of such boundary fields (54, 0%, my) is equipped

Modulo terms that vanish provided the bulk plus boundary field equations are satisfied.

5Given the boundary variables (6%, mq,Ma), such a null tetrad is unique modulo residual Lorentz transformations
(Yka, o, *ma, *Ma) —= (kg 4+ Fr'ma 4+ f g, Ya, *ma + f o, g + f2,) for N4 — C.

SNotice that ¢y : / — R transforms as the time component of a U(1) connection under the U(1) transformations
Mae — € ¥ my.
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with a pre-symplectic two-form €24, which is given by the exterior functional derivative of the
pre-symplectic potential (64),
Qy =do . (68)

At the kinematical level, there are eight degrees of freedom per point: since £* is a vertical vector
field, it is characterised by only one degree of freedom (a lapse function). The co-dyad (mg, m,), on
the other hand, is transversal to the null direction, i.e. V{* € [¢%], £ € [€*] : £€*mg = 0, hence there
are only 2 x 2 = 4 degrees of freedom in m,. The entire triple (s¢,,¢% m,) represents, therefore,
3+ 1+ 2 x 2 = 8 kinematical degrees of freedom. The gauge symmetries and constraints reduce
them to two physical degrees of freedom per point.

- Fibre-preserving diffeomorphisms. Let us consider the fibre-preserving diffeomorphisms (31) first.
Such diffeomorphisms are generated by vertical vector fields £ € [¢?] that vanish at the boundary
of I, ie. f“Lg = §“|%1 = 0. The Lie derivative Z, see (41a), (41b), (41c) lifts any such vector

field on space time into an associated vector field (5?17? € Ty, on field space.

We now want to convince ourselves that such a vector field defines a degenerate null direction
of the pre-symplectic two-form (68) on the space of physical geometries. Consider thus a second
linearly independent vector field 6 € T'%jy, and assume further (without loss of generality) that
the commutator vanishes, i.e. [0, 5?Zﬁ ] = 0. Going back to the definition of the pre-symplectic
potential, we now immediately have

QL (67,0) = —— (gge A 6]z — 8e] A 525%)+
N

! A — 4 o _
+87TG /V<g§(£AD€ ) AN O[k Am] — 0[laDEl?) N Ze(k Am) CC.)

= —3[Ce). (69)

where we repeatedly used the identity [, ZeX A0Y = [ Ea(X ANO(Y)) = [, X NO(ZY), e a
partial integration and the vanishing of the commutator [, Z¢] = 0. In addition, C¢ denotes the
generator of fibre-preserving diffeomorphisms

1 i
Ce= o | Zeenn— o | (ZellaDh) A (ke nii) — cc.). 70
=G | Zen g [ (ZaDe (ko nm) o (70)
To demonstrate that C¢ generates a gauge symmetry, we must show that it vanishes (as a constraint)
on the space of physical histories.!” The first step is to compute the Lie derivative of the one-form
0 4D¢A. Taking into account the boundary field equation £*Dg¢4 = %ﬁa(za + 2w, )04, see (37a),
we have

Fe(LaDEY) = A (£504DEY) +62D(LaDE?Y) = €4(Dla A DEA) — ESFAptAE =

=0
= —26.(DlakA AN gDIP) — € F ptA0P =
= +&1(se + 2w)l DI — € JF 45205, (71)

where Fp is the curvature two-form. Going from the first to the second line of (71), we wrote the
identity e4” in terms of the spin dyad, i.e. e4® = ¢Bk4 — kPl4, and repeatedly used the on-shell

"Equations (71), (72), (73), (74) are satisfied only on-shell, i.e. provided the bulk plus boundary field equations are
satisfied, see table 1.
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identity £4£*Dal? o €404 = 0. Inserting (71) and the expression for £4D¢4 in terms of shear and
expansion, see (66), back into (70), we obtain

1
ZLe(LaDIMY A (k AR) — cc. = 5840 + 20k A A — EQF Al Nk A — ce. =
—%(&%)ds — EGFABlAMB Nk A — ce., (72)

where the one-form w, falls out of the final result since the reality condition (56) is satisfied (on-
shell). If we now take the pull-back of the co-tetrad to the null boundary, recall (23), we may
replace the one-form £4¢pm by the pull-back —i¢% e a0 = —i3e 4404 This in turn allows us
to rewrite the generator solely in terms of the Einstein three-form (36b),

ELFApl B Nk A = +i(EQFap)A N3P g P Nk = —i FapttlB AeL(PeP g N k)
= +iFap A 2Bt 0B ¢ sk = —Fap A 3P 644 (73)

Substituting (72) and (73) back into (70), we find

_ b o i B AN _
Ce= 5oz //V(f_lds)/\% - //V(gw)d SWG//V<FAB/\6 W —ee). ()

The first two terms cancel against each other, the third term is the integral of the vector-valued
Einstein three-form (36b) over the null boundary. If the bulk plus boundary field equations are
satisfied, the generator C¢ vanishes. Therefore, the fibre-preserving diffeomorphisms of .#" represent
gauge transformation that map a given configuration of boundary fields (s, ¢*, m,) into a gauge
equivalent configuration (¢* sz, o5 4%, 0*my).

- Dilations. Next, we consider the dilations that send the triple (3¢, £%, my) into (324+0a f, e/ €%, my)
for gauge parameters f : #/ — R that vanish at the two ends of the null surface, i.e. f‘am = 0. The

corresponding vector field 5]‘?il“t € THyip is given in (45). Consider then the one-form k, € T* W,

which is dual to £ : k,¢* = —1, and the one-form £, D¢%, see (66). Going back to our definitions
(45) and (65a) and (65b), we immediately find that fields transform homogeneously, i.e.

5410 s DY) = feADLA, (75)
e N OFIU K] = 4 e N K] = —fe N k. (76)
Let then 6 € T, be a second linearly independent vector field. Inserting (75) and (76) back into
the definition of the pre-symplectic two-form (68), we obtain a total derivative, namely
Qu (671, 5) = /5 Adf+—/fMAD£AAkAm—cc]:
=+— [ dg]Ad — old — dle] = 0. 7
+8WG/W[ Fgng [ 0 =g [ st (77)

is a degenerate

On shell, i.e. provided the bulk plus boundary field equations are satisfied, 5J‘filat

direction of the pre-symplectic two-form (68). Therefore, the vector field 5]‘?il“t defines an unphysical
gauge direction.
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- U(1) frame rotations. On the null surface /', the complex-valued one-form m, € T* /¢ param-
etrises the degenerate signature (0++) metric gq, = 2m,my). For any such metric, the dyad is
unique modulo U(1) gauge transformations. Given a U(1) gauge parameter ¢ : /' — R, we define
the corresponding infinitesimal vector field

U1 _
5§0( )ma] = i¢ma. (78)

Going back to the definition of shear and expansion, see (65a) and (65b), we also see that the
one-form £, D¢ transforms homogeneously under such an infinitesimal U(1) frame rotation, i.e.

SYDeaDtY) =i LaDe?, (79)
On the other hand, the non-affinity one-form s, and the area two-form ¢ = —imAm are uncharged
and so is the one-form k,, which is dual to the null vector £¢ : k,¢* = —1. Therefore, (5g(1) lean] =0,

etc. If we then insert such an infinitesimal U(1) rotation back into the pre-symplectic two-form
(68), we obtain

Qm(fﬁ(”,é) = 3G .,

1 7 —
:—167TG//V(@5(79(g)/<;/\m/\m)+cc.) =0, (80)

(190(eaDE A Aim) = cc.) =

which is the same as to say that the infinitesimal U(1) transformations are unphysical null directions
of the pre-symplectic potential.

- Shifts of »,. Finally, we consider the shift symmetry (33). The corresponding vector field 5‘Zhif t

generates spacelike shifts of the one-form s¢,: (52hiﬂ[%a] = (Mg +Cmg. All other boundary variables

are annihilated by the vector field 52hift € Hin, 1.c. 52hift[ma] =0, 52hift[€“] = 0, etc. Let then
0 € i be a second linearly independent vector field on the space of kinematical histories. If we
contract both such vector fields with the pre-symplectic two-form €24, we find

Qm(ézhifty 6) = !

- 525 | AR - % /W 5[] A (Em + ce.) = 0, (81)

The last term vanishes identically since any such vector field 0 € %, preserves the direction of
the null generators of ./, which implies ¢*§[m], = 0, which is the same as to say ¢ A §[m| = 0, i.e.
dle] Am =0, since e = —im A m. We thus see that the shift transformations define yet another
degenerate direction 52}”]( Y€ T9n of the pre-symplectic two-form (68).

- Summary. In this section, we identified the degenerate gauge directions of the pre-symplectic
two-form on the null hypersurface /. First of all, there are the fibre preserving diffeomorphisms
(31). Such diffeomorphisms are generated by a Hamiltonian functional C¢, which is a smeared
version of the Raychaudhuri equation. The Hamiltonian C¢ is a constraint that vanishes on the
space of physical histories, where the fibre preserving diffeomorphisms turn into degenerated gauge
directions of the pre-symplectic two-form (68). On the space of physical histories (on-shell), the
fibre-preserving diffeomorphisms remove, therefore, two dimensions from phase space (the gauge
orbit plus the constraint C¢ = 0). On the other hand, the dilations (75) and (76) and U(1)
frame rotations (78) remove one phase space dimension each. Finally, there is the shift symmetry
(33) that removes another two dimensions from phase space, see (81). The triple of kinematical
boundary fields (s, %, m,), whose functional differential determines the pre-symplectic two-form
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(68, 62) is characterised by eight local degrees of freedom along 4. Removing the fibre-preserving
diffeomorphisms and imposing the Raychaudhuri constraint (70) brings this down to 8 — 2 = 6
local degrees of freedom per point. The dilatations and U(1) gauge rotations remove another two
phase space dimensions per point. The shift symmetry removes yet another directions from phase
space, which brings us down to 6 — 4 = 2 physical degrees of freedom along ./, which are the
two degrees of freedom of gravitational radiation at the full non-perturbative level. The resulting
physical phase space is co-ordinatized by the quasi-local graviton (35), which represents the free
initial data along the null hypersurface.

We defined the quasi-local graviton as an equivalence class (35). In defining this equivalence
class, we also removed the orbits of conformal transformations (34) from (s, ¢*,m,). From a
Hamiltonian perspective, this may seem odd, since such conformal transformations are not gauge
directions (it is easy to check that they do not define degenerate directions of the pre-symplectic
two-form). However, no mistake is being made, because on every such orbit there is only one value
of the conformal factor (the gauge parameter A) that is compatible with the Raychaudhuri equation.
In fact, the Rachaudhuri equation turns into a constraint (70) on the kinematical phase space, and
it selects a unique value of A on every such gauge orbit for given initial conditions on a cross-section
G, of A (the initial values are A\, = A|g, and Ao = Zi\g,). The construction is reminiscent of
conformal methods on a spacelike hypersurface, where the orbits of three-dimensional conformal
transformations are used often to determine a local gauge-fixing for the Hamiltonian constraint,
see [33-35].

4. Quasi-local boost and angular momentum charges

- Horizontal diffeomorphisms. On the space of kinematical histories %3y, the light rays 7 1(z) are
shared among different spacetime geometries (histories), but their parametrisation is not. There is
therefore a preferred class of bulk diffeomorphisms ¢ € Diff (), namely those, whose restriction
to the light-like portion of the boundary generate horizontal diffeomorphisms,

HDiff(#) = {¢ € Diff(#) : mopo ™' € Diff(5%)}. (82)

Any such horizontal diffeomorphism ¢ maps fibres onto (possibly different) fibres, hence . £* € [¢%].
If an element ¢ € HDiff (/) is smoothly connected to the identity, it is generated by a vector field
§* e TH : v = exp(&) that projects into a unique vector field £l =m&" € TS? on the base manifold
(£ is a horizontal lift of £{'). Since the null surface ./° C P(S%,7,R) has itself a boundary, which

consists of two successive horizontal sections €, and €1 of P, i.e. 04 = 6, U €| 1, and since the
exponential exp(§) € HDiff (/) maps / onto itself, the vector fields £ € T/ must be tangential
to the two cross sections, i.e. f“‘% € TG, and equally 5“‘%1 €cT6:.

To lift such a vector field £% into a vector field on the infinite-dimensional space of kinematical
histories, we first need to extend it into a bulk vector field éa € T such that é“! = &% There
are infinitely many ways to do so and we will see in a moment that they are all gauge equivalent.
Given such an extension of £* € T/ into the interior of the manifold, we may now define the
SL(2,C) gauge covariant Lie derivative of the bulk plus boundary fields,

fngA 5 =EaF4g, (83a)
Frean =EVean + V(€oean), (83b)
ZLena = Lena = §aDna + D(Ena), (83c)
Ll = Zelt = ¢LDEA, (83d)
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where D = ¢*%,V is the induced SL(2,C) gauge covariant exterior derivative at the null boundary.
The Lie derivative is a vector field Z¢[-] € T}, on the space of kinematical histories. Since a
diffeomorphisms maps solutions of Einstein’s equations onto themselves, it is clear that the Lie
derivative also defines a tangent vector to the space of physical histories, i.e. Z[] ‘%phw € T phys-
- Quasi-local angular momentum. To identify the Hamiltonian generator of such horizontal dif-
feomorphisms, consider first the pre-symplectic two-form on the partial Cauchy hypersurfcae M,
whose boundary intersects the null surface in a horizontal section € : M = € C A . Given the
pre-symplectic potential (61), the pre-symplectic two-form is obtained by the exterior derivative,

Q= dOy = 77; U A% apndAAE —7{
M

d]nAI\d]KA] + cc., (84)
oM

where A is the wedge product of differential forms in T*%#%;,. Let now 6 € T#pnys be a second
linearly independent vector field on the space of physical histories (i.e. a linearised solution of the
bulk plus boundary field equations). Contracting both Z¢[-] € T%.;, and § with the pre-symplectic
two-form (84) and restricting our results to the space of physical histories (i.e. going on-shell), we
obtain

U (Z;.0) ! / (v@z ap) ASAAE 55 4p A éJFAB) v
M

%phys 87TG L

—j{ (ZgnAMA — 57714356‘4)} + cc. =
oM

phys

T X .
e / ((€5245) ASFAP — 6505 A E0FAP) 4
LJ M

+ 7§ (+Eu8ap A SAAE — Zenast? + 577A35£A)}
oM

+cc., (85)

phys

where we used Stokes’s theorem to go from the first to the second line. On shell, the bulk integral
vanishes: setting £44/ = £1e 44/, and taking into account the self-dual decomposition e44 Aegpr =
—€44'2AB + cc., see (20), we find

/ ((é_IEAB) A (5FAB - (5EAB/\£_JFAB) = —/ (éAC’eBC/ A 5FAB+
M M
- 5630, Neacr N\ é_lFAB) =
T / <£AC’5[€BC/ NFAB) — 5ep” A Ea(eacr A FAB))' (86)
M

The two terms in the last line vanish thanks to the Einstein equations (36b). We are thus left with
a boundary term and this boundary term is a total derivative on field space. Inserting the gluing
conditions (25) back into (86), we obtain

i
H phys - 871G

[ ]{ (na&0[A? 568 + nag D[604] + 5[nA]gJDeA)]
oM

+ cc. =

phys

[fi’)M (EaXaB A SAAP — 3577,455‘4 + 5[7714]356’4)}
i

- 8rG

+cc. = —8[Je[OM]], (87)

%phys

We have thus shown that any horizontal diffeomorphism that is generated by a vector field £ €
TN :1,£% € S? can be lifted into a vector field Zg‘% L€ T 7 hys on the space of physical histories,
phys
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which is Hamiltonian: the Lie derivative Zé‘ € T phys is the Hamiltonian vector field of the

%phys
quasi-local angular momentum,

Je[6] = —

87riG j{% <77AZ§€A - CC.). (88)

- Comparison with Komar charge. The more familiar Komar charge for tangential diffeomrophisms

is given by the integral
1

327G

Jg(omar[%] - éﬁabgabcdvcgd, (89)
where 7% is the two-dimensional Levi-Civita tensor density on the cross-section € C ./ of the null
boundary. The difference between the two charges (88) and (89) results from the fact that the light-
like normal to the null boundary /4 has no canonical normalisation. If, in fact, the outer boundary
is time-like rather than null, the pre-symplectic potential (64) on the partial Cauchy hypersurface
M will be replaced by Oy = ﬁ fM *Lag N dA*P — faM *Eagzo‘d]zﬁ, where «, 3,... are internal
Lorentz indices, * denotes the Hodge dual on internal indices, A4 is the spin connection, ¥,3 =
eqa N eg is the Plebanski two-form and z% : 2,2* = 1 is the internal and spacelike normal to
the boundary, i.e. ©},,2%¢q = 0. The resulting Hamiltonian for tangential diffeomorphisms is
Je = —1/(87G) $,,, ¥30,527€* Dy 2P, which is nothing but the Komar charge (89) for tangential
diffeomorphisms written in terms of first-order spin-connection variables [36].

Although the two charges differ for generic configurations on #puys (the space of physical histo-
ries), they agree on those configurations that admit Killing symmetries: if the vector field é“ eTu
is Killing, it will Lie drag the configuration variables in the bulk up to an internal Lorentz trans-
formation,

/

Lo = £V = A pelPA 4 R p et (90)

LAl = E0F g = VA g (91)

The gauge element A4p : M — sl(2,C) is determined by the first derivative of the Killing vector
field: the Killing equation implies that Ay, = Vbéa is anti-symmetric, its self-dual component!® is
Aap, thus Ay = —€xpAap + cc. If such a vector field is a Killing field that lies tangential to
%, it will act onto the boundary fields via the internal Lorentz transformation A4z and an overall
rescaling.'¥ We will thus have

A
Zel = €aDt" = A pt” + D1, (92)
A
Fena = EaDna+ D(Ena) = =A% anp — 5745 (93)
18The soldering forms e4 4/, allow to identify spacetime indices a, b, ... with pairs of spinor indices AA’, BB’,. ...

9This can be proven by considering the finite diffeomorphism ¢. = exp(effé). Since é“ € TJ is Killing, equation
(90) will be satisfied. Thus p:X*? = [exp(eA]* c[exp(eA]® pXP, where L ap is the self-dual Plebariski two-form
and ¢: ¥4 is the solution to the differential equation d%cpZEAB = Z:3*B to the initial condition pi_oX4% = 248
(i.e. a combination of the ordinary pull-back of differential forms and the spinor parallel transport along the integral
curves of £%). Consider then the pull-back of the Plebanski two-form to the null boundary, see (25). For given X ap
in the bulk, the boundary fields n4 and ¢4 are unique up to an overall rescaling. We thus also know that there must
be a function Xc : # — C such that @Xn* = [exp(eA]* 51" + ef%@nA and @0 = [exp(eA]* pt® + et F 1A Taking
the derivative with respect to e, we obtain (92) and (93).
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where A : /' — C defines an overall rescaling of the boundary fields. For a given solution of
Einstein’s equations with Killing vector £, we can then always find a rescaling of the boundary
fields such that A = 0, and the boundary charge (88) will return the Komar integral,

i i 1
J&[(g] = T snG o (WAAABKB - CC.) = %é (AABEAB - CC-) = nCl jég *\ =

1 ~ab L ~ab_ cd
_ DB A)p = — abg cdg €. 94
167TG]§-5?7 (Map = =55 = D e Vel (94)

- Helmholtz decomposition of angular moments. The quasi-local angular momentum (88) is eval-
uated against a vector field €% that lies tangential to the two-dimensional cross section € of the
null surface /. The cross section is equipped with a Riemannian metric qu, which is induced
from the bulk, qu = @z9gap- The corresponding Levi-Civita tensor is sfb,
are z—:%b and q%b, such that e.g. E%Cz—:(li = q%cqg’pc = [idg]y. Given a metric, we also have the metric
compatible and torsionless covariant derivative &, on €. This derivative can be extended naturally

to spinor-valued fields, where it acts via the pull-back of the spin connection, e.g.

and the dual tensors

D = Dt (95)

Since € is equipped with a Riemannian structure, we can use the Helmholtz—Hodge decom-
position of £&* € T'E to split the angular momentum J¢[€] into area-preserving and rotation-free
parts. For a given vector field along €, the Hodge — Helmholtz decomposition reads

TE > = Lo f + a2 0bf, (96)

where f and f are functions on the cross section €. The first and second terms are the area-
preserving and curl-free contributions respectively. To insert this decomposition back into the
quasi-local angular momentum, it is useful to introduce a dual and normalised spinor k:f : kf@A =1,
which is defined as follows

khed, = 19EnAa. (97)

Going back to the definition of the quasi-local angular momentum (88), we obtain

1 1 .
- aA%’ ) = A%’ _ab L A% ]
K6 =~ § (€At o) = g § (A8 A AT = ouFAT vec).  (o8)
where we introduced the complexified U(1) connection?”
kSt = A% (99)

on the cross section €. The curvature of this connection is related to the self-dual part of the
curvature of the spin connection,
F% = dA® = k5 A D02 + kS 2%0A =
= +kSDEL NP — (o Fap)kalB. (100)
The first term is a functional of the shear and expansion of the two null directions that span the

plane orthogonal to T'¢ (i.e. the extrinsic curvature of €). As we have seen in (66), the one-form
¢4 D¢A, which is intrinsic to the null boundary, encodes the shear and expansion of £%. In the same

*N.b. the abelian connection A transforms as A% — A® + 1dX under (107) and (108).
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way, the components of the one-form k4 @k? determine shear and expansion of the transversal null
direction *k®* =iey A/“k;Ak:A/ such that

sl
kf@ké = +yg (iﬁ(k)m + a(k)m>, (101)

where shear and expansion are defined as in (65a) and (65b) above, i.c. oy = [*m]*[*m]’V,*k,
and ¥ ;) = 2[4m]@[4n]P WV, %k,. If the vacuum Einstein equations are satisfied, only the spin (2, 0)
Weyl curvature component will be excited, i.e.

FAB = 9AB o p29P 0 Wupep = Y apcp), (102)

where W 4pcop is the spin (2,0) Weyl spinor. For a given spin frame (ka,£4), its (2x24+1) =5
algebraically independent components are

Wy =Wy, g 0N A A A (103)

If we align the spin frame to the cross section, i.e. if we set (ka,€a) = (kG,€4), the curvature of
the complexified U(1) connection on € will depend only on Ws. Restricting equation (25) to €,
we obtain

(QD%FAB)abk‘?ng = \IJABCD]&?EB(QD%ECD)GI, = —i\I’ABCDk‘éka‘%fDefb = —iqf;gefb. (104)

Combining (104) with the expressions for shear and expansion along the two null directions, i.e.
(66) and (101), we obtain the curvature of the complexified U(1) connection (99),

. 1 _
F% =i (‘I/;g + Zﬁ(k)ﬁ(g) — O’(k)O'(g))qu (105)
The cross section € has no boundary. Using Stokes’s theorem, we obtain

1 ~ _ 1 r a
Je[6] = e 7{% dzvfjm(\llf —Oyo) + el 2 d*v f Re(D, AL), (106)

where 9, A% = q?ngZQACE is the two-dimensional vector divergence of the abelian connection (99)
with respect to the induced metric on € and d?v = %ﬁ“bz—:ab is the induced volume element. The
shear of the two null directions is o) and o(y), and () and U4y denote their expansion respectively.
The first term of (106) is the contribution to the quasi-local angular momentum (88) from area-
preserving diffeomorphisms, the second term corresponds to curl-free vector fields on the two-
dimensional cross section. For these charges to have a finite limit at #+, we must impose falloff

conditions f = 6(r) and f = O(r).

- Boost angular momentum. The null generators ¢* of # and therefore also the null flag ¢4 :
0% = ieqn Y4 have no preferred normalisation. Different normalisations are connected via a
complexified scaling transformation,

8300t ¢4 = +%£A, (107)
A

037 [l = =54, (108)

§hoostpa] = AEA )‘ea, (109)
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for A : /" — C. All other variation of the fundamental bulk and boundary variables vanish under
Sx, .8 6x[A%B4] = 0 and 0\[Z4p] = 0. We thus have a vector field 8y € T, and it is easy
to check that this vector field is Hamiltonian. Going back to the definition of the pre-symplectic
two-form (84), and restricting ourselves to the space of physical histories, we find

i A A i
0 boost —_ ! - A _ A L= % A )=
M (0, 8) = +— %(2%5[5 |+ Solnal¢ >+cc — %(Aa[mz ] cc)
1
= — A)dlel = =6 \7 110
G § el = —d[Qule]). (10)
where we introduced the boost generator,
1
=—— . 111
Q6] = ~gag § e (1)

The zero mode A = 1, which is the generator of global dilations of the null normal, returns the total
area of the cross section. On a black hole horizon, this charge provides a quasi-local Hamiltonian
for locally non-rotating observers [37].

5. Radial regularization

5.1. Peeling for a double null foliation of spacetime

- Double null foliation. In the previous sections, we considered the gravitational phase space for a
fixed bounded region . in spacetime. The boundary 0.4 consist of two partial Cauchy hypersur-
faces M, and M7 and a null surface A, i.e. M = ML UN U Mo_l. So far, we have left the location
of the null boundary undetermined. Natural choices will restrict it to a portion of an isolated
horizon [38-43] or a cosmological horizon or an asymptotic boundary. In the following, we consider
only the case of an asymptotic boundary, namely future null infinity. The limit to the asymptotic
boundary will be obtained by introducing an auxiliary parameter p and sending p — oo. This limit
can be understood both as a limit in spacetime and a limit within the infinite-dimensional quasi-
local phase space. In the first case, p is simply an advanced time coordinate on a given solution to
Einstein’s equations, in the latter case it is to be treated as one of the canonical variables on phase
space.?!

Instead of working on a fixed region as in above, we consider thus a one-parameter family of
such regions {M,},er. : M, C My for all p < p’, which are embedded into an asymptotically
flat spacetime, with conformal completion (ﬁ ,dap)- The physical metric is g, = Q 2G4, and we
choose the conformal factor Q : # — R in such a way that the Q = const. hypersurfaces

My={pel, Qp)=p"} (112)

are light-like (null). This condition is useful for us, since it allows us to match the regions {/,} per..
with the level sets of (2. In fact, for every p € R~ we choose these regions in such a way that the
boundary .4, consists of two partial Cauchy surfaces M§ and MY that are joined together via the
null surface .#,. Notice that every .4, has a boundary: o4, = €5 U [€} ]71, which are the corners
of the partial Cauchy surfaces, i.e. IME = €5 and OMY] = €Y.

2IThe asymptotic limit p — oo removes the radial coordinate from the quasi-local phase space. To introduce a
symplectic structure and obtain a phase space, we will also have to impose a gauge-fixing condition on the conjugate
momentum p, (upon choosing a polarization). The asymptotic p — oo limit will remove, therefore, both p and p,
from the quasi-local phase space on a partial Cauchy hypersurface © s, .
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Since the family of null surfaces {/,},cr. defines a foliation, the normal vector £* to every such
null surface ¥, defines a one-form ¢, = gap?? that satisfies the Frobenius integrability condition

dé = —1[)(5) AL (113)

The one-form 1y determines the non-affinity x = —[w(g)]bﬁb of the null generators: °V,(® = k(®.
The light-like normal vector £* to the boundary is unique up to overall dilations sending ¢ into
eM®. This rescaling freedom allows us to choose the normal vectors ¢ such that they are all
geodesic at 2 =0, i.e.

Klg_g =0 (114)

Next, we extend the null vector £ into a null tetrad. We do this by introducing a transveral
foliation, which is defined via a time coordinate u : # — R that foliates the region U pER> N,
into transversal null hypersurfaces that intersect future null infinity in such a way that the two-
dimensional (spherical) intersections are Lie dragged along the null generators. In other words,

(Vaulg_o = 1. (115)

We thus have a double null foliation, which is defined by two scalar functions p and w on . The
next step ahead is to introduce and adapted NP null tetrad and compute the falloff conditions
of the various spin coefficients for such a particular gauge choice.?? Let then k, = —V,u be the
light-like normal to the transversal u = const. null surfaces. The relative normalisation between the
two null vectors is Ny ¢) := —kql®. Since equation (115) is satisfied at the asymptotic boundary,
the inner product N, admits the Q-expansion Ny, ) = 1+ 0(2). The Q = const. surfaces are
null, with null normals ¢*. Therefore, £V, = 0 and the gradient {*V,N(; ¢ vanishes at the
asymptotic boundary, i.e. £4V,N, ) = O(S2). By rescaling £* via £ — N(;’IZ)K“, we obtain a null
vector field, whose non-affinity & : £2V,0* = k(® still vanishes at Q = 0. We can assume, therefore,
without loss of generality that the two null normals k% and ¢% satisfy

ko = —0qu, kol =—1, OVy° 0, (116)

|Q:0 -

where u : M — R is a retarded time function, which is constant along the transversal null surfaces.
Since Vi ky = 0, it immediately follows that kPVyk® = 0. This implies that there exists an affine

coordinate r in 4 such that 11
K= |—]| . 117
[dr] (117)

- Relation between the radial coordinate and advanced time. There are now two natural radial
coordinates, namely the affine parameter r, as introduced in (117), and the inverse conformal
factor Q! =: p. What is the relation between the two? Since the null vector ¢¢ lies tangential to
the p = const. light-like hypersurfaces, there exists a lapse function Ny > 0 such that

la = N Vo2 (118)
Consider now the physical metric,

Gab = _kaeb - eakb + Qap = Q_zgab' (119)

22The falloff conditions are usually given for different gauge conditions, where only the u = const. surfaces are null,
whereas the Q = p~! = const. surfaces become null only asymptotically, i.e. for  — 0.
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where g, is the conformally rescaled metric and g is the two-dimensional Riemannian metric on
the u = const. cross sections €, C /. Since the metric is asymptotically flat, and both V,u and
Va2 do not vanish on F T, we can infer from (118) and (119) the following falloff condition for the
lapse function,

Ny =0(27?). (120)
Taking into account that k* = 0% and k*¢, = —1, we infer the expansion of the gradient k*V {2
OV, = —p29 o1 0(p~?) (121)
a P ar () p )

If we integrate this equation along the outgoing null geodesics, we obtain
p=pu,z2)r +6(r°), (122)

where the complex coordinates (z,Z) parametrise the two-dimensional surfaces, where the u =
const. surfaces, which are null, and the r = const. hypersurfaces intersect.?> Equation (122)
implies then the falloff conditions

6(p") = 0(r"), (123)
which means that we can realise the asymptotic limit either as an p — oo or an r — oo limit.

- Tetrad and connection. The u = const. surfaces and the 2 = const. surfaces each define a foliation,
with corresponding null co-normals k, = —V,u and £, : k.£* = —1. Any two such €2 = const. and
u = const. surfaces intersect each other at two-dimensional surfaces €, ,,, which have the topology
of a two-sphere. Let (m% m®) be a normalised dyad in the complexified tangent space to every
such cross section, i.e. mgym® = 0, mym® = 1, and k,;m® = ¢,m® = 0. By choosing an associate
spin dyad (k‘A,EA) : kat4 = 1, we introduce the soldering form

AN = 1A | — AR 0+ 1A m 4 104K . (124)

Given the metric g4 and the co-vector fields k, and ¢,, the one-form m, is unique up to residual
U(1) gauge transformations, m, — €' ¥m,. Using this gauge freedom, we can always require that

Mok Vym® = —m k*Vym® = 0. (125)

The exterior derivative of the one-forms (k,,¢,, m,) defines the anholonomy coefficients that
determine the various spin coefficients. Consider first the exterior derivative of the one-form m,,,
which admits the following decomposition,

1 1 .
dm = — 519(k)€Am— 5(19(3) +21¢)k‘/\m+
+iymAm—opk Am—oglAm+ (a—B)k AL (126)

The various components have an immediate physical interpretation: the pair (O’(g),O'(k)) denotes
the shear of the two null congruences (¢, k%), and (ﬁ(g),ﬁ(k)) denotes their expansion. The spin
coefficient 7 defines an abelian U(1) spin connection ym, + ym, on the two-dimensional cross
sections €, and ¢ is the time component of this abelian connection. That the £ A m component
of the exterior derivative dm has no imaginary part is a consequence of the gauge condition (125).

Z1n general, the intersection of an u = const and an r = const surface will not be a cross section of /.
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The k A £ component, on the other hand, measures the failure of the transversal null directions k%
and £ to commute, i.e. [(, k]%m, = mg({PVk® — kPVpl®) = —(a — B).
The remaining spin coefficients are given by the exterior derivative of ¢,, which is determined
by the one-form
Yoy = kk+ (@+ B)m + (a + B)m, (127)

where £ denotes the non-affinity of £¢ : £°V,¢® = xf® and (a + () determines the radial component
(i.e. k%component) of the Lie bracket [k, m]* = k*Vym® — m*V, k.

Given the adapted null tetrad (124), the torsionless condition (36a) determines the components
of the spin connection r4 Ba,

VokA =TA5.kB, V04 =T45,05, (128)

where T'4 3, are the spin coefficients with respect to the spin basis (k4,¢4). A short calculation
yields

48, = — <(/< +ig)kq +i(§ —i@)mg +i(y — ioz)ma) (ApB) ¢
1
- (519(k)ma + G (kyma + dka)€A€B+
1 _
+ <§’L9(g)ma + O(6)Ma + ﬁ€a> k‘Ak‘B. (129)

- Radial renormalisation and evolution equations. For given boundary and U(1) gauge fixing con-
ditions (116) and (125), we evaluate the Einstein equations for the null tetrad (124) and determine
the components of the self-dual curvature two-form,

FAp = VI —TAc AT, = 0o p2CP, (130)
where U 4pcpZ©P is the self-dual part of the Weyl tensor. All other curvature components vanish
thanks to the Einstein equations.

An advantage of the double null foliation is that the components of the Weyl tensor neatly split
into three types of equations: first of all, there are the radial evolution equations (containing radial
k°-derivatives, but no ¢*-derivatives), next there are the boundary evolution equations (containing
(°~derivatives, but no radial k®-derivatives), and finally there are constraint equations that contain
only m®-derivatives, which are intrinsic to the two-dimensional cross sections €, .

Consider first the radial evolution equations, which determine the evolution away from the
Q = p~! = const. null hypersurfaces {/,},er. ,

%ﬁ(k) + %19%1@) + 200k =0, (131a)

%% + %%)% + 20000 (k) + 2(ZmlB] +178 — BB) = 2V, (131b)
%50@) + 9o = —Yo (131c)

%‘W) * %19(@0(@) + %%%) + ZmlBl +178 — B2 =0, (131d)
i%(’Y —ia) + %ﬁ(k)(’y —ia) +iog(F —ia) — BIg =0 (131e)
i%(’? —ia)+ %%)(’7 —i@) +1iogy(y —ia) — 285 = 20y (131f)
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s tip) +ila—B)(F ~16) +i(a— By~ ia) ~ 288 = 20, (131g)

(@—B)u) + (a—B)ow = Vi, (131h)

where Z;;[8] denotes the ordinary derivative Z[8] = m*V,5. Next, we have the evolution
equations that are intrinsic to the null surfaces {4},

1
gg[ﬁ@)] — 19(5)(/45 — 519(5)) + 20’(5)5'(5) =0 (132a)

1 . _
gg[ﬁ(k)] + ﬁ(k)(’f + 579(@) + 20’(@)5’(@ +2(Znlal — iy + a)a) = 2V, (132b)
35[0'(5)] - (/i - 19(5) + 2i(]5)0’(g) = —\IJ4 (1320)

1 1
Ziloa] + (5 + 519(3) +2i9)ow) + Lnla) — (17 +a)a+ 55(5)19(@ =0 (132d)
1 _
Zilf] =198 — 5(a = B)) — (@~ Blag) = Vs (132e)
igg[’? — id] + gm[/i + 1(]5] + %(79(@) + 21¢)(7y — id) + ia'(g)(’y — ia) + 79(5)54 =0 (132f)

igg[’y — ia] +gm[/£+i¢] + %(19(@) — 2i<;5)(’y — ia) —l—ia(g)(fy — id) + 2@0’(@) = —2U3, (132g)

where e.g. Zy[J(g)] = €4V (y) is the time derivative along the null generators of the null surface
N,. Finally, there are the constraint equations

1 _ _ . _
—5(Enldw] = @) + Zmlow] — 2iv+a)og = -~y (133a)
1 L
—5(@nld] + b)) + Zalow] + (217 + a)ow) = —¥s (133b)
(Znly] — L) — 297 + (Zala] +i7Q) — (Lnla] —iya)+
1
+§19(k)19(5) — 200 () = —2U, (133c¢)

For a given metric, the system of equations (131a-133c) is redundant.?* The ten components of
the Einstein equations are 0 = &gy = —(131a), ®11/ = (133¢) — (131g), Poor = —1/2 x (132a),
Doy = (133a) + (131h), Py = (132d), P12 = —(132f) and real part of (133c)+(132b).

- Radial renormalisation and peeling of the Weyl spinor. As mentioned before, we may extend
the radial r coordinate and the w coordinate, see (116) and (117), (122), into a four-dimensional
coordinate system (7, u, z,z) in the vicinity of #*. The complex coordinates (z,z) parametrise
the two-dimensional surfaces, where the r = const. and u = const. surfaces intersect. We can then
always find a coordinate transformation z — Z = Z(u, z, Z) such that the co-tetrad (kq, €q, mq, Mq)

24There are 16 complex-valued equations and two real-valued equations, which are the Raychaudhuri equations (131a)
and (132a). Of these 17 complex-valued equations, five of them define the components of the Weyl spinor. In
addition, there are the ten components of the Einstein equations. The remaining 14 real-valued equations are
redundant thanks to the Bianchi identities.
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admits the following asymptotic expansion,?®

k -1 0 0 0 du du
14 _ O(r) —1 O(r) O(r) dr _ . dr (134)
m O(r) 0 O(r) o()|]|dz dz
m o(r) 0 0() O(r) dz dz

The inverse transformation J~! maps the basis vectors (9%,9%,0¢,02) back into the null tetrad
(=0, —k%, m* m?) = (02,0%,0%,02) - J~!. We introduce the decomposition,

0% = 9% + NO» + ¢m™ + ¢m*, (135)

m® = wdy + pof + vo;. (136)

The falloff conditions for (N, ¢, w, u,v) can be inferred algebraically from [J~1]™, = % Indet(J)
and (134). We obtain,

N = @(T),C = @(r_l)vw = @(1)7N = @(T_1)7 V= @(T_2)' (137)

In the same way, the falloff conditions for the components of the matrix-valued one-form d.JJ~!
determine the falloff conditions of the spin coefficients,

Iy =0(1),¢ =0(1),5 =0(1),a — f = O(1), (138)
V) = @(7‘_1)70(5) = @(r_l)aa(k) = @(7‘_2),7 = @(r_l),oz + 8= @(r‘l). (139)

Notice that the falloff conditions (138) and (139) are a consequence of (134) alone. In particular,
we have not yet employed the equations of motion (131a)—(133c) nor the gauge fixing conditions
(114) and (125). So far, we only have a rough estimate and some of the spin coefficients will fall off
faster than (138) and (139) would suggest. For example, we know from the boundary conditions
(116) that the non-affinity x will admit the expansion

k=0(r""). (140)

In addition, we can always find a gauge parameter ¢ = O(1) such that the U(1) gauge transfor-
mation m, — e'¥m, maps the spin coefficient ¢ into ¢ + £2V,¢ such that ¢ + £*V,p = O(r~1).
Notice that we may always choose ¢ such that the gauge fixing condition (125) is still satisfied.
Without loss of generality we can thus always assume that

K4igp=0(r1). (141)

Inserting the falloff condition (137), (138), (139) and (141), back into the constraint equation (133c),
we can see then also that ¥y = O(r~!) or faster. Going back to the radial evolution equation for the
tangential expansion ¥y, i.e. going back to equation (131b), and again using the falloff conditions,
i.e. (137), (138) (139), we infer 8 = O(r~!) rather than 8 = 6(1). Since, however, a + 3 = O(r~ 1),
we thus also know a = O(r~!). Taking the sum of equations (131b) and (133c), and solving the
resulting equation to leading order in r, we find that ¥ = O(r—1). Therefore,

a=0(r""),8=00"")9p=00""). (142)

25The coordinate transformation z — 3 = Z(u, z, Z) is merely used to guarantee that the J™; off-diagonal entries of
the matrix J are 0(1) rather than O(r). In addition, we assume a polynomial expansion, i.e. a = O(r") means
a=anr" + an+1r"71 + ... is convergent in a neighbourhood of Bas
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Next, we solve the radial evolution equations (131a) to leading order in O(r~"). Going back to
(139), we have 9y = O(r~!) and o) = O(r~?), which implies that 94 admits the 1/r-expansion
2 -2

We have now all parts together to determine the O(r~") expansion of the components of the
Weyl spinor, which can be derived from the Bianchi identities [23]. If the Einstein equations are
satisfied, the first Bianchi identity reads

ean?V, wABIB2Bs — (144)

If we contract this equation with &4 and various powers of k% and ¢Z, we obtain the radial
evolution equations for the components of the Weyl spinor. A short calculation gives,

D)= 26— ) Vet
+ L (Vo] + [i(s = 3)(y —ia) — s8] W1 — (s — 1o ¥s_a, (145)

where Uy = 0 for s < 0. To solve these equations to leading order in r, we will consider 75‘( k) = =2/r
as the free radial Hamiltonian, while all other terms represent the interaction term . Working in
the interaction picture, we introduce the rescaled components of the Weyl spinor

U, =50, (146)

Using the falloff conditions for the metric and spin coefficients, i.e. (138), (139), (141) and (143),
we obtain the falloff conditions of the radial evolution equations,

0, O6(r=2) 6(r %) o0(r=3) 0 0 0, T,
Wy 0 02 o002 o6(r3 0 Wy Wy
% U, | = 0 0 0@ 2 02 60 3)||Uy|=—iH| Ty ]|, (147)
0, 0 0 0 o2 or2||¥ 0,
T 0 0 0 0 o2/ \¥ T

where we introduced a radial interaction Hamiltonian H. Next, we formally integrate these equa-
tions along the outgoing null rays 7(, . z(r) that generate a given u = const. null hypersurface,
with (z,Z) denoting the angular coordinates on the r = const., u = const. cross sections of the
double null foliation. Using the radially ordered exponential, i.e. the path ordered exponential
along the outgoing null generators, we obtain

~ T1
U(u,r,2,2) = Rexp( — i/ dr’yz‘u7z75)ﬂ-ﬂ)\ll(u,ro,z,2) =U(ro — rm|u, 2, 2)¥(u,re, 2,2).  (148)

The falloff conditions of the components of the transfer matrix U(r, — r1|u, 2, Z) can be inferred
directly from (147),
U(re — m1lu, 2,2) = T+ 0(r™1). (149)
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Going back to the physical components of the Weyl spinor (146), we obtain the familiar falloff
conditions for the components of the Weyl spinor,

Ty =0(r ), (150a)
Uy =0(r?), (150b)
Uy = 0O(r3), (150c)
Uy =01, (150d)
Ty =0(r79), (150e)

where the components are now computed with respect to the null tetrad (k?,¢%, m® m®), which is
adapted to the double null foliation (i.e. both k% and ¢* are surface orthogonal).

- Fualloff conditions for the metric coefficients N and w. To calculate physical observables, we
also need to understand the subleading terms in the 1/r expansion of the metric coefficients, in
particular N and w, as defined in (135). To infer the subleading terms of the 1/r expansion,
consider the radial and tangential evolution equations

AN —(@+m - @+BC=r (151a)
Zlw] — L[N + 510 + (w] = —5(19(4) — 2i¢)w — o)W, (151Db)

which are a consequence of the Lie brackets [k, £]* = k®Vy® —(*Vk® = kk®+ (a—B)m+(a—B)m*
and [£,m]* = OVym® — mPVyl® = —%(19(4) —2i¢)m® — oym?. We have built the double-null
foliation in such a way that x = O(r~!) and we also saw that for an asymptotically flat spacetime
the falloff conditions N = O(r), w = 0(1), a = O(r~') = B and ¢ = O(r~!) will be satisfied, see
(137-141). These falloff conditions are compatible with equation (151a), only if N = O(1) rather
than N = O(r), see (137).

Before further expanding on N, let us now consider the O(r~!) expansion of w = m*V,r. Going
back to (135), which provides the vector field ¢* in terms of the coordinate basis (9%, 0%, 0%, 02),

and taking into account the falloff conditions (137), we obtain the evolution equations

— @ 5) — 152
o (u.2,2) =0, (152)
%w(” (u,2,2) = rZn[NO)+ 0(r7"), (153)

where w = w0 (u, 2, 2) + w (u, 2, 2)r~* + O(r~=2) and N = NO(u,2,2) + 6(r~"). We may now
always choose initial conditions on an u = u, = const. initial null hypersurface such that w® = 0.
The easiest way to impose such initial conditions is to choose a specific foliation of p = const.
surfaces, where the three-dimensional p = const. null surfaces .4, intersect a fixed u = u, = const.
initial null hypersurface, from where the construction of .#, starts, at constant values of r. In other
words,

p(to, 7, 2,2) = Q N (ug, 7,2, 2) =1 (154)

This equation (154) implies k*Vyp|y, = 1 such that the pull-back of ¢, ox V4p to the u = u,
hypersurface is simply —dr. Since m® lies tangential to the u = u, surface (m®k, = —m*V,u = 0),
we also have

0= m®,| = —m“Var|u:uo = —uw| (155)

U=Uo U=uo’
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which implies the desired initial condition w|,, = 0. If we insert these initial conditions back into
(152), we obtain a double null foliation, i.e. a local foliation into p = const. and u = const. null
hypersurfaces, such that

u
w=m*V,r = / A/ L [NOJ(r ', 2, 2) + 6(r~2). (156)
Uo

Let us now return to the expansion of N. The leading order coefficient N(©) (u,z,z) of the
1/r expansion of the metric component N = N (u, 2, 2) + O(r~') can be set to zero via an
affine transformation of the outgoing null generators that sends the radial r coordinate into r —
f;Lo du/N©) (', z,%). We may therefore assume, without loss of generality, that

1) _

N = N2 | 2 (157a)
r

w = mVyr = 0(r—?). (157b)

- Falloff conditions for the inverse conformal factor. Recall that the inverse conformal factor defines
the radial coordinate p = Q~!'. The p = const. surfaces are null, with null normal ¢ : £V ,p = 0.
From (122), we know that p admits the expansion p = p©(u,z, 2)r + p((u, 2, 2) + O(r~') and
(% = 9% + N9 + (m® + ¢m®. Given the various falloff conditions and the initial condition (154),
we obtain

plu,r,2,2) =1+ 0", (158)

- Falloff conditions for a and . The Lie bracket [k, m]® = k?Vym® — m’V k® = —(a + B)k® —
%19(k)m“ — ox)m® implies the radial evolution equations
d 1 _
Ew + 579(k)w + O(k)W = —(Oé + 5) (159)
Since w = O(r~1) and V() = 2/r + O(r~?), see (143), and o) = O(r~?) as inferred from (139),
we find
a+B=0(r"3). (160)

Going back to the radial evolution equations (131h) for & and taking into account the falloff
conditions (143), (150d), (160) and (139), we obtain

(0) 5 (0)
o= 02D | oy, =0

+06(r73). (161)
- Falloff conditions for non-affinity k. The 1/r expansion of the non-affinity  can be inferred from
the radial evolution equation (131g). Solving this equation to leading order in 1/r and taking the
falloff conditions (139), (141) (150c), and (161) into account, we find

0
PR

R =
r2

+06(r3), (162)

and ¢ = O(r~2). Given the leading order of the 1/r expansion of x, we solve the radial evolution
equation for the metric coefficient N = NMW¢=1 4 6(r~2) such that

(0)
N = —% +06(r7?), (163)
where )
Uy = M +0(r2). (164)



- Falloff conditions for oy and o). Next, we consider the 1/r expansion of the transversal and
tangential shear o(;y and o). Given the falloff condition (139), the transversal goes like 1/7? such

that we may write

o(u,z %)

oy = —3— +00). (165)

The evolution of the transversal shear o) along the null generators (* of the null surfaces /¥, is
determined by the evolution equation (132d). If the falloff conditions are satisfied, we can solve
this equation perturbatively in r~!. We obtain

(u,z, %)

Ty = — +0(r7?), (166)

r
where 6 (u, z,2) :== fo(u, 2, 2).

- Falloff conditions for ¥y and 9. The 1/r expansion of ¥, can be inferred directly from the
radial Raychaudhuri equation (131a). For given asymptotic shear (165), the first three terms in
the 1/r expansion are given by

2 2U  2(05+U?)

Uy =+

—4
1+ S 00, (167)

where U = U (u, 2, Z) characterises the next to leading term of ¥y = 2/r + O(r~2). Consider then
the first two terms of the tangential expansion

I (w22 9 (u,22)

+
r r2

Dy = +06(r3). (168)

The transversal expansion satisfies the evolution equation (132b) along the null generators of //,.
We solve this evolution equation order by order in 1/7, from which we obtain the coefficients of the
1/r expansion of ¥(y. To leading order, we obtain

20 (u, 2, %) + V) (u, 2,) = 0, (169)

where U = %U . We will see below that U has a geometric interpretation: it is simply the Ricci
scalar of the u = const. cross sections of the p = const. null hypersurfaces.

To compute the next to leading order of ¥, from the evolution equation (132b), let us first
note that the radial r has a derivative along £*. We have, in fact,

(0)
ZLilr ™Y = —r 2V r = —r2(N + {w + (W) = % +0(r™), (170)

which is a consequence of (135) and (163). Taking into account the falloff conditions, and the
leading order equations (169), we obtain the next to leading order for Z;[¥(;)], namely,

_W 2 oy, 42 opp i
Sldw) = 5 + ﬁ<9‘ie(\ll2 )+ lol + 2UU) Lo (171)
If we insert equation (171) back into the tangential evolution equation (132b), we obtain

9 = —4%Re(W)) + 20 — 206 — WU — 2 (Ln[a] —i76) + 0(r™") =

= 20 — 205 — 20T — 2940 + 6(r 1), (172)
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where @ is the U(1) covariant derivative on the two-dimensional cross sections €, ,. If we perform
a U(1) transformation m, — e'?m, for a gauge parameter ¢, the corresponding U(1) component
of the spin connection transforms as v — ¢!y — Z,,[A]. If, in addition, there is a spin coefficient X,
with spin weight s, that transforms as X — e!**X under such a U(1) transformation and admits
the 1/r expansion X = X(© 4 0(r~1), the leading order of the U(1) covariant derivative will be
defined by DX :=lim, o0 "(Zn X +157X) and DXO) :=lim, o 7(ZLn X +1is7X).

We thus see from (172) that the next to leading order 195)) of the tangential expansion ¥y
depends on the asymptotic shear o(u, 2, Z), on the next to leading order of ¥y = 2/r(1 + U/r +
O(r=?)) and on the leading order a(%(u, z, 2) of the spin coefficient @ = kal®V k", see (165).
The spin coefficient o can be eliminated from this equation. The dependence can be inferred from

the constraint equation for ¥y, i.e. (133a). Taking into account the various falloff conditions, in
particular (150d), (167) and (165), we obtain

o = 9U - Zs. (173)
This in turn allows us tow write the next to leading order of the tangential expansion in terms of
\Ilgo), and in terms of the asymptotic shear and the next to leading term of the outgoing expansion,

9 (1, 2,2) = —2(@5” + 06— DD5 + UU + @@U). (174)

The tangential Raychaudhuri equation (132a) determines the time evolution of the various
coefficients of the 1/r expansion (168). Inserting (169) and (171) back into (168) and (132a), we
obtain the evolution equations

d2
WU(U’ Z, 2) = 0, (175&)
%798))(11,2,2) +2U0%(2,2) = —2|6(u, 2, )], (175b)

Finally, let us explain how U, which is constant in u, is related to the Ricci curvature of the two-
dimensional v = const. cross sections of .#,. In equation (172), we introduced the two-dimensional
U(1) covariant derivative &. The 1/r expansion of the curvature of the abelian connection I' =
ym + ym can be inferred from the constraint equation (133c) and the various falloff conditions. A
short calculation gives (2, 2]X(© = 25UX©  such that

R[q%) = AU +6(r™Y) (176)

is the Ricci scalar of the conformally rescaled metric ¢, : gap = r2q2b—|—@ (r), where qq = go%p ,Yab 18
the pull-back of the physical metric g4 to the two-dimensional p = const. and u = const. spherical
cross sections.

6. Bondi energy and radiative phase space

6.1. Radiative phase space from radial renormalisation

Our first task in this section is to explain how to recover the radiative phase space on S via an
asymptotic p — oo limit of the quasi-local radiative phase space that we introduced in section 3.4.
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For each null hypersurface ), of the foliation {./,},~0, we introduce the quasi-local symplectic
potential (64). Using the definition of the one-form £, D¢4, see (66), we find

Oy, = =

aq 1
= (& A doe—kodl?de + S0k A\ de)+

i
— kAmAdm —cc.) = Oy,. 177
Re /W ok nm A dm = cc) /m G

To evaluate Oy, for our falloff and gauge fixing conditions in the asymptotic p — oo limit
to future null infinity, we need to know the falloff conditions for a linearised solution d]-| of the
bulk plus boundary field equations (as summarised in table 1). The p — oo limit removes the
p-coordinate, i.e. the inverse conformal factor, from the quasi-local phase space, and we may treat,
therefore, the foliation as a fiducial background structure, such that the surfaces .4, are locked into
the abstract manifold .. In other words, 6[p] = 0. Going back to the 1/r-expansion of the radial
p coordinate as a function of (u,r, z, Z), see (158), and solving the equation d[p] = 0 order by order
in r, we obtain

S[r] = 6(r™1). (178)
From £, = NV, and Ny = 0(272), and §Q = §p~! = 0, we infer the falloff conditions
6l =Ny,  A=0(r"). (179)

In a neighbourhood of null infinity, the (u, z, Z) coordinates complete the radial r coordinate into
a four-dimensional coordinate system (u,r,z,%). To guarantee that these coordinates are regular
for r — oo, we impose the boundary conditions

S[u] = 6(r°), (180)
§[z] = 6(r°). (181)
Since kq = —Vu, and §[u] = O(r°) we may now also infer the falloff conditions for the components

of the one-form d[k,]. Going back to (135) and (136), we obtain, schematically,
S[ka) = O(r—>)lg + O(°)ka + O(r~")ymq + O(r~")mq. (182)

To recover the symplectic structure on the radiative phase space in terms of the asymptotic shear,
we express the 1/r expansion of 6[mg] in terms of d[o(y)] = do/r? + O(r~?) and the variation of
8[9(y] = 20[U]/r* 4+ O(r~3). For every value of p, the null surface 4, is equipped with a universal
ruling, which determines the direction of the null generators, i.e. the equivalence class [¢%]. This
ruling is a universal background structure that we consider to be fixed on the covariant phase space,
hence 6% = M®. The falloff conditions for A can be inferred directly from k% = —1 and (182),
which implies A = 0 (rY). The existence of such a fixed ruling of .#, also implies that the variation
of the complex-valued one-form m, will admit the expansion

d[ma] = fly + gmgy + hmy,. (183)

Where f= 0(r~!) and g = 0(r°), h = 0(r°), which is a consequence of (178, 180, 181) and the
falloff conditions for the metric coefficients ¢, u, v that define the one-form m, = —(d,u + (up —
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v) " pd,z — v0,7), see (135, 136). We consider thus the ansatz,
£(0)

f=— O(r=?), (184)
o . &Y »
g§=8 +T+@(7’ ), (185)
)
h=h" + hT +0(r™2). (186)

To evaluate the symplectic potential (177) at future null infinity, we now want to express the
subleading terms of this expansion in terms of variations of the asymptotic shear do ;) = do/ r?
O(r~?) and the variation of the asymptotic expansion 69,y = 26[U]/r* + 6(r?). Consider then
the radial and tangential evolution equations for the pull-back of m, to the null hypersurface,

* 1 * * — *

oy, [Lem], = 39k Por,Ma + ()Pl Ma + (@ = )¢l Ka, (187)
* 1 ) . .

ey, [Zem] , = 5 (D) +216) ey, ma + o0&, Ma, (188)

which follow directly from (126). Taking into account that 0 = §[k?V,r] = 3[k*|Var + L8] =
§[k*Var + O(r~2), and 0 = 0[k®Vu] = 6[k%]Vu + %5[2@ = 0[k%Vqu + O(r~=2), we obtain from
by = —0,r + NV,u + wmg + wmg and the falloff conditions for N and w that

5[k =6 [%} T O(r 2)k* + O0(r=)0* + fm® + fm?, (189)
5[0 = 6(r°) . (190)

Since dp = 0, the pull-back to .#, commutes with the variation, and we obtain from ¢ [cpj,/p [ggm]] =
@y [Zedm] — ¢y [ZLsem] that

@f@) =0, fO=r0(zz), (191)
d

@g(O) = 07 g(O) = g(O) (Z, 2)7 (192)
d%h@ —0, O = pO (s 3). (193)

The next to leading order perturbations g(*) and h® can be obtained from the variation of the
radial evolution equation, i.e. 5[4,0ij (Lem]] = @y [Liuém| — @7y [ZLsiym]. Taking into account the
various falloff conditions, we obtain
g = —5U + h95 — H0% — iy OO (194)
hY = 5o + (g9 — gM)g +iyOfO)] (195)

where 7(©) is the 1 /r leading term of the expansion v = ~(0) /r+0(r~2). The next to leading order
of h and g is thus sourced by the variation of the radial shear and expansion,

Wwl=—5"+ o(r=?), (196)
Slow] = % +06(r3). (197)



We have seen in section 3.4 that those bulk diffeomorphism, whose pullback to the null surface
/N, map every light ray onto itself are unphysical gauge directions on the covariant phase space. We
remove this gauge freedom by imposing the following boundary conditions on the field variation of
the retarded u time coordinate,?®

§[u] = s(z,2) +6(r7 ). (198)

We have now everything at hand to recover the radiative symplectic potential on future null
infinity. We have seen in (191, 192, 193) that the leading coefficients f(o), g0, h© that determine
0 [cijpma] are constant along the null generators of £ . Therefore, they cannot represent radiative

modes, which characterise local degrees of freedom of the gravitational field at #*. To infer the
radiative symplectic structure on # from the p — oo limit of the quasi-local symplectic potential,
we set those variations to zero, otherwise we would be left with an IR divergent integral along the
null generators (the range of the u-coordinate is the entire real line). For the same reason, we set
S[U] = 0 such that 8[d)] = O(r~?). In fact, we have seen in (175a) that U(u,z,2) is lincar in
the affine parameter: the derivative U > 0 is constant along the null generators and determines
the Ricci curvature (176) of the u = const. cross sections of . If we restrict ourselves to cross
sections, where the two-dimensional metric ¢, is simply the metric of the round two-sphere, we
immediately have §[U] = 0.

If we then remove such IR divergent terms, i.e. after imposing that the u independent terms
g(o), h® and § [U | vanish, the (mg, m,)-components of a tangent vector d,44 to the radiative phase
space will satisfy the falloff conditions

Syl = 0 eyl = (=24 4 02 ) o3 mle (199

To obtain the radiative phase space, we insert both (178) and (198) together with (199) back
into the pre-symplectic potential (177), and evaluate the integral as p = r + O(r~!) — oo, such
that

1
d dy . 13 d dy _ 2 d - d =
Qs (79, 5504 1= lim Qu, (0794, §3e) = e /. kA d*Q (6796 651°F + cc.). (200)
where the family of bounded null surfaces {/4}},50 is chosen such that lim, o A, = F * and
Qy, = dO, is the pre-symplectic two-form that we introduced in section 3.4. In addition, d*Q is
the fiducial area element on two-dimensional cross sections of # 1, which can be inferred from the

1/r expansion of the physical area two-form ¢ = —im A m,
—i¢ly, (mAm) =d*Q(r* —2Ur + 0(r°)), (201)
and k, is a one-form such that k,0% = —1. Given the symplectic two-form (200), it is also useful

to introduce the corresponding symplectic current. Choosing the same polarisation as in (177), we
obtain

0 (Bra) = %k A Q605 + cc.). (202)

26Notice that the radial coordinate r and the retarded time v depend via the gauge and falloff conditions (114), (117),
(122) implicitly on the gravitational variables, hence §[r] # 0 and d6[u] = 0.
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6.2. Bondi energy and Helmholtz free energy of gravitational edge modes

It is now possible to identify the Hamiltonian on a partial Cauchy hypersurface M, that intersects
future null infinity at constant values of w (the boundary OM, = €, will be a u = const. cross
section of FT). We call this Hamiltonian H¢[®,] and it will generate time translations along the
vector field £€* € T, which is null and lies tangential to the generators of the null foliation,

&, €[] (203)

Following what we said in equation (18) above, we define the generator as a functional H¢ on
the space of physical histories, which is larger than phase space,?” such that

S[He(E]) = ~(Ze0)+ [ €0,0), (204)

where 6 4 is the symplectic current, i.e. the integrand of (177), and §[-] € T'#pnys denotes a linearised
solution of the bulk plus boundary field equations, see table 1. The relative minus sign between
(204) and (18) results from a change of orientation on € = OM, which is equipped with the induced
orientation from M rather than /.

The entire calculation of (204) is valid only on-shell, which is to say provided the bulk plus
boundary field equations are satisfied. As in section 4 above, the first term is a total boundary
term. Using the definition of the SL(2,C) gauge covariant Lie derivative, see (83a-83d), we obtain,
in fact

i

- &G

QM(QE?‘S) [/M (v(f—leB) A 5[AAB] —[2aB] A f_IFAB)—i—

- 7{ (gJDnAaeA 4 D(Ema)dtA — 5nA§JDeA>] ¥ =
oM
i
- 8@

+ 7{ (ng ap A S[AAB] — € .Dnadth — D(Ema)dtA + 5nA§JDeA)} +ee. (205)
oM

[/M <(£JEAB) NOIFAP] = 5[Sap] A éJFAB>+

Since 0[] is a linearised solution of the bulk plus boundary field equations, the three-dimensional
bulk integral vanishes,

/ (@z ap ASFAB _ 6545 A @FAB) _
M
= —/ (fAA/eBAI ASFAB — CAA /\5€BAI /\f_JFAB) =
M

= —/ <fAA/€BA/ VAN 5FAB +&qn /\563‘4/ VAN FAB) = —/ £AA/5[eBA, /\FAB] =0, (206)
M M

where £44 = £E1eaa and Xpop = —%eAcr A eBC/ and the field equations in the bulk, i.e. egar A
FB 4 =0,Vesa = 0 are satisfied. If we then also take into account the boundary field equations

2TThe space of physical histories is larger than phase space, because (i) it contains configurations that would be gauge
equivalent on phase space (ii) includes the boundary data on %, which is otherwise fixed by the boundary and
gauge fixing conditions, i.e. do(u,z,z) = 0.
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(37a, 37b), we can further simplify the various contributions to (204). Going back to (37a) and
(37b), we find

£.Dn 4004 = —@((w n %%) A nA)éeA — €N ASHA =
= —¢u(w+ %% Aa)l + €%kl IN 4 A 1SEA =
=—¢a(w+ %% ANA)SEE + E%qm A 5L4 DO (207)
If we insert (207) back into (205), two terms appear: the first term is linear in the variation of the

two-dimensional area two-form € = —im A m on /', and the other term only contains variations
of the one-form ¢4 D¢4 that determines shear and expansion of /4, see (66). More precisely,

Qi (Ze,6) = _ﬁ b (gmAa[AAB]eB + E%qm A S[04)DEA + Ena DSl A+
1 1
— €+ 52madtt — € w + 5/1)5[77,4]6‘4) tec =
1 i i "
S S Uy DAY — ccl). 2
e aM(&Jz)é[e] —e aM& ka(m A 8(LaDE*) — cc.) (208)

We assume 0[(?] = 0, and insert the radiative symplectic potential (64) back into the definition of
the generator (204). This leads us to

oM
__1 i o A
=G P, Olet] g § o€ kan A LD —ce] =
1 . )
EE 8M5[€ 4 -5 8M5[55 kadio)], (209)

which is a total derivative on the space of physical histories.

To extract the Bondi mass from the time-dependent Hamiltonian (209), we impose the various
gauge fixing and falloff conditions for the double null foliation that we defined in the last section
and evaluate the integral in the limit p — co. In addition, and to guarantee that H¢ vanishes in
Minkowski space, we impose the following falloff conditions,

¢ — (1 + g n @(ﬂ))@“, (210)

hence €% is a field-dependent vector field.?® The falloff conditions for the tangential expansion
(168), (169), for the area element (201), and for the vector field £* imply now the following 1/r
expansion of the variation

1

a _ 1 20 o1 (2 ‘ -1
— aMa[g kacdp)] = 5 dQ[ 2007 + 03) + 20U + O(r )]. (211)

81G OM (

ZNotice that ¢* depends on U and 7 and £*, hence §[£%] # 0 or more precisely §[¢%] = O(r~2)¢* provided (178) and
(198) are satisfied. For a vector field that depends itself on the configuration variables, equation (204) gets replaced
by 6[He] — Hsje) = —SUZe,0) + §,,, E20.0(8). If, however, §6¢ = O(r~2)¢* this subtlety can be ignored since the
integrand 0[£]ka® pe will vanish as r — oo.
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The first term, which is linear in r, is a potential source of an IR divergence, but this term is
harmless, since its variation vanishes for the gauge fixing and falloff conditions that we have chosen
above. Since, in fact, dp = 0, which is to say that wee keep the {.#,},5¢ foliation fixed, and
p=r1r+0(r"1), see (158) and (178), we obtain

lim 5[?{ dzﬁrU] = lim <p5[?{ d2QUD. (212)
p—r0 M, ., p—ro0 M, .,

On the other hand U is proportional to the two-dimensional Ricci scalar (176). The resulting
integral (4m)~ f oM, d299‘2 is the Euler characteristic x[0M, .| of the two-dimensional boundary

OM,, ,,, which has the topology of a two sphere. Since x[S?] = 2, the variation vanishes,

p—00 p—00

i 2 7| = lim =0.
lim 5[7{)1\4,”(1 QTU] =7 lim (pd[x[0M,.]]) =0 (213)

It is now possible to insert (211) and (213) back into (209). Taking the asymptotic p — oo
limit, we obtain

lim §[He[€)u]] = —BﬂGa[f 6/{] + 6 [Mp(u)], (214)

p—00

where Mp(u) is the O(r") contribution to (211), i.e. the integral of 19%) +2UU over the u = const.

cross section of . Going back to equation (172), we have
1

MB(U) = —m

220 (@gm t oo+ gfza“))), (215)

which is the Bondi mass. The mass loss formula follows from the next to leading order of the
tangential Raychaudhuri equation, i.e. (175b), such that

d 1 2 -2 d
— — < 0.
uMB(u) =77 G?{ud Qo] fufJGJ+(du) 0 (216)

- Bondi energy as free energy. On a black hole spacetime, the ADM mass at infinity, the ADM
angular momentum and the area of the horizon all have a thermodynamical interpretation. The
functional variation (214) and the mass loss formula (216) suggest a similar understanding as well:

H@u C 54 + &@74 ek = Mafu), (217)
internal energy free energy

—S><T

In other words, our suggestion is to identify Bondi’s radiative energy with the Helmholtz free
energy of the system. The free energy of what system? To answer this question, it seems crucial
to understand how observables and phase space itself depends on the chosen boundary condi-
tions. Different boundary conditions represent altogether different physical processes, i.e. different
physical systems with different phase spaces and different Hamiltonians. In our case, this physical
difference is realised mathematically by the difference between the space of physical histories #phys,
i.e. the solution space of the field equations for arbitrary boundary conditions, and the covariant
phase space, which is the space of solutions to the field equations for specific boundary and falloff
conditions. The space of physical histories is therefore larger than phase space, and depending on
how restrictive the boundary conditions are, the size of the resulting phase space will be differ-
ent. A simple example was given in section 2, where we considered a time-dependent Hamiltonian
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H[p, q,w(t)], whose time-dependence enters through a time-dependent background field w(t). A
generic tangent vector 0[-] € TP pnys on the space of physical histories will generate infinitesi-
mal changes of these parameters, hence d[w] # 0. However, any actual physical trajectory —a
point on phase space —is realised only for a particular choice of the background field w(t). Since
w(t) can be tuned continuously, the space of histories foliates into a whole family of phase spaces
L., P = #phys, and for every w(t) there is a different phase space.?? Each of these phase spaces is
equipped with a symplectic two-form €2, which is obtained by the pull-back of the pre-symplectic
two-form Q. € Q2(T*7fphys) to P, modulo gauge.

Thus, we need to identify the phase space, and hence the system, for which the functional
He[8y C IT| : Hphys — R, (204, 217), is the Hamiltonian. Consider the problem at the linearised
level. A tangent vector 0[] € TP,y that lies tangential to this yet unspecified phase space
Pedge C Hphys Will satisfy Hamilton’s equations, [ He| = — (950, ) (Ze, ), where M, is a partial
Cauchy surface that intersects ¥ at some u = const. cross section %,. On the other hand, a
generic such vector field §[-] € Ty, will satisfy (204). Both equations can be true, only if the
symplectic current vanishes, i.e. lim, f%p ., .60 , (0) = 0. For a generic configuration on #phys,
this implies that the variation of the asymbtotic shear will vanish. Hence do(u,z,z) = 0. If we
insist to have a phase space for which H¢[%,] is the Hamiltonian, we should add this condition to
our boundary and falloff conditions on 7. Clearly, this is a very restrictive condition. Since the
asymptotic shear characterises all the outgoing radiation, the boundary condition do(u,z,z) = 0
removes all radiative modes from the phase space that we would otherwise associate to the partial
Cauchy hypersurface M,.>° The phase space Pedge contains, therefore, no local degrees of freedom
from within the partial Cauchy hypersurface. Yet there should be still infinitely many boundary
modes left that characterise e.g. large diffeomorphsims and boosts, see e.g. (88) and (111).3! In
fact, this is precisely what is suggested by general relativity in dimensions smaller than four.
Consider, for example, three-dimensional gravity in the Chern—Simons or BF formulation. On a
closed manifold ./, the resulting gravitational phase space is the moduli space of flat connections,
which is finite-dimensional. On the other hand, if we break the manifold ./ into two parts # =
MT U M, new degrees of freedom are excited along the boundary 0.4 = 9. The splitting
of the manifold into two parts destroys diffeomorphism invariance and directions on field space
that would have otherwise been considered unphysical represent now physical boundary modes
(gravitational edge modes). The dynamics of these boundary modes along the two-dimensional
boundary depends on the boundary conditions chosen. Different boundary conditions correspond
to different boundary field theories with different phase spaces and different notions of energy.
Perhaps the most important such example is the Wess—Zumino— Witten model, which provides
a possible boundary field theory for gravitational edge modes in three-dimensional gravity, but
there are many other boundary field theories as well, both at the level of the discrete spin network
representation and in the continuum, see e.g. [20, 36, 44-47|. By removing the radiative modes
from the partial Cauchy surface M, and encoding them into auxiliary background fields on .57,
we are in a very similar situation as well. The resulting phase on a partial Cauchy surface M, will
be stripped off its radiative data, and can only consist of gravitational edge modes alone.

29The background fields represent knobs and controls that allow us to manipulate the experiment. Such manipulations
may happen directly by changing the controls of the experimental setup, or retroactively by post-selecting a subset
of observations from an ensemble of similar observations with different boundary conditions.

30Unless there are singularities or different asymptotic regions that could capture some of the radiative degrees of
freedom.

31The corresponding smearing functions will have the following falloff in a neighbourhood of F, A = O(r~2) and
g =¢&m*+xms, £ =0(r).
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If we accept such a reasoning, which is supported by recent results from various approaches [48—
51], equation (217) suggests to identify Bondi’s radiative energy with the free energy of gravitational
edge modes. Accordingly, the mass loss formula (216) turns into the gravitational equivalent of the
statement that the free energy decreases towards thermal equilibrium, and thermal equilibrium is
reached once 6 = 0. In analogy to the first law of black hole thermodynamics, we may then also
identify the entropy density s with the area density of the two-dimensional u = const. cross sections
of 1, i.e. s =¢/(4G). Clearly, the entropy diverges as p — oo, but the product € x remains finite,

because the non-affinity # : £°Vy¢® = ¢* admits the 1/r expansion x = 9{2(\1’%0))/7"2 +0(r=3). In
equilibrium, ¢ = 0 and the Bondi mass is simply the integral My = —ﬁ 55% d*Q \T/éo) such that
SxT = Mg/2 > 0, with the asymptotic equivalent of temperature given by T' = _%9{2(\11&0))/7«24_
O(r~—3), which vanishes as r — oo.

7. Summary and discussion

We have developed, step by step, a representation of the radiative gravitational phase space at
generic null boundaries in terms of an adapted Newman—Penrose tetrad. The starting point
(section 3) was the introduction of the appropriate counter terms on the null boundary such that
the action is stationary provided the boundary conditions and equations of motion are satisfied.
The boundary conditions are such that an equivalence class g = [5x4, 0%, mg]/~ is kept fixed at
the boundary, where (% is a representative of the null vectors (vertical vector fields) that generate
the null boundary, s, is an abelian connection such that x = %, is the non-affinity of ¢, i.e.
PVt = kl®, and the co-dyad my is a complex-valued one-form intrinsic to the null boundary such
that gu, = 2m(amy) is the induced signature (0++) metric on the boundary. Two configurations
(524, 4%,my) and (3z,, 0%, 7n,) define the same equivalence class ¢ = [s4, £%, mg)/~ if they are related
by a combination of (i) vertical diffeomorphisms (31) along the vector fields £* oc £%, (ii) shifts (33) of
»,, (iii) dilations (32) of (s, £?), and (iv) complexified conformal transformations of (¢*,m,), see
(34). The resulting equivalence class [, £*, m,]/~ characterises two local degrees of freedom on the
null surface, which are the two radiative modes of the gravitational field at the full non-perturbative
level. Section 3 provides the resulting radiative phase space at the quasi-local level. Besides the two
radiative modes, there are additional edge degrees of freedom. Such edge modes appear, because the
null surface /" has itself a boundary (two consecutive cross sections €, and €1, 04 = €,U%). In
section 4, we studied such edge modes from the perspective of the gravitational degrees of freedom
in the bulk, i.e. on a partial Cauchy surface that is attached to the null boundary. We introduced
the pre-symplectic two-form 237 on such a partial Cauchy surface and identified the Hamiltonian
generators for tangential diffeomorphisms (generalised angular moments), see (88), and dilations
of the null normal (111). The corresponding Hamiltonian that generates shifts along the null
generators was introduced in section 6.

The second half of the paper was about the asymptotic »r — oo limit that sends the finite
boundary ./ to future null infinity F+. We admit that our presentation was a bit involved, but
we believe that this was crucial to obtain the limit to .# T from a quasi-local perspective. First of
all, we introduced a Newman—Penrose (NP) tetrad adapted to a double null foliation. We then
considered the 1/r expansion of perturbations of such an adapted null frame around a given solution
of Einstein’s equations. In a certain way, our gauge choices were dual to those that would be used
normally in the Newman—Penrose formalism. In our case, the two NP null directions are both
surface forming, hence £, Vyly = ki, Vipk = 0. In the more standard NP gauge, only the outgoing
radial null direction k% (what is called {* in the NP formalism) is surface forming, whereas (% (i.e.
n® in the NP formalism) is not. Such a gauge choice would be inconvenient for us. To send /4" to
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J1, we found it necessary to work with a double null foliation, where the infalling (collapsing)
null surfaces {4} ,~0 approach future null infinity as p — co. Accordingly, we have to relax some
other gauge fixing conditions that are otherwise frequently imposed in the NP formalism: in the
NP formalism, the parallel transport propagates the null frame along the outgoing null direction
(k% in our case). Such a gauge condition would be incompatible with the integrabilty conditions
of the co-vectors ¢, and k,. Therefore, we had to impose a weaker condition, namely (125), which
can always be reached thanks to the gauge freedom m, — ¢ ¥m,. Our discussion completes earlier
results [52-59] on the subject by clarifying the falloff conditions on the covariant phase space in
terms of an adapted Newman —Penrose null tetrad on a generic double null foliation of spacetime.

Taking into account the falloff conditions and removing otherwise IR divergent terms, we ob-
tained the well-known symplectic structure of the radiative modes at future null infinity from the
radial renormalisation of the quasi-local symplectic potential, see (200), (64). Finally, we computed
the time-dependent Hamiltonian, which generates translations along the null generators ¢%. At fi-
nite distance, the Hamiltonian is simply the difference of the non-affinity x and the expansion ),
which are integrated over a two-dimensional cross section of the boundary. This integral diverges
in the limit p — oo, but this divergence is mild. In fact, what we obtain from the covariant phase
space approach, is not directly the Hamiltonian, but rather its variation, see (209). The potentially
IR divergent contribution to the Hamiltonian is proportional to the Euler characteristic of the cross
section. This is a topological invariant, whose variation vanishes on the covariant phase space. The
variation of the Hamiltonian 0[H¢] is finite (214) and returns the Bondi mass plus a term, which is
given by the integral of the non-affinity x over the two-sphere at infinity. The Hamiltonian H¢ is
explicitly time-dependent and integrable on a reduced phase space, where all the radiative modes
that would otherwise exist on M, have been translated into fixed background fields at null infinity.
The experience from gravity in dimensions d < (3 + 1) suggests that the resulting reduced phase
space is the phase space of gravitational edge modes alone.

The article was about classical gravity, but the main motivation for this research has to do
with quantum gravity. The quantum version of our approach will provide boundary transition
amplitudes that are conditioned on the asymptotic shear as a classical background field and are
evaluated between quantum states at two consecutive cross sections of future null infinity, with the
generator of asymptotic symmetries providing the time-dependent Hamiltonian. In [60], we have
given a proposal for how to construct such amplitudes from a three-dimensional field theory on the
null cone.?? In two and three spacetime dimensions, the problem simplifies dramatically. There are
no radiative modes to begin with, and the only physical degrees of freedom are the gravitational
edge modes alone. Quasi-local realisations of the boundary dynamics for such gravitational edge
modes have been explored recently from within loop quantum gravity and related approaches, see
for instance [20, 36, 44-47|.

The idea to treat the asymptotic shear as an auxiliary (classical) background field is reminiscent
of developments in various other approaches. For example, there is a recent interest in describing
quantum systems in relation to reference frames that are themselves quantum. It is then necessary
to explain how to jump from one such quantum reference system into another thereby creating
quantum entanglement among the remaining constituents of the system [61-66]. In our case,
the asymptotic shear o(u, z,Z) for a given Bondi frame (u,z,Z) provides the classical frame of

32 Although the programme is centred around boundary field theories, it would be misleading to call such an approach
holographic: it is not that we try to translate the two radiative modes of the gravitational field in the bulk into
the degrees of freedom of some dual field theory on the light cone. On dimensional grounds, this may very well
be impossible: the radiative portion of the gravitational phase space in the bulk has 2 x 2 x co® dimensions (two
polarisations of the graviton per point), the phase space of a boundary field theory has 2 x N x 00? dimensions.
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reference, the quantum variables are the gravitational edge modes, namely generators of horizontal
diffeomorphisms (88) or boosts (111). In addition, we would also like to stress that there seem to
be recent developments from within the AdS/CFT community that supports our viewpoint as well,
see [67—69].
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Appendix: NP formalism and double null foliation

NP Formalism Double Null Foliation

R ko =ikAkA =09, ke = —Vau
S AA . JAFA! 5 Re(ws) - -
3 nt=4 04 =104 =024+ NIt +(ms+(m*, N=—-="2240(r"2),(=0(r")
T me = ot m® = AR = wd% 4 pd2 + 902, w = 6(r2), p = LED 4 62,
S ’ — a7

me = 1464 m® =ik = wd* + po +vod, v=0(r"?)

T =14Voota ANy =—B=a+ O(r=3)

A= LAvlo/LA EA,VmEA/ = 5’(@) = _—E(u;z,i) + @(Tﬁz)

n= LAVOl/LA ZA/vaA/ = %19(5) = ——U(i"g) + @(T_2)
v=14V1114 EA,VZEA/ =0

fg e =14V 004 1AV ka =0
% a=14Vipoa AV mkar = —s(y+ia)=0(r""), 7= —%%&ﬂ(o) +0(r=2)
8 A= 1AVo1 04 EA,le;:A/ = —%(’y + ia)
§ v =14V1104 A ey = —%(/@ —ig)=00r""), k= 79%(‘11;0:2(717272)) +0(r=3)
k= 04Vopo0a kA Vika =0
p=04Vipoa KAV imka = —L9py =-1-5 - %?,Uz +060"), U=0
o= 04Vo04 kA ka4 = —Ok) = —% +0(r=3)
7 =04Vi104 EAVka = a = O‘T(;)) +0(r3), a9 =9U -5
8 U, = @A’l...A;A’S+1...AgZAI1 LA RS = 0(r5)

Table 2: Dictionary between the Newman —Penrose (NP) formalism and the conventions used in this paper. Our
metric signature is (—+++). Spacetime vectors V' correspond to anti-hermitian (1/2,1/2) spinors A = _paa
The role of primed and unprimed indices are switched by parity. What we call e.g. U, corresponds, therefore, to Wy
in the NP formalism. Notice that both &% and ¢“ are surface orthogonal.
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